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number may very soon be increased to three 
hundred and twenty, or even to five hundred. | 
Now, it isimpossible that the House should j 
be willing-to give to those five-hundred ex- 
members the ‘right to prosecute ‘any sort of 
alaims-upon the floor of this House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does not that num- 
ber inchide those ex-members who have come 
froma distance to again visit Washington? 

Mr. BANKS. It does. But there is no 
harm ‘in requiring every man who seeks the 
privilege of the floor of the House to declare 
that he is not the agent or attorney for any 
claim, and does not ome here to influence 
legislation. The House understands that that 
is done now, bat it isnot done; at least the 
officers of the House do not so interpret the 
rale: we . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This proposed rule 
goes further than that. Suppose an ex-mem- 


ber of Congress has some matter before a} 


committee of the House, and he has, perhaps, 
been before that committee, this proposed rule 
would require him, if he wishes to come in 
.- upon the floor, to:-make certificate that he is 
not interested in any matter before any com- 
mittee, i> i 

Mr. BANKS. - Notatall; it does not imply 
that. ‘It simply implies that he does not seek 
to come upon the floor for the purpose of pros- 
ecuting any private interest. There is no 
question about his right to go before a com- 
mittee... But. when-he comes upon the floor of 
the House’ he is not to come here for that 
porpono that is the intent of the proposed 
rule. 7 H 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 
desire to ask my:colleague [Mr. Bawxs] if he 
. will move fb recommit this report to the Com- 
mittee on Rules? If so, L will not move to lay 
it on the table. ; 

Mr. BANKS. . I have suggested to the hon- 
‘orable. gentleman ‘from New York [Mr. Cox] 
that inasmuch as this seems to be a surprise 
upon'the House, and:it has not been so care- 
fully considered asit might: be, it would be well 
to have it: recommitted.. >» cae 
4. Mr. COX. I would-be glad.to defer to the 
gentleman, but- this proposes so slight a change 
inthe existing rule that I would like to have 
some: expression of the House upon it. 

» Mr-SCOFIBLD.: I suppose that all mem- 
bers of the House: would concur in excluding 
from the:floor‘any person that. came from. the 
-people here who was interested in legislation 
of any kind, because: they have adopted just 
such a.rale.. If any gentleman from’ the dis- 
trict of my friend from Massachusetts; [ Mr. 
Burier,.] however highin character or in Jearn- 
‘ing, should.come.here to influence legislation 
in any way, he would be. excluded from :the 
floor. No matter whether that legislation be 
of .a-public or a private character, he would 
be unable to.come upon the floor and consult 
with:the.members of this House. : Now, if. the 
people cannot send here -any gentleman from 
the district-of my friend from Massachusetts, 
no matter how distinguished or eminent he 
might be, and come upon the floor. of : this 
. House.for the: purpose: Of influencing legisla- 

lion; why should-we allow the-same people to 
: Send the gentleman himself here for that pur- 

pose after his term shall have-expired:--Should 
» there be: any. distinction made between. an ex- 
-mnember of Congress and-a:man of equal char- 

acter: -and-reputation: who: has never been -a 
member of Congress? : = BAe 
Lf, for instance, the Chamber of Commerce 


f the city of N 


ew: York should be interested, 
‘ease, in: important legisla- 
body, they may.select some 
minence:to:come here and rep- 
liews: © Some-other. organization 
New. York, ‘holding, opposite 
ject another gentleman of ‘equal 


d 
. one body happens to-have been a member of 
= Con ess; the other happens never to: havé 
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had that-distinction. When the matter comes 
up, one of those men can come upon the floor 
and consult with members, can suggest amend- 
‘ments, and arrange the whole machinery; 
while his rival, who is just as distinguished, 
“and represents, perhaps, just ds good a cause, 
or possibly better, is obliged to sit in the gal- 
lery and watch the proceedings which he can- 
not in any way affect. Now, why should we 
wish to make sucha distinction? Let the peo- 
ple send here anybody they choose to influence 
legislation; but let all who come be treated 
alike. 

I will tell you why, as I conjecture, so many 
members of Congress come here upon business 
connected with legislation. They do not come 
necessarily on any bad errand; I do not make 
any such reflection; but they are selected in 
preference to some eminent lawyer in their 
own locality, who is perhaps better acquainted 
with the business than they, simply because 
those who send them know that if they select 
an ex-member of Congress he can come upon 
this floor and by reason of his kindly relations 
with members, formed before he left Congress, 
may perhaps induce them to act more favor- 
ably upon a bill than they otherwise would. 

1 say let all be put upon an equal footing. As 
one who expects to retire from this body at 
the end of this Congress, [am perfectly willing, 
if I should ever come back here again, either 
to take the pledge that Iam not coming upon 
the floor to affect legislation or else to stay out. 
If I wish to influence legislation, I will go 
before the committees. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, we have had four speeches in suc- 
cession infavor of this rule. I hope I may be 
allowed to say a word on the other side with- 
out being interrupted by somebody who wants 
to make another speech in its favor. I agree 
that it needs all these speeches, and some more 
besides, to reco mend:it to the judgment of 
the House. - 4 

L'am sorry thegentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Scorretp] conid‘ not find some other 
gentleman than myself upon to whom to base 
his illustration. ‘If I should desire to come on 
this floor after I leave the House I shall not be 
obliged to come in virtue of this rule. Having 
had the high honor to receive the thanks of 
the House for services performed during the 
war, I-have'a right to come on this floor under 
another rule... So that proposition does not 
affect me. I stand clear of this rule now and 
in the fature. [Laughter.] I am an impartial 
judge upon ‘this*stibject; “Besides, I do not 
mean to'go out of Congress just yet, unless I 
desire so to‘do. ‘{Laughter. ] 

Now, then, let ts see'what this rale means. 
It has been in force many years—you know 
how many, Mr. ‘Speaker; ‘I do not—and there 
are only two hundred and tweiity?five ‘mem- 
bers-of Congress who have registéréd undér it 
during its existence or when it-has been in 
force. Now, the trouble we meet with the 
lobbyists is not on this floor. We are gen- 
erally so-noisy, if not so busy, that lobbyists do 
not’stand any chance -here. -The lobbying is 
done outside. 

I will tellthe House my first objection 
to -this- proposition. > I do not desire to be 
called on every day to cast some vote to belit- 
tle: members. of Congress: I am willing to 
take that dose-.dneein ‘thirty days; but I- do 
not desire to take it every day. [Laughter.] 
One day we are told that if we nominate or 
recommend a man to office, we are to be put in 
the penitentiary. [Laughter.] The next day 
gentlemen-come in and say, “If, after you go 
out of Congress, you should come here, you 
are to be suspected of coming for the purpose 
of carrying out some corrupt scheme; and 
you are to make.a certificate to the contrary 
before being allowed to come upon the floor.” 
Itis very well to say that a man interested in 
a-claii shall not come upon the floor to lobby 
b for that claim; but I take it that no good citi- 


F zeu-comes upon this floor unless he is inter- 


| ested to some degree in some legislation which 


is going on here. And then itis proposed to 
provide that if an ex-member comes upon the 
floor he shall not speak to a member of Con- 
gress. Why, sir, it was only a few days ago 
that we were called upon to vote that a mem- 
ber af Congress should not speak to an exec- 
tive officer on certain subjects. Now we are 
not to speak to each other on any subject. 
{Laughter.] And so it goes. 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that two hundred 
and forty-odd men, likely to be two hundred 
and eighty, selected for the purpose of repre- 
senting forty-million people, every other day 
undertake to convince the people of the coun- 
try, and not only the people of this country, 
but the people of all nations, that a man has 
only to come in here with his pockets full of 
money, or his hands full, and we are ready 
to be bought? Does any gentleman complain ? 
Does any one mistrust evil? If anybody feels 
there is any evil in this direction, let him get 
up and name the man. If anybody knows of 
evil, let him say who does it, and we will ex- 
clude that man. The condition this rule will 
put us into is this: all the honorable and hon- 
est members of Congress—and I assume they 
are all so—will not come in here under any 
such pledge as that, “I am interested in noth- 
ing that is to be the subject of legislation by 
Congress.” They will not come in here under 
any such pledge. Bad men, if there are any, 
will sign the pledge. 

A man who comes here to use his position 
as an ex-member of Congress for the purpose 
of influencing improperly the legislation of 
Congress—and to do it properly is one of his 
rights—a man, I say, who comes here to in- 
fluence the legislation of Congress improperly, 
will sign any pledge you put to him. an only 
keep out honest men while you keep in the 
rogues. That is the sort of sieve you estab- 
lish—you keep out the honest men while you 
keep in the rogues. Therefore I say this rule 
should not be put in this stringent form. It is 
clear a man should not advocate his own claim 
on the floor of Congress, or with Congressmen 
elsewhere, improperly. But this rule covers 
every kind of legislation publicand private. I 
may see that a law regulating courts of justics, 
requires change, and i aminterested as a good 
citizen in having the change made. I comein 
on the ‘floor, after I leave Congress, and say to 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, ‘ Do 
you know there exists this defect in the law?” 
He answers, ‘‘No.’’? Unless Iagree I will not 
say that to him I cannot come in here as an 
ex-member of Congress, even if I say no more 
than this. 

Now, do not let us beslaver ourselves. Let 
us remember the old Scotch proverb, ‘* It is 
a dirty bird that befouls its own nest? Let 
us say no man whatever, not confined to ex- 
members, shall come upon the floor who will 
not sign a declaration that he is not interested 
in any legislation, and then perhaps we may 
pass it. I respectfully submit that this rule 
had better be recommitted. I hope my friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] and my colleague 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Bawxs] will agree 
to have it recommitted. I know my colleague 
recommends its recommitment. If this is 
not done, I must ask at least to have a vote 
on the bill which shall mark the sense of the 
House; and therefore I move to lay it upon 
the table. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask my colleague to yield 
to me for a single moment. 

Mr. COX. J did not yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to make that 
motion. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw the motion to lay upon the table for a 
moment for the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say something 
about this. 

Mr. COX. Iwill yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio; he is going to speak on 
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moment, they will notice there is a provision 
of the existing rule struck out by the pending 
amendment which allows ex-members of the 
Senate of the United States to be admitted to the 
privileges of the floor of the House. Theresult 
is that the proposed amend ment excludes every 
one from the floor of the House of Represent- 
atives except ex-members of the House. The 
language of the rule as it stands now, hitherto 
adopted, is ‘‘ex-members of Congress,’ Every 
one knows that members of the Senate are 
members of Congress as wellas members of the 
-House of Representatives, but that is struck 
out by the amendment, and it is proposed to 
insert ‘‘ex-members of the House shall be 
entitled to the privilege of admission to the 
floor on making declaration on honor in a 
register to be kept for that purpose that they 
have no personal or private interest in any 
legislative measures before the House or any 
of its committees.” 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to take notice 
that the proposed amendment as it stands 
is restricted exclusively to ex-members of 
this House. The original rule extends to ex- 
members of the Senate. 

Mr. COX. Willthe gentleman allow me to 
state that the Senate rules forbid ex-mem- 
bers of the House from having permission to 
go upon the floor of the Senate? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is not the point on 
hand now. i : 

Mr. COX. It is the point I would like to 


make. 

Mi: BINGHAM. That is not the point 
at all. . 

Mr. COX. I think there is nothing like 
being mutual. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The point I am desirous 
to make now is this: that if it is needful to 
protect this body at all against the influence 
of men not members of the body, the rule 
ought to be general and exclude everybody 
except upon such a declaration on honor as is 
here required. 

Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, to the members of this 
House that it does not become them to cast 
this sort of indignity upon the great office of the 
Representative of a free people, which is man- 
ifestly being cast upon that office by incorpor- 
ating in your rule this provision, as to ex- 
members of this body, that they are not to be 
trusted on this floor except upon a declaration 
ofhonor. I know the gentleman may say that 
we do not provide for the admission of any- 
body else. But I know that, in practice, every 
session we admit many men who never were 
commissioned by the people to have the priv- 
ilegesof this floor. They have these privileges 
daily. There is no written declaration required 
of them upon honor that they are not here to 
corrupt the Representatives of a free people. 
But because it happens that a man has been 
intrusted with the great office of a Represent- 
ative, although he may discharge his daties 
most faithfully and effectively, and has subse- 
quently retired into private life, he has thereby 
become so suspicious a character that if he 
comes upon this floor at all he can only be 
admitted upon a written declaration made 
upon his houor, and in the presence of wit- 
nesses, that he is not here to corruptanybody. 
And it is not merely a reflection upon the 
out-going members, but it is a reflection as 
well upon every member, present and to come. 


If we are really so weak, sir; if we are really | 


s0 incapable of discharging the high duties 
intrusted to us, in the presence of these 
tempters, then I ask you to set up the only 
barrier which will be a sufficient protection 
for men so weak and so incapable of dis- 
charging their duties, and say that nobody 
shall come near us, that nobody shall come 


i 


into our presence at all; that the people shall 
have no kind of representation on this floor 
except that which is known as the represent- |j 
ation in the House of Representatives under 
the Constitution and laws of the nation. 

I believe, sir, that the American people, 
when they come to understand this thing, will 
inquire, “Why do you discriminate? Why make |; 
a written rule imposing a specific obligation 
upon your Sergeant-at-Arms as to ex mem- 
bers of Congress, and make no rule whatever 
as to other people?’ You say you do not 

rovide for the admission of other people. 

ut they are admitted. ‘That is my answer; 
they are admitted; they are here day after j 
day; there is no rule against it—I mean no 
rule imposing an obligation upon the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, like the language incorporated here. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman knows that that 
is a defect in the execution of the rule. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not quite. 

Mr. COX. Yes, it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The rule provides that 
“ the Doorkeeper shall be held responsible to 
the House for the execution of this rule.” It 
is limited exclusively to admitting to this floor | 
those who have been hitherto members of the | 
House. I[ insist upon it that the rule shall be 
equal; that an ex-member of Congress is as 
much entitled to consideration, if he behaves. 
himself well, as any other citizen of the Uni- 


held any place of profit or trust under the 
Government of the United States. There- | 
| fore, if we are to have this sort of action at 
all, I insist that it ought to be equal; that all 
gentiemen who are not members of the House, 
appearing on the floor hereafter, shall appear {| 
on the same declaration, to wit, a written 
pledge of honor that he has no personal or 
private interest in any measure pending before 
Congress or any of its committees. The gen- 
tleman is democrat enough to accept that rule 
of equality. I make this appeal to the House 
that they may see the propriety of recommit- 
ting this rule, and if we are to have such a 


every one, excepting members of the House, 
who seeks admission to this floor. 

Mr. COX. One word in reply to the gen- 
tleman. He was a member of the Thirty- | 
Ninth Congress, and there was a rule passed in 
that Congress, perhaps with his sanction —— 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
of it. 

Mr. COX. That rule excluded all ex-mem- 
bers of Congress from coming into this Hall. 
I believe it was in the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, not in the Thirty-Ninth. It was passed 
by but one vote, but it allowed no ex-member 
to come in under any conditions or pledges. 
J think the gentleman from Ohio most likely 
at that time supported it: 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can only say that I 
never had my attention called to it in the 
world. 

Mr. COX. Nobody complained of it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, of course not. 

Mr. COX. Nobody thought of complaining 
of it. If any honorable ex-member of Con- 
gress comes here for the purpose of renewing 
old associations, of seeing old friends, or even 
if he comes here for the purpose of influ- | 
encing our ordinary political matters, he can 
have the right to come upon the floor provided 
he makes this pledge. The more this dis- |! 
cussion goes on, the more am I inclined to 
adhere to the rule. It is but a simple amend- | 
ment to the’ present rule. Why have not | 
gentlemen here who are so indignant now 
moved to modify the rule as it exists at | 
present? i 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I did ask you to do it. | 
I think it ought to be repealed. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Wisconsin |! 
has been a member here for four or five ses- | 
sions, and has never complained of that rule, |! 
perhaps because it has not been executed, but || 


: am only the organ of the committee. 


ted States or any other person who may have || 


rule at all, that it be quite equal, and affect |! 


I did not take any notice || 
! me for a moment? 


that is no fault of our rule. 


attention, and scarcely any member noticed 
that such a rule was in existence; but now, by 
a sort of spasm, the gentieman has brought 
the rule before the House. 

Mr. COX. Well, the spasm is not mine; I 
The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lewis] intro- 
duced it into the House and made no condi- 
tions in it. The Speaker knows; ard every 
member of Congress knows, and the door- 
keepers know, that we do need some rule to 
give purity to legislation. That is the whole 
truth, and itis as well that it should be spoken 

lainly. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. As I gather 
from this debate, the object of the proposed 
amendment is to prevent ex-members coming 
on the floor to influence legislation. The lan- 
guage of the amendment, as I construe it, only 
excludes ex-members that have a personal and 
private interest in legislative measures, It 
does not exclude the professed lobbyist, the 
attorneys, who are the men who create the 
greatest difficulty and are the most objection- 
able. It seems to me that the rule should be 
so amended, its language should be broad 
enough to cover not only those who have a 
personal or private interest, but those who are 
professionally interested. 

Mr. COX. The language of the rule, as 
proposed to be amended, is: 

Ex-members of the House shall be entitled to the 
privilege of admission to the floor on making declar- 
ation on honor, in a register to be kept for that pur- 
pose, that they have no personal or private interest 


in any legislative measure before the House or any 
of its committees. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York. Do the com- 
mittee consider that as including professional 
interests ? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. KiNG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a 
simple question. Does the House think that 
we need protection against corruption by ex- 
members of Congress or anybody else? If 
that is admitted [ shall be in favor of the 
rule proposed. J deny for myself that any 
such protection is necessary, but [am a new 
member here, and perhaps Ido not understand 
the machinery here as well as the older mem- 
bers. 

Mr. COX. Iwant to protect the gentleman 
and keep him pure and good. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. POTTER. Will my colleague yield to 


Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. POTTER. I ask a moment only to say 
that I cannot see anything improper in the 
proposed rule, or any reflection in it on mem- 
bers of Congress or ex-members of Congress 
asa body. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ScoFIELD] touched the key of this whole 
matter when he said that ex-members of Con- 
gress who are selected to represent private 


į interests and to prosecute measures before 


this House are selected because of their facil- 
ity to come upon the floor of this House at 
all times and talk with members here. I 
concede that that is so, and it seems to me 
that it is entirely proper that ex-members of 
Congress when they leave this Hail and go 
into the private business of claim agents 
should stand upon the same footing of every 
other claim agent and professional man; that 
is, that they should be excluded from the floor 
by a rule of this House. 

Now the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Bincuam] that this proposed rule 
would exclude only ex-members of the House, 
it seems to me to be entirely unjust. We have 
a general rule to exclude from the floor every- 
body but ex-members of Congress and a few 
others, yet that rule is construed with a cer- 
tain license which allows us to bring our con- 
stituents upon this floor for a few minutes to 
show them what is going on here. But every- 
body knows that the moment the courtesy of 
the House is abused the lobbies and cloak- 
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rooms of this Hall can be cleared by the 
simple direction of the Speaker. 

And so in regard to the usage which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Burien] 
says will arise in respect of this rule. He says 
that an honest man who is interested in legis- 
lation will make the statement required and 
keep out of the House, while a dishonest man 
would come in. Sir, the moment that is found 
out the Speaker can direct that such a man 
shall be excluded fromthe floor. I must con- 
fess that I do not see anything in this proposed 
rule that reflects upon members or ex-mem- 
bers of Congress, and therefore I shall give it 
my support. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to lay this report upon the table, 
` Mr. BANKS. TI trust the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] will submit a motion to 
recommit. 

Mr. COX. 
House upon the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. If the motion to lay on the 
table is voted down, will it be in order to move 
to reconsider the main question so that a 
motion to recommit may be made? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing 
in the rules to prohibit that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order now 
to move to recommit ? . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
withdraw the motion to lay on the table, if a 
motion to recommit can be made. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, 
pending the previous question, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I move to 
reconsider the vote ordering the main ques- 
tion, in order to submit a motion to recom- 
mit. | ` 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to, on 
a division—ayes 87, noes 35. ~ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now move that 
the report of the Committee on Rules be 
recommitted to that committee. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
recommit; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 93, noes 81. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called- for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
it go. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This isa test vote, and I 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 23, noes 97; not one fifth voting 
in the affirmative. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, BUTLER, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Horman were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 32, noes 130. 

So (one fifth not voting in the affirmative) 
the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to recommit was accordingly 
agreed to. 


I move 


Oh, no; let 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to call up a priv- 
ileged question, being the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which a bill in relation to the 
Central Pacific railroad was recommitted to 
the Pacific Railroad Committee. 

Mr. WOOD. Does that take precedence of 
the special order? 

The SPEAKER. It does, because it is one 
of the highest privileged questions. 

Mr. ELDREDGE.  Isitin order to submit 
a report from a committee of conference ? 

The SPEAKER, That is a question of 
higher privilege thau the one presented by the 
gentleman from New York, MMe. WHEELER, | 
and is in order. 


I want to test the sense of the | 


| 
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MRS. FRANCES A. W KINNEY. 
Mr. ELDREDGE submitted the following 
report: OnE: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 


. Senate to the bill (H, R. No. 1866) for the relief of 


Mrs. Frances A. McKinney, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend, and 
do recommend, to their respective Houses, that the 
Senate recede from their amendment to the bill, 

: C i 


RLES 


JOHN A. PETERS, 
Managers on the part of the Hovee. 


LYMAN TRUMBULL, 
JOHN SCOTT. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. ELDREDGE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CENTRAL PACIFIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. WHEELER. Inowcaliup the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the House 
recommitted to the Committee on the Paeific 
Railroad House bill No. 1653, relating to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company. If that 
vote shall be reconsidered, I propose to sub- 
mit a substitute for the bill and amendments, 
which substitute I ask the Clerk to now read 
for the information of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I will inquire whether the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] 
sends up this substitute to be read as a part 
of his speech. If not, I object. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read as a part 
H a remarks of the gentleman from New 

ork. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


_ Whereas the Central Pacific railroad, the western 
link in the chain of railroads connecting the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, is now completed to Oakland, 
opposite San Francisco, and it is important that the 
western terminus of said railroad should beas near as 
vossibleto San Francisco, and should have sufficient 
accommodations for the travel and commerce pass- 
ing over said road: Therefore, ` 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rere- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 


assembled, That the use of one half of the island of 
Yerba Buena, or Goat Island, in the Bay of San 
Francisco, California, is hereby granted to the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and 
assigns, for a terminus for its railroad, to be used 
exclusively for railroad purposes; and this grant 
shall continue so long as the said premises shall be 
used by said company, its successors and assigns, 


for the purposes above named, and no longer; and ‘| A n i n 
! í premises sball be subject to taxation as is 

; other like property under the laws of the Stategi 

the passage of this act, the President of the United || of California.” € 1 

i! sideration in committee, the question arose 


. whether the company, if so disposed, might 


said premises shall be subject to taxation as is 
other like property under the laws of the State of 
California: Provided, That within one month from 


States shall appoint three commissioners, who shall 
be authorized at the expense of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company to examine said island, to hear 
allegations and proofs, and to take into account 


| placed shall be built upon piers, with 


: seribed by the said Central Pacific Railroad 


| within the corporate limits of the city of San 


company shall be in undisputed possession, free from 
adverse claimants; And bett further provided, That 
the superstructure upon. which the track. shall be 
s, with spans:of not 
less than three hundred feet, which piers shall bere- 
duced to a minimum, and also to the least possible 
width consisient with safety, and so placed and 
shaped with reference to the channel and direction 
of ths tides as ta offer to themas little obstruction as 
possible. T 

Sec. 3. That if at any time the wants of commerce 
oọr-naval communication shall require it, upon. the 
direction of the President of the United States, the 
said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall erect a 
drawbridge over such portion of the channel as 
the engineer department of the United States shall 

irect, 

Sec. 4. That any and all railroad companies shall 
have the right to run their cars from the mainland 
over the track of. the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to said island, and thereupon have reasonable 
facilities and accommodations for doing business, 
under such rules and regulations as shall be pre- 
om- 
pany; but each company availing itself of this priyi~ 
lege shall first pay to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company a just proportion of the cost of the im- 
provements on said island, and the expenses incurred 
in reaching the same from the mainland; suchspro- 
portion tu be measured and determined by the bene- 
fits which said railroad company may derive: from 
the use of said main track and island; and in case 
of any disagreement between any such railroad com- 
pany and the said Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
as to the amounts to be paid, and as to the use ‘an 
occupancy of said track and island, thesame shall be 
determined by the Secretary of War, subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That the said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and any other railroad company availing itself 
of the privileges of this act, shall receive and deliver 


| freight and passengers which shall pass-over théir 


lines of road, or any part thereof, without extra 
charge, at one or more points convenient for busi- 
ness. and travel on the western shore of said bay, and 
ran- 
cisco: Provided further, That the said Central Pacific 
Railroad Company shall make no charge for wharf- 
age for freight or passengers which have passed or 


ij areto pass over their line of road or any part thereof: 


And be it further provided, That Congress reserves 
full power, whenever in itsjudgmentit may be prop- 
er so to do, to authorize by law any other railroad 
company or companies to constructand maintain its 
or their own independent connections with and use 
of that part of the island of Yerba Buena, the use 
of which is by this act granted, that shall not be 
actually occupied for legitimate railroad purposes 
under Jaw of Congress at. the time said subsequent 
legislation may be had. 


Mr. WHEELER... Mr.-Speaker, I offer this 
substitute on my own responsibility; but I 
wish to say that it has the approbation of the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. It will be 
seen by the House that it differs in several 
particulars from the bill originally reported 
by the committee. : : : 

The first point of difference is the’ proposi- 
tion in the tenth line, which provides that the 


When the bill was under con- 


i not evade taxation upon the allegation that the 


as well any benefits or any injury which may accrue || 


to the Government of 
from their appointment, said commissioners, or a 


majority of them, shail award such sum for the use 
of said half of said island, as granted by this act, as 


amount shall be paid by said Central Pacific Rai- 


the United States from || 
the execution of this act; and within three months | 


in their judgment, or in the judgment of a majority i 
of them, shall be deemed just and equitable, which |: 


property belonged to the United States. To 
remove that doubt, it has been expressly pro- 
vided that the property shall be subject. to 
taxation as is other like property under the 
laws of the State of California. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What do you 


i: mean by “like property.” 


road Company, before it shall avail itself of this : 


grant: Provided further, That said one half of said 
isiand shall be selected and designated within six 
months from the passage of this act, by or under the 
authority of the President of the United States: 

nd be it further provided, That this grant is upon 
the express condition that the Government of the 
United States hereby reserves the free use of the 
whole of said istand for military purposesin time of 
war, or in anticipation of war, when deemed neces- 
sary by the President of the United States. 

Sro. 2, That nothing herein contained shall destroy 
or impair any lawful or equitable rights and claims 
of private parties, if such exist, to the said island, or 
any part thereof; and the said Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company is hereby authorized to locate and 
construct its railroad and telegraph line from its 
present terminus at Oakland to said island, and there 
establish the western terminus of said railroad and 
telegraph line: Provided, That this extension shall 
be subject to the charter, laws, and conditions which 
now govern the construction and existence of the 


nature whatsoever is hereby ir d 
given tothe said Central Pacific railroad: Pro- 
vided further, That said railroad shall reach said 
island with its track. and occupy its designated por- 
tion thereof, within three years from the time said 


it 
i 


:, Should be made for an annual rent. 


Central Pacific railroad; but no subsidy ofany | the House will have its election between. this 


intended to be or is `i 


Mr. WHEELER. Railroad property, build- 
ngs, tracks, &e. 

The second provision, which isa material 
ne, is that the President of the United States 


shall appoint three commissioners, who shall 
| examine this island in person; who shall take 


ato account as well any benefits as any 
njury which the Government of the United 
States may receive from this act if. carried 
nto execution, and shall award a gross sum 
as damages for the taking of the island; and 
the company is not to enter into possession 
until this award has been paid. It was deemed 
better for the Government. that this course 
should be taken rather than that poe 

owever, 


proposition for an award and that of an annual 


| rent, as one of the amendments to the original 


ie 


: bill provides for the payment ofa rent of 


$50,000 per annum.. : 
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The third change is in the provision of the 
substitute that the Government may take pos- 
session of the whole island for military purposes 
in time of war or in anticipation of war. The 
original provision was that the Government 
might take possession of the island during 
war. 

The fourth amendment is that which pro- 
vides that this superstructure shall be placed 
upon piers with spans of not less than three 
hundred feet in width. This provision has 
been inserted for the purpose of meeting the 
objection that. this improvement would work 
the obstruction, if not the destruction, of the 
harbor of San Francisco. The mayor of San 
Francisco, the officers of the Chamber of 
Commerce of that city, and other citizens, 
recently addressed a communication to five 
officers of the engineer corps upon the Pacific 
coast, and submitted this inquiry: 

“ What would be the effect, if any, in shoaling the 
harbor and bar of San Francisco, consequent upon 


the erection of a bridge resting upon piers, connect- 
ing Goat Island with Oakland Point ?” 

The answer of these five engineers is this: 

“A bridge on piers between Yerba Buena island 
and Oakland Point would have no appreciable 
effect in shoaling the San Francisco harbor or bar 
if the bridge were built on small piers with spans 
of three or four hundred feet; in other words, the 
number of piers reduced to a minimum, and also of 
the least possible width consistent with safety, and 
so placed and shaped with reference to the channel 
and the direction of the tides as to offer to them as 
little obstruction as possible.” 


The substitute which has just been read 
adopts this identical language, and provides: 

“That the superstructure upon which the track 
shall be placed shall be built upon piers, with spans 
of not less than threc hundred feet, which piers shall 
be reduced to a minimum, and also to the least 
possible width consistent with safety, and so placed 
and shaped with reference to the channel and direc- 
tion of the tides as to offer to them as little obstruc- 
tion as possible.” 

The identical language of these five engin- 
eers. 

These engineers are B. S. Alexander, lieu- 
tenant colonel engineers, brevet brigadier gen- 
eral United States Army; A. F. Rodgers, 
assistant Coast Survey; G. H. Mendell, major 
of engineers; C. Seaforth Stewart, lieutenant 
colonel United States engineers; R. S. Wil- 
liamson, major United States engineers. They 
report this will not work any injury to the 
harbor of San Francisco. 

The fifth amendment provides that the Cen- 
tral Pacifice Railroad Company shall make no 
charge for wharfage for freight or passengers 

@which have passed or are to pass over that 
island. It is deemed just that some compen- 
sation should be made to the Government for 
the cession of one half of this island, and free 
wharfage for the commerce of the country is 
no small boon. As I stated in a former dis- 
cussion, all through commerce passing through 
San Francisco pays to private wharf-owners in 
San Francisco two dollarsaton. This amend- 
ment is made for the purpose of allowing the 
House to say whether through commerce shall 
pass through that city free, or pay to. private 
owners of wharvesin San Francisco two dollars 
a ton, 

The sixth amendment is that which provides 
Congress reserves full power to grant such 
portions of this island as may not be used by 
the Central Pacifie Railroad Company to 
other railroads. 

T have sought in these amendments to meet 
every substantial objection heretofore urged 
against this bill. Inow ask the previous ques- 
tion, on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman from New York permit me to ask him 
a question? ; 

r. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think there 
are two amendments which the gentleman from 
New York would not object to add to the ones 
which ħe has already stated. 

Mr. WHEELER. T will be willing to hear 
any amendments which gentlemen may sug- 


gest when this bill comes before the House for 
consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order, that this bill is not before the House 
yet for amendment. . 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The amend- 
ment which I suggest is that if in case of war 
the Government of the United States should 
order the removal of this depot it shall be at 
the expense of the company, and not at the 
expense of the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question, and yield 
to the gentleman from California, [Mr. SaR- 
GENT. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The bill ought 
to contain a provision of the sort I suggest. 

Mr. WHEELER. When the bill is before 
the House, I will consider any amendment 
which may be proposed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. All I ask is a 
chance to move such an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, the interests 
of the State of California are deeply involved 
in this bill. I bave endeavored to examine it 
without too much regard for the extravagant 
denunciations of those who would peril every 
material interest of the State out of personal 
hatred for the railroad company, and without 
being too much influenced by the scurrilous 
abuse of those whose private interests are put 
in the scale against the great wants of com- 
merce and preferred to the real good of our 
queen city. On one hand in this contest in 
California are those who can sec no good in 
anything that is not inimical to the railroad 
company, reénforced by those who would create 
rival towns at Saucelito or elsewhere; on the 
other those who think the question is broader 
than a strife of localities, and who care for the 
general business of the State and nation. 

So far as the interests of the company are 
concerned, while I believe in justice to them, 
I more strongly believe in the necessity for 
facilities to move our vast wheat crop, to en- 
tice the trade of Asia, and to give an outlet to 
our manufactures to the opulent and extend- 
ing markets of the East. That I and my col- 
leagues are not alone in our views on this 
matter I am prepared to prove. I admit that 
San Francisco has spoken by the ordinarily 
recognized modes against the bill that was last 
considered by the House. In deference to the 
objections that seemed to be urged by respect- 
able organs of public opinion, I have coun- 
seled such modifications as would obviate all 
those objections; and the suggestions have 
been heeded. 

It was objected that a solid causeway from 
Oakland to Goat Island would turn all the 
water. between the island and the city of San 
Francisco so as to increase the strength of the 
tides, scour away the holding-ground at the 
bottom of the harbor, and perhaps affect the 
entrance, But it was said by Professor Peirce, 
by engineers recently, and by all other authori- 
ties, thata bridge with piers three humdred feet 
apart, &e., would not have that effect. Very 
well; the very language of the engineers has 
been adopted to regulate the construction of 
the bridge. 

Again, it was urged that the company could 
use the island for wharfage and warehouse 
purposes, and thus impose taxes on commerce 
or build up a new city. That is expressly 
prohibited in the bill, and guards inserted 
making it impossible. 

It was said property would be built up not 
liable to taxation under State laws. That is 
guarded against by a provision rendering the 
property liable to such taxation. Every point 
of objection has been sought to be avoided, 
save the one that no terminus except an 
insecure wharf end shall be afforded to the 
greatest railroad of the world. 

Mr. HOLMAN. {í rise toa point of order. | 


Is this whole subject open to debate on a mo- 
tion to reconsider? i 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recon- 
sider opens debate in tbe widest sense. 

Mr. SARGENT. But I am fully prepared 
to show that the bill as it existed before these 
modifications had the approval, at any rate was 
not objected to by the people and press of San 
Francisco. I think it is fair to infer the sen- 
timent of San Francisco from the course of itg 
Senators, if that course was never challenged. 
The bill was fully considered in the Senate in 
1868 in the form in which it was recently re- 
ported from the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. I have the debate in my hand, and 
will call attention to a few passages. Both 
California Senators engaged in the debate, and 
I cite the language of one of them onthe sub- 
ject. The Globe has the following: 

“Mr. Cots. There is certainly nothing in the 
way of building the road to the shore of the mainland 
and out into deep water opposite San Francisco in 
case they choose to stop there rather than to go to 
this island. However, [am quite willing that this 
company shall have their depot and place of trans- 
shipment upon the island of Yerba Buena.” 

So far at least as the two Senators of that 
day, Mr. Conness, who supported the bill, and 
Mr. Coun, were concerned, there was an entire 
willingness ‘‘ that this company should have 
their depot and place of transhipment upon 
the island of Yerba Buena.” - Nothing more 
was proposed in the bill recently before the 
House. : 

But in that debate there cropped out the vil- 
lainous scheme, in support of which there is 
now a ravenous lobby prowling about the Cap- 
itol, to deliver over this island to speculators. 
This is a big job, worthy of notice, that it 
would seem only corrupt fingers could handle. 
There is a scheme on foot, and then had its 
inception, to give Yerba Buena island to pri- 
vate claimants who had and have no more 
right to it than I have, and this in disregard 
of any wants of the Government for fortitica- 
tion purposes, and in view of the farther fact 
that the only use of the island could be for 
fortifications or for a railroad terminus. 

I need not say that if these schemes could 
succeed the island would be at once sold to 
the railroad company, and that that is the 
object of this pressure for the title by these 
hungry individuals who bore us with impor- 
tunities to have this island made over to 
them. How San Francisco would be bene- 
fited by transferring this land through Thomas 
Dowling, or rather through those who hold his 
‘‘title,’’ to the railroad company, instead of 
the company getting it by a direct grant, has 
never been explained, and probably will not 
be. Gross and exaggerated stories, known, I 
think, to be false, were told in that debate to 
bolster up the pretensions of these lobbyists 
to the island. I quote from the Globe: 

“ Mr. Cots. I move to amend the bill by inserting 
as an additional proviso the following: 

“And provided further, That thisact shall not im- 
pair the rights or claims of persons in possession of 
the island of Yerba Buena at the time of the mili- 
tary occupation thereof, or who have been ousted 
therefrom by military force, nor the assignees or 
grantees of such persons; butsuch rights and claims 
shall be ascertained and liquidated according to the 
laws of California. 

“Mr. HOWARD. 
be adopted. 

_ “Mr. Cote. The facts, so far as this amendment 
is concerned, are, that there were persons in posses- 
sion of this island, living there with their farm- 
houses and improvements, who had been there for 
many years, I think their occupation began before 
the acquisition of the country by the United States. 
They were in quict and peaceful possession of their 
homes upon the island until about a year ago, or 
perhaps until the year 1866, at which time, after the 
war had ended, the military authorities took posses- 
sion of the island and ousted these parties. This 
was done by the strong arm of military force, and 
Without any adjudication of their rights. These 
persons were in possession of this property by as 
much right as other citizens in San Francisco held 
the property that they occupied; for it will be re- 
membered that this island is within the boundaries 
of the city of San Francisco, Other persons upun 
the main land in the oity of San Francisco regard 
themselves as justly entitled to the property the; 

were in poszession of, and which has Been grante: 


I hope that amendment will not 


1872. 


to them by the local authorities and by Congress. 
This possession of the island, dating back prior to 
the occupation of the country by the United States, 
gives these parties a right superior to that which was 
acquired by the United States by the proclamation 
of the President in 1850 or 1851, which declared this 
to be a military reservation. 

“I know it has been stated that this island is a 
rocky island. There are rocks upon it; but there is 
also good land upon it. These persons were there 
before the military occupation, with their dwellings 
and their ont-houses, arid they had their orchards, 
their cattle, and other stock. They were living there 
as quietly and peaceably as any people were living in 
any other portion of the State. Idonotcharge that 
there was any motive for the use of military force to 
get these persons out of possession, springing from 
therailroad company, because I donot know that that 
is the case, and I do not believe that thatis the case. 
I believe that the military thought they had a right 
to this property, and took it in the manner they did 
for military purposes. But these people have been 
ousted; they have been driven from. their homes; 
they have been forced to abandon their works there, 
their wharves, their quarries, and their fields; and 
if this company is to come in and take possesion of 
this island, or any portion of it, it should pay these 
parties the little value that will be attached by a 
commission, under the laws of California, to their 
possession and improvements. I hope, therefore, 
that the Senate will acquiesce in this amendment, 
It is only an act of justice to parties who have been 
overridden by the military authorities, and whose 
rights have not been properly respected. 

“Mr. Howard. If the Senator will allow me, 
he is speaking of improvements made by those 
settlers. I beg him to state, if he is able to do so, 
what those improvements are, 

“Mr. Coty. I bave already stated what those 
improvements were. They consist of farm-houses, 
out-houses, orchards, wharves, quarries, and other 
things too numerous to mention—valuable improve- 
ments which I have myself seen, and which anybody 
can see any day from the ferry-boat that passes 
from San Francisco to Oakland. These persons are, 
in my judgment, clearly entitled to some considera- 

jon. 


As a closing bit of that history, showin 
that I was right in inferring the sentiment of 
San Francisco uot to be unfriendly to this 
bill, by the course of its Senators, which has 
never to this day been challenged, I give the 
vote on the bill, taken a few minutes after the 
foregoing remarks, as follows: 


“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
the passage of the bill, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered, 

“The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 28, nays 8; as follows: | 

“Yeas—Messrs. Chandler, Conkling, Conness, 
Corbett, Davis, Drake, Fowler, Harlan, Howard, 
Howe, Johnson, McCreery, McDonald, Morgan, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson of New 
Hampshire, Patterson of Tennessee, Ramsey, Ross, 
Stewart, Sumner, Thayer, Lipton, Wade, Williams, 
and Yates—28. 

“Nays—Messrs. Anthony, Edmunds, Hendricks, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Trumbull, Vickers, 
and Willey—8, 

“ Arsent—Messrs. Bayard, Buckalew, Cameron, 
Cattell, Cole, Cragin, Dixon, Doolittle, Ferry, Fes- 
senden, Frelinghuysen, Grimes, Henderson, Norton, 
Pomeroy, Rice, Saulsbury, Saerman, Sprague, Van 
Winkle, Welch, and Wilson—22. 

“So the bill was passed.” 


That Mr. Cove was in bis seat is shown by 
the Globe, which reports him as making a 
remark a few minutes after on the ‘‘ exports 
ation of rum.’’ So, of its two Senators o 
voted for and defended the bill, the other said 
he was willing it should pass, evincing only an 
anxiety that no advantage should be lost by 
private speculators, and he evaded the final 
vote. 

That this scheme for the benefit of private 
speculators is not dead, let the following bill, 
introduced into the Senate, show, as also the 
memorials that have been laid on our tables 
this. morning, copies of those heretofore dis- 
posed of by the Judiciary Committee: 

In raz SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 2, 1871. 


Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to bring in the following bill; which 
was read: twice, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed: 


A bill to settle the title of Yerba Buena or Goat 
Island, in the bay of San Francisco, California. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the island of Yerba Buena or Goat 

Island, lying and being in-the bay of San Francisco, 

in the State of California, one mile and a half dis- 

tant in an easterly direction from the United States 
custom-house, in the city of San Francisco, in the 
said State of California, be, and the same is hereby, 
confirmed to Thomas II. Dowling, who claims the said 
island under a grant from the Mexican Govern- 
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ment: Provided, That the President of the United 
States may reserve such portion of said island for 
military purposes as he may think necessary, not 
exceeding ten acres, due compensation being made 
to the said Dowling for the said portion so reserved 
or to be reserved. 


These schemes come up whenever Goat 
Island is talked of as a railroad terminus, and 
it is astonishing how anxious their promoters 
are lest the Government be swindled by giving 
it up for railroad purposes. 

I find in the Alta California just succeeding 
that date, and in other San Francisco papers, 
a reference to the action on the bill, but no 
words of objection. There were no resolu- 


| tions by the Chamber of Commerce, no public 


meeting, no petition, and no excitement. 
Again, this bill was considered in the House 


of Representatives on the 15th of June, 1870, | 


and came very near passing. I voted for it, 
as did my two Democratic colleagues. What 
ever other sins were laid to our charge that 
vote never was by any one, either at the time 
the vote was given or afterward. In that 
debate the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Barr] said: 


“I had occasion to become a little acquainted 
with the situation of this island and the Bay of San 
Francisco while I was on a visit to the Pacific coast 
lastsummer with the Committee of Ways and Means 
of this House. On the 4th of July last, General Ord, 
commanding at San Francisco, accompanied the 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
with a large number of intelligent gentlemen, citi- 
zens of thecity of San Francisco, and a considerable 
number of the officers of the Army attached to his 
sommand, to all the ports in and around the Bay of 
San Francisco., During that visit there was a great 
deal of discussion as to the necessity of retaining 
this island by the Government for military purposes, 
as to its value in that regard, and as to its value in 
other respects. remember that the subject was 
discussed quite at large as to whether the building 
of a railroad track from Oakland across to the island 
would interfere dangerously with the navigation of 
the waters of that bay. From my present recollec- 


j tion of the matter, I think there was a general 


opinion expressed that there would be no difficulty 
in so constructing the road as not to make such an 
interference. I know my own mind settled down 
very positively upon that opinion.” 

This testimony of the opinion existing with 
‘a large number of intelligent gentlemen, 
citizens of San Francisco,” coming from an 
impartial source, is worthy of especial note, 
in view of the violeuce in that city against 
those who recently voted in ignorance of the 
rampant hostility that has been stirred up so 
suddenly. But more than this, this speech 
of the gentleman from Michigan was trans- 
mitted to San Francisco, and was there pnb- 
lished in the Alta California—the paper that 
would now burn and hang all who think more 
of San Francisco than of Saucelito. As this 
extract shows that that paper and the people 


of San Francisco knew exactly what was said. 


pro and con on the bill, I wiil read it entire 
verbatim, or rather will ask the Clerk to 
relieve me by so doing. It is found in the 
Alta of June 27, 1870: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


* The Goat Island Bill in the Senate.—The follow~ 
ing debate was held in the House of Representa- 
tives, June 15: 

“The bill granting Yerba Buena island tothe West- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company for a terminus, came 
up as unfinished business of yesterday, when the 
opponents of the measure again resorted to dilatory 
motions to prevent its passage. After an hour of 
filibustering, Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts, who 
said he had voted for the bill in every stage of it, 
suggested that the opponents of the bill should have 
fifteen minutes to state their objections to the bill, 
and that the same time be allowed to the friends of 
the bill. 

“Mr. GARFIELD suggested that the amendment be 
also admitted, requiring the company to pay for the 
island such sum as might be fixed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. ; E E 

“The SPEAKER remarked that the main question 
Having been ordered, the bill was not now amend- 
able, 7 

“The proposition made by Mr. Da wzs was acceded 
to, and Mr. Washburn, of Wisconsin, proceeded to 
state his objections to the bill. | tif t 
Representative from Brooklyn should come in with 
a proposition to give Governor’s Island to the Long 
Istand Railroad Company, and to allow that com- 
pany to bridge across between Governor’s. Island 
and Long Island, it would be practically the same 
proposition as that beforethe House. This proposi- 
tion was an old friend of his, While General Grant 
was Secretary of War he stated that on no condi- 


| company that had ‘already received: $65,000,000 


He said that if the | 


tion should the island or‘any part of it: be partot 
with by the Government. If the island was put-up 
at auction it would probably bring $5,000,000, and 
yet it was proposed to give it away to'a railroad 
hin 
bonds and untold millions of acres of land... He. 
knew that it was the most powerful corporation in 
the United States; that it could make Representa- 
tives and Senators, and perhaps Presidents; but he 
warned members that the country was in no condi- 
tion to tolerate such action as was proposed, He 
quoted against the bill the opinions of General Hum- 
phreys of the engineer department, and of Professor 
eirce of the Coast Survey, who says that the build- 
ing of a railroad between the island, and Oakland 
would be disastrous to the harbor of San Francisco. 

“ Mr, WHEELER replied to Mr. Washburn and ad- 
voeated the bill. There was no parallel, he said, 
between Yerba Buena island and Governor's Island, 
for vessels of any considerable draught could not 
pass on the east side of Yerba Buena island: The 
opinion of Professor Peirce was founded on theidea 
that there was to be a solid causeway built between 
the east end of the island and Oakland ; but the bill 
provided that the work should be open so that the 
water could flowthrough without obstacle, 

“ Mr. Buargsupported the bill, and stated that, in 
company with General Ord, many United States 
officers, and some of the most: respectable citizens 
of San Francisco, he had, onthe 4th of July last, 
made an excursion in and around the bay of San 
Francisco, when the subject of building a railroad 
across Goat Island and between it and Oakland was 
discussed, and the general idea was that it could be 
done and would not interfere with the harbor. He 
argued that a railroad would not injure the island 
for military purposes, but, on the contrary, would 
improve it, and it would he convenient to the peo- 
ple and to commerce. 

`: The vote was then taken on the passage of the 
bill, and it was rejected—yeas 80, nays 82. A motion 
to reconsider was entered.” 


Mr.SARGENT. Now, sir, I have carefully 
examined the file of the Alta on that day, and for 
a month later, and thereis not a word of dissent 
from the statement of ine gentleman from Mich- 
igan, of objection to the passage of the bill, or to 
the united vote of the California delegation in its 
favor. Where were these vigilant guardians of 
the interests of San Francisco? Why were not 
crowds of ‘‘hoodlums’’ collected to burn my 
name and that of my colleagues and of ‘‘ those 
who voted for” us? This zeal is new-born 
and suspicious. San Francisco is being de- 
ceived by the base schemers who would betray 
its interests to private advantage. Any objec- 
tion now existing to the use of Goat Island as 
a railway terminus existed then. Why was it 
not urged? Why was not an admonition given 
to the Representatives of the State? Why 
wait until they had again‘ acted in just the 
same manner and then abuse them with scur- 
rilous tongue? Up to a few weeks ago no 
lisp of opposition was made in San Francisco, 
either by press or people. Thestate of opinion 
that the Ways and Means Committee found 
there in 1870 existed until 1872, months after 
the Representatives of the State had left the 
State and assumed their duties here. This 
acquiescing attitude of San Francisco on this 
question was to be expected, and, despite its 
recent ebullition, is in consonance with its 
interests. It is idle to talk of California’s 
Representatives as enemies to San Francisco, 
and no inference is justifiable to that end aris- 
ing out of their support of this bill. 

The passage of this bill, if its terms should 
be accepted by the railroad company, would 
be a boon of incalculable value to San Fran- 
cisco. The leaders of the opposition to the 
measure at San Francisco are equally opposed 
to any other project for making that city the 
terminus of the Central Pacific. They have 
private schemes in view. It will hardly be 
believed, ‘but it is nevertheless true, that some 
adventurers, in the hope of plundering ‘the 
people of San Francisco by means-of.a dona- 
tion to a rival road, are understood to have 
already devised a scheme for falsely constru- 
ing an act of Congress six years old to contain 
a grant of lands for hundreds of miles in the 
State of California, terminating at San Fran- 
cisco. They clamor against allowing the pres: 
ent road to enter the city by any mode what- 
ever. The Bulletin, a journal of great. influ- 
ence, has steadily insisted upon ‘city aid for 
the construction of a railroad bridge from 
Oakland Point to the péninsula. The same ` 
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paper, however, found it entirely consistent 
with its ideas of San Francisco interests to 
entertain the Goat Island project as being also 
friendly to the city, preferring, however, a 
bridge across the bay. These two projects are 
both equally denounced by the Alta Cali- 
fornia, which fiercely opposes the entrance of 
the Central Pacific into San Francisco on any 
terms. ; 

The clamor and din against any approach to 
San Francisco by the railroad has been kept 
up in that city so loudly and continuously by 
selfish schemers that no other voice has been 
heard. The people will never forgive these 
men when calm reflection shall enable them 
to see the mischief they intend against the city. 
They must have had their eyes opened to some 
extent by the correspondence which has re- 
cently taken place between the leaders of the 
opposition to this measure and the officers of 
the United States engineer corps and the Coast, 
Survey. As this correspondence contains the 
most complete argument in favor of this bill 
that has yet been made, and as the enemies 
of the bill elicited it by their own questions 
propounded to gentlemen selected by them- 
selves as being the highest scientific authority, 
gentlemen whose disinteresteduess is univer- 
sally conceded, { will here introduce it: 


Bridging the Bay—Opinions of the United States 
Engineers-— Various Bridge Projects Discussed.— The 
following correspondence between the mayor and 
prominent citizens and officers of the United States 
engineer corps and Coast Survey, willbe read with 


interest: 
San Francisco, March 14, 1872. 


GENTLEMEN: You are doubtless aware of the 
present unsettied and feverish state of public opin- 
jon in San Francisco touching the connection of 
our city with the railroad system of the State. Situ- 
ated as itis upon the extremity of a peninsula, and 
consequently cut off by the waters of the bay from 
direct railroad communication with the country on 
whose trade it depends, the problem of making it 
the railroad center, as well as the commercial me- 
tropolis of the State, seems to present great difficul- 
ties. The engineering obstacles are aggravated by 
the facts that the city has no voice in the manage- 
ment of the railroads, while the railroad company 
has no such interest in the city as to lead it to make 
sacrifices merely for the accommodation of its peo- 
ple. In connection with these considerations, the 
contests hitherto waged between the several points 
at which the company has secured large tracts of 
land, apparently for terminal purposes~—to say 
nothing of their designs upon Goat Island—bave 
created a distrust which exerts a most baneful in- 
fluence upon the future prospects of our city. 

Public opinion, distracted by the opposing views 
of newspaper writers, by the ever-changing rumors 
of the intentions of the railroad company, and by 
the interestedadvice of railroad men and real-estate 
operators, has been unable to settle down upon any 
one plan as better than all the others suggested. 
Accurate knowledge, whereon to base correct opin- 
jon, is lacking. There is abundant capital ready for 
investment in that property which shall most surely 
and permanently anchor the railroads to the city. 
But the question is, what isthat project? What 
plan of operation is most feasible and.most certain 
to decide the vexed question of the terminus in favor 
of the city of San Francisco? : 

It has occurred to us, therefore, to address you, as 
the highest local authority on engineéring matters; 
as being professionally familiar with ail the elements 
of theproblem, and wholly disinterested in its solu- 
tion, in the hope that you will be inclined to favor 
the public of this city with your concurrent opinion 
on the following questions: 

1. What would be the effect, if any, in shoaling 
the harbor and bar of San Francisco, consequent 
upon the erection of a bridge resting upon piers, 
connecting Goat Island with Oakland Point? 

2. What would be the effect upon the harbor and 
bar, of a solid causeway between those points? 
What the effect of a continuation of the present 
pile bridge? 

3. Is it possible to build a permanent bridge or 
causeway acress the Bay of San Francisco, at any 
point south of thecity ? 

4. If yea, between what points on the two sides 
of the bay—everything carefully. considered—would 
you recommend such bridge or causeway to be 

located ? at 

5. What description of bridge or causeway would 

ou recommend? Ifa bridge, what would be its 
‘ength, breadth, height above high-water mark, dis- 
tance between the piers? Where would you locate 
thedraw? What would be the approximate cost 
of sucha structure? And what would be its effects 
in shoaling the harbor and bar? 

o you consider that a bridge, wherever located, 
or however constructed, would be as economical, or 
any more direct, or any more effective in fixing the 
terminus at San Francisco, than the use of steam 
ferry-boats of sufficient capacity to accommodate an 
entire train of freight or passenger cars? Such 


> 


boats are used between Plattsburg and Burlington, 
on Lake Champlain, a distance of twenty-five miles, 
on the line of the railroad between Ogdensburg, 
New York, and Boston; also across the Susque- 
hanna, ate Havre-de-Grace, Maryland. 

7. Is it afact, as intimated by Governor Stanford, 
jn his letter of the llth instant to the board of 
supervisors of San Francisco, (¢opy inclosed,) “that 
the Southern Pacific railroad will, in order to avoid 
the heavy grades necessary consequent upon passing 
from the Tulare valley into the Santa Clara valley, 
be compelled to send its business by the way of the 
San Joaquin valley, and thus reach San Francisco 
in company with the railroad system of the north by 
the Livermore pags, or by the straits of Carquinez 
and Oakland?” Is the iopography of the Diablo 
range, south of this city, of such a character that the 
thirty-fifth parallel road will be unable to reach 
San Francisco on a direct line from the southward 
up to the peninsula? 

If, gentlemen, you can spare enough of your val- 
uable time to give to the public the benefit of your 
united opinions on these questions, and also to rec- 
ommend such plan for permanently connecting the 
railroads with San Francisco, as shall appear ro you 
to be the most feasible, economical, and effective, 
we are confident you wili contribute greatly to unite 
the minds and means of the people in the work of 


its execution, and thus confer an inestimable benefit | 


upon all our citizens. : 
We remain, gentiemen, your most obedient ser- 


vants, WILLIAM ALVORD. 
R. B. SWAIN, 


President of Chamber of Commerce. 


WILLIAM t. COLEMAN, 
First Vice President of Chamber of Commerce. 


JAMES OTIS, 

H. B. WILLIAMS. 
JOSHPH BRITTON, 
J.T, DEAN. 

L. H. ALLEN, 

W. W. MONTAGUE, 

C'E, HOPKINS, 

C. ADOLPHE Low, 

J.C. MERRILL, 

w.. TALBOT 

JOHN O. EARL. . 
CHARLES WEBB HOWARD, 
P. B. MASTIC, 

P. SATHER, 

GEORGE C. HICKOX, 

H. B. TICHENOR, 
M. ASHBURY, 
ALBERT DIBBLEE. 


General B.S. ALEXANDER, United States Engineer ; 
Professor Guroraes Davinson, United States Coast 
Survey ; Coionel R. S. Witijauson, United States 
Engineer ; Colonel Grorce H. MENDELL, United 


States Engineer ; Colonel ©. 8. Stewart, United : 


States Engineer; Captain A. F. RODGERS, United 


States Coast Survey. 


San Francisco, March, 1872. 


GENTLEMEN: We have carefully considered the 
several questions presented to us in your letter of 
the 14th instant. 

These questions and the issues to which they lead 
are broad and comprehensive in their character, 
depending for their solution, not alone on problems 
in engineering, but, to some extent, on considera- 
tions of political economy. 

In reference to these latter considerations we beg 
leave to remark, that after several conferences we 
find that the limited time at our disposal. the want 
of that particular kind of information necessary to 
enable us to present this branch of the subject in 
sach shape as would secure to it reference hereafter 
as a useful compilation of facts and opinions, as well 
as the nature of the subject itself, involving as it 


does the application of some of the most important i 


principles by which the economy of trade and com- 
merce is secured, all combine to render it impossible 


for us to give you a full report on this branch of the | 


subject. We think it best, therefore, to confine our 
observations, at least for the present, to answering 
the several specific questions which you have pro- 
pounded to us, namely: : 

Question. What would be the effect, if any, in 
shoaling the harbor and bar of San Francisco, con- 
sequent upon the erection of a bridge resting upon 
piers, connecting Goat Island with Oakland Point ? 

Answer. A bridge on piers between Yerba Buena 
Island and Oakland Point would have no appre- 
ciable effect in shoaling the San Francisco harbor or 
bar, if the bridge were built on small piers with 
spans of three hundred or four hundred feet; in 
other words, the numser of piers reduced to a min- 
imum and also of the least possible width consistent 
with safety, and so placed and shaped with reference 
to the channel and the direction of the tides as to 
offer to them as little obstruction as possible. The 
superstructure of such a bridge with long spans 
would have to be of iron. 


of railroad and highway traflicand travel. The cost 
would be from four to six million dollars. 

Question. What would be the effect upon the har- 
bor and bar of a solid causeway between those 
points? What the effect of a continuation of the 
present pile bridge? 

Answer. A solid causeway between Yerba Buena 
Island and Oakland Point would work immediate, 
direct, and irreparable injury to the harbor of San 
Francisco, and though the injury to the bar would 


f The cost would depend } 
to some extent on its character—whether a simple | 
railroad bridge or one combining the two purposes ij 


| 
| 
i 
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be indirect and not so immediate, it would be not 
tess certain or irreparable. The immediate effect 
of such a structure would be to cause `' dead water,” 
a stoppage of the tidal current now flowing between 
Yerba Buena and the Oakland shore, commencing 
at a point at low water opposite to Hunter’s Point, 
and extending in a line slightly concave toward the 
east, and the western extremity of Yerba Buena 
Island. The main ebb current would follow this 
jine, forming whirls and eddies on the perimeter of 
the curve, with “dead water” toward the Oakland 
shore and the causeway, The mouths of San Lean- 
dro and San Antonio estuaries would gradually fill 
up, The current reaching the western sideof Yerba 
Buena, would here move with a cutting velocity 
and take off all assailable angles and points of the 
ghore. Reference to the accompanying chart will 
show what the island bas done unaided by artifice 
in forming a shoal upon its north shore. This is 
the simple effect of the “dead water” caused by 
the interposition of so large a body as the island 
to the flow of the tide. A causeway to the Oakland 
shore, with its additional obstructions to the cur- 
rent, would effect a connection of the shoal north 
of the Yerba Buena with Point Richmond, seven 
miles to the northward, on the eastern shore of the 
bay. It is safe to say that a tidal area of not less 
than forty square miles (twenty-five thousand six 
hundred acres) in the Bay of San Francisco, would 
be directly obstructed by the causeway suggested, 
while the indirect effect upon the regimen of the 
tides in other parts of the bay can hardly be pre- 
dicted or estimated with safety. 

To continue the present pile wharf from Oakland 
Point to Yerba Buena island would produce the 
same effect, though in less degree, as to build a 
solid causeway; asingle decade would, in all prob- 
ability, go far toward shoaling the water on either 
side of such a bridge, leaving the bottom bare at 
least at e very low tide, and with rapid subsequent, 
progress toward aclosure of the channel between 
the island and the Oakiand shore. 

Question. isit possibie to build a permanent bridge 
or causeway across the Bay of San Francisco at any 
point south of the city? 

Answer, The interests of the United States, of 
California, of commerce, and the mandates of sci- 
ence, all protest against the building of a causeway 
or any otber solid structure anywhere between any 
points across the Bay of San Francisco. — 

Jt is entirely wituin the range of possibility to 
build a permanent bridge across the Bay of San 
Fraucisco south of the city. ‘The difficulties of obtain- 
ing secure foundations for piers are as yet unknown, 
but they can scarcely be greater than those which 
have already been overcome by science in other 
localities, and as regards the whole structure we 
may appropriately quote from the report of the 
chief of engineers for 1871, (page 432:) 

* It is proper to state here in regard to long spans 
of four hundred feet and upward, that they are not 
im practicable at reasonable expense, and, that when 
properly proportioned, they aremorestable and safe 
than smaller spans, because their own weight is so 
great in proportion to the moving load that the 
latter changes the permanentstrain butlittle. High 


ji “piers, proportionally widened and lengthened, are 


just as firm as low ones, and ihe greatest pressure 
the stone has to sustain is not one tenth of its crush- 
ing load.” 

Question. If yea, between what points on the two 
sides of the bay, everything considered, would you 
recommend such bridge or causeway to be located ? 

Answer. The answer to this question must be con- 
ditional upon the location of the railroads and their- 
convenience of transit to a pointon the city frontad- 
jacent to the center of business. If the main trunk 
roads of the continent are likely to converge ata 
given point on the opposite side of the bay, the east- 
ern end of the bridge should, of course, be as near 
that point as the three collateral elements of the 
shortest line, the shoalest water, and the least im- 

Kliment to navigation will permit. To illustrate 
this, select a given point on the opposite side of the 
bay as the supposed point where all the main roads 
can most conveniently unite; locate the terminus 
on this side of the bay, and, using a chart for the 
purpose, draw a line between the two points; the 
true bridge line should be as near to this imaginary 
one as the collateral elements of the question men- 
tioned above will admit. 

Question. What deseription of bridge or causeway 
would you recommend? Ifa bridge, what wonld be 
its length, breadth, height above high-water mark, 
distance between piers? Would you recommend 
stone, iron, or crib-work, for piers? Where would 
you locate the draw? What would be the approx- 
imate cost of such a structure? And what would be 
its effect in shoaling the harbor and bar? i 

Answer. As to the description of the bridge, it 
may be stated that if it is necessary to build a bridge 
across the Bay of San Francisco, the materials should 
be as nearly imperishable as possible; the piers of 
as little width as may be consistent with safety and 
“sharpened at the ends’’ so as to offer the least re- 
sistance to thecurrent; the width of the piers between 
high and low water should not exceed ten or twelve 
feet; their length, depending upon the width of the 
bridge, should be parallel with the current; the dis- 
tance between the piers shouid not be less than four 
hundred feet over the main channel; the height of 
the bridge not to exceed ten feet above high water ; 
ve piers should be of masonry, the superstructure 
of iron. 

The total length of a bridge between Alameda and 
Tunter’s Point would be a fraction under five miles; 
this would require sixty-five piers, if four hundred 
feet spans were used. 
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Suppose the average thickness of the piers be fif- 
teon fect, they would aggregate the sum of nine bun- 
dred and seventy-five feet taken from the water-way, 
which would be one twenty-seventh part of the width 
ofthe bay between the points named. The first two 
miles of the eastern end would be through shoal 
water, commencing on the shore at zero and running 
to eighteen feet, the average depth about nine feet 
at low water; the western three miles would be 
across the main channel of the bay; the least four 
fathoms, twenty-four feet, the greatest twelve fath- 
oms, or seventy-two feet at low water: the average 
of this part of the line would be not far from forty- 
four feet at low water. : 

The distance between Alameda Point and Roll- 
ing-Mill Point is alittle less than five miles. A bridge 
between these points would pass for the eastern two 
miles through water averaging nino foet in depth at 
Jow water, the extremities being zero and eighteen 
feet; the three miles across the main channel would 
be in depths varying from four fathoms, twenty-four 
feet, to nine and one fourth fathoms, fifty-six feet— 
the average depth would be about forty feet at low 
water; the comparative evenness of the bottom on 
this line and its direction being at right angles to 
that of the current in this part of the bay, would, 
other things being equal, make it more desirable. 

The draw, if but one, should be about one mile 
from the San Francisco shore, and ofa width of not 
less than four hundred feet. ; 

Tf such a bridge is ever undertaken, it ought to | 
be first class in every respect. , 

The interest connected with it after completion 
would be too great to permit the risk of its destruc- 
tion by fire or any other causes within the compass 
of man’s ability to prevent, ; 

It ought to accommodate a double-track railroad 
overhead, and roads for ordinary transit below. 

The cost would depend to a considerable extent on 
the nature of the foundation. 

Tf no very great difficulties should be encountered, 
except from the depth of water, the approximate 
cost of such a bridge would be $15,000,000. 

Question. Do you consider that a bridge, wherever 
located or however constructed, would be as eco- 
nomical, orany more direct,or any more effective 
in fixing the terminus in San Francisco than the use 
of steain ferry-boats of sufficient capacity to accom- 
modate an entire train of freight and passenger cars? 
Such boats are used between Piattsburg and Bur- 
lington, on Lake Champlain, a distance of twenty- 
five miles; on the line of the railroad between Og- 
densburg, New York, and Boston ; also, across the 
Susquehanna, at Havre-de-Grace, Maryland. 

‘Answer. We believe it will be preferable to use 

roperly constructed ferry-boats for the present. 

ooking at the question of economy of transit only, 
wo think that tho railroad interests and the com- 
merce of San 


I Francisco will have to be greatly 
increased before the construction of a bridge across 
the bay will be justified. : 

For instance: if thecostof the bridge is $15,000,000, 
the interest on the cost at seven percent. per an- 
num, will be $1,050,000, to which must be added the 
cost of keeping the bridgein order, painting attend- 
ing the draw or draws, é&c., say $25,000, making the 
total annual cost of bridge and its maintenance, 
$1,075,000. 

Now, the cost of keeping up and running a first- 
class ferry-boat between this city and Oakland, 
capable of transporting twenty freight cars at a 
time, would not excecd $100,000, or at most $150,000 
per year, so that the city or the railroad, as the case 
may be, looking at the question of expenditure only, 
had better keep a free ferry between this city and 
Oakland, consisting, if necessary, of seven ferry- 
boats, at an annual cost of $150,000 each, rather than 
to build and maintain a bridge at an annual cost 
of $1,075,000. f i 

While, therefore, we admit the practicability of 
building a bridge across the bay, andthe possible 
necessity of it being built at some future day, the 
large oxponditure necessary for its construction 
should make it a question to be left to the judgment 
of those most interested, whose ideas of the urgency 
of the measure may be well qualified by their ability 
to meet the expenditure. : 

We are fully aware that there are other considera- | 
tions bearing on this subject, but, as we have already 
said, we have neither the time nor the special 
information to enable us to discuss them‘at present. | 

Question, Isit a fact, as intimated by Governor Stan- 
ford im his letter of the lith instant, to the board 
of supervisors of San Francisco, (copy, inclosed,) 
“that the Southern Pacific railroad will, in order to 
avoid the heavy grades necessary consequent upon 
passing from the Tulare valley into the Santa Ciara 

valley, be compelled to send its business by way of 
the San Joaquin valley, and thus reach San Fran- 
cisoo in company with the railroad system of the | 

north by Livermore pass, or by the straits of Car- | 
quines and Oakland?” Is the topography of the 

iablo range of this city of such a character that ; 
the thirty-fifth parallel road will be unable to reach 

San Francisco on a direct line from the southward 

up the peninsula? 

‘Answer. From the best information we can obtain, 
we are of the opinion that Governor Stanford is sor- 
rect in his statement that the Southern Pacific rail- 
road will be forced by economical considerations to 
pass through the San Joaquin valley. And we believe | 
that a train of cars placed.at.any point in that val- | 
ley, from one end of it to the other, could be brought, | 
at the present timeat least, to San Francisco cheaper 
and_in less time by the way of Antioch and the 
straits of Carquinez and Oakland, than by any other 


i 


route, Í E 
This is not the shortest line, however; and the 


. 


day may come when the business passing through 
the San Joaquin valley will become so great as to 
justify San. Francisco or the railroad companies in 
piercing the Mount Diablo range of mountains hy 
a tunnel at some point south of Livermorg pass, in 
order to shorten the line of transit connecting the 
city with the eastern and southern railroads lead- 
into that valley. ~ 
n that case it will probably be to the interests of 
San Francisco to have such railroads. brought into 
the city on the western shore-of San Francisco bay. 
We inclose herewith a copy of the Coast Survey 
chart, entitled “Entrance to San Francisco bay,” 
upon which we have marked the two bridge lines 
ailuded to in this paper, namely, from Almeda 
Point to Hunter's Point, and from Almeda Point to 
Rolline-Mill Point; also, a causeway from the Oak- 
land shore to Yerba Buena island, and that portion 
of the bay both north and south of the causeway, 
which would in time be filled up by its construction. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
y B. S. ALEXANDER, 
Lieut. Col. Engineers, Bot. Brig. Gen., U. S. A. 
A. F. RODGERS, 
Assistant U.S. Coast Survey. 
G. H. MENDELL, Z 
Major of Engineers. 
C.SEAFORTH STEWART, 
Colonel U.S. Engineers. 
R.S. WILLIAMSON, | 
Major U. S. Engineers. 
_N.B. The absence of Professor Davidson from the 
city has prevented us from consulting him in the 
preparation of our reply to your communication. 


Hon. WILLIAM ALVORD, Mayor of San Francisco, 
R. B. Swain, President of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Wiiiiam T. Coreman, James Oris, and others. 

Here we are told that a pier bridge to Goat 

Island would do no injury to the harbor, 

while a bridge to the peninsula would cost 

$15,000,000. The Bulletin, which originated 
the latter project and clings to it tenaciously, 


declares that it can be carried out for a fourth | 


of that sum. But the united opinions of the 
engineers who were selected by the mayor 
and Chamber of Commerce of the city as being 
best able to inform them must be taken as 
more authoritative than the belief of an editor, 
however able in his vocation. 

The reply to the seventh question puts an end 
to any hopes that may have been entertained 
that the California connection with either the 


thirty-second or the thirty-fifth parallel road: 


can for years to come enter San Francisco by 
its land side on the west. All transconti- 
nental roads, then, whether existing or rival 
roads, must communicate with San Francisco 
by bridge or ferry across the Bay of San Fran- 


cisco until in the years of greatness which will 


come to that city her trade will justify the 
tunneling of a range of mountains lying at 
the southeast. The only remaining question, 
then, is how to cross the bay. 
mode is by a ferry from Oakland, a distance 
of six miles shortened by a wharf extending 
into the bay, reducing the distance to about 
four miles. 


Goat Island is less than two miles from the | 


Sgn Francisco shore. The bay between Oak- 
land and the island is shallow, and a bridge 
which would meet all the demands of trade 
and do no injury to the harbor is, as the engin- 
eers tell us, entirely practicable. With such 
a work completed, and depots for freight and 
passengers in at least three localities on the 
San Francisco water front, and the largest 
ferry-boats plying from shore to island, each 
one capable of carrying a train of twenty cars 
loaded with freight, it would be difficult to 
show that Sau Francisco was being excluded 
from railroad connection. If this privilege 
is not granted and accepted by the company, 
the present ferry must be continued or the 
$15,000,000 bridge must be built; and who 
shall build it? Shall a city of one hundred 
and fifty thousand people pay $100 a head on 
every man, woman, and child for that pur- 
pose? Or shall a city loan be negotiated at 
seven per cent., and every man, woman, and 
child in the city be mulcted in the sum of 
seven dollars every year to pay the interest? 
The bridge seems entirely out of the question. 


|| Shall the ferry continue its present length, 


and the railroad track terminate as now, at a 
wharf of wood? Or shall it be reduced to 
less than two miles, and the solid:rock of Goat 


The present | 


j 


t 


Island be substituted for the piles which decay. : 
and are eaten by the teredo, making the wharf. 
after.a time not easy to be fixed, unsafe for 
the traveling public? These are the only: qnes-: 
tions toanswer. Schemers who want to plunder 
San Francisco under a pretense of building a 
road to compete with the Central; upon’ the 
strength of a land grant which never existed, 
may vociferate unmeaning trash about injuring 
San. Francisco by connecting her: more closely 
with the balance of the world. . It will always 
be in the power of San Francisco to bridge the 
bay when her growth and wealth shall be equal 
to the undertaking; but I see no reason why, 
in the mean while, two thirds of the water which 
now isolates her from the railway should not 
be bridged, and her people enabled in five min- 
utes to reach the point for making up all locat 
and eastern trains. . 

I venture the prediction that.if this bill be- 
comes a law and there should be any hesitation 
òn the part of the company to accept the priv- 
ilege with the conditions it imposes, the people 
of San Francisco will, with united. voice, in 
less than a year be as earnestly urging the 
company to go to Goat Island as a portion of 
them are now urging us not to allow them to 
go there. I support the bill as a better friend 
of San Francisco than those who are scheming 
to finger $15,000,000 of its money asa subsidy 
toarival line, or who wish to take the terminus 
of the Continental road to Saucelito. 

In my remarks on this bill before Lattempted 
to show further that the interest of San Fran- 
cisco would be subserved by attracting Asiatic 
commerce; that that commerce would afford 
it a market which would build up its manufac- 
tories, give it unceasing employment in fitting, 
repairing, furuishing, and building ships, &c., 
far more valuable to its growth than enriching 
a few toll-gatherers. I will not again dwell on 
these considerations, important as they are. 
My argument has not been answered except by 
the abuse of a disreputable newspaper, the 
Alta California, published by a speculator in 
the town lots of a pretended rival city. 

But there isanother side to this question which 
such papers overlook or designedly ignore. . [ 
and my colleague from the third district have 
a constituency that have much to say on this 
question, and their interests are in our hands. 
I do not believe there is any real antagonism 
between the interior and San Francisco unless 
the latter persists in enormous wharf charges, 
port dues, and expensive transhipment for 
every pound of freight that leaves the interior, 
as wheat, wool, ores, &c., and every pound of 
supplies consumed in the interior. 

The course of one or two of the Bay papers 
would imply that there can be no representa- 
tion of the State outside of San Franciseo. For 
myself, I should plead if necessary coram non 
judice, that San Francisco has no right to try 
me in my representative capacity for my action 
in dealing with a measure affecting my immo- 
diate constituents, even if their interests were 
rival to those of that city. Until March next, 
at least, my allegiance and best services are due 
to the people who honor me with a seat here ; 
and if { see that the farmers of the Alameda or 
San Joaquin valley are taxed needlessly a dol- 
lar a ton in getting their wheat to the Liver- 
pool market, or the miners that much in ship- 
ping crude ores, or both for all they consume 
entering the Golden Gate, I shall ask no leave 
of any one outside of my district. to remedy 
that state of things. Were this otherwise 
properly, why are States divided into congres- 
sional districts? Why does the line of my dis- 
trict separate me from San Francisco? 

That there is not entire accord with the ex- 
treme views of ignorant and selfish San Fran- 
cisco speculators in the rest of the State could 
be proved by a multitude of extracts from the 
California press, but 1 have not time to read 
them. I hold in my hand telegrams: from 
prominent citizens of the interior that. have 
been sent to me and my-colleagues, which are 


2696 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 23, 


not to'be ignored by me if this is a local ques- 
tion. Here is one to my colleague: 


San Francrsco, April 14. 
Hon. JOHN COGHLAN: 

‘The ‘unanimous opinion of the people of Napa 
county is in: favor of granting. Goat Island to the 
railroad, company, as proposed by the bill now 
pending. W. W. STILLWAGGON. 


Here is one to me by the eminent engineer 
who removed Blossom rock from San Fran- 
cisco harbor: 

SACRAMENTO, March 29, 1872. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT : 

In my estimation, as an engineer, I do not think 
thatthe occupation of Goat Island by the railroad 
would be an injury to the harbor of San Francisco, 
or the city. I deem the use of the island a matter 
of necessity to commerce; that every convenience 
should be extended to the railroad in discharge 


and receiving of freight. 
Paes eA. H. VON SCHMIDT. 


~ Here is the result of the vote taken on the 
proposition in the Assembly : 


SACRAMENTO, March 29, 1872. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT, M. C.: 

This is to certify thatthe Assembly on this day 
refused to pass a resolution requesting our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress to urge Congress 
not to lease a portion of Yerba Buena or Goat Island 
to the Central Pacific Railroad Company. 

M. D. BORUCK, Chief Clerk 
House of nineteenth session Legislature. 


A resolution assuming and approving the 
opposition of the California Senators to the 
Goat island grant was voted down by an 
overwhelming majority in the Assembly. 

‘Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me 
to make a remark ? 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman will please 
not to interrupt me just now. 

Here is a telegram from a majority of four 
of the State senate of California, a body 
having a Democratic, as the House has a Re- 
publican majority. These senators represent 
the people of thirty-five counties, in which 
live two thirds of our population, and in which 
lies five sixths of our territory. Among the 
senators who sign this telegram are the chair- 
man of the committee on federal relations, 
the chairman of the committee on military 
affairs, the chairman of the committee on 
agriculture, the chairman of the committee 
on public lands, the chairman of the com- 
mittee on swamp and overflowed lands, the 
chairman of the committee on roads and 
highways, the chairman of the committee on 
counties and county boundaries, and the 
chairman of the committee on finance. I 
will ask the Clerk to read the telegram: 

The Clerk read as, follows: 


San Francisco, April 12, 1872. 


Hons. A. A. Sarcent, S. O. HOUGHTON, and J. M. 

CoGELAN: 

Whereas the senate of the State of California is 
informed that a bill is now pending in the Congress 
of the United States, the object of which is to con- 
fer upon the Central Pacific Railroad Company the 
right to occupy by lease aportion of Goat Island for 
a terminus; and whereas neither this State nor the 
nation under the provisions of this act can be taxed 
one dollar to aid the railroad in improving this now 
useless island ; and whereas by the report of Briga- 
dier General Alexander and four other distinguished 
engineers in the service of the United States made 
to the citizens’ committee of the city of San Fran- 
cisco, dated March 14, 1872, said officers state that a 
bridge on piers between Yerba Buena Island and 
Oakiand Point would have no appreciable effect in 
shoaling the San Francisco harbor or bay if tho 
bridges were built on small piers with spans of three 
or four hundred feet. And again they concurrently 
State that a permanent bridge structure entirely 
across the bay would eost $15,000,000, while a bridge 
that would connect Goat Island with our system of 
railroad without injury to the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco would cost but from four to six million dollars ; 
and whereas a tax of from one to two dollars a ton 
is now imposed upon all freight crossing the Bay of 
San Francisco, which would be avoided if said island 
was joined bya bridge with the transcontinental 
railroad and its connecting lines and branches ‘ 
therefore, in theinterest of commerce and ship trans- 
portation, and for the benefit of the interior of Cali- 


fornia, as well as for the benefit of every State east | 


of us: 

Be it resolved, That our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress be requested to use all honorable 
means to procure the passage of the bill leasing a 
portion of Goat Island for the purposes of a railroad 

erminus, 


We, the undersigned; members of the State sen- 
ate of California, not having had-an opportunity to 
vote on the above preamble and resolution owing to 
the press of business during the last days of the ses- 
sion, hereby certify that we cordially indorse the 
same, believing, as ‘we do, that Goat Island is the 
natural western terminus of the Pacific railroad. 

CHARLES KENT, 
Senator from Nevada County. 
STEPHEN WING, s 
Senator from Toutunne, Mono, and Inyo Counties. 
Senator from Stanislaus, Merced, and _ 
Mariposa Counties. 
M. C. ANDROSS, 
s enator from Toulumne County. 
GEORGE S, EVANS, ` 
Senator from San Joaquin County. 
BARLOW DYER, 
Senator from Calaveras County. 
S. C. HUTCHINS, . 
Senator from Yuba and Putter Counties. 
. MACLAY, 
Senator from Santa Clara County. 
`C T. 3E BANVARD 
Senator from Placer County. 
WILLIAM MINNIS. 4 
Senator from: Yolo and Solano Counties. 
JAMES VAN NESS, 
Senator fram San Louis Obispo and 
Santa. Barbara Counties. 
A. COMTE, i 
___ Senator’ from Sacramento County. 
WILLIAM WIRT PENDEGAST, 
Senator from Lake and Napa Counties. 
JAMES A. DUFFY; ` i ; 
> Senator. from Sacramento. 
JAMES- H. N EER, ee P p : 
A Senator from Placer County. 
B.K. TURNER, l 
Senator from Sierra County. 
B. D. WILSON, , 
Senator from Los Angelos County. 
THOMAS FOWLER; 
Senator from Tulare‘and Kern Counties. 
JOHN 


Senator from a and Tehama Counties. 
Senator from San Francisco County. 

E T en 
om Contra Costa and Marin Counties. 

mor I THOMAS BEOR O" te 


Senator from Santa Oruz and Monterey Counties. 


Mr. SARGENT. Still another senator, Mr. 
Tompkins, representing Alameda county, in 
which Oakland is situated, telegraphs as fol- 
lows: 

San Francisco, April 11, 1872. 

QENTLEMEN: I am requested to express my opin- 
ion to you in reference to Goat Island: I think the 
use of it ought to be granted to-the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company. Itis worthless now. It would 
thus be made very valuable. Whatever increases 
the aggregate national wealth adds to the general 
prosperity and increases the means for the support 
of the Government. To retain it as itis, under the 
pretext that it is wanted for defense, is absurd. If 
made as strong as Gibraltar it would be of no avail 
against an enemy outside of the Golden Gate, and 
one powerful enough to force the way in would put 
San Francisco under contribution. At once the 
paradox would be true that for Goat Island to 
defend San Francisco would be to destroy. it. The 
foolish panic got up in San Francisco appears.to me 
to be confined almost entirely to the owners of 
property in the south part of the city. I believe 
that it will soon subside, and that those most 
active in it will be most ashamed of it afterward. 
The rest of the State is indirectly interested in t&e 
improvement of the island, and so faras Í have the 
means ofjudging.will cordially support you in doing 
all you can to secure that result. I should not have 
extended my opinion upon you asa volunteer. 

Respectfully and truly, yours, 

EDWARD TOMKINS. 
Hon. Sargent, Hovenron, and Coaunan. 


The president of the State Agricultural 
Society telegraphs to me: 


SACRAMENTO, March 31, 1872. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT: 
The San Francisco op: 


1 osition to the continental 
railroad’s use of Goat 


railro: at Island is entirely based on 
individual and local interests, in total disregard of 
the commercial and agricultural interests of the 


State and nation. CHARLES F. REED, 
President of State Agricultural Society. 


General Reddington, a leading citizen of 
Sacramento, telegraphs as follows: 
SACRAMENTO, April 7, 1872. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT: oP 

You are correct on Goat Island; the people are 
with you; the island is a desert rock: railroads 
should be allowed to utilize it in the interest of com- 
merce; nothing else can or will be done with it. 
Public interest demands, and the private interests 
ofa few middle-men should not prevent it. 

ALFRED REDDINGTON. 

Out of a large number of telegrams from 

my district giving me the views of business 


men well known to me, and purporting to 
speak for large classes of citizens, I read one 
more from the cuitivator of thirty-six thousand 
acres of wheat, as follows: 


Sawn Francisco, Carirornia, April 13, 1872, 


Sır: I have thirty-six thousand acres of 
wheat growing in San Joaquin valley, and am in 
communication with farmers representing at least 
five hundred thousand acres of cultivated land, and 
I can say that it isthe unanimous wish of all farm- 
ers and business men outside of San Francisco that 
Goat Island should be given to the railroad com- 
pany for the reason that it will relieve them of 
an unnecessary tax of at least one dollar per ton 
upon all goods and product going from or to San 
Francisco, and will aid the commerce of the coun- 
try and its connections with foreign commerce, les- 
sening its expenses and increasing its profits even 


i F 0. 
in pan Francise * JOHN W. MITCHELL. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT. 


The motives of Mr. Mitchell in sending his 
telegram are perhaps explained by the follow- 
ing from, one of the interior California papers: 

‘The efforts of the Pacific mail line of steamers 
to establish a lucrative trade with China and Japan 
and the Pacific islands have encountered the most 
serious obstacles in the vexatious and onerous port 
charges and transfer charges of San Francisco. 
Heretofore the custom has been to make as much as 
possible out of every ship that arrived, without 
the slightest reference to tie effect of such a course 
upon the trade of the country. For example, 
the commissioners of immigration levied a taxon 
each person landing there; every vessel of one hun- 
dred tons burden was charged six dollars per day; 
vessels of one thousand tons burden, twenty-five dol- 
lars per day; and vessels of twenty-five hundred tons 
burden, fifty dollars per day, for the mere privilege 
of making fast toa wharf. For unloading goods on 
the wharves there are additional charges of twenty- 
five cents per ton, or in cases of goods discharged 
from ship to lighters, twelve and a half cents per ton. 
Then there are extra charges for drayage to ware- 
houses, cost of warehousing, drayage back to ship or 
car, and other incidental expenses, until what with 
the loss of time and damage to goods by these 
repeated handlings, we have a total toll of about two 
dollars perton upon all merchandise passing through 
San Francisco. 

“ Now, this system can only be maintained at the 
cost of the absolute loss of the vast Asiatic commerce 
which is now within our grasp. To lose this com- 


merce is to inflict an almost irreparable injury on 
San Francisco herself, and to lessen the profits of 
the merchants of the nation at large, perhaps from 
thirty to fifty per cent.” 

It is a question of lire and death to our trade 
and to the interior of the State. Our miners 
and farmers in flush times may stand the tolls 
and hinderances of the present order of things, 
but it is a grievous burden at any time. 

I make no further extracts from the press 
in the interior to this effect, although I could 
do so from papers published from one end 
of the State to the other. I know there ig 
not @ unanimous opinion either in or out of 
San Francisco. But will any candid man say 
that after the long acquiescence of San Fran- 
cisco in this project, and its sudden and unex- 
pected change of base, with such powerful in- 
dorsements of the project from the interior, 
my representative limitations, and my firm 
conviction, long since expressed by word and 
vote, and still entertained, that thisis a meas- 
ure helpful to national and State commerce 
and beneficial toSan Francisco itself, any one 
has a right to arraign me in vile terms for 
supporting it? 

The fact that sixty aeres of the island are 
reserved absolutely for military purposes and 
the whole to be taken in case of war existing 
or threatened, and that it is more available for 
such purposes with a road running to it than 
without it, would seem to be an effective an- 
swer to any objection from a military point of 
view. But Goat Island has never been deemed 
of importance in that connection. By the time 
a hostile force could get by Fort Point, Lime 
Point, Black Point, and Alcatraz, it would be 
too late for Goat Island to save San Francisco. 
In the late rebellion several new points were 
fortified and the old ones strengtheued, while 
Goat Island remained unfortified. The res- 
ervations for military purposes in and around 
the Bay of San Francisco are enormous and 
disproportionate, and the clamor of the Alta 
California, that all of Goat Island must be 
reserved, is answered by itself in an article 


. 


which it published some time ago, which I will 
read: 

“The Military Reservation Business—Among the 
other misfortunes against which this city has to 
struggle in her efforts to build herself up is the 
military reservation business. San Francisco has 
been reserved for military purposes to an extent 
that is positively stunning. Preparations for defen- 
sive warfare have been made ov ascale which would 
be sufficient for the demands of that great and final 
siruggle which Gog and Magog are to bring on 
the world. Ifthe solicitude of the General Govern- 
ment forthe protection of the maiden city by the 
Golden Gate should be measured by the amount of 
Yand which it has laid aside for war purposes, the 
conclusion could not be resisted that its defense 
occupies the entire and exclusive attention of the 
military authorities. Sixteen hundred acres proba- 
bly of the best land in. our suburbs, known as the 
Presidio reservation, a large semicircular sweep at 
Point San José, upon the very edge of the town, 
and all the islands inthe bay are considered by a 
prudential military department to be essential for 
the repulse of the invader, when he.comes upen us 
with his iron-clads, around either the Cape of Good 
Hope or Cape ory k ; 

* More land has Veen taken possession of in and 
around the city of San Francisco for military pur- 
poses than in all the cities of the Atlantic sea-board 
put together, fronting as they do those nations from 
which alone positive danger may be apprehended. 
We are fortitying here on a gigantic scale, to all 
appearances for no other purpose but to guard against 
a hostile movement.of Chinese or Japanese junks, 
for which, without any reservation whatever, the 
monitor Camanche or even an ordinary steam-tug 
with a Parrot at the bow would be more than a 
match. In the whole vast expanse of the Pacific we 
can discern no other possible enemies, and it is neeg- 
less to say that no very serious trouble may be ever 
apprehended from them. We holditto be clear that 
no matter what shape the future may take, no Buro- 
pean nation with which we might happen to come 
in collision would ever attempt to deal us a blow in 
a region so distant from natural bases as the Pacific 
and so entirely destitute of all appliances for the 
repair of damages in case of defeat or disaster.” 

This ridicule of the Government for doing 
what is now contended must be continued, I 
do not cite to prove the shameless inconsist- 
ency of the sheet in question, but that the cry 
of the need of the whole island for military 
purposes is raised now to deceive the people 
of the city and Congress. 

L ask pardon of the House for occupying 80 
much time on this question. But the ruffianly 
proceedings of ‘hoodlums?’ at San Francisco, 
prompted and defended by unprincipled specu- 
lators who are seeking to sacrifice the real 
interests of San Francisco to their own selfish 
schemes, have made it necessary that I explain 
with some care my position. I have not been 
betrayed into anger by the inconsiderate de- 
nunciation of well-disposed men, and still less 
by the vile abuse of knavish sharpers who are 
seeking to fleece the city by means of subsi- 
dies to impossible railroad schemes, or trans- 
fer its business to a distance. I deemed it my 
duty to study carefully and perfect the details 
of the bill, secure the harbor from damage, 
and get more intimate connection between 
San Francisco and the East. I think the bill, 
as now presented, secures these ends, is for 

. the benefit of the State and the great city, and 
shall record my vote in its favor. - 

Mr. WHEELER. TI now call the previous 
question. : 
_ Mr. COX. Ihope the gentleman will not 
insist on that now. _ 

Mr. BANKS. Willnot the gentleman allow 
some time for debate? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir; after the vote 
is reconsidered. 

Mr. BANKS. Let us have the debate now. 

Mr. COX. I wish a telegram from San 
Francisco to be read, which shows a state of 
things different from what-has been repre- 
sented. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall admit that with 
pleasure, if the vote is reconsidered. 

_ Mr. COX. The matter should not be forced 
in that way. Isay the people of California 
are not represented here on this question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Is it in order to move to 
lay on the table the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed 
by the Journal Clerk that that motion has 
already been made and voted down. The 


House has refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to say to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that 
the State of California is as well represented 


; on this floor as is the gentleman’s own district. 


Mr. COX. 


I made. no personal allusion 


when I stated that the State of California and- 


the city of San Francisco are not represented 
on this subject by the gentleman and his col- 
leagues. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would like to know who 
made the gentleman from New York a school- 
master over me and my colleagues? 

Mr. COX. I represent a district asa mem- 
ber of the Congress of the United States. I do 
not represent any bank. I represent the prop- 
erty and the people of the United States now 
sought to be despoiled by this species of legis- 
lation. And I ask merely to be heard on this 
question. j 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman repre- 
sents Tammany, and nothing else. 

Mr. COX. ‘That is a blackguard remark. 

Mr. WOOD. If I understand the proposi- 
tion of my colleague from New York, [Mr. 
WHEELER, | it is to reconsider the vote by which 
we disposed of the previous bill, and I desire 
to know of the Chair what the effect of the 
vote would be? 

The SPEAKER. The previous bill was 
disposed of by recommitting it to the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. WOOD. Will his motion, if carried, 
have the effect of bringing the bill which he 
has read as a part of his speech before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. Should the House recon- 
sider the vote recommitting the bill, the Chair 
will then have to submit the question upon 
recommitting. Should the House reconsider 
the vote recommitting, the original bill will be 
before the House, and the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. WHeever] has indicated his pur: 
pose to move what was read at the Clerk’s desk 
as a substitute therefor. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Would the 
substitute be open to amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not lay that flatiering 
unction to your soul, 

The SPEAKER. That would depend upon 
whether the gentleman from New York should 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to say to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that 
he shall have every opportunity to produce 
and have read the telegram to which he has 
referred. I have no desire to stifle discussion 
or to shut out facts,as the gentleman must 
know from my course on former bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to allow amendments? 

Mr. WHEELER. You may submit 
for consideration ? y 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the previous question 
will not be sustained. 

- The question was put on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and there 
were—ayes 73, noes 69. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHEELER 
and Mr. Cox were appointed. 

The House divided; 
ported—ayes 72, noes 63. : 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question recurred upon ordering the 
main question to be put. 

Mr. HOLMAN... I call for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. : 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a 
parliamentary Inquiry. If the. main question 
be ordered, will it then be in the power of 
the gentleman from New York to prevent all 
amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in the power 
of the House, not of the gentleman from New 
York. sot 


them 


and the tellers re- j 


sideration ; it does not reach the bill itself, 
_ The question was taken } and it was d: 
in. the affirmative—yeas 100; nays: T 
voting 68; as follows: ey 
YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnuni, | 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Burdett, Roderick” 
R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Conger; Grock- 
er, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Duell, Dun- 
nell, Eames, Eliott, Ely. Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Goodrich, © 
Griffith, Harmer, Harper, George B. Harris Haw- 
ley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John, W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Ketcham, Lam- 
ort, Lansing, Leach, McGrew, MeHenry, Me~ 
unkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Moorc, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack: Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. 
Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Piatt, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, ‘Rusk, Sargent, 
Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Thomas, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Voorhees, Wake- 
man, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Whites. 
ley, Wiltard, Williams of Indiana, and Williams of. 
ew York—100. í ; ; 
NAYS — Messrs. Acker,Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Bell, Bird, James'G,. Blair, : Brax» | 
ton, Bright, Bufiinton, Benjamin:F. Butler, Qobarn, 
Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crossland, Davis, Midredge, 
Finkelnburg, Garfield, Golladay, Haldeman, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Hay, Hereford,’ Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshal}, McClelland, McIntyre, MeNeoly, 
Merrick, Monroe, Hosea W.Parker, Potter, Randall, : 
Read, Edward Y. Rice,John M. Rice, Ritchie; Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, Slater, Snyder, ` 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Strong, Terry, Dwight: Townsend, Tute 
hill, Tyner, Van ‘Trump, Waddell, Walden, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Wood, and ‘Young—72. : ae 
NOT VOTING — Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beck, >; 
Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Boles, Jamès. 
Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Carroll, William T. Clark, Cobb, Gonner, Crebs, 
Creely, Critcher, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 
Forker, Charles. Foster, Henry D. Foster, Hale, 
Halsey, Hambleton, John E. Harris, Havens, Hill, 
ellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lamison. Lowe, Lynch; : 
Maynard, McCormick, McCrary, McKinney, Bonja- 
min F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Isaac C. Parker, ` 
Pendleton, Porter, Price, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Sawyer, Scofield, Shellabarger, Shober, Slocum, 
Worthington ©. Smith, Storm, St. John, Swann, 
Taffe, Washington Townsend, Vaughan, Walls, 
Jeroininh M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and Winches- 
ter a 


During the roll- call the following announce- | 
ments were made: i 

Mr. PRICE. Lam paired with Mr. Town- 
SEND, of Pennsylvania, who is absent on 
account of sickness; if here he would. vote 
t ay,” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I am paired 
with Mr. Hamsueron; if here he would vote 
“no,” and I would vote “ay.” 


2, not. 


Mr. DONNAN. I am paired with Mr. 
Hauser; he would vote “‘ay,’’ and I should 
vote ‘‘no,” 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. . My colleague, Mr: 
Moreay, is paired with some gentleman on 
the other side of the House; if here he would 
vote “no.” 

Mr. McCLELLAND. My colleague, Mr. B. 
F. Meyers, has been called away. by sickness 
in his family. He is paired with some gentle- 
man who is in favor of this bill.. If here he 
would vote ‘‘no,”’ i 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Mr.SLocum, who would 
vote “ay,” is paired upon this question. with 
Mr. Wixcuester, who would vote ‘no.”’ 

The questiou was upon the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it inorder now to moye 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that such a motion would bė in order: : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion: 

Mr. WHEELER. Has not’ the House 
already voted down one motion. to lay this 
motion to reconsider upon the table?) <= i 

The SPEAKER. It has;-but the. Chair is 
of opinion that business of such- a character 
has intervened. as. to make the motion again m 
order. A 
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: Mr. WHEELER. The rule provides that | 
where a motion to reconsider has been ‘once 
made and lost it is not in order to renew it. 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair agrees with 
. the gentleman in that statement. But the 
point now is whether it is in order to move 
that the pending motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. It is merely changing the nega- 
tive to the affirmative; it gives neither side 
any advantage. i X : 

The question was then taken ‘upon the mo- 
tion’ to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider; and upon a division there were—ayes 
48, noes 78. . 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: As this is a fair test- 
question, I call for the yeas and nays. . 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was again taken; and there 
were -yeas 78, nays 99, not voting 68; as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Coburn, Comingo, Cox, Crossland, Davis, Eldredge, 
Finkelnburg, Garfield, Golladay, Griffith, Haldo- 
man, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Havens, Hay, Here- 
ford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, 
King, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, McClelland, Mein- 
tyre, McNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Hosea W. Parker, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, 
Slater, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Steven- 
son, Stoughton, Strong, ‘Terry, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Tyner, Van Trump, Waddell, Walden, Wells, 
BA aS ae Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, and 

oung—73. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Freeman 
Clarke, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes, 
Do Large, Dickey, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, 
Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Har- 

er, George E. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W. Hazelton, Hoar, ooper, Houghton, Kel- 
ley, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, Mc- 
Crary, McHenry. McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Mer- 
riam, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 

eck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Porry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, 
Shoemaker, Sioss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, 
Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, Turner, Twich- 
ell, Upson, Voorhees, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, 
Warron, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, and Williams 
of Indiana—99. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Biggs, Boles, James Brooks, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Carroll, William T. Clark, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, 
Creely, Critcher, Darrali, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, 
Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Hamble- 
ton, Harmer, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hill, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Kinsella, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, Mc- 
Cormick, McGrew, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Shellabarger, Shober, Slocum, John Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Storm, St. John, Swann, 
Washington Townsend, Vaughan, Walls, Williams 
of New York, John T. Wilson, and Winchester—68. 


So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 


The question was then taken upon the 
motion to reconsider; and it was agreed to, 
upon a division—ayes 87, noes 58, 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. WHEELER. I withdraw the. motion 
to recommit, and now move as a substitute 
for the original bill that which I had read by 
the Clerk a few miriutes ago. 

The amendment was read at length as 
printed in a previous part of to-day’s proceed- 
ings. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] allow 
me to offer the amendment [suggested a short 
time since? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask the gentleman to 
permit me to move an amendment to come in 

at the end of the substitute. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will hear the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Nipracx. J 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And Congress may at any time after, amend or 


repeal this act, having due regard to the rights and 
interests of the railroad companies which may have 
availed themselves of the privileges hereby granted, 


Mr. WHEELER. I see no objection to 
that amendment, and am willing to accept it. 

The amendment to the substitute was then 
agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield to my col- 
league [Mr. Cox] for ten minutes. 

Mr. COX. I do not intend to go into a 
debate as to the details of this bill. Since 
it was before the House last it has undergone 
some changes. It has now various pretenses 
of recompense to the Government for the 
grant which is sought without consideration ; 
but still as a land grant it is just as demoral- 
izing in its tendency as it ever was. I can 
only reiterate the protest of the people whom 
I represent, the working people, who are 
not always represented here, and who seek to 
be heard by petitions such as that which I hold 
in my hand—the protest of the city in which I 
live, expressed again and again to this House 
against any system like this, which really gives 
away not only the public domain, but a most 
important piece of public land which the Gov- 
ernment may need for the defense of the Pacific 
cuast, 

I have sought the floor, Mr. Speaker, in 
order to have read a telegram which I think 
may throw some light on this discussion. I 
said that California was not represented on 
this question in this House. I said it because 
the members of that State had uniformly voted 
in favor of this peculiar bill. I repeat that in 
my judgment the members from the State of 
California have not correctly represented the 
public sentiment of that State on this ques- 
tion. 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Sar- 
GENT] who spoke a while ago seems to quarrel 
with one of his newspapers, the Alta Cali- 
fornia, for speaking out very plainly upon this 
subject. I have nothing to do with local quar- 
rels between that gentleman and the newspa- 
pers of his State. 1 only know from my knowl- 
edge of the Pacific coast that no newspaper 
in California, except perhaps two, the Sacra- 
mento Union and the San Francisco Bulletin, 
speaks with more emphasis, cogency, and hon- 
esty for the people of that State than does the 
Alta California. I have not here the extracts 
from that paper denunciatory of this bill; but 
I believe they have already been read to the 
House. Indeed, they have been quoted to 
show the unrepresentative character of the 
California representatives on this question. 

Sir, the Bulletin, the great paper of the 
Pacific coast, which circulates there almost 
everywhere, from the top of the Sierras down 
to the coast range and throughout all that 
State of seven handred miles in length and 
three hundred in width, has been quoted as 
favoring this‘peculiar business; but I happen 
to have in my hand (it has been sent to me 
by the editors of that paper) their emphatic 
protest against this bill. The reason given 
by these newspapers, the Sacramento Union, 
wnich, I believe, has denounced the project, and 
also the Bulletin, all Republican papers, is that 
good faith has not been kept by this company 
with the people of the various sections where 
the company has sought to make its termini. 
The Bulletin, in its edition of March 22, says: 

“The time has therefore arrived when there should 
be a frank understanding with the railroad com- 
pany. Do they mean to come into San Francisco, as 
they have promised and as the terms of their fran- 
chise from Congress contemplated, or to attempt 
building up a rival city and diverting the com- 
merce of the port?” 

In another article headed, ‘A Stupendous 
Scheme,” the whole project of this company 
is analyzed and denounced in the strongest 
terms compatible with decency and morality. 
I call attention to that article, which is as 
follows : 

“ A Stupendous Scheme.—The Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company, from the inception of the enterprise, 
has had a policy of which the public knows little or 
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nothing. In voting subsidies, the people have had 
to goin the dark. They were not informed as to 
what would be done; it was ademand for money or 
land continually. The public realize that the rail- 
road company at one time has made guast promises 
that the road would terminate at Mission bay; at 
another it has promised that Oakland should be the 
terminus; and still another, that Vallejo should be 
the favored location. At all of these places the 
railroad company has acquired valuabie real estate, 
under the supposition that these towns were respect-_ 
ively to receive benefits from the concession of 
property to the company. . 

“At this time the people realize that those prom- 
ises amount to nothing; that the company intend to 
do what will bring its managers the most money. 
This is why the people are left so completely in the 
dark even while an effort is being made to acquire 
Goat Island and its approaches, and at the same 
time the company is asking for an enlargement of 
the graut of land in Mission hay, together with the 
China Basin, &c. i . 

“Now, what does all of this mean? Simply, that 
we are asked to give land to the company without 
knowing what itisto be used for. Atthis time we 
are even in doubt whether th ery Mission bay 
property may not be made aWliluble us so much 
means to injure San Francisco. It is a vast estate 
in the heart of a great city, and worth millions of 
dollars. Itis now believed that Stanford & Co. do 
notintend to come to Mission bay with any railroad 
except that which will follow down the coast coun- 
ties to Los Angeles, San Diego, &c., but construct a 
town extending from the Oakland shore to Goat 
Island, or as near to that point as may be permitted 
by the Government, and we do not see why Goat 
Island may not form a portion of that town. The 
map which we publish to-day will show by a dotted 
line, taking in avast tract of the bay onthe Oakland 
side, where the company claims to own. his line, 
as will be seen, is within a short distance of Goat 
Island, and it is urged that the company intend to 
fillin, both from the island and from the hills north 
of Oakland, and make a town which the company 
will own exclusively. , 

“Ttis a grand scheme, and if San Francisco will 
but permit the bay to be used in the way suggested 
we do not see why the company may not be entirely 
successful. Indeed, the shallowness of the water on 
the Oakland side, taken in connection with the 
rocky and firm foundation of the bottom, renders it 
pertectly practicable to carry out such a project. It 
was supposed for a time that the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company would be satisfied with a bridge 
across the bay, and enter this city in that way; but 
such is not their intention, forthey have discouraged 
the bridge project. There is every reason to believe 
that the plan here sketched is that which has been 
substantially adopted by the railroad company. 

“We have been free to comment adversely to any 
project which Jooks, however remotely, to bring 
injury toSan Francisco and her inhabitants by the 
railroad company, because we have always endeav- 
ored to deal justly by it. We would do so still; give 
it every means to do our business with facility and 
with advantage to its stockholders; but we are 
opposed to the city tying herself up any further. 
We are utterly opposed to granting Goat Island to 
the railroad company, for we are perfectly satisfied 
this cannot be done with safety tothe people. We 
have gone just as far as we can afford to go. The 
city owns property worth four or five hundred mil- 
lion dollars. We may use a portion of this property 
so as to benefit ourseives—build a bridge across the 
bay, and if need be, aid a railroad extending to the 
Atlantic States. San Francisco is strong enough not 
to be trifled with any longer.” 


It will be observed that in this article the 
question is again and again asked,swhat is the 
object of making Goat Island the terminus? 
The papers in California state that the effect 
at least will be to make San Francisco an 
inland town, reducing not merely the value of 
the wharfage, but the value of all the property 
in thecity. This is the reason why the Cham- 
ber of Commerce, as well as the people of San 
Francisco, are opposed to this peculiar scheme. 
The article to which I have just called atten- 
tion explains what is meant by the telegram 
which on the 16th of April was sent from San 
Francisco by a committee of citizens to Sena- 
tor CasserLy. He it was who requested me 
to have it read in this House. The substance 
of that telegram is as follows: 

Caleb T. Fay left here on the 14th, instructed to 
wait in New York till Coge or yourself invited bhim 
to come to Washington. Let it be known that the 


railroad yesterday conditionally agreed with a com- 
mittee of our citizens to make the terminus in Mis- 


sion bay. 
A. B. FORBES, 
JAMES OTIS. 
JOHN C, MERRILL, 
E. M. LEWIS, 
E. B. PERRIN. 
Whether they have made any such arrange- 
ment I am not authorized to say, except so 
far as this telegram goes; but from the artiele 
in the Bulletin there is every reason to believe 
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that this company did agree that it would not 
by this project injure the city of San Francisco. 
Ji did not wish to spoil the harbor for railroad 
purposes. Oh, no! 

What the citizens of San Francisco appre- 
hend is, that this scheme may be the means 
of building up a rival city, thereby ruining 
San Francisco to a very large extent, besides 
demoralizing the country by this peculiar sys- 
tem of land grants and land grabbing, as to 
which both parties, in the last election in Cali- 
fornia, gave an unequivocal vote. 

When this subject. was under discussion 
three weeks ago, I made this point with refer- 
ence to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
and the Panama Railroad Company, both seek- 
ing subsidies: that there was a contract made 
between the overland Pacific railroad and the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, whereby all 
products coming from Asia should be carried 
over this pet railroad, and no other; that they 
could not go by the Panama road, or any other 
possible. competitive route. By that contract, 
which affected every transaction in China or 
Japan, before the goods got to the Pacific 
coast on this side they were ordered to but 
one route, the overland railroad. Since that 
time these speculators, these schemers, have 
bought up the Panama railroad. They have 
plugged up the Isthmus! There is no more 
competition. Therefore your teas and your 
silks will be higher in price by reason of the 
higher cost of transportation, because these 
men get their subsidiés and their land grants 
from Congress. They can afford to buy up in 
one gambling speculation a railroad like that 
at Panama. 
tion possible. Before I will give my vote for 
any bill of this character, or for any grant of 
lands or money from this Government whereby 
these favored corporatious can raise the price 
of teas or other commodities at their pleasure 
and at our double expense, I will be glad 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHEELER. I will now yield for ten 
minutes to the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Woop. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, in the remarks he submitted when 
this substitute was first read, stated he had so 
modified or changed the bill as to meet every 
possible objection urged against the measure 
as originally introduced. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said every reasonable, 
and not every possible objection. 

Mr. WOOD. Weare left, then, to determine 
what is reasonable. I will show he has notin 
any way obviated the fundamental objection 
to this bill, and that is involved in the Con- 
gress of the United States deliberately parting 
with the property of the people of the United 
States for no compensation whatever. This 
substitute is objectionable in every aspect in 
which we may view it. Indeed, in my judg- 
ment, it goes further than the original bill. It 
provides that the President may appoint three 
commissioners who shall determine the amount 
to be paid for the continuous aud never-ending 
use of this island. 
objectionable than the original proposition. 

But, sir, I desire to have read the proceedings 
of the citizens of San Francisco, which, in my 

judgment, should have some influence in this 
House on a question of this character. They 
have never been presented to the House, but 
by some secret malign influence have been so 
far kept from. the public. They are the pro- 
ceedings of the meeting held in San Francisco 
in reference.to this measure, and I ask that 
they be read as:a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read:as foilows: 

“San Francisco, Apri? 18. 


“The excitement over the Yerba Buena or Goat | 


Island question is increasing. A committee of one 
hundred was formed to-day, embracing leading citi- 
zons of San Francisco in every department of basi- 
ness, to defend the interests of commerce and the 
city. 
‘ The committee elected the following officers: 
President, Hon. William Alvord, mayor of the 


Į should like to see all competi- | 


It is, in that regard, more | 


{ 


$ 


| 


i 
i 


! said companies, but should continue to beliberaland | 


-pride to our Senators, COLE and CASSERLY, in this 


i 


city: first vice president, R. G. Sneath; second, John 
S. Hager ; secretary, Alfred Wheeler; treasurer, D. 
J. Taillant.. j 

*The meeting unanimously adopted the following 
resolutions: 

“ Whereas the Central Western and Southern 
Pacific Railroad Companies have received enormous 
grants of land and subsidies in bonds and money 
from the Federal Government, from the State of 
California, various counties of the State, and from 
the city of San Francisco, which grants and subsi- 
dies were more than sufficient for the entire con- 
struction and equipment of said roads; and whereas 
this State and city have given said railroads large 
subsidies and valuable grants of land within this 
city, with the intention and understanding that said 
roads would make their western termini within the 
city of San Francisco, and upon the tract of land 
granted for that purpose in Mission bay; and 
whereas said companies have obtained large grants 
of land on the opposite side of the bay in front of 
Oakland, and have directed the entire railroad sys- 
tem of the above lines and all the railroads of this 
coast toward said last-mentioned point, in disregard 
of the conditions of said compact; and whereas said 
companies have been, and are now, making stren- 
nous efforts to obtain from the Federal Government 
a grant or lease of Goat Island, lying in the Bay-of 
San Francisco, midway between this ‘city and the 
Oakland shore, for the purpose of the terminus of all 
the lines aforesaid, in spite of and_against the ex- 
pressed wishes of this city, and in defiance of dam- 
age and danger to the commercial interests.of this 
port, as conclusively demonstrated by the scientific 
investigations and judgment of eminent engineers: 
Therefore. , 

_“ Resolved, That the city of San Francisco has a 
right to expect, and does expect, from said railroad 
companies a strict compliance with the terms, con- 
ditions, and compacts made by said companies, to 
wit, the actual and immediate location of the term- 
inus of said roads, now merged into one owner- 
ship, upon the sixty acres of land in Mission bay, in 
this city, and the actual and immediate abandon- 
ment on the part of the railroad companies of any 
construction or proceeding having in view the fixing 
of such terminus at any other point whatever. _ 

“ Resolved, That the citizens of San Francisco 
believe that said companies should withdraw. from | 
Congress immediately all demand or request for the 
grant, lease, or privilege of using and connecting | 
said roads with Goat Island, and cease the further 
construction of wharves, piers, and slips in the chan- 
nel of the bay at the terminus of their present Oak- 
land wharf or elsewhere. 

** Resolved, That, in case the companies shall de- 
cline, refuso, or omit to comply with this reasonable 
request, it is the right, duty, and purpose of the cit- 
izens of San Francisco to take all lawfnl measures 
for maintaining their rights in the premises and 
prevent said wrongful acts of said companies. 

“ Resolved, That if thecity of San Francisco should 
be compelled to resort to legal tribunals to assert and 
maintain her rights as against said companies, it 
would be proper and just that the grants and subsi- 
dies conditionally made to said railroads should be 
annulled and set aside. 

`“ Resolved, That it is to the interest of San Fran- 
cisco and said companies that there should be eom- 
plete accord and harmony of action between them, 
and that, to facilitate and aid the requirements of | 
commerce, this city should not be, and will not be, 
governed by any hostile, unfriendly feeling toward ; 


accommodating, only demanding in return on the 
part ofsaid companies the same prompt, exact com- 
pliance with agreements as would be demanded of 
and accorded by this city, 

* Resolved, That it eminently concerns the whole 
Pacific coast, and especially the city of San Fran- 
cisco, that another railroad connecting the Atlantic 
with the Pacific, traversing a route free from danger 
of obstruction and delay by the severities of winter, 
and having its terminus at San Francisco, should be | 
constructed as soon as possible; that this city and 
the adjoining counties should contribute liberally in 
aid of such enterprise. . . . 

“ Resolved, That the executive committee of this 
association be instructed to act upon and carry out 
the spirit of these resolutions, and take such meas- | 
ures in so doing asin their judgment may be most | 
efficient. 

“Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent 
to Leland Stanford, and to every member of Con- 
gress, to the mayor of St. Louis, and to the presi- 
dent of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany.” 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, this meeting at 
which these resolutions were passed was sub- 
sequent to the action of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and of the board of supervisors and 
the repeated expression of opposition by the 
press of the entire Pacific coast, who are alike 
interested, whether in California or in Oregon, 
in preserving the integrity of the harbor of 
San Francisco. There is one significant res- 
olution passed at a subsequent meeting of cit- 
izens which I will read.. It is.as follows: - 

“ Resolved, That we look with confidence and | 


emergency, to ward off the calamity that has start- 
led us with its audacious and reckless disregard of 
our rights and interests, and we bow our heads in 
shame at the action of our members of the House, 


recently loaded with honors by a confiding’ constit-- 
uency. Truly there ‘is nothing so unkind, as, base 
ingratitude.’” oo 

Mr. SARGENT. The same resolution: was: 
offered in the Legislature and voted. down by 
a two-thirds vote. . ge pes th fee 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield ‘fifteen. minutes 
to the gentleman from California, [Mr. Coet- 
LAN. ] i : 

Mr. COGHLAN. It has been urged by 
the gentleman from New-York in front of the 
Chair, [Mr. Cox,] and also by-the gentleman 
from New York who spoke last, [Mr. Woop, ] 
that the State of California is not properly 
represented on this question by the members . 
from that State on this floor. I defy either of 
those gentlemen, or any member of this House, 
or any opponent of this bill, to show a single 
tangible objection to the passage of this bill. 
It is very easy for gentlemen to cry out that 
this is a land grant or that it is a subsidy. 
They evidently find it very hard, in the face 
of the facts of the case, to show that it is 
either. It is very easy to say that this. will 
injure the city of San Francisco; but if any 
gentleman on this floor, or anywhere else, can 
show any reason why the city of San: Fran- 
cisco will not be benefited by this very bill, 
then I myself will vote against it and do what 
E can to defeat it. is ; 

Every objection which has been raised either 
in San Francisco or on this floor against this 
bill, except the false and meaningless cry that 
we are aiding a railroad, is answered and 


|| refuted by the bill itself. No man can truly 


claim that this is in any sense either a land 
grant or a subsidy; for in the first’place Goat 
Island is not in any sense public lands in the 
common acceptation of that term. It cannot 
be settled upon as a homestead nor entered 
under preémption laws. It is reserved by the 
Government for military purposes, and its 
whole value to the people of the United States 
depends: upon retaining it for that purpose; 
and if from this bill we derive an additional 
benefit from it without impairing its usefulness 
as a defensive position, then the people’ are 
that much the gainer. Nor does the Govern- 
ment part with its control over the whole island, 
This bill grants the use of one half—not: the 
land—but the use of one half so long as. the 
company uses it for railroad purposes exclu- 
sively, and with the further proviso that the 
Government may take possession of the whole 
island in time of war, or even in anticipation 
of war. ; 

But even this privilege is in no sense a sub- 
sidy or gift to the railroad. The President 
must appoint three commissioners, who shall 
act as a court to go upon the ground and hear 


| the evidence, and then decide upon the value 


of the use of the island; and the company 
must pay this value to the last cent before 
they take the benefits of this bill. Therefore, I 
say it is in no sense a subsidy nor a free gift. 
Now, I ask in all conscience if this island can 
be made to serve two great public purposes— 
a defense to the harbor and also become the 
western terminus of the whole great system 
of continental railways—why should it not be 
used for both purposes. ‘* Because,” say gen- 
tlemen, ‘it will injure the harbor of San 
Francisco if a bridge is made from Oakland 
to the island.” : 

I want the attention of the gentleman from 
New York who spoke last to the fact that the 

resident of the Chamber of Commerce of San 

rancisco, the mayor of San Francisco, and 
several other prominent citizens addressed a 
note tothe chief engineer of the United States 
on that coast, to General B. S. Alexander, 
United States engineer; Professor. George 
Davidson, United States engineer; Colonel 
George H. Mendell, United States engineer ; 
Colonel C. S. Stewart, United States engineer; 
and Captain A. F. Rodgers, United States Coast 
Survey, all of them gentlemen whose names 
have heretofore been mentioned in the debates 
of this House. They asked these engineers 
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the question whether the building of a bridge 
resting upon piers from Oakland to Goat 
Island wiil at all injure the harbor of San 
Francisco. These engineers, in answer to. the 
inquiries:of the opponents.of this bill, stated 
explicitly that a bridge built as proposed in 
this bill. would have no: appreciable effect on 
the harbor at all. 

I hold in my hand a paper taken from the 
San Francisco. Bulletin, and published by the 
opponents of this bill, which states directly 
and distinctly that it wili have no appreciable 
influence at all on the harbor to build this 
bridge on piers, as is proposed in this bill. 
That is my answer to one of the objections. 

Now I claim, and the people of San Fran- 
cisco will yet uphold me in the claim, that by 
abridge to Goat Island alone can that city 
ever become the terminus of the system of 
roads centering upon the Bay of San Francisco. 
It was with this view that it has been urged 
for some years that a bridge should be built 
to Goat Island. -And I may say without fear 
of contradiction that many men in San Fran- 
cisco who to-day are fighting this bill, for 
reasons which I will presently state, are the 
very men who up to a few weeks past were in 
favor of that project. 

I say that by no other means, or on no other 
plan, and in no other way’can San Francisco 
be made the terminus of the various railroads 
crossing the continent. The engineers say that 
there is no possible way whereby a bridge can 
be built across the bay to Hunter’s Point ex- 
cept at an expense of $15,000,000. Now, 
gentlemen must remember that although San 
Francisco is a large city, it has not business 
enough to pay interest on so large a sum of 
money for so short a span of road. The situ- 
ation of San Francisco being upon a peninsula, 
the only hope that we can ever reach it by a 
short route, or the only one practicable, is by 
way of Goat Island, which seems almost to have 
been created for the express purpose of making 
San Francisco the terminus of the continental 
railroads 

In this bill it is provided that the company 
shallreceive and convey the passengers, goods, 
and freight hauled or to be hauled over their 
road into the business portion of the city of San 
Francisco free of expense. i 

The bill also provides that the company 
shall not use the land for any other than rail- 
road purposes exclusively, and yet a cry is 
raised that warehouses, and in fact another 
city is to be built upon the island. That is 
mere bosh. Any man who kuows anything 
practically of the building up of towns wust 
be aware that it would be easier to build a 
city twenty miles from San Francisco than to 
build one under the shadow of that place, 
nay, in the very city itself, for Goat Island is, 
I am informed, within the corporate limits of 
that city; and this bill gives the power to the 
city of San Francisco to tax the property of 
the company as it does other property in its 
city limits. 

Then the bill provides further that there 
shall be no wharf charges; the company can- 
not receive one dollar or one cent for wharf- 
age, and this brings me to one of the causes 
of the opposition to this bill. It comes from 
the men who own the wharves in San Fran- 
cisco, and who have been inthe habit of levy- 
ing a heavy tax upon every pound of produce 
raised in my district and in other parts of the 
State. Tbese men, who want to lay a burden 
on every sack of wheat raised by my constitu- 
ents, are the men who have raised this outery, 
calling this a railroad subsidy, and they have 
succeeded by this ery in getting the people of 
San Francisco so excited upon this question 
that they have lost sight of the vast benefits 
which this bill will confer upon the city as well 
as upon the State, and are listening to the sel- 
fish cries of those who wish still in their greedy 
exactions upon commerce to sit like an incu- 
bus upon the growing prosperity of that young 
and flourishing city. ; 


It would, Mr. Speaker, be very easy and 
very pleasant to me to join this now popular, 
but, as I earnestly believe, baneful movement. 
But I have faith in the people of my State. .A 
little reflection will show them the utter selfish- 
ness of the opposition to this bill. I could 
not go back there and hold my face to the sun 
if I could be led by a hope of popular favor to 
be so base as to cast my vote against what I 
know will so greatly benefit San Francisco 
and the State of California. 

Another portion of the opposition to this 
bill comes not from the masses I have named, 
and not from the respectable portion of the 
San Francisco press; for though the Bulle- 
tin, Chronicle, and some other respectable 
papers are fighting the bill, they are using the 
weapons of reason and not of blackguardism 
to defeat it. 

But the opposition I speak of now comes 
from a paper which has been alluded to in 
this debate as a great commercial paper; and 
as near as I can find out from inquiry from 
those best acquainted with its course, the Alta 
is, in truth, a great commercial paper, one 
that can be bought cheaper to do dirtier ac- 
tions than any other paper in the United 
States. It was through the influence and at 
the suggestion of this paper that a gang of 
roughs were procured, not from among the 
decent people of my State, but from among 
the Alta’s friends, who probably had a month’s 
leave of absence from the'penitentiary, to put 
forward the unanswerable argument against 
this bill of burning in effigy its friends.. The 
Alta will no doubtsay I now speak of the citi- 
zens of San Francisco. Ido not. I speak of 
the citizens of San Quinton, who assisted the 
Alta in that demonstration; and I will now 
dismiss them by saying that the same crowd 
that did that burning can probably be hired 
for thirteen dollars to burn the image of the 
Saviour of the world for having preached the 
Sermon on the Mount, and that for fourteen 
dollars tbe Alta can be hired to uphold them 
in the act and to sanctify the deed. 

That is one class of the opposition to this 
bill which I do not intend to try to answer at 
all, but any opposition endeavoring to defeat 
the bill by argument I am willing to listen to 
and to do all I can to make the bill concur 
with their sentiments, where those ideas are 
just and practicable. I believe it does now 
answer every request and every objection asked 
for or urged when the measure was last before 
the House. I do not believe the people of 
California know what this bill is; they have an 
idea that this bill will allow this company to 
build a city on the island; I do not believe 
that they have any idea that the company have 
to pay for the use of the island ; I do not believe 
they have any idea that the railroad company 
will be compelled to take their passengers and 
freight into the business portion of San Fran- 
cisco, or that no wharf charges can be made by 
the company. 

But again. It is the opinion of engineers— 
not of the railroad, but those depended upon 
by the opponents of this bill—that it will be 
a much cheaper and more practicable way of 
making San Franciseo the terminus of the 
railroad system to establish ferries from the 
east side of the bay than to attempt to build 
bridges. They say to the citizens of San 
Francisco, in answer to a question propounded 
by the mayor and others, that— 

“ We believe it will be preferable to use properly 
constructed ferry-boats forthe present. Looking at 
the question of economy of transit only, we think 
that the railroad interests and the commerce of San 
Francisco will have to be greatly increased before 
the construction of a bridge across the bay will be 
justified. For instance, if the cost of the bridge is 
$15,000,000, the interest on the cost at seven per 
cent. per annum will be $1,050,000, to which must be 
added the cost of keeping the bridge in order, paint- 
ing, attending the draw or draws, &., say $25,000, 
making the total annual cost of bridge and its 
maintenance $1,075,000. 

“ Now the cost of keeping up and running a first- 
class ferry-boat between this city and Oakland, 
capable of transporting twenty freight cars at a 


| time, would not exceed $100,000, or at most $150,000 a 


year, so that the city or the railroad, as the case. 
may be, Jooking at the question of expenditure 
only, had better keep a free ferry between this city 
and Oakland, consisting, if necessary, of seven 
ferry-boats, at an annual cost of $150,000 each, 
rather than to build and maintain a bridge at an 
annual cost of $1,075,000.” 


This being the case, the whole question is 
this: shall San Francisco have a ferry which 
| will consume ten minutes of time from shore 
to shore, or one whose trip sball be made in 
four minutes? Shall it be a ferry from Oak- 
land or a ferry half way to Oakland, that is, 
from Goat Island? That, if we do as the en- 
gineers do—lay aside the bridge question as 
not feasible—is the whole question at issue. 
Most certainly the ferry from Goat Island ig 
the best for San Francisco. 

Ihave before stated that this bill is not a 
grant. Gentlemen may get up here and ery, 
“Oh, you are helping a gigantic corporation!” 
Well, sir, if in helping a corporation you help 
the commerce of California and of the United 
States, if you help thereby to make San Fran- 
cisco a great commercial city, it seems to me 
that you should lose sight of the fact that 
you may be helping a corporation, That ery 
should not have with any gentleman the weight 
of a feather in regard to the passage of this 
bill, -I believe that by passing this bill we 
will be making a great commercial city of 
San Francisco and be inviting the commerce 
of China and the Indies to that port; and if 
something be not done to save the double 
| transhipment of through freight and to get 
rid of these wharf charges and to protect San 
Francisco from the class of men who have for 
years been taking advantage of her necessi- 
ties, then I believe that some other port upon 
the Pacific or some other nation will gain the 
control of the commerce of the Hast, and Cali- 
fornia will lose all the benefits of the vast com- 
merce which, with proper and liberal action, 
must certainly in the future, as in the past, 
reach the American continent through her 
portals. pog 

This is a great and important question, one 
which I ask gentlemen to look at in some 
other light than that of a mere railroad sub- 
sidy, which it certainly is not. I have never 
voted in this House or raised my voice in 
favor of any land grant of any kind, and I do 
not intend to do so. If this were a grant of 
that character, and this company was not com- 
pelled to pay the whole value of this property, 
or to pay for this right of way, for that is what 
1t amounts to and nothing more, I should be 
compelled to vote against this bill. 

It is simply a proposition to enable this rail- 
road to have a proper terminus in the West; 
and not only this road, but all roads that may 
go to that city. Noman who knows anything 
about the business of this road but knows that 
it must have a terminus near the business por- 
tion of the city of San Francisco, and yet not 
in that part of the city. The vast number of 
trains which must be made up, the backing 
and constant motion of dozens of donkey 
engines at all hours of the day and night, in- 
cident to the placing properly of the cars in 
their respective trains, should teach any man 
that the heart of a great city is no place for 
the working depot of a great railroad; and 
this island, being only four minutes out of the 
heart of San Francisco, is certainly the best 
place for that purpose. 

I know that my time is exhausted, Mr. 
Speaker, but I ask one moment more in which 
hastily to refer to another class of opponents 
to this bill. We have been charged with be- 
ing in favor of it because it is a railroad grant. 
Let me tell you that I believe the great oppo- 
sition to this bill, among those who have raised 
this ery against it, is because of the fact that 
to-day the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany is begging a subsidy to build another rail- 
road. If they can excite the apprehensions 
of the people of San Francisco that this road 
is working against their interests, then they 


li hope to get a subsidy from the people of Cali- 
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fornia. And I know that the Atlantie and 
Pacific Railroad Company, through its agents 
at San Francisco, is working with all its inter- 
est and all its power to raise this cry against 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company in order 
that they may succeed in getting a subsidy from 
my State to the amount of several million dol- 
lars. The paid agents of that road are the loud- 
est-mouthed of all the opponents to this bill. 
But they are spending their time, labor, and 
money for vothing, for the people of that city 
will not be long in finding out that the keen 
agents of that company are trying to turn 
the anti-subsidy cry against our company 
into a subsidy ery for a paper railroad to fill 
the coffers of the Altaand disinterested parties 
of that ilk. 

Mr. Speaker, all my interests in life are 
centered in the State of California. I have 
lived there from early boyhood, and as a 
Californian I am proud of the prosperity and 
grandeur of San Francisco. No power on 
earth could make me do one thing to injure 
her, and, on the other band, I am willing to 
stem what seems to be the popular current on 
this question, because I know it to be to her 
interest. I know that before many years she 
will be to the western slope of this continent 
what New York isto the eastern. She is no 
longer isolated from the rest of the country, 
and her energetic and enterprising people will 
soon see that by a liberal policy toward com- 
merce she can alone hope for the greatness to 
which her geographical position entitles her. 
As New York is the queen of the Atlantic, so 
San Francisco in the near future, guided by this 
policy, will situpon her many hills the unques- 
tioned guardian of the Golden Gate, through 
which must come, and pay her tribute as it 
passes, the wealth of Asia and the Indies. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] for 
ten minutes. 
© Mr. BANKS. The same objections lie 
against the substitute now proposed that were 
urged with so much effect and sustained by 
the majority of the House against the original 
bill, when it was before under consideration. It 
ig not a senseless cry, as the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CoGuian] has said to us. It 
is & patriotic protest against the surrender of 
the property of the United States which is 
indispensable to the defense of the Govern- 
ment, and the authority to place obstructions to 
the flow of tidal waters in the harbor of San 
Francisco, which must be detrimental if not 
destructive to the harbor of San Francisco. 
- Those are the objections against this bill. 

The evasive propositions now presented by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER) 
confess their weight and substance, and evade 
instead of remedying the evils we denounce. 
It is not confession and avoidance, but a con- 
fession and evasion. We challenge the atten- 
tion of gentlemen to the insufficiency of the 
amendments. They aggravate rather than 

_ relieve the original defects of this measure. 
We are called upon here, withont any consid- 
erable debate, to postpone all the legitimate 
and necessary business of the Government for 
the. purpose of granting to a corporation that 
does not need it land that is essential and 
important to the public defense, and to authorize 
the construction of works ia the harbor of San 
Francisco which will be injurious to the com- 
merce of this country. What is the substi- 
tute which the gentleman has proposed, and 
which does not meet the objections sustained 
by the House against the original bill? It is 
an unmanly evasion of those weighty and sub- 
stantial objections. 

The first proposition is as to the surrender 
of this property to this corporation. It is 
provided in the substitute that three commis- 
sioners’ shall be appointed, who shall have 
power, or any two of them, at their own option, 
to cede this land to this corporation at just 
what they may choose to say it is worth. - ‘They 
are to be appointed within one month; to 


decide within three months. They are respons- 
ible to nobody, to be confined by nobody, their 
proceedings to be revised by nobody, and 
their judgment upon this weighty national mat- 
ter to be final and conclusive against the Gov- 
ernment forever hereatter. What is the néces- 
sity for this unseemly haste and this latitudin- 
arian surrender of power? . It is to cover our 
act and evade the responsibility which ought 
to attach to the action of Congress. We shield 
ourselves from the natural consequences of 
this cession by the appointment of these com- 
missioners, They are not instructed. to con- 
sider the value of the land but to estimate its 
use, offsetting the injuries by the benefits 
which may accrue to the Government by this 
grant. And they are to be paid by the parties 
who are to be benefited by the grant! 

Sir, the House of Representatives ought 
never to agree to that. if there is anything 
to be paid for this island, we should fix the 
amount ourselves; orif we are to allow other 
mento pass judgment on this property, they 
should be men known to the Government and 
responsible to it; meu whose reputation and 
character would be in some measure a security 
for the justness of their judgment. They should 
be contirmed by the Senate. Who arè these 
three commissioners, two of whom will decide 
this question? Most likely the very men who 
have been named in this connection as hav- 
ing already given a judgment that itis of no 
account whether the Government retains this 
island ornot. {I assume nothing insaying that 
such an abnegation of duty and responsibility 
on the part of this House is unbecoming if 
not indecent. We have no just right to shield 
ourselves by fixing upon the President the 
responsibilities growing out of this measure. 

We are told again, sir, that in case of waror 
the anticipation of war the Government may 
take possession of the whole of this island. 
Why, sir, the gentleman from New York does 
not do sufficent justice to the intelligence of 
the House when he submits sucha proposition. 
With the memory of the late war fresh in our 
minds, we know that the Government can take 
any property in time of war, or in anticipation 
of war. It may occupy every church or private 
dwelling, or any other species of property. 
And why should we be called upon to vote 
deliberately by yeas and nays that in time of 
war the United States may take possession of 
its own property? The recognition of this 
power in this bill isa mere evasion of our 
duty, and an unworthy pretext for an act that 
cannot upon any just grounds be defended. 

But we have urged upon us the authorized 
statement of the engineers that if this road be | 
laid upon piers placed in a certain manner at 
certain distances there will not be any ‘‘appre- 
ciable’’ injury to the harbor. Sir, every man 
knows that the ocean currents are subtile and 
incomprehensible powers ; that the effects of 
their movements cannot be easily foretold; 
that we cannot anticipate with certainty what 
will endanger or what will benefit a harbor. 
Tt is said: that these piers will not cause an 
“ appreciable” injury. Why should we do 
any injury to the harbor of San Francisco— 
that harbor upon which we are dependent for 
the majestic commerce that is to flow to us 
during the next fifty or one hundred years 
from the empires of the East, which are just 
opening to us their treasures? Why should 
we strike at that harbor in any manner? 

But let me say to the gentleman from New 
York—ay, Mr. Speaker, let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact—that these piers 
will materially and permanently injure that 
magnificent harbor; that they will not- only 
obstruct its use, but that they may destroy it. 
If any weight is to be given to our experience 
with other harbors, we may. well pause before 
we sanction such a measure as this, the cou- 
sequences of which none of us can anticipaie 
and none can estimate or limit. - This bil, if | 
it shall-receive the approval of Congress, will | 


for this railroad to rest upon. Piers: will‘ not 
be used. The moment you pierce the bottom | 
ofa harbor by the sharpened pile, that instant ` 
you begin solid structares.. The. sediment 
which accompanies every ebb and flow of the’: 
tides will settle about them until it usurps the 
place of the waters, and then these parties will 
come to Congress for authority to complete 
the inevitable and natural effect Sf the ebb 
and flow of tides by filling the. spaces’ where 
water may still rest, without affording either 
channel or current for the benefit of commerce 
or of the harbor. This effect has been. wit- 
nessed in’ the harbor of Boston: Wherever 
piles have been driven or piers constructed, 
under just such evasive legislative acts as this, 
the result has been the formation of solid 
structures which no Legislature would have 
authorized or justified. ° 

You see the same thing in every part of the 
world. Wherever piers are laid for structures 
of this kind they are followed by: solid: em- 
bankments of earth or stone. This has been 
the case in New York, London, Liverpool, 
Paris, and St. Petersburg. The same results 
can be seen in the embankments just com-, 
pleted at the Isthmus of Suez. Stracturés 
begun inthis way have been uniformly followed, 
by solid embankments. Will: the: gentleman 
from New York, or any one of the advocates 
of the surrender of the property and. rights 
of the Government to this corporation, say 
that these embankments, when they shall bë- 
come solid, will not impair, obstruct, or 
destroy the commercial advantages of the 
harbor of San Francisco? 

Why should we adopt this measure now? 
Sir, this corporation can wait six months or a 
year. But when the United States has sut- 
rendered its property inthis way, there is no 
remedy; it is bartered . away for all time; we 
are abandoning the interests of the Govern- 
ment; we are abandoning the defenses of the 
country, not fora few months, but for centu- 
ries, and committing an irremediable wrong. 
We are abandoning the commercial privileges 
of the people when we surrender by this act. at 
this moment this island so necessary to’ the 
public defense. Let us attend to the rights 
of American ‘citizens who are in chains, man- 
acled with felons, serving ‘out, perhaps, life 
sentences in penal: colonies. of foreign coun- 
tries. Letus attend to our destroyed commerce, 
Let us reduce our taxes. Let us do any of 
those things which the President and the people 
call upon us to do, instead of seizing this 
moment, so urgent for other daties, to waste 
public property and surrender a strategic posi- 
tion necessary to the preservation of its liberty 
and the maintenance of its commercial power. 
If there were any reason forit I would not 
speak so earnestly against it; but there is no 
reason forit. We can do this act—I cannot 
describe it-as I ought to with due consideration 
to my obligations to the Houge—but let us do 
this hereafter. There may bea time even for 
an act of impolicy and dishonor; there may 
be a time even for an act like the one now 
under consideration; but it should be—here- 
after! : 

[Here the hammer fell.] ` 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
expend no time in commenting on the ta:te 
which imputes to the largest committee in this 
House unmanly evasion in the reporting of 
this substitute. Neither shall I stop to. com- 
ment on the good taste which charges in fact 
that the President of the United States in the 
designation. of these commissioners will select 
bad men, men who perhaps are interested ‘in 
the grant. Sir, the President of the United 
States needs no such defense at my ‘hands. 
The power is lodged with him as in other 
cases of this. nature, and he will exercise: it 
honestly. If-not, he is respousible. 

But Í spurn the insinuation that the President 
will select. mea for commissioners ta appraise 
the value of this island who are venal men, 


end in the construction of solid embankments || who are mercenary men, or who are interested 
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in this corporation. I have looked to the 
eloquent gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] for argument, not for invective. But, 
sir, where is the argument which the gentle- 
` man from Massachusetts has adduced against 
this bill? He comes here with the oft-repeated 
and stale ery that this bill if carried into exe- 
cution is to work the destruction of this island 
for militaty purposes. I oppose to that dec- 
laration the declaration of the General of the 
armies of the United States, General Sher- 
man, who said to me this bill, if carried into 
execution, would be greatly to the advantage 
of the Government of the United States, and 
this island for military purposes would be 
greatly enhanced by this improvement. Every 
gentleman who has been in the harbor of San 
Francisco knows that this island is a barren 
rock, which at points rises three hundred 
feet above the elevation of the sea. The 
parts of the island pointing to the city and 
toward the Golden Gate can only be used 
for military purposes, and the bill provides 
that the President of the United States shall 
select the portion to be used for military pur- 
f posen: Whois better fitted for this purpose than 
e? General George H. Thomas said two years 
ago when I was in the city of San Francisco 
that if Nature had settled anything it was 
that Goat Island should be the terminus of 
the Pacific railroad. Every man who has in- 
spected the island and examined the sheltered 
nook in the southeastern part knows that is 
the only ‘place where vessels can liein security. 
They cannot lie opposite that part of the island 
fronting the city, bécause the tides come in 8o 
heavily through the Gate; but inthis sheltered 
nook they may lie in pertect security. It was 
stated also by General Sherman that the portion 
of the island blasted down, as it must be if. 
used by the railroad, will furnish a most secure 
site for an arsenal for the storage of munitions 
of war, as it would be out of the way of the 
bombardment of a hostile fleet in the bay. It 
was his argument that the approach from the 
main land will afford a means of getting to 
the island in case the bay were blockaded by a 
hostile fleet. i 

Sir, the Government of the United States 
should never sell this island, but it admits of 
the ase here proposed without any injury to 
the Government, and it is the only divided use 
it does admit of. Yet we are told by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, in face of the fact 
that this bill provides for the appointment of 
a board of commissioners to appraise the 
damages, that this is a gift to a corporation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire, during the few 
remaining minutes allowed me, to bring the 
House back from the turmoil of debate here, 
and from the agitation in the city of San Fran- 
ciseo, to the merits which the committee be- 
lieve are involved in this measure. Iam aware 
of the great prejudice existing against railroads. 
I remember, sir, in the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, when the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Sarcent,] who now sits in front of me, 
and to whom this country is indebted more than 
to all other agencies for the Pacific railroad— 
I remember well when he stood up here, 
and, amid opposition and ridicule, advocated 
this line of railroad. We were willing then to 
granthim anything he might ask. We were 
in search of men who had boldness and courage 
and hardhood enough to undertake this gigan- 
tic enterprise. 

At last, after Congress had voluntarily ten- 
dered its subsidies, a set of men were found 
bold enough to undertake this great work and 
carry it to completion ; and when at Promon- 
tory the last spike was driven into the last rail 
of the track, the country rang with plaudits 
and the praises of those men; but after we 
had become a little accustomed to the vast- 
ness of the work, and after it began to be sus- 
pected that the men who had carried it to 
successful completion had reaped, in a pecun- 
jary point of view, some reward for their 


' the straits of Carquinez and Oakland?” 


down; and now, in this Hall, they are daily 
denounced as mercenaries and thieves. No 
man can stand on this floor to-day to advocate 
any measure which bas the name of a railroad 
in it without being liable to be maligned by 
gentlemen here who arrogate to themselves 
all the virtue of the House. eee 

Sir, I grant that corporations in this country 
as in all countries are grasping. | I grant, if 
you please, that this Central Pacific Railroad 
Company is grasping. Those who constitute 
this corporation are men who are looking for 
their individual gain like all men who engage 
in enterprises of this character. Sir, let us 
array ourselves in all legitimate ways against 
this overshadowing influence of corporations, 
which they are exercising in this country, if 
the assertions of gentlemen are to be believed. 
But, sir, let us be careful that in giving vent 
to that feeling we do not prejudice other inter- 
ests of this country. . f 

Now, sir, there are certain facts in connec- 
tion with this measure which have been as- 
serted by me before in. this debate, and which 
have never been contradicted. I point to the 
fact that this line of Pacific railroad now term- 
inates on the east shore of the Bay of San 
Francisco, fo which shore no vessel with a 
draught of over three feet of watercan approach. 
I point to the further fact which has been 
brought out in this pamphlet, a copy of which 
I hold in my hand, embracing the correspond- 
ence between the mayor, the president of the 
Chamber of Commerce, and other prominent 
citizens of San Francisco, with these five engin- 
eers of the United States who have been re- 
ferred to in this debate; the fact that in the 
opinion of these five engineers not only can 
this line of road come nowhere else, but other 
railroads in contemplation, including the great 
Southern Pacific, now pointing to the city of 
San Francisco, cannot approach the Bay of 
San Francisco in any other way than upon the 
eastern shore. I ask the Clerk to read the 
passage from this pamphlet which I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

“Question. Is it a fact, as intimated by Governor 
Stanford, in his letter of the lith instant, to the 
board of supervisors of San Francisco, (copy in- 
closed,) ‘that the Southern Pacific railroad, will, 
in order to avoid the heavy grades necessary conse- 
quent upon passing from the Tulare valley into the 

anta Clara valley, be compelled to send its busi- 
ness by way of the San Joaquin valley, and thus 
reach San Francisco in company with the railroad 
system of the north by Livermore pass, or by 
Is the to- 
pography of the Diablo range of this city of such a 
character that the thirty-fifth parallel road will be 
unable to reach San Francisco on a direct line from 
the southward up the peninsula? 

* Answer, From the best information we can ob- 
tuin, we are of the opinion that Governor Stanford is 
correct in his statement that the Southern Pacific 
railroad will be foreed by economical considera- 
tions to pass through the San Joaquin valley. And 
we believe that a train of cars placed at any point 
in that valley, from one end ofit to the other; could 
be brought, at the present time at least, to San 
Francisco cheaper, and in less time by the way of 


Antioch and the straits of Carquinez and Oakland, 
than by any other route.” 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, i have 
caused this portion of that pamphletto be read 


to demonstrate the proposition that not only ji 


all the commerce that the line of the Pacific 
railroad takes to San Francisco is landed on 
the eastern shore now, but also that all the 
commerce which will hereafter pass over the 
lines now in process of construction, includ- 
ing the great southern line, must be left on the 
east side of the bay. It is demonstrated by 
an examination of the Coast Survey charts that 
no ship can approach the shore, hence the 
necessity for lighterage, cartage, and other 
charges upon every pound of commerce des- 
tined west; and so with all coming in an 
easterly direction ; every pound of commerce 
must be transshipped, lightered over to the 
wharf, and carted to the Central Pacific rail- 
road. I stated in the former debate upon this 
bill that I had carefully estimated in connec- 
tion with the gentleman from Massachusetts 


labor, then many were ready to cry those men || [Mr. Crocker] and the gentleman from New 


York, [Mr. Wrxuass,] experienced railroad 
men, the expense per ton of this literage, 
eartage, &c., and that we could make it less 
than two dollars per ton. Now, I put the prop- 
osition plainly to the House whether tke entire 
commerce of this country passing through that. 
port both ways shall pay to the private wharf- 
owners of San Francisco two dollars per ton, 
or shall the Government through this bill not 
only prevent the delay of transshipment, but 
exempt commerce from this private taxation? 

Mr. Speaker, I would inquire why should 
this burden be put upon the commerce of 
the world in the harbor of San Francisco? 
Why should the House refuse the same facil- 
ities that are enjoyed by commerce elsewhere 
in this country? 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. WOOD. Iwould ask him whether he 
would support a proposition in this House 
to give to the Harlem Railroad Company run- 
ning to the city of New York the use of Gov- 
ernor’s Island, Government property, lying off 
the city? 

Mr. WHEELER. I would not support the 
proposition fora gift. I would support a prop- 
osition to sell it to the Harlem Railroad Com- 
pany, if it became necessary for commerce, or 
that the President should appoint: a commis- 
sioner to appraise the value and sell it to the 
company, but I would not support the proposi- 
tion, as I do not in this case, to give them the 
use of the island. 

Mr. WOOD. f understand the gentleman 
to say, then, that he would vote for a proposi- 
tion to give the use of Governor’s Island, within 
three hundred yards of the Battery in New 
York, to the Harlem Railroad Company. - 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does not 
understand me. If, in my judgment, it was 
indispensable to the commerce of the country, 
I would vote to sell it, not to give it. 

Mr. WOOD. Buttoa railroad corporation ? 

Mr. WHEELER. To arailroad or any other 
corporation, if thereby commerce was to be 
facilitated. 

Mr. WOOD. Very well; it is all right; 
that is on record. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now ask the previous 
question on the bill, substitute, and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. When the gentleman from New York 
called the previous question on the motion to 
reconsider, it was certainly stated by him that 
amendments would be open for consideration. . 

Mr. WHEELER. I will hear them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ioffer the followingamend- 
ment, to come in atthe end of the first section 
of the substitute: 


But no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall 
have paid into the Treasury the sums paid by the 
United States as interest on the bonds issued by the 
United States for the benefit of said company and 
now remaining unpaid. 


Mr. WHEELER. I decline to admit that 


amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman stated that amend- 


ments would be considered to this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said that J would hear 
amendments read for my consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was not the state- 
ment, and if the gentleman thinks a moment 
he will remember that it was not. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman, I hope, 
does not think me green enough to admit all 
the amendments which he and other oppo- 
nents of the bill might desire to offer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman said they 
should be considered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I recollect distinctly 
what the gentleman from New York said. 
He said, ‘‘ I will consider them.” 

Mr. BANKS. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. The language he used was, ‘‘shall be 
considered.’’ 


1872. 
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The SPEAKER. That point of order is 
not one upon which the Chair can rule, be- 
cause it is entirely within the control of the 
House. 
WHEELER] calis the previous question. Ifthe 


" House desires to entertain amendments they | 


can refuse to second the demand for the pre- 
vious question. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I said that I would hear 
the amendments that gentlemen may desire to 
offer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have another amend- 
ment which perhaps the gentleman will allow 
to come in, I desire to move to insert after 
the words ‘‘ shall be deemed just and equit- 
able,” in the first section of the proposed sub- 
stitute, the words ‘‘ not less than $50,000.” 

Mr. WHEELER. That proposition is now 
before the House in an amendment proposed 
so the original bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN.: Isit in the substitute ? 

Mr. WHEELER. It is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
allow that amendment to be moved to the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot permit such an 
amendment to be offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I hope the House 
will vote down the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to show our confidence in the President 
of the United States. I desire to move to 
amend the first section of the proposed substi- 
tute by inserting after the words ‘which 
amount,’’ the words “ when the award shall 
have been approved by the President of the 
United States.” I think there can be no 
objection to that amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Willthe gentleman allow 
the addition of the words ‘“‘and by Con- 
gress?” 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir. 

The amendment to the substitute was 
agreed to. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
move an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield tothe gentleman 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Eames, ] who has an 
amendment which he wishes to offer. I will 
hear his amendment read. 

Mr. EAMES. J move to amend the first 
section of the proposed substitute by striking 
out the words ‘and to take into account as 
well any benefits or any injury which may 
accrue to the Government of the United States 
from the execution of this act,” and insert- 
ing in place thereof the words “‘ of the true and 
just value for the uses for the purposes afore- 
said of the one half of said island.” Also to 
strike out the words ‘‘as in their judgment, or 
in the judgment of a majority of them, shall 
be deemed just and equitable,’’ and insert 
the words ‘ascertain as aforesaid.” If so 
amended, that portion of the section will read 
as follows: 

Provided, That within one month from the pas- 
sage of this act the President of the United States 
shall appoint three commissioners, who shall be 
authorized, at the expense of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, to examine said island, to hear 
allegations and proofs of the true and just value for 
the uses and for the purposes aforesaid of the one half 
of said island; and within three months from their 
appointment said commissioners, or a majority of 
them, shall award such sum for the use of said half 


ofsaid island, as granted by this act, ascertained as 
aforesaid, de. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I-desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [{Mr. 
WHEELER] to this fact: I hold in my hand the 
manuscript report of the stenographer of what 
occurred, and which I desire to read. 

Mr. WHEELER. That.question has been 
decided already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise toa question of order. 
J insist that-where there isa unanimous under- 


I desire to 


I decline to admit that 


* 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. | 


j standing as to what the action of the House 


shall be it must be followed strictly. When- the 
previous question was called upon the motion | 

to reconsider the following occurred —— 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will see 
at once that there was no unanimous consent 
given in this case; there was a division, which 
division was emphasized by the yeas and nays. 
This is not a case where the Chair can enforce 
the unanimous consent of the House. Where 
a gentleman obtains the unanimous consent of 
the House to do a certain thing upon certain 
conditions, then it is the duty of the Chair to 
enforce those conditions. But wherethere has 
been a division upon a question, which division 
has been emphasized by the yeas and nays, the |i 
gentleman will see at once that the Chair could | 
| 


not rule that the gentleman from New York 
must conduct this bill in a certain way. And 
the gentleman will further observe that should | 
a majority of the House not second the demand |} 
for the previous question the bill will then be | 
open for amendment in the widest latitude. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman said that 
the bill would be open to amendments. ` 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. T desire to | 
propose an amendment, i 

Mr. WHEELER. I will hear it. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania.» I desire to 
move to insert after the words ‘shall appoint 
three commissioners,” in the first section of 
the proposed substitute, the words ‘‘none of 
whom shall be interested directly or indirectly 
in said company.’’ Also in the same section, 
after the words ‘‘who shall be authorized at 
the expense of the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company,” insert the words ‘‘after being duly | 
sworn or affirmed faithfully to perform their | 
duties.” 

. Mr. WHEELER. I will not be a party to 
casting any such imputation upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. That is a 
very dignified way of evading an honest amend- 


ment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection to | 
the last part of the amendment, which requires 
these commissioners to be sworn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The other can do no 


harm. , 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There is no || 
reflection upon the President. It is only to 
put him upon inquiry as to the men who may 
be recommended to him. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the word “ dis- 
interested’’ be inserted before the word ‘‘com- 
missioners.’’ 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
that. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection to 
that, nor have I any objection to requiring the 
commissioners, when taking their, official oath, 
to swear that they have no interest in this rail- 
road, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to un- 
derstand what is agreed upon between gentle- 
men. 

Mr. WHEELER. I assent to the amend- | 
ment providing that these commissioners shall 
be sworn, and that in the oath which they are f 
to take for the faithful performance of their |i 
duties they shall swear that they have no }! 
interest in this corporation. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that amendment will be incorporated in the | 
bili, The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to offer 
an amendment, to insert at the end of the first | 
section the following: H 


And when notified by the President of the Uni- 
ted States to remove any or all of their buildings 
and improvements, the said company, its successors, 
and assigns, shall do so without any expense or 
charge to the United States; and in case of refusal 
or neglect to do so the said buildings and improve- 
ments may be removed by the United States at the 
expense of said company, its successors and assigns: 
And be it further provided, That if the half of the ; 
island selected as aforesaid shall contain any build- 
ings or other improvements erected by the United 
States, the said company shall pay to the United ii 


f 
li 
H 


I accept | 


i 
H 
a 
i 
H 
H 
| 


States the cost of the same before occupying said 
lands, the said sum to be determined and: collected 


by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WHEELER. ` As to the first” proposi- 
tion it is unnecessary, because the ‘substitute 
provides that. Congress may atany time alter, 
repeal, or modify this act.: As. tò the second 
proposition, I cannot assent to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. . The amend- 
ment simply provides that the company shall 
not have a claim against the United States for 
the cost of removing their buildings, &e., when 
required by the Government. 

Mr. WHEELER. I decline te admit the 
amendment. ee 

Mr. GARFIELD; of Ohio. I hope the 
House, by voting down the previous question, 


: will allow that amendment to be offered and 


adopted. . 

Mr. MAYNARD. Has the gentleman from 
New York considered the propriety of amend- 
ing the substitute by striking out the words | 
“ at the expense of the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company”. in the following proviso of 
the first section? : 

Provided, That within one month from the passage 
of this act, the President of the United States shail 
appoint three commissioners, who shall be au- 
thorized, at the expense of the Central Pacifice Rail- 
road Company, to examine said island, to hear alle- 
gations and proofs, and to take into account as well 
any benefits or any injury which may acerue to the 


Government of the United States from the execu- 
tion of this act. 


Mr. WHEELER. As to that proposition 
I will say——— 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI object to debate unless 
we are allowed to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Debate is objected to. 
The question is on seconding the demand for 
the previous quéstion. The Chair will order 
tellers in order to save time, as they will un- 
doubtedly be demanded. The gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Wuexumr, and the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. Hormax, will act as tellers. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed-~ayes 86, noes 66. . 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order to give time for 
reflection, I move thatthe House now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the amend- 
ments be printed. ie 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] 
that by an order of the House adopted last 
week, sessions have been fixed for this even- 


| ing and to-morrow evening, to consider reports 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I modify my motion and 
move that the House now take a recess until 


i half past seven o’clock. 


The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Horman, there were—ayes 51, noes 81. 

Mr. COX called for tellers. : ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and Mr. 
WHEELER were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 46, noes 77. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and 


| nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As a recess is to be 
taken till half past seven. o'clock this even- 
ing, and as it is now four o'clock, we might ag 


i well take the recess now as after spending 
| time in calling the roll. 


I suggest that by 
unanimous consent the recess be. taken now. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The only ob- 
jection is that it cuts into the business of 
another day. I hope gentlemen will let us 
get ou with the public business. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is plunging: deeper 
into the coffers of the Government whenever 
we pass this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the gentleman as to that. 

There being no objection, the House (at 
four o’clock and five minutes. p. m.) took a 
recess till half past seven o’clock p. m. 


I agree. with 
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EVENING SESSION. vets 
The House reassembledat‘sevenand’a half 
o’clock p- m. 3 EA 
The SPEAKER. By direction of the House 
this evening is given to reportsfrom the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and no other 
business will be in order. : 
JOHN PARRISH.. z 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee. on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 1988) granting a pension to John Parrish; 
which was referred to the Committee: on: Rev- 
olutionary Pensions and War of 1812. 
C. S. MOOERS. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1904) 
granting a pension to C. S. Movers, of Des 
Moines, Polk county, Iowa; which was’ re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutiénary 


Pensions and War of 1812." ~“ 
ELIZABETH SAYLOR.” 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the petition of. Elizabeth 
Saylor, widow of Jacob Saylor, deceased, who 
was a soldier of the war of 1812,. praying for 
a peusion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and War 


of 1812. WAR OF 1812. 


Mr: MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the. following petitions; 
which were referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions and War of 1812: 

Petition of Josephine Mills-and Martha T. 
Mills, heirs of Daniel W. Mills; for the com- 
pensation and bounty due him for services in 
the war of the Revolution; 

Papers relating to the petition of Ellis: Lewis 
Brown, for pension ; , eoa i 

Petition of certain soldiers of the war of 
1812; and tea h 

Petition of N; R. Colvin and others, for pen- 
sions to soldiers who served fourteen “days 
during the war of 1812. 


CAROLINE $ M’GHEE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the petition of Caroline S. 
McGhee, widow of Samuel McGhee, company 
F, second regiment Tennessee. volunteers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


wet 


ay 


SARAH M'ENANY. 


“Mr. MOORE also, from the same comimittee, 
reported back 4 bill (S: No. 347) granting a 


pension to Sarah McEnany, with‘amendments. | 


The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-rolt subject to the-provisions 


and limitations of.the pensiontlaws the “name 4 


of Sarah McEnany, widow'ofJames McEnany, 
late private of company C, eleventh regiment 
Maine volunteers, and the names:of their minor 
children under sixteen years-of age, and. pay 
them a pension from the:passage of this att. 
The amendments.were read às felbows 3°" 


Strike out “ Enany ” and insert “Nana ;” strike 
out“ eleven ”’ and insert ‘‘ first; ? strike out “Maine” 
and insert “ Vermont artillory; ” go it will read: 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and He is 
hereby, authorized and-directed<to! place upon the 
pension-roll, subject to tue provisions and limita- 
tions ofthe pension laws, the name of Sarah MeN? na, 
widow of James McNanaslatés'private id tompany 
C, first regiment Vermontvartittéry. ‘woluntéers;and 

‘the names of their childron under sixteen yearaof 
age, and pay them a pension from, the : passage; of 


this aet. Sre ; 

The amendments were agrééd to. 3 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read’ the 
third time, and passed. ” f 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsidér the vote 
by which the bill was passéd; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider-be laid òn ‘the 
table. 

The latter motion-was agreed to. 
` The title was then amended sq.as to read, 
“An act granting apension to Sarah McNana.” 
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WILLIAM E. PICKENS. | ... 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R: No.“ 1064) 
to amend an act entitled “t An act granting a 
pension to William HE. Pickens,” with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

- The bill, which was read, provides that an 
act approved March 8, 1871, entitled “ An act 
granting a pension to William E. Pickens,” 
be aiesded. by striking out from the said act 
the words ‘‘by a gunshot wound received,” 
and by adding the following: ‘‘provided, that 


‘a pension shall be granted him as of the rank 


of second lieutenant ;’’ so it will read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
and directed to placé upon the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of William E. Pickens, of Blount 
county, Tennessee, who was disabled in the secret 
service of the United States, on the night of the 7th 
November, 1861: Provided, Said pension shall be 
granted him as of the rank of second lieutenant, and 
shall be paid to him after the passage of said act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. . 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the mation to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. _ 


> MRS. JANE W.. M’KEE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2395) increas- 
ing the pension of Mrs. Jane W. McKee; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior’ to place on the pensión- 
roli, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name‘of Mrs. ’Jane 
W. McKee, widow of William R. McKée, late 
colonel of the second regiment Kentucky vol- 
unteers, at the rate of fifty dollars per month, 
the certificate of pension now held by said 


Mrs. Jane W. McKee to be surrendered and | 


canceled from and after the passage of this 
att eee ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read.a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. MORRIS. 


.a Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1872) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Mary A. Morris, widow of Major 
General William W. Morris, upon the pension- 
roll at the rate of fifty dollars per month. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the.Interior to place the name of Mary 
A. Morris, widow of Major General William 
W. Morris, upon the peusion-roll, subject. to 
the laws .and regulations of the. pension ser- 
vice, at the rate of fifty dollars per month, :to 
commence from the passage of this .act,:and to 
be in lieu of the pension heretofore granted to 
the said Mary A. Morris under the general 
pension laws. E alg? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this is out 
of the ordinary. course of pensions, I -wish- to 
eall the attention of the House to the rule 
which I didnot suppose had been varied from 
of granting a pension of fifty dollars to a given 
class of widows whose husbands were: kiHed 
in battle. ‘Now, is it not to be apprehended, 
if the practice is adopted of giving widows-of 


j major «generals or brigadier generals vgen- 


erally a pension of fifty dollars a month, or if 
itis adopted to any considerable extent, that 
it will become imperative that the practice 
will -be adopted as a rule? If it is desirable 
that it should be adopted as a rule, would “it 


not bebetter to change the law at once? I 
understand that, according to the pension 
laws, the pensions for widows of officers of 
all these grades are at the rate of thirty dollars 
per month. f 

Mr. MOORE. I will say in reply to the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Horman, ] that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions lavé ‘ho 
idea of considering all cases of that kind 
which are brought before them. There’ are, 
however, three or four cases which have been 
presented to us during this session upon which 
we have passed favorably. ag 

The case of Mrs. Morris is a very peculiar 
one. Her husband served about sixty years 
in the Army of the United States, and died 
poor. One of his sons, an officer, was killed 
in the service ; and this old lady, one of the 
most estimable women in this country, is en- 
tirely dependent upon her pension. She isa 
most elegant woman, and asks this favor at the 
hands of Congress; and regarding her case ag 
exceedingly meritorious, the committee are 
unanimous in recommending the passage of 
this bill. . 
_ Another case which I have here on the list 
is that of the widow of General Sumner, which 
will be reported this evening or to-morrow 
night for the House to act upon. ‘These are 
exceptional cases, and the committee thought 
were very meritorious. I hope there will be 
no objection to the passage of this bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Morris. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am exceedingly reluc- 
tant to raise any objection to the passage of this 
bill. I think the rule which the House adopted 
a few years ago was a very reasonable one, and 
that was that where the husband was killed on 
the field of battle the widow should be entitled 
to a pension of fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. MOORE. Let me correct the gentle- 
man ; there is no such law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I speak of the rule on the 
part of Congress, upon which it acted steadily. 
‘The last of those cases was that of Mrs. Gen- 
eral Hackelman, who received increased pen- 
sion. But that is the only class to which in- 
creased pensions have been granted., There 
seem to be a great many meritorious cases 
where Congress is very glad to increase. the 
pension beyond thirty dollars a month, but 
there does not, from the statement of ihe gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, seem to be anything very 
peculiar about the merits of this case. A gal- 
lant general dies, and his widow receives a 
pension of thirty dollars a month. Itis now 
proposed to increase that pension to fifty dol- 
lars a month. It seems to me that it, will be 
found that there are very few instances where 
a pension of thirty dollars is allowed where it 
may be necessary to increase the pension to 
fifty dollars a month ; but inasmuch as thirty 
dollars a month is now the rule, it.seems to me 
that that rule should be of general application, 
and that the widows of our gallant officers, from 
the grade of lieutenant colonel up, who are 
now receiving thirty dollars a month ought to 
receive fifty dollars a month if others receive 
the same amount. 1 have great reluctance to 
make objection to the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is mistaken 
about the existence of any such rule. If the 
widow: of.an officer who has been killed in 
battle should make application, and she were 
well circumstanced, we should by no means 
give her an increase of pension; but in this 
case the widow is wholly dependent on the 
pension ;:she relies upon no child, and her 
family has suffered exceedingly. She is now 
quite old, áhd-a more worthy persou is not to 
be¥found “ine this country, and whatever the 
increase may be, it will not last for long. 
She«distinguished herself during the period of 
her husband’s long service in the Army, as 
being one ‘of ‘the most’ benevolent and kind 
persons to the soldiers, and she deserves this 
consideration. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to say to the 


- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2705 


gentleman from THinois that he apprehends 
therule I spoke of—a class of pensioners whose 
pensions were increased from thirty dollars to 
fifty dollarsa month. That class was uniformly 
confined to the widows of generals who fell in 
battle. The gentleman may perhaps remem- 
ber the discussion which occurred upon this 
subject a few years ago. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is so far 
mistaken that I will give him a single case, 
the case of Mrs. Myra Clarke Gaines, who was 
granted a pension, the half pay of a major 
general, larger pay than this, and not on 
account of her husband being killed in battle. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not say that there are 
not such instances, but I say that the increased 
pensions should be limited to that one class; 
there have been exceptions at all times. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. And this 
is a good exception. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I do not understand 
what the statement of facts in this case is, 
for | was not in, but I do not want to oppoge 
the bill, becauseI do not know anything about 
it. The fact that this party is poor is in her 
favor, but we ought to have a rule so that pen- 
sioners from all parts of the country shall be 
treated alike. Now, the Committee on Pen- 
sions of the last Congress did have a rule on 
that subject; widows of generals who fell upon 
the field were allowed a pension of fifty dol- 
lars a month. 

Mr. MOORE. Ah, well, now my friend is 
mistaken. IJ beg toinform him that I think I 
speak advisedly, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Peusions, that there was no such rule. 
It is a mistake on the part of my friend. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. No, sir, it is no mistake. 
The gentleman was not chairman at that time. 
I wish to say that there was a case from my 
district, from the county of Erie; the case of 
Mrs. Vincent, whose husband fell in battle in 
Virginia. It was avery hard case; she was 
a young lady, but without means, and a great 
deal of sympathy was felt for her. I had her 
papers here, and the committee told me at 
once that it came within the rale; but they 
learned afterward that he was not made a 
general. He was a colonel when he fell, and 
his commission as general did not arrive until 
after he was dead, and therefore he was never 
mustered in as general. The widow was not 
allowed such a pension; and upon consulta- 
tion with a great many members of the com- 
mittee, particularly with the chairman, they 
said they never went beyond that ruie. 

Mr. MOORE. That is not so. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. What is not so? That 
they did not so inform me? 

Mr. MOORE. Oh, no; not that. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I stated what they in- 
formed me, that is all; and the gentleman 
said, ‘That is not so. Now, I want the 
committee to be governed by some kind of a 
rule, so that when the people of my district 
say to me, ‘t Why don’t. you get special bilis 
passed for those cases?’ I can say that the 
rule is against it. And when they inform me 
that Mrs, So-and-so has a pension, I want to 
be able to say that the facts in her case are 
such as to bring her within the rule. 

Mr. MOORE. I will state to the honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sco- 
FIELD] that if this House could adopt a rule 
that would apply to all these cases, we could 
enact it into a law, and they would not have 
to come here for special acts. When we re- 
lieve persons by special acts we always act 
upon the particular merits of each individual 
case. We have just passed a bill for the relief 
of the widow of-a colonel who fell-in the 
Mexican war, giving her a pension of fifty 
dollars a month. : -There were peculiar con- 
siderations in her case. Her son, a -brave 
young man, who furnished: his mother with 
$1,000 a year for her support, was killed: in 
the recent Corean expedition. These excep- 
tional cases appeal to the House with a great 
deal of force. -The fact that we yield in sich 
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exceptional cases does not bind us to give a 
pension of fifty dollars a month to every widow 
of a colonel or of a general. It must be 


known to members of this House that there. 


were hundreds of generals who fell in battle 
whose widows are drawing but thirty dollars 
a month. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is mis- 
taken; there is not a single exception. Every 
widow of a general who fell in the last war 
now draws a pension of fifty dollars a month. 
The practice began in the Fortieth Congress, 
and continued down to the close of the last 
Congress. Iam confident I am correct in this 
matter, for I was deeply interested in some 
of the cases that went through the House on 
that ground alone. 

Mr. MOORE. Task a vote on this bill. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“ee, MARTHA R. WHITE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2396) granting 
a pension to Martha R. White; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha R. 
White, widow of William M. Reed, a soldier 
of the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension 
from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. WILLARD. I call for the reading of 
the report. 

The report was read; and it states that Mrs. 
White is cut off from the benefit of the act of 
1871, granting pensions to soldiers of the war 
of 1812 and their widows, for the reason that 
after living a long while in widowhood. she 
was again married. Her second husband soon 
died and left her again destitute. She is now 
very poor, and maintained principally by the 
charity of her neighbors. She is seventy- 
seven years old, and cannot long remain a 
pensioner. Her last husband was avery active 
and valuable soldier, and died soon after the 
close of the war. Mrs. White has received 
only an eighty-acre land warrant. In view of her 
great age, that she is very poor, and debarred 
from pension only by reason of her second 
marriage, at which time she was not in receipt 
of a pension, the committee recommend the 
passage of a bill for her relief. 

Mr. WILLARD. I will ask the chairman 
of the committee whether bis committee grant 
pensions in cases like this, where there has 
been aremarriage. The Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions and War of 1812 have not 
done so. -I do not claim for our committee 
jurisdiction of this case; I only want to know 
the rule which the gentleman’s committee has 
adopted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How old is this widow? 

Mr. MOORE. | Seventy-seven years of age. 
Mr. Speaker, I will remark that this case comes 
under the jurisdiction of our committee by an 
agreement with the chairman of the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812. 

Mr. WILLARD. I do not raise any objec- 
tion on the ground of jurisdiction. 

Mr. MOORE. This old lady did remarry, 
but as my friend from Maine [Mr. Prrers]| 
suggests, not much, her second husband living 
only about three weeks. [Laughter.] The 
case is one that appeals very strongly to the 
sympathies of the House. 

- The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


j office as a regimental office. 


| with typhoid fever. 


Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote” 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on‘ the 
table. f . . ae 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET C: GIBSON. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2897) granting a 
pension to. Margaret C. Gibson; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret C. Gibson, widow of 
Jacob Gibson, who was killed while on duty 
as a scout in the service of the United States, 
aud to pay her a pension of eight dollars a 
month from and after the passage of this act. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the’ vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on :th 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARTHA @, RUDOLPH. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2398) granting a 
pension to Martha G. Rudolph; which was 
read a first and second time. . 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha G. 
Rudolph, widow of John C. Rudolph, to re- 
ceive the pension now provided by law for 
widows of enlisted men who died in the service 
and in the line of duty. i 

Mr. ARCHER. If there is a report in this 
case I would like to hear it, unless the chair- 
man ofthe committee will make some explan- 
ation. f : 

Mr. MOORE.. There ig no report in th 
case further ihan a statement contained. in the 
petition, which can be read if the gentleman 
desires it. Unless, however, some one insists 
upon the reading of the petition, I will, in 
order to save time, state that. this is the case 
of the widow of a wagon-master,. who was 
employed as such in the State of Kentucky in 
1862. He was never mustered into the ser- 
vice. This bill has been recommended by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and reported 
by me at the request of a member of the 
House; and I should not have insisted upon 
its passing the committee but for the fact that 
at the time this man was employed, in 1862, 
the War Department did recognize such: an 
office as wagou-master. In September, 1862, 
I believe, an order was issued abolishing that 
This man was, 
however, employed as master of a wagon-train 
which be conducted to Cumberland Gap. Re- 
turning, he started with another train into 
East Tennessee; but he sickened and died 
He was not mustered in, 
but was employed as a wagon-master. At the 
request of an officer of the Army he took twelve 
teamsters.with him to Lexington, Kentucky, 
he himself receiving an appointment as wagon- 


| master; and he died in the service. 


This, | believe, is a correct statement of 
the case. It is not a case altogether regular 
in its character; but it appears to the com- 
mittee meritorious. 

Mr. ARCHER. | Is it nota variation from 
the usual rule to pension civil employés ‘of 
the Army or their legal representatives ? 

Mr. MOORE. When a teamster or wagon- 
master bas been mustered into the service, he 
has been considered as entitled to a pension; 


“but if not thus connected with the military 


service he has not been regarded as entitled 
to a pension., As I have already stated, this 
man was employed as a wagon-master prior to 
the order of September, 1862, and died in the 
service, I conceive that this cage: presents a 
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+ ‘just claim; and in this view the committee 
agreed to report the bill to the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 4h 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADA H. M’DONALD, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2399) granting 
a pension to Ada H. McDonald; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place on 
_ the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, the name of 
Ada H. McDonald, widow of Charles McDon- 
ald, late colonel of the first regiment of militia 
of the district of Memphis, Tennessee, organ- 
ized under orders of the War Department, and 
to pay her a pension from and after the pas- 
sage of this act; provided, if the widow shall 
cease to draw the pension hereby granted, the 
same may be continued to the minor son of 
Colonel McDonald, the only surviving child, 
until he is sixteen years of age. 

Mr. MOORE. I will make a single state- 
ment in reference to this case, which I wish 
the House to‘ understand. Colonel McDon- 
ald was killed in the city of Memphis by fall- 
ing from his horse while on review as a colonel 
of a regiment raised in the State of Tennes- 
see by orders from the War Department, . He 
was one of the most gallant officers in the 
Army. He was known through the entire 
West as a man of high character, and as a gal- 
lant soldier he had served through three years 
‘with distinction. By orders from the War 
Department he was made the colonel of one 
of these regiments raised by authority of the 
War Department, but as he was not directly 
connected with the United States force, his 

ension was not granted by the bureau. He 
eaves but one child, a son, and the provision 
of the bill is that if the widow should cease 
to draw the pension by this special act, the 
only son of this gallant officer shall con- 
tinue to draw it until he is sixteen years of 
age. It is a meritorious case. No better or 
braver officer was in the service. I hope this 
bill will pass without any opposition. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 7 

The lattér motion was agreed to, 


WILLIAM B. TAYLOR. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2400) granting a 
pension to William B. Taylor; which was 
read a first.and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name 
of William B. Taylor, late. a private in com- 
pany E, seventy-third regiment Illinois volun- 
teers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ‘and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET COLDWELL. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2401) granting 
a pension to Margaret Coldwell; which was 
read a first and second time. ` 
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The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Margaret Coldwell, dependent mother of 
Edward C. Coldwell, late sergeant of compahy 
I, fifteenth regimertt Kentucky infantry volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension from the date of 
the passage. of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved. 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTHA A. BROOKS, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2402) granting 
a pension to Martha A. Brooks; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes “and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Martha A. Brooks, widow of John 
W. Brooks, late sergeant of company J, sixty- 
ninth regiment. Ohio volunteers. 

Mr. MOORE. There are reports in all of 
these cases which may be read if any member 
so desires. This soldier was on a veteran far- 
lough and not on a sick furlough. It is a 
meritorious case, and ought to be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
hae the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE G. GARDNER. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2403) granting 
a pension to George G. Gardner; which was 
read a first and second time, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of George G. Gardner, late a private 
in the one hundred and ninety-seventh regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, in lieu of the 
naval pension of six dollars per month now 
held by him. 

Mr. MOORE.. This is a very feeble old 
man who has been drawing a pension of six 
dollars a month, and asks that it be increased 
to eight dollars. It is a very worthy claim, 
and it is a very small favor that we are asked 
to grant. He is certainly entitled to it. He 
was @ marine, or has been in the Navy; he 
has served both in the Navy and Army all his 
life-time, and now gets only six dollars a 
month. He is not able to earn a cent. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH O'NEILL, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2404) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth O'Neill; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of 
Elizabeth O’ Neill, dependent mother of John 
O'Neill, late a private in company f, United 
States mounted rifles, and pay her a pension, 
to take effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JULIA WHISTLER. 


Mr. MOORE also, from tfe same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2405) granting 
a pension to Julia Whistler; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Julia Whistler, widow of William 
Whistler, late a colonel in the United States 
Army, to take effect from the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

«Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET RILEY. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2406) granting 
a pension to Margaret Riley ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to piace on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Margaret 
Riley, widow of Charles Riley, late private 
of company B, twelfth regiment Kentucky vol- 
unteer cavalry, and pay her a pension from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
a the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH CUPP. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2407) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Cupp; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Elizabeth Cupp, widow of Valentine Cupp, 
late a captain in the Missouri home guards, 
and pay her a pension from and afier the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I should 
like t6 hear the report in that case read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
only say that this case is a very fair and mer- 
itorious one. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HANNAH E. CURRIE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2408) granting a 
pension to Hannah E. Currie; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill te 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hannah B. 
Currie, mother of Samuel A. Currie,. late 
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major of the thirty-third regiment Ohio volun- 
teers, to take effect from the passage of this 


act. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Iwould 
like to have the report read, or some state- 
ment made in reference to this case. 

The report was read. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inquire the amount of pension per month that 
this bill grants to the mother of this deceased 
soldier? 

Mr. MOORE, Twenty dollars a month; 
he was a captain. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and beiug engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY A, SHOEMAKER. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2409) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Shoemaker; which was 
read a, first and second time.. 

The question was upon ordering. the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Shoemaker, widow of Horace Shoemaker, late 
captain in the Missouri State militia, in lieu 
of the pension now held by her. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF B. F. BROWNE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R, No, 2410) granting 
a pension to the minor children of Benjamin 
Franklin Browne; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would inquire 
of the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions, if all these 
pensions are limited to the date of the pas- 
sage of the act? 

Mr. MOORE. In all the cases I have pre- 
sented, I think, the pension has been limited 
to the date of the passage of the act If any 
bills have been passed extending the pension 
beyond the time ofthe passage of the act, the 
House need not have any apprehension that 
they will pass at the other end of the Capitol ; 
but I think they are all drawn so that the pen- 
sious shall date from the passage of the act. 
Members of the committee have altered their 
bills so as to conform with that rule of the 
Senate with the exception of one or two cases 
in the hands of she gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Peox,] which he prefers not to change, 
but. to leave to the action of the House. 

Mr GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think it will 
facilitate the passage of these bills if it is 
understood that that was the case unless 
something was stated to the contrary. 

Mr. MOORE. If any bill of the kind should 
come in the attention of the House shall be 
called to it... 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Of course I 
do not mean to sdy that there cannot ever be 
cases where we ought to go back, but when a 
bill provides for arrears of pensions we ought 
to know it. Lae 

Mr. KILLINGER. FT have watched these 
bills very closely, and I believe-not one has 
passed in which the provision was-not that the 
pension. should. date from the passage of the 
act. : 


H 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Yhe latter motion was agreed to. 


A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2411) 
granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed ard read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of A. Schuyler Sutton, late a private in 
company A, ninety-fifth regiment Ohio vol- 


unteers, at the rate of thirty dollars per mouth j 


from the passage of this ect, and in addition 
thereto to pay bim at the rate of fifteen dollars 
per month from December 15, 1863, to the 
time this act shall take effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘this is a peculiar bill. 
I trust there will be some explanation of it. 

Mr. PECK. This is a very meritorious 
case. Mr. Sutton was in the Mexican war in 
1846 and 1847. At the breaking out of the 
rebellion he enlisted as a private, went to 
Columbus, Ohio, and was authorized by Gov- 
ernor Tod to organize and drill the ninety- 
fifth Ohio regiment, with the promise that he 
should be made its lieutenant colonel. Before 
he obtained his commission be was sent to 
Kentucky, and immediately on his“ arrival 
there he went into battle under General Nel- 
son. He was wounded in the face, fracturing 
both sides of the jaw. He is now deaf in one 
ear, paralyzed in his limbs, and unable to 
properly masticate bis food. He only asks 
that he be put on the pension-roll as lieu- 
tenant colonel, instead of his present rate of 
pension of fifteen dollars per month. He was 
a lawyer, but is now unable to attend to any 
business. I really think this is a very merito- 
rious case, 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to make a state- 
ment in reference to this case. ‘his man was 
a brilliant young lawyer. When he was or- 
dered into battle he was acting as lieutenant 
colonel, and his commission was expected ; 
everything had been done in good faith, His 
wound was so terrible that for one whole year 
the man was without consciousness. He was 
a proud-spirited man, and during all these 
years he has lived upon the means he had, 
feeling that he never would ask for relief from 
the Government until driven to it by extrem- 
ity. I have never heard of another such case. 
If is one of the most peculiar cases. He was, 
never mustered into service, for he did not 
know his own name for twelve months alter 
he was wounded. He has spent about eleven 
thousand dollars of property that he had, and 
is now utterly unable to do anything for his 
own. suppert. He asks no more than he ought 
toget. Whether he will get itat the other end 
of the Capitol or not, i cannot say; but I think 
this House ought to grant it to him. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 desire to ask 
the gentleman who has charge of this bill if 
it provides for vacating his present pension? 
lf we are now to give him thirty dollars a 
month, that should be in lieu of his present 
pension of fifteen dollars per month. I sup- 
pose it is not meant to give him this in addi- 
tion to his present pension. 

Mr. PECK. In the first place, he was 
granted a pension of eight dollars per month, 
which was afterward increased to fifteen dollars 
per month. Now he asks that his pension shall 
be thirty dollars per monthas lieutenant colo- 
nel. The committee think he should have it 
in lieu of his present pension of fifteen dollars 
a mon 


onth, 
ir, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to amend 


this bill so as to provide that the. pension 
hereby granted shall be in lieu of the-pension 
he now receives. - i ‘ 


“Mr. PECK. I have no objection, for that 
is the intention of the bill. pice Se Sie 
The amendment was agreed to. g 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. It. seems 


to me that there has been. made‘a very con- 
siderable provision for this suffering soldier, 
And now it is proposed to goback and give 
him $1,500 more, making $3,000 in all. 

Mr. PECK. It is proposed to give: him a 
pension of thirty dollars a month. i 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. If T 
understand this bill, it proposes to go back 
and pay this man fifteen dollars a month in 
addition to what he is already receiving. R 

‘Mr. PECK. It proposes that his total peri- 

sion shall be thirty dollars a month from the.” 
time he received the wound. : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. At what 
time was he wounded? f 

Mr. PECK. Itbink in 1863. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Then 


‘the bill proposes to extend this pension back 


nine years. ; ; 

Mr, PECK. This man after being wounded 
was insensible for awhole year. He had some. 
little private fortune which is now exhausted. 
It is a most meritorious case. = 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. T move 
to amend the bill so as to provide that this 
jncreased pension shall begin from the present 
time. 

Mr. PECK. I do not yield for any amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Jask the gentleman from 
Ohio whether it is the intention to deduct the 
pension which has heretofore been paid to this 
man? ; 

Mr. PECK. No; the intention is to give 
him thirty dollars a month from the date of 
his injury. a 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio. [Mr. Precx] due 
question. I am in favor of this bill upon its 
merits; but I wish to inquire whether this 
case is not on all fours with the case in which 
a veto message was received from the Pres- 
ident of the United States to-day ? 

Mr. MOORE. I have no doubt we shall 
pass that bill over the veto of the. President. 

Mr. PECK. I call for a vote’on the pas- 
sage of the bill, 


Mr. MOORE. I ask that the language of 


i the bill be so amended as to read ‘‘acting 


lieutenant colonel.” j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. NIB- 
pack.) That change can be made by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the bill will be so amended. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. As the bill is 
pow amended it amounts to this: it gives tbis 
man who acted as lieutenant colonel thirty 
dollars a month from the date of his injury. 
In other words, it adds to what he bas already 
received enough to make his pension thirty 
dollars a month from that time. 1 think the 
bill is all right and ought to be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it. was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; andalso moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HELEN M. SMITH. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2412) granting a 
pension to Helen M. Smith; which was read 
a first and second time. . 

The bill directs the Secretary. of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Helen M. Smith, widow: of Pres: 
ton T. Smith, who died at Beverly, West, Vir- 
ginia, in February, 1862, while in the employ 
of the Government, the pension to -be at the 
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rate of eight dollars a month from the passage 
of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


. GEORGE W. PARIS. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2418) granting a 
pension to George W. Paris; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 


_ provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


the name of George W. Paris, of Dayton, 
Ohio, at the rate of eight dollars a month, to 
take effect from and after January 12, 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ABIGAIL CHAPLIN. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2414) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Abigail Chaplin; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Abigail Chaplin, who was the 


widow of Joshua Snelling, jr., late a colonel: 


in the United States Army, the pension to 
take effect from January 1, 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time;.and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM F. SIMMS. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2415) granting in- 
crease of pension to William F. Simms; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to increase 
the pension of William F. Simms, late first 
lieutenant eighty-second regiment New York 
volunteers, to thirty dollars per month from 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be 
read. 

Mr. PECK. It is a meritorious case in ref- 
erenceto which the committee was unanimous. 

The report, which was read, states that Mr. 
Simms was wounded at the battle of the Wil- 
derness by a gunshot entering the left side of 
his head, back of his ear, cutting the facial 
nerve, drawing the face to one side, causing 
deafness of the left ear, and injuring the sight 
of the left eye, and partial paralysis of the 
right arm and leg, shortening the leg and 
drawing it to one side, constantly requiring 
great care to keep him decent as well as a 
large expenditure of money for medicine and 
attendance. He entered the Army as first 
lieutenant and was promoted: to major. He 
has been compelled to abandon his profession 
of law. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

. The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ANDREW RIENFORT. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2416) granting a 
pension to Andrew Rienfort; which was read 
a first and second time. ; 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Andrew Rienfort, late private of company 
B, fifty-eighth regiment Indiana volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ABRAHAM COOPER. 


Mr. PECK, also from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2417) granting a 
pension to Abraham Cooper; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Abraham Cooper, late private company K, 
first United States cavalry, to take effect from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. NANOY EB. PUGH. >~ 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2418) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Pugh; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mrs. Nancy E. Pugh, widow of David E. 
Pugh, late captain company B, twenty-seventh 
regiment United States colored troops. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM FRESHOWER, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2419) granting a 
pension to William Freshower; which was 
reada first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of William Freshower, late captain company 
B, eighth Ohio cavalry, from the 12th of Octo- 
ber, 1864, deducting the amount received on 
pension certificate now held by him, and this 
act to be in lieu of said certificate of pension. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET A. RENSHAW. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2420) granting a 
pension to Margaret A. Renshaw; which was 
read a first and second time. 


April 23, 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret A. Renshaw, mother of 
Alexander D. Renshaw, late assistant engi- 
neer of the United States revenue steamer 
Wilderness, at the rate of ten dollars per 
month, to take effect from the passage of this 
act. » 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELEANOR K. FILLIS. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2421) granting a 
pension to Eleanor K. Fillis; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Eleanor K. Fillis, widow of George 
F. Fillis, late a private in company B, fifth 
regiment of New York heavy artillery, to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PHEBE ANN ELDERKIN. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2422) granting a 
pension to Phebe Ann Alderkin; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Phebe Ann Alderkin, mother of 
Alfred Alderkin, late a private in company E, 
ninety-sixth regiment Illinois volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be iaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES SUPPLE, 


Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2423) granting a pension to James Supple; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of James Supple, late a private in 
company K, eighth regiment United States 
infantry, to take effect from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM B. LILLY. 


Mr. WALLACE also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2424) grant- 
ing a pension to William B. Lilly; which was 
read a first and secoud time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of William B. Lilly, late a cap- 
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tain of company B, first South Carolina volun- 
teers, in the Mexican war, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
the report in that case be read. 
The report was read. It stated that the 
case had been pending in the Pension Bureau 
for several years, and a certificate has been 
refused the petitioner for the sole reason that 
he could not furnish medical testimony that 
the disease that he contracted in Mexico had 
its origin while he was in the line of daty. It 
js shown that the surgeon and assistant sur- 
geon of the regiment are both dead, but the 
evidence of fellow-officers is abundant to the 
effect that shortly after the army entered the 
city of Mexico, Lilly was taken sick, complain- 
ing of giddiness in the head and rheumatism 
in the extremities, and that he never after- 
ward was capable of military duty. After his 
discharge he continued to grow worse, and 


I ask that 


in 1849 he became unable to walk without | 


crutches. Since 1854 he has been bedridden 
and entirely helpless. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HUGH WALLACE, 


Mr. WALLACE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2425) granting a 
pension to Hugh Wallace; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Hugh Wallace, at the rate of 
eight dollars a month from the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which tbe bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MARY A. DIAMOND. 


Mr. WALLACE also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2426) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Diamond; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Dia- 
mond, mother of Thomas Diamond, late a pri- 
vate in the fourteenth United States infantry. 

The bill-was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; avd also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
` on the table. l 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTHA M. B. M’CULLOCH. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2427) granting a pension to Martha M. B. 
McCulloch; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was ọn ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and-limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha M. 


B. McCulloch, widow of W. P.. McCulloch, Jj 


|} month from the passage of this act. 


| a case where the petitioner lost an arm. 


late assistant surgeon in the seventy-eighth 
regiment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, 
and that she be paid a pension at the rate of 
seventeen dollars a mouth from the passage 
of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote. by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL SHAFFER. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2428) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel Shaffer, late a private 
in company I, seventy-eighth regiment Penn- 
sylvania infantry volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The questiou was on-ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Shaf- 
fer, late a private in company I, seventy-eighth 
regiment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, 
and pay him a pension of eight dollars per 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid || 


on the table. . 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH P. WING. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill(H. R. No. 2429) grant- | 
ing a pension to Sarah P. Wing; which was | 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to | 
be engrossed and read a third time. AONE 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- | 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- | 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 

if 


of the pension laws, the name of Sarah P. Wing, | 
widow ofJohn P. Wing, late wagon-master of | 


the eleventh army corps, at the rate of eight |; 


dollars a month from the passage of the bul. | 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was | 
aecordingly read the third time, and passed. | 
Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the | 
vote by which the bill was passed; and aiso | 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid || 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY T. SCHUTT. 


Mr. MeJONKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2430) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry T. Schutt; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be | 
engrossed and read a third time. | 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- ! 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
nameof Henry T. Schutt, late a mounted recruit | 
in the military service of the United States, 
at the rate of fifteen dollars per month from the 
passage of this act. - 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
a report in this case? 

Mr. MeJUNKIN. There is not. 


Is there 
This is 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. :i 


Mr. McJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the : 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN DAVIS. 


Mr. MceJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, House bill No. 2431, 
granting a pension to John Davis, corporal 
of the night watch on board the United States 
ship Octorara. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary ofthe Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Davis, corporal of the night 
watch on board the United States ship Octo- 
rara, at the rate of fifteen dollars per month 
from October 12, 1865. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. . 

Mr. McJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL BEATTY. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommend- 
ation that the same do pass, House bill No. 
2432, granting a pension to Daniel Beatty. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

be bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 


| name of Daniel Beatty, the blind and depend- 


ent brother of William and Jobn N. Beatty, 
who were soldiers in the United States Army, 
and died in the service in the late war of the 
rebellion, and to pay him a pension of eight 
dollars per month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 


i vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRISCILLA HARRISON, 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2483) grant- 
ing a pension to Priscilla Harrison; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Priscilla Har- 
rison, widow of Samuel Harrison, deceased, late 
a private in company C, sixty-third regiment 


i| Pennsylvania volunteers, and afterward a pri- 


vate in the one hundred and fifteenth regi- 
ment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, aud 
to pay her a pension from and after the pas- 
sage of this act. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


i| read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZA WEBB, 

Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2434) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Webb; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 


“voll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
| ofthe pension laws, the name of Eliza Webb, 


widow of Daniel S. Webb, late a private in 


|| company G, eighth regiment Tennessee cav- 
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alry, and that she be paida pension from July 
12, 1864. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table.’ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANN OC. BUTLER. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 

- mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 

that the same do pass, House bill No. 1235, 
‘granting a pension to Ann C. Butler. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Ann 
C. Butler, of Unionville, Chester county, 
Pennsylvania, mother of Charles F. Butler, 
late a private in company F, forty-ninth regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of eight dollars per month 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MOLLIE L. ROBERTS. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same'com- 
mittee, reported back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, bill (H. R. No. 2436) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mollie L. Roberts. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisionsand limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mollie L. Roberts, widow of John 
S. Roberts, late first lieutenant twenty-second 
regiment Indiana volunteers, the pension to 
be at the rate of fifteen dollars per month from 
the date of the death of her husband, who at 
the time of his death was receiving a pension 
as lieutenant, the pension to continue during 
her widowhood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTIN ZEEB, 


Mr. MeJUNKIWN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported abill (H. R. No. 2437) grant- 
ing a pension to Martin Zeeb; which was read 
a first and second time, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Martin Zeeb, who was a private in 
company E, second regiment Colonel Small’s 
Washington guards, afterward twenty-seventh 
Pennsylvania volunteers, the peasion to take 
effect from the passage of the act. 

The bill. was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. MARY DAVIS. 

Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, a bill (H. R. No. 2438) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Davis, of Philadelphia. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 


to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Mary Davis, mother of Charles B. 
Davis, deceased, late captain of company F, 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania cavalry volun- 
teers, the pension to be at the rate of twenty 
dollars a month from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JANE D. MUMFORD. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, repurted a bill (H. R. No. 
2439) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Jane D. Mumford, dependent 
mother of W. C. Mumford, late captain of com- 
pany G, nineteenth regiment Massachusetts 
volunteers, the pension to take effect from 
the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAROLINE H. MILLER. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2440) increas- 
ing the pension of Caroline H. Miller; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
tbe limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of Caroline H. Miller, widow 
of James F. Miller, late a commodore in the 
United States Navy, at the rate of fifty dollars 
a month, to be paid from the naval pension 
fund, and to be in lieu of the pension now 
enjoyed by her. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. This is one of the four 
cases referred to by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. Mr. Miller served over forty years, 
and the payment of this pension is made pay- 
able out of the naval pension fund, which I 
am told amounts to over thirteen million 
dollars, set apart for the payment of naval 
pensions. This is a widow in destitute cir- 
cumstances. She is now, itis true, receiving 
thirty dollars a month. This naval fund is 
made up out of prize-money, and this is one 
of the cases where the committee think the 
pension ought to be increased, her husband 
having served so long a time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was acccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMY BAGLY, 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2441) grant- 
ing a pension to Amy Bagly; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Amy Bagly, widow of Francis Bagly, 
late of company F, fifty-first regiment New 


» 


York volunteers. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and || 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES B. FAIRCHILD. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, also from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2442) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles B. Fairchild; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Charles B. Fairchild, late a first lieutenant 
in company A, first regiment, New York 
veteran volunteer cavalry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

: WESLEY HENSLEY. 

Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2448) grant- 
ing a pension to Wesley Hensley; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Wesley Hensley, late a private first 
regiment Tennessee cavalry, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET S. FAIN. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2444) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret S. Fain ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bili, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Margaret S. Fain, widow of William 
C. Fain, killed in April, 1864, while recruiting . 
a regiment in Polk. county, Tennessee, under 
authority of Major General Thomas, com- 
mander of the department of the Cumberland, 
and to pay him a pension of thirty dollars a 
month from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUSAN SCHOFIELD, 


Mr. WAKEMAN, also from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2445) 
granting a pension to Susan Schofield; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Susan Schofield, widow of Alfred F. 
Schofield, late first lieutenant first regiment 
Kentucky cavalry volunteers, in lieu of pension 
now received by her and to take effect from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHILDREN OF FREDERICK F. DAYTON. 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back, with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass, the bill (8. No. 894) 
granting a pension to the minor children of 
Frederick F. Dayton, deceased. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of the minor children under sixteen 
years of age, of Frederick F. Dayton, late 
private in company F, eleventh regiment In- 
diana voluntcers, as in the case of a widow 
unmarried. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 879) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Armstrong. 

The question was on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mary Armstrong, widow of Thomas 
Armstrong, of the first battery of Vermont 
light artillery. l 

The bill was ordered to, be reada third time ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. l 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHILDREN OF ‘AMANDA M. RITCHEY. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 878) granting a 
pension to the minor children of Amanda M. 
Ritchey. A 

` The question was on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 

The bil directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension- roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of the minor children under sixteen 
years of age of Amanda M. Ritchey, deceased, 
widow of Powers Ritchey, late a contract sur- 
geon in the United States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed, 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN CLARK. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill. (H. R: No. 2446) granting a 
pension to Benjamin-Clark; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place-on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and. limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of. Benjamin 
Clark, of Beech Creek, in the county of Clin- 


H 


-Clerk read the report. 


| spoken of in the report. 


ton. State of Pennsylvania, at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, to take effect from the pas- 
sage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; aud being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
tal the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabie. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH REYNOLDS. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2447) granting a 
pension to Sarah Reynolds; whieh was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah Reynolds, widow of Wil- 
liam Reynolds, unassigned drafted man, who 
died while in the service of the United States, 
at St. Louis, Missouri, the pension to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved | 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. j 
. The latter motion was agreed to. 

IRA BUCKMAN, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2448) granting a pen- 
sion to Ira Buckman; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ira Buckman, at the 
rate of sixty dollars a month from the Ist of 
January, 1872. 

Mr. BIRD. I desire to mention. the facts 
in this case, and in order that they may be 
more fully understood, I will ask that the 


The Clerk réad the report, from which it 
appears that the petitioner was appointed a | 
measurer of vessels for the port of New York, 
and sworn into office as such measurer on the 
1st of February, 1862, whose duty it was to 
report upon the sanitary condition of steamers | 
and sailing vessels carrying passengers to and | 
from the city of New York, and also to meas- 
ure and ascertain the tonnage of all vessels; | 
that he continued to discharge the duties re- į 
quired of him as a measurer until the 16th of 
May, 1868, when and while in discharge of 
his duties on board the ship Adriatic, through 
the misrepresentation of the chief mate of the 


vessel as to the condition thereof, the peti- į 


tioner was precipitated down the fore hatch, 
receiving such injuries in his right arm as to 
render immediate amputation necessary, and 
such injuries to his body as rendered him help- 
less, probably for life. He is now not only 
incapable of labor, but wihout the means of 
support, 

Mr. BIRD. Itis due to the House thatthey | 
should be fully apprised as to the merits of 
this case. Mr. Buckman was employed by 
the Government during the war in the service 
The ship Adriatic 
was in port in the harbor of New York. He 
was directed to make a measurement of the | 
vessel. Depending, as he was obliged to do, | 
upon the crew as to the proper condition of the 
vessel, he was misled, and approaching the 
fore hatch was precipitated twenty-five feet, 
falling upon iron screws and other portions 
of the vessel so heavily as to bruise his arm, | 
breaking the bone, and requiring immediate | 
amputation, besides bruising his body very | 
severely on the right side, so that he is now 
almost completely paralyzed on the right side. 


His wounds were sosevere. that he was obliged 


to remain, not. only in the house, but. in bed 
for a long period of. time, having. a family to. 
provide for.. He had some money, but all that 
was used, and he is now wholly dependent on 
the charity of the world and the benefaction of 
this Government for his support in his present 
affliction. It is indeed very severe. If 1 
could present him to the House as. he was 
presented to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions I am convinced that there would be no 
objection to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. You propose to grant 
him a pension of sixty dollars a month, being 
twice what a general officer receives. Can the 
gentleman inform us why civilians who hap- 
pen by accident to be disabled are to receive 
twice as much pension as an officer wounded in 
battle? 

Mr. BIRD. I presumed that that question 
would arise here; it struck my mind as it did 
the minds of other members of the committee. 
The only answer is that the case is so merito- 
rious, as much so as a case can well be: the 
individual is suffering as much as any one can 
weil suffer and live, and this being an insolated 
case, one not likely to reappear in this Con- 
gress or in any otber, the committee were 
desirous to be somewhat generous, knowing 
the House to be desirous to be generous, and 
believing that the House would pass this bill, 
giving this man sixty dollars a month. Itis’a 
very inadequate amount as we consider it. I 
know, sir, that the sum seems large when it is 
compared with relief afforded here to others. 
I know that when they make such compari- 
sons, this case could not probably stand. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Do I understand the 
gentleman to say that the claimant is at present 
suffering? 

Mr. BIRD. He is actually suffering bodily, 
so that he is obliged to make applications of 
medicine both externally and internally. He 
cannot get a moment's rest without medicine. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Do I understand . 
that this man was not in the naval or military 
service of the Government? Bg 

Mr. BIRD. Strictly speaking he was not; 
he was sworn into office. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
The custom-house service? 

Mr. BIRD. I will state the services he 
rendered. ` : : ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In what was he 
sworn in? 

Mr. BIRD. He took an oath as a measurer 
of vessels in order to ascertain the proper 
tonnage and amount of freight that a vessel 
was fitted to transport from one place to an- 
other. $ ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is in connec- 
tion with tbe collector's office at New York. 

Mr. BIRD. Iso understand it, and it was 
while on this duty that he met with the acci- 
dent I have stated. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, will the gen- 
tleman allow me a few minutes? 

Mr. BIRD. Certainly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It does seem to me 
that this is a dangerous precedent, far beyond 
anything I have seen in my experience, in 
Congress. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman will wait 
and let me make a statement, for I know he is 
going 1o talk in the dark, I do not believe he 
will be inclined to make any opposition ta 
this bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
purpose. 

Mr. MOORE, This man was a poor boy 
without help and without education, He 
finally devoted himself to the study of mathe- 
matics until he became a genius in that direc- 
iion; he was engaged in that sort of. business. 
He is one of the finest dranghtsmen in the 
country; there is no man that I have seen, or 
heard of more expert in his -business.. He 
wags a man of superior standing and charac: 
ter; had once been a member of -the New 
York Legislature; a man who had as many 


In what service? 


I will yield for that 
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friends as perhaps any other man among those 
by whom he was known. He was solicited 
‘by the Government to undertake this work of 
remeasuring all the vessels in the harbor of 
New York and ascertain their tonnage. By 
his acts he saved millions of dollars to the 
Government. For one whole year after this 
accident he laid in his bed unable to move, 
destitute of mind and consciousness. After 
he got so that he could get from his bed, for 
more than a year he could not make one 
single step forward. : 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions are 
aware that this case is not within the law, but 
they could not refuse to grant this man this 
relief, as he suffered these severe afflictions in 
the faithful service of the Government of the 
United States, and saved millions of money to 
this Government. 

Mr. MAYNARD. During the war? 

Mr. MOORE. During the war. He has 
saved to the Treasury of the United States 
millions of dollars, and there is nothing that 
he has received for it. He has not been able to` 
follow his profession, or do anything else in 
the world for a livelihood. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is as far as I 
ean yiald to my colleague, unless he has a bet- 
ter reason. I understood him to say that if I | 
would yield to him he would make a statement 
of the case that he knew would disarm me from 
making any objection. His statement is that 
this is a poor boy who educated himself and 
became a competent draughtsman, and was 
then appointed to an office in the custom-house 
or in some other capacity as a measurer. 

Mr.MOORE. Employed by the Government. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. At any rate he was 
in the civil service of the Government; and 
to cap the climax, my colleague states that he 
had been a member of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, and therefore we should 
pension him. Now, I will go as far as any- 
body in pensioning men in the military and 
naval service of the Government where they 
are under such orders that they cannot evade 
accidents, cannot evade incurring sickness and 
disease, nor evade incurring wounds, But I 
cannot consent to go, even in special cases, to 
the pensioning of men who are on the civil 
list of the Government. If you set a prece- 
dent of that kind you never can stop. Every 
man who has become disabled in the civil ser- 
vice of the Government will make the same 
plea. His life is as valuable to him as this 
man’s life. Every man will at once become 
an accomplished scholar; his services will at 
once be magnified into services of very great 
importance to the Government; his loss to 
himself and family will be irreparable; and 
we shali be obliged to pension every man’s 
family if he dies in the civil service of the 
Government, or pension him if he incurs per- 
manent wounds or sickness or death while in 
that service. We never have done this thing 
before; there is no precedent for it. We ought 
not to do it now. Frauds enough are now 
being committed under our pension laws. 

Mr. MOORE. Does my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. Birn] hold the floor? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hold it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Nis- 
LACK.) The gentleman from New Jersey 
yielded to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Brrp] will withdraw 
this bill. It is very clear that we cannot begin 
a civil penson list without a great deal of dis- 
cussion. This is the first case proposed to 
the House for establishing a civil pension list 
under this Government. As my friend will 
remember, the proposition was made in the |} 
Convention which framed the Federal Constitu- 
tion to prohibit the establishment of a civil 
persion list. It was objected to upon the 
ground that no such prohibition was necessary; 
that ia a republican government the establish- | 
ment of such a pension list was impossible, I 


trust the gentleman from New Jersey will not 
press this bill at this time. 

Mr. BIRD. I move the previous question. 
I do not desire to stifle discussion; but I 
think gentlemen are anxious to come to a 


vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the previous question 
be not sustained, I shall move to recommit the 
bill. I believe that motion will be in order if 
the previous question should not be seconded. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

The question being taken on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, it was not 


agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to recommit 
the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. Iam satisfied that if mem- 


bers of this House had seen this man as he 
appeared before the committee—if they under- 
stood the case as we understand it, as the 
ease of a man in the employ of the Govern- 
ment during the war, for the purpose of meas- 
uring vessels and to prevent frauds, and who 
in this capacity rendered invaluable service in 
time of war—if members generally could have 
seen this man and realized his terrible condi- 
tion, I am satsfied that the House would not 
favor the motion to recommit the bill, but 
would be glad to render him the assistance 
which this bill proposes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman 
speaks of this service being rendered ‘in 
time of wan” What has that to do with the 
case? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Perhaps the case 
is considered meritorious because the man did 
not go into the military service. [Laughter.] 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. He was not engaged | 


in the war; he had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. MOORE. Iam satisfied that this House 
is ready to do an act of justice in a case like 
this if it understands the facts. Time and 
again the Government has compensated men 
for extraordinary services and granted them 
relief when they have suffered at its hands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by a pension. 

Mr. MOORE. Grant this as a pension or 
grant it as relief. Whatever you may see fit 
to call it, the Government is indebted to this 
man, and it could not reject his claim without 
inflicting upon him the severest injustice. 

I regret exceedingly that this House should 
manifest a disposition adverse to the passage 
of this bill. A more meritorious claim never 
came before Congress; and I am satisfied that 
every member in this House would take pre- 
cisely the same view of the case that I do if 
he was familiar with all the facts. This man 
comes here supported by the recommendation 
and solicitation of the best men in the country. 
A better man never rendered service to the 
Government in any capacity. Iregret exceed- 
ingly to see opposition to this bill. The Gov- 
ernment can never do wrong by granting 
relief toa man of such singular fidelity and 
ability—a man ruined in every respect by the 
service he rendered to the Government; a 
faithful, patriotic man, giving up every private 
interest to serve the Government in a time 
when it was almost impossible to Bet such 
talent and such fidelity for the examination 
and measurement of these vessels. AsI have 
already said, millions of money were saved to 
the Treasury of the United States through the 
services of this man. How are you going to 
compensate him? Shall the people of this 
country derive such benefits from services 
rendered by a man at so much peril and loss 
to himself, and yet allow him no compensa- 
tion? 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. Icall the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to recommit. 

. Mr. STOUGHTON. I would like to make 
a single suggestion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order that the gentleman 
may do so, I withdraw for the present the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Ido not like to an- 


tagonize any bill giving a pension to any deserv- | 


ing soldier or any other person who is entitled 
to it. But this isa remarkable case. Let us 
see how it stands. Hereis a man to whom it 
is proposed to give sixty dollars a month as a 
pension. Now, if he had been a private sol- 
dier who enlisted for thirteen dollars a month 
and served for three years or during the war, if 
he had been wounded the day before his term 
of service ended, all the pension he could pos- 
sibly have obtained, if he had received the 
same injury as this man, would be fifteen dol- 
lars a month, and probably he could not have 
obtained more than eight dollars a month, 

What propriety is there in giving sixty dol- 
lars per month to a man in the civil service, 
who, instead of enlisting and serving during a 
perilous war, engaged in a business which was 
profitable and desired by all? 

I should like to know, Mr. Speaker, if this 
Government is to be the insurer of the life 
of every man who holds civil service under it. 
Such never was the intention of the law, and 
is not authorized by any provision or any 
statute. It is a wrong and dangerous prin- 
ciple for us to now establish. If you pass this 
bill, all civil officers who happen to be disabled 
will come in and ask sixty dollars a month, 
while the highest military officers who were 
wounded in the military service of the country 
do not receive more than thirty dollars per 
month. The result wiil be the military pen- 
sion system will be destroyed. I see no good 
reason why we should give a pension to a man 
in the civil service who happened to receive 
some injury by accident to which all men are 
liable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can yield no further, but 
must demand the previous question on the 
motion to recommit the bill. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will allow the matter to be post- 
poned until to-morrow evening, when we shall 
have a fuller House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
such motion. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. It is always a correct 
principle to do what is right whenever we have 
an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I insist on the deraand for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was recommitted, 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted; and also 


I cannot yield for any 


i moved that the motion to recommit be laid 
; upon the table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MARY H. BARTLETT. 

Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2449) granting a . 
pension to Mary H. Bartlett; whieh was read 
a first and second time. 

_The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Seeretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
| of Mary H. Bartlett, widow of E. W. Bartlett, 


late acting steersman on the United States 
steam ram Monarch of the Mississippi marine 
brigade. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that tbe motion to reconsider be laid on the 

able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LUCRETIA B. GALLOWAY. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2450) granting a 
pension to Lucretia B. Galloway; which was 
read a first and second time. 

„The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 


1872. 


of Lucretia B. Galloway, widow of John A. 
Galloway, late corporal seventh Missouri mili- 
tia, to take effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MINOR CHILDREN OF THOMAS OLIVER. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2451) granting a 
pension to John Oliver, Louisa Oliver, Robert 
Oliver, and Martha A. Oliver, only minor chil- 
dren of Thomas Oliver; which was read a first 
and second time. i 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
names of John Oliver, Louisa Oliver, Robert 
Oliver, and Martha A. Oliver, only minor chil- 
dren of Thomas Oliver, late private in fifty- 
sixth regiment Illinois infantry volunteers, 
from the 6th of June, 1866, and the pension 
hereby granted is to be paid to John Murphy, 
guardian of said minor children. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest that the bill be 
amended so that the pension shall be paid to 
the guardiau without stating the name, as the 
present guardian may die and another be 
appointed, 

Mr. BIRD. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I now 
move we adjourn, as there is no quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have been working 
all evening without a quorum, and I hope we 
will not adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope 
we will. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from 
New York wants to go home, he can do so. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. This even- 
ing and to-morrow evening have been set 
apart for the consideration of reports from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. That com- 
mittee have had under consideration more bills 
than any other committee. When the House 
is willing to go on considering these reports, 
which have been carefully considered by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I do not see 
why the gentleman from New York should 
insist on his motion to adjourn. Let us go on 
and finish the bills we have ready to report 
this evening. 

Mr. DOX. Is this motion debatable? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from New York can go home if he 
wants to. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I am 
much obliged to the gentleman, but I prefer 
to remain here as long as the House is in 
session. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. It is of 
great importance to many poor crippled sol- 
diers throughout the country that we should 
go on and complete this business. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I insist 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My friend 
ia a very patriotic gentleman, and 1 hope he 
will not insist on that motion. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, it was disagreed to. 


I have no objection to that 


ABIGAIL STUKEY. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R, No. 2452) granting a 
pension to Abigail Stukey; which was read a 
first and second time. : 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Abigail 
Stukey, of Bingham, Monroe county, Ohio, at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, to take 
effect from the pagsage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bili was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROSA WALLANER. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2453) granting a 
pension to Rosa Wallaner; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Rosa Wallaner, minor child of Frederick 
Wallaner, late a private in company N, one 
hundred and ninety-eighth regiment Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I would inquire ofthe 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Birp] why 
the petitioner does not receive a pension un- 
der the existing laws? 

Mr. BIRD. My recollection of the case is 
that this application was made by the guardian 
to the Commissioner, but from informalities in 
the affidavits the pension was rejected by the 
Department. ‘Those informalities and irrega- 
larities, in the judgment of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, have been removed by sub- 
sequent affidavits establishing the case to our 
satisfaction. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would also state to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Stovenron]} 
that I have examined this matter very fully, 
as the case is one which comes from my own 
section, and I am satisfied that this child is 
entitled to the pension. There was, as the 
gentleman from New Jersey has stated, some 
informality about the testimony. 

Mr. BIRD. There were irregularities in the 
testimony as supplied to the Department. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I sup- 
pose the time had elapsed within which appli- 
cation could be made to the Commissioner. 

Mr. BIRD. That was one of the points. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BETTIE M. KEPNER, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2454) granting a 
pension to Hettie M. Kepner ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Seere- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hettie M. 
Kepner, widow of Tobias B. Kepner, latè a 
private in the third regiment Potomac home 
brigade, Maryland volunteers, and also the 
minor children of the said Tobias B. Kepner, 
to take effect from the 4th day of March, 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
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by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 

that the motion to reconsider be laid ‘on thé. 

table. : ae 
The latter motion was agreed to: | 


JEROME E. PAMPELL, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2455) granting. a 
pension. to Jerome E. Pampell; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary. of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jerome E. 
Pampell, late a private in the third regiment 
of Maryland volunteers, to take effect from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY C. GRIFFIN. 


Mr. MANSON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back, with the rec- 
ommendation that it. do pass, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2456) for the relief of Mary C. Griffin. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the peusion laws, the 
name of Mary C. Griffin, widow of Daniel F. 
Griffin, late lieutenant colonel thirty-eighth ` 
regiment Indiana volunteers, at the rate of 
thirty dollars a month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved ‘to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the © 
table. ; ; : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH 8. COOPER. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H.R. No. 2457) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah S. Cooper; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
‘engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah S. Cooper, widow of Wick- 
liffe Cooper, late major of the seventh regiment 
United States cavalry. f f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMPORT. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to call the attention 
of members of the House to the fact that from 
the beginning of the session we have taken up 
just such cases as members of Congress have 
urged upon us, and have endeavored to accom:, 


i modate every member of the House. 


Mr. WALLACE. Let me say that iu addi- 
tion to the claims now being put through, the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions have 
some which they desire to bring before the 


House. 
Mr. LAMPORT. I withdraw the. motion.: 


MARGARET BOYD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R: No. 2458) grant-: 
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ing a pension to Margaret. Boyd, Rachel D. 
Mellvaine, and William L. McIlvaine; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the names of Margaret 
Boyd, who is the widow of Samuel McIlvaine, 
late corporal of company D, tenth Indiana 
volunteers, Rachel D. McIlvaine, and William 
L. Mellvaine, to take effect from the time of 
the passage of the act. - : 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Iwould inquire how 
long these pensions are to run? - 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are subject to the 
pension laws, which confine the pension of 
the widow to the period of widowhood. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. How asto the minors? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The age of sixteen is pre- 
scribed by the general pension law as the time 
when the pensions are to cease. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. And they are subject 
to the limitations of the general pension law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“MARGARET L. BYBEE. 


‘Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 

` mittee, reported a bili (H. R. No. a59) re- 

storing to the pension-roll the name of Mar- 

garet L. Bybee; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to restore to the pension- 
roll the name of Margaret L. Bybee, and pay 
her the same pension as was paid her previous 
to her name being stricken from the pension- 
roll. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I would inquire of 


the gentleman how her name happened to be 


stricken off? 

Mr. MANSON. Because she was living in 
the city of Memphis during the war. She is 
the widow of Colonel William Anderson, and 
was in the South during the war, The Com- 
missioner of Pensions refused to reinstate her 
on the roll from the fact that she refused to 
take the oath. She did not sympathize with 
the rebellion, but she had some sons in the 
rebel army. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN A. CROZIER. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2460) granting 
a pension to John A. Crozier, of Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of John A. Crozier, 
of Madison, Indiana, late second lieutenant 
ninth regiment Indiana volunteer minute men, 
who lost an arm in the service during the late 
civil war, to take effect from the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LORENZO D. HOGLE. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2461) grant- 
ing a pension to Lorenzo D. Hogle; which was 
read a first and second time. . 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a thifd time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Lorenzo D. Hogle, late acting assistant sur- 
geon in the Army, from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
hy which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEAN A. WILLS. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2462) granting 
a pension to Dean A. Wills, of Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Dean A. 
Wills, of Dearborn county, Indiana, infant son 
of James B. Wills, late a private in company 
A, seventh Indiana volunteers, and pay him a 
pension from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELLEN W. P. CARTER, 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2463) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen W. P. Carter; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subjéct to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Ellen W., P. Carter, of Bradley 
county, Tennessee, and widow of F. A. Carter, 
at the rate of eight dollars per month, from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EVAN JOHNSON. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported abill (H. R. No. 2464) granting a 
pension to Evan Johnson; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Evan Johnson, late a corporal of 
company I, forty-seventh regiment Illinois 
volunteers, to take effect from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HILA A. COOKSY. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2465) granting 
a pension to Hila A. Cooksy ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the penson-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Hila A. Cooksy, 
widow of James C. Cooksy, late a private of 
the thirty-second regiment of Missouri vol- 
unteers, at the rate of cight dollars per month 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which tbe bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANGELICA HAMMOND. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2466) granting 
a pension to Angelica Hammond; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill t 
be engrossed and read a third time. f 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Angelica Ham- 
mond, widow of William Z. Hammond, late a 
private of company E, first Maryland cavalry 
volunteers, to take effect from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARDY A. AUTRY, 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2467) grant- 
ing a pension to Ardy A. Autry; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Ardy A. Autry, widow of the 
late Abraham E. Autry, late a corporal in 
company K, thirty-seventh regiment Ken- 
tucky infantry, the pension to be at the rate 
of eight dollars a month from the passage of 
the act. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
tliat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL B, DAVIS. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee reported a bill (H. R. No. 2468) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel B. Davis; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Samuel B. Davis, late a corporal 
of company E, eighteenth regiment Indiana 
volunteers, 
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Mr. BARBER. Iam sorry to disturb men 
when they are doing what they suppose to be 
a good work; but it strikes me that in all 
cases there ought to be some explanation 
showing why these parties cannot obtain pen- 
sions through the Pension Office, and showing 
also that they are meritorious cases. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman can have an explanation by asking for 
it in any particular case. ; 

Mr. BARBER. Well, I would like to hear 
the teport in this case. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suppose the reports 
will all be printed, will they not? 

Mr. BARBER. I ask for the reading of 
the report in this case, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest that we had 
better make a general order that in all these 
cases the written report shall be printed and 

o on record among our official documents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a 
question for the House to determine. 

Mr. BARBER. I ask for the reading of 
the report in this case. 

Mr. MANSON. This is the only bill I have 
reported to-night which is not accompanied 
with a written report. It is a good case—the 
case of a soldier who contracted disease in 
the Army, and is now very much afflicted— 
badly crippled. If the gentleman will look 
over the papers he will see that the case is a 
very excellent one. I thought it so clear that 
I did not deem it necessary to write a report 
upon it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. * 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


PETER BREWER, 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R.No. 2469) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Brewer; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Peter Brewer, late a private in 
company F, twenty-ninth regiment Indiana 
infantry volunteers, the pension to take effect 
from the passage of the act. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Why cannot this man 
be relieved under existing laws? . 

Mr. MOORE. If he could have been we 
would not have reported favorably upon his 
case. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was, 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
_ Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
“ by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ACKER. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 
‘Lhe motion was not agreed to. 


ROBERT H. BROWN. 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2470) granting a pension to Robert H. Brown, 
of Adair county, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs. the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Robert H. Brown, late a sergeant 
in twenty-fifth regiment Illinois volunteers, 
the pension to commence from the passage of 
the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it vas 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote 


ji 


| ing a pension to John 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN HEDDINGER. 


Mr. TURNER also, from the same Com- 
mittee, reported a bill(H. R. No. 2471) grant- 
eddinger ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the. pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Heddinger, late boatewain’s 
mate on the United States steamship Entaw,the 
pension to beat the rate of ten dollars a month 
from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on th 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr, STOUGHTON. IfI understand. the 
last case next but one, the soldier was on a 
furlough, and on the 4th of July had his 
hand injured by firing a cannon. I desire to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions if he intends to grant pensions in 
cases of that kind? Ifthat be the rule, I will 
know what kind of cases to present. He was 
not wounded in the line of his duty. 

Mr. MOORE. Iwant to tell the gentleman 
from Michigan that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions would not report favorably on any 
of these cases if there were not intrinsic mer- 
its to recommend them. I do not propose 
now to go into the details of cases which have 
been passed. If necessary I will make the 
motion to reconsider and lay upon the table 
in all these cases. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has been 
made in every case to reconsider and lay upon 
the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. ACKER, (at 
ten o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: 

By Mr. BIGBY: The petitions of Robert 
Hester, Richard F. Lyon, Thomas M. Daniel, 


| William Grant, William D. Orr, Cicero H. 


Sutton, B. D. Thomasson, Benjamin Jones, 
and Eralbert W. Miller, citizens of Georgia, 


| asking the removal of their political disabil- 


ities. 
By Mr. COX: The petition of George 
Wilkes and 97 others, citizens of New York 


city, against the further absorption of the pub- | 


lic lands by railroad or other corporations, 
and to have the residue set apart for the 
exclusive use of actual settlers. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of D. L. 
How and 71 others, of Minnesota, asking for 
the passage of House bill No. 13783. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of 
Thomas Weeks, for pay for services in the 
Mexican war. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Gideon 
M. Hazen, of Knoxville, Tennessee, for reim- 
bursement for cotton taken from him by the 
Union soldiers under General Burnside in the 
winter of 1863. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
Thomas McKean, A. E. McClees, Theodore 
Slater, McDaniel & Co., James C. Acheson, 
and 19 others, citizens of Washington county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the repeal of the spe- 
cial tax on the manufacture and sale of tobacco 
and cigafs, and favoring a uniform tax of six- 
teen cents per pound on tobacco, 

By Mr. tio 
Duke, of Catahoula parish, Louisiana. 


By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of, Charles: - 


B. Madden, asking the payment of - officer's: 
traveling expenses due him. seme 
By Mr. ORR: Petitions for mail: routes in 


Towa, from Eldora to State Center, Chero- 
kee to Sibley, and West Side to Sac City. ¿< 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The: peti- 
tion of J. H. Ransom & Co., E. Wilson & Cos, 
William Stott, William .L. Warren, and others, 
of Albany, State of New York, remonstrating 
against any increase of the tariff on tin plates. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of 
Samuel R. Anderson for removal of his dis- 
abilities. 

By Mr. WILSON, of Ohio: The petition 
of 56 citizens of Ironton, Ohio, praying the 
adoption by Congress of such measures as will 
bring the sufferings of the people of Persia 
before the public mind, and provide ways- and 
means for collecting and distributing to. the 
sufferers such charities as the benevolent may 


MOREY: The petition of O. B. | 


wish to bestow. : 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under. the 
rules, and: referred to the Committee on. the 
Post Office and Post Roads: a 

By Mr. BIGBY: A bill to. establish a post 
route from Elberton to Hartwell, in Georgia. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 24, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D., Chap- 
lain of the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. MORTON. As there is much morning 
business to-day, I suggest, unless some Senator 
desires the reading of the Journal, that the 
reading be dispensed with. ; i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
aga ite reading of the Journal will be dispensed 
with. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COLE. I desire to take up, subject 
to the morning business, the report of the 
conference committee on the legislative appro- 
priation bill. I hope we shall. be able: to get 
through with it in the morning hour, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California asks unanimous consent that 
the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the legislative appropriation bill be taken up, 
subject to the morning business. The Chair 
hears no objection. Petitions are now in order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I was going to ask the 
Senate to give me about fifteen minutes this 
morning to make some remarks on the postal 
talegraph bill, reported by me some weeks 


since. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
for petitions, the Senator from Minnesota de- 
sires to take up a bill on which he wishes to 
speak for about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MORTON. | I rise to a privileged ques- 


tion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. 


SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. MORTON. The Committee on Priv- 
| ileges and Elections, to whom were referred 
the credentials of Hon. Matthew W. Ransom, 
for a seat as Senator from the State of North 
Carolina, beg leave to report that they find 
the credentials in proper form, and that Mr. 
Ransom is entitled to take his seat. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Senate will now act upon that 
resolution. If there is objection, it requires 
unanimous consent for its consideration, the 
call still resting at petitions, i 

The resolution was agreed to: nem, Con. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. . If Mr. Ransom 
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is present he will advance to the chair of the 
Vice President and take the oaths of office. 

Mr. THURMAN. He isnot here yet. [Sub- 
sequently Mr. TaurMan said :] Mr. President, 
I desire to announce the presence of Mr. Rax- 
som, Senator-elect from North Carolina. 

Mr. Ransom then advanced to the Vice 
President’s desk escorted by Mr. THURMAN; 
and the oaths prescribed by law having been 
administered to him, he took his seat in the 
Senate. f 

Mr. THURMAN. I take the liberty of 
expressing the satisfaction that I am sure all 
will feel, that now, for the first time since 1861, 
every seat in this body is full; every State is 
represented. I think it is a matter that the 
country and the Senate may congratulate 
themselves upon. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial of a 
committee of the American Association for 
the Advancement of Science, in favor of estab- 
lishing an observatory and maintaing a scien- 
tific corps for one year or more at one of the 
highest points of the Pacific railroad, and 
particularly at the eastern rim of the Utah 
basin; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a resolution af 
the Legislature of Ohio opposing a reduction 
of the tariff on imported wool; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio relating to the construction of 
aship- canal around the fallsof Niagara within 
the territory of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, late soldiers in the Unitea States Army, 
praying for the equalization of bounties and 
the grant of bounty land; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COLE. I present a petition signed 
quite numerously by very influential business 
men in California, particularly in San Fran- 
cisco, asking for the abolition of the duty on 
tallow. I move its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY presented a memorial of 
citizens of the United States, remonstrating 
against the extension of the A. B. Wilson pat- 
ent on sewing machines; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Owen McCauley, of Washington, District of 
Columbia, praying that the sum of $450 be 
paid to him, which he claims was withheld 
from him as part of his pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the petition of 
Catharine Middleton, widow of John D- Mid- 
dleton, a soldier in the war of 1812 and 1814, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs, Frances A. Moore have leave 
to withdraw her petition and papers from the files 
of the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMIITEES, 


Mr. CARPENTER. 1 ‘submit a report 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, which I ask to have printed. It is a 
report upon the resolution sent to the Senate 
by the House of Representatives in regard to 
the respective powers of the two Houses as to 
revenue bills; and I move that three thousand 
extra copies of the report be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin, from the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, reports upon the question 
in regard to revenue bills between the two 
Houses, which was referred to that committee, 
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The report will be printed and laid on the 
table, and the motion to print three thousand 
extra copies will be referredto the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of shipping commissioners by the several 
cireuit courts of the United States to super- 
intend the shipping and discharge of seamen 
engaged in merchant ships belonging to the 
United States, and for the-farther protection 
of seamen, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of William 
J. Way, praying payment for property alleged 
to have been seized by the Army of the United 
States, have directed me to report adversely 
upon it. The committee are not satisfied that 
Mr. Way was during the war a loyal citizen of 
the United States. It seems that he held the 
position of postmaster in Georgia during the 
existence of the rebellion ; and furthermore, 
the claim is of a character which is cognizable 
by the southern claims commission, according 
to the testimony. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee 
will be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial 
of A. W. Moss, praying compensation for 
services as a member of the military custom- 
house board at Nashville, Tennessee, in 1863, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 
No. 1021) for the relief of A. W. Moss. 

The bill was read and passed to a seeond 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1022) relating to the claim of John B. 
Chapman ; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. 
No. 1023) granting the right of way through 
the public lands for the construction of a rail- 


| road and telegraph. to the Utah, Idaho, and 
| Montana Railroad Company; which was read 


twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leaveto introduce abill (S. No. 1024) 
for the relief of Amherst H. Wilder; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the conference 
report of the two Houses on the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
which was called up subject to the morning 
business, which is now concluded. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on’ the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do ree- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61 , 62, 64, 68, 
69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

. That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree to the 


same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6,line fifteen of the 
bill, strike out all after the word “fifty,” down to 
the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and in- 
sert in lieu the following: ‘‘ $3,422;”’ and the House 
agree to the same. . 

That the Senate recede frem their twelfth amend- | 


ment, and agree to the two clauses therein con- 
tained, with the following amendment: on page 3, 
after line eighteen of the bill, add the following 
words: *‘for messenger to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, $1.314;”’ and the House agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “ after,” in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word “ Con- 
gress,” in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: ‘the 4th day of March, 1875; ’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 3 

That the House recede from their amendment tọ 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment. — : 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House to the tifty-fifth, 
sixty-sixth, sixty-seventh, seventy-sixth, and eighty 
fourth amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendinent: 
in lieu of the words proposed to he stricken out 
insert the following: ‘for one clerk of class four, 
two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 
office, $7,240; ” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment, where it first occurs, the word 
“two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “four; ” 
and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment; in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “fifty” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ twenty-five;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu 
of the first clause of said House amendment the fol- 
lowing: “that a commission, consisting of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the chief engineer of the 
Army, and the officer in charge of public buildings 
and grounds, is hereby authorized and directed to 
examine and report to Congress prior to the second 
Monday of December next a plan by which the loco- 
motive railroad track in front of the western en- 
trance of the Capitol shall be removed, with due 
regard to the rights of all parties concerned, and by 
which proper connections with other railroads may 
be made;” and the House agree to the sume. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: substitute in lieu thereof the following: 
“that from and after the Ist day of July, 1872, the 
annual salaries of the Second Comptroller, of the 
Register, and of the supervising architect of the 
Treasury Department shall be $4,600 each; and the 
annual salary of the chief justice of the Court of 
Claims shall be $5,000, and the annual salary of the 
associate judges of the said court shall be $4,500 
each; and the annual salary of the chief justice of 
the supreme court of the Districtof Columbia shall 
be $5,000, and the annual salary of the associate 
judges of said court shall be $4,500 each; and a sum 
sufficient to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section to the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1873, is hereby appropriated;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same, 


€. COLE, 

JUSTIN $. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JAMES A. GARFIELD, 

F. CLARKE, 

WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COLE. Inquiry was made the other 
day as to the disposition of the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. Iam prepared to 
give an epitome of the action of the committee 
of conference on the votes of the two Houses. 

Committees of conference are appointed to 
adjust the disagreements that arise between 
the two Houses, and they are very often re- 
sorted to on bills of this nature, I mean appro- 
priation bills. The differences in this instance 
have not been verynumerous. The House of 
Representatives concurred in a very large num- 
ber of the amendments proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Those, however, upon which they dis- 
agreed came before the committee, and | may 
refer to them seriatim. 

The eighth amendment, as they are num- 
bered, relates to a clerk for the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and changes 
the whole amount appropriated in that para- 
graph by the amount of his salary. The 
Speaker desiring a private clerk, it was ac- 
corded to him by the conference committee. 

The twelfth amendment relates to the mes- 
| sengers of the House Commitiees on Appro- 
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priations and Ways and Means, from the dis- 
agreement to which the Senate recede, and it 
is amended by asking a messenger for the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
which is rendered necessary by the continued 
increase of the business of that committee 
and the want of some regular messenger, 
which we have felt very seriously. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Lest a wrong 
impression should be taken from the words of 
the Senator from California, I willsay that the 
Speaker of the House has always had this pri- 
vate clerk, but in the form of a messenger, 
and he has been paid: out of the contingent 
fund. Instead of that this merely allows it 
in the proper form and under the designation 
of a clerk. 

Mr. COLE. The explanation made by my 
colleague on the conference committee, the 
Senator from Vermont, is a very proper one 
to make. I am very glad he thought of it 
and made the explanation to the Senate. 

The thirteenth amendment reduces the ap- 
propriation for furniture for the House from 
$17,000 to $10,000, which it is believed, on 
further inquiry, will be found sufficient for the 
next fiscal year. 

The compensation of the foremen of print- 
ing and binding in the office of the Congres- 
sional Printer was increased. That isa case 
of an increase of salary from $1,800 to $2,100. 

Then there were some watchmen provided 
for public squares and circles under the charge 
of Congress in the upper portion of the city, 
the necessity for the care of which was appa- 
rent to many members of Congress; so the 
Senate yielded, and they are provided for. 

‘The twenty-seventh and the twenty-eighth 
amendments were relative to putting in, in the 
same language as it.occurred in the appropri- 
ation bill last year, provision for extra com- 
pensation to clerks in the Treasury. The bill 
provided such compensation, amounting to 
$22,500; and without changing the phrase- 
ology we allow the same amount as allowed 
this year. The amendment of the Senate 
changed the phraseology to meet, if possible, 
the case of the Register, which will be recol- 
lected by referring to the debate in the Senate 
on that point. : 

The twenty-ninth, thirtieth, and thirty-first 
amendments, from which the Senate recede, 
relate to the additional clerical force in the 
office of the Commissioner of Customs. 

The thirty-third amendment, in regard to 
which the House recede, relates to the addi- 
tional compensation alleged to be in the form 
of earniugs to the Register of the Treasury. 
The House receded from their clause and that 
provision is stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. How is it fixed now? 

Mr. COLE. I will come to that presently. 

The next amendment, the thirty-fourth, 
authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
employ not exceeding three persons to assist 
the regular officers in collecting taxes and 
dues which are withheld from the Treasury. 

The thirty-fifth amendment authorized the 
amount of $50,000 for the purchase of sta- 
tionery for the Treasury Department. 

The thirty-sixth amendment allows $25,000 
instead of $50,000 for furniture in the Treasury 
Department, the presumption being that that 
Department in these last years has been pretty 
well furnished, so that they can get along next 

_year with half the sum that was found in the 
original bill. 

The next relates to the subject of fuel for 
the same Department, which, of course, is 
allowed in accordance with the estimates. 

The next four or five amendments merely 
detail the force in the independent Treasury 
at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and St. 
Louis, prescribing the amount of compensation 
that is to be afforded to each of the persons 
employed in these several establishments, and 
is merely giving in detail the items of appto- 
priation, without increasing the amount in 
either case. 


: the conference committee, that clause having 


There are some other amendments of minor 
importance relating to watchmen at the mint 
in New Orleans, and one relating to the de- 
pository at Tucson, which I need not go into. 

Next comes the compensation for designated 
depositaries, of $5,000, which not having been 
allowed for several years was stricken out by 
the conference committee. - 

An appropriation of $20,000 for the mileage 
and expenses of the Legislature of Arizona 
Territory was allowed with a proviso that the 
contingent expenses should not exceed $400. 

The sixtieth amendment relates to the ap- 
propriation for the Interior Department, but 
does not change the total amount. 

The next amendment relates to a captain of 
the watch of the Interior Department being 
allowed, but the total amount is not increased 
for that Department. 

I skip over the amendment in relation to 
packing-boxes in the Interior Department, 
and the item for fitting up rooms and rent 
for the Pension Office, which is increased by 
about two thousand dollars in order to meet 
the extraordinary emergency of changing their 
business in part from the Patent Office build- 
ing to the Seaton House. 

For casual repairs of the Interior Depart- 
ment building the sum is reduced. from 
$15,000 to $10,000. 

The item for contingencies of the Land 
Office is reduced to $20,000 from $80,000, 
as it was in the bill. Then forty additional 
clerks for the Land Office were allowed by 


been put in by the House after the bill went 
back to that body, and after the Senate had 
acted upon it. It has been represented as 
very essential, and the committee recommend 
that the Senate recede upon that point. 

Some little changes were made in reference 
to the assistant examiners in the Patent Office, 
but no change in the amount of the appropri- 
ation for that department foliows. There are 
some changes in the phraseology of the act. 

Under the head of the Bureau of Educa- 
tion, the Senate amendment was agreed to, the 
House receding from its disagreement increas- 
ing the appropriation by a small amount. 

The salary of the chemist in the Agricul- 
tural Department was fixed at the sum of 
$2,500 as it was in the original bill as it came 
to the Senate. 

Another disagreement between the two 
Houses related to the amount to be used for 
the purchase of seeds for the Agricultural 
Department. It was left at $50,000—the 
mean between the numbers of $40,000 and 
$60,000. 

The clerical force that was required in the 
money-order office of the Post Otfice Depart- 
ment was reduced somewhat, so that the total 
sum for the additional service was $7,840 in 
place of $9,880 as was claimed to be neces- | 
sary by persons who had looked into the mat- 
ter. I believe the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads indorsed the larger amount; 
but on consideration it was thought the amount 
first named would be sufficient to meet the 
emergency, and provide for the requisite force 
in that office. 

The next relates to some improvements and 
supplies forthe Post Office Department, which 
are small items and not worth noticing in 
detail. 

In reference to the force in the War Depart- 
ment for the examination of the rebel archives, 
which has heretofore been paid out of the con- 
tingent fund for that Department, it was thought 
best io adopt the recommendation made by the 
House. which was based upon a document fur- 
nished by the Secretary of War, Executive Doc- | 
ument No. 161, which sets forth in detail more | 

| 


| fully than I could at this time the reasons why 


that force cannot be made specific and be de- 
tailed under the several beads that are found 
in the bill, Ihave notthe form of the amend- | 


} 
! 
i 
i 
i 
| 
ment before me; but if any one desires it, it | 


il can be read from the biil at the desk. 


The Paymaster General’s. clerical: force is 
reduced so that the amount for the same-is: 
$4,000 less than was voted by the House; the 
House receding from their disagreement tothe 
Senate amend ment. pE poii 

The proposition to purchase’ the two squares 
adjoining the grounds. in-front of the Capitél: 
was left in. the bill as the House put it after the 
bill left this body and remains as it was, every- 
body, I believe, being familiar with the formiof 
it, the amount. being restricted to $400,000 for 
the purchase of the property. That sumi is, 1 
believe, in addition to what may be obtained 
from the sale of the buildings, : f 

The last. subject is that-relating to- salaries. 
The amount of increased salaries that the Sen- 
ate provided for judges and the assistants in 
various Executive Departmentsof the Govern- 
ment was very large. The House disagreed 
to that amendment, and the compromise that 
was agreed upon between the two Houses—it 
is in the nature of that—is to increase the sal- 
aries of three of the executive officers, the 
Register, the Second Comptroller, and the 
arcbitect of the Treasury Department, from 
$8,000 each to $4,000. The salaries of the 
judges of the Court of Claims, of thejudges of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
were increased in this way; the salary of the 
chief justice in each case to $5,000; and the 
salaries of the associate justices to $4,500. 

These are about all the changes that have 
been undertaken by the committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was there in the 
original bill about the judges of this Dis- 
trict ? 

Mr. COLE. Nothing. 

Mr. CONKLING. l understand, the Sen- 
ate having amended the bill by incorporating 
a provision in reference to judges in other 
places, and having said nothing about the 
judges in this District, the conference: com- 
mittee have put in the judges in this District 
in lieu of judges elsewhere, neither the House 
nor the Senate having made any provision 
about the judges in this District, and have 
left out of the bill provisions that were in- 
serted in the Senate touching the salaries of 
judges-elsewhere. Am ['right in that? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. ` The confer: 
ence committee found the bill making appro- 
priations for all the district judges through- 
out the whole country, and the judges of the 
supreme court of this District occupy precisely 
the same position as the United States district 
judges in the several States. We struck out 
all those in the several States and included 
those in this District, for the sufficient reason 
that they had more business probably than 
any other judges in the whole country. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose. the Senator 
from Vermont will have no’ objection’ to as- 
swering my question; perhaps he has answered 
it; but I should like to know whether I am 
right in supposing that neither House having 
put anything in the bill touching thesupreme 
court judges.of the District of Columbia, the 
conference committee have reported in the bill 
provisions touching those judges. AmI right 
so far? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Well, it isa 
question whether they were included or not. 
It is a little doubtful. It seemed to be the 
opinion of some of the conferees that they. 
were included, and of others that they were 
not, and of all that they ought to be included. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire of the 
Senator, for information, under what phrase- 
ology was it the opinion of some of the con- 
ference committee that they were included t. 
By the description of ‘‘ district judges P” © - 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. es, sir 

Mr. CONKUING. Then I amend my státe- 
ment aud understanding in this way: the Sèn- 
ate having raised the salary of district judges 
the country over, the conference committee, 
either because that langoage did not mean: 
distriet judges, but did mean: the’ supreme 
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court judges of the-District of Columbia, or 
for some other reason, have put in the bill an 
elevation of salary for the judges of the 
supreme court. of the District of Columbia; 
and, as an offset to that, they have left out 
everything touching the pay of district judges 
themselves. The Senator does not respond 
to that.. The appropriate response for me is 
an expression of my gratitude to the commit- 
tee for leaving out the salaries of the district 
judges. That, I think, was a wise and humane 
act on the part of the conference committee. 

Whether the conference committee, under 
any latitude which has been given to the pow- 
ers of such committees, have a right to invent 
themselves a provision not contained in any 
way in the bill, to make out of the whole cloth 
a provision as to which the Houses did not 
differ, as to which the Houses did not agree, 
as to which the Houses took no action what- 
ever, is a question, regardless of this bill, of 
some importance, I think; and I must say 
that I do not believe the conference committee 
had any authority whatever to do that. Ido 
not believe they had any more right, however 
meritorious the provision may be, to import 
into the bill a new and original provision 
touching a subject not referred to by any pro- 
vision of the bill or any amendment of the 
bill, than they would have bad to put in the 
bill a provision touching the Ku Klux law or 
any other thing foreign to it; and I think it is 
of some importance that either here or pretty 
soon we should begin to define the limits of 
the powers of conference committees. It is a 
blind and objectionable way of legislating at 
best, for the reason, among others, that it 
brings the House to vote for or against tbe 
whole bill. And now, if, in addition to the 
very broad discretion necessarily committed 
to a conference committee, it isto be assumed 
that they may go at large in their own discre- 
tion over the whole field of legislative topics 
and introduce any new topic that they please, 
I submit to the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont that we are entering upon a dangerous 
departure in a field already pretty precarious. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I should like to 
know what the measure introduced, to which 
the Senator refers, is. I have been out of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am referring to this: 
a committee of confarence has reported the 
legislative and executive appropriation bill; 
that bill left the House and lett the Senate 
and went to a conference committee contain- 
ing no provision touching the salaries of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia; it 
did contain provisions touching the salaries 
of other judges. The conference committee 
has eliminated from the bill all provisions 
touching the salaries of district judges and 
of such judges as either of the two Houses 
had included or referred to in the bill, and in 
lieu of the provisions thus disregarded and 
stricken out, the committee has mtroduced, 
of its own accord, provisions raising the pay 
of the judges of the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and at the moment when 
the Senator put his question I was comment- 
ing upon the safety or the danger of confer- 
ence committees undertaking not only to deal 
with everything in the bill, not only to change, 
as conference committees have sometimes 
done heretofore, matters upon which the two 
Houses had agreed, as well as to compose 
disagreements, but going beyond that and 


inventing themselves fresh and original pro- j 


visions touching topics not referred to in 
any way by either House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . I can call the attention 
of my friend to a much broader operation of 
{that kind than the one to which he refers. 
The one to which he refers arose on an amend- 
ment of the Senate, and it might be argued 
possibly that in readjusting that amendment 
other things might be included; I do not say 
it could truly. But when we turn to the 
forty-second printed page of the bill in the 


| last print of the House of Representatives we 
find that the amendment of the Senate pro- 
posed there was to make the expenses of the 
cash system, maps, diagrams, &c., of the Gen- 
eral Land Office $20,000 instead of $30,000. 
The House had allowed $30,000 for a variety 
of expensés of that kind, and advertising, 
telegraphing, &c. Now the conference com- 
mittee has provided that instead of being 
$20,000 it shall be $92,000, or something like 
that, and that forty clerks of class one, I 
believe—no matter what the class is—shall be 
appointed in that Department, additional 
clerks, having no reference to any partof the 
item to which we made the amendment for 
reducing the expense of advertising, &e. We 
proposed to change the word ‘‘thirty’’ to 
‘t twenty’ in the sum to be allowed for these 
little expenses, and upon that the committee 
put on a clause providing for forty new clerks 
in the Land Office. 

Mr. SAWYER. If my friend will allow me, 
the House in their consideration of this bill 
subsequent to its passage by the Senate, I un- 
derstand, adopted that amendment of forty 
clerks, and it was done by the action of the 
House as an amendment to one of our amend- 
ments, so that it was not new matter in any 
sense. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see. 

Mr. CONKLING. While the Senator is 
looking that matter up, I beg to make this ob- 
servation: Ido not think the Senator from 
Vermont cites so strong a case as the other, 


” 


matter interposed in the bill was considered in 
the Senate. It was adversely considered, to 
be sure; the Senate voted it down; but the 
consideration of the subject had taken place, 
and thus it entered into the process and pro- 
ceeding which resulted in the bill. Now, if 
a committee of conference taking up a topic 
like that deal with it, I humbly conceive they 
have not strayed so far from the ordinary track 
of conference committees as they do when they 
take up something which has never been con- 
sidered at all. It seems to me that that pre- 
sents even a broader case than the one cited by 
the Senator from Vermont, even if he be right 
in his recollection of the facts; but if the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina is right, that the 
House adopted that amendment, then certainly 
it must be conceded that it was within the ad- 
mitted jurisdiction of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It makes it worse, as I 
will show you in a minute, if my friend is right 
about the facts. 

Mr. CONKLING. That may be for some 
reason that does not occur to me. It seems to 
me at first sight, the House having insisted 
upon this, the Senate having voted it down, it 
might be deemed one of the things considered 
not only by one House, but by both Houses, 
and one of the things upon which the two 
Houses disagreed ; whereas the other matter 
to which I have called attention is one to which 
not the slightest reference was made in either 
House, and I repeat that if a.conference com- 
mittee is to be indulged in that, then | know 
not any limit to the provisions which may be 


however proper or simple the bill may be when 
committed to them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This con- 
ference report may be all put in a nutshell. 
The conferees on the part of the Senate were 
desirous to carry out the wishes of the Senate. 
We had made very large appropriations for 
additional salaries to which the House seemed 
to be inexorably opposed. The Senate had 
provided an increase of the salaries of all the 
district judges throughout the whole coun- 
try. It was by a mere inadvertence that the 
supreme court of this district was not in- 
eluded. Everybody will concede that if these 


were of paramount importance on account of 
the work that they do, for there are not half 


even as he puts it, and for the reason that the | 


introduced by a conference committee in a bill, | 


other judges’ salaries should be raised, these | 


of the judges of the district courts of the 
United States that begin to do the amount of 
work that the supreme court judges of thig 
District perform. 

Now, the subject being that of the increase 
of the salaries of judges, and these judges per- 
form the same kind of labor, only more of it, 
the committee on the part of the Senate thought 
it was just and proper, if almost the entire 
amendment of the Senate was to be stricken 
out, that some little part of it should be saved, 
and it was with that view that these were 
included. 

In relation to the other amendment about 
which fault is found by my colleague, I think 
it will be ascertained that it is not any increase 
of the present force, that it is merely provid- 
ing for what now exists under a different form. 
It is entirely immaterial to me what the Sen- 
ate does with it, for the principle upon which 
the conferees on the part of the Senate went 
was that of general economy, and they have 
made the bill, so far as they were able, to con- 
form with the judgment of the Senate. 

I will only add in a single word that my 
impression is that it is not the points here that 
are brought before the Senate which are really 
aimed at in the attempt to overturn the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think my colleague 
saying that, ought to state whathe means. If 
he means that Senators are not in earnest who 
have spoken on this subject, he ought to say 
what he thinks they do mean. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There are a 
great many other thiogs embraced in the re- 
port, and J did not mean anything more than 
to say that I thought there were some other 
portions of the report to which gentlemen 
were hostile rather than the points selected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All I wish to say as to 
this forty clerks business is this: I find it to 
be as the Senator from South Carolina stated 
it in substance, that we had proposed to reduce 
the $30,000 appropriated for cash sysiem, 
maps, diagrams &c., to $20,000, making the 
total appropriated for the General Land Office 
$244,560, and sent the biil back with that 
amendment, changing the word ‘‘ thirty” to 
twenty.” The House of Representatives say, 
that being our sixty-sixth amendment, that 
they wish to amend that by inserting, after the 
word ‘dollars,’ in the clause to which I have 
just referred, in line ten hundred and thirty, 
not after the words ‘twenty thousand,” but 
in the text— 

To bring up arrearages of work in the Land 
Office by the employment of forty clerks of class 
one, for one year only, $48,000. 

There was a provision which was not con- 
tained in the House bill when it was sent to 
us originally. It was proposed here as an 
amendment; but the House of Representa- 
tives had nothing to do with that. It could 
not affect their action either way that a motion 
had been made here to put in a provision 
similar tothat, and that the Senate had decided 
not to doit. Instead of that we decided to 
reduce the $80,000 to $20,000. It was not 
proposed to put it in in that place either; but 
we decided to reduce this miscellaneous ex- 
pense by $10,000 with a view to economy—to 
have them a little more strict in their expend- 
itures. The bill goes back to the House of 
Representatives. They turn around and say 
we disagree to that ‘‘twenty,’’ and propose to 
amend by adding in another place, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” an entirely new and fresh 
proposition in the text of the bill that they 
had not submitted tous before, and which had 
nothing whatever to do with the amendment 
we had proposed, which was the reduction of 
a sum of money appropriated to altogether 
different purposes entirely. They proposed 
to change the text of the bill which they had 
sent to us, and which in that respect we had 
sent back to them, cxactly as they had passed 
it, by sending us a fresh proposition, 

I undertake to maintain, without the fearof 
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contradiction, that that was a thing which the 
House of Representatives had no right what- 
ever to do. And as that body is standing 


latterly, I understand, somewhat largely upon ` 


its privileges—I believe I do not violate any 
parliamentary law in going thus far—it would 
perhaps not be amiss for the Senate, if it has 
any privileges left, to stand up for them a 
little. Therefore the House of Répresentatives 
having sent an amendment of that kind to us 
went entirely beyond their jurisdiction. I do 
not say—because I intend always in these dis- 
cussions to be perfectly candid—but that our 
having agreed to the conference which they 
asked upon the whole bill, and without indi- 
cating what they had done at all (and we ought 
never to agree to another conference in that 
way) may be a waiver of our right to refuse to 
entertain that subject at all. Possibly so; but 
TI wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
this to show that legislation ought not to be 
allowed to go on in this way. 

The House of Representatives send us a bill 
which, in a certain respect, we pass just as 
they have sent it. We wish to amend it in 
some other respect. They take up that other 
respect which has nothing to do with the sub- 
ject they wish to add, and send us back a bill 
which, on a point like this or any other point 
they might choose on the same principle to 
putin, is a total departure from the provisions 
that the original bill contains. It is contrary 
to the parliamentary principle; it is contrary 
to all wholesome legislation. So much for that. 

Mr. COLE. On that point, if my friend will 
allow me, I wish to say, not in vindication of 
the House, but in explanation of this matter, 
that the amendment they made is really con- 
nected with ours, and the reduction of the 
amount from $30,000 to $20,000 related to 
the same subject. So that I think the objec- 
tion on that point isa little fine and rather 
technical. I think the amendment here relates 
directly to the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will do 
himself the trouble to read the paragraph, he 
will find that he is altogether mistaken. It 
has not from beginning to end the slightest 
reference to the force in that department, or 
to the appointment or employment. of. avoy- 
body. The provision for the Land Office 
clerks is in an entirely different part of the 
bill and is notin. that paragraph at all. 
agreed to that just as the House of Represent- 
atives had passed it. Now, when we under- 
take to reduce the little miscellaneous ex- 
penses for maps, if you please, or furniture in 
the office from thirty to twenty thousand dol- 
lars, they make that the occasion of import- 
ing a fresh provision increasing the force. 
They might create, upon the same principle, 
an entirely new department if we undertook 
to diminish the contingent expenses in some 
office. It is totally indefensible, I take leave 
to say again, upon every principle of parlia- 
mentary propriety and upon every principle 
which governs the privileges of the two 
Houses, as I understand it. 

There are one or two other things in this 
report which are somewhat extraordinary, it 
must be said. ; 
call the attention of the Senate. It is a small 
matter, to be sure; it does not take a great 
deal of money out of the Treasury; but for the 
first time I believe in the history of this Gov- 
ernment the House of Representatives have 
put into this bill and sent over to us a provision 
for the appointment of a messenger to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the pay- 

- ment of $1,814 to him, and a messenger to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and to pay 
him $1,314, taking out of the organization of 
the House the regular appointment of messen- 
gers, and setting up for these two particular 
committees over there, just like the clerk of a 
committee, a special man who. shall be ap- 
pointed -by that committee, who shall not be 
responsible to the Sergeant-at-Arms. of the 
House,. but shall be the executive officer, 80 to 


We | 


Here is one to which [ wish to. 
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speak, the sheriff, or whatever you may call 
him, of the particular committee; a thing never 
heard of or proposed before that I know of. 

The Committee on Appropriations of. the 
Senate rejected the two items, and IJ think I 
am not saying too much when I say without 
any difference of opinion about it, as a thing 
totally unwarranted, although it did relate to 
the method of the House carrying on its own 
business. But as it changed the law entirely, 
and upset the organization of their methods 
of carrying on affairs, we felt entirely justified 
in striking itout; and afterward it was struck 
out in the Senate without any opposition or 
question from anybody, and sent back to the 
House, and they insist. Now the conference 
comes. What does the conference committee 
do? It does the simple little thing of having 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
these two provisions of the House bill, and 
agree to the same with another provision, over 
in the Senate part of the bill, that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate shall 
have exactly such a fellow for them. So that 
the gain for the public interest that the Senate 
has made in rejecting this innovation, injurious 
to the public interest and disturbing in every 
way, has been that another man is saddled 
upon us of that kind! 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. Is he not willing that the 
House may ride, if the Senate may ride, too? 
{Jaughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not willing that 
the House of Representatives shall ride the 
public, even if we can have the same privilege. 
Iam opposed to either House having this priv- 
ilege, and I beg leave to say for one, as one 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that the necessity of a messenger specially 
appropriated to us is entirely a delusion. We, 
like every other committee of this body, when 
we meet, or when we need anything to be 
done that a messenger is to do, have a whole 
corps of messengers here, under the direction 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, at our command. 
We may have half a dozen, if we need them, 
on a given occasion; we always have one 
on the proper occasion when we need him. 
Therefore, there is no more ground for setting 


the Committee on Appropriations in this body, 
than there is for the Committee onthe Judi- 
ciary, the Committee on Rules, or any other 
of the twenty or thirty or forty committees we 
have. And you create feeling among the em- 
ployés of a body like this, if they find that one 
man has an aristocratic position of that kind, 
that he can stand around all the day except 
just when we are sitting, that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms cannot ask him to wait on anything or 
anybody else; he is not subject to his orders 
in any way. It produces a just feeling of 
inequality and unfairness among those that 
we employ, and it is a tax upon the Treasury 
without the slightest necessity. If the whole 
body of messengers of the Senate are not suf 
ficient to transact the publie business, then let 
us according to the ordinary way provide for 
another one who may be subject to the orders 
| of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and let him be made 
to earn the money that we pay. 

But, as [ said, of course in dollars and cents 


matter to spend a great deal of time about; 
but it is a thing which involves a principle to 
which I confess I am entirely unwilling to 
assent, 

Then, Mr. President, here is another pro- 
vision which is a little odd which relates to 
the House of Representatives. Ido not. re- 
member precisely where it is in the bill, but I 
can explain it. 


a day,as I have the print of it. As I bavethe 
print of the bill made by the House of Rep- 


up a special messenger to’ be appointed by | 


for this particular moment it is but a small į 


The House passed a clause | 
providing tor a clerk to the Speaker at $5 76 | 


ł 


ments, it appears that we made no question 
upon that and let it go to the House, but-at the 
end of the clause after the words “ Sergearit- 
at-Arms, $4,320,” oar eighth amendment was’: | 
Provided, That hereafter he [the' Sergeant-at- 
Arms] shall receive directly or indirectly no fees or 
other compensation. or emolument whatever: for 
performing the duties of the office, or in connection 
therewith, otherwise than as aforesaid. ` oe 


The committee of conference hanging on to 
that amendment as the jurisdiction for it; tak- 
ing its limitation of the power of the Sergeant 
at-Arms as jurisdiction, provide for changing 
the language in the text of the House. bill— 
‘t clerk to Speaker at $5 76 per day’’—so that 
it will read, ‘‘ Clerk at the Speaker's table; at 
$5 76 per day ; private secretary to the Speaker, 
$2,102 per annum.” ` 

So that the gain we have made in that part 
of the bill by putting a limitation on the fees 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms has been that the text 
of the bill in another place is amended by add- 
ing to the force of the House of Representa- 
tives a private secretary for the Speaker, which 
the bill does not appear to have contained 
before. That was entirely outside of the juris- 
diction of the conference committee, clearly. 
Of course it is a small matter. If the House 
of Representatives wished to give the Speaker 
a private secretary they probably had only to 
say so in a regular bill;° but that would not 
authorize the committee of conference. to’ be 
sticking in a private secretary for everybody 
that wanted one, whether it was necessary or 
not, unless it was a subject committed to their 
consideration ; and the excuse for it, as I see 
from the print, unless there be a mistake, 
which I have not discovered, is that we under- 
took to provide the usual limitation upon the 
fees of the Sergeant-at-Arms. That was the 
jurisdiction for the conference committee pro- 
viding a private secretary for the Speaker. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow ma 
a moment? Jn the deficiency bill the private 
secretary of the Speaker is provided for by 
sang That was the reason he was put in this 

ill, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is no reason at all 
on the subject I am talking about. I am not 
discussing the question whether the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives ought to have 
a private secretary or not. I am discussing 
the right of a conference committee to import 
into the text of a bill (where no provision’ or 
alteration is made and which, we passed just 
as the House passed it for a clerk to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives) a 
fresh and additional provision that he shall 
have a private secretary too. : 

Mr. SAWYER. My impresston is that the 
House put that in when they acted on’ our 
amendments. : P 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose they did. Iam 
taking the print as they printed it: If they 
did they stand on the same category as to the 
forty clerks. They have undertaken toamend 
the bill in respect in which we did not touch it 
at all; we had agreed to it; and that being 
agreed to, neither House had the slightest 
right to alter it any more than they had after 
it was sent to the President of the United 
States—much less, indeed. I hope the Sen- 
ator does not understand me as making war 
upon my good friend, Speaker Buains, having 
a private secretary if he wants one. That is 
a question which I leave to the judgment of 
the House of Representatives. I am on the 
propriety and regularity of doing business in 
this way. And the fact that there is a'pro- 
vision in the deficiency bill, which has not yet 
passed, that may give the Speaker a private 
secretary, it seems to me is rather a remote 
argument for upholding a proposition of this 

ind, i 

Now, I will go over to the subject of salaries. 
We had provided upon principles of equality 
and justice, and in every case J believe by a 
very large vote of the Senate, for. increasing’ 
the salaries of perhaps two dozen of the lead- 


| resentatives after we passed it with amend- || ing bureau. officers, “including: the Assistant: 
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Secretaries of the several Executive Depart- 


ments, the highest next to the Secretaries, and 
whose salaries required to be increased prob- 
ably. as much as the salary of any person in 
the Government—that the Second Comptroller, 
the Register, the Auditors, the Commissioner 
of Customs, the supervising architect, the As- 
sistant Postmasters General, the superintend- 
ent of the money-order business, the Commis- 
sioner of. the General Land. Office, the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion, and the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
and the Solicitor of the Treasury, should have 
$4,000 salary. We put them all on the same 
footing. The Senate being of that opinion, the 
conference committee, in order to compose the 
difference with the House of Representatives, 
has, it seems, selected only three gentlemen 
among all these, none of them Assistant Secre- 
taries; but they have taken the Second Comp- 
troller, the Register, and the supervising archi- 
tect of the Treasury, and have raised their 
salaries from $3,500 to $4,000, a mere noth- 
ing so far as the increase goes, nothing which 
is of any great benefit to them; but they have 
picked out these three persons and said that 
the proper principle of compromise on the 
question of increasing salaries, which no man 
would dispute is proper if this is the time to 
increase salaries at all, is to produce harmony 
between the two Houses by selecting three 
special favorites, giving them the money, and 
denying it to all the others. I say that is 
wrong, and as I think it is wrong I shall vote 
to disagree with this report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL I am very glad that 
attention has been called to the report of this 
committee of conference, and I do hope that 
the Senate will pay sufficient attention to it to 
see what it is, and to see the abuses that are 
likely to grow out of adopting reports of com- 
mittees of conference without examination. 

The theory of a committee of conterence, if 
I understand it, is this: they are to consider 
questions upon which the two Houses have 
disagreed, and they have no jurisdiction of 
anything else except upon the question of 
disagreement between the two Houses. The 
committee is appointed to consider and con- 
fer in regard to those questions about which 
the Houses disagree, in order, if possible, to 
bring about an agreement. 

Now, sir, what have we presented to us? 
The question is not whether the amendments 
proposed by this committee of conference are 
right or wrong; but the question is, whether 
the committee of conference had any jurisdic- 
tion to do what it has done; whether either 
the House of Representatives or the Senate 
has ever passed upon questions that are, now 
submitted to us for the first time and not 
capable of amendment. When a committee 
of conference present their report, the only 
question submitted to the Senate is, will the 
Senate agree to the report. No one can move 
to amend that report or change it in any 
respect, and the Senate is brought to a direct 
vote upon agreeing to the report and every- 
thing contained in it, or rejecting it. Now I 
suppose this report contains, perhaps, fifty 
propositions. I have not counted them, but 
there were ninety-three amendments, I think, 
made by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the deficiency appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate, the pending 
question being on the motion of the Senator 
from Delaware, [ Mr. Bayarp, ] to lay upon the 
table the amendment in regard to the Court 

` of Claims offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morriit.] The Chair also de- 
sires to state that this day at one o’clock was 
set apart for the consideration of the bill 
reported. by the: joint select Committee on 
Alleged Outrages in- the Southern States, 
The antagonism the Senate will take notice 
of. Tbe deficiency bill is before the Senate. 
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Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate may con- 
sent to go on, by unanimous consent, with this 
conference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to passing over the unfinished business 
informally until some Senator demands the reg- 
ular order, soas to conclude action, if possible, 
on the conference report? 

Mr. SCOTT. My only desire is that the 
bill alluded to by the Chair should not lose its 
place. I have no objection to its being passed 
over informally, subject to be called up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not yet 
before the Senate. The antagonism will come 
up when the conference report is disposed of. 

Mr. SCOTT. The bill now before the Senate 
is one that may consume the rest of the day, 
and I only wish that that bill shall not lose its 


place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has lost its 
place now, because the deficiency bill is up in 
antagonism to it, being the unfinished business. 
But if it is laid over to allow the conference 
report to be acted on, when the deficiency bill 
is called up the Chair will again state the 
antagonism to the Senate, so that they may 
lay the deficiency bill on the table and go on 
with the Senator’s bill, if they desire. 

Mr. SCOTT. I shall claim the privilege 
during the day of having that bill taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a simple 
suggestion. I think the conference committee 
must be satisfied, on reflection and considera- 
tion, to concede that in one particular at least 
they have gone beyond the powersof a confer- 
ence committee. I was about to suggest to 
my honorable friend from California whether 
he had not better let the conference report 
go over, The conferees not having been dis- 
charged, and neither House having acted on 
the conference report, they probably may on 
further conference avoid the difficulty that has 
arisen in regard to some of the items in this 
conference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator suggest a recommitment of the report? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that it be done 
by consent in order to expedite business. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Tllinois is entitled to the floor on the confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not desire to take 
up time. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business is informally passed over, and the 
Senator from Illinois will continue. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall oceupy but a 
moment. Perhaps the course suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio may be the best one; 
but it is a very important matter, I think, that 
it should be understood by all conference 
committees that they are not to introduce new 
matter into a conference report; matter that 
the two Houses have not had a chance to 
disagree about at all. 

I shall not go over the cases that have been 
pointed out by the Senator from New York 
and the Senator from Vermont, because the 
attention of the Senate is already called to 
them; but there is one thing to which I think 
the attention of the Senate has not been called, 
of which the conference committee ought to 
have jurisdiction, which I hope they will 
change when they come to reconsider this 
report; and it is in regard to the salaries of 
judges. It will be remembered that the Senate 
fixed the salaries of the judges of the Court 
of Claims at $5,000, and also the judges of 
the district courts at $5,000. The committee 
of conference have changed the salaries of 
the judges of the Court of Claims in this way: 
they have put the salary of the chief justice 
of the Court of Claims at $5,000, and strack 
down the salaries of the other judges of the 
Court of Claims to $4,500. Now, as the law 
stands at present. 

Mr. COLE. Does my honorable friend say 
that it was not within the province of a confer- 
ence committeeto compromise that difference? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say any such 


thing. I said it was a matter they had juris- 
diction of. 
Mr. COLE. I did not understand the Sen- 


ator. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was saying that I 
hoped when this report came up to be consid- 
ered again the committee of conference would 
change this feature of the report. The sal- 
aries of the judges of the Court of Claims are 
$4,000, and have-been from the beginning, as 
now, fixed by law. I wish the Senator trom 
California would bear in mind that there is no 
distinction, and never has been, between the 
chief justice of the Court of Claims and the 
other judges of that court in point-of salary. 
They are all alike at $4,000. Now, why, for 
the purpose of adding dignity to the chief 
justice, the conference committee should 
retain the amendment put on by the Senate at 
$5,000 for him, and strike the others down to 
$4,500, I do not know. If it was necessary 
to throw a little additional dignity upon the 
chief justice by giving him a little more than 
the others, I think we had better have put his 
salary at $4,500; but I know no reason why 
that additional $500 was necessary. There 
has never been such a distinction hitherto in 
reference to that court. 

Mr. COLE. Not in reference to that court; 
but the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary knows that there is such a provis- 
ion in reference to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and in reference also to the 
supreme courts of the several States; and it 
is a very common thing to make a distinction, 
not on the ground of dignity, but on the ground 
of responsibility. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the acicines can give the reasons 
better than I can. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
California knows of any additional responsi- 
bility he knows more than Ido. If he knows 
also of a distinction in the salaries of the 
judges in the courts between the Chief Justice 
and his associate justices in the respective 
States, he knows more than I do. It may be 
the case in some of the States; I am not 
aware of any such distinction in my State; 
but there has never been such a distinction 
in the Court of Claims, and I hope the Sen- 
ator from California will insist on putting 
them all at $5,000, and that it shall not be 
made a reason for putting the others at 
$4,500 in order to give the Chief Justice a 
little additional dignity by way of having him 
receive more than the other judges of that 
court. They all ought to have $5,000. If it 
is necessary to make a distinction, I hope it 
will be made by adding $500 to the Chief 
Justice above $5,000. E was very sorry to 
see these salaries stricken down in that way; 
and as I infer from the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that this report will be recom- 
mitted, I hope that that matter will be taken 
into consideration, and I will not take further 
time if that is the understanding of the Sen- 
ate, But if there is to be a contest about it I 
have some other things to say. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think it is evident this 
report will not receive the indorsal of the 
Senate without a great deal of discussion. E 
move, therefore, that the report berecommitted 
to the committee of conference. 

Mr. THURMAN, Lonly want to make one 
remark. I concur entirely in the view which 
has been expressed that a conference commit- 
tee transcends its power when it introduces a 
new subject into a bill. I am not going to dis- 
cuss that subject. I only want to state this 
fact: I happened to be on two conference 
committees, each of which did that very thing, 
against what [ thought was right and against 
my protest; but it was said by the House 
managers on each of those committees that 
it was the settled practice in the House to 
do that thing, and that the House would not 
give itup. Now, whether they will or not I do 
not know. If we can get them to give it up 
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and come back to the right practice, of a con- 
ference committee only deciding upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, it will be 
ifa consummation devoutly to be wished.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. . May I ask the Senator 
a question? Did he say it was insisted on the 
part of the. House. that the conferees had a 
right not only to consider matters on which 
the two Houses might have disagreed, but to 
introduce new and original matter ? 

Mr. THURMAN, [I did not speak of what 
the House had done, but the House managers 
on those two committees of which I spoke 
asserted that it had been again and again ruled 
by the House that it was proper to put in new 
matter, and they cited a great many instances. 
I think, however, they nearly all occurred 
here during the war, and when there was an 
exigency for putting things through in a hurry. 

I know in those cases they put in entirely 
new matter. Take the case of the govern- 
ment of this District, the conference com- 
mittee reported almost entirely a.new bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did it not all relate to 
matter which had been considered by the two 
Houses? . 

Mr. THURMAN. No, I think it went far 
beyond that. It was, in fact; a new measure. 
It passed both Houses in that way by agreeing 
to the conference committee report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask a question? Was there not a total 
disagreement as to the whole bill between the 
two Houses ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I think not. Ikdow that 
I objected to it, and I did not agree to the 
report in either case, for I thought it was all 
wrong. I thought we had nothing to do but to 
report on the disagreeing votes; but I was 
overruled, and both those bills passed both 
branches. - I shall be very glad to do anything 
to bring the House to the right position. 

Mr: POMEROY. I think there is some 
importance attached to this matter as a pre- 
cederit, and it is only as a precedent perhaps, 
F do not think committees of conference have 
any right to put in matters that were not dis- 
agreed. to either by one House or the other ; 
but the Senator from Vermont has spoken o 
one item in this report to which I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate. He spoke of the 
additional clerks for the Land Office authorized 
by this report of the committee of conference, 
but that is an item which was put into the 
House bill, and a committee of conference, if 
the Senate does not waive its right, has juris- 
diction over everything that was disagreed to 
between the two Houses. When a bill origin- 
ates in the House of Representatives and 
comes here, and we amend it and send it back 
to the House, and they put in new matier, 
we have the right to decline a conference until 
we have examined their new matter, but if we 
accede to the conference we waive that right, 
and then it is a disagreeing vote between the 
two Houses, and a subject of conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is? 

Mr. POMEROY. I will state the case. A 
bill originates in the House of Representatives, 
comes here, and is amended, it goes to the 
Howse, and they put new matter into it, 
as in this case; we have a right to dissent 
from their request for a conference until we 
examine the new items; but if we waive that 
right and agree to the conference, all the dis- 
agreeing votes area subject-matter of confer- 
etice: ‘The House did in this instance put some 
new thatterinto the text of the bill after it had 
been sent to them aad after we had amended 
it. Our proper course would have been to 
have declined ‘the conference and refused to 
consider their: new matter, but as we did 
not decline the conference but acceded to it, 
then the disagreeing votes between the two 
Houses, all of them, were the proper subject 
of conference. That, however, does not au- 
thorize'a committee to put in new matter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
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me to inquire of him if the attention of the 
Senate was called at all to new provisions put 
into the bill? Did we agree to.a conference 
in reference to a matter that we had never 
heard of? 

Mr. POMEROY. We did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. I do not know who had 
charge of this bill, but I am very sure that the 
person having it in charge if it had been. my- 
self would have considered it a duty to bring 
to the notice of the Senate the fact that new 
matter was put into the bill of which the Sen- 
ate had no knowledge. We should have been 
informed of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to understand | 
the Senator from Kansas there. I made no 
point such as he is now discussing of the House 
having put-in new matter and a conference 
having been ordered. I ask the Senator does 
he mean by his remark to assert or imply that 
one House having proposed a bill, and the 
other House having agreed to the text precisely 
as it stood, so that the text is complete be- 
tween that. two Houses, then the conference 
committee may change that? 

Mr. POMEROY. No, I did not say any 
such thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does he mean to say 
that that having occurred, and the bill going 
back to the House in which it originated, that 
House may change items upon which the two 
Houses have agreed, and that when they do so, 
and we not knowing it grant a conference 
committee, that, too, is within the scope of 
the committee? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is our business to 
know when the bill comes back to us that they 
have put in new matterand sentit here. It isa 
bill then before the Senate. We may proceed | 
with the new matter that they have put before 
us and we may ask a conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. POMEROY. If we ask a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
then we have a right to proceed with the new 
matter that they have put in and put it all in 
the hands of a committee of conference. 

Mr. CONKLING, [agree with my friend 
entirely as he now states it, where the House 
adds new matter and we grant a conference, 
that new matter upon which only one House 
has acted has béen held repeatedly to be em- 
braced within the powers of the conference 
committee; but when the House adds new 
matter by way of changing what both Houses | 
have agreed to and completed, then I submit 
to the Senator it gives rise to a very different 
question. 

Mr. POMEROY. When the House of Rep- 
resetitatives have changed what both Houses 
have agreed to, it is simply new matter. It 
may be of more or less importance. In this 
instance it amounts to the importance of 
$48,000; in some instances it might be very 
little; but in regard to the principle of the thing 
it is no matter whether much or little. The 
House did add to the text of the bill as they 
originally passed it and as the Senate agreed to 
it. When it came here from the House, I say 
we had a right to consider that new matter, 
or we had a right to waive it and put it into 
the hands of the conference committee. We 
chose to put it into the hands of a conference 
committee, and therefore it was all a subject 
of conference; but the conference committee 
have no power over new matter not embraced 
in the disagreeing votes of either House. 
That is a clear law established by all parlia- 
mentary usage. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Mr. President—— : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen+ 
ator from Maine proceeds, the Chair will state 
how this conference came to be agreed to. The 
House of Representatives acted on the amend- 
ments of the Senate, agreeing to some and dis- 
agreeing to others and concurring in others 


with amendments, and when they concluded, 
asked a conference onthe disagreeing votes. - 


The bill came back with that: message; the: 
new amendments made by the House. of Rep 
resentatives were not read, and the conference | 
asked for by the House was agreed to by the 
Senate; and the conference committee was. ` 
raised, : ; } pani i 

Mr. HAMLIN. | I desire to detain the Senate 
butasingle moment: Ido not propose to gointo 
a discussion of this matter, but I wish. to state 
what is my recolleetion of the practice of the 
Senate. First, let me say I can have no earthly 
doubt that it is not competent for a committee 
of conference tointroduce one single new-word 
of matter into: their report. . That which has. 
been concurrently agreed to by both branches 
certainly cannot be changed by a committee 
of conference. The decisions of this body: on 
that point are as plenty as autumnal leaves. 
One would suppose, then, that ought to be. sat- 
isfactory.. Bat when I come to the other side 
of the question, your conférence committees 
have time and time again incorporated new 
matter into their reports; we have had full 
knowledge of it; we have passed them and the 
new matter has become a law. The precedent, 
therefore, of the Senate is just what the will of. 
the Senaie is upon the given subject before it, 
and itis nothing else. .Itss this to-day, and 
it will be that to-morrow. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, sir, it ig so, and E 
now call to mind—I will not name it, but fesan 
show it to Senators # they want to find it— 
where there was an opposition gotten up to 
the report of a committee of conference be- 
cause they had incorporated new matter in it, 
and it was recommitted, and the leading Sen- 
ators who made objection to the bill because 
new matter was incorporated in it were put 
upon the committee of conference, and they 
reported it back with the precise amendment 
in it, and it wasagreed to by the Senate. That 
case has existed since I have been here. . 

So this matter of precedent can be quoted 
both ways in numerous cases, but the law is as 
I have stated it, in my judgment; and the law 
has a reason for it: when we have agreed toa 
long bill concurrently with the House and there 
are sundry amendments on which we have dis- 
agreed and it goes to acommittee of conference, 
the question upon the report of that committee 
is taken in the whole. - Now, if.they.ineorpo- 
rate new matter in the bill, they may compel 
me to vote foran amendment of new matter to 
which I am opposed, or to vote againsta hundred 
other propositions in the main bill that I know 
ought to be passed for the welfare of the coun- 
try, and they put me in that condition. There- 
fore no new matter ought, in my judgment, ever 
to be incorporated ina conference committee’ s 
report; and yet it is done, I repeat, over and 
over again. i 

Mr. COLE. My friend, the Senator from 
Illinois, complains that the Senate was not 
satisfied of the amendments that were incor- 
porated in this bill by the House after it was 
returned there, and just prior to their asking 
for a committee of conference: I have to 
state, in reply to that, that the bill was as 
much open to inspection of the Senator from 
Ulinois and any other Senator as it was to any 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. 
It remained on the Secretary’s desk all the 
while and: was not referred; and I will add 
that itisa very unusual thing to refer abil to a 
committee after a conference has been asked. 
I know of no such case in my experience here, 
although such cases may have happeued. The 
modification of the amendments of thé Senate 
made by the House were not examined: into 
particularly, perhaps, by any member of the 
Senate. l infer that they were not-looked 
into by the Senator from Lilinois. I did not 
notice them particularly. ~ Of course we all 
look at the Globe, and some of us see what 
has taken place in the House in -reference to 
any bill that may be under consideration there,. 
So far, I was acquainted with what wasin the 
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bill, or put in it in the form of new matter by 
the House before it was returned to the Senate 
with a request that a conference committee be 
raised. I do not accept any charge of blame 
or dereliction from the Senator on that ground. 

Now, Mr. President, all the complaint that 
has been made of the report of the conference 
committee on this bill, it seems to me, is very 
much without foundation to rest upon. There 
may have been the incorporation of some little 
new matter for the purpose of getting the bill 
in the form of law, which was necessary, and 
if so that has been customary as was stated by 
the honorable Senator from Maine who just 
preceded me. And I will state for the benefit 
of my friend from New York, who is forward 
in his criticisms on this report, that -it was at 
his request that some portion of this bill was 
modified, and perhaps he will remember it is 
the case that some propositions not fully con- 
sidered by either House are recognized in the 
conference report. 

I am precluded, of course, from stating what 
took place in the conference committee or in 
any other committee; that is supposed to be 
private matter; but Í will state this, that the 
utmost exertion that it was possible to com- 
mand was had to follow out the wishes of the 
Senate by those with whom the bill was in- 
trusted on that conference. We have not been 
able to please everybody. It is impossible to 
harmonize the conflicting views of Senators 
upon any bill almost, and most of all upon a 
bill of this importance. Here is the subject 
of civil service reform. The House modified 
the proposition of the Senate by reducing the 
appropriation from $50,000 to $10,000, and 
the compromise hit upon by the conference 
committee was the sum of $25,000 to carry 
out the civil service reform. It was the best 
that could be done. The same effort has been 
made in reference to every proposition; aud 
though there is some complaint about the mat- 
ter of salaries, yet it was impossible for the 
Senate branch of the conference committee to 
obtain more or a closer compliance with the 
wishes of the Senate in regard to that subject. 

Mr. HOWE. Will my friend allow me 
to inquire whether he means to oppose this 
motion to recommit or not? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
Senator will not oppose it. i 

Mr. COLE. I will say this, that economy 
of time in the Senate is becoming of the utmost 
importance; and if it will facilitate business, 
as I infer it will by the expression of Senators 
about me, not to oppose that disposition of 
the bill, I will not doit. I will acquiesce in 
it for the purpose of saving time. We have 
another bill of greater importance before us 
which is the regular order, and which may be 
called up any time by any Senator who chooses 
to do so. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be any further 
debate, I shall call for the regular order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to make one 
suggestion before this matter is recommitted 
to the conference committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Indiana demand the regular order? 

Mr. MORTON. I will hear the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

` Mr. CARPENTER. In the first place, the 

question of raising salaries of district judges 
has been twice passed upon by a very large 
vote in the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. Not in that form, raising them 
uniformly to $5,000 all over the United States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think it has passed 
twice to my certain knowledge. That is my 
recollection. But it has so happened in each 
case that the committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate have been personally op- 
posed to that increase of salary. I have no 
doubt this.committee made as good a struggle 
as they possibly could, with their conscientious 
convictions about it, to maintain a decision of 
the Senate which they regarded as erroneous; 


I hope the 


but it seems to me if we could have one or 
two men on that conference at some time who 
are in favor of that amendment, we might 
stand perhaps a better chance of having it 
finally passed. 

I desire to make one other suggestion to 
my friend. If in these various changes any 
trade is necessary in order to harmonize the 
action of the two Houses in regard to this 
bill, I suggest to him that he should use that 
$25,000 that is to go for civil service reform 
and trade on that. [Laughter.] I will con- 
sent to let that be disposed of in almost any 
way, or applied to almost any subject, even to 
the judges of the District of Columbia. Isug- 
gest to the Senator that with that $25,000 he 
might be able to make a very good bargain in 
regard to some other good provisions of the 


bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the report will be recommitted to 
the committee of conference and a message 
transmitted to the House of Representatives 
asking their concurrence in that action. 

Mr. POMEROY. I understand that it is 
limited to the new matter. If it is not, Í 
shall oppose it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not a free 
conference if itis limited. Of course, if the 
report is recommitted, the question comes up 
before both Houses on agreeing to it when it 
is again reported back. A message will be 
sent to the House of Representatives request- 
ing concurrence in this action. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORTON. I ask for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order is demanded, which is the deficiency 
bill, the pending question being on the motion 
of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp, | 
to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] on the table; but 
to-day was assigned for the consideration of 
the bill reported by the joint select Committee 
on Alleged Outrages in the Southern States, 
which, however, is overridden under the rule 
by the unfinished business, unless that be laid 
on the table. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
having charge of that bill has risen. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to 
allow me to make a report. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was about to suggest, as 
several Senators were not present in time for 
the morning business, that they be allowed to 
submit it now. Iam myself in that situation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will receive morning busi- 
ness. 

ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I desire to present, as the 
Senate will see, numerous petitions. They 
are from various parts of the United States, 
being collected through the office of the Boston 
Banner of Light. They protest against any 
so-called religious amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. The signatures in the aggregate number 
thirteen thousand one hundred and ninety-one. 
Considering the number of the petitioners and 
the brevity of the petition, I will read it. It 
is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Represent- 
ativea in Congrese assembled : 

We, the undersigned, citizens ofthe United States, 
respectfully and earnestly ask your honorable bodies 
to preserve inviolate the great guarantees of reli- 
gious liberty now contained in the Constitution of 
the United States, and to dismiss all petitions ask- 
ing you to adopt measures for amending said Con- 
stitution by incorporating in it a recognition of 
“ God as the source of all authority and power in 
civil government,’’ and of “the Lord Jesus Christ 
ag the ruler among the nations, and His revealed 
will as of supreme authority.” We protest against 
such proposed amendments as an attempt to revo- 
lationize the Government of the United States, and 
to overthrow the great principles of complete reli- 
gious liberty and the complete separation of Church 
pad State, on which it was established by its original 

ounders, 


I object to any limita- 


y 


1 


As these petitions concern an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, I 
move their reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Laza- 
rus L. Reamey, praying for the passage of a 
law authorizing his restoration to the Navy as 
a midshipman in that class of which he was a 
member at the time of his resignation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, praying for the equalization of 
bounties and the granting of bounty land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of April 3, 1872, a 
statement of the statistics of wools and wool- 
ens, showing the importation and domestic 
production thereof; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1890) for the relief of the sureties 
of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, deceased, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 
-Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of Robert A. 
Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia, reported it with- 
out amendment, 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Committee on Claims 
have had before them what was styled the 
petition of Joseph G. Petrie, for compensation 
for services rendered to emigrants in Sacra- 
mento valley, California, in 1849 and 1850. We 
find upon an examination of the papers that 
there is no such memorial here, or anything 
beyond a joint resolution of the Legislature o 
Illinois upon the subject. We report it back 
and ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sidertion. 

The report was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1944) for the relief of Edward F. Gates, 
postmaster at Thomaston, Connecticut, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask that it be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calender with the adverse report 
of the committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
355) referring the claim of Isaac W. Ingersoll, 
and Joseph Granger for damages under a con- 
tract for building a marine hospital at Detroit, 
Michigan, to the Court of Claims, reported ad- 
versely and moved its indefinite postponement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I know nothing 
of the bill, but my colleague is notin bis seat, 
and I suggest that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The indefinite 
postponement can be reconsidered to-morrow 
or the next day if the Senator is not satisfied 
wh the adverse report on an examination 
of it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, 
placed on the Calendar now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Of course; 
that has been the usage when any Senator 
desired it, 


Can it not be 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.. 


2723 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
upon the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
William Alcorn, praying compensation for 
damages to property in Jefferson City, Mis- 
souri, during the late war, asked to be dis- 
charge from. its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from thè same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of L. C. P. Cow- 
per, of Virginia, praying compensation for the 
destruction of his library by the troops of the 
United States, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Barnard Hess, 
praying to be reimbursed for certain moneys 
expended in the line of his duties asan officer 
of the internal revenue department, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No..166) for the re- 
lief of David Braden, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. Annie Dorsey 
Reeves, of New Castle, Delaware, praying com- 
pensation for the use and occupation of her 
house and property in Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, by the United States forces under the 
direction of the Freedmen’s Bureau, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2027) for the 
relief of William Howard, reported it with- 
out amendment, 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1773) for the relief of Andrew J. Jemison, 
reported it adversely, and asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration ; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of S. S. Barnes, ask- 
ing the payment of $550, the value of the sub- 
sistence supplies used by the Army in the Ter- 
ritory of Colorado, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so 
much of section six of an act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1870, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 8, 1869, as prohibits 
promotions in the staff departments of the 
Army, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 627) to place colored persons who enlisted 
in the Army on the same footing as other sol- 
diers as to bounty and pensions, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Caleb H. 
Blood, praying to be reimbursed for certain 
expenses incurred while United States .consul 
at Monterey, Mexico, and expenses. incurred 
in forwarding troops to the Army of the Uni- 
ted States and assistance to escaped prisoners 
of war and paroled prisoners of war, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, and asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the committee was discharged. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam instructed bythe select 
Committee on Alleged Outrages in Southern 
States to report back the memorial of Edward 
A. Pollard on the condition of affairs in the 
southern States, and to state that congressional 
action is inexpedient and unnecessary, and ask 
to be discharged from the further’ considera- 
tisn of the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 


Then let it go 


Mr. SCOTT. I am also instructed by the 
same committee to report back the resolution 
of the Legislature of South Carolina against 
the removal of military forces now in that 
State, with the statement that further action 
by Congress is now unnecessary, and asking 
to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the subject. i 

The report was agreed to. 


Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 475) for the relief of Selah V. 
Reeve, late quartermaster sergeant of the 
fourth Michigan infantry volunteers, reported 
it without amendment. j 


MRS. FRANCES A. M’KINNEY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Iask permission to sub- 
mit a report from a committee of conference 
which I believe contains no new matter, and 
will take but a minute. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. McKinney, having met, after full 
and free conference haye agreed to recommend, and 
do recommend, to their respective Houses, that the 
Senate recede from their amendment to the bill. 

LYMAN TRUMBULL, 
JOHN SCOTT, 
T. W. OSBORN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


CHARLES A. ELDREDGE, 
BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
JOHN A. PETERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COLE. I do not understand the tenor 
ofthat amendment at all. We are left entirely 
in the dark about it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwillinform the Senator 
that a bill passed the House for the relief of 
Mrs. McKinney, allowing her one year’s salary 
of her deceased husband, who was United 
States district judge in Florida, and died of 
yellow fever. The Senate amended the bill 
by providing that the whole amount of the 
allowance should be for only one year includ- 
ing what had already been paid. The House 
disagreed to that amendment, and we hada 
conference on the subject. Onthe whole, the 
committee concluded, if we were to pay any- 
thing, we might as well let the whole year’s 
salary go. It is aquestion between $1,200 and 
$3,500. 

The report was concurred in. 

ST. JOSEPH BRIDGE COMPANY. 


Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1014) to authorize the St. 
Joseph Bridge- Building Company to mortgage 
its bridge, with the appurtenances and the 
franchises relating thereto, have instructed me 
to report it back with an amendment, and to 
ask forits immediate consideration. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. BLair] will state how 
important immediate action is to the company. 
The billis merely a verbal amendment to a 
bill passed a short time since. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘This bill simply provides that 
this company may have the right to mortgage 
their bridge according to the laws of the State 
of Missouri. They have already expended 
$500,000 upon the bridge, but find themselves 
unable to obtain the money to finish it without 
having this power. 

Mr. RAMSEY. We passed a bill on this 
subject about a month ago, and this is simply 
a verbal amendment to the former bill. 

By unanimous’ consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


t sider the bill. 


The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads report the bill with an amendment, to 
strike out ail after the enacting clause, and to 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the first section of the act entitled ‘An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri river, at or near St. Joseph, Missouri, 
approved March 5, 1872, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: À 

Be it enacted, Èc., That itshall be lawful for the 
St. Joseph Bridge-Building Company, @ corpora- 


tion organized forthat purpose under the general cor- 
poration laws of the State of Missouri, or its assigns, 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri river at or 

near St. Joseph, Missouri, and to lay on atid ‘over © 
said bridge railway tracks for the more perfect. con- 
nection of any and all railways that are now, or which 


may hereafter be, constructed to the Missouri river > ` 


at or near St. Joseph, or to the river on the opposite 
side of the same, near St. Joseph; and build, erect; 
and lay on and over said bridge ways for wagons, 
vehicles of all kinds, and for the transit of animals, 
and to provide ways for foot passengers, and to keep 
up, maintain, and operate said bridge for the pur- 
poses aforesaid; and that when said bridge is con- 
structed, all trains of all railroads terminating at 
said river, and on the opposite side thereof, at or 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, shall be allowed.to cross 
said bridge for reasonable compensation, to be made 
to the owners of the same, under the limitations and 
conditions hereafter named. The. owners of said 
bridge may also charge and receive reasonable com- 
pensation or tolls for the transit over the said bridge 
of all wagons, carriages, vehicles, animals, and foot 
passengers. 

Sec. 2. That the fifth section of the act of which 
this ig amendatory be, and the same is hereby, 
amended, so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That the St. Joseph Bridge-Building Com- 
pany, after the passage of this act, shall not have 
the right to assign the charter which said company 
now holds by assignment from the St. Joseph and 
Denver City Railroad Company, and which was 
granted to:said last-named company by virtue of 
an act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, to any 
other company, person, or persons; nor shall said 
bridge-building company be permitted, under the 
said charter_so obtained as afdresaid from the St. 
Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company, to con- 
struct any other bridge than the one now being con- 
structed at St. Joseph, Missouri: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this section contained shall prevent 
the said bridge-building company from mortgaging 
said charter and franchises held by it by assignment 
from the said railroad company, with the bridge con- 
structed or to be constructed thereunder, in the 
manner and for the purposes in and for which the 
said bridge-building company is or may be author- 
ized by or under the laws of the State of Missouri 
to mortgage its property. 


Mr. MORTON. That seems to be a some- 
what curious amendment. I think the bill 
had better go over. 

Mr. CONKLING. And be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed 
and placed on the Calendar. i 

Mr. RAMSEY. I desire permission to say 
a word. As I have already stated, this bill is 
merely a verbal amendment of a bill passed 
last month. It is somewhat long, but there is 
nothing particular in it. The two sections of 
the bill we passed last month are reproduced 
in full in this amendment, In the first section 
of the bill the simple words ‘‘ or its assigns’’ 
are inserted, and the fifth section of the act 
to be amended is reproduced again with a pro- 
viso providing that nothing in this act shall 
prohibit the bridge-building company from 
raising money upon mortgage. It does not 
say they shall make a mortgage, but being in 
some difficulty at the present time in raising 
money and completing the bridge, this pro- 
viso says they shall not be prohibited from 
raising money in that way. I repeat, the bill 
is simply a reénactment of the former bill 
with some slight verbal amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana desired, however, to look into it 
further. 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York object? 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not like to object ; 
but I suggest to the Senate that we ought to 
know in voting for this how much of the 
statute as it stands we are merely repeating, 
and to what extent we are interposing mod- 
ifications. The amendment very likely is in 
the most convenient form, but it reproduces 
and renews and changes altogether the former 


law. It is a matter which I know nothing 
about. 
Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senator 


from New York that the only change is that 
indicated by the Senator from Minnesota. 
The proviso enables the bridge company. to 
mortgage the bridge for the purpose of its: 
completion. There is no other change. 

Mr. CONKLING, Then, if I understand 
my friend from Missouri, it merely recites 
the old act, making the addition of which he 
speaks? - se l 
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Mr. BLAIR. . That is all. 
. Mr. CONKLING. I do not feel at liberty 
- to object to. it. 

The amendment of the committee was 
agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the’ amendment was con- 
curred in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed; and its title was amended so as to 
read: A bill to amend an act entitled “Au 
act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri river at or near St. Joseph, 
Missouri,” approved March 5, 1872. 


HEIRS OF B. R. PERKINS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 765) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Captain B. R. Perkins, of the United States 
Army, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Lask that that bill 
be put upon its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the payment of one 
year’s pay and allowances to the heirs of Cap- 
tain B. R. Perkins, late of the United States 
Army, being the amount to which he would 
have been entitled had he received notice that 
he was honorably mustered out prior to his 
death. . 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Captain Perkins 
was a captain in the Army, and under the 
act of March, 1870, if I remember the date 
aright, he was mustered out of service on the 
2d day of January, 1871. At that time under 

- the law he was entitled to one year’s pay and 
allowances. He was in command of a fort 
in Arizona. But he received no notice of his 
muster-out during his life. He died on the 
7th day of January, six days after the muster- 
out- here. If he had received notice on the 
4th or 5th day of January, or any time pre- 
vious to his death, he would have been enti- 
tled io one year’s pay and allowances. Not 
receiving that, the accounting officers do not 
feel that they can pay it, bécause he was not 
actually mustered out, but died in the service. 
This bill proposes to give his heirs precisely 
the same nghts that they would have had if he 
had had notice. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1025) to quiet the title to the lands of 
the settlers on lands belonging to the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company; which was read 
twice by its utle, referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and ordered to be priuted. 

Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1026) for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the United States ship Vicksburg; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1027) to restore Lazarus L. Reamey to the 
Navy of the United States as a midshipman ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH C. ABBOTT. 


Mr. MORTON. By authority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections I offer the 
following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration, if there be no objection: 

Resolved, That Joseph C. Abbott, late contestant 
for a seat in this body from the State of North Car- 
olina, be allowed his salary from the 4th of March, 
1871, up to the 23d of April, 1872, and one mileage 
each way, : 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT TO TEA AND COFFEE BILL. 


- Mr. SPRAGUE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 174) repealing the duty upon tea and 
coffee; which was ordered to be printed. 


LAKE ST. CROIX BRIDGE. 


Mr. HOWE. The business of the morning 
hour seems to be transferred to the hour be- 
tween one and two o'clock instead of between 
twelve and one, and Í appeal to the Senator 
from. Pennsylvania on behalf of Senate bill 
No. 771. It is to legalize a bridge already 
constructed over the St. Croix river, and it is 
very important, if it is to pass. that it pass 
before navigation opens on that river. 

Mr. SCOTT. So faras the Senator appeals 
to me, I asked general consent that the morn- 
ing business be finished, and as far as I am 
concerned, of course, I have no objection. 

Mr. COLE. Then let this be the last appeal 
of the kind. I desire to give notice that I must 
object hereafter. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 671) to authorize the 
West Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up 
and maintain a bridge for railway purposes 
across Lake St. Croix at the city of Hudson, 
in the State of Wisconsin. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was to insert, after the 
word ‘‘ rafts,” in the twelfth line of section 
one, the words ‘‘ that the draw to said bridge 
shall be opened promptly, upon reasonabie 
signal, for the passage of boats.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines twenty- 
one, twenty-two, and twenty-three of section 
one, to strike out the words ‘‘judge of the 
United States district court for the western 
district of Wisconsin ”? and insert the words 
“ Secretary of War;’’ so that the clause will 
read: _ 

And all railroad companies desiring to use said 
bridge shall have and be entitled to use and run their 
trainsover the same, as now built and track laid over 
it and its approaches, under and upon such terms, 


rental, or remuneration, first to be fixed by the 
Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out at 
the end of the first section the following 
clause: 

But Congress reserves the right to direct the ne- 
cessary modifications and alterations of said bridge, 
should it at any time substantially and materially 


or unnecessarily obstruct the navigation of said 
stream. 


And insert as additional sections the fol- 


i lowing: 


Sec, 2. That the structure herein authorized shall 
be built under and subject to such regulations for 
thesecurity ofthe navigation of said river and lake as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and the said 
structure shail be at all times so kept and managed 
as to offer reasonable and proper means for the pas- 
sage of vessels through and under said structure; 
and the said structure shall be changed at the cost 
and expense of the owners thereof, from time to 
time, as Congress may direct, so as to preserve the 
free and convenient navigation of said river and 
lake; and the authority to erect and continue said 
bridge shall be subject to revocation by law when- 
ever the public good shall, in the judgment of 
Congress, so require. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter or amend this act, 
so as to prevent or remove all material obstructions 
to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of bridges, is hereby expressly reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT. Is this bill recommended 
by the War Department? 

Mr. HOWE. By the provision of the bill 
the bridge is to be maintained under the direc- 
tion of the War Department. 

Mr. CORBETT. The reason why I inquire 
is that we had a similar bill before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and my impression ig 
that we reported adversely to the bill. I think 
it ought to be submitted to the Secretary of 
War before it is passed. 


= 


Mr. RAMSEY. This bill was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
It has been a matter of some controversy be- 
tween the cities on the lake, Hudson in Wis- 
consin and Stillwater in Minnesota, which is 
six or seven miles above, as to whether the 
spaces between the piers were large enough 
to accommodate the business on the river. 
The Board of Trade at Stillwater, the town 
above, and of course most largely concerned 
in seeing that all the proprieties were observed 
in the building of this bridge, advised with me 
and gave me their opinion as to what these 
spaces should be and how the bridge should 
be constructed so as to secure their trade. 
This bill is framed in accordance with the 
advice of the people ‘at Stillwater. No other 
parties have taken any interest in the question. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota a question. I perceive 
that the usual clause as to jurisdiction in the 
case of nuisances and obstructions is not in 
this bill. I ask the Senator from Minnesota 
what is the explanation of that omission? 

Mr. RAMSEY. I do not know. I have 
not the bill. before me now. Possibly the 
Senator will find it, as he did the other day 
when he was mistaken in another case, in 
some other clause of the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘The Senator is not quite 
right in saying that I was mistaken. I was 
mistaken only in part, aud that the least ma- 
terial part, the other day. But the biil is a 
short one, and if the Senator can point out 
where there is any clause of jurisdiction over 
nuisances and obstructions I should be glad 
to see it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is barely possible that 
it may have been omitted by the clerk of the 
committee or by the Printer. 

Mr. COLE. I cali for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California demands the regular order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. So far asl am concerned, 
if that provision can be inserted now I have 
no objection to the bill being passed. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The usual provision might 
be put in, that any question shall be subject to 
the jurisdiction of the district courts of the 
two States. 

Mr. HOWE. I will have the amendment 
prepared by to-morrow inorning. 

Mr. COLE. I insist on the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the bill 
will be returned to its place on the Calendar. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the followings bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1064) to amend an act 
granting a pension to William ©. Pickens ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1872) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Mary A. Morris, widow of Major General 
Wiliam W. Morris, upon the pension-roll, at 
ihe rate of fifty dollars per month ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2395) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mrs..Jaue W. McKee ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2896) granting a pension 
to Martha R. White; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2397) granting a pension 
to Margaret ©. Gibson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2398) granting a pension 
to Martha G. Rudolph; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2399) granting a pension 
to Ada H. McDonald ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2400) granting a pension 
to William B. Taylor ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2401) granting a pension 
to Margaret Coldwell ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2402) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2403) granting a pension 
to George G. Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2404) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth O'Neill ; 
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A hill (H. R. No. 2405) granting a pension 
to Julia Whistler ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2406) granting a pension 
to Margaret Riley ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2407) granting. a pension 
to Blizabeth Cupp 

A bill (H. R. Wa. 2408) granting a pension 
to Hannah E, Currie; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2409) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Shoemaker ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2410) granting a pension 
to the minor children of Benjamin Franklin 
Browne ; 

A pill (HL. R. No. 2411) granting a pension 
to A. Schuyler Sutton ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2412) granting a pension 
to Helen M. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2413) granting a pension 
to George W. Paris; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2414) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Abigail Chaplin ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2415) granting increase 
of pension to William T. Simms; ! 

A bill (H. R. No. 2416) granting a pension 
to Andrew Reinfort ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2417) granting a pension 
to Abraham Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. No. '2418) granting a pension 
to Ms, Nancy E. Pugh; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5419) granting a pension 
to William Fresohne; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2420) granting a pension 
to Margaret A. Renshaw ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2421) granting a pension 
to Eleanor K. Fillis; 

A bill (H. R. No. ’9492) granting a pension 
to Phebe Ann Elderkin; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2423) granting a pension 
to James Supple; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2424) granting a pension 
to William B. Lilly 

A bill (H. R. No. ” 2495) granting a pension 
to Hugh Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2426) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Diamond; 

. A bill (H. R. No. 2427) granting a pension 
to Martha M. B. McCulloch ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2428) granting a pension 
to Samuel Shaffer, late a private in company 
I, seventy-eighth regiment of Pennsylvania 
infantry volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2429) granting a pension 
to Sarah P. Wing; 

A bill. (4. R. No. 2530) granting a pension 
to Henry T. Schult; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2431) granting a pension 
to Jobn Davis, corporal of the night watch on 
board the United States ship Octorara ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2482) granting a pension 
to Daniel Beatty ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2483) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Harrison ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2484) granting a pension 
to Eliza Webb; 

A bill (H, R. No. 2485) granting a pension 
to Ann C. Butler; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2486) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mollie L. Roberts; 

A bill (H. B. No. 2487) granting a pension 
to Martin Zeeb ; 

A bill (H. R. "No. 248) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary Davis, hiladelphia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2489) granting a pension 
to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2440) increasing the pen- 
sion of Caroline H. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2441) " granting a pension 
to Annie Bagley; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2442) granting a pension 
to Charles B. Fairchild; 

A pili (H. R. No. 2443) granting a pension 
to Wesley Hensley; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2444) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Margaret S. Fair; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2445) granting a pension 
to Susan Schofield 

A bil (H. R. No. 2446) granting a pension 
to Benjamin Clark ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2447) granting a pension 
to Sarah Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2449) granting a pension 
to Mary H. Bartlett; 

A bill (H. R. No. ” 2450) granting a pension 
to Lucretia B. Galloway; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2451) granting a pension 
to John Oliver, Louisa Oliver, Robert Oliver, 
and Martha A. Oliver; 

A bil (H. R. No. 2452) granting 9 pension 
to Abigail Stukey; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2453) granting @ pension 
to Rosa Wollaner; 

A bill (H. 
to Hetty M. nee 

A pill (H. R. No. 2455) granting a pension 
to Jerome B. Pampell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2456) for the relief of 
Mary C. Griffin; 

A bill (É. R. No. 2457) granting a pension 
to Sarah S. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2458) granting a pension 
to Margaret J. Boyd, Rachel D. Mcllvaine, 
and William L. MeJlvaine ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2459) restoring to the 
pension rolls the name of Margaret L. Bybee; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2460) granting a pension 
to John A. Crozier, of Indiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2461) granting a pension 
to Lorenzo D. Hogle; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2462) granting a pension | 


to Dean A. Wills, of Indiana; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2463) granting a pension 


to Ellen W. P. Carter; - 
A bill (H. R. No. 2464) granting a pension 
to Evan Johnson ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2465) granting a pension 
to Hila A. Cooksy; 


A bill (H. RB. No. 2466) granting a pension | 


to Angelica Hammond ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2467) granting a pension 
to Aidy A. Autry ; 

A bill (H. R. Ko. 2468) granting a pen sion 
to Samnel B. Daris; 

A biil (H. R. No. ’2469) granting a pension 
to Peter Brewer; , 

A bill (H. R. No. 2470) granting a pension 
to Robert H. Brown, of Adair county, Mis- 
souri; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2471) granting a pension 
to John Heddinger. 


The message also announced that the House ! 


had passed the following bills: 


A bill (S. No. 878) granting a pension to | 


the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey; 

A bill (S. No. 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong; and 

A biil (S. No. 894) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Frederick F. Dayton, 
deceased. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 347) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah McHinany, with amend- 


| ments; in which it requested the concurrence 


of the Senate. 

The message likewise announced that the 
House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate to print extra copies of the ‘‘ case 
the United States presented to the tribanal of 
arbitration at Geneva. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The various pension bilis received to-day 
from the House of Representatives were read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes, the pending question 


being on the motion of Mr. Bavar to lay the | 


amendment of Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, on 
the table. g , 
Mr. SCOTT, As this day was specially 


R. No. 2454) granting a pension | 


" of | 


assigned. for the consideration of the bill re, 

ported by the select Committee on the Condi: 

tion of the Insurrectionary States, I could not 

yield were it not that the statements already i 
made by the chairman of the Committee ;on 
Appropriations have been such as fo impress 
me with the importance of having this bill dis- 
posed of. I will not therefore for that reason 
antagonize that bill agaiust this, for the reason 
that it might lead to debate; but I give notice 


| that as soon as the deficiency bill is disposed 


of I wil] call up that bill. 

Mr. COLE. Tam glad that the honorable 
Senator does not urge 1t now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered on the motion to lay 
on the table the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
from Ohio [ Mr. Furman] was compelled to 
leave the Chamber, and am paired with him. 
If he were present he would vote in the affirm- 
pive, and I in the negative. 

EDMUNDS. I am paired with my 
Ho aatik friend, the Senator from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Sawyer.]. If he were present he 
would vote ip the affirmative, and I'in the 
negative: 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON, (when his. name was 
called.) [am paired with the Senator from 
Delaware, [ Mr. SAULSBURY, | Ifhe were here 
he would vote ‘‘yea, and I should. vote 
4é na ond 
Mr. SAWYER, (when his name was called.) 
I desire to say that on this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont, (Mr. 
KpmunDs,] who would vote ‘nay, an 
should vote “yea.” 

The call of the roll having heen. concluded, 
the result was announced—yeas 25, nays 25; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. AAloorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Vi irginia, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Harlan, 
Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Ransom, Robert- 
son, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and West—25. 


NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 


‘Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Howe, 


Logan, Morrill of Maine, M orrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Sam- 
ner. Wilson, Windom, and W right-—-25-. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Anthony, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Conkling, 
Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
Hitchcock, Lewis, “Norwood, Nye. Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pool, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Stew- 
art, and Thurman—24. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware to lay on the table 
the pending amendment of the Sesator from 
Vermout in regard to the Court of Claims. the’ 
yeas are 25 and the nays are 25. The Chair 


| votes in the negative, and the amendment is 
; not laid on the table. 


The question recurs on 
agreeing to it. 
The amendment was read as follows : $ 


Sec.—. That the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, under the act approved March 12, 1893, en» 
titled “ An act to provide for the collection of aban- 
doned property, aud for the prevention of frauds i in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States,” 
and under any act amendatory thereof or in relation 
thereto, shall extend only to eases duly commenced 
in said court within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion, in which it shall be established as 
a faet. by proof satisfactory to said court, that the 
owner of such property has never, in fact, given any 
aid or comfort to said rebellion: and no judgment 
of said. court, in any case, under said acts shall be 

paid, unless such finding shall be s tated as a proven 
faot in the judgment of said court, nor without a 
special appropriation therefor thereafter to be mado 
by Congress. 


Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken, I ask 


i to submit.a thought of two in connection with, 


this subject. 

J had never known that it was the purpose 
of the Government of the United -Siates to ; 
seize the property of citizens of the southern Nes 
States, during the war, for the purp: ofo 
enriching the Treasury... The armies in their, 
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march through Georgia left large sections, fer- 


tile regions, where a great quantity of cotton is 
produced, untouched, leaving to these plant- 
ers in the richest section large crops of cotton; 
but in the poorer sections it frequently hap- 
pened that there were seizures of cotton after 
the close of actual hostilities. Now, sir, it 
does strike me as being very discriminating 
for the Government on account of these acci- 
dental, and I may say unauthorized, seizures 
of cotton, and other property in many cases, to 
hold now that it will retain the proceeds and 
give no hearing and no chance for redress to 
the owner. It depended on the caprice of an 
officer; he may have been a lieutenant or some 
other subaltern, who took it into his head, on 
a mere rumor, that possibly certain property 
belonged to the confederate States, to seize 
the property and carry it to the nearest port, 
particularly if it was cotton, have it shipped 
to NewYork, and there sold, if it ever chanced 
to reach its destination; but in a great many 
instances, in almost all, a large percentage of 
cotton was lost between the port where it 
arrived and its destination, New York. 

I happen to know in my own State some 
of the hardships of the enforcement of this 
rule. I can instance a case of an old man of 
seventy, who bought during the years 1863 
and 1864 cotton from the planters of his own 
county and paid them for it, and put it in his 
warehouse, having some three or four hundred 
bales. About the Ist of June, 1865, an offi- 
cer with a small body of men came and seized 
this cotton and carried it to the city of Augusta, 
on the Savannah river. There were three or 
four hundred bales taken in this arbitrary 
manner, and the pretext was that the cotton 
belonged to the confederate States, whereas I 
know of my own knowledge of abundant and 
conclusive evidence to show that the confed- 
erate States never owned one dollar’s worth 
of it. It was the private property-of this old 
gentleman, bought with his own money; 
bought from the producers of the cotton, and 
he an obscure man. If it had been the pur- 
pose of the Government to seize the cotton 
of rebel citizens, would they have allowed, as 
they did, the cotton of the more conspicuous 
authors of the rebellion in Georgia to have 
gone untouched? They did do that. The 
leading spirits of the rebellion in Georgia did 
not lose any cotton; but wherever a military 
force happened to be stationed within a few 
miles, say fifty or one hundred, or’ somewhere 
near a railway, and found a lot of cotton, in 
a majority of cases they took possession of it 
and transported to the nearest shipping point, 

.and from there it was sent to New York. 

This made an invidious distinction ; and to- 
day, if the object of Congress be, as I think 
it ought to be, to break down the asperities 
that were occasioned by the war, they surely 
go badly to work to accomplish such a purpose 
by passing a law that will close the doors of 
the Court of Claims in the face of such citizens 
as this old man whom I have instanced, who 
bought property of citizens that was as much 
theirs as gold in their pockets, and which there 
was no more justification, I insist, on the part 
of the officer taking, than there was of taking 
his household goods. Would it not have been 
monstrous if they had gone into this man’s 
house and taken his silver and his gold and 
his precious things that were there? If ithad 
been so, and those things had been transported 
and had been sold and the proceeds had gone 
into the Treasury, would we pass an act saying 
to this man that he should not go into the 
Court of Claims and be heard there because 
two years had elapsed since the war closed? 

If there had been an act of confiscation that 
directed the seizure of the cotton of every man 
in the southern States, I could see some regu- 
larity and some equality in such a procedure, 
however harsh I might regard it. But that was 
not the case. ‘These are individual cases that 
depended very much on the casualties to which 


T have referred. I should dislike exceedingly 
to see so harsh, so discriminating, so unjust a 
rule enacted here. Indeed, I have always been 
of opinion that great error was. committed in 
any order of any military man, whether it ema- 
nated from the War Department or elsewhere, 
in the march of armies to destroy the cotton 
that lay intheir course, because cotton was not 
one of the articles that enabled their adver- 
saries to contend with them more effectually in 
war. I saw no good reason for it. ` The case 
that I have instanced is one of hundreds where 
cotton was seized under a misapprehension of 
the facts, or under wrong information, and 
taken away from the owners. Why should this 
man be debarred from going into the Court of 
Claims? The reason these parties did not go 
into court was because they were compelled to 
allege loyalty and to prove it, and in the case 
I referred to, which is one of a great many 
similar cases, the party knew he could not 
prove loyalty to the Government, as he had 
assisted the revolution. ; 

I once heard a very distinguished citizen of 
the United States, who had filled the office 
of Secretary of the Treasury very acceptably 
to this Government, and at a very important 
crisis in its history, say it was a great mis- 
take on the part of the Government to seize 
the cotton of the southern people at all after 
the surrender of their armies. It ought to 
have been left to that people and to their tri- 
bunals to determine to whom the lots of cotton 
belonged, unless it was clearly shown they 
belonged to the confederate States. 

While speaking on this subject I will ad- 
vert to a little incident I am familiar with, 
io show how harshly the Treasury of the 
United States has dealt with men that I. think 
deserved better treatment at its hands. After 
the close of the war, a warehouseman in the 
city of Augusta having one hundred bales of 
confederate cotton in his possession came to 
me as his personal friend and revealed the 
fact. The marks on the cotton did not show 
that it belonged to the confederate States, 
and he asked me as a friend of the Govern- 
ment to tell him what was his duty in regard 
to this cotton. I told him to go with me to 
the commanding officer of the Government 
at that place, and give him notice that he had 
this cotton, and had had it for two or three 
years in a close store, and to let it be sur- 
rendered. He did as I advised him, I telling 
him that he would have salvage and storage 
upon the hundred bales of cotton. The cot- 
ton was given up, surrendered to the officer, 
and sent to New York; but I regret to say that, 
according to the records of the Treasury, about 
thirty-three per cent. of it (which was a very 
moderate one at that time) was lost in its 
transmission, and some sixty bales sold and 
the proceeds covered into the Treasury, and 
when an appeal was made, with my own testi- 
mony at the Treasury Department as to how 
this cotton came into the possession of the 
Government, and as to how faithfully, honestly, 
and justly this citizen had acted, they turned 
a deaf ear even to paying him the storage that 
was due him, and he never received a solitary 
cent, and the money lies there to-day. Is that 
the way to affect citizens kindly toward the 
Government, | would inquire? No, sir. Let 
us have no discrimination. If it was intended 
as a measure of confiscation, let the confisca- 
tion be widespread and universal, seize all the 
cotton that can be found, take it all to New 
York, sellit all, but do not discriminate between 
citizens merely because you happen to have 
military at one point and none at another. 

Sir, has anybody ever heard that Mr. 
Toombs, of my own State, who wasa large cot- 
ton planter, lost one pound of cotton by the 
casualties of war? Never did I hear that Mr. 
Howell Cobb, another very large planter, lost 
a pound of cotton by the war. Would you go 
into the gin-houses of the poor, smali planter, 
a man that yielded to the storm that swept 


over the country at that time, and seize hig 
little pittance of cotton, drag it away from 
him, take it to your ports, ship it to the city 
of New York, sell it, and then shut the doors 
of your courts in this humble citizen’s face? % 

Such is not the way, I undertake to say, 
to win back the disaffected citizens to fealty to 
this Government. Ido not wonder that they 
remain estranged and imbittered if proceed- 
ings of this sort are to be enacted toward 
them. This Government should not seek to 
make money by such a procedure. It is no 
more entitled, in my judgment, to the pro- 
ceeds of the cotton now lying in the Treasury 
of the United States than to the proceeds, if 
we could follow it, of that which was never 
seized, but was sold by the owner himself, 
The fact of the seizure did not confer title. 
Active hostilities in most cases had ceased; 
and though an arbitrary decision has been 
arrived at as to when the war actually did 
close, I have always been of opinion that it 
closed when General Lee surrendered his army 
in Virginia. It was generally taken all over 
the country as a signal for it; and if there 
were little armed bands of men after that they 
were merely dispersing to their homes, and 
not seeking to continue hostilities. 

Much of this cotton was taken immediately 
afterward, between April and the Ist of July, 
1865, the greater portion of it, and because 
citizens were not rash enough to rush into the 
Court of Claims alleging that they had been 
loyal to the Government of the United States, 
and try to suborn witnesses to prove the fact, 
but in candor admitted that they had not 
been, and that they could not make proof of 
what did not exist, shall we say to them to- 
day, ‘‘ Go away, because you did not indulge 
in this turpitude and degradation, we will no 
longer give you an opportunity to be heard in 
the court.” 

E hope sir, this amendment will not be 
enacted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the ob- 
ject of this amendment is, as I understand it, 
to prevent the Court of Claims from taking 
jurisdiction of cases of disloyal persons who 
sue to recover the proceeds of their cotton 
that was seized under the authority of the 
Government of the United States. J believe 
that is its whole object. So far I am in favor 
of it. We have never thus far permitted per- 
sons engaged in the rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to bring suits in 
ourcourts to recover for their property that was 
taken during the war; and that is the law now, 
the positive statute, and it will not make it 
any more so to reénact it over. Let me read 
for the benefit of the Senate the statute as it 
now exists, and let us see what the purpose, 
then, of this amendment is: 

The twelfth section of the act passed in 1863 
provides as follows in reference to the Court 
of Claims: 

“That in order to authorize the said court to ren- 
der a judgment in favor of any claimant, if a citizen 
of the United States, it shall be set forth in tho peti- 
tion that the claimant, and the original and every 
prior owner thereof where the claim has been 
assigned, has at all times borne true allegiance to 
the Government of the United States, and whether 
a citizen or not, that he%has not in any way volun- 
tarily aided, abetted, or given encouragement to 
rebellion against the said Government, which alle- 
gations may be traversed by the Government, and 


if on the trial such issue shall be decided against 
the claimant, his petition shall be dismissed.” 


That is the law. It has been the law all 
along. If it appears that the petitioner has at 
any time voluntarily aided, abetted, or given 
encouragement to rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, he has no stand- 
ing in the Court of Claims, What more? In 
order to regulate the proof upon that subject, 
we enacted another section in 1868—I recol- 
lect these statutes very well—and we provided 
this law; and I wish Senators to give their 
attention to these provisions of law already on 
the statute-book and see whether we can do 
much more by legislation than we have done. 
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Section three of the act of 1868 reads as fol- 
lows: 

“That whenever it shall be material in any suit 
or claim before any court to ascertain whether any 
person did or did not give any aid or comfort to the 
late rebellion, the claimant or party asserting the 
loyalty of any such person to the United States 
during such rebellion shall be required to prove 
affirmatively that such person did, during said re- 
pellion, consistently adhere to the United States, 
and did give no aid or comfort to persons engaged in 
said rebellion; and the voluntary residence of any 
such person in any place where, at any time during 
such residence, the rebel force or organization hel 
sway, shall be prima facie evidence that such person 
did give aid and comfort to said rebellion and to 
the persons engaged therein.” 

Now, we have a statute enacted in 1863, 
amended in 1868, which declares that no dis- 
loyal person shall have any standing in the 
Court of Claims; that that court shall not 
take jurisdiction of a case unless the petition 
alleges—it must be set forth in the petition— 
that he is loyal. I will read that part of the 
act: 

“That any petition filed under this act shall be veri- 
fied by the affidavit of the claimant, his agent or at- 
torney, stating that no assignment or trancfer of said 
claim, or any part thereof, or any interest therein, 
has been made, except as in said petition stated ; 
that said claimant is justly entitled to the amount 
therein claimed from the United States, after allow- 
ing all just credits and offsets; and that he believes 
the facts as stated in said petition are true.” 

Then comes this proviso: 

“ Provided, however, That in order to authorize the 
said court to render a judgment in favor of any claim- 
ant if a citizen of the United States, it shall be set 
forth in the petition that the claimant, and the ori- 
final and every prior owner thereof, where the claim 

as been assigned, has at all times borne true alle- 
giance,” &, 

That is if he is a citizen; and if he is nota 
citizen, he is to prove that he has not volun- 
tarily aided, abetted, or given encouragement 
to the rebellion. This must be set forth in 
the petition; issue may be taken upon it; and 
when that issue is taken, if it appears that the 
claimant was in a district of country which 
was at any time under the control of the rebels, 
then that is prima facie evidence that he was 
disloyal. Thatis the law; and when it appears 
that he is disloyal, the Jaw says his petition 
shall be dismissed. What more can we do? 

Mr. POMEROY. . The point is as to a 


pardon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the pardon takes it 
out, it is upon the principle that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States gives that effect to 
the pardon. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is the basis. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Can legislation alter 


that? 

Mr. POMEROY. We cannot alter the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Legislature canuot 
alter the Constitution. So far as the Legisla- 
ture can go we have said that this class of per- 
sons shall have no standing in the Court of 
Claims; their petitions shall be dismissed. 
We have provided a rule of evidence, making 
it easy to determine the question, and putting 
the burden of proof on the claimant to show 
his loyalty. 

Now, if it be true that such an effect is given 
to the pardon 'as it is contended, and that we 
have no right to define the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims, we cannot alter it by legisla- 


tion; but I am very free to say that I do not- 


believe a pardon has any such effect. I think 
we havea right to organize the Court of Claims, 
and give it such jurisdiction as we think proper, 
and having organized the Court of Claims, 
and having said that a certain class of persons 
shall have no standing in that court, I think 
we have done all we can do by legislation. We 
might provide that a man whose hair was white 
should not sue.in the Court of Claims, and 
if it appeared in. evidence that he had white 
hair, that his petition should be dismissed. It 
would be a very unreasonable and unwise thing 
to do; but I think the coustitutional power of 
Congress to provide a Court of Claims that 
should only have jurisdiction of cases brought 
by persons whose hair was of a particular color, 
cannot be questioned. 


Ai 


There is one objection to this amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont that I will now 
state. I think it only reënacts the law as it is, 
and I see no objection to reénacting it; but 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator leaves 
the point he has been commenting on, I should 
like to make a suggestion. I agree with him 
in the dissent he expresses as to the effect of 
apardon. I cannot, however, agree with the 
doubt he expresses as to the power to correct 
this in consequence by legislation, and I sug- 
gest to the Senator that if we provide, as this 
amendment in the latter clause does, that 
although the Supreme Court may differ with 
us as to the effect of a pardon, although the 
court may ignore altogether such provisions 
as the Senator has been reading, no judgment 
shall be paid and nothing shall be received bya 
claimant except upon the special permission 
and interposition of Congress, as was formerly 
required in the case of all judgments in the 
Court of Claims. When we enact that, for 
example, I think we answer the Senator’s 
question, What can we do to prevent it? We 
do that which practically keeps the money in 
the Treasury and prevents it going out, and 
after all, that is the thing for which we are 
laboring. I suggest to tbe Senator that that 
one provision in thisamendment does do some- 
thing in spite of what any court may decide. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was about to com- 
ment, when I was interrupted upon this last 
clause, that no money shall be paid out of 
the Treasury except in pursuance of an appro- 
priation specifically made by Congress in each 
ease. I believe that is the purport of it. If 
that provision is adopted, it takes away the 
right of appeal. The Court of Claims, as 
originally organized, was a mere committee of 
Congress; its reports were made to Congress, 
and then each case was investigated here and 
our Committee on Claims passed upon it, and 
if Congress appropriated the money, very well, 
the claim was paid; and if it did not, the claim- 
ant got nothing. It was found that we had a 
a cumbersome and useless machinery ; that 
claimants were put to the trouble first of going 
to the court, having a judicial investigation, 
obtaining a judgment in their favor, and then 
the whole case was reinvestigated here bya com- 
mittee of our own, and the claimant had all 
this trouble twice over. If he was going to 
prove his claim before a committee of Con- 
gress, it was unnecessary to go to the Court 
of Claims. d 

Congress on consideration, about ten years 
ago, provided that the judgments of the Court 
of Claims should be paid out of the Treasury 
from a general fund appropriated by Congress 
for that purpose, just as we appropriate a gen- 
eral fund to pay the expenses of the War or the 
Navy Department, or the civil service, and not 
a specific appropriation for each specific thing. 
We provided in that law for an appeal. We 
had provided before this for appeals from the 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, but the Supreme Court of the 
United States decided that they had no juris- 
diction of appeals from the Court of Claims 
while Congréss had power over a judgment of 
that court, that it was not a final decision, that 
it amounted to a mere report of a committee, 
and that from such a decision of such a court 
no appeal lay to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and they refused to entertain 
jurisdiction. We then provided, as I have 
stated, for the payment of those judgments 
directly out of the Treasury from a general 
fund which is appropriated every session of 
Congress. I do not remember the amount we 
appropriate, I think sometimes $300,000; the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
wili perhaps remember how much we are 
appropriating this year for the judgments of 
the Court of Claims. I presume not. over 
half a million, if that much. 

Mr. COLE. I do not remember. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not exceeding half a 
million is it? I think it amounts to about | 


“get 


halfa million a year, or something less ; the 
amount is not large. os 

Mr. COLE. That item of appropriation 
has not yet come from the House at this ses. 
sion, = 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In former years it was 
that; and I suppose it’ would be about the 
same this year. I am quite sure it does not 
exceed half a million a year on the average, 
and ont of this all the ordinary judgments of 
the Court of Claims are paid. Ido not know 
but that there is some special provision in 
regard to the payment of the judgments for 
captured and abandoned cotton.. Perhaps 
there may be some provision distinct in respect 
to that; Iam not quite sure. But if we incor- 
porate this provision here that is now proposed 
to be inserted by the Senator from Vermont, 
we. take away the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court in these cases; we change the 
character of the Court of Claims in reference 
to this class of cases. I do not think we 
should do that. Ido not think that we should 
alter the authority to appeal in these cases 
and make them exceptional. So far as we 
have the power to. legislate I think we have 
legislated that persons who are disloyal should 
have no standing in this court, and if we 
cannot trust our own couré to enforce. our 
laws perhaps we had better abolish it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Illi- 
nois bas stated the very difficulty I had in the 
examination I made of this matter a week 
ago, but Icame to a different conclusion from 
that at which he seems to-have arrived, and I 
say that if the Supreme Court are able by 
their decision to defeat the plain and positive 
declaration of Congress in organizing a court 
to aid us in the examination of claims against 
the Government of the United States, I would 
abolish the Court of Claims entirely. 

The Court of Claims is a tribunal that has 
sprung up within a short time. At first it.was 
only intended to examine claims that grew out 
of contracts, in cases where a contract, ex- 
press or implied, existed between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and an individual. 
The remedy of appealing to Congress had 
proved in many cases to be open to objection. 
To an honest claimant it was very difficult for 
him to enforce his claim; to.a small-claim it 
was practically no remedy at all, because the 
expenses of applying to Congress were gen- 
eraily so great thatit was utterly impossible to 
present small claims, and where any doubtful 
principle was involved the appeal to Congress 
was simply the denial of a remedy. It was 
only in great claims, where the amounts were 
$50,000, $100,000, or $500,000 that the par- 
ties could afford to come here, and then fraud 
supervened, and many cases. arose where the 
Government of the United States was de- 
frauded. I could mention half a dozen claims 
where, during my experience, it.was subse- 
quently shown that the Government had been 
largely defrauded by false testimony and a 
false claim. 

At last this Court of Claims was organized 
to assist Congress, simply with power to send 
for persons and papers, with power to exam- 
ine witnesses, with the aid of atiorneys, and 
with other means which Congress would not 
exercise and could not- exercise through its 
own committees, to examine into claims. 
Finally it proved to be so useful that. the 
power of the court was enlarged, the num- 
ber of its judges increased, the salaries given 
to them were increased, and their jurisdiction 
was finally extended until their judgment 
amounted to an appropriation by Congress, 
and the court proved to be a very salutary aid 
to the administration of justice between’ the 
Government and individuals. 

Daring the war when we passed the bill for 
seizing abandoned property, property, aban- 
doned by its owners on the advance .of our 
armies—when that process was going on during 
the war, then for the first time we commenced 
to give to this court power over matters grow- 
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ing out of the war, not out of contract, but 
growing out of the seizure of cotton, the seizure 
of property, extending its jurisdiction beyond 
its former scope, which was simply that of a 
court to try cases of contract, not cases of tort. 
When the jurisdiction of the court was ex- 
tended then, the jurisdiction was carefully 
confned to claims of loyal citizens. The 
very strongest language that. could possibly 
be used was inserted in the act of 1868 to con- 
fine the benefits of that act to loyal persons, 
those who had not directly or indirectly con- 
tributed to the public enemy in time of war. 
I have not now the language of the act of 1862 
before me. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave just read it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwas not in at the mo- 
ment; but it was as clearly expressed as you 
could possibly make human language that 
nobody should sue in this court uniess he 
should not only swear but prove affirmatively 
that he had not participated, directly or in- 
directly, in the rebellion or aided the rebel- 
lion. That was the general purport. 

Now, if we have no power to limit the 
jurisdiction of this court, I am in favor of 
abolishing it. Congress and the people of 
the United States will never for a moment 
tolerate the extension of the jurisdiction of 
this tribunal beyond the plain letter of the 
act of Congress. If human language can be 
expressed in human law, if the courts are 
bound to construe our laws according to their 
plain intent, I say that it is as plain as day 
that the jurisdiction of this court is confined 
to hearing claims made by loyal people for 
captured and abandoned property. have 
the decisions of the Supreme Court before 
me. I will not stop now to refine or dis- 
cuss or contend with the Supreme Court; my 
respect for authority is too great; but I say 
one thing: if we have failed by the use of 
plain, simple language to limit the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims, and if ‘there is 
no English language that will limit that juris- 
diction to the claims of loyal people, then I 
am in favor of abolishing the court entirely ; 
there is no other way. 

With that view, and after an examination of 
the two cases that I have now before me, the 
Klein case and the Armstrong case, I believe 
that the whole difficulty will be met by the 
provisions of the section proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont as originally introduced, 
and that was not to allow this Court of Claims 
to be governed by what is said to be the legal 
conclusion from, or the legal effect of, a par- 
don, the Supreme Court having decided that 
the effect of a pardon is entirely to relieve the 
party from the burden of proof, from proving 
the fact which was the basis of the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims. If that be the legal 
effect of the pardon, all that is required is to 
go further and say that this court shall not 
have jurisdiction of the case until they find as 
a proven fact to be found, as in the case of a 
special verdict, before they take one single 
step, that the plaintiff in the case had not 
directly or indirectly aided the public enemy. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Ohio allow me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. When up I endeavored 
to state what the usual amount of appropria- 
tions to pay the judgments of the Court of 
Claims was, but did not have the statute before 
me. A friend has handed me a statement of 
the appropriations. For the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1871, $100,000 was appropriated to 
pay the judgments of the Court of Claims ; for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, $500,000, 
and the estimate for this year, as the- clerk of 
the Appropriation Committee informs me, is 
$400,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Court of Claims has, 
in my judgment, been a very valuable and 
very useful institution. They have obeyed 
the law as far as I have been able to ascertain 
Jn every case. Ido not make any criticism | 


on the action of the Court of Claims at all. 
But if the decision of the Supreme Court opens 
the door of the Court of Claims to all cases of 
captured and abandoned property, then what 
will be the judgments of the Court of Claims? 
Twenty, thirty, forty, fifty, or sixty millions will 
be liable to go out of the Treasury. It is true 
there is the limitation I will refer to in a 
moment, that probably would keep out all 
honest rebels, because they would not swear 
to a false petition, but it does not keep out the 
dishonest rebels. No man now can bave filed 
a petition pending in the Court of Claims for 
captured and abandoned property unless he 
swore in the first place that he had never 
directly or indirectly aided the public enemy. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iask the honorable Sen- 


‘ator from Ohio whether the statute of limita- 


tions as imposed by the act of 1868 did not 
expire in 1868, so that no claims can now be 
brought, and none can be entertained that 
were not commenced prior r to the spring of 
1868? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator only com- 
pels me to state now a fact that I did intend 
to state before, and that is that no man has a 
suit pending in the Court of Claims for cap- 
tured and abandoned property unless he swore 
that he had not participated in the rebellion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nor for any other pur- 
pose. For captured and abandoned property 
or for any other cause no man has a standing 
in that court unless he swore in his petition 
that he had been loyal. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I state it, then, broadly 
that nobody has a claim pending in that court 
unless he swears that he has never, either 
directly or indirectly, aided the public enemy. 
It does seem though that when they come to 
prove that, some of them bave aided the pub- 
lic enemy; and it is in favor of those who 
have perjured themselves and are unable to 
prove the allegation they make in their peti- 
tion that the decision of the Supreme Court 
operates. Those men who applied by petition 
and swore that they had never aided the public 
enemy, and who cannot now prove that alle- 
gation, are the persons who will be benefited 
by the decision of the Supreme Court. But 
if you will give a remedy of this kind in the 
Court of Claims to a man who has thus vio- 
lated his oath, how can you deny it to those 
honest rebels who fought out the fight in good 
faith, and who would not swear to such a peti- 
tion, and who cannot, therefore, commence 
their suits within the two years after the close 
of the war? You cannot do it. The sense of 
justice of the American people would say that 
those who were open rebels ought to have a 
day in court. By your statutes of limitations 
they never have had a day in court. I say, 
therefore, the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States only operates in favor 
of those who have sworn to that which they 
cannot maintain and cannot prove, and it 
is on that account the more objectionable to 
me, because, if that decision prevails, no man 
has a right now to commence a suit in the 
Court of Claims for captured and abandoned 
property, for no one could have commenced 
such a suit since August, 1868, 

I think the Supreme Court decided the date 
of the close of the war was August, 1866; no 
suit could have been commenced since August, 
1868; and no suit was commenced before that 
unless the party swore that he had not par- 
ticipated in the rebellion. If he can prove 
that allegation just as he would prove any 
other allegation in his petition as a fact, no 
one proposes to interfere with his remedy. 
Any man who was loyal and true to the coun. 
try, and whose property was seized or taken, 
whether captured or abandoned, had a plain 
remedy up to the period when the statute of 
limitations expired. Now, would you open 
the door wide and give an advantage to the 
men who thus took a false oath, swearing that 
they had not. aided the publie enemy when 
they bad, and deny the same remedy to those 


who were open rebels, and yet whose prop- 
erty was captured and whose property wag 
abandoned? Certainly not. The effect of 
the decision of the Supreme Court is what we 
have to deal with. I have nothing to do with 
their logic. 

The last clause of the amendment, ag 
amended, it does seem to me goes too far, 
We recognize the fact that there are proper 
claims pending in the Court of Claims brought 
by loyal people for property captured and ` 
abandoned during the war. We have given 
jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to try, 
hear, adjudge, and pay those claims. The 
Court of Claims has by its history proved that 
it is a safe tribunal; that the interests of the 
Government are protected there. Why should 
we, therefore, limit or restrain or curb either 
the power of the Court of Claims or the right 
of loyal claimants to sue and prosecute their 
cases to final judgment? Why should we, 
after they have got the decision of the Court 
of Claims, add that last clause requiring them 
again to appeal to Congress for relief, for an 
appropriation? Why should we deny to them 
the right to appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as we do in effect by that 
particular clause? The Supreme Court have 
decided that they will not take jurisdiction of 
any case where the result of their judgmentis 
not equivalent to an appropriation. I believe 
that is the substance of that decision. .They 
will not take jurisdiction on an appeal in any 
case where the judgment of the Court of Claims 
would not be, if not appealed from, tollowed 
by a payment from the Treasury of the United 
States. That i believe is the effecs of their 
decision, although Iam not very familiar with it, 

l think, with a slight modification of the 
latter clause, it is the duty of the Senate to 
put up the bars which have been thrown down 
by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; that it is one of t e most 
important objects which can be attained. If 
you commence allowing all persons who have 
lost property during the war, either as cap- 
tured or abandoned. to recover the proceeds, 
what is the extent of those claims? he cot- 
ton claims alone amounted to $70.000,000, 
The amount at one time carried to the Treas- 
ury, if | remember aright, was some forty 
million dollars. Every one of these claims 
will be thrown open. All other property 
was included in this law. The very sweet 
potatoes that my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAIR] ate on his way through Georgia were 
‘captured’! and “abandoned,” abandoned by 
the fleeing rebels; the very turkeys and chick- 
ens and “plunder” that the army lived upon 
in their march to the sea was captured and 
abandoned property. If the Court of Claims 
is to be opened for suits for this kind of prop 
erty, where is to be the end of it, and why 
should not these men have a remedy just as 
much for property captured and abandoned in 
this as any other way? 

Mr. HILL. Will my friend from Ohio allow 
me to say that I think there is a very wide 
distinction where no money went into the 
Treasury from the captures and where it did 
g0 as in the case of cotton? The capture of 
turkeys, chickens, &., did not bring anything 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law of 1863 did not 
make any distinction in regard to going into 
the Treasury. ‘he distinction was this: that 
where a loyal man in the South was compelled 
to flee by rebels from his property and abandon 
it to the rebels, the loyal man should have a 
remedy; but the law was not intended to say 
that if rebels fled from Union soldiers and 
abandoned their property they should have a 
remedy. The Supreme Court gives them that. 
There is the gist of the whole case. T'he decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court is an entire reversal 
of the policy of Congress during the whole 
war. 

When the Senators and Representatives from 
the South were here they said “ We have Union 
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constituentsin the South.” Andrew Johnson, 
who then represented the State of Tennessee, 
used to speak of it often. He tried to get us 
to make a distinction between loyal and dis- 
loyal people, when he was a true and loyal 
man certainly during the war. He said: 

“If my constituents are compelled to fly from their 
homes, iftheir property shouldsubsequently betaken 
possession of by the United States, why should the 
United States make money out of their misfortunes 
when they are compelled to fly from rebel bullets 
and rebel bayonets, and they are compelled to aban- 
don their property to the hands of rebels; you sub- 
sequently come in, take that property into your 
possession, and give them a remedy.” 

That was done by the act of 1863. It was 
a remedy in favor of loyal people against 
the depredations of rebels. But now, by 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, it is converted into an act 
making the Government of the United States 
pay for the property of rebels who are fleeing 
from loyal people, thus entirely, turning the 
stone upside down. If that is the effect of 
the decision, and there is no other way of 
meeting it, I am in favor of abolishing the 
Court of Claims.. I am in favor of limiting 
its jurisdiction just so far as is necessary to 
deny any remedy whatever to disloyal people 
during the war, and we cannot with safety 
stop short of that before this session closes, 
because if this court once gets jurisdiction of 
all the class of cases that are included in the 
decision of the Supreme Court, it is only 
necessary then to extend a little the limita- 
tions imposed by the act of 1863, so as to give 
these people two years more to sue in, and you 
would have the Treasury overburdened with a 
debt that you can scarcely count by millions. 
That is the effect of it. 

I am perfectly willing in good faith to carry 
out the policy of the act of 1863, giving to all 
loyal men who suffered by this class of depre- 
dations the plain and clear remedy it provides, 
and let the money be paid from the Treasury 
of the United States; but I will not extend it 
one inch beyond that. Iknow that sometimes 
an argument is made of this kind: that there 
were thousands and. tens of thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of people in the south- 
ern States who weré not guilty of any moral 
turpitude in being engaged in the rebellion. 
I will not stop to argue a question of morality, 
a question of ethics, how far a man is justified 
in going with the State or community in which 
he lives; but I know one thing, that by the 
laws of war. recognized among the most Chris- 
tian and civilized nations of the world, where 
a man rightly or wrongly, with good or bad 
motives, takes sides with an enemy, his prop- 
erty is to a certain extent exposed to seizure 
and confiscation, and the laws of war alone are 
to be admitted to decide in such a case. No 
nation engaged in war undertakes ever to do 
equal and exact justice to a public enemy. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is not private property 
exempt from capture? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, generally. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator. to say that it is the law of Christian war- 
fare that private property shall be seized and 
taken? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. . Is not allowance made to 
the owner always for its use? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notin all cases.. If we 
took the cotton of a disloyal man in a southern 
State, a man then waging war against us, and 
used it for breastworks for our soldiers against 
the bullets of the owner, we were not bound 
to pay for it. Certainly there are thousands 
of cases where no such obligation exists. The 


general rule of the law of war is one very dif- | 


ficult to be defined. I take it that when men 
are engaged in war.they will do that which 


strikes the hardest, pierces the farthest, ruins | 


the most. ‘The only way to-earry on war is 
to carry it on relentlessly. 

Mr. BAYARD. Against the public enemy, 
not against private individuals. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Who is the public enemy 
but individuals? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me 
to say that a very large proportion, if not the 
largest of all this property that was captured, 
was taken after the war bad actually closed? 
Now, what excuse was there for taking aban- 
doned property after the war had actually 
closed upon the ground? Could it then be 
taken by the Government or anybody else? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there are any cases of 
tbat kind, [do not know them. The property 
could not be taken under this law except where 
it was captured or abandoned ; captured by 
the military authority or abandoned by the 
owner, and then seized and taken possession 
of. If there are other cases, they do not fall 
under this law. But Ido not want to wander 
into tediousAracks ; I come back tothe simple 
proposition that it was the intention of this 
act of Congress to give to the Court of Claims 
the power to hear.and examine certain classes 
of cases. They were cases brought by loyal 
owners, who swore in their petition that they 


prove that they were the loyal owners of this 
property. In such cases as that the Court of 
Claims was authorized to hear their claims and 
pay. them the amount. 

Now, by an unexpected decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims is extended so 
as to reach the claims of disloyal owners, thus 
defeating the very purpose of Congress. 

Sir, whether it was rightly or wrongly done, 
representing one codrdinate branch of the 
Government, the legislative power of this coun- 
try, I would not allow the judicial power to 
step in and defeat the will of Congress in 4 
matter in which we have plain, palpable, and 
exclusive jurisdiction. Noman can sue the 
Government of the United States for any pur- 
pose except in pursuance of an act of Congress. 
A Government cannot be sued according to the 
general principle. Its acts are supposed to be 
governed by higher motives. But in modern 
times Governments are sued; different nations 
have allowed themselves to be sued by their 
own citizens as matter of justice between the 
pation and the citizen.. So of late years the 
United States, by the establishment of the 
Court of Claims, has for the first time in our 
history allowed itself to be sued. It stands as 
a defendant before a court of its owo making 
under a law defining the jurisdiction of that 
court. That court is simply subject to the 
power of Congress. Its jurisdiction is con- 
ferred by Congress; the salaries of the judges 
are paid by the United States, its power is lim- 
ited to claims against the United States by loyal 
citizens, and if we cannot limit the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims, then what in the name 
of Heaven is the operation of our laws? 

Mr. President, 1 do not care to discuss this 
matter further. I think the last clause of the 
amendment ought to be modified. Iam not 
now prepared precisely to modify it; but my 
general idea is this: that in all cases where 
judgments are rendered in favor of loyal peo 
ple, where loyalty is found as a proven fact, 
they should be paid. by the Secretary of the 
Treasury precisely like other judgments of the 
Court of Claims in other cases which do not 
grow out of captured and abandoned property. 
That restriction which requires these suitors 
after the long agony of a protracted suit to 
await then the slow action of Congress for an 
appropriation, and the effect of which is to 
deprive the Supreme Court of the United 
States of an opportunity to review and rehear 
| the case, it'seems to me is a substantial denial 
of justice, and is not necessary in this case. 
If without that last clause the section could be 
added and the Supreme Court of the United 
States by some technical reasoning, or by 
| some good or bad reasoning, shouid again 
overrule the plain and manifest: purpose of 


Congress, we then might seek to find stronger 


language; perhaps we might go to the extent | 


were loyal owners, and they were required to | 


of repealing and abolishing the Court of Claims ; 
entirely. f Be Noh ante ag 
Mr. BAYARD. I am sorry, on this ques... 


with afew remarks. Yesterday the honorable 
Senator from. New-York, [Mr. Conxine,] in’ 
speaking of suits permitted by a Government. « 
to be brought against itself by its. citizens, 
said: fae 
“The judgment of civilized man has long denied 
the citizen the right. or permission to sue his Gov- 
ernment as he may sue his fellow-man for injuries 
or debts.” * * *# * "The judgment of 
those who constructed the Government under which 


we live accepted and adopted the propriety of this 
*® % # Ae 


denial’?  # In this regard, our 
governmental idea is the idea of modern Govern- 

| ments in general. Ifthere be exceptions, by statute 
or otherwise, those exceptions do not deny the gen- 
eral rule. 

“The Congress determined recently to erecta tri- 
bunal unknown before, to be called the Court of 
Claims, and, to declare that in that court certain 
citizens might sue the United States, The creation 
of this tribunal was in derogation of common right, 
Tt was in derogation of public law, natural law, as 
the publicists call it. It was in derogation not only 
of prior law, but of tho comity which had long pre~ 
vailed.” . 

Further, the honorable Senator spoke of the 
constitution of this tribunal as being in deroga- 
tion of common right. He did not give us 
any authority for the assertion that the estab- 
lish ment ofa tribunal for the vindication of jus- 
tice between a Government and its citizens or 
subjects was in derogation of right at all. I 
assert that so far from being in derogation of 
right, it was simply the creation of a tribunal 
in fartherance of right, in furtherance of na- 
tional justice, a tribunal created out of the 
debt due to justice. 

In 1870, in the Court of Claims, this same 
character of objection was raised by the repre- 
sentatives of the Government for the purpose 
of restricting the jurisdiction of the court, and 
showing that all statutés relating to the insti- 
tution of the court were liable to a strict con- 
struction. This led to the examination of the 
laws of other nations. I read from the report 
of the case of Brown vs. United States, to be 
found in the sixth volume of Nott and Hunt- 
ington, and from the fifth section of the. syl- 
labus of the case: 


“Tt is now judicially ascertained and established 
that the legal redress given to acitizen of the United 
States against the United States is ‘Jess than he can 
have against almost any Government in, Christen- 
dom, and that the Government of the United States 
holds itself, of nearly all Governments, the ‘least 
amenable to the law.” 

In delivering the opinion of the court, Judge 
Nott, in adverting to the history of the Court 
of Claims and the necessity for its creation, 
for the prevention of frauds upon the Treas- 
ury, and for the establishment of a tribunal 
competent and fit to entertain and adjudicate 
such questions as are embraced by claims of 
citizens against the Government, and advert- 
ing also to the history of the creation of that 
court, used the following language: 

“Tn the groat arrogance of great ignorance, our 
popular orators and writers haye impressed upon 
the public mind the belief that in this Republic of 
ours private rights receive unequaled protection 
from the Government; and some have actually 
pointed to the establishment of this court as asub- 
lime spectacle „to be seen nowhere else on earth. 
The action of a former Congress, however, in requir- 
ing (act July 27, 1868, 15 Statuies-at-Large, page 
243) that- aliens should not maintain certain suits 
here unless their own Governments accord a corro- 
sponding right to citizens of the United States, has 
revealed the fact that the legal redress given to a 
citizen of the United States against the United 
States is less than he can have against almost any 
Government in Christendom. The laws of other 
nations have been produced and proved in. this 
court, and the modifying fact is judicially estab- 
lished that the Government of the United States 
i holds itself, of nearly all Governments, the least 
| amenable to the law,” : 

Then he passes into a review of the laws of 
other natioits, beginning with the laws of the 
present empire of Prussia, where a court 1s 
| established termed. the Fiscaus, which stands 
in the place of the Government; and. for the 
| purpese of compelling the payment of demands 
f against the Goverament the Fiscus ie substi- 
| tated for the State itself: eee 
| “I know of no restriction of the rights of the sub: 


| 
| 
{ 
| 
{ 
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tion, to feel obliged to again trouble the Senate, © | 
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ects of Prussia to maintain any suit against the 

fiscus. Foreigners as well as subjects, any man, can 
sue the Fiscus; the power to maintain asuit against 
the Fiscus is a matter of absolute right.” 

This was the language of a lawyer who was 
also distinguished as a writer, who was exam- 
ined in the Court of Claims for the purpose 
of proving the existence of this foreign law 
and the practice under it: 


“ In Hanover and Bavaria the redress is substan- 
tially the same.” — *# o FH ċ # o ă # šo 

*In Holland, the Netherlands, the Hanseatic 
provinces, the free city of Hamburg, and probably 
in all countries which have inherited the perfected 
justice of the civil law, the Government is in legal 
liability thus subject to the citizen. Even in France, 
under the late empire, there was a less circum- 
scribed means of redress, a more certain judicial 
remedy, a more effective method of enforcing the. 
judgment recovered, than has been given to the 
American citizen, notwithstanding the pledge of the 
Constitution. Of all the Governments of Europe it 
is believed that Russia alone does not hold the State 
amenable in matters of property to the law. Of all 
the countries whose laws have been examined in 
this court, Spain only resembles the United States 
in fettering the judicial proceedings of her courts 
by restrictions, and leaving the execution of their 
decrees dependent upon the legislative will.” 

What authority, then, can there be for as- 
suming that the proceedings in our Court of 
Claims or the creation of the Court of Claims 
and the permission given to citizens to sue in 
the Court of Claims are in derogation of com- 
mon right? , 

“ Admonished by the common law of England and 
by the jurisprudence of nearly the whole civilized 
world, we hold that this action of the claimants to 
recover of the Government their own money, unlaw- 
fully withheld by its officers, is a suit founded in jus- 
ticeand inright. We believe that it comports not 
with the honor and dignity of a republic to refuse to 
its. citizens legal redress where their money or goods 
arein itshands, more than with the honor and dignity 
of a king.” 

Tread this as a reply to the remarks of the 
honorable Senator yesterday, in which he con- 
sidered it a mark of extraordinary favor that 
any citizen should be permitted to obtain from 
his Government the money that was due to 
him as a debt of justice. The tribunal was 
created in furtherance of justice, and in admin- 
istering the laws wbich are made by Congress 
tor the regulation of the proceedings in that 
tribunal, the great principles of justice and 
equity must be administered; otherwise the 
court would be unworthy of the name of a 
court of justice. 

It seems to me if there is to be any logical 
result and inference to be drawn from the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio who last 
addressed the Senate, it is that Congress not 
only shall be authorized to create this court 
and classify its jurisdiction, but absolutely and 
in terms to control, in addition, the character 
of its judgments. That they cannot do. That 
court, if it be worthy of the name of a court 
of justice in this country, is to decide upon the 
principles of justice; and I am glad to hear 
such an enunciation from the tribunal ‘itself, 
which is to be found on a subsequent page of 
the report in this same case: 

‘The Court of Claims was established to give legal 
redress to the citizen as against the Government 
where he would have had legal redress as against 
another citizen. We cannot givelegal redress except 
upon legal principles. We cannot sustain a defense 
on the part of the Government where, if set up by 
an ordinary defendant, it would be held illegal, 
inequitable, unconscionable.” 

Therefore it would be, in my opinion, a far 
better act, more. bold, less reprehensible in 
every particular, if Congress should wipe out 
of existence this Court of Claims and say that 
all the reasons for its establishment have been 
found to be wrong. They cannot blot out 
from the memory ot the American people the 
justice that has been performed by that court, 
the eminent service that has been rendered 
to justice by its administration. They may, 
however, abolish the court itself; “and it would 
be far more respectable, and, to use my former 
language, far less reprehensible, for them to 
abolish the court itself, than to make it a tri- 
bunal which shall be fettered by the instruc- 
tions which they may choose to give, which 
they import into their law. 


If decisions are to be had in that court, I || 


hope and pray while it exists they will be 
decisions based upon the principles of justice, 
and not adapted to the passing temper and 
caprice of the legislative body. Among them 
all I can consider no defense so just, so impera- 
tive to be entertained by the court, which they 
never are at liberty to disregard, as the plea 
raised by any claimant that the Constitution 
forbids an interpretation which is sought to be 
given either by the direct or inferential mean- 
ing of the words used by Congress. If they 
shalt put unconstitutional prohibitions upon it, 
I trust the court in determining justice to the 
citizens of this country on the principles of 
justice will hold that the Constitution of the 
United States shall at all times override the 
acts of Congress, and that wherever the acts 
of Congress shall be found in any degree to 
infringe upon the prerogative, whether it be 
of the judiciary or of the Executive, or upon 
the rights of the citizen secured to him, they 
will look to the Constitution and declare the 
act of Congress to be invalid. If this be not 
so, then no longer term it a court of justice. 
It is unworthy of the name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALCORN. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall 
not extend to claims for property seized or taken by 
the military forces of the United States or any officer 
ofthe same,orseized,taken,or impressed by any agent 
or agents of the United States Government at any 
time after the proclamation by the President of the 
United States declaring the warto have ceased; but 
claims for property so seized_or taken may be pros- 
ecuted before the Court of Claims by any citizen of 
the United States at any time within twelve months 
from the approval of this act, and in all such cases 


an appeal from thejudgment of the Court of Claims 
shall be maintained. 


Mr. President, it does not lie in my mouth 
to suggest to the Government of the United 
States the policy that it shall be proper to 
pursue toward that class of people yet de- 
clared to be rebels. The anomaly of my posi- 
tion would forbid that I should assume the 
place of one who is here to dictate that policy. 
But I am here in the interest of my constitu- 
ency and of my people, and to speak for them 
upon this sabject. 

That the Government of the United States 
had the right to seize the property of rebels 
while the war was progressing, no one denies; 
that it had the right to fix the terms upon 
which that property should be seized, there is 
no question. it had the power to spare and 
to deny the right of the Army to take private 
property. Ithad the right and the power to 


„treat the people of the southern States differ- 


ently from the course which it saw proper to 
pursue toward the Mexicans during the Mex- 
ican war. The Government of the United 
States then protected private property, recog- 
nized private property, and paid for all prop- 
erty taken, even to the extent of paying for 
that which was necessary to the support of the 
Army. The Government had the right to pur- 
sue a course toward the southern people dif- 
ferent from that which William of Prussia 
pursued toward the French in the late war 
between France and Prussia, wherein he paid 
for all the property that was taken for the 
support of his army, and wherein he respected 
to the letter all private property. 

The Government have the power and the 
right to assume their own course, their own 
position with regard to the southern people. | 
They declared as one of the results of the war 
that slavery should be abolished, and it was 
done. The southern people were no more 
responsible for slavery than were the people 
of the North, where first it had its resting 
place, and from which it had been transported 
to the southern States at the cost of the slave 
to the southern people, which inured to the | 
profit of the northern people; but the Gov- 
ernment had the power and the right to de- 
mand as one of the results of the war that | 


slavery should be abolished, and it was abol- 
ished. The widows and the orphans whose 
whole property consisted in slaves, guaranteed 
and protected by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, opposed to the revolution, if you 
please, incapable of giving aid and comfort to 
the enemy, yielded to the power of the Gov- 
ernment and gave up their property. They 
had also, under the mandate of this Govern- 
ment, to yield up all their private property 
which was taken by the Army. Stripped of - 
their wealth, poor and penniless, in the weeds 
of mourning, those who can may exult over 
their misfortune. Iam not here to speak of 
that. 

I say, that the Government could do this 
and assume their own position with regard to 
the southern people, no one questions. They 
had the right to hang every man in the South 
if they had seen proper to do it when the war 
ended. It was a question of statesmanship, 
and for them to consider as one of statesman: 
ship and one of safety to the Government of 
the United States as to the course to be pur- 
sued; and after having taken one poor, mis- 
erable vagabond from a southern prison, and 
brought him here and tried and executed him, 
they declared that they would not hang any 
one else; they extended a pardon to all the 
rest of the southern people. Whether the ex- . 
tension of that pardon to the southern people 
was a blessing or a curse to some of them, I 
will not pretend to say. In their poverty they 
were left. In their distress and in their mis- 
ery they yielded, I will say, with a cheerful- 
ness and obedience unexampled by any people 
who were ever subjected to a similar ordeal. 
It was one of the results of the war, and as the 
southern people had staked their all upon the 
war, they complained not. 

But I come to speak of this question in an- 
other aspect. After the war had ended, when 
the President of the United States had declared 
that the war was at an ond, then it was that 
officers of the Government of the United States, 
disregarding that proclamation, agents sent out 
by the Government of the United States in the 
interest of certain parties who were here about 
the capital, and to further their own schemes, 
seized the property of the poor people in the 
South who were impotent to assert their rights, 
and who, under the terror that existed on 
account of the exercise of the bayonet, yielded 
to the demand of these officers. Their prop- 
erty was taken. When the Government of the 
United States assumed the right to take the 
private property of individuals after the war 
had been declared to have ceased, that became 
robbery, and it was nothing but robbery. . 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask my friend from 
Mississippi if he sees any good distinction be- 
tween cotton taken after the 1st of May or the 
Ist of June, 1865, by Treasury agents or by 
officers of other Departments going about 
that country without authority, and cotton 
and property taken after this proclamation 
was signed? I think myself the Government 
in justice ought to pay back in the first case 
quite as readily as in the second. I can see 
no distinction. Actual hostilities had ceased. 
There is the point. If the termination of the 
war was not proclaimed by the President as 
early as the summer of 1865, it was an actual 
existing fact, nevertheless; and I do not think 
the Government had the right to take and 
appropriate the property of citizens then, when 
there was no flagrant war, any more that it had 
after the proclamation of the President, 

Mr. ALCORN. I bave spoken of the power 
to do and the right to do, and it may be that 
there is some confusion in my statement on 
those points. The principle that [ attempted 
to assert was that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States being the victor, had the right to 
declare when the war had ceased. It was not 
when the armies had surrendered, perhaps, 
that they would have seen proper to declare 
that the war had ceased. ‘Lhe Government 
might have declared that the war did not cease 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2731 


until 1867. If that had been the case, the 
property taken up to that time, although there 
were no hostile armies in the field, would come 
under the rule which I understand the Gov- 
ernment has laid down for its guidance ; but 
after the war had been declared to have ceased 
by the President of the United States, then, I 
say, I have not understood it to be the policy 
of this Government to declare that there should 
be no remedy to the citizen. But such is the 
effect of the legislation upon the subject. 
Without the color of authority, except sim- 
ply the power that resided with the military 
officers, or with the agent of the Government 
of the United States, to whose assistance 
the bayonets at any time could be called to 
enforce his demand, property of the southern 
people was taken, was sold, converted into 
money, and the proceeds placed in the Treas- 
ury of the Government of the United States. I 
wish to know whether the Government is dis- 
posed to declare that they are entitled, under 
their own rulings, to property of this kind, or 
the proceeds of property of this character. 
Remember that I am not complaining at 
all of the rule that the Government has laid 
down for its guidance up to the time that 
the war was declared by the President to have 
ceased. I am speaking after the fact, when 
the war had been declared to have ceased, 
when the proclamation of the President had 
been made, when the citizen was declared to 
be under the protection of the civil power of 
this nation. Then it was that officers of the 
Army and agents of this Government came, 
and, disregarding this proclamation, seized 
the property of an unarmed, a prostrate, a 
conquered, a subjugated, a poverty-stricken 
people, and of the least intelligent class of 
that people all over the land. If the Govern- 
ment of the United States sanctions this, I 
simply wish to know it; and as in everything 
else we have yielded, I shall bow to it, because 
there is no remedy but the will of the nation. 
The Government, it was said by the Senator 
from New York some time ago, has exercised 
a humanity that is unparalleled in the history 
of civilized Governments, and the evidences, 
that Senator saw proper to say, were now pres- 
ent of the humanity of that Government. I 


stand in the presence of the Senator confess-' 


ing the fact that I feel that in many things the 
Government has been up to the demands of 
civilization, I have so argued, so spoken, and 
I so feel to-day; but the Government has not 
been in all its legislation without some evi- 
dences of passion in that legislation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did the Senator refer 
to me in the remark he made a moment ago? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator. tell me 
on what occasion I ever made the remark he 
quotes? 

Mr. ALCORN. It was in the month of 
December; I am not able now to state the 
day; but it was upon the discussion of the 
political disability bill at the time that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumwzr] 
offered his amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. And the remark that 
the Senator attributes to me is, that the evi- 
dences were present of the mercy of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir; so I understood. 
I have’not seen the remarks of the Senator in 
the Globe, but I certainly so understood him 
and feel that I cannot be mistaken. If, how- 
ever, the Senator asserts that I am mistaken, 
T very cheerfully withdraw what I have said 
on that point. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is quitean unimport- 
ant matter. I was struck with the novelty of 
the Senator’s remark if applied to me; and 
when I asked whether I was right in suppos- 
ing the Senator attributed the remark to me, 
and learning that I was, my surprise did not 
diminish at all. I make no point with the 
Senator about it, however. 

Mr. ALCORN. As the matter, then, is not 


important to the Senator from New York, it 
is equally unimportant to me, except that I 
desire to be within the limits of the truth. If 
lam mistaken, the Globe will, perhaps, cor- 
rect me; but I certainly cannot be mistaken 
in the language used by the Senator. I paid 
especial attention to what he said, and yet I 
may have misunderstood him. 

Iwas going forward, Mr. President, to say 


that there was some evidences of passion in | 


the legislation of the Government. If I have 
a voice here that is worth anything at all, I 
trust that it will always be heard in the direc- 
tion of a course calculated to pacify and har- 
monize the sections of this country. It is 
important to the southern people that it should 
be so, and I maintain that it is no less import- 
ant to the northern people that it should be so. 
It is a necessity to this nation that the war 
should cease, that the memories of the war 
should cease, and that we of the South should 
cease to feel that we are under the heel of the 
Government. We wish to.cease to feel that. 

It is offensive to us that we should be called 
rebels to-day; but we have to submit to that. 
We failed in the rebellion. We recognized 
all that that failure implied, and we have sub- 
mitted ourselves as well as we could to all 
that was implied in that failure. Can we do 
more? We have come forward and proposed 
to support this Government. We have given, 
some of us, the evidences of our sincerity. 
We have done everything that the Government 
asked us to do; and yet it seems that in 
some portions of the country there is a feeling 
against us, that we are yet the rebel portion 
of this country. We wish to feel that we are 
loyal people; we wish to be recognized as 
loyal people; and not as hypocrites who come 
here to make professions to the Government 
that we do not feel. 

We are not particularly afraid of anything 
now. The war is ended, and there is no pen- 
alty prescribed against a man’s delivering now 
whatever sentiments he chooses. 

To assert asa fact that we are disloyal to 
this Government is an imputation upon our 
truth. To assert that we are enemies to this 
Government charges us with falsehood. We 
declare ourselves to be the supporters of this 
Government; we have noneother. When the 
war ended we returned to the flag of our 
fathers and embraced it, feeling that we yet 
had a Government capable and willing to pro- 
tect us; and each and every advance of that 
Government toward us in the spirit of human- 
ity, commiserating with us in our misfortunes, 
has touched our hearts, and we have sought 
to respond to that demonstration of the Gov- 
ernment in a way that became us. 

But, as I said, the Government has shown 
some temper in its legislation, When the 
fourteenth amendment was submitted to the 
southern people I know it was complained 
that they refused to accept it. But, sir, they 
were told by the President of the United 
States at that time that it was not proper for 
them to accept it. 
themselves, as a question submitted to them, 
to accept the fourteenth amendment, because 
its provisions were to disqualify those who 
had been their favorites, those who had been 
their political idols, if you please, from hold- 
ing office. They did not wish to do that. 
No reasonable man would suppose that there 
was any one in the South who was willing, if the 


matter was submitted to him, to vote for a! 
provision like that of the fourteenth amend- | 
ment, and certainly the southern people could 


not have been expected to accept that four- 
teenth amendment when the President of 
the United ‘States himself declared to them 
that it would not be proper for them to-do so, 
that they would not be required by the northern 
people to accept the foarteenth ameudment. 
‘To.then go forward and accept the fourteenth 
amendment would have been to humiliate 
themselves ; it would have been a self imposed 
humiliation, and they did not see proper to do 


They were not willing | 


| 


| 
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that. But when the northern people declared 
inthe election of 1866 in favor.of the fourteenth 
amendment, the. southern people then came 
forward and accepted itasthe law of the nation 
expressed toward themselves. What were they 
todo? Then there came. the reconstruction 
acts, The reconstruction acts were the result, . 
as I think, of the passions of the southern peo- 
ple. I have ever blamed the southern people, 
and given to them their share of the responsi- 
bility for the reconstruction acts. They showed 
passion in their legislation in the humiliation 
which they felt, and they manifested in that 
legislation that they were called upon to share 
in the southern States a spirit of irritability, 
a spirit of resentment which . developed itself 
toward the colored people of the South, in 
which the southern people in the hour of their 
passion wrote a false chapter in their own his- 
tory. Sir, their legislation toward the colored 
people was cruel. I say it was a legislation 
that was false to themselves. It was not the 
feeling of the southern people to have so legis- 
lated, but they did it, and they were respons- 
ible for it. 

Congress then saw that one of two things 


‘was necessary: they had either (and they had 


a right to so feel) to send an army there to 
protect the colored people, or they had to give 
the colored man the ballot to protect himself. 
The first was not to be thought of in a repub- 
lican Government, and the only remedy that 
Congress had was to give the colored man the 
ballot. 

It had not been the purpose of this Gov- 
ernment to extend the franchise to the col- 
ored people. As late as 1865, when Congress 
met, there were but seven men in this body 
and some fifteen in the House of Represent- 
atives who were in favor of extending the 
franchise to the colored people. As a south- 
ern man I was at that time in favor of it. I 
believed that it would prove to be a necessity, 
and I urged the southern people to extend the 
franchise to the colored men. But the North 
was not in favor of it. The necessity for so 
extending the franchise was made. The North 
in truth could not avoid it. The colored man 
was allowed to vote. 

Then came the reconstruction acts. The 
reconstruction acts provided that any person 
who was inhibited from holding office under 
the fourteenth amendment should be inhibited 
from voting upon the question of the restora- 
tion or reconstruction of the southern States. 
Pardoned though I was by the grace of this 
nation, an advocate of reconstruction, an ad- 
vocate of colored suffrage, nevertheless I had 
no right to vote at the election; and such was 
the legislation of the Government that while I 
could be subsequently a candidate for Governor 
and accept and qualify in the office of Gov- 
ernor, I was not in truth a voter, and could not 
vote, the reconstruction acts having made no 
exception in favor of any one under the dis- 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment, 

But now I say, in the face of this legislation 
upon the part of the southern States, which 
was cruel toward. the colored man, Congress 
disfranchised the southern people, gave the 
ballot into the hands of the colored people, 
placed the political sovereignty of this nation 
in their hands, provided that the constitution 
adopted by them should be submitted here, 
and that it should be republican in its form, 
and then left the southerner with his property, 
that little which had been left to take care of 
himself, in the hands of the colored people. 

Then there were those who came among us 
who sought to. stir up ill feeling between the 
colored race and the southern people, between 
the propertied class and the uupropertied class 
of voters, the property class being disqualified 
from voting, and the propertyless class. being 
enfranchised. 

Mr. MORTON. 
a question? 


Mr. ALCORN.. . Yes, sir. 


Will the Senator allow me 
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Mr. MORTON. I-wish to understand the 
Senator. I like the spirit of his remarks very 
much; but I wish to inquire, was there any 
other disfranchisement imposed by the recon- 
struction acts, so far as voting in the process 
of reconstruction was concerned, than that of 
the fourteenth amendment, or embracing those 
who were embraced by the fourteenth amend- 
ment? i 

Mr. ALCORN. No; but the fourteenth 
amendment did not disfranchise anybody from 
voting. 

Mr. MORTON. No, that did not, but the 
reconstruction acts did—those who were em- 
braced in it. i 

Mr. ALCORN. In that particular election, 
bat no further, wherein the question of the 
fundamental law of the State was submitted to 
the people, enacted by the people, framed by 
the people, that class of people who by the 
fourteenth amendment were inhibited from 
holding office, were not entitled to vote. Now, 
I say this placed the southern property-holder 
in a helpless minority, It placed the white 
people in the minority. It placed them in the 
minority at a time when the colored man re- 


membered the legislation that the southern ` 


man had inflicted upon him in the hour of his 
passion in the Legislatures of 1865. It was a 
fearful ordeal to which we were subjected. 
But, sir, I say that then the colored man, as 
he has ever proved himself to be, showed him- 
self not as some imagined he would show 


himself, the enemy of the southern people, | 


the enemy of his old master, but his friend ; 
and, as Mr. Douglass said the other day in New 
Orleans, when we cried out, ‘Save us Pom- 
pey or we perish,” Pompey came. Without 
property, with a remembrance of the legisla- 
tion, as I said before, that had emanated from 
the passion of the southern people fresh upon 
his mind, he came to our rescue. He is our 
friend to-day, and we are friends. . The col- 
ored people and the old slaveholders of the 
South are bound together to-day, not by the 
ties of master and slave, not by the power of 
master and slave, ‘but the ties that bind them 
are from a common suffering and common 
trials, for that suffering which the white peo- 
ple of the South have felt is a suffering that 
has been shared by the colored people. 

Left with his freedom, given his freedom, in 
his nakedness and his rags the colored man was 
told, ‘f You have your equality before the law,”’ 
an equality implying the fact that his labor was 
his own, that he had a right to go to work, and 
with his muscle and his ‘sweat earn for him- 
selfa living in the land.  Butthe Government 
saw proper to impose upon the production of 
the soutbern people, colored and not colored, 
a tax which ground the colored man and the 
white man both together into the dast—a cot- 
ton tax—in what I conceive to be, and at the 
time conceived to he, and so protested, a vio- 
lation of the fundamental principle of this 
Government. A production of the South, the 
only production of the colored people in the 
South, was selected for taxation, and a tax 
placed upon it that ground the white people 
and the colored people together in the dust. 

Mr. CONKLING. Wiil it incommode the 
Senator if 1 ask him to yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. ALCORN. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. A few moments ago 
the Senator alluded to me, and ascribed to me 
aremark discourteous in itscharacter. Hesaid 
that according to his memory ÍI had referred 
to the mercy—or magnanimity may have been 
his word—of the Government, and had referred 
to persons present, thereby meaning, if Lappre- 
bend him, members of this body as being evi- 
dences of the mercy of the Goverement. I 
inquired of him, and he fixed the occasion to 
which he referred as being on the introduction 
of the amendment offered by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts to -the political 
disability billin December last. Ihave before 
me the record of the proceedings of that day. 


I have taken the tronble to scan it, and I find 
that the Senator is totally mistaken in imput- 
ing to me any remark in reference to those who 
were present, in reference to members of this 
body. The nearest approach to anything such 
as he supposes which i have been able to find, 
or which has fallen under the eye of a friend 
who has also run oyer the debate, is to be found 
in the words which I will read to the Senator: 

“I make this remark, Mr. President, to appeal to 
the friends of amnesty not to lose sight of other 
things which may be important in this bill, either 
to gain time to-day or to accelerate the speed with 
which an act of crowning grace is to go out to men 
who to-day are walking monuments of the mercy 
and the magnanimity of the American people.” 

I can find nothing except that to which the 
Senator could possibly refer as having been 
uttered by me in that debate. I need not say 
to him or to the Senate that these words are 
not the words which he mentioned, nor do 
they in any way allude, as it would have been 
discourteous to allude, to any member of this 
body as one of the evidences, asthe Senator 
said, of the mercy and magnanimity of the 
American people. I referred, of course, to the 
general fact that at the end, and some time 
after the end of a great rebellion no man had 
been punished for participation in it, and that 
the whole people of the South,in so far as 
they participated in the rebellion, were living 
monuments of the abstinence and magnanim- 
ity of the American people, living monuments 
of the fact that the same punishment, the same 
vengeance, if the Senator would so deem it, 
which history records in other cases as having 
been visited upon those engaged in like or 
lesser acts had never been inflicted upon them. 
It cannot be that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi from tbis did understand, if he heard 
me aright, or would now understand, that I 
intended any such reference as he supposed, 
which I think would have been discourteous 
in its character. 

Mr. ALCORN. I certainly did not intend 
to misrepresent the Senator trom New York. 
I did understand him as I expressed myself, 
and I would have gone forward before and 
said to him, if he had permitted me to say so, 
tbat I did accept his explanation and was wiil- 
ing to state that I was mistaken ; but he stated 
that it was a matter without importance, and 
therefore I did not think proper to follow the 
question any further. 1 now see how Í may 
have mistaken, and undoubtedly did mistake 
the meaning (for I did not state that he 
alluded directly to members of this body) of 
the phrase, ‘‘ walking monuments’’—*‘ monu- 
ments,” as I understood him, ‘‘ present,’’ but 
but that word is left out. I therefore take 
great pleasure in correcting myself before the 
Senate and withdrawing anything that may be 
calculated to reflect upon the Senator. 1 trust, 
if I shall gain no other reputation while I am 
here, I shall gain one for courtesy. I shali at 
all times, however, be found ready to resent a 
discourtesy to myself. Bat enough on that 
point. 

I was going on to show that at the time I 
mentioned the southern people were left at the 
mercy of the colored people. The Senator 
from New York says in the remarks that he 
quoted awbile ago, and in the statement he 
made upon those remarks, that these people 
had gone without punishment. I would at- 
tempt to show that the southern people have 
suffered a punishment, and aterrible punish- 


ment on account of their rebellion against | 


this Government, a punishment that ought to 
satisfy this nation, however much it may have 
desired that each and every man in the South 
should feel that punishment. In money they 
lost $2,000,000,000 in their slaves. They lost 
$1,000,000,000 in their personal property. 
They lost their sons. They lost their most 
valued citizens. They lost the cause for which 
they had struggled. They lostallthat they had 
to stake upon the result, save the lives of those 
who remain. Have they not been punished? 
Do they feel their punishment? The woman 


who was raised in affluence and wealth, and 
whose daughters had grown up in the idea that 
they should have wealth to support and main- 
tain them in the position they had been taught 
they should occupy in society, is to-day with- 
out the means of giving them an education, 
In their poverty to-day they drag their lonely 
way. They are living evidences of the punish- 
ment that has been brought upon the southern 
people by reason of the revolution. Oh, Mr. 
President, we feel it. Thereis no heart in 
the South that hag not felt that punishment 
which we have all endured on account of that 
mistake, not made by the people of the South, 
but made by the politicians of the country, 
into which the people were dragged and made 
to go forward. 

And now that there is a way open for some 
of them to recover, if you please, their prop- 
erty, what I protest against is that you shall 
not open the door and ask them to come strip- 
ping themselves of their manliness and their 
honor. When these people who lived in the 
South and remained in the South during the 
war come here and declare that they were not 
sympathizers with the rebeilion, and that they 
gave no aid or comfort to the enemy, there is, 
prima facte, fraud and corruption stamped 
upon their brows, in my judgment. They 
were all rebels. It was a war of sections; 
and the southern people believed, their poli- 
ticians taught them to believe, that their slave 
property was in danger, and they felt that they 
had the right to protect their property, and 
they made the war in defense of that property. 
Right or wrong, whether it was necessary or 
unnecessary, they made their war nevertheless 
in defense of their property, and they were all 
rebels, because they felt that they had a right 
to protect that property, and all engaged in the 
assertion of their right to protect that prop- 
erty. If they had succeeded they would have 
been patriots; but as they did not succeed 
they were rebels. There is but one step from 
the sublime to the ridiculous; one step from 
the patriot to the traitor. It all depends upon 
success. 

Now, sir, the object of my amendment is 
this: when Congress gave the right to bring 
a suit in the Court of Claims they provided 


-that the suit should be brought within two 


years. The condition-precedent cited by the 
honorable Senator from Ilinois was stated in 
the petition.” The condition-precedent set out 
that the petitioner should declare himself to 
have been loyal and should prove the fact. 
That condition is applied to the man whose 
property was taken after the war had ceased, 
after the proclamation of the President that 
the war had ceased, when he was under the 
protection of the civil power of this nation, 
under the protection of its laws and its Con- 
stitution, the war having ceased. The law pro- 
vided that he should not bring suit for his 
property or for any property taken unless he 
could make oath to the fact and prove the 
fact of his loyalty. It was a demand that 
should not have been made of the man who 
lived in the South after the revolution had 
ended. lt wasademand that should not have 
been made of the citizen there whose property 
was taken after the warhad ceased. It was in 
obedience to the force used that the citizen . 


| gave up his property, and when he appealed 


to the Government, when he was about to assert 
his claim, he found that the first thing he had 
to do was to declare that he was loyal. 

I contend that itis not the purpose of this 
Government (for if it had been the fixed and 
settled policy of the Government to go forward 
I would not have said a word) to demand from 
the citizen from whom the properiy was taken 
after the war had ceased an oath that he was 
loyal. He was under the protection of the law 
at the time, and there were no conditions to 
be exacted of him at that time. { wish you to 
make an exception for him. He could not 
take the oath and the two years expired. The 
two years expired before he had a knowledge 
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of the fact that the Supreme Court would rule 
as it has ruled with regard to his rights. He 
became pardoned within that period. Hehad 
all therightsof a citizen; He had been stripped 
of his property, let. me repeat again, after the 
war ended, and he was denied a remedy against 
the Government because he could not take an 
oath that he had been loyal. 

The revolution had nothing to do with thut; 
the revolution had ended. The Government 
can justify itself; for as there is no tribunal 
before which it can be tried except that tri- 
bunal of the people which supports and main- 
tains it, it can without question go forward 
with any policy it may choose with repard 
to those who were in rebellion and. under the 
ax of the Government while the rébellion was 
going forward; and if the President had not 
proclaimed the war at an end for twelve months 
after the time he did so proclaim, still they 
would have had no-rights. They had lost 
everything. Bat when the Government had 
proclaimed the War at an end, and the citizens 
of this nation, including the southern people, 
were under the protection of the civil law, 
then I say for the Government to go forward 
by its officers and agents and seize by force 
the property of the southern people, and con- 
vert that property into money, and platë that 
money into the Treasury and withhold it from 
the citizens, there caw beno justification. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him one question? 

Mr. ALCORN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HOWE. If such seizures have been 
made and such dispositions of property, as 
Jong as the sufferers from that conduct are 
permitted to come to Congress and ask com- 
pensation have they not every right secured 
to like sufferers in every other part of tlie 
country? In other words, does not the Sen- 
ator’s amendment open to this class of sufferers 
a jurisdiction which the same kind of sufferers 
from other portions of the country are denied? 
I understand that for torts like those spokeu 
of in his amendment a citizen of Massachu- 
setts or New York cannot sue in the Court of 
Claims. ; lan 

Mr. ALCORN. The Court of Claims was 
one established, as I understand it, to taeet 
the exigencies of the war. Its practical appli 
cation was to that portion of the country to 
which the war extended. While it is open to 
all persons, nevertheless its practical workings 
are in the southern States. 

Mr. HOWE. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I do not propose to take any part in the argu- 
ment of this question, but I understand the 
Court of Claims to be created for a very differ- 
ent purpose. It was created as a tribunal in 
which any citizen could commence suit against 
the Government, if I remember aright, upon 
three classes of claims: a claim resting upon 
an act of Congress, a claim resting upon an 
act of an executive department; a claim aris- 
ing out of an express contract of the Govern- 
ment, and upon no other claims whatever. 
Subsequently 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Court of Claims was 
established long before the war. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, the Court of Claims 
was created before the war; but an additional 

. number of judges was provided- for after the 
war commenced and the jurisdiction of the 
court was changed. Subsequently, an act was 
passed touching the disposition of captured 
and abandoned property, and there was a new 
and special jurisdiction given to the Court of 
Claims.to hear the petitions of persons who 
claimed to-be the owners of any such prop- 
erty who should establish the fact of their 
loyalty. . f 

Mr. ALCORN... It is to that subject of 
legislation and to that branch of the jarisđic- 
tion of the court that I am now addressing 
myself, : : 

Mr. HOWE. I was under the impression 
that the Senator’s amendment had a broader 
scope than he intended to give it himself 


Mr. ALCORN. It certainly makes a dis- 
tinction between persons, but my amendment 
could apply to no other people than those 
of the South, for there were no seizures else- 
where. a 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, the Court of Claims was established as 
early as the 24th of February, 1855, six years 
before the war. The jurisdiction is now as it 
was then; although the number of the judges 
has been incteased, except that different sub- 
jecis since that tinie have been referred to 
them. I will read the beginning of the first 
section of the act organizing the court: 


“That a court shall be established to be called a 
Court of Claims, to consist of three judges, to be 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and to hold their offices 
during good behavior; and the said courtshall hear 
and determine all claims founded upon any law of 
Congress, or upon any regulation of an executive 

cpartment, or upon any contracts, express or im- 
plied, with the Government of the United States.” 


That is the general jurisdiction of the court. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then their jurisdiction was 
extended to captured and abandoned property, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was in 1863; but the 
act of 1863 expressly limited it to loyal per- 
sons suing for property taken by the military 
authorities from 1863 until two years after the 
close of the war. 

Mr, ALCORN. And now I propose in this 
amendment that the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims shall extend to all the people upon 
the hypothesis that all were loyalafter the war 
had been declared to have ceased, and that no 
test-oath shall bedemanded of any citizen who 
brings a claim for property taken after the war 
had ceased. In the Court of-Claims now, under 
the law as it exists, a citizen who may have 
had unsettled accounts with the Government 
of the United States anterior to the period of 
the war cannot come forward and make that 
claim against the Government without taking 
the oath that he was a loyal citizen. The 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims was ex- 
tended to captured and abandoned property 
while the war was going on, and for the pro- 
tection of the Government it was right and 
proper that the Government should place a 
condition that it should apply to none other 
than loyal people, and the Government did 
hedge it around. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator the question whether the act of 1863 was 
not made with special reference to the condi- 
tion of war, and whether it can be considered 
applicable to a seizure made after the war 
had formally ceased by the proclamation of 
the President; whether a seizure of property 
made after that time would not be placed upon 
the general footing of torts committed by- the 
Government against an individual, for which 
he would have a right to bring suit without 
any reference whatever to the question of 
loyalty? It seems to me that a seizure such as 
is contemplated by the Senator’s amendment, 
(because the amendment is right in itself) 
after the war had ceased and had been pro- 
claimed at an end by the Government of the 
United States, would not be at all embraced 
in the act of 1863, and a party would have a 
right to bring his action in the Court of Claims 
without reference to that act at all. 

Mr. HOWE. No, he would not. 

Mr. MORTON. It seems to me so. 

Mr. ALCORN, Mr. President, the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana is precisely 
the one that I have sought to enforce here, 
that the act of 1863 was made as an act suited 
to the condition of the country at the time 
when made, applicable to the state of war. 
But, remember now, unfortunately for the peo- 
ple of the South, the act which-was passed 
subsequently to that time enlarging the juris- 
diction of tue Court of Claims still contained 
the provision that suit should not be brought 
for any property, no odds how taken or when 
taken, unless the claimant could make oath of 
his loyalty. If to-day the Government of 
the United States. was to seizé my property, 


through its officers or its agents, I am: cutoff 
from a remedy in the Court of Claims by the 
legislation of 1868, following up and enlarg: 
ing the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims: 
Now, what I seek to do is to provide that the 
remedy shall lie. to the people of this nation, 
without regard to the condition in which they 
were placed by the war, for property taken at 
all times subsequent to the declaration of the 
peace or after the war ceased. of 

Mr. HOWE. I wish. to suggest. this point 
to the honorable Senator from Mississippi.. £ 
do not understand that he is cut off from. any- 
thing by the act. of 1868. T understand that 
if his property or mine is taken in the way he 
speaks of, we are denied, each of us, all access 
to the Court of Claims, not because we can- 
not swear that we have been loyal and proveit, 
too, but because the Court. of Claims never was 
intrusted with a jurisdiction of that kind. If 
our claims arise on a statute of the United 
States, an act of an executive departuient; or 
out of-a contract, we can sve if we are loyal. 
If it arises from neither of these sources, but 
is for property captured or abandoned, and 
disposed of under the act of 1863, and ‘the 
proceeds are in the Treasury, we can site ‘for 
those proceeds if we are loyal; but’ unless-it 
falls within those categories, -we cannot go to 
the Court of Claims, either of us. 

Mr. ALCORN. Under theametidiment that 
I have proposed, in order to justify recovety, 
the claimant would first be compelled to show 
that that property was seized by the officers or 
agents of the Government of the United 
States.. He would then have to show that. by 
authority of the Government this property was 
taken possession of; that it was not a seizure 
constructively by the Government, but that 
under the authority of the War Departtient or 
some other executive department of the United 
States, the officers of the Goverment seized 
the property, the agent sent out by the Gov- 
ernment took the property, that the property 
was converted into money, and that the money 
was placed to the credit of the Government. 
Not, until then does it come under all the con- 
ditions of my. amendment. I repeat, my 
atnéndment seeks to give the remedy, without 
thé oath in the Court of Claims, tothe south» 
ern people that.is given to other people in this 
natidn, and you may püt it just ih“any language 
that you choose. Give us tbe remedies proper 
to the southern people, proper to the people 
whose propetty was thus seized. } 

Mr. HOWE. Now my point is, if I can 
make myself understood, that the southern 
people have to-day precisely the same remedies 
for such injuries as are described in this amend: 
ment that the northern people have. 

Mr. SUERMAN. There is no difference. 

Mr. ALCORN. How can they have: that 
remedy when you provide here the first. thing 
that they shall take the oath? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The answer is that in a 
class of cases described in the amendment a 
northern man has no such’ remedy. No suit 
can be brought in the Court of Claims except 
upon acontract express or implied. In the 
case of a tortor a trespass, the Court of Claims 
cannot have any jurisdiction. The jurisdic- 
tion over cases of captured aiid abandoned 
property was conferred on that court by the 
act of 1863; which is before me. By the ex- 
tension of the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims now since the close of the war every 
southern man has precisely the satne right to 
appeal to the Court of Claims that any nort- 
ern man has. This jurisdiction conferted in 
regard to captured ahd abandoned property, 
without exception during the war, grew out 
of the state of war, and it was done for the 
benefit of the loyal people in the South, to 
give them the exceptional remedy of suing in 
the Court of Claims for their property captured 
and abandoned. i 

Mr. ALCORN. I ask the Senator: from 
Ohio, asa lawyer, whëther an actiod df dssump- 
sit would lie against an individual’ who. would 
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come and take my property in the name of 
the. Government of the United States, and 
charged to take the property of the people of 
the South? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should say not. 

. Mr, ALCORN. Could I sue him for prop- 

erty taken in the name of the Government? 
It is an action of tort; but nevertheless you 
could sue an assumpsitin the State in which I 
live. You could bring an action in a suit of 
assumpsit aud you could recover for the prop- 
erty taken. There is a contract implied be- 
tween the Government of the United States 
and the citizen, whenever it goes forward and 
takes the property of the citizen. The Gov- 
ernment is sovereign, and there is a contract 
implied between the Government and the citi- 
zen, whenever the Government extends the 
strong hand of power to the property of the 
citizen, that the Government shall pay for 
that property. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The language of the law 
prescribing the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims is very careful to prescribe only cases 
that grew out of contracts, where there was a 
contract between the United States and the 
individual. Now, a seizure or a tort, such as is 
described in the amendment, is not a claim 
growing out of a contract at all. It is a tort, 
and, as a matter of course, my friend is lawyer 
enough to know the broad distinction between 
actions of contract and actions of tort. The 
distinction is broad and well defined. 

Mr. ALCORN. But I understood the Sena- 
tor, when first up, to say that the jurisdiction 
of the court extended to contracts express or 
implied. He now, however, confines himself 
to express contracts. I understand that the 
Court of Claims decides upon cases and enter- 
tains jurisdiction of cases every day in which 
the contract is implied. The Court of Claims 
has again and again passed upon claims and 
allowed claims, and parties have had their 
money. 

Mr. MORTON, I will read the law to the 
Senator, with his permission: 

“ That a court shall be established to be called a 
Court of Claims, to consist of three judges to be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and cousent of the Senate, aud to hold their offices 
during good behavior; and the said court shall 
hear and determine all claims founded upon any law 
of Congress, or upon any regulation of an executive 
Department, or upon any contract, express or im- 
plied, with the Government of the United States, 
which may be suggested to it by a petition filed 
therein; and also all claims which may be referred 
to said court by either House of Congress.” 

Mr. ALCORN. Iask-whether my amend- 
ment is not bringing itself within the provis- 
ions of the law, as it now stauds, when it ex- 
tends to the class of persons I have described ? 

. When an executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment sent forward and seized the property 
of an individual and converted it to its own 
use, was there not a contract implied that the 
Government should pay for that property ? 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest to the Senator in 
the case he puts of the seizure of property 
after the war was pronounced at an end by 
the Government, and the property has been 
sold, and the Government has received the 
proceeds, there is an implied contract upon 
which an action in the nature of assumpsit 
could be maintained. If that creates an im- 
plied contract such as the Senator suggests 
that it does, then the claimant has his remedy 
in the Court of Claims without reference to 
the act of 1863. The act of 1863 would not 
be applicable to the case at all, because I take 
it that statute from its very terms is appli- 
cable only to the cases of properiy captured 
or abandoned in time of war. If the capture 
ef property after the war and the conversion 
of it by the Government makes it an implied 
contract in the meaning of that statute, then 
the claimant has his remedy now without any 
further legislation, and no question of loyalty 
can arise, 

Mr. ALCORN. If that be the case, then 
no harm can result from the amendment that 


I have offered ; but I apprehend the honorable 
Senator asa lawyer would find a difficulty in 
enforcing the claim of one of the rebellious 
litigants of the South who would come in 
stating his case to have been as I described, 
when the law of Congress stares him in the 
face declaring that no suit shall be brought 
to recover any captured or abandoned prop- 
erty, or any property that was seized by the 
forces of the Corneni of the United States, 
or its agents, against the disloyal portion of 
the citizens, passed in 1868, after the war had 
ceased, and giving them a period of two years 
operating as a statute of limitations, after 
which time it declared that all such claims 
should be barred. 

Mr. CAMERON. Task the Senator from 
Mississippi to allow me to make a motion 
to go into executive session. J am directed by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to present 
a measure which I suppose to be of some 
importance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY.) Does the Senator from Mississippi yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania for that pur- 

ose ? 

Mr. ALCORN. I have no disposition to 
press this matter, but I would ask that the 
amendment which I have written, if the Sen- 
ate will allow, be printed. I wrote it hurriedly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like also to have 
the pending amendment printed as it has been 
modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will be printed, no objection being inter- 

osed. l 

Mr. ALCORN. - Then I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi that in the hurry in 
which he prepared this amendment it did not 
occur to him that there were two proclama- 
tions issued by the President, and they had 
reference to different territories. The first, I 
think, declared the war at an end in the ter- 
ritory east of the Mississippi, and the second 
in the territory west of the Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Mississippi yielded to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to move an executive session. 
No debate is in order on that motion. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. COLE. I think we might go on with 
this bill for half an hour longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. f 

The motion was agreed to; and after twenty- 
eight minutes speut in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and 
two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 24, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer 
by the Rev. J. P. Newman, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the further reading 
of the Journal was dispensed with, 


MILITARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. COBURN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have been considering a large number 
of bills, both public and private, and are now 
ready to report; but considering the way busi- 
ness is now drifting I fear we shall not have 
au opportunity to report them. Two hours 
will not be sufficient in which to consider the 
business we have, and I therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that some time be set down for 
the consideration of business from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am compelled to call 
for the regular order of business. There is 


pending a resolution from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs demanding the release of Dr. 
Houard, an American citizen, now unjustly 
held in chains by the Spanish authorities. It 
is our first duty to relieve this suffering Ameri- 
can citizen from the outrages to which he is 
daily subjected. 

Mr. COBURN. ‘The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs only desire that two evening ses- 
sions shall be set apart for the consideration 
of its business. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my objection 
to giving the Committee on Military Affairs 
evening sessions. - 

The SPEAKER. What evening sessions 
does the gentleman from Indiana ask for? 

Mr. COBURN. Of Wednesday and Thurs- 
day of next week. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana will excuse me if I object. I cannot teil 
from the present situation of business when Í 
can get the House to go into committee to 
consider the tariff bill, 


TARIFF. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the 
tariff bill reported by the minority of the Ways and 


Means Committee be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate and House. ‘ 


ALABAMA OLAIMS. 


Mr. PRICE also, from the same committee, 
reported back a concurrent resolution of the 
Senate, with a substitute. 

The Clerk read the Senate resolution, as 
follows: : 

Resolved by the Senatè, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed twenty-two 
thousand extra copies of the case of the United States 
presented to the tribunal of arbitration at Geneva: 
seven thousand copies of which shall be for the use 
of the Senate and fifteen thousand for the use of the 
House. 

The Clerk then read the substitute of the 
Committee on Printing, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “‘ printed,” in line two, 
and insert ‘‘ten thousand five hundred extra copies 
of the case of the United States presented to the tri- 
bunal of arbitrationat Geneva; thirty-five hundred 
for the use of theSenate, and seven thousand for the 
use of the House.” 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
Thope the Committee on Printing will explain 
to us what this matter of the case is, what is 
included and what is not included. I have 
tried hard to get the facts of the case and to 
understand what they are. Although they 
seem to be very well known on the other side 
in Great Britain, we are but very slightly in- 
formed on the subject on this side. 

Mr. DAWES. The object seems to be to 
inform the gentleman of what they are. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is it the 
whole case or one part of the case? 

The Senate concurrent resolution and the 
proposed substitute were again read. 

Mr. STORM. Does that include the case 
of the United States, and the counter case 
of the United States? Is it the whole case or 
only part of the case? 

Mr. COX. The case itself is a very large 
volume. 

Mr."BEATTY. It is the case as presented 
now to which reference is made in the resolu- 
tion, f 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. No; only the case 
as presented at first, not the counter case. 

Mr. COX. That will cost $100,000. 

‘Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Suppose it does? 

Mr. COX. Iam perfectly willing to see it 
printed. Suppose our country backs down 
from her position 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Suppose it does 
not back down, and does not intend to back 
down, at least I hope not for the honor of the 
country. , 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to any debate of 
this sort. 

Mr. BEATTY. The cost of the book will 
be $330 per thousand. 
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Mr. COX. I should like to offer anamend- 
ment, so that the resolution shall include the 
printing of the ‘‘ counter case.” 

TheSPEAKER. The “ counter case” has 
been submitted to the House of Representa- 
tives, and has been referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] desires to offer an amend- 
ment, to include the printing of extra copics 
of the ‘‘ counter case.” 

Mr. COX. And any correspondence which 
may be sent to the State Department. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be a 
definite amendment to a resolution of this 
kind. An order for printing must be specific. 

Mr. BANKS. I willask the House to limit 
this vote to the proposition which comes to us 
from the Senate, which relates to the ‘‘case”’ 
presented by the Government of the United 
States against Great Britain. We have had 
the ‘‘counter case’’ presented, and it has 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; and the day before yesterday we 
called for the British case. We have not 
acted. upon those matters in any way, and I 
think that in the mean time we should not 
include them in an order for printing extra 
copies. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let us have 
them altogether. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire also to say that I 
hope there will be no reduction in the num- 
ber of copies ordered by the Senate. This is 
one of the most important questions ever con- 
sidered by the Government or by the people. 
The people are greatly interested in the sub- 
ject, and they want copies of this ‘‘ case,” 
and I hope the House will be willing to print 
the largest number of copies that is proposed 
by the Senate. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will my 
colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 


ask my colleague, what is the use of printing 
a gone case? 

r. BANKS. Thatis not .a question for me 
to answer. My colleague has no right to make 
any such assumption. 

Mr. BEATTY. I desire to make the point 
of order against the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox,] that the 
“counter case’’ which he desires to have 
included in this resolution, has not been sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER., The Chair sustains the 
point of order. It is not in order to insert in 
a resolution, reported from the Committee on 
Printing, any documents, the consideration of 
which has not been previously submitted to 
that committee. 

Mr. COX. Then I move to recommit this 
resolution to the Committee on Printing, in 
order that we may have a perfect record of the 
whole business. We want the whole case, 
both that of the British Government and our 
own, 

Mr. BEATTY. 
proposition. 

Mr. BANKS. I d&sire to say one word. It 
is impossible for the House to get a complete 
record in this matter, because it is not yet 
finished. We have had submitted to us the 
case presented by the Government of the 
United States, and it was referred under the 
laws to the Committee on Printing. They 
have reported that a certain number of copies 
should be printed. That is a question for us 
to act upon. But we should not include the 
‘‘counter-case,’’ which has not been exam- 
ined, and has not yet been referred to the 
Committee on Printing. It has been ordered 
to be printed in the usual way, a copy being 
allowed to each member, and we should not 
order extra copies until we know. more about 
it, At any rate, we cannot do that now, be- 
cause that ‘‘counter case” has not been re- 


I have no objection to that 


ferred te the Committee on Printing.. 
Mr, DAWES, What objection would there. || 


be to allowing this resolution to be recom- 
mitted, and waiting the action of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs? i 

Mr. BANKS. The objection to that propo- 
sition is, that the country demands information 
on this subject as soon'as we can giveit. And 
with this view, let us for the present confine 
ourselves to printing the ‘‘ case,” and furnish- 
ing the largest number of copies. 

Mr. BEATTY. I wish to say that this book 
was published in the first place by the State 
Department; and further, the Senate have 
already ordered three thousand volumes. The 
number authorized by the substitute reported 
by the Committee on Printing will, in my judg- 
ment, be all the country needs. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I entirely concur 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Bawxs] in relation to the Senate proposition. 
The country wishes to be put in possession of 
this document, and I think it. would be very 
unwise policy to restrict the information to be 
supplied to the country, and to limit the num- 
ber of copies of this document, simply because 
it will cost a few thousand dollars. 

Now, sir, we will print here any quantity: 
of agricultural histories of pumpkins. and 
squashes; we do not object to that. But is 
it not of as much interest to the country to 
have the full facts of the case in a matter that 
concerns the national honor, the national in- 
terests, and the Government of the country? 
Why should we attempt to deprive the people 
of this information merely to save a few paltry 
dollars? We want all of these documents ; 
we want as many as we can get to be cir- 
culated throughout the country, and when the 
people have these documents in their hands I 
am satisfied that the partial, unjust, and un- 
American comments made throughout the 
country by various cowardly or subsidized 
newspapers will be taken at their true value. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call my 
colleague to order. Ido not think a discus- 
sion of that question-is proper in this debate. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from New York has not transcended 
the fair limits of debate. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Then I refuse to 
yield the floor. 

a Mr. BEATTY. 


oor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman to yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. BEATTY. I did not yield. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I wish to say only 
a word further. 

Mr. BEATTY. I simply desire to say, in 
auswer to what bas been said, that the ten 
thousand copies authorized by the resolution 
as amended by the Committee ou Printing 
would put two or three copies into every 
library in the country, and that is all we should 
publish. I now ask that the resolution be 
recommitted to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the resolution will 
not be recommitted. I hope we shall have 
this document printed as quickly as we possibly 
can. It is in type already, and we need not 
hold it back for other cases not yet before the 
committee. Let us decide to print twenty-two 
thousand copies and send them out to the 
people, because they demand this information, 
and we have it in type ready for them. 

The question was put upon Mr. Bearry’s 
motion, to recommit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Printing; and there were—ayes 54, 
noes 73. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. COX. Was my amendment accepted 
to include the counter case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not en- 
tertain that amendment, because it is notin 
order. In addition to being a violation of the 
rules it is a violation of the law. 

Mr. COX. Well, I ask unanimous con- 
sent--—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could noteven 


I insist that I have the 


entertain that request, because the law requires 
that any: printing which exceeds a certain sam 
shall go to the Committee on Printing, . It is 
a point of order which the Chair is bound to 
enforce. Tea 

Mr, BEATTY. I desire to ‘suggest to the ` 
House the fact that five, six, or seven thou- 
sand copies of this report have already been 
circulated. ; ; 

The question was taken‘ upon the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Printing to reduce 
the namber of copies to ten thousand five hun- 
dred, and there were—ayes 61, noes 71. 

Mr. BEATTY. I demand the yeas and nays 
on that question. 

Mr. BANKS. Let us have the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr, BEATTY. I want to see how many 
gentlemen here wish to save money in this 
way. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
saving of money. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 
eleven gentlemen voting therefor. 

So the amendment of the Committee on 
Printing was rejected. 

The question recurred upon concurring in 
the resolution of the Senate. : 

Mr. BANKS. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BEATTY. Is it in order for me to 
make a few remarks on this subject ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has demanded the previous 
question. 

Mr. BEATTY. Has he a right to demand 
the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. The ‘gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Brarry] did not report the reso- 
ation, and, therefore, is not entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. BEATTY. But the 
Georgia [ Mr. Price] did. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from 
Georgia is not claiming the floor. : 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Ohio 
had the floor and moved to recommit; which 
was negatived by the House. That opened 
the floor to other members. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
impression that there is no parliamentary right 
by which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Beatty] would be entitled to the floor. The 
House did not sustain him on his motion to 
recommit, and he did not make the report 
from the committee. 

The question was then taken upon concur- 
ring in the resolution of the Senate; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 85, noes 88. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, - 

Mr. BEATTY called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were ten in the 
affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of the 
last full vote) the yeas and nays were not 
ordered. 

The resolution wasaccordingly concurred in. 


Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was concurred in; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agread to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


` Mr. BANKS. I desire now to call up the 
resolution in relation to the case of Dr. Hou- 
ard, which was made a special order, privileged 
to be presented at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now acting 
under the operation of the previous question, 
which was seconded on yesterday on the bill 
relating to the Central Pacific railroad. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WHEELER] to yield to‘ me to 
snbmit.a motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the tariff bill. see 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot do that. ’ 

Mr. BANKS. - I:desire to give:uotice that 


I think it is no | 


gentleman from 
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as soon as the counter case under the Wash- 
ington treaty is returned from- the Printer, if 
no other gentleman does so, I will move the 
printing of extra copies. 

Mr. COX. I have a resolution on that sub- 
ject that I desire to have referred to the Com- 
mittee ‘on Printing: 

Mr. CONGER.. I desire to give notice on 
a privileged question. 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends 
that there can be no question of a higher priv- 
ilege than the unfinished business of yesterday 
under the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to give notice that 
on Tuesday next I will call up the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Commerce the bill 
to prone immigration to the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. And I desire to give notice 
that on the first opportunity I shail endeavor 
to get up the tariff bill for consideration, and 
shall object to everything that will interfere 
with it. 2 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know 
what is the effect of the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. Conger. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made no 
privileged motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I merely gave the notice I 
did at the request of several gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER, That was all well enough. 

Mr. CONGHR. I desire to call it up for 
action as soon as possible. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] to 
allow me to report a matter from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and bave it referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, where it ought to go immediately. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would do so willingly 
if I had not declined to yield to others. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

‘OBNTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order hav- 
ing been demanded, the House resumes the 
consideration of the unfinished business of 
yesterday, being House bill No. 1558, relat- 
ing to the Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
upon which the previous question has been 
seconded. The question is, ‘‘Shall the main 
question be now put?” 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think there will be no 
objection to coming to a vote, if the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Wazerer]} will 
permit two amendments to be offered, one 
fixing the minimum rental for this property 
at $50,000 a year, and the other requiring 

. this company to pay into the Treasury the 
$5,000,000 it owes the Government. f 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot do that. The 
first amendment is now in the original bill, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in the substitute? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ieis not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be offered to the 
substitute. 

Mr. WHEELER. The committee do not 
favor that proposition, and I am not at liberty 
toaccept it. I desire tosay to the House that 
if the main question is now ordered, the friends 
of this measure do not propose to take úp any 
further time in debate. This measure has 
already been discussed day after day, and the 
probability is that another day’s debate would 
not change a single vote. We desire to econo- 
mize the time of the House and will not take 
up more time for debate. 

Mr. COX. Has the main question been 
ordered on this bill? . 

The SPEAKER. It has not; that is the 
pending question. 

Mr. COX. Is that the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis; the House is acting 
under the operation of the previous question, 
which has been seconded. 

Mr. KILLINGER, Pending the ordering 
the main question, I move that the bill be laid 
on the table, if that motion is in order. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
lay the bill on the table; and upon a division, 
there were—ayes 68, noes 74. 

Before the result of the vote was announced; 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Mr. KILLINGHR. I eall for the yeas and 
nays. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let üs take the vote by 
tellers first. 

Mr. KILLINGER. We may as well- have 
the yeas and nays at once. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, would it 
be in order to ask that the proposed amend- 
ments be read for information? 

The SPEAKER. It isin order to ask it; but 
the proposition requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then l ask unanimous 
consent that the two amendments suggested 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 


be read. 
Mr. WHEELER. I object. We all know 


what they are. 

The question was taken on the motion of 
Mr. KILLINGER that the bill be laid on the 
table; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 79, nays 96, not voting 65; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, 
Bird, James &. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, 
Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crossland, Davis, 
Du Bose, Hames, Eldredge, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Garfield, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, 
Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, 
MeIntyre, McNeely, Monroe, Hosea W. Parker, 
Potter, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, William X. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, Slater, 
Jobn A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Storm, 
Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Terry, Dwight Town- 
send, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Weils, 
Whitthome. Wood, and Young—79, 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, 
De Large, Dickey, Duell, Duke, Dunnéil, Eliiott, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Garrett, Getz, Harper, George E. Harris, Hays, 
John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kel- 
ley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, 
McGrew, McHenry, McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, 
Merriam, Mitcheli, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard 
Myers, Negloy, Nibiack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Pal- 
mer, {saac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, 
Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Prindie, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, 
Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Turner, Twichell, Upson, 
Voorhees, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, and Wil- 
liams of New York—96, 

NOT VOLTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beveridge, 
Boles, James Brooks, Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, 
Creely, Criteher, Donnan, Dox, Farweil, Charles 
Foster, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Jobn T. 
Jiarris, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazeiton, Hill, 
Kendall, Kinsella, Leach, Lowe, Maynard, Mc- 
Crary, McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Pendleton, Porter, Price, Ritchie, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Slocum, Worthington ©. Smith, 
Sprague, Stevens, Stowell, St. John, Tafe, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Waddell, Walls, 
Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, and 
W inchester—65. 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table 
was not agreed to. 


Daring the roll-call, 

Mr. DONNAN said: On this question [am 
paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. HALSEY, who, if present, would vote 
‘ no,” while I should vote “ay.” 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
main question. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it not bein order 
now to have the amendments of the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Ho_man] read? 

The SPEAKER. it would not, except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope by general consent 
they may be read. 

Mr. WHEELER. No objectis to be attained 
by reading them. I have already stated dis- 
tinctly that the sense of the committee is 
opposed to them, and I cannot permit them to 
1] be offered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. At any rate let the House 
know what they are. 
Mr. WHEELER, 
being read. f 

The question being taken on ordering the 
main question, there were—ayes 82, noes 68, 

Mr. BANKS. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 80, not vot- 
ing 60; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. 
Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan; 
Conger, Crocker, Darrail, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Hale, Halsey, 
Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, Hays, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamison, 
Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, MeGrew, McHenry, 
McJunkin, McKee, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C 
Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron E. Perry, Bli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberta, 
Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, 
Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, Sny- 
der, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, Suth- 
erland, Sypher, Taffe, Turner, Twichell, Voorhees, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, and Williams of 
New York—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James 
G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Butinton, Burchard, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, 
Crossland, Davis, Donnan, Du Bose, Eames, Bld- 
redge, Finkelnburg, Forker, Garfield, Golladiy. 
Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand- 
ley, Hay, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Kil- 
linger, King, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, McClelland, 
McCormick, McCrary,’ McIntyre, McNeely, Mer- 
rick, Monroe, Hosea W. Parker, Potter, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, Slater, 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Ste- 
venson, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Terry, 
Dwight Townsend, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Walden, Whitthorne, and Young—80. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Boles, James Brooks, 
Caldweli, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, 
Creely, Critcher, Dox, Farwell, Charies Foster, 
Wilder D, Foster, Goodrich, Hanks, John T. Haris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hereford, Hill, Kendall, Kinsella, 
Leach, Lowe, Maynard, McKinney, Benjamin 
Meyers, Morgan, Pendleton, Porter, Price, Prindle, 
Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, 
Sprague, St, John, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Tuthill, Upson, Waddell, Walls, Wells, Wil- 
lard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, Win- 
chester, and Wood—60. 

So the previous question was secouded. 


During the vote, 

Mr. SLOCUM stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Wincnesrer, of Kentucky, who if 
present would vote in the negative, while he 
would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved that the 
reading of the names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The vote was then announced as above 
recorded. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the previous question was sec- 
onded; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays 
on the latter motion. » ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A messagé was received frorn the Senate, by 
Mr. GoruaM, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that that body had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 831) to empower C. O. Shep- 
ard, chargé d’affaires at Japan, to draw his 
salary as such officer; and 

A bill (S. No. 889) for the relief of Joseph 
Segar, of Virginia, 

The message farther announced that the 
Senate had passed a concurrent resolution 
that there be printed twenty-one thousand ad- 
ditional copies of the report and proceedings 
of the convention of delegates from agricul- 
tural colleges, Stateagricultural societies, &e. , 
held in the city of Washington on the 15th, 


I must object to their 


| 16th, and 17th of February, 1872, and com- 


1872. 
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municated to the Senate by the Commissioner 
of Agriculture, of which five hundred copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, six thou- 
sand for the use of the House, and fourteen 
thousand five hundred for the use of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture, of which one 
hundred shall be supplied to each delegate of 
the convention; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The yeas and nays were ordered on the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

Mr. BEATTY moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
22, noes 97; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. HOLMAN: demanded tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brarry and 
Mr. WHEELER were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—yeas forty-one, more than one fifth 
of those present. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 35, nays 140, not voting 
65; as follows: . 


YEAS— Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Beatty, Biggs, Bird, Cox, Crossland, Du 
Bose, Golladay, Hambleton, Handley, Hanks, Hay, 
Hereford, Herndon, Holman, Kerr, Lewis, Manson, 
McNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Randall, Read, Edward 
X. Rice, John Rice, William R. Roberts, R. 
Milton Speer, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Wells, and 
Young-—85, à 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barnum, Bell, Bingham, Austin Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buflinton, 
Burchard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Wiiliam "T. 
Clark, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 

er, Cotton, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De 

arge, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Duell, Duke, Dun- 
nell, Hames, Hiliott, Hly, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Griffith, Hal- 
deman, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, George B, 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, 
Lamport, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, 
McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, McHenry, Mcln- 
tyre, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, Morey, 
Morphis,: Leonard’ Myers, Negley,. Niblack, Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Bli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Mater, 
Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Lhomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Taife, Turner, Tuthill, Twich- 
eli, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wakeman, Wal- 
den, Waldron, Wallace, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New York, 
and Wood—140. 

NOL VOTiNG—Messrs. Barry, Beck, Beveridge, 
Bighy, James G. Blair, Boles, James Brooks, Ben- 


jamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, | 


Coburn, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Davis, lldredge, 
Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Hancock, John T, Harris, Hill, 
Kendall, King, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, 
McKee, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, 
Morgan, Paimer, Pendleton, Porter, Price, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Sheilabarger, 
Shober, Worthington C. Smith, Sprague, Storm, St. 
John, Swann, Thomas, Washington Townsend, 
Upson, Van trump, Waddell, Walis, Warren, Wil- 
ard; 
Winchester—65, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, for the par- 
pose of .getting on with the public business 1 
will-again ask the gentleman from New York 

. [Mr WaexLer] whether he will consent to 
allow. the House to have an opportunity to 
vote on: the. two amendments whicb. I have 
already indicated? This. measure can then be 
disposed of without further delaying the public 


business. If those amendments. be voted down | 


by the House, of ‘course we Cannot complain. 

The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 
on the motion to lay upon the table.the motion 
to reconsider the: vote by which the previous 
question was seconded, on which the yeas and 
nays-have been ordered. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. L withdraw the-motion t 
reconsider and lay upon the table. : 


42p Cone, 2p Suss.— No. 172. 


Jeremiah M. Wilson, John ‘I. Wilson, and | 


| 


| 


$ 
i 


Mr. HOLMAN. The two propositions on 


have been submitted to the gentleman from 
New York, and if the House has an oppor- 
tunity to express its opinion on those proposi- 
tions I presume there will-be no further effort 


to delay final action on the bill... All we 
desire is a vote on those propositions. 


I submit two propositions. The first is to 
provide a sum, not less than $50,000, as the 
annual rental; that shall be the minimum of 
the amount to be fixed by the commissioners. 
The second proposition is that the act shall 
not take effect until the railroad company 
shall have repaid to the Treasury the interest 
on the bonds issued for the benefit of the com- 
pany, and now remaining unpaid. 

Mr. SARGENT. You might include also 
the national debt. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. Let the amendmenis, 
which the gentleman desires to have admitted, 
be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the twenty-third line of the first section, 
after the words “shall be deemed just and eqnit- 
able,” insert the words “‘not less than $50,000 as the 
annual rental.” 

Add to the first section of the bill these words: 
“but no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall 
have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the sums paid by the United States as interest on 


fit of said company, and now remaining unpaid, 
namely, the sum of $5,089,215. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understand the propo- 
sition to be that if these amendments are ad- 


House will then without further delay proceed 
to dispose of the bill. I understand also that 
these amendments are offered to the substitute 
which [ have introduced. 

~ Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER. Withthat understan 
I accept the proposition. 

The SPRAKER. The Chair desires that 
any understanding which may be come to shall 
be clear and precise. 
that if those amendments are admitted to be 
voted on, no farther dilatory motions shall be 
entertained, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That isthe understanding. 

Mr. RANDALL. © I presume that by a dila- 
tory motion would not be understood a vote 
on the final passage of the bill. 

i Myr. HOLMAN. Of course we shall want 


ding, 


il to have a vote on the bill. 
TheSPEAKER. Any motion on questions |; 


touching the bill is nota dilatory motion. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the first section 
of the bill be now reported, that the House 
| may see the-connection in which it is proposed 
that the first amendment I offer shall come in. 
Mr. WHEELER. I wish it distinctly un- 
; derstood that these amendments are to the 
| substitute offered by me, and also that J merely 
' admit them for the purpose of being voted upon 
| by the House. 
| Mr. HOLMAN, 
Mr. WHEELER. 
pectation on my part, and on the part of the 
| friends of the bill in the committee, that both 
amendments will be voted down. 
Mr. HOLMAN. And on the other hand, 


Yes, sir. 


| substituted for the original bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course we would want 
our amendments voted on if the substitute 
should be voted down, and action should be 
taken on the original bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. My desire isto have the 
| substitute adopted by the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to have it distinctly 
understood whether this agreement is to be 
limited to the action of the House on.the-sab- 
stitute. . 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
operating, and will not be exhausted until the 
| whole business is finished. Pea? 


which I desire to have a vote of the House | 


the bonds is sued by the United States for the bene- | 


mitted to be voted upon by the House, the | 


The Chair understands | 


With the hope and ex- |; 


it is understood that ‘the substitute is offered || 
in good faith, with the intention of its being | 


| Mr. BANKS. These amendments are to'be 
| applied to the substitute. If the. friends or~ 
| the opponents of the bill defeat the substitute, 
| then the question comes: upon the’ or 
bill; and- according to. this agreement the: 
opponents to. the. original bill are bound to: 


tive vote. x 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. . That is not: the 
understanding. : ie 

Mr. HOLMAN. . The statement was, that: 
the substitute was offered in good faith ; and 
the understanding was. that if the substitute 
should be voted down, then these amend- 
ments may be offered to the original bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. The substitute is offered 
to suit the gentlemen. acting with the gentle: 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Hozmay,] and I 
understand that it is more acceptable to them 
than the original bill. They have it in their 
own hands to have the question decided on 
the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _ If the substitute should 
not be adopted, we reserve the right to offer 
these amendments to the original bill. 

Mr. BANKS. I call the attention. of the 
House again to the fact. that if the substitute 
should be defeated by any chance, the House 
i! by this agreement, according.to the interpret- 
ation of the Chair, which seems to be-just, is 
bound to make no further opposition to ‘the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. That is not the 
understanding on this side of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. Then the matter ought to be 
more fully understood. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
parliamentary condition of the question. The 
bill which was reconsidered was House bill 
No. 1553. It is the bill which was before the 
House some time since and was recommitted 
|! to the committee on the 12th of March. There 
| was pending to that bill as an amendment the 
following proviso : = S 

Provided, That said railroad company shall pay 
into the Treasury of the United States annually the _ 
sum of $500,000 for the use of the said half of said’ 
island, as provided in this act. - ee ae : 

The previous question, if sustained, will first 
operate on that amendment to the original bill, 
because the original bill must. be perfected 
before the substitute ean be reached. . Ihe 
original bill having been perfected, the ques- 
tion will then come up on the substitute, and 
the first question upon the substitute will be 
i upon the first of the two amendments offered 


| by the gentleman trom Indiana, [Mr. Hormax. ] 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that the first. 
| amendmentrequirestwo or three slight changes 
| in its phraseology, which [hope willbe allowed 
| to be made. They do not alter at all the sense 
| of the amendment. 

| TheSPEAKER. That will be understood, 
| of course. f 

Mr. WHEELER. I sappose ip is under- 
stood all around that the amendments are 
offered to the substitute. : 

The SPEAKER. They are; but dilatory 
i motions having been withdrawn and the pre- 
|) vious question operating, it operates first. upon 
i the original bill and the amendmeut thereto. 
| he Clerk read the amendment to the 
original bill, as follows: 

Provided, That said railroad company shall pay 
li into the Treasury of the United States annually the 
li sum of $500,000 for the use of the said half of said 
| island, as provided in this act. i 
i The-question was put on the amendment; 
| and there were—ayes. 64, noes 76. 
: Mr. BEATTY. TI call for the yeas and nays. 

' The yeas and nays were ordered. 

i The question was taken; andit was decided 
i 
i 


‘in the negative—yeas 84, nays 94, not voting ` 
62; as follows: ae 
| , YBAS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, ° 
it Arthur, Banks. Beatty. Bell, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton. Bright, Buffinton, Burch- 
ard, Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn, Comingo, Cot- : 
: ton, Cox. Crossland, Davis. Donnan, Du Bose, 
ii Eames, Finkeinburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
| Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancoek, Handley, 
Hanks, Havens, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 


offer no resistance whatever, except. a nega- ; 
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Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, Leach, 
hewis,- Manson, Marshall,- McClelland, McCrary, 
Molntyre, MceNecly, Merrick, Monroe, Moore, Nib- 
lack, Hosea W. Parker, Potter, Randall, | 
Edward Y. Rice, John Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Roberts, Siater, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Ste- 
yens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, 
Terry, Tyner, Upson, Van Tramp, Vaughan, Wal- 
den, Wells, Whitthorne, Wood, and Young—81. - 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Bingham, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, Coghlan, 
Conger, Creely, Crocker, Dawes, De Large, Duell, 
Dunnell, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Wilder D. Fos 
ter, Frye, Garrett, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Har- 
per, George E. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kel- 
ley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, 
McGrew, McHenry, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, 
Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Perce, Bli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, 
Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, 


Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoe- 
maker, Sloss, IL. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 


Stowell, Sypher, Taffe, Turner, 'Twichell, Voorhees, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, and Williams of 


New York—94, 5 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Beck, Beveridge, 
Austin Blair, Boles, James Brooks, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, 
Critcher, Darrall, Dickey, Dox, Duke, Eldredge. 
Farwell, Charles Foster, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, 
Hale, John T, Harris, Hawley, Hill, Kendall, Kin- 
sella, Lowe, Maynard, MeCormick, McKee, Me- 
Kinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Orr, Pen- 
dleton, Aaron F, Perry, Price, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Sawyer, Scofield, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, 
Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, St. John, Suth- 
erland, Thomas, Dwight ‘Townsend, Wasbing- 


g 
ton Townsend, Tothill, Waddell, Walls, Willard, || 


Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 


Winchester—62. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Horace Porrsr, his Private 
Secretary, who alsoinformed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills 
and a joint resolution of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: ; 

An act (H. R. No. 578) to extend the time 
for the completion of the military road from 
Fort Wilkins, at Copper Harbor, in the State 
of Michigan, to Fort Howard, at Green Bay, 
in the State of Wisconsin ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1180) to extend the time 
for filing claims for additional: bounty, under 
the act of July 28, 1869; 

An act (H. R. No. 1288) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Daniel Orner, late 
private in company H, ninety-first regiment 

ennsylvania volunteers ; 


Wilson, and 


An act (H. R. No. 1638) to create the Link- |! 


ton land district, in the State of Oregon; 


An act (H. R. No. 1781) authorizing the | 


Secretary of War to deliver condemned ord- 
nance to certain soldiers’ monumental asso- 
ciations ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1782) in relation to 
bounties ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1862) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to make certain 
nepotiationg with the Ute Indians ia Colo- 
rado; 

An act (H. R. No. 2253) for the relief of 
Cathron & Maguire, bankers and brokers of 
the city of Rome, Georgia; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No; 108) grant- 
ing condemned cannon for the erection of a 
soldiers’ monument at Mound City, Illinois. 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
The House resumed the consideration of 


the bill (H. R. No. 1558) relating to the Cen- | 


tral Pacific Railroad Company. 

The question was upon the first amendment 
offered by Mr. Horman to the substitate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave changed the phrase- 


ology of the amendment somewhat, but not so | 


as to alter its sense. 
The SPEAKER. 
amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines twenty to twenty-five of the first section | 


insert, so that it will read: 
And within three months from theirappointment 


Read ji 


The Clerk will read the | 


said commissioners, or a majority of them, shall 
award such annual sum as rental for the use of said 
half ofsaid island as granted by this act as in their 
judgment, or in the judgment of a majority of them, 
shall be deemed just and equitable, not less than 
$50,000, which amount shall be paid by the said Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company annually thereafter 
during the said oceupany. 

Mr. WHEELER. I prefer the original prop- 
osition submitted to the House, and I object 
to any modification. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was submitted with the 
understanding that the phraseology of the 
amendment might be made to correspond with 
the phraseology of the section. f 

The SPEAKER. If an amendment is ad- 
mitted and agreed to, and there is any neces- 
sity to modify the phraseology of it so as to 
make the meaning conspicuous, of course that 
is always done, and the enrolling clerk is 
allowed to take a liberty of that kind. If the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] 
thinks this amendment as modified is mate- 
rially different from the other, he has the right 
to object. But in the judgment of the Chair 
it presents the same question to the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I preferthe amendment 
as it was originally presented, and as it was 
understood by gentlemen. 

Mr. SARGENT. And it was reported from 
the Clerk’s desk as framed by the gentleman 
from Indiana himself. f ; had, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thereis manifest injustice 
in the objection of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. WHEELER.] I stated at the time 
I offered the amendment that of course I 
wished to arrange its phraseology in such a 
manner as to make it correspond with the 
section; and that is all I now propose to do. 
The striking out ofthe words ‘‘before it shall 
avail itself- of the provisions of this act,” 
should be included in the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. The amendment was care- 
fully prepared by the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Hoiman,] and reported from the Cierk’s 
desk for the information of the House. To 
change it now will give rise to inquiries all 
around me which I cannot answer. I there- 
fore prefer that the question shall be taken on 
the amendment as originally presented. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be 
reported as originally presented. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words ‘‘shall be deemed just and equit- 
able,” in line twenty-three, section one of the substi- 
tute, insert the words “not less than $50,000 as an 
annual rental,” 

The question was taken upon agreeing to the 
amendment; and upon a division, there were— 
ayes 51, noes 69. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY and Mr. HOLMAN called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas,and nays were ordered, 

The question was again taken; and there 
were—yeas 86, nays 93, not voting 61; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Banks, Beatty, Beck,- Bigby, Biggs, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Burch- 
ard, Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crossland. Davis, 
Donnan, Du Bose, Eames, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Havens, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis. Man- 
son, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, 
McIntyre, McNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Nibiack, 
Potter, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice. William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, Sla- 
ter, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, 
Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Wood, and Young—86, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. 
Butler, William T. Clark, Coghlan, Conger, Creely, 
Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Duke, Dunnell, 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, 
Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, George E. Har- 
ris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Lamport, Lansing, MeGrew, McHenry, McJunkin, 
Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, Morey, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, P Isaac C. 


almer, 
Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron £ Eli Perry, 


Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, 


Sheldon, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John 


Terry, Tyner, | 


A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Stowell, Sypher, Taffe, Turner, Twichell, 
Voorhees, Wakeman. Waldron, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
and Williams of New York—93. : 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Bell, Beveridge, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, James Brooks, Benja- 
min F. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Freeman. 
Clarke, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Dox, 
Duell, Bidredge, Ely, Farwell, Charles Foster, Hale, 
John T. Harris, Hawley, Hill, Kendall, Kinsella, 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McKee, McKinney, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Moore, Morgan, Negley, Hosea W, 
Parker, Pendleton, Price, Ritchie, Robinson, Roose- 
velt, Sawyer, Scofield, Shellabarger, Shober, Shoe- 
maker, Worthington C. Smith, St. John. Sutherland, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, 
Tuthill, Waddell, Walis, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John 
T. Wilson, and Winchester—6l. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question now recurs 
on agreeing to the second amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hor- 
MAN, ] which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


to the first section of the substitute these 
words : 

Baut no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Central Pacific Railroad Company skall 
have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the sums paid by the United States as interest on 
the bonds issued by the United States for the bene- 
fitof said company, and now remaining unpaid, 
namely, the sum of $5,089,215, 


The question being taken on agreeing to the 
amendment, there were—ayes 53, noes 69, 

Mr. BEATTY and Mr. HOLMAN called 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 79, nays 92, not voting 
69 ; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Beek, Biggs, Bird, James G, Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Davis, Donnan, Du 
Bose, Eldredge, Finkelnburg, Forker, Getz, Gol- 
laday, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Handley, tanks, Harmer, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, 
Leach, Lewis, Manson, MeVletland, McCormick, 
McCrary, McIntyre, McNeely, Mercur, Merrick 
Monroe, Packer, Potter, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Sher- 
wood, Shoemaker, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Ste- 
vens, Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Terry, 
Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, and Young—79, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Bingham, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, 
Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, 
Coghlan, Conger, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes,’ 
De Large, Dickey, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, 
Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Gar- 
rett, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harper, George E 
Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazel- 
ton, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Keilogg. 
Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, McGrew, MeHenry, 
McJunkin, Merriam, Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, 
Packard, Palmer, Peck, Perce, Aeron F. Perry, Eli 
Perry, Peters, Piatt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, 
Sessions, Sheldon, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Joka 
A.Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Stowell, Sypber, Tafe, Turner, ‘'wicheil, 
Upson, Voorhees, Wakeman, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 

and Williams of New York—92, \ 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Boles, James Brooks, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Carroli, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Conver, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dox, Duell, Ely, 
Farwell, Charlies Foster, Henry D. Foster, John T. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hili, Kendall, Kinsella, 
Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McKee, MeKin- 
ney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morey, Morgan, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, 
Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Price, Ritchie, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Shanks, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Worthington C. 
Smith, Storm,St, Jobn,Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Wad- 
doll, a aldron, Walls, Jobn T. Wilson, and Winches- 
er—69. a 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The question then recurred on agreeing 
to the tollowing substitute, offered by Mr. 
WHEELER: 


_ Whereas the Central Pacific railroad, the western 
linkin the chain of railroads connecting the Atlantio 
and Pacifice oceans, is now completed to Oakland, 
opposite San Francisco, and it is important that the 
western terminus of said railroad should be as near as 
possible to San Francisco, and should have sufficient 
accommodations for the travel and commerce pass- 
ing over said road: Therefore, : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the use of one half of the island o 
Yerba Buena, or Goat Island, in the Bay of San 
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Francisco, California, is hereby granted to the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and 
assigns, for a terminus for its railroad, to be used 
exclusively for railroad purposes; and this grant 
shall continue so long as the said premises shall be 
used by said company, its successors and assigns, 
for the purposes above named, and no longer; and 
said’ premises shall be subject to taxation as is 
other like property under the. laws of the State of 
California: Provided, That within one month from 
the passage of this act, the President of the United 
States shall appoint three commissioners, who shall 
be authorized at the expense of. the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, after being duly sworn or af- 
firmed faithfully to perform their duties and that 
they have no interest in said company, to examine 
said island, to hear allegations and proofs, and to 
take into account as well any benefits as any injury 
which may accrue to the Government of the United 
States from the execution of this act; and within 
three months from their appointment said commis- 
sioners, or a majority of them, shall award such sum 
for the use of said half of said island, as granted by 
this act, as in their judgment, or in the judgment of 
a majority of them, shall be deemed just and equita- 
ble, which amount, when the award shall have been 
approved by the President, shall be paid by said 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, before it shall 
availitself of thisgrant: Provided further, That said 
one half of said island shall be sclected-and desig- 
nated within six months from the passage of this act, 
by or under the authority of the President of the 


grant isupon the expresscondition that the Govera- 
ment of the United States hereby reserves the free 
use of the whole of said island for military pur- 
poses in time of war, or in anticipation of war, 
when deemed necessary by the President of the Uni- 
ted States. j 

Snc. 2. That nothing herein contained shall destroy 
or impair any lawful or equitable rights and claims 
ofprivate parties, if such exist, to the said island, or 
any part thereof; and the said Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company is hereby authorized to locate and 
construct its railroad and telegraph line from its 
present terminus at Oakland to said island, and there 
establish the western terminus of said railroad and 
telegraph line: Provided, That this extension shall 
be subject to thecharter, laws, and conditions which 
now govern the construction and existence of the 
Central Pacific railroad; but no subsidy of any 
nature whatsoever is hereby intended to be or is 
given to the said Central Pacific railroad: Pro- 
vided further, That said railroad shall reach said 
island with its track, and occupy its designated por- 
tion thereof, within three years from the time said 
companyshall be in undisputed possession, free from 
adverse claimants: And be it further provided, That 
the superstructure upon which the track shall be 
placed shall be built upon piers, with spans of not 
jess than three hundred feet, which piers shall be 
reduced to a minimum, and also to the least possible 
width consistent with safety, and so placed and 
shepod with reference to the channel and direction 
of the tides ag to offer to them as little obstruction as 
possible. ' A 5 

Sec. 3, That if at any time the wantsof commerce 
or naval communication shall regeire it, upon the 
direction of the President of the United States, the 
said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall erect a 
draw-bridge over such portion of the channel as 
the engineer department of the United States shall 

irect. 

Sec. 4, That any and all railroad companies shall 
have the right to run their cars from the mainland 
over the track of the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to said island, and thereupon have reasonable 
facilities and accominodations for doing business, 
under such rules and regulations as shall be pre- 
scribed by the said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; butcach company availing itself of this privi- 
lege shall first pay to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company a just proportion of the cost of the im- 
provements ou said island,and the expenses incurred 
in reaching the same from the mainland; such pro- 
portion to be measured and determined by the bene- 
fits which said railroad company may derive from 
the use of said main track and island; and in case 
of any disagreement between any such railroad com- 
pany and the said Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
as to the amounts to be paid, and as to the use and 
occupancy of said track and island, thesame shall be 
determined by the Secretary of War, subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That the said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and any other railroad company availing itself 
of the privileges of this act, shall receive and deliver 
freight and passengers which shall pass over their 
lines of road, or any part thereof, without extra 
charge, at one or more points convenient for busi- 
ness and travel on the western shore of said bay, and 
within the corporate limits of the city of Sau Fran- 
cisco: Provided further, That the said Central Pacific 
Railroad Company shall make no charge for wharf- 
age for freight or. passengers which have passed or 
are to pass over their line of road or any part thereof: 
And be it further provided, That. Congress reserves 
full power, whenever in its judgment it may be 
proper so to do, to authorize. by law any other rail- 
road company or companies to construct and main- 
tain its or their own independent connections with 
and use of that part of the island of Yerba Buena, 
the use of which is by this act: granted, that shall 
not be actually occupied forlegitimate railroad pur- 
poses under law of Congress at the time said subse- 
quent legislation may be had; and Congress may at 
any time alter, amend, orrépeal this act, haying due 
regard: to the rights and interests of all railroad 


United States: And be it further provided, That this ! 


| 
| 


! Harmer, Harper, George E. i 
| Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, Hough- | 


' Slater, 
! Stevens, 
! Wells, 


: eridge, Bigby, 


: Tuthill, Waddell, Walls. and Winchester—53, 


: Mr. CrRegs, who was absent by leave of the | 4 y 
: Between the various questions presented for 


t 
companies which may have availed themselyes of | 
the privilege hereby granted. | 


| 
The substitute was agreed to. i 
The bill, as amended, was then ordered to | 
be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
time. 2 $ {i 
The question being on the passage of. the | 
bill, f 
Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and naya. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
The question was taken; and it was decided | 
inthe affirmative—yeas 101, nays 86, not voting |! 
58; as follows: i 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, i 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, Wiiliam T, Clark, Coghlan, Con- |} 
ger, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, | 
Duell, Duke, Dunneli, Elliott, Farnsworth, Henry | 
D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Harris, Hays, Gerry W. | 


ton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Lowe, Lynch, MeGrew, McHenry, MeJun- 
kin, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Orr. Packard, Packer, |: 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. |) 
Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, {i 
Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, |! 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, Sutherland, Sypher, 
‘faffe, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Voorhees, Wake- 
man, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, White- | 
ley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Williams of | 
New Yorks—101. 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, ji 
Banks, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Bingham, Bird, James G, |! 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Butiinton, Burchard, Benja- | 
min F. Butler, Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Cross- | 
land, Davis, Donnan, Du Bose, Hames, Eldredge, | 
Finkelnburg, Forker, Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, | 
Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambieton, Hancock, i 
Handley, Hanks, Havens, Hay, Herndon, Hibbard, | 
Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison,: Lewis, |: 
Manson, Maynard, McClelland, McCormick, Me- |’ 
} 
i 
{ 
| 
| 


Crary, McIntyre, McNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Potter, | 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, 
John A, Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevenson, 


Storm, Stoughton, Strong, 
Rann, fermy, 


rry, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, ji 
hitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, Wood, and Young—86, 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Bell, Bev- | 
Boles, James Brooks, Caldwell, i 
Campbell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Conner, |: 
Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Dox, Ely, Farwell, Charles 
foster, Hale, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hereford, 
Hill, Kendall, Kinsella, Marshall, McKee, Me- 
Kinney, Benjamin F. Meyors, Morgan, Negley, 
Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, Price, Rob- 
inson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Shellabarger, 
Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, St. John, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, 


So the bill was passed. 
During the vote, 
Mr. MeNEELY stated that his colleague 


House on account of sickness in his family, į 


: would if present have voted in the negative, | 
; and in the affirmative on all the amendments. 


i 
Mr. ELY stated that he was paired with |; 
Mr. Parker, of New Hampshire, who would | 
have voted against the bill, while he would | 
have voted for it. | 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that- he was paired |; 
with Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, and that while 
he would have voted in favor of some of the 
amendments he was himself generally in favor 
of the bill, while Mr. MARSHALL was. opposed 


o it. 

Mr. BELL stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Neeiey, of Pennsylvania, who would have |i 
voted in the affirmative, while he would have j; 
voted in the negative. f 

Mr. SHOBER stated that he- was paired | 
with his colleague, Mr. Cops, who would have | 
voted in the affirmative, while he would have |i 
voted in the negative. i 

i] 
| 


Mr. PRICE stated that he was paired with | 
Mr. Towxsenp, of Pennsylvania, who would 
have voted in the affirmative, while he would 
have voted in the negative. 


I 

to the bill, was paired with Mr. Moreay, from 

Ohio, who was opposed to it. : 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, stated that | 

he was paired with Mr. MeKerg, of Mississippi, |! 


e 


: order of business. 


i Mr. ; 
i Committee of Elections for the payment of 


who would have voted in the afria 
he would bave voted in the negative 


The vote was then. anviounced as 
recorded. : te SE 
Mr. COX. I move to amend the’ title 


laid on the table. as a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York asks consent to move an. amendment io 
the title. i 

Mr. COX. Have I not the right to the 
floor to make that motion? ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title of the bill by striking out the 
words relating to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and inserting in lieu thereof “A bill to give a 


railroad company over five million dollars of public 
property without consideration.” 


Mr. COX. That is the idea. E 
Mr. WHEELER. I object, and demand 


' the vote on my motion to reconsider and lay 
| on the table. 


The motion. to. reconsider was laid où the 
table. f f 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Goruay, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that that. body had passed a bill (S. No. 765) 
for the relief of the heirs of the late Captain 
R. R. Perkins, of the United States Army ; in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 


; quested. 


The message further announced that the 
Senate had adopted the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 


| the two Houses on a bill (H. R. No. 1866) ‘for 


the relief of Mrs. Frances A. McKinney. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had recommitted to the committee of 
conference a bill (H. R. No. 1060) making ` 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for. 
the year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes. pt eee 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to 


: callupthereport fromthe Committee on Foreign 


Affairs in reference to the case of Dr. Houard. 

The SPEAKER. Calling for the regular 
order of business, the Chair will inform mem- 
bers, will not bring up anything in particular. 


consideration the House must decide. 
PAY OF CONTESTANT. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire, 


Speaker, to make a report from ` the 


David S. Gooding, contestant in the contested- 


| election case from the fourth congressional 
: district of Indiana. 
| objection to taking up the resolution and act- 
; ing upon it at onee, as he desires. to leave the 
| Gity this evening. 


T-hope there will be no 


Mr. BEATTY. Is that a privileged question? 

The SPEAKER. It has always been ruled 
to be so. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That David S. Gooding, contestant from 
the fourth congressional district of Indiana, be al- 
lowed the sum: of $3,080 out of the contingent fund 
of the House, in full for necessary expenses and 'dis- 
bursements paid out and incurred by kim in the 

rosecution of his claim to have been. elected to the 

‘orty-Second Congress. : 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion 


, to reconsider be laid on the table. 


Phe latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS.: ` + 
Mr. BANKS. T desire to mak 
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from the Committee on Foreign Affairs on the 
ease of Dr. Howard. : ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
order of business. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs are authorized to report at any time in 
relation to the case of Dr. Houard.. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] who 
is chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, is on the floor for a privileged motion, 
which. would take away the priority of that 
order, a motion to suspend the rules for the 
House to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the tariff bill. And 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. NIBLACK] is 
on the floor desiring to submit a motion to 
suspend the rules for the House to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. And I 
desire to move that the House now proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not 
be privileged, as there has been no morning 
hour to-day. 

Mr. BANKS. Iwill say to the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means that 
we hope to dispose of the resolution in regard 
to Dr. Houard in two hours. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Say three hours. 

Mr. BANKS. We hope it will not oceupy 
more than two hours, but the discussion wiil 
not go beyond three hours at any rate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The consideration of the 
ease of Dr. Houard has now been postponed 
for eight days, and I hope it will be at once 
proceeded with. 

Mr. BANKS. trust the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will allow us 
to go on with that question. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. It is a very import- 
ant question, and I trust we will have time to 
discuss it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will allow us to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the fortification bill. 

The SPEAKER. The best way in which 
the priority of business can be settled is for 
the Chair to recognize the gentleman from 
Massachusetts on the left of the Chair, [Mr. 
Bayxs;] and the two other gentlemen who 
have privileged reports can raise the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. COBURN. Let me remind the Chair 
that the consideration of the homestead bill 
has been fixed for this day, to the exclusion 
of every other order except reports of the 
Committees of Ways and Means and Appro- 
priations. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends 
that that is true. He had overlooked the 
assignment of that order for to-day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a remark 
on this question. When the Chair decided 
that the Goat Island bill should have prefer- 
ence over the case of an American citizen, 
who is in jail, with his feet in chaius, he stated 
that that bill had higher privilege; and I 
understood the Chair to state that the case of 
Dr, Houard would come up next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not dis- 
tinctly apprehend what the gentleman first 
stated. The statement, as it fell upon the ear 
of the Chair, was offensive. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not mean to be 
offensive, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that 
the motion to reconsider was one having the 
highest privilege known to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the Chair decided, 
further, that it cut off the consideration of Dr. 
Houard’s case, being a motion of higher 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

“Mr. RANDALL. That is what I meant to 
say. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman differ | 


from that ruling of the Chair? 
Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; but I drew the 
inference that the Chair stated substantially 


that Dr. Houard’s case would come next. 


And now the gentleman from Massachusetts 


TMr: Dawes] proposes to intervene the tariff 
al : 


HL 

TheSPRAKER. When the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] rose the Chair 
was about to submit to the decision of the 
majority of the House what business should 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. BANKS. Thatis the proper way of 
settling it. - 

Mr. RANDALL. Ishall he quite satisfied 
with that. 

Mr. BANKS. I propose to submit the re- 
port of the committee, and, if possible, [ shall 
be willing that the House should limit the debate 
to two hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot consent to that. 
The gentleman knows that the members of the 
committee themselves will occupy two hours; 
and there are others of us, not members of 
the committee, who are very much interested 
in the subject. I brought the case to the atten- 
tion of the House, and I do not wish to becut 
short in the remarks I desireto submit. 

Mr. DAWES. It is perfectly. evident that 
if the House is to take up at all for considera- 
tion the financial measures of the Govern- 
ment, they must do it at once. 

J understand that behind this there is a prop- 
osition to call up the resolution for final ad- 
journment. Between the resolution for final 
adjournment and all these other questions I 
submit to the House the proposition reported 
from the Committee of Waysand Means. And 
if the House shall decide to lay aside the 
questions of finance reported by its commit- 
tee, the responsibility will not rest upon the 
committee, and they will not feel themselves 
under obligations to call the attention of the 
House to them. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. We ask only three 
hours to discuss the claim of an American 
citizen now in jail rotting there, and we are 
leaving him there. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. There 
are forty million American people interested 
in the finance measure, and some of them are 
in jail too. [Langhter.] 

Mr. L. MY BRS. I want-to say to my friend, 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that this question involves the liberty 
of an American citizen, and is of higher privi- 
lege than anything that can come from his 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not de 
batable. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] as upon the 
floor. The other gentlemen raise the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry of the Chair. I desire to 
know what will be the effect on the homestead 
bill, in my hands, if it does not come up 
to-day.  — 

The SPEAKER. The bill will not lose its 
place at all, and the Chair hopes the gentle- 
man will not antagonize it with this measure. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to suggest 
to my colleague on the Committee of Ways 
and Means that as we are to meet at half past 
seven o'clock for the consideration of pension 
bills, we can get along but a very little way in 
the discussion of the tariff bill if we take it 
up now. 

Mr. DAWES. If the House will permit me 
to make my motion after the reading of the 
Journal to-morrow I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BANKS. If this question is settled we 
will not object. 

Mr. DICKEY. 
tracts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the chairman of the Committee on 


I object to any such con- 


Foreign Affairs, is recognized by the Cha 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways & 
Means and the gentleman from Indiana [M; 
Nipiacx] raise the question of consideration 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my motion, a 
give notice that I shall renew it to-morro: 
immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inform 
the gentleman that the question of considera 
tion cannot be raised after a question is unde: 
discussion. i 

Mr. DAWES. It will be in order to move. 
to suspend the rules to-morrow morning. | 

The SPEAKER. The Cifficulty about that 
would be that the members of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs have arranged somewhat - 
as to the discussion, and it will bethe duty of 
the Chair to recognize that arrangement. ` ` 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the rule say that 
it is in order at any time to move to go into | 
Committee of the Whole on a revenue bill? . 

The SPEAKER. It does not say that it is 
in order to submit that motion unless the gen: 
tleman has the floor; and further, the tariff : 
bill is made a special order after the morning 
hour. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not so understand it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the impression 
of the Chair. l 

Mr. DAWES. I find that the Chair is right. 

Mr. BANKS. After we have entered upon ; 
the discussion of this question the gentleman 
will have the privilege, if he can get the floor, 
of moving to go into Committee of the Whole, 
and if the House will not consider the ques- 
tion, we have nothing to say. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then 
announce, because it is a fair adjustment as 
between the claims to the floor, that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, desires to 
proceed now, with the condition that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts may to-morrow, if 
the Houard case is not finished, test the sense 
of the House on going into Committee of the 
Whole on the tariff bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. JI object, for the reason 
that he has not a right to make his motion 
before the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It does not necessarily 
follow that he would not have a right to make 
the motion. The only difficulty is that if the 
House goes into Committee of the Whole 
before the morning hour, there is no special 
order, and the committee can take up any bill 
it chooses. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want only three 
hours to discuss the Houard case. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. That is all we ask. . 

Mr. DAWES. It is evident that unless [ 
settle the question now I shall be unable to ` 
get into Committee of the Whole on the tariff 
bill to morrow, 

Mr. BANKS. It is not evident. 

The SPEAKER. There is but an hour re- 
maining of the session of to-day, according to 
the usual practice, and gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs propose to occupy ` 
two hours. That will bring the vote in the — 
House to-morrow a little after two o'clock. — : 

Mr. NIBLACK. I think the House had © 
better let me go on with the fortification bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. What 
becomes of the special order. the homestead ~ 
bill? . : 
The SPEAKER. It cannot be displaced. 
If the gentlemen interested in it will waive it 
for the present, there is no danger of its not 
being reached. The Chair hopes the gentle- 
man will not obtrude it now, as there is & - 
great desire to settle the case from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. ; ; 

Mr. COBURN. Let me suggest to the 
Chair that it will lose its place if the gentleman ` 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] goeson with | 
his resolution. 

The SPEAKER, 
that extent. 


It will lose its place to.’ 
it is made the special order from ~ 
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day to day until disposed of, and will run to the 
end of the session unless sooner disposed of. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the House will allow 
ug to go on with this subject for some little 
time. : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New Nork. I hope 
not to the postponement of the financial busi- 
ness of this country. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will for him- 
self submit to the House the question of con- 
sideration. 

The question was taken; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 94, noes 46. : 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES and Mr. HALE called for the 
yeas and nays. ` 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 20, noes 106; not one fifth voting 
in the affirmative. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering tell- 
ers; and there were twenty-six in the afirm- 
ative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one 
fifth of a quorum) tellers were ordered, and 
Mr. Dawes and Mr. Banks were appointed. 

Mr. COX. Will the Chair allow me to make 
a suggestion to save time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
` impression that it will not save time. [Laugh- 

- ter. ] 
“Mr. COX. I think it will. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 27, noes 131. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifih of 
the vote) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

‘The House accordingly resolved to proceed 
with the consideration of the resolution in 
relation to Dr. John Emilio Houard. 


ALABAMA CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
Jaid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 

Lo the House of Representatives of the United States : 

In answer to a resolution of the 22d instant, I 
transmit to the House of Representatives a report 
from the Secretary of State, with the British case 
and papers which accompanied it. 

U.S. GRANT. 

WASHINGTON, April 24, 1872, 

Mr. BANKS. I move that this message, 
with the accompanying papers, be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, without 
being printed. : 

’ The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DR. JOHN EMILIO HOUARD. 


The House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the following preamble and resolution 
reported from the Committée on Foreign 
Affairs: f 


Whereas Dr. John Emilio Houard has, after one 
year’s imprisonment and trial by a military court- 
martial, been convicted of complicity in an insur- 
rectionagainst the Spanish Government in the island 
of Cuba, and, upon said conviction, has been trans- 
ported toa penal oslony of Spain for a term of eight 
years, from-which conviction, sentence, and punish- 
ment he appeals for protection to the Government of 


the United States ; and whereas it appears, first, that. 


said Houard was a native-born citizen of the Uni- 
ted: States; second, that he never renounced his 
allegiance as such citizen, but, on the contrary, has 
claimed ‘to be, and has been enrolled by the officers 
of the Government of the United States as a citizen 
of the United States; third, that it is not shown by 
any form of proof.that he ever became by any acta 
subject or citizen of the Government of Spain; and 
whereas it further appears that his trial, sentence, 
and punishment have been in disregard and vjola- 
tion of his undoubted rights as a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, under the Constitution and laws thereof, 
and the treaty of October 27, 1795, between the Uni- 
ted States.and Spain: Therefore, 4 

. Beit resolved. That, in the judgment of this House, 
the said John Emilio Houard was, and is; a citizen 

- of the United States. by birth and contmued and 
uninterrupted choice, and, as such, is entitled to.all 
and every protection from this Government, and, 
in the opinion of this House, the President should 


promptly demand his unconditional release and 
the restoration of his property, which has been 
confiscated to the use of the Spanish Government. 


Mr. BANKS. In consideration of the gen- 
erous kindness of the House, I will trespass 
upon its patience but a few minutes. “Such 
facts as I have to present I will state in ten 
minutes, if it is possible to do so. . 

The gentlemen of the House understand the 
nature of the case presented by the memorial 
of the friends of Dr. Houard. Extensive 
communi¢ations have been made by the Sec- 
retary of State, as well as limitless discussions 
upon this question in the newspapers. We 
understand the case to be this: Dr. Houard 
is a native-born citizen of the United States. 
He was born in Philadelphia in 1815, and at 
the age of five or six years he removed to 
Cuba with his father, a naturalized citizen of 
the United States, in 1821 or 1822. In 1826 
the father died. Young Houard, who is the 
subject of this resolution, returned to Phila- 
delphia, his native city, where he was edu- 
cated, and where he attained his majority. 
He received his medical diploma in that city 
from the Jefferson University in 1848, and the 
year after, 1844, removed to Cienfuegos, in 
Cuba, and was there admitted to the practice 
of medicine in that country. His diploma, 
given to him by the Spanish Government, 


recognizes him as a native of the United 


States. There is no evidence that in any form 
whatever Dr. Houard every abjured allegiance 
to this country, or made oath of allegiance to 
the Spanish Government. He is therefore, 
so far as we understand the facts, a native- 
born citizen of the United Staies. 

In 1869 he received from the Spanish Gov- 
ernment what is called a cedula, recognizing 
him as a resident there, aud describing him as 
a native of the United States, and another in 
1870 of the same character. In the latter part 
of 1868, or early in 1869, as the Secretary of 
State informs us, he registered himself before 
the consular officers of the United States in the 
island of Cuba as an American citizen, and 
he repeated this registration in 1870. He was 
among those recognized as Americans by the 
consular agent who begged of the Government 
of the United States that an American ship of 
war might be sent to Cuba for the protection 
of American citizens. 

There is nothing whatever shown in this 
case to indicate an intention or desire on the 
part of Dr. Houard to alienate himself from 
the United Staies, to disavow his allegiance, 
or to take upon himself the obligations of a 
Spanish citizen. in December, 1870, he was 
charged with tnfidencia, as they call it, that 
is, unfaithfulness to the Spanish Government. 
It appears that some boxes of medicine that 
he once had in his possession were found in 
the camp of the insurgent Cubans, and he 
was charged with having furnished those 
medicines to the insurgents, which he denied. 
There is no proof that he did so. 
by a military court—what the Secretary of 
State calls “an extraordinary tribunal’’—he 
was, after one year’s imprisonment, convicted 


| and condemned to eight years’ imprisonment 
| in a Spanish penal colony in Morocco, where 
he is now at hard labor in the quarries, his | 


head shaved, his limbs loaded with chains, 


| working out his sentence as a Spanish sub- 


ject and prisoner, being all the while a native- 
born American citizen. 

He claims that as an American citizen he 
has the right to the protection of this Govern- 
ment; and we believe that under the treaty of 
1795 he is entitled, whatever offense he may 
have committed against the Spanish Govern- 


ment, to atrial before a court of law in the; 


same manner as other men—Spaniards, Amer- 
icans, or Englishmen—are tried in time of 
peace. 

Now, sir, we may concede that Dr. Houard 
was a domiciled resident of Cuba, although 
there is no proof that he went there with the 
intention always to remain there, which, ac- 


Upon trial || 


i 


cording to Vattel and other writers upon inter 


national law, is-essential to establish the chat- 


acter ofa domiciled resident. On the contrary,:.: | 
it appears that it was his intention to return to. > 


this country. - All his relations with this coun 
try were keptup: = His children were educated 
here... He im nowise separated himself from 
his own country except by a residence in Cuba’ 


for.the purpose of practicing his profession as 


a doctor of medicine; that residence which is 
permitted by all nations, and which in nowise 
changes: the national character of those who 
adopt it, unless accompanied by declarations 
and public acts which public law specifies as 
necessary to a change of nationality. i 

He was convicted, as I have stated, of thè 
charge of infidencia, and is now serving out 
his sentence at a penal colony in Morocco. 
Mr. Capoti, the witness npon whose testimony 
he was convicted, and who testified of his own 
knowledge that he was guilty of the charges 
made against him, now makes oath in this 
country that his testimony was false and with- 
out any foundation whatever. He asserts that 
his evidence was given in what he describes as 
a ‘panic terror,’’ the fear of being. dragged 
through the streets. by the. volunteers, who, 
independently of the Spanish and Cuban ‘Goy: 
ernments, rule on that island at the present” 
moment. So that there is nothing to: show ` 
that Dr. Hovard is guilty of this charge. > On 
the contrary, nothing that appears in this case 
can be held to prove him guilty of the charge 
brought against him. 

Now, we claim that in the present condition 
of Cuba he had a right under the treaty of 1795 
between the United States and Spain to trial 
before a court of law in the same manner as 
Spanish citizens tried in Spanish courts, or 
Americans in the courts of the United States. 
The provision of the treaty is as follows : 

“ ARTICLE VII. And it is agreed that the subjects 
or citizens of each of the contracting parties, their’ 
vessels or effects, shall not be iiatle to any embargo 
or detention on the part.of the other for any mili- 
tary expedition or other public or private: purpose 
whatever; and in all cases of. seizure, detention, 
or arrest for debts contracted or offenses committed 
by any citizen or subject of the one party within . 
the jurisdiction of the other, the same shall be 
made and prosecuted by order and authority of 
law only, -and. according. to the regular course 
of proceedings usual in ‘such cases. Fhe. citizens 
and subjects of both ‘parties shall be’ allowed ‘to 
employ such advocates, solicitors, notaries, agents, - 
and factors, as they may judge proper, in all their 
affairs, and in al} their trials at law: in which they 
may be concerned before the tribunals of the other 
party; and such agents shall have free access to be 
present at the proceedings in such causes, and at the 
taking of all examinations and evidence which may 
be exhibited in the said trials.” — Treaty with Spain, 
Statutes-at-Large, vol. 8, page 142. 

This provision was regarded by the authors 
of the treaty as the most important of all its 
provisions. 

Dr. Houard has had no such trial as this 
treaty provides. He has not been convicted 
by authority of Jaw. His conviction was by 
whatthe Secretary of State calls ‘‘an extraor- 
dinary tribunal,” a military court. He was 
convicted upon testimony which, by confession 
of the wituess, was false, forced from him by 
fear of personal violence on the part of the 
ruthless men who control the government. of 
the island. 

The only defense on the part of the Cuban 
Government is contained in the document No. 
223, which doubtless gentlemen have seen. It 
is a letter of Mr. Lopez Roberts, the Spanish 
minister, to Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, re: 
ceived February 15 of the present year. The 
Spanish minister says Dr. Houard has no 
right to claim American citizenship. Other 
commanications from the Spanish or the Cuban 
Government: say that he is a Spanish subject. 
Now, sir, we affirm that an American can- 
not become a Spanish subject except by ab- 
juration of his obligations to his.own. Govern* 
ment and taking an oath of allegiance to the 
Spanish Government. If he has ever done 
this, they have the power to show it. He can- 
not prove a negative except by: his’ denial, 
which is positively made, confirmed by all his 
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relations and friends, and believed by the offi- 
cers of our Government in Cuba. There is no 
fact shown of this character. He cannot be- 
come under the Spanish law a Spanish subject 
except by taking the oath of allegiance. If 
he were a-Spanish subject, if he had taken the 
oath of allegiance to Spain, our case would 
have been abandoned. But, sir, there is 
nothing to show that he ever did take any such 
oath of allegiance. Everything, on the con- 
trary, is in the opposite direction—that he never 
did take any auch oath of allegiance to Spain 
and never renounced his allegiance tothe Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
he resided there ? 

Mr. BANKS.. Since 1848-44. Upon re- 
ceiving his diploma in medicine he went to 
Cuba. He was graduated at the Jefferson 
Medical College, in the city of Philadelphia, 
in 1848, and went to Cuba in the succeeding 
year, 1844, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the West India islands 
belonging to European Powers the authority to 
naturalize is generally vested in the sovereign 

_or regulated by local law: 


“In the island of Cuba, by the Spanish ordinance 
of October 21, 1817, the captain general may grant 
letters of license for domiciliation to all resident for- 
eigners, upon their taking an oath of fidelity and 
submission to the law.” 


It does not appear this has been done in this 
case. 


“ These letters entitle them to hold real and per- 
sonal property, and to the same protection in their 
person and property as Spanish subjects. 

But for the first five years of domiciliation they 
cannot engage in trade, open a shop, or become 
owners of ships or vessels, unless in partnership 
with Spanish subjects. After five years of damicil- 
iation they can become naturalized, They must 
prosent their original letter of license to the captain 
general, nnd avow their intention to make the 
island their perpetual residence; and if it appear, 
after due inquiry by the Government, that they have 
resided constantly on the island for five years, and 
are of good moral character, letters of naturaliza- 
tion are granted to them after they have sworn 
fidelity to the Roman Catholic religion, to the 
Crown, ard to the laws, and renounced all foreign 
allegiance to and every privilege received from any 
other Government, When thus naturalized they and 
their legitimate heirs and descendants acquire all 
the rights and privileges and are placed upon the 
same footing as natural-born subjects. The pro- 
vision, however, in respect to naturalization, though 
still in full force, has become practically a dead 
letter, as natives enjoy but few privileges which res- 
ident or domiciled toreigners do not possess. 

“Tn Hayti the code of 1860 requires a declaration 
under oath before ajustice of the peace renouncing 
allegiance to every other Government. In Mexico, 
two years’ residence and one year’s previous declar- 
ation of intention are required. Colonists in Mex- 
ico who settlo new lands can be naturalized a year 
after they settle, upon taking the oath of allegiance. 
In Brazil, naturalization is effected by joint reso- 
lution of both chambers and the approval of the 
emperor. In Peru and Chili, five years’ residence 
and a declaration on oath are necessary. Inthe 
Central American States aliens are naturalized by 
legislative act; in Costa Rica, by the president of 
the republic, upon a renunciation of previous na- 
tional allegiance. In Honduras naturalization is 
obtained from the Legislature; in San Salvador, by 


How long has 


acquiring real estate and residence of five years, or | 


marrying a Salvadorian woman and residence of 
three years, or naturalization by the Legislature. In 


most of the States of Central America naturalization i|" 


is granted by the Legislature.” 


There is nothing to show that Dr. Hou- 
ard ever took even the oath of fidelity to the 
Government of Spain, although we cheerfully 
admit that he was bound to observe the laws 
of the Government where he lived. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. 
to show he has not? 

Mr. BANKS. That is for the Spanish Gov- 
ernment to show. They have the record and 
show nothing on that point. There is noth- 
ing in the whole record to show that he ever 
did take an oath of allegiance to the Spanish 
Government. If there is any such record the 
Spanish Government has that record and can 
show it, but it never yet has done so. His 
own statement is against the fact. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Having resided there 
so long as it appears that man has, is it not 
incumbent upon him to prove he was not a 
citizen, instead of incumbent on Spain to show 
that fact? 


Is there anything | 


N 
{ 


{ 


j 


| in the justice of its judgment. 


| Spanish Government conducts affairs in the 


i the propriety or impropriety in themselves of | 
the proceedings which have been had in con- |; 


Mr. BANKS. We so hold. “If the Spanish 
Government administers justice according to 
law, heis subject to the judgments of their tri- 
bunals; but they haveno right to try him for any 
offense in a manner different from that to which 
other men are subject, I have only this to say 
in this connection: we claim that Dr. Houard, 
if a domiciled resident, would be obliged to 
obey the laws of the Spanish Government in 
Cuba, and if he did not he would be subject į 
to punishment by the established judicial tri- 
bunals of the country. But he has not been 
so tried and so punished as other subjects of 
Spainare. He has been tried by a court-mar- 
tial under military laws, when there was no 
war and no necessity for resorting to this ‘‘ex- 
traordinary tribunal.” And we say that under 
the treaty of 1795 he is entitled to the protec- 
tion of the Government in that regard, and 
that it should demand of the Spanish Govern- 
ment the release of Dr. Houard or a justifica- 
tion of his detention under the provisions of 
the treaty of 1795, and upon the principles of 
international law recognized by all civilized 
States. i 

We say, then, in the words of the resolution 
reported from the committee, that the facts of 
the case show— 

First, thatsaid Houard wasa native-born citizen of 
the United States; second, that he never renounced 
his allegiance assuch citizen, but,on the contrary, has 
claimed to be, and has been enrolled by the officers 
of the Government of the United States as a citizen 
of the United States; third, that it is not shown by | 
any form of proof that he ever became, by any act, a | 
subject or citizen of the Government of Spain; and 
that, his trial, sentence, and punishment have been ; 
in disregard and violation of his undoubted rights | 
as a Citizen of the United States, [residing in Cuba,] ! 
under the Constitution and laws thereof, and the 
treaty of October 27, 1795, between the United States 
and Spain. 

And under this state of facts we recommend 
that the President be authorized to demand į 
on the part of this Government bis release. | 
We submit the question on this statement for | 
the decision of the House, with full confidence 


I have now the honor to yield to my col- 
league on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER. ] 
How much time does my colleague desire to 
occupy ? 

Mr. AMBLER. 


time as I possibly can. I shail not require, I | 
think, more than half an hour in any event. | 

Mr. BANKS. 
the time of my colleague except with the view | 
of bringing the discussion within as close | 
limits as possible. I hold possession of the ! 
floor until my colleague has finished his re- } 


marks. 
| Mr. AMBLER. I would have been very | 
| glad, indeed, to have avoided a discussion of ! 


this question this afternoon, as I do not feel | 


| entirely confident that I shall be able to make | 


pose, not one as to the manner in which the 


island of Cuba generally. I have no contro- 
versy with the distinguished gentleman, the 
chairman of the committee, who has just ad- : 
dressed the House upon that subject. 
not undertake any discussion with him as to | 


nection with this case of Dr. Houard, but shall : 
confine myself to what I conceive to be the; 
only guestion which is presented to us for: 
consideration and determination. 


a citizen of the United States of America? If | 
he was, then, sir, I concede that there has; 
been a violation of his rights as a citizen of | 
the United States in the manner of his trial for [| 
his supposed offense. And it is certain that |] 


Į shall |! 


ij the courts of Philadelphia. 


ment was bound to furnish to this Govern 
ment a copy of the record of those procee 
ings, which they have failed to do, and in that 
regard have violated their obligations under. 
that treaty. I have no controversy with th 
chairman of the committee as to that. au 

There has been a very considerable appear: 
ance of excitement, especially on the other 
side of the House, in the preliminary contro- 
versy which occurred immediately before the 
commencement of this discussion, as to the 
rights of this citizen of the United States. 
Now, sir, my own convictions upon the sub- 
ject are that citizenship has not only its rights ` 
but its duties ; thata man who claims the pro- 


tection of this Government owes some duties « 


to the Government ; and that this is not a case 
which appeals to us with so much force as gen- 
tlemen would have us suppose, when we take 
into consideration the fact that, according to 
the proof in the,case, from 1848 until now Dr. 
Houard has never placed his foot on the soil 
of this country, and has never in any manner 
assumed to have any duty, or discharged any 
duty as to the Government of the United States. 
During our recent war, if he was a citizen of 
the United States domiciled in Cuba, he had 
or might have some duties. That he took a 
single step to discharge any such duty is not 
pretended, 

Now, what are the facts in the case? This 
gentleman is the son of Louis Houard, who 
was a native of Verdonet, in France, immi- 
grated to this country about the end of the 
eighteenth century, and in 1803 was natural- 
ized a citizen of the United States in one of- 
He married here, 
and in 1815 Jobn E. Houard was born a 
citizen of the United States in the city of 
Philadelphia; so that as to the first propo- 
sition stated in the resolution reported by the 
committee I have no controversy whatever. He 
was a netive-born citizen of the United States 
of America, In 1820 or 1821 or 1822, when 


: he was a mere boy, his father emigrated to 
i Cuba, and settled in the neighborhood of what 


under the treaty of 1795 the Spanish Govern- | 


is now Cienfuegos, where, as appears by the ae 
records here, and as to that there is no dis- 
pute, he settled as a colonist, and as a col- 


walt iat onist received from the Government of Spain 
shall occupy as little į 


lands in that neighborhood for himself, his 
wife, and each of bis children. Ido not think 
that there will be any discussion as to this 
proposition, that in his minority he was inca- 
pable of acquiring a domicile for himself, that 
his domicile followed that of his father, and 
that if his father then lost by that emigration 

his rights as a citizen of the United States, 

the child who was taken with him also lost 
his rights. Isay I do not think that any geu- 

tleman upon the floor of this House, certainly 
no lawyer, will be inclined to dispute this prop- 
osition. Now, then, Louis Houard, the father, 

remained there till the time of his death in 

1826. There is no pretense that he ever came 

back to the United States, or ever intended to. 

He. died there in 1826, and the mother and 
family remained there. 
tlemen upon the committee who entertain 
different views that I am endeavoring to state 
this case as they claim it, that I am endeavor- 
ing to avoid every disputed proposition in it. 
For some reason it seems to be regarded of 
importance that this man should have attained 
his majority in this country, and accordingly 
there are some loose statements that he was 
here in 1836, when he attained his majority. 
I concede the correctness of that statement, as 
there is no contradiction on the subject. He 


2 r 4 came to this country, then, as is admitted, and 
And that, in my judgment, is the question, | i 
was Dr. Houard, at the time of his seizure by | 
li the Government of Spain in the island of Cuba, |! 


if I do not state the case correctly I will be 
glad to be corrected now. He came to this 
country in 1836 or some time before that, for 
the purpose of obtaining an education, and be- 
came a student at a university or college in» 
Philadelphia, remaining there until 1848, when, ` 
upon the 10th of October, he graduated as a 
Doctor of Medicine. 4 

The next thing we know of him is that he | 


I wish to say to gen- | : 


1872. 
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went back to Caba. for the purpose of there 
practicing his profession. ‘Ihe precise time 
of his leaving this country is not certain. It 


ig said to have been in the spring of 1844, and | 


perhaps it was—I think it certain that it was 
then, or late in the fall of 1848. I do not un- 
derstand that thus. far there is any dispute as 
to the facts of the case, and as to this additional 
fact there will be no dispute, that from the 


time he thus returned to Cienfuegos, in the | 


island of Cuba, in 1843 or 1844, until to-day, 
his foot has never been on the soil of this Re- 
public. He went there to practice his pro- 
fession as a physician. He has been there, 
as far as we can understand, regularly in the 


practice of that profession during this entire | 


time. 

It is said that he was spoken of there as 
an American. I dare say he was. I know 
plenty of naturalized citizens of this country 
who expect always. to remain here, and yet 
are spoken of as Germans or Irishmen or 
Englishmen; and I undertake to say that the 
gentlemen who will follow me will not be able 


to point their fingers to anything in this case | 
as it stands on the papers tending to show | 
claim of American citizenship by him, any | 


other than such statement, until 1868 or 1869, . 
‘Now, if I were making any kind of a fight on 
the facts, I would question if he made any 


declaration of citizenship until the 25th of | 


November, 1870, but I am not, and [ take the 
statement as the majority of tae committee 
claims it. 

Mr. HOAR. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman if there is any evidence of an intent on 
his part to return to this country, or did he 
become a naturalized citizen of Spain? 

Mr. AMBLER. Ishould have come to that 
directly, but I may as well answer itnow. I 
undertake to say that from the time he left 
Philadelphia, in 1848, so far as anything in the 
ease before the committee is concerned, he 
has never once mentioned coming back to the 
United States. His relatives have spoken of 
it, not under oath, but by mere letters, and I 
undertake to say that there is no such thing 
in the case, but as a legal proposition, I should 
claim that it was for him not merely to talk 
about returning, but to act toward returning, 
before he could acquire any right to the protec- 
tion of this Government, in view of the admitted 
fact that he was domiciled in Cuba, in the 
practice of his profession, and apparently 
intending to remain there. 

I may stop here a moment for the purpose 
of stating the difference between the chairman 


of the committee and myself as to the rule of | 


evidence in the case. 1 understand that the 
doctrine ia this country is that a man may ex- 
patriate himself. I understand that the fact 


of his going to a foreign country and remain- | 
ing there any considerable length of time in | 
the proseeution of a permanent business is of | 


itself evidence of expatriation ; thatthe animus 
manendi is to be inferred from the fact that he 


does remain there and go into. business; and į 


lest it should be supposed that there is any 


room for doubt, allow me to read from the! 


opinion of. Mr. Justice Washington, of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in de- 
ciding the case of the Venus, Rae master, 
(Cranch’s Reports, volume eight.) 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Was George Pea- 
body an English citizen because he lived and 
did business for years in England? ‘ 

Mr. AMBLER. 
at a time, if the gentleman pleases. I am 
limited as to the time I can occupy on this 
question, and. decency requires that I shall 
get through as ‘soon as I can, because of the 
pressing business before the House. I must 
therefore ask to be excused from discussing 
the question whether Mr. Peabody was or was 
not a citizen of the United States. .‘‘Suffi- 
cient unto the day is the evil:thereof.’? The 
question for us now to. decide is, was Dr. 
Houard a citizen of the United States? The 


I will attend’ to one case | 


f 


t 


li 


i 
t 


} 


| 
| 


i sufficiently appear that the intention of removing 


| ject that have come under my observation, 


| in that case, as stated by Mr. Marcy in his 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Supreme Court of the United States, io the | 
ease of the Venus, says: 

“On this ground. itis that the courts of England | 
have decided that a person who removes to a for- 
eign country, settles himself there, engages in the 
trade of the country, furnishes, by these acts, such 
evidence of his intention to reside there as to stamp 
him with the national character of the State where 
he resides. In questions on this subject, the chief | 
point to be considered is the animus manendi; and i 
courts are to devise such reasonable rules of evi- 
dence ag may establish the fact of intention. If it 


was to make a permanent settlement, or for an ! 
indefinite time, the right of domicile is acquired | 
by a residence even of a few days. Thisis one of | 
the rules of the British courts, and it appears to be 
perfectly reasonable. Another is, that a neutral or 
subject found. residing in a foreign territory is pre- 
sumed to be there animo manendi; and if a state 
of war should bring his national character into 
question if lies upon him to explain the circum- 
stances of his residence.” 

Now, under this authority, and it is in strict 


accord with all other authorities on the sub- 


the burden is upon those who claim that Dr. 
Houard retained his citizenship to show his 
intention to return to this country. And Ido 
say that there is not a pretense that he ever 
even declared such an intention, although even 
if he had, the same authority tells us that a 
declaration of intention to return weighs noth- 
ing as against an apparently permanent resi- 
dence, because it may not be put into effect. 
It is the returning in fact, or a step in the 
direction of returning, which brings back the 
domicile of birth. 

Now, I understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Bawxs] to 


| 
make the claim that this gentleman is still a ij 
i 


citizen of the United States, because he has 
never renounced that citizenship, has never be- 
come a citizen of the kingdom of Spain. Ido 
not know whether he has or not. But I must 
differ with the chairman of the committee as | 
to the rule which he seems disposed to adopt. 
I do not understand that it is necessary that 
there should be a formal renunciation of citi- 
zenship ; I do not understand that it is neces- | 
sary that he should become a citizen of some | 
other country. I understand, indeed, that the į 
question is not one of citizenship, but one of 

omicile, and I am clear that he may have lost 
his right of citizenship here and gained none 
anywhere else.. The question is as to whether, 
by his act in settling and remaining there 
“engaged in the business of the country, 
without any apparent intention of returning, 
he has surrendered his claim as‘a citizen of 
this country. 

Now, it seems to me that this proposition 
was established in the Martin Koszta case: 
that the right to claim the protection of the 
Government of the United States does not 
depend upon the fact of citizenship, but upon 
the fact of domicile—a permanent residence 
within the territory of the United States. 
Martin Koszta was surely not a citizen of the 
United States. If it was necessary that he 
should renounce his citizenship of the king- 
dom of Hungary and become a citizen of the 
United States before he was entitled to the 
protection of this Government, then it is cer- 
tain that he was not so entitled, as he never 
had been naturalized here, and had not been 
in the country a suficient length of time to 
entitle him to naturalization. The question 


dispatch to Mr. Hulsemann, places it upon 
the other ground, to which I have referred. 
“Tf? said Mr. Marcy, ‘‘ Koszta ever had a 
domicile in the United States, he was in vir- 
tue thereof invested with the nationality of this 
country.” 

Now says my friend, the chairman of the 
committee: ° 

“I concede that Dr. Houard was domiciled in the | 
Island of Cuba.” i 
, Then says Mr. Marey—and I adopt his words 
as my answer to the gentleman— 

“The fact of his being domiciled there makes him 
of that national character.” * * = * 


3 but: ot 


And I commend the authorities here quot 
to the attention of gentlemen of the House 


“a residence at à- particular’ place . accompanied. 


with a positive or presumptive proof of continfting 

there for an unlimited time. (1 Binney’s: Reports, 
349.) If it sufficiently appears that the intention of 

removing was to make a permanent settlement or for 

an indefinite time, the right of domicile is acquired 

py a residence of a few days. he Venus, 8 Cranch, 

279.) Vattel has defined domicile to be a fixed resi- 

dence in any place, with an intention of always 

staying there.” 

_ This is the definition given a few moments 
since by the honorable gentleman from- Mas- 
sachusetts, the chairman of the committee. 

‘But this is not an accurate statement. It would 
be more correct to say that. that place is properly the 
domicile of a person in which his habitation is fixed, 
without any present intention of: removing there- 
from.” (Story’s Conflict of Laws, section 43.) : * 
person who removes-to & foreign country, settles 
himself there, and engages in the trade of the coun- 


try. furnishes by these acts such evidence of an in- 


tention permanently to reside thereas to stamp him 
with the national character of the State where he 
resides.” (The Venus, 8 Cranch, 279.) ; 

J inquire in all candor whether this. man 
Houard does not come clearly within the def-. 
nition thus laid down by the. highest judicial 
tribunal of the country, and approved by the: 
executive branch of the Government: in the 
case to which I have called attention: ` 

Mr. Marcy says further in the dispatch 
referred to: 

“The establishment of his domicile here invested 
him with the national character of this country,- 
and with that character he acquired the right to 
claim protection from tbe United States, and they 
had the right to extend it to him as long as that 
character continued.” 

In the case in 8 Cranch, to which I have 
already referred, it is held that. citizens of the 
United States who have removed to and entered 
into business in the kingdom of Great Britain 
without any formal renunciation of citzenship 
or anything else, except the fact of removal, 
do by that act become citizens of Great Britain 
to such an extent as to subject their property 
upon the high seas to capture by our ‘cruisers 
as lawful prize. f 

Will it be claimed for a moment that this 
gentleman, who is now through his friends 
here appealing to us, can be in such senge a 
citizen of the United States as to be entitled 
to our protection, and at the same time in 
such sense a citizen of Spain as to subject 
his property to capture upon the high seas 
in the event of war between this Government 
and the kingdom of Spain? Are not the two 
propositions utterly inconsistent? Can he ‘at 
the same time be a citizen of both coun- 
tries? Can he be entitled to the protection 
of this Government as to his person, while 
its cruisers may capture his property -as 
enemies’ goods? ae 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this doctrine of the right 
of expatriation is one which in its present 
form at least originated in the United States. 
We have always claimed it aud insisted upon’ 
it. Weare proclaiming our country, and have 
from the beginning proclaimed our country, 
as the asylum of the oppressed from every land. 
We are all the time insisting, as against the 
old doctrine upon the subject, that citizenship 
may be given up; that because a man was born 
a citizen or subject of any Government it docs 
net follow that he must retain that relation, 
but he may at his own option cease to bea 
citizen, and absolve himself from. his daties.as 
such. We have been claiming this as a rigut 
to be exercised by the fact of removal beyond 
our jurisdiction, and enforcing, as in the 


| Kosza case, by extreme means, this right of 


ihe citizen to. abandon at his option the Gov: 
ernment of his birth, and by mere settlement. 
acquire a new national character... Of course 
I do not mean a mere. temporary absénee; I 
do uot mean a transient residence. abroad 
in the prosecution of. temporary business or 
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pleasure, the. intention of the citizen being 
toreturn, ‘But when a man leaves our soil 
without an intention to. return, he ceases to 
owe duties to. this country as ‘its citizen, and 
this Government ceases to owe him any duty 
in the way-of protection. 

- I desire to call attention fur a few moments 
to € treatise upon the doctrine of expatria- 
tion ‘published in jastification of the war 
of.1812. This publication—which appeared 
anonymously, but is recognized as the pro- 
duction of Mr. George Hay, of Virginia, one 
of the ablest lawyers of his time—contains 
a clear vindication of this right, and a very 
clear statement of the basis upon which it is 
founded; and I desire to read from it, as I 
apprebend his words will and ought to weigh 
much more in this House than anything I will 
be able to say: 

“Now, if we suppose a case in which, from any 
other cause, these rights and duties have ceased to 
exist, itis fair to infer that the connection between 
the individual and his country is in like manner 
dissolved and the character of citizen extinct, In 
this state of things, that is, where the person claimed 
as a citizen has no right and is bound by no duty, it 
is impossible to discern what ground is left on which 
the connection here spoken of can stand. If there 
be neither right nor duty, the character of citizen 
seems to be of necessity destroyed.” 

Now, says Mr. Hay: 

“This case actually oceurs whenever residence is 
permanently changed. When an inhabitant of one 
country migrates to another with a view to a per- 


manent abode there, it is minifest, not only that he 


is willing to surrender, but thut he does in fact sur- 


render the rights which he enjoyed in the former; 
and it is equally clear that he is out of the reach of 
any effectual requisition to perforni the duties of a 
citizen. Laws, from the exclusive sovereignty which 
every nation enjoys within its own limits, having no 
extra territorial force, cannot reach him; and both 
rights and duties being thus at an end, he necessarily 
ceases to bea citizen. It follows, then, that without 
residence the materials of which it is composed are 
destroyed.” 

Tintended to bave made many other perti- 
nent extracts, but I will content myself, Mr. 
Speaker, with reading the concluding passage. 
It seems to have been framed exactly to meet 
this case. 1 does exactly meet the present 
ease if you strike out Great Britain and put in 
Cuba: ; 

“In fact, if expatriation be not complete”— 


My friend, the chairman of the committee, 
tells us it is not complete until a new citizen- 
ship has been acquired. 

Mr. BANKS. Idid not speak of expatri- 
ation, but that tobecome a citizen of a State 
requires the renunciation of the old aliegiance, 
and the assumption of a new allegiance. 

Mr. AMBLER. Undoubtedly, that is cor- 
rect in one sense; that is, to acquire all the 
rights of citizenship; but in another I think it 
isnot. I read from Mr. Hay: 

“In fact, if expatriation be not complete until 
the character of citizen of some other State shall be 
assumed, what is to become of the emigrant in the 
interval between his removal and this assumption? 
in some instances this interval may be of long dura- 


tion; in others, the naturalization may never be | 
effected. At one time no foreigner could be admit- | 


ted to bea citizen of the United States until after a 
residence of fourteen years. In great Britian the 
‘character of subject (except in the cases before 
noticed) can be acquired only by a special act of 
Parliament. Now, would it be contended by any 
advocate forthe right of expatriation that an Amer- 
ican citizen carried in his infancy to Great Britain, 
and established there with ali his interests for twenty. 
thirty, or forty years, is still a citizen of the United 
States?” 


For twenty-eight years at least Dr. Honard 
was there. in point of fact he was there from 


1822, which would be fifty years, and from | 


then until now has never been in any sense a 
citizen of the United States of America. Mr. 
Hay puts this case, one of the most extreme, 
and says: 

“The proper answer to this question is conclusive 
on this subject.” 

Now, sir, I maintain no gentleman on this 
floor can find the authority either judicial or 
diplomatic; from the beginning of the history 
of the Government, or before, until now, 
where a man thus settled from infancy in a 
foreign country, with all his interests there, 


i 
| the cases put by my colleagué are cases in 


| 


j 


his entire family there, and, so far as we are 
able to see, with all his connections there, and 
for nearly thirty years never within, or, so far 
as can be seen from the proof, intending to 
come within the jurisdiction of our laws. I 
say no case can be found anywhere which 
would justify the pretense of citizenship in the 
case I put; and that is this case as I under- 
stand it. 


Mr. Speaker, as I have said in the beginning, | 


I have no controversy at all with gentlemen as 
to the conduct of the Spanish Government in 
Cuba. I would be glad to see its authority 
there ended, and I would be glad if I could 
hope that when its authority does‘end it would 
be succeeded by something better in its stead 


| than has followed the destruction. of Spanish 


authority in the other colonies. But this is 
entirely outside of the question we are dis- 
cussing hereto-day. I appeal to gentlemen to 
look at this case in the light of the facts 
as they exist and of the law as, in my judg- 
ment, it clearly stands. And looking at them 
I maintain it is impossible we should claim 
this gentleman is entitled to the protection 
which is claimed for him in the pending res- 
olution. I think, indeed, the Government of 


the United States has gone much further |i- 


in this case than the facts would justify. The 
State Department has been expostulating and 
insisting, stretching its authority in face of the 
facts admitted and recognized -in this corre- 


spondence, because they could not be denied, | 


which show, as I think, that this man’s citizen- 
ship has been lost; but it has been endeavor- 
ing to interpose itself between Dr. Houard 
and the bloody tyrannical Government which 
has been persecuting him. 

But let us before we start to interfere as a 
nation understand that as a nation we have a 
right tointerfere. Before we resolve to inter- 
pose in this case on the ground that he is one 
of sour citizens, let us have at least a good, 
heaithy ground of suspicion that the gentleman 
is a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before my col- 
league [Mr. AMBLER] takes his seat, I wish to 
ask him a question, in order to draw out his 
opinion. A large number of cases now com- 
ing before the court sitting in this city to 
adjudicate claims between the United States 
and Great Britain are cases of Englishmen 
who resided in the South during the war; 
men who had settled there before the war, 
bought themselves homes, and done every- 
thing to make themselves citizens except by 
taking the oath of citizenship. When the war 
broke out these parties sometimes hoisted the 
British flag as a matter of protection against 
the Union armies. And now, when the war 


is over, they are appearing before the court, į 
as I am told, in large numbers, presenting | 


claims against the Government of the United 


Army, setting up that they are British’ sub- 


jects, and that they were never American citi- |: 


zens, not having taken the oath of allegiance, 
and under that cover claiming their right as 

ritish subjects, and presenting their claims 
for payment out of our Treasury. 

I desire to ask my colleague whether the 
cases of those parties are or are not like Dr. 
Houard’s, and whether the decision of Dr. 
Houard’s case would furnish anything like a 
precedent for dealing with those to which I 
have referred? 

„Mr. AMBLER. In reply to my colleague I 
will simply say that the cases to which he has 
referred have not heen called to my attention, 
if this gentleman was in fact a citizen of the 
United States when he was arrested in Cuba, 


which the parties would 
dom of Great Britain. 
J desire to add to what I stated that the doc- 
trine that I have attempted in a feeble way 
to lay down as to this right of domicile and 
citizenship was recognized by the commis- 


be citizens of the king- 


| degree to this case. 
a vern i} this question. 
States for property of theirs destroyed by our | ae 


! of the 


sion which sat under the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, and that it has been repeatedly recog-: 
nized at other times. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
allow me to answer the question which has 
been put by his colleague, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

There is nothing in this case which resem- 
bles the case of British residents in this coun- 
try who are now making reclamations for the 
loss of property. It stands upon an entirely 
different principle of law; and whether we 
decide one way or other in this case, our 
decision will bave no effect whatever on those 
cases. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What is the 
difference? : 

Mr. BANKS. In the first place, the cases 
in this country were in time of war, and the cage 
in Cuba was in atime of peace. In this case, 
the right of persons is affected, and in the cases 
presented by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] the right of property is affected. 
They are two distinct questions to be determ- 
ined upon different principles; and in no 
case can it be held that the principles appli- 
cable to these cases apply to what we urge 
in defense of the rights of Dr. Houard. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to say that a number of the 
persons to whom I refer claim damages for 
having been confined in Fortress La Fayette, 
we having taken them as rebels. 

Mr. BANKS. And wehad aright to do so? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They now say 
they were British subjects, and that we had no 
right to seize them, and they call on Great 
Britain to stand at their back and see them 
safely through, so that they may get damages 
from the commissioners. 

Mr. BANKS. The American Government 
had the right to imprison those men; and 
nothing that we say in this case will infringe 
in the slightest possible degree on the rights 
of this Government in that regard. We 


i should not have made this report if we had 


not considered those questions. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Does the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs look upon 
this man as entitled to the rights of an Ameri- 
can citizen, as to person, but not as to prop- 
erty? 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir. The questions of 
law are different. There is one question of 
law as to property, and another question of 
law as to person. 

The cases referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Garrietp] and by my honorable 
colleague on the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
relate to questions of property—in one case to 
a question of domicile and the other a question 
of citizenship—and they do not apply in any 
We are ready to discuss 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WOOD obtained the floor. 

Mr. DICKEY. If the gentleman will give 
way for that purpose, I will move that the 
House now takea recess until half past seven 
o’clock. 

Mr. WOOD. IT yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the recess ig taken 


appears’ and inserting in lieu the words 
‘tis alleged.” I also propose to move to add 
to the resolution the following: 


, Unless it shall be made to appear, upon investiga- 

tion, to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment, that said Houard had been held for and duly 
convicted of an offense committed by him within 
the jurisdiction of Spain, and has been prosecuted 
therefor under the authority of law and accord ing 
to the regular course of proceedings usual in like 
cases, and that the privileges secured to citizens 
United States by the seventh article of the 
treaty of the United States with Spain, dated 27th 
October, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
on his trial. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found duly enrolled a bill 
of the following tithe; when the Speaker 
signed the same: . 

A bill (H. R. No. 1980) relating to proposals 
and contracts for transportation of the mails, 
and for other purposes. 

MOBILE HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of April 5, 1872, in relation to the 
improvement of Mobile harbor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CLOTHING TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 


sent, laid before the Honse a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to clothing issued 


to disabled soldiers in national asylums; which |! 


was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to. be printed. 


TERRITORIAL PENITHENTIARIXKS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney General, in answer to a resolution 
of the House of April 19, 1872, transmitting 
a statement showing the cost of equipping and 
maintaining the penitentiaries in the Territo- 
ries of Colorado, Montana, and Idaho, to this 
date; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to aresolution of 
the House of February 21, 1872, in relation 
to a light-house at Solomon’s Lump, between 
Tangier sound and Chesapeake bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. SNYDER. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimoua con- 


sent, laid before the House. a letter from the jf 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a request || 


of the Committee of Claims, relating to the 
claim of A. Snyder, late deputy provost mar- 
shal of the twenty-fifth district of the State of 
New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ` 


SOUTH CAROLINA ELEOTION CONTEST. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House additional papers 


in the election contest from the fourth district į 


of South Carolina; which were referred to 
the Committee of Elections. 


PAY OF FEMALE NURSES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a request 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, in rela- 
tion to the payment of female nurses for ser- 
vices during the late war;. which was referred 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 


dered to be printed. 
PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House, a concurrent 
resdlution-of the Senate for printing extra 
copies of the report of the Senate. Retrench- 
ment Committee upon alleged abuses in the 
New York custom-house ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BANKS, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House the 
penion of Mrs. Mary G. Morse, widow of Dr. 

. H. Morse, for a pension. : 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, by unanimous 

consént, leave was granted for the withdrawal 


| 


| 


| 


and pee of William Neer, John Sherman, 
E. 


. Hampton, R. W. Logan, and S. K. 
Stancil. : 

On motion of Mr. BRAXTON, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the Honse of papers 
in the case of Philip Slaughter. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. CARROLL for two weeks. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. MeCLeLLAND for two days. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE 


Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2472) to amend 
and consolidate the several acts establishing 
and relating to the Metropolitan police of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UTAH, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD. 

Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2473) granting 
the right of way through the public lands for 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line to the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Rail- 
road Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Commiteee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 

Mr. BRAXTON, by unanimoas consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2474) to allow the 
Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company to 
establish a depot and form connection with 
other railroads in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL PORTS OF ENTRY. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ask 
unanimous consent of the House to report for 
consideration at this time, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, a bill to create three new 
ports of entry. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object. 

ARIZONA CLAIMS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, by unani- | 


mous consent, reported back from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs the letter of the Secre- 
tary of War on the subject of the claims of 
individuals for damages doneat Camp Mohave, 
in the Territory of Arizona; and moved that 


| the committee be discharged from its further 


consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Commiitee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. MERCUR. Lask unanimous consent to 
report back from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with amendments, House bill No. 1929, 
to amend an act entitled ‘f An act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” approved March 2, 1867, and 
the several acts amendatory thereof; and that 
the same be printed aud recommitted to the 
committee, not to be brought back into the 
House upon a motion to reconsider. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. i 

MUNICIPAL COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, not to be brought back into the 
House by a motion to reconsider, Senate bill 
No. 637, to establish a municipal court in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

No objection was made; and accordingly the 
bill was taken from the Speaker's table, read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


from the fles of the House of the petition ||. Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent 


to report from the Committee-on Commerce,” 
for consideration at, this-time, a’bill.umaking a: 
slight amendment in the present law-for—— © 
. Mr. RANDALL. ` I object, and call for the- 
regular order of business: ` RS ce 

The: SPEAKER. The regular’ orde: : 
business is the motion of the gentleman from - 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dicxry,] that the House | 
now take a recess until half past seven o'clock 
this evening. By order of the House, the 
session of this evening is. to be devoted ex: 
clusively to the consideration of reports from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) a 
House took a recess till seven and a’ half 
o'clock p. m. i 


EVENING SESSION. 


Agreeably to order, the House reassembled 
at half past seven o'clock p. m., Mr, NIBLÀOK 
occupying the chair as Speaker pro lempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
the House, the session of this evening is de- 
voted to the consideration of reports fromthe 
Committee on Invalid Pensious. 


ANNE PENNY. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation,:a: bill (H; 
R. No. 2476) for the relief of Anne Penny. 

The bill authorizes and requires the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to. place upon the pension- 
roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month, the 
name of Anne Penny, mother of Alexander 
Bruce, who was a private in company I, elev- 
enth regiment Pennsylvania reserves, and who. 
died at Andersonville. But if hereafter the 
widow of Bruce shall establish her right to a 
pension as his widow, then tbe right of Anne 

enny to receive this pension is to cease. , 

The bill was. ordered to be engrossed. and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed.: 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN S) HALL, 


Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, a bill (H. R. No. 
2477) for the relief of John S. Hall, of Ritchie 
county, West Virginia. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of 
eight dollars a month from the date of this act, 
the name of John S. Hall, late a teamster in 
Captain Stewart's company, fourth brigade 
United States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH BAIRD. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
| the same committee, reported a bill (H. RB: 
No. 2478) granting a pension to Sarah Baird; 
which was read a first and second time, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the. pension 
Jaws, the name of Sarah Baird, widow of 
Thomas Baird, late a sergeant in company €, 
fourth Pennsylvania cavalry, the pension to 
take effect from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; aud being engrossed, it- was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed.. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania; moved to 
i reconsider the tote by which “the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that thë motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. So far as I have heard, these 
reports are all for persons residing in the re- 
spective neighborhoods of the gentlemen be- 
longing to the committee. I do not hear any 
reports in favor of pensions for persons out- 
side of the districts of States represented by 
these gentlemen. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man is entirely mistaken. — 

Mr. KILLINGER. Last night a great many 
pension’ bills from all parts of the country were 
reported and passed. 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman desire 
the attention of the committee to the case of 
any of his constituents? 

Mr. CONGER. I have none to present to- 
night. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. We will 
consider fairly any application which the gen- 
tleman may file with us. 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. 
question before the House. 


ANNIE MARIE BAYLEY. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2479) granting a pension to Annie Marie 
Bailey ; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Annie Marie Bailey, mother of 
George H. E. Bailey, late a private in company 
F, filth regiment Maryland volunteers, the pen- 
sion to date from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOON TUELL. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from the 
same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 


2480) granting a pension to John Tuell; which 
was read a first and second time. 


There is no 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior į! 


to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
limitations and provisions of the pension laws, 
the name.of John Tuell, father of Daniel Tuell, 
late a private in company D, fourth regiment 
Pennsylvania cavalry volunteers, the pension 
to take effect from the passage of the act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vate by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to redonsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. SCHULTZ. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from the | 


same committee, reported a bill (E. R. No. 


2481) granting a pension to Mary A. Schultz; | 


which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 


Schultz, widow of George W. Schultz, late | 


first engineer on the steamer Raney, in the 
service of the United States, at the rate of 
fifteen dollars per month from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading; and being engrossed, it was; 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITY WELSH. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2482) granting a pension to Unity Welsh, 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Unity Welsh, 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, mother of 
Henry Welsh, an officer of the Marine corps, 
who died of disease contracted in the service 
during the Mexican war, and that he pay her 
a pension at the rate of twenty-five dollars per 
month from and after the passage of this act, 
and to continue during her widowhood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLONEL WILLIAM C. KISE. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported back a bill (H. 
R. No. 2488) granting a pension to Colonel 
William C. Kise, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name | 


of William C. Kise, late colonel of the one 
hundred and sixteenth regiment Indiana vol- 
unteers, to take effect from and after the 
passage of this act. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER. of Pennsylvania, moved to 


reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
EIJZABETH ZLUHAN. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also from 
the same committee, reported back a bill (H. 


R. No. 2484) for the relief of Elizabeth Zilu- | 


han, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The preamble of the bill states that Jonathan 
Zluhan, late private ninety-third Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers, in his life-time established 
his right, under act of June 17, 1870, to an 
artificial arm by reason of the loss of his left 


; arm in the service of the United States, and 


under the provisions of section two of said 
act elected instead commutation in money 


| provided in said section, and that the acting 


Commissioner of Pensions, on the 8th of May, 


1871, directed the pension ageni at Philadel- | 
phia to pay said commutation to said Zluhan, i 


bui that said Ziuhan was accidentally drowned 
on the 16th of May, 1871, before said com- 
mutation order was received, and said money 
has never been paid, and the officers of the 
Government refuse to pay the same. The biil 


then goes on and authorizes and directs the ; 


Commissioner of Pensions to pay, or cause to 
be paid, to Elizabeth Zluhan the sum of fifty 
dollars commutation money as aforesaid, which 
said Zluhan was entitled to in his life-time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON FRISBIE. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 


the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2485) granting a pension to Washington 
Frisbie ; which was read a first and second 


time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Washington Frisbie, late lands- 
man in the United States Navy. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARIA CLARK. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2486) granting a pension to Maria Clark ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Maria Clark, 
mother of Franklin H. Clark, late private 
company G, ninety-sixth New York volun- 
teers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH BLACK. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from the 
same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2487) granting a pension to Elizabeth Black ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Bliza- 
beth Biack, widow of William L. Black, late 
a private in company K, seventy-sixth regj- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

The pill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the. table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalié 
Pensions, reported adversely in the following 
cases; aud they were severally laid on the 
table: 

_The petition of Edward Wood, for a pen- 
sion ; 
_ The petition of Marion C. Read, for a pen- 
sion ; 

_ The petition of Eliza P. Reeves, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of Susan Haynes, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of 
sion ; . 

The petition of Jobb S. Goff, for a pension ; 

_ The petition of John B., Tucker, for a pen- 
sion ; 
_ The petition of Julian Hibberts, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of Washington L. Sandford, for 
a pension ; 

_ The petition of Ann Cummings, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of George W. Lapointe, for a 
pension ; 

_ The petition of Joseph Lowry, for a pen- 
sion ; 

The petition of James Carey, for a pension 5, 


Elizabeth J. King, fora pen- 
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_The petition of Mary A. Boland, for a pen- 
sion; 
The petition of John P. D. Commerdinger, 
for a pension ; 
The petition of Augustus D. Varnum, for a 
pension ; f 
The petition of Frederick A. Kraus, for a 
pension; 
_ The petition of John H. Moore, for a pen- 
SION 5 
_ The petition of Marcus Fulton, for a pen- 
sion; 
The petition of John Haley, for a pension ; 


The petition of Samuel Gates, for a pension ; 


_ The petition of James H. Heath, for a pen- 
sion; 
The petition of Susan Libby, for a pension; 
¿The petition of Samuel Taylor, for a pen- 
sion; 
The petition of Thomas Gargins, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of Michael Shields, for a pen- 
sion; 

The petition of John Warren, for a pension ; 

The petition of Sarah Armstrong, for a pen- 
sion; and 

_ The petition of Thomas Wilson, for á pen- 
sion. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the same committee, 
reported adversely in the following cases ; and 
the same were laid on the table: 

The petition of David L. McDermott, for a 
pension; 

The petition of Susan Holtz, for a pension; 

The petition of William H. Colby, for a 
pension; and 

The petition of Catherine W. Mayhew, fora 
pension. 

Mr. TURNER, from the same committee, 
reported adversely in the following cases ; 
and the same were laid on the table: 

Petition of Mary Thornhill, for a pension; 

Petition of Rebecca Zokely, for a pension; 

Petition of Sarah Lyons, for a pension; 

Petition of Mrs. B. Horton, for a pension ; 

Petition of Eli Woodell, for a pension; and 

Petition of James Beatty, for a pension. 

Mr. MOORE, from the same committee 
reported adversely in. the following cases; 
and the same were laid on the table: f 

The petition of R. A. Colby, for arrears of 
pension. 

The petition of Mary H. Converse, for a 
pension. 

The petition of Samuel R. Hodsdon, for a 
pension; and 

The petition of William J. Morris, for a 
pension., 


Mr. MOORE, also, from the same commit- | 


tee, reported back the following cases, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from 
their further consideration, the same having 
been allowed at the Pension Office: 

The petition of Elizabeth Jenkins, for a 
pension ; 

The petition of William Holt, fora pension ; 

The petition of James K. Williams, for a 
pension 5 ; 
Isabel Fogg, for 


The petition of Mrs. a 
pension ; 

The petition of John E. Schmidt, for a 
pension ; 


The petition of Samuel C. Reed, for a 
pension ; and 

The petition of Elizabeth Ravenscroft, for 
pension. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, from the 
same committee, reported adversely in the 
following cases ; and the same were laid on 
the table: 

The petition of John Barrett, fora pension ; 


The petition of John Johnson, for a pension ; | 


The petition of William W. Witherspoon, 
for à pension ; 

The petition of Emily W. Ogden, for a 
pension ; and 

The petition of George A. Lamb, for a 
pension, $ . 


a H 


| 


lid Pensions, reported back, with the recom- i 


i 
|| passage of this act. | 


i that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely in the following cases; 
and the same were laid on the table: 

The petition of Martha A. Drummond, for 
ension ; 

he petition of James Dond, for a pension; | 
_ The petition of Amos C. Rhoads, for a pen- 
sion; : 

The petition of Wynant Vandenburgh, for 
a pension; and 

The petition of Ann Kelly, for a pension. 

Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, re- | 
ported adversely in the following cases; and 
the same were laid on the table : 

The petition of Matilda Howard, for a 
pension ; . 

The petition of Alexander C. Moore, for a 
pension ; 

The petition of Jacob Wakeman, for a 
pension; and 

The petition of Catharine Gerhardt, for a 
pension. 


a 


‘ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MOORE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] to offer a bill 
for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
canvot entertain the motion, the business 
to-night being restricted to receiving reports 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PERCE.. It is a bill for reference to | 
that committee. 1i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
must decline to receive it. 


WILLIAM HUTCHISON. 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Inva- |; 


mendation that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 954) : 
granting a pension to William Hutchison, | 
minor son of Joseph Hutchison, deceased. i 
The question was on ordering the bill to a | 
third reading. f 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the | 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, | 
the name of William Hutchison, minorson of | 
Joseph Hutchison, deceased, of which minor | 
Cicero Sims, of Clinton county, Indiana, is | 
guardian. i 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; | 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and | 
assed, | 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote | 
| 

t 

i 

f 

| 

t 


à 


by which the hill was passed; and also moved 


table. À 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA WHITING. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, |} 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 856) granting a pen- | 
sion to Eliza Whiting. 

The question was on ordering the bill to a | 
third reading. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the | 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Eliza Whiting, widow of the late ; 
Brevet Brigadier General Henry Whiting, and 
pay her a pension, to commence from the: 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; | 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

’ Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved | 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 
table. H 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOHN CARBAUGHI. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that | 
it do pass. the bill (S. No. 989) granting # pen- | 
sion to John Carbaugh, a private of company 
A, forty-sixth regiment Pennsylvania volun- 
teers. : 


The bill directs the Secretary of. the Interior : 
to place on the. pensioniroll, subject to. the | ` 


provisions and limitations of the pension laws 
the name of John Carbaugh, a private of com: < 
pany A, forty-sixth. regiment: Pennsylvania™ | 
volunteers. ee eee a 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time ș. 
and it was accordingly read: the third time; and 
assed. : ; ; Dars 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion’ to reconsider be laid onthe 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
MRS. ELIZA HICKS, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit: 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2488) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Eliza Hicks; which was read 
a first and second time. : 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Seeretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mrs. Eliza Hicks, widow of Stephen J. Hicks; 
late colonel fortieth regiment Illinois volunteer 
infantry, and pay her a pension from the date 
of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed.” 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to recousider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

-~ NANCY A. LAWRENCK. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2489) granting 
a pension to Nancy A. Lawrence; which was 


| read a first and second time. 


The bill directs the Secretary of. the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension-toll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Nancy A. Lawrence, widow 


| of George W. Lawrence, late a corporal com- 
| pany D, twenty-seventh regiment Missouri vol- 


unteers, the act to take effect from and after 
its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ` 

MARGARET MILLER. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 


| tee, reported a bill (H. R, No. 2490) granting 


a pension to Margaret Miller; which was read 


| a first and second time. 


The biil, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of. the. Interior to’ place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Margaret Miller, widow of Cornelius Mil- 
ler, late a private in company C, thirty-sev- 
enth regiment Massachusetts infantry voluu- 
teers, and to pay ker a pension from the date 
of the passage of this act, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid oa the 
table. 

The latter motion was: agreed to. 

KITTIEB A, SMITH. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2491) granting 
a pension to Kittie A. Smith; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary. 
of the Interior to place on the pension-rell, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Kittie: A. Smith, 
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widow of Thomas Smith; late a private in the 
Kentucky home guards, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of eight dollars a month from the 
passage of this. act. . 

‘Mr MOORE. I will make a brief explan- 
ation. This is the case of the widow of a 
member of the home guard. The man was 
captured armed, and was a long time in rebel 
prisons, and was regularly exchanged at the 
parole camp in Aunapolis. He was under the 
command of United States troops, and alto- 
gether the case is a very strong one, although 
a little irregular. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I would ask the gentleman 
from Illinois if this man was ever mustered 
into the United States service ? 

Mr. MOORE. I believe he was not mustered 
into the service of the United States, but I 
should hardly expect that when it is proposed 
to pension a man who was captured by the 
rebels with arms in his hands in defense of the 
Union, and suffered intolerably in rebel pris- 
ons, and was regularly exchanged by the United 
States authorities, any gentleman would want 
to ask any questions as tó whether it is proper 
to grant him relief or relief to his widow. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to inquire 
whether these Kentucky home guards were 
organized to preserve the neutrality of Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. MOORE. I have no answer to give to 
any question of that kind. I have stated here 
heserved the Government of the United States 
in the defense of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman stated that 
he was captured by the rebels? 

Mr. MOORE. Well, I am not making any 
buncombe statements here, and I do not want 
to answer such questions. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman, of course, 
is at liberty to answer or not, as he chooses. 


As the matter stands at present, I know of no | 


power that i bave to compel him to answer. 

Mr. MOORE. I thought I had stated the 
case sufliciently for my honorable friend, for 
whom I have high regard, but it seems to me 
he asked a question that he did not expect me 
to answer, If he is in earnest I will take any 
amount of pains to answer him. 

Mr. CONGER, 
it is the rale of the committee to report favor- 


ably in the case of any of these volunteer | 


organizations at home, and not in the United 
States service? 

Mr. MOORE. No, it is not a rule. We 
should not do it in all cases, but these home 
guards were organized with an understanding 
in the department of Kentucky by order of 
the War Department. These home guards 
relieved our troops, and did very effective 
service, and codperated frequentiy in battle 
with those troops. 

Now, here is the point in reference to this 
case: had the man been killed. in battle, the 
pension laws make provision for a pension to 
his widow. But he was vot killed in battle ; 
he was captured in battle and held as a pris- 
oner of war. He was brought to the parole 
camp at Annapolis, and there regularly paroled, 
and his pay settled by the Second Auditor of 
the Treasury, thereby recognizing the obliga- 
tion of the Government to this soldier. We 
could not say that his widow should not have 
a pension. 

Mr. CONGER. Did he subsequently die 
in the service? 

Mr. MOORE. No; he was paroled and 
afterward died. 

_ Mr. CONGER. Of disease contracted while 
in service? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, of chronic diarrhea, I 
am informed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs [Mr. Coxnury] that 
his committee last week granted this woman 
bounty, in view of the service rendered by her 
husband. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Then I will ask whether | 


a 


Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved į 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUSTICE F, JONES. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2492) granting a 
pension to Justice F. Jones; which was read 
a first and second time. a a , 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name ot Justice F. 
Jones, iate a private in company C, seventh 
regiment of Iowa cavalry volunteers, to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VIRGINIA M E CUSACK. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass. House bill No. 2498, 
granting a pension to Virginia M. F. Cusack. 


The question was upon ordering the bill to | 


be engrossed and read a third time. 
The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to place upon the pen- |! 


sion-roll, subject to the limitations and pro 


ginia M. F. Cusack, widow of John Cusack, 


late captain of company D, first United States i 


cavalry, 


Mr. MOORE. As this case is a little || 
peculiar, I prefer to make an explanation to; 


the House in reference to it. The applicant 
for this pension, the widow of this soldier, 
appeared before the Pension Bureau, and her 
case was rejected for the reason that opposite 
the name of the soldier was placed the entry, 
“died of delirium tremens.” 


and others is strongly to the contrary. 
was well known at the War Department and 
elsewhere as one of the most efficient quarter- 
masters who served during the late war, and 
never failed to faithfully discharge hig duty. 
He was only a day or two in hospital. The 
evidence is so overwhelming that that record 
could not have been a correct representation 
of the facts in this case, that we feit compelled 
to report a bill for the relief of this widow. 

Mr. HIBBAKD. I would inquire why the 
words “‘ to commence from the passage of this 
act’’ are put in some of these bills and omitted 
from others? ‘ 

Mr. MOORE. Itis a mere matter of form. 
These bills are ali found subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws; and 
the Pension Bureau will only pay from and 
after the passage of the acts. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Those words are in most 
of the biils. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


į that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


NANCY OSBORN. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No, 2494) granting 
a pension to Nancy Osborn; which was read 
a first and second time. - 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 


; Now, the testi- |, 
mony of anumber of the best Army officers i 
He H 


1 


to place upon the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


the name of Nancy Osborn, mother of Horace. 


M. Osborn, late a private in company G, 
twenty-third regiment Massachusetts volun- 
teers, to take effect from the passage of this act © 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag: 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ` 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vate” 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN NOLAN. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2495) granting 
a pension to John Nolan ; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension lawg, 
the name of Jobn Nolan, of Quincy, Hlinois, 
the pension to take effect from the passage of 
the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 


i accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ? 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALMON P. GRAVES. 


Mr. MOORE aiso, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2496) granting 


pa pension to Al:non P. Graves; which was 
visions of the pension laws, the name of Vir- !) 


read a trst and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 
to plaze upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Almon P. Graves, late a private 
in the third United States artillery, the pen- 
sion to take effect irom February 29, 1867. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, this biti pro- 
vides that the pension shall take effect from 
a date anterior to the passage of the act. 
When this application first came before us, 
the five years’ limitation had not expired. 
it is asked why this man did not obtain bis 
pension at the Pension Bureau, I will state 
that he was on detached duty at a post on 
the frontier, separated from his commissioned 
regimental officers, being I believe at that 
time under the command of a sergeant. He 
is now here in the Soidiers’ Home. His case 
is a perfectly clear one. We report in its 
favor on the ground that when the applica- 
tion was made the five years trom the date 
when his right to the pension accrued had not 
expired. I leave the case with the House to 
make sach d:sposition of it as may be deemed 
proper. If any gentiemancan show any reason 
why this pension sbould uot be granted, | am 
ready to hear it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


i that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ARMSTIVE GUUDLOW. 


Mr. MO ORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2497) granting a 


| pension to Armstive Groodlow; which was read 


a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Armstive Goodlow. late a private 
in company E, twenty-third regiment United 
States colored troops. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was, 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed ; dnd also moved. 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMELIA S. PARSONS. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reperted a bill (H. R. No. 2498) granting a 
pension to Amelia S. Parsons, widow of Nathan 
A. Parsons; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place upon the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Amelia 8. Parsons, widow 
of Nathan A. Parsons, and pay her a pen- 
sion as the widow of a private from the date 
of the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the. bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. MILLER. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2499) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Miller; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place upon the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Mary A. Miller, mother of 
Moses G. Miller, late a private in company F, 
eighty-seventh New York volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third tame, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
mat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. L. LOOMIS. 


` Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2500) granting 
a pension to Mary A. L. Loomis, widow of 
Colonel Gustavus A. Loomis, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Mary A. L. Loomis, widow of Colonel 
Gustavus A. Loomis, late of the United States 
Army, deceased, and pay her a pension from 
the date of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH ANN WHARTON, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2501) granting a 
pension to Sarah Ann Wharton; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah Ann Wharton, mother of 
Ransom Wharton, late a corporal in company 
I, second regiment Maine volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. l 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JULIET E. HALL. 


Mr. MOORE, also from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2502) granting 
a pension to Juliet E. Hal, daughter of Wil- 
liam Hall, late colonel eleventh [owa infantry, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary | 


of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Juliet E. Hall, 
daughter of William Hall, late colonel eleventh 
regiment Iowa infantry, commencing the 11th 
of November, 1869, the date of the remarriage 
of the widow. 

Mr. MOORE. The widow was granted a 
pension by special act. The pension laws 
allow to the children of the deceased soldier 
the pension the soldier himself would have 
been entitled to according to his rank. As 
this was granted to the widow by special act, 
on her remarriage it would not be continued 
to any of the children without special act in 
their behaif. It is now proposed, as the widow 
has since remarried, that the pension by spe- 
cial act shall be continued to the daughter 
until she reaches sixteen years of age. That 
is the nature of the case, and I wish the House 
to understand it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; aud also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RICHARD B. CRAWFORD. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2508) granting 
a pension to Richard B. Crawford ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension roll, subject to the limitations 


and provisions of the pension laws, the name | 


of Richard B. Crawford, late second lieuten- 
ant of the thirteenth regiment Ohio volunteer 
infantry, and pay him a pension from and after 
the passage of this act; this pension to be in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving of eight 
dollars per month. 
Mr. MOORE. 
the President of the United States. The veto 
message was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. On examining the original 


bill the committee are of the belief that the | 


President was misled by reason of the manner 
in which the original bill was drawn. 


it was really intended to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion the soldier was then receiving. 
Another point made in the message of the 


President was that this soldier was a private | 
There is the most | 
complete testimony that could be gotten up | 
tbat when he was wounded he had the com- | 
i| mission of lieutenant and was filling a vacancy, | 


when he was wounded. 


and was in the uniform of a lieutenant. 


The pension laws recognize that a pension | 
shall be granted of the rank, provided. there | 


is a vacancy answering to the commission. 


And there was that vacancy; there is not || 


the shadow of a doubt in reference to this 
man being a lieutenant when he was wounded. 
The same evidence which was before us was 


before the Senate committee when the bill ii 
went over to the Senate, and they recognized | 
the force of the testimony, and changed our | 
bill only in this respect, that they proposed | 
the relief should take effect from the passage | 

|| reading of the message of the President. 


of the act. . 


The Pension Bureau had pensioned this man |) 
as a private, in some way misapprehending |; 
‘The committees | 
of the House and Senate concurred in: regard- |; 
ing the testimony as clear and beyond contro- | 
versy that he was a lieutenant when wounded. ;; 
The bill is now so altered as to read that j 


the force of the testimony. 


This is the bill vetoed by | 


Tt was |j 
supposed to grant an additional pension, but | 


this pension shall bein lien of the pensió fi be 
was heretofore drawing at ‘eight dollars’ a. 
month. It is reported as a new bill, and I 


I would ask the gen 


‘Mr. STOUGHTON. 
tleman from. Hlinois. [Mr. Moors] whether: 
there was anything in the bill vetoed -by the 
President to show that. this was in lien of-the 
other pension? 

Mr. MOORE. There was not. j i 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I desire also to ask the 


gentleman a.question. Was this soldieractu- 
ally mustered in as lieutenant when he was 
wounded? l : 

Mr. MOORE. Notatall. The pension laws 
do not require a man to be actually mustered 
in. The possession bya man‘of'a commission 
gives rauk, provided the muster was not delayed 
by some fault of his own. In this case the 
muster was delayed for the reason. that a 
superior officer of the regiment stood in this 
man’s way, preventing him from being mus- 
tered. He went into battle, and. while com- 
manding a company in this way was wounded, 
and behaved so gallantly that the jealousy of 
that officer, was withdrawn, and three. days 
afterward he was mustered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the veto mes- 
sage of the President be read. 

Mr. MOORE. This is not an attempt to 
pass the bill over the President's veto, because 
it is a different bill. 

Mr. ARCHER, I think the gentleman had 
better allow the reading of the message, so 
that we may understand the matter clearly, I 
suppose the gentleman from Illinois would not 
like to pass it over the veto, because that 
would look as if he were going to Cincinnati. 
[Laughter. ] es 

Mr. VOORHEES. The only objection to 
the reading of the message is a question of 
time, and I hope no gentleman will call for it, 
inasmuch as the chairman of the Pension Com- 
mittee states that this is not a case of passing 
a bill over the President’s veto. There isa 
great deal of business still to be done to-night. 
and I hope we shall be allowed to proceed 
with it. te : 

Mr. ARCHER. The message is very short, 
and I think it had better be read. i 

Mr. VOORHEES. Tf itreġuires unanimous 
consent to have the message read, I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwould suggest to my col- 
league [Mr? VoorsEES] that he should not 
raise au objection to interfere with the gen- 
eral sense òf the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ithink no memher of 
this House raises so many objections as my 
colleague. If any useful purpose were to be 


| served by reading the message I would with- 


draw my objection. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does: the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moore] desire 
the message to be read as a part of his 
remarks? 

Mr. MOORE. Ido not. 

Mr. HOLMAN, J again ask that the mes- 
sage be read. 

Mr. MOORE. It bas already been read to 
the. House, and appears in the Globe of to-day. 
Every gentleman can see it there if fre chooses... 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. ; 

Mr. MOORE. I ask that the report I have 
sent up with the bill be. printed. 

There was no. objection, and it was so ordered. 

The question was on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist npon the 

am 
not at all captious in the matter, but I think it 
is only right that the message be read... 

Mr. AMBLER. Ifthe gentleman from Hi- 
nois [Mr. Moons] will allow me, I will make 
a short statement. : SEa 

This man Crawford -resides in-my-district, 
and I presented his petition. ‘Lhe proof, I 


2750 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 24, 


think, shows very clearly what the facts are; 
and it was a mere misprint arising from a mis- 
take in the drafiing of the bill which was the 
occasion of the veto. Mr. Crawford was au- 
thorized by appointment from the Governor 
of Ohio to raise a number of soldiers and re- 
ceived an appointment as a lieutenant, condi- 
tioned on his raising a certain vumber. He 
was mustered, as the custom was then, with 
perhaps an understanding that that muster 
was not to be valid unless he raised the men. 
He raised the men, and joined the regiment 
with his company. 

Mr. MOORE. Iwould inform the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the House is anxious to 
pass this bill, and has had all the explanation 
in regard to it before he came in. 

Mr. AMBLER. I did not understand that 
there has been any explanation, and I do not 
desire to occupy time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The message of the Pres- 
ident, I understand, can be read in a moment, 
and I ask for its reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the gen- 
tleman is entitled to the floor on the passage 
of the bill, if he desires to have the message 
read, he can have it read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [understand that that 
message has been read three times already. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Houmay] is entitled 
to the floor on the passage of the bill, and can 
have it read again. 

Mr. MOORE. 
in it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I see the propriety of 
everything my colleagne does generally, as he 
knows, but I do not see the propriety of this. 

The bill was passed. : 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


I do not see any propricty 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM P. CALVERT. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2504) granting 
a pension to William P. Calvert; which was 
read a first and second time, 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the [Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of William P. Calvert, late a private in the 
twenty-first regiment Illinois volunteers, now 
an insane person, at the rate of eight dollars 
a month from the passage of this act, to be 
paid to his committee trustee, guerdian, or 
conservator. The bill further directs the Sec- 
retary of War to grant an honorable discharge 
from the military service to the said William 
P. Calvert. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. HANNAH W. SUMNER 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2505) to 
increase the pension of Mrs. Hannah W, Sam- 
ner, widow of Major General Edwin V, Sum- 


ner, who died March 21, 1868, while in com- 


mand of the department of the West, 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roil 
the name of Mrs. Hannah W. Sumner, widow 
of Mejor General Edwin V, Sumner, who 
died March 21, 1863, while in command of 
the department of the West, at the rate of 
fifty doilars per month, to commence from the 
passage of this act, and to continue during 

er widowhood, and to be in lieu of the pen- 


sion heretofore granted to the said Hannah W. 


Sumner under the provisions of the general 
pension laws, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
this bill is out of the usual course. 

Mr. PETERS. It is like one we passed 
last night. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


evening of a like character, one granting a 


ler. 1 stated last evening that the practice— 


no rule of law, but the practice of Congress : 
had been to grant a pension of fifty dollars a |: 


It will be observed that ; 


| 


i 
| 


if 


We passed two bills last į! 


iY 
pension to Mrs. Morris, widow of a brigadier :; 
general, I believe, at the rate of fifty dollars : 
a month, and another granting a similar pen- :! 
sion to Mrs. Miller, widow of Commodore Mil- |: 


Mr. MOORE. Then bring it in and we will 


! attend to it for you. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I willyield to the gentle- 
man from Hlinois. y 

Mr. MOORE. I want to assume the floor 
in my own right. If the gentleman had his 
bill ready and desired it. I would withdraw 
mine until his was passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have it ready, but I will 
wait until this one is acted on. 

Mr. MOORK. As everybody here knows, 
General Sumner was one of the roost brilliant 


| and useful officers who ever served his coun- 


month to the widow of any general who fell in |: 


battle. 
crimination should be made. 
are such cases or not cannot well be considered 
at this time, for the practice of the House has 
already been entered on. I do net believe, 
sir, that as between the widows of soldiers who 


widow and orphan children of the officer who 
suffers in the same way. 
Mr. MOORE. I cannot yield to the gen- 
tleman any longer. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
to yield tome. Ihave the floor. 


privilege. 
desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois to a fact which I wish to present 
to the consideration of the House, and 1 shall 
have no better opportunity of doing it than 
this. The recent death of Major General Rob- 
ert Anderson, whose name is so honorably 
connected with a great event of the late war, 
renders it manifestly proper that the claims 
of his widow and orphan children upon the 
magnanimity of the country should be con- 
sidered, I think a bill should also pass 
granting her the same pension we are grant- 
ing other widows of major generals of our 


rmy. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
LACK. ) 
of order, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
of order is that the gentleman fro 
(Mr. Houtman] is not confi 
subject before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana will proceed in order. 

Mr. MOORE. I have a great regard for 
the gentleman ‘from Indiana; but I would be 
glad if he would have some compassion on 
these poor pensioners. 

Tke SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A moment only. It is a 


Pi (Mr. Nir- 
The gentleman will state his point 


My point 
m Indiana 
ning himself to the 


Anderson left Fort Sumter he declined in 
health, both physically and mentally, in con- 
sequence of the fearful struggle through which 
he passed in the 
fearful responsibilities thrown upon him while 
in command of Fort Sumter. 


Mr. PETERS. What do you want? Do 


you want to pass a bill for Mra. And. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I dio: ery 


have fallen in the service of the country there | 
should be any discrimination. We can all see | 


matter of history that from the time General | 


I think there may be cases where dis- į 
Whether there |. 


I am notasking my friend | 
Tam stating | 
a simple proposition. The gentleman from | 
Illinois, who is so fond of talking himself, | 
ought not to deprive anybody else of that! 
While I cannot oppose this bill, E: 


first hours of the war and the : 


| 


i} 
i 


i band of this woman may never have 


i 
i b 
| 


try. Were he now living he wouid be on 
the retired list, at the pay of $5,000 a year. 
So far as money is concerned it is a saving to 
the Government that he has passed away. We 
can very well afford to give to his widow, who 
is poor and dependent upon this pension, fifty 
ollarsa month. J nowcallfor a vote on the bill, 
The bill was ordered to be eugrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | desire to offer the follow- 
ing bill for the relief of Mrs. Anderson. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I riseto a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Nir- 
Lack.) The Chair cannot entertain the prop- 
osition of the gentleman, from Indiana, as this 
evening is set apart exclusively for reports 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I trust there will be-no 
objection to this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It may be 


eb sae A 7 
offered as an amendment to some other bill, 


but not presented as an original bill for the 
action of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the bill may be 
read, and then E will move to reconsider the 
vote passing the last bill in order to move this 


' as an amendment. 


Mr. MOORE. I hope that will not be done. 
We will take care of the gentleman's Dill in 
due time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 
JOANNA L. SHAW. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2506) repealing 
an act entitled “An act granting a peusion to 
Joanna L. Shaw; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill. which was read, repeals the act, 
approved July 27, 1868, granting a pension to 
Joanna L. Shaw, 

Mr. PETERS. For what reason? 

Mr. MOORE. Information has come to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and also 
to the Pension Bureau, that satisGes the com. 
mittee and the Commissioner of Pensions that 
this person is unworthy of this Special favor 
at the hands of this Government. In addi- 
tion to this, we have evidence that the bill, 
in the first place, ought never to bave been 
passed. Those who favored it at the time 
have since discovered their mistake. This 
woman was drawing a pension ng the widow 
of a private, and her husband never was eny- 
thing more than a private at any time: but, 
by some adroit maneuver, the passage of the 
biil was secured. Š 
_ Ido not wish to make any further statement 
in reference to the character of this person ; 
it is not necessary to doso. Butl could easily 
satisfy the whole House that it is very equit- 
able to repeal this special act; and the repeal 
i3 recommended in order to stop to this ex- 
tent at least frauds upon the Government, 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from 
Minois [ Mr. Moore} makes a very remark- 
able statement. Tt ig possible that tbe hus- 
been 
but a private; 
e man was pro- 
fore beiug mus- 


technically or legally anythin 
ut was it not a case where t 
moted to an office and died be 
tered in? 


1872. 


. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. MOORE. No, sir. This man was a 
private, who was detailed to do duty for a few 
days in the absence of a surgeon; and in con- 
sequence of that fact his widow succeeded by 
some means or other in getting a pension as 
the widow of an assistant surgeon. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether he has ex- 
amined the original papers upon which the bill 
sought to be repealed was passed ? 

Mr. MOORE. 
sion to eight dollars. 


more. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I do not make myself 
understood. Task whether the gentleman has 


examined the original papers on which the 
former bill was passed ? 

Mr. MOORE. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri, Doesthis 
bill leave the woman in possession of her pen- 
sion as the widow of a private ? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir. 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the |! 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed. 


WIDOW OF MAJOR GENERAL ANDERSON. 


Mr. MOORE. I now yield to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Prcx. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before any further reports 
are presented, I trust the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will'allow an amendment to come in for 
the relief of Mrs. Anderson. l 

Mr. MOORE. It can not come iù under 
the order of the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can as an amendment. 


Mr. COGHLAN. The House has acted || 


very generously toward the committee in refer- 
ence to these bills, and I think the committee 
ought not to object to a measure of justice 
like this, 

Mr. HOLMAN. TI ask the House to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Bill for the relief 
of Mrs. Sumner was passed: , 

Mr. MOORE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the 
order of the House it is competent for the 
House to consider to-night nothing but reports 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MOORE. The members of the com 
mittee will not, I presume, make any objection 
to their chairman introducing as a report from 
the committee a bill providing for the case of 
the widow of General Anderson. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill granting a pension to 
“Mrs. Sumner was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be 
objection to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Moore] reporting the bill, the question as to 
its reception depends upon the vote of the 
House. The Chair will submit to the House 
whether the bill shall be received as the report 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I think that such a bill 
for the relief of the widow of General Ander: 
son ought not to be objected to. 

ar: SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
as 

Mr. MOORE. If any member of the com- 
mittee objects, I shall ngt press the report. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I object, be- 
cause the bill has never been before the com- 
mittee, and we know nothing of the evidence 
on which it may-rest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been extraordin- 
ary liberality shown by. the House in refer- 
ence to these bills; and. insist that the widow 
of so gallant an officer as General Anderson 
should not go without a pension. This case is 
an historical. one. 

Mr. COGHLAN. By simply reconsidering 


This ‘bill reduces her pen- | 
She is entitled to no | 


May I| 


the vote passing the bill for the relief of Mrs. 


i! Summer and attaching this proposition as an | 


amendment, the object can be acccomplished. 
Mr. MOORE. ‘There are other men who 
will want to amend bills in the same. way. 
Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman, 
by consenting to this proposition, will facili- 
tate the business of his committee. 


Mr. MOORE. I do not make the objection. | 


The gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 


DALL] should get his colleague [Mr. SPEER] to | 


withdraw his objection. 
The SPEAKER. The pending question is 


on the motion to lay upon the table the motion į 


to reconsider. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My objection 
is from no opposition to the measure itself. I 
am going to withdraw the objection. 
made originally because of the course pursued 
by the gentleman from Indiana, who introduced 
it. I now withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. let me ask the gentle- 


; man from Indiana whether the last Congress 
did not make ample provision for the widow | 
|! of General Anderson? 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
of $30,000. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Was not that claim paid? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of making 
some provision for General Anderson’s family 
to Mrs. Anderson, who was the daughter of 
General Clinch, Congress appropriated a sum 
which, instead of inuring to her benefit, gave 
to her children a mere bagatelle of $15,000, 


General Clinch had a claim 


| which was only half of the claim. 


Mr. MOORE. My motion is to reconsider 
and lay upon the table all the votes by which 
the various bills were passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
my objection to the other bill. : 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Illinois 
cannot report the bill, because he cannot see 
that any such case has been considered by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and there- 
fore cannot report any such case. i 


MARY 0. PETRIE. 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2507) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Petrie; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


I withdraw 


on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mary OC. Petrie, widow of George C. Petrie, 
late private company D, seventeenth regiment 
Michigan volunteers, commencing the Ist of 


| January, 1871. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA J. FRACKER. 
Mr. PECK, from the same committee, also 


i reported a bill (H. R. No. 2508) granting a 


pension to Eliza J. Fracker ; which was read 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name 


of Eliza J. Fracker, who adopted James A. 
Markland when sixteen months old, and who 
died from disease contracted in the service as 
second Heutenant second 
infantry, at sixteen dollars per month from 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. CONGER. Read the report. 

The report, which was read, states that: Mrs. 
Eliza J. Fracker adopted James A. Markland 
when sixteen months old as her own child, and 


It was į 


i 
it 
f 


regiment Ohio“ 


Before going into the Army he contributed“te | 
her support, and continued to. send ‘het mrohey 

while in. the service.. As: second lieutenant 
|f Ohio: volunteer infantry-in November, 1846,- 
at Camargo,- Mexico, he-contracted a chronic: 


proof. of dependence and the 
| tion have been sworn to, = «| f : 
Mr. CONGER. Ido not:see anything in 
this.case which gives. good ground for relief. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Tf she were the natural 
|; mother instead of the adopted’ mother, she 
would have gotten the pension before under 
the statute. i 


MARY E, SNIVLEY AND MAVILLA SNIVLEY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee; 

reported a bill (H. R.. No. 2509) granting a 
|| pension to Mary E. Snivley and Mavilla Snivley ; 
| which was read a first and second time. 
ii _ The bill, which was ‘read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the ‘provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the names 
of Mary E. Snivley and Mavilla Snivley, only 
minor children of Abraham Snivley, late private 
company F, fourteenth regiment Michigan in- 
fantry volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed: and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote. by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMOS FARLING. 


Mr, PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2510) granting. a 
pension to Amos Farling; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read. authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
| upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Amos Fayling, late private company H, twenty- 
second regiment United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed’ and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it. was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill- was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GARRETT FLEMING. 


| Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (Hl. R. No. 2511) granting a 
pension to Garrett Fleming; which was read 
| a first and second time, 
i} The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
| directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the’ provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
| of Garrett Fleming, late'a private in the forty- 
third regiment Ohio volunteers, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
| which the bill was passed; and. also moved 
|i that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. - 2 $ 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUSAN W. MECHEM. 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
| reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2512) granting 
| a pension to Susan W. Mechem, oo 
| The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to. the. - 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Susan W. Mechem; widow:.6f Abel 
| F. Mechem, late a surgeon ins the United 


proof of -adop- 


States Army, to.take effect. from the passage 


from that time took care of him as her own. |} of this-act. - 


diarrhea, from -whieh -he. died in:1861. The 
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. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY O’DONALD. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2518) granting a 
pension to Mary O’Donald; which was read 
a first and second time. i 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mary 0’ Donald, widow of Walter 
O’Douald, late a private in company A, eighty- 
fifth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, to 
take effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROSA HOON. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2514) granting 
pension to Rosa Hoon; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Rosa Hoon, widow of William A. 
Hoon, late assistant engineer on the steamer 
Champion No. 3, which was in the service 
and under the control of the Government, to 
take effect from the passage of this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Should not the bill define 
the amount of pension in such a case? What 
would be the amount of pension in the case of 
an assistant engineer? 

Mr. PECK. ‘Ten dollars, I believe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be again re- 
ported, 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OATHARINE RONS. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2515) granting a 
pension to Catharine Ross; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll. subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Catharine Ross, mother of John 
Ross, late a private in the twenty-third regi- 
ment Illinois infantry volunteers, to take 
effect from. the passage of this act. 

. The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IVORY F. SNOW. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a 
pension to Ivory F. Snow; which was read.a 
first and second time. 
-The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
_ directs the Secretary of. the Interior to place 

npon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
~: tong and limitations of the pension laws, the 


name of Ivory F. Snow, late a private in com- 
pany B, seventeenth regiment Maine volun- 
teers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, is was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLARINDA BUTCHER. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2517) granting a 
pension to Clarinda Butcher; which was read 
a first and second time. i 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Clarinda Butcher, widow of Ebe- 
neezer Butcher. late a private in company F, 
twenty-seventh Pennsylvania volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. SWARTZ. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 2518) granting a 
pension to George W. Swartz; which was 
read a first and second time. i 

The bill, which was read, directs the Seere- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension Jaws, the name of George W. 
Swartz, late a private in company I, one bun- 
dred and fifty-sixth Obio national guards, at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, from and 
alter the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PICK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FRANCES W. EVANS, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same cominittee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2519) granting a 
pension to Frances W. Evans; which was read 
a firstand second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and Jimitations 
of the pension Jaws, the name of Frances W. 
Evans, mother of William Evans, late a pri- 
vate in company Ji, fifth regiment United 
States colored troops. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS LUNNEY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2520) granting a 
pension to Thomas Lunney; which was read 
a first and second time. 

„The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Thomas Lunney, late a private in com- 
pany G, one hundred and twenty-cighth Indi- 
ana volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN GREENAULT. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2521) granting a 
pension to John Greenault ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Greenault, late a private in 
company F, twelfth regiment Illinois volun- 
teers. ; 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
byewhich the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDITH DUNHAM. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2522) granting a 
pension to Judith Dunham; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of Judith Dunham, widow of 
George L. Dunham, late a private in the sev- 
enth regiment Massachusetts volunteers, and 
afterward transferred to the United States gun- 
boat Cincinnati, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY REIMAN, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (EH. R. No. 2528) granting a 
pension to Henry Reiman; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henry Rei- 
man, late a private in the twelfth regiment. 
Maine volunteers, to take effect from March 
4, 1869. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was: 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

_ The latter motion was agreed to. 
FLORA D. KAY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2524) granting à 
pension to Flora D. McKay; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Flora 
D. McKay, widow of John ‘McKay, late a ser- 
geant in company G, seventy-fourth New York 
volunteers, from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2753 


f 

that the motion to reconsider be laid on. the | 

table. . 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LUCINDA THOMPSON. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2525) granting a 
pension to Lucinda Thompson; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Lucinda Thompson, widow of Lewis 
S. Thompson, late private in company A, 
thirty-first regiment Illinois volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. r 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHRISTIANA W. MURRAY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2526) granting a 
pension to Christiana W. Murray. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
‘engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of 
Christiana W. Murray, widow of Gilbert E. 
Murray, late of the first Northwest Missouri 
volunteers, at the rate of dollars per 
month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEBORAH WITHAM, 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2527) granting a 
pension to Deborah Witham ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

` The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Deborah 
Witham, mother of Alvah C. Witham, late a 
private in company K, thirty-second regiment 
Maine volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


‘JOSEPH CRESSEY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2528) granting a 
‘pension to Joseph Cressey; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Joseph Cressey, late a private in 
company A, Michigan provost guard, the 
pension to take effect from January 1, 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MARTHA P. GREENLEE. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2529) granting a 
pension to Martha P. Greenlee; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Martha P. Greenlee, widow of 
James H. Greenlee, late second lieutenant 
company D, seventy-fourth regiment enrolled 
Missouri militia volunteers, the pension to 
take effect from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EPHRAIM HUNT. 


Mr. PECK. I move that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the 
further consideration of the papers in the case 
of Ephraim Hunt, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and War of 1812. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IRA BUCKMAN. ' 


Mr. MOORE. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have instructed me to move that they 
be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2446) granting a pen- 
sion to lra Buckman, (which was recommitted 
to our committee last night,) and that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back, with a recommend- 
ation that it pass, the bill (S. No. 955) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Montgomery, widow 
of William W. Montgomery, late a private in 
Texas volunteers. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary 
Ann Montgomery, widow or William W..Mont- 
gomery, late a private in Texas volunteers, 
and to pay her a pension from the passage of 
this act as a private’s widow, and in respect to 
her minor children under sixteen years of 
age. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to move an amendment to this bill, which I 
think meets the concurrence of the committee ; 
and before doing-so I ask leave to make a short 
statement. 

Captain Montgomery was a Texas refugee. 
He came to New Orleans and enlisted in a 
regiment of Texas cavalry, of which Governor 
Davis was colonel—a regiment which I was per- 
mitted by the President of the United States to 
raise, appointing the officers provisionally. 
Montgomery was appointed a captain, raised 
his company, and went to Texas under such 
commission. Commissions of that kind have 
always been recognized by the War Depart- 
ment. While in Texas as such captain and 
exercising the command of captain, as I am 
informed, he was killed in the line of his duty. 
This bill from the Senate proposes to grant his 
widow the pension of a private’s widow, when 
in point of fact he was a captain duly mustered 
into the service of the United States. As the 
pay-roll will show, he was paid as a captain, 
and he exercised authority as such. His com- 
mission was not signed by President Lincoln, 
and- he could not have a commission from the 
Governor of Texas because there was. none. 
This was an exceptional regiment. I move 
to amend the bill by striking out the word 
‘private’? wherever it occurs and inserting 
“captain.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 


i 


reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. AE ee eee 
Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by- 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the ‘table: 
The latter motion was agreed to. D 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.: I move 
to amend the title of the bill just passed by 
striking out ‘‘ private?’ and inserting “ cap- 
tain.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MRS. ALME D., BROOKS. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2580) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Alme D. Brooks; which was 
read a first and second time. : 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Alme 
D. Brooks, widow of General W. T. H. Brooks, 
late United States Army, to take effect. from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BiRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 


ARMSTRONG O HARA. 


Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2531) grantinga pension to Armstrong O’ Hara; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the 
name of Armstrong O'Hara, late private. 
company F, forty-seventh regiment Missouri 
volunteers, from and after the passage of this 
act. > ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third. time, and 
passed, 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and’ also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD G. HUNT. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2532) granting a pension to Edward G. Hunt; 


| which was read a first and second time. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 


ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 


name of Edward G. Hunt, late boatswain’s 
mate in the United States Navy, at the rate 
of ten dollars per month, from and aftér the 
passage of this act, to be paid out of the Navy 
pension fund. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
aceordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


| moved that the motion to reconsider be lai 


on the table. 3 3 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS W. WHARTON. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same còm- 
mittee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 25838) 
granting a pension to Thomas W. Wharton, 
late a private in company G; first Pennsylvania 
rifles, with the recommendation that it do pasa. 

The preamble of the bill states that on the 
15th day of May, 1861, James W. Wharton 
enlisted in company G, first Pennsylvania’ 
rifles, to serve for three years; thet while in 
the line of his duty at the battle of Fredericks- 
burg, Virginia, December 13, 1862, he received 
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a severe gunshot wound in his lower jaw, and 
from thence passing into his right shoulder, 
fracturing and otherwise injuring his shoulder ; 
and that he has been, since receiving his 
wounds, unable to properly masticate his food 
or to perform any description of manual labor. 
The bill then authorizes and directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll the name of James W. Wharton, late a 
private in company G, first Pennsylvania rifles, 
in the war of 1861, and that he be allowed and 
paid a pension, at the rate of fifteen dollars per 


month, subject to the provisions and limit- | 


ations of the pension laws, to be computed 
from the date.of his discharge from. the mili- 
tary service of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES B. THOMPSON. 


Mr. McJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 934) 
for the relief of James B. Thompson, captain 
company I", one hundred and nineteenth regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

CORDELIA C, DOUGIIERTY, 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R, No. 2534) grant- 
ing a pension to Cordelia C. Dougherty ; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Cordelia C. 
Dougherty, widow of Charles Dougherty, late 
a private in company I, second regiment 
Maine volunteers, and also late a private in 
company D, thirtieth regiment Maine volun- 
teers, to take effect from the passage of this 
act. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MINOR OWILDREN OF CAPTAIN W, B. SCHERR. 


Mr, McJUNKIN also, from the same com. 
mittee, reported’ a bill ie R. No. 2585) for 
the relief of the minor children of Captain W. 
E. Scherr; which was read a first and second 


time. 

The bill was read. The preamble sets forth 
that by special uct of Congress, dated March 
1, 1869, Sarah A. Scherr, widow of William E. 
Scherr, late captain of company E, twenty- 
sixth regimént Pennsylvania volunteers, was 
granted a pension; and that she afterward, to 
wit, on the 81st day of July, 1869, remarried. 
The bill therefore authorizes and requires the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay to the duly 
authorized guardian of the minor children of 
Captain William E. Scherr the pension which 
was by said act granted to Sarah A. Scherr, 
to commence on the 31st of July, 1869, and 
to continue until the youngest of the minor 
children of. Captain William E. Scherr shall 
attain the age of sixteen years. 

Mr. RANDALL. My friend from Michigan 
[Mr. Stovenron] wishes some explanation, 
I am acquainted with this case, and perhaps 
can state what will satisfy the gentleman. The 
first husband of this lady fought. bravely in the 
war, and died leaving two minor children. 
The lady remarried, which, under the law, 
would stop the pension. This bill continues 
the pension in favor of the minor children, 


Another bill of the same sort has been passed 
to-night. This is a very meritorious case. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARIA L. LEE. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No, 2536) grant- 
inga pension to Maria L. Lee; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The biil, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Maria L. 
Lee, of the city of Washington, widow of Abel 
H. Lee, who died of disease contracted in the 
service of the Government as a scout, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of eight dollars per 
month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES LYNCII. 


Mr. MceJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2537) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles Lynch; which was 
read a first and second time. 

‘Fhe bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension-laws, the name 
of Charles Lynch, late a private of company 
F, fifty-fourth regiment Pennsylvania volun- 
teers, from the date of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
ou the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A, CHOUTE. 


Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2538) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Chute; which was 
read a first and second time. | 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mary A. Chute, mother of Edward P. Chute, 
late a private in company I, tenth regiment 
Maine volunteers, to take effect from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to. reconsider be laid 
on. the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREDERICK WALTER. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2539) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Walter; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place; subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Walter, late private company A, fourth 
United States artillery, on the list of invalid 
pensioners, and to cause him to be paid at the 
rate of eight dollars a month, commencing on 
the 8th day of May, 1863. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


| on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
NANCY GODDARD. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported abill (H. R. No. 2540) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy Goddard; which was 
read a first and second time. f 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Nancy Goddard, widow of Thomas W. God- 
dard, late a private in company B, second regi- 
ment East Tennessee volunteers, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY E. BARTON. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2541) grant- 
ing a pension to. Mary E. Barton; which was 
read a first and second time. ` 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mary E. Barton, the only minor 
child of William Barton, late a private in com- 
pany [, seventh regiment Kentucky volunteers; 
this act to take effect from and after its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and. 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, <a, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOANNA LUSKEY. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2542) granting a pension to Joanna Luskey; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the lim- 
itations and provisions of the pension laws, 
the name of Joanna Luskey, of Minnesota, 
widow of William Luskey, late a private in an 
organized company, and who was killed in 
Minnesota in August, 1862, in a battle with 
the Sioux Indians, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars a month. from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and - 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JERUSHA A. GOODRICH. 

Mr. WAKEMAN also; from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2543) grant- 
ing a pension to Jerusha A. Goodrich ; which 
was read a first and second time. 

„The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Jerusha A. Goodrich, widow of 
Luther Goodrich, late colonel of the eighth 


United States colored troops, to take effect from ` 
the passage of this act, and to be in lieu of 
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the pension now held by the said Jerusha A. 
Goodrich. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The tatter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT G. WILSON. > 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the sátne com- 


mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2544) grant: 
ing a pension to Robert; G. Wilson; which 
was read 4 first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Robert G. Wilson, late a private 
in company A, seventy-ninth regiment New 
York volunteers, at the rate of twenty-five 
dollars a month, in lieu of the’ pension now 
held and enjoyed by him. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion’ to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ILANNAH OKOSS. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Invalid’ Pensions to report ad- 
versely upon the petition of Hannah Cross, of 
Dunkirk, New York, and desire on behalf of 
the minority of the committee to ask the House 
to reverse that decision. It isthe petition of 
Hannah Cross, of Dunkirk, New York, for an 
increase of pension. I would like the atten- 
tion of the House to this case, because it is a 
case which I am directed by the committee to 
report upon adversely. Hannah Cross is a 
widow who had five sons, one of whom was and 
still is a cripple; the other four enlisted and 
went into the Army. Two of the four were 
killed in battle, and the third one was taken 
sick and died in hospital.. She lost three of 
her sons, and the fourth has’ a family of his 
own to support. Sheis now sixty-three years 
old. She hasalready been granted a penion by 
the Pension Bureau to the amount of eight 
dollars a month. f 

I wish to submit to this House that when .a 
widow who has five sons gives four of them to 
her country, and three of them are either 
killed in battle or die in hospital, I want to 
know whether this Congress and this Govern- 
ment is prepared to say that that widow in 
her old age shall have but eight dollars per 
month? That is the question. I submit that 
a woman who has given all her sons but a 
cripple to the service of her country ought to 
receive a larger pension than that. I ask the 
House to disagree with the report of the com- 
mittee in this case, and if thatis done, I pro- 
pose to submit a bill to give her a pension of 
sixteen dollars per month. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man can, by unanimous consent, submit such 
a bill from the minority of the-committee. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. WAKEMAN accordingly submitted a 
bill (H. R. No. 2545) granting an increase of 
pension to Hannah Cross, a dependent mother; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Han- 
nah Cross, of the village of Dunkirk, New 
York, at the rate of sixteen dollars per month, 
in lieu of her present pension, this act to take 
effect from itd passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrosssd, it was 
accordingly read the third time, aud passed. 


Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider thé 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL WOODEN. o 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on In~ 
valid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2546) granting a pension to Daniel Wooden; 
which was read'a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill wasread. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Wooden, late a corporal in company C, sixty- 
fourth regiraent United States colored troops, 
at the rate of eight dollars: per month from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NANCY MASON. 


Mr. MANSON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill (H.R. No. 
2547) granting a pension to Nancy Mason; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Ma- 
son, widow of James S. Mason, late of the 
fifty-second regiment Kentucky volunteers, at 


“the rate of eight dollars per month from the 


passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUSAN T. E. WILLIAMSON. 


Mr. BIRD, from. the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2548) to 
increase the pension of Susan T. E. William- 
son; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan 
T. E. Williamson, widow of Charles L. Wil- 
liamson, late a captain in the naval service of 
the United States, at the rate of fifty dollars 
per month, in lieu of her present pension, pro- 
vided the pension hereby granted shall be 
paid from the naval pension fund. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, ‘ 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


H. LOUISA GATES. 


Mr. BIRD also, fromthe same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2549) increasing 
the pension of H. Louisa Gates; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to-be 
engrossed and read a third time. . 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roli tbe name of H. 
Louisa Gates, widow of the late General Wil- 


liam Gates, at the raté of fifty dollars per 
month, the pension certificate now held- by 
her to be surrendered and canceled’ after the 
passage of this act. soe, ee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and. being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to’ reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was' passed ; arid also moved 
that- the motion. to reconsider be ldid on: the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed te. 


SARAH MAYNARD. 


Mr. BIRD also,-from the same committes,, 
reported a bill (H. R: No. 2550) granting a 
pension to Sarah Maynard; which was read a 
firstand second time. cae E 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the peasion-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension. laws, 
the name of Sarah Maynard, of Pike county, 
Kentucky, widow of Thomas Maynard, lately in 
the secret service of the United States, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, together. with 
the amount allowed by existing laws for the 
child or children of private soldiers who have 
been killed in battle or died of wounds received 
or disease contracted in the military service 
of the United States. a 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there is a report in this 
case I ask that it be read. 

The report was read. It states that Sarali 
Maynard was lawfully married to‘Thomas May- 
nard in 1847; that they lived as man and wife 
until his death, during which period eight chil- 
dren were born to them; that in 1864 Thomas 
Maynard was employed in the secret: service 
of the United States by George W. Gallop; 
colonel of the fourteenth regiment Kentucky 
volunteers, and‘ was by him authorized to raise 
a company of men for the secret serviée, in 
which service he was active and successful, as: 
appears by the sworn statement of Colonel 
Gallop; that while in such: service and in the 
line of his duty he was shot by the enemy. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed: and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed,-it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the'vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also. moved 
that the motion to reconsider’ be laid onthe 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WALTER BRADLEY. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2551) granting a 
pension to Walter Bradley; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to pay to Walter Bradley, late acting 
assistant engineer in the United States Navy, - 
and whose name is now inscribed on the peb- 
sion-roll, at the rate of twenty dollars'‘a month, 
arrears of pension at that rate from March 
28, 1862, to February 28, 1871. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M’ALFEE. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2552} granting a- 
pension to James McAlfee; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of James McAlfee, late a private in 
company E, fifth regiment Michigan’ volua- 
teers. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 4 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOIN COUDLIN. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2553) granting a 
pension to John Coudlin; which was read a 
first and second time. ; 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Coudlin, late a private in 
company K, second regiment District of Co- 
lumbia volunteers, the pension to commence 
from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be-laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JENNIE E. SAVAGE, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2554) for the relief 


of Jennie E. Savage; which was read a first. 


and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Jennie B. Savage, a minor child 
of William E. Savage, who was a contract 
surgeon in the United States Army, on the 
pension-list, and to pay to her legally author- 
ized guardian the pension duc her said father’s 
rank as surgeon, from the 16th of February, 
1871, until she arrives at the age of six- 
n years, unless she should die before that 

ate. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ie 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT 8. DUMONT. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported u bill (H. R. No.-2555) granting a 
pension to Robert S. Dumont; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the ~ecretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Robert S. Dumont, late admiral’s secretary, 
at the rate of thirty dollars per month, from 
the passage of this act; the pension certificate 
now held by said Dumont to be given up and 
canceled from aud after the passage of this 
act, and all money expended by virtue of this 
act it is provided shall be paid from the naval 
pension fund. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. 
this case? 

Mr, BIRD. There is a report. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Iask that the report 
be read. ; 

The report, which was read, states that 
Robert 8. Dumont, in the month of Decem- 
ber, 1861, was appointed secretary to Admiral 
Charles H. Bell, commanding the naval force 
in the Pacific ocean; that in the month of 
January, 1862, in consequence of the great, 
want of regularly-cducated naval officers for 
blockading purposes, there were none in the 
Pacifie squadron, except a commander and 
generally one other, the executive officer of 
each vessel, for the instruction and drilling of 
volunteer officers; that having experience in 
the Army and Navy, he was detailed by the 


Is there a report in 


flag-officer to drill the officers and crew with 
broadside guns, howitzers, and small-arms ; 
that in the performance of his duty he con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea ; that on account of 
the difficulty of getting a competent officer to 
take his place, he remained on duty from 
February, 1863, to February, 1864, when he 
became entirely disabled, and when he was 
declared unfit for duty by a board of survey ; 
that he has since been an invalid, and is 
now totally unable to do anything in his own 
behalf. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JANE TILOMPSON AND MARGARET THOMPSON, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2556) granting a 
pension to Jane Thompson and Margaret 
‘Thompson; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the names of Jane Thomp- 
son and Margaret Thompson, the only minor 
children of John Thompson, late a private in 
company G, forty-fifth United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


` WILLIAM D. BOYD. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2557) granting a 
pension to William D. Boyd; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which wag read, authorizes and di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William D. Boyd, late a private in company E, 
first regiment Kentucky capitol guard, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of eight dollars from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH JONES. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R; No. 2558) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Jones; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the peasion-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Elizabeth Jones, of Henderson, North 
Carolina, widow of John Jones, sr., late 
private company H, second regiment North 
Carolina mounted infantry volunteers, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, and the minor 
children of John and Elizabeth Jones, at the 
rate of two dollars a month each, until they 
reach the age of sixteen years respectively 
to bẹ paid from and after the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engross 
read a third time; and being Sinem a 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


! reported a bill 


| reported a bill 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. SI 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
HENRY A WHITE. 

Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
(H. R. No. 2559) granting a 
pension to Henry A. White; which was read 
a first and second time. , 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pevsion-rol, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Henry A. White, late captain of com- 
pany C, third regiment North Carolina mount- 
ed volunteers, at the rate of twenty dollars a 
month, in lieu of pension certificate now held 
by him as private in company B, second North 
Carolina volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZA CIVILLE. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 


i| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2560) granting a 


pension to Eliza Civille; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Eliza Civille, widow of Reason 
Civille, late a corporal in the seventh regiment 
United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed und 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD TUCKER. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
(H. R. No. 2561) granting a 
pension to Edward Tucker; which was reada 
first and second time. i 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations und provisions 
of ‘the pension laws, the name of Edward 
Tucker, late a private in company F, second 
regiment Maryland infantry. to take effect 


'| from and after the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; andalso moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN FINK. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committée, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2562) granting a 
pension to John Fink; which was read a first 


and second time. 


_The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis: 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of John Tink, late a private in company 
G, first regiment Potomac home guard, Mary- 
land volunteers, to take effect from tbe pas- 
sage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third tine, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote bY 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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W. E. AND J. M. FARLEY, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2563) granting a 
pension to William E. Farley and John M. 
Farley; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Seeretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pénsion laws, the names 
of William E. Farley and John M. Farley, 
minor children of A. J. Farley, late a private 
in company F, fifth regiment West Virginia 
infantry, to take effect from the date of the 
passage of this act. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
(at nine o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. > 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 

under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 
By Mr. BIGGS: The petition of L. Lyons, 
H. Hickman, H. R. Burton, and some 80 
others, citizens of Sussex county, Delaware, 
praying an appropriation for the improvement 
of Lewes river, in Delaware. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of certain 
soldiersand sailorsof Pottsville, Pennsylvania, 
and of Providence, Rhode Island, asking a pro- 
vision for an industrial home for the orphans 
of soldiers and sailors. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania: The 
petition of Robert H. Chipman, asking the 
passage of House bill No. 1788, to increase the 
pensions of all who have lost limbs or eyes. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The memorial of 20 citi- 
zens of the United States, protesting against 
the change in the Constitution allowing a per- 
son of foreign birth to become President of 
the United States. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of merchants 
`of Portland, Maine, asking that the tobacco 
bonded warehouse system be continued. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The peti- 
tion of 150 citizens of Albany, New York, for 
an increase of pension for disabled soldiers and 
sailors. ; 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of H. H. 
Wells, T. H. Dabney, D. W. Bohannon, and 
others, for the passage of House bill No. 1788. 

Also, the petition of soldiers and sailorslately 
in the volunteer forces of the United States, 
asking that the twenty-fifth section of an act 
of Congress, approved July 15, 1870, be 
amended. : 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Mrs. Mary 


H. Seward, of Georgia, widow, daughter, and |j 


heir, and for the coheirs of John H. Seward, 
late of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, -asking 
the payment.of the French spoliation claims. 

Also, tlie petition of D. J. Burl, of Dawson 
county, Georgia, for the removal of his polit- 
ical disabilities. : 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of 
Mrs. E. Horsley, widow of Charles Horsley, 
deceased, a late. pensioner of the United 
States, praying relief on dccount of his death 
and in heu of his pension. ` 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of M. 
Augenstein. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of John 
J, Bagley & Co. and others, manufacturers of 
and wholesale dealers in manufactured tobacco, 
of Detroit, asking the retention of.the present 
tax on manufactured tobacco, and the enforce- 
ment of the provisions of existing law. 


| 


| people ia the District of Columbia; which was | 


| Columbia. 


| remonstrating against the extension by Con- 


| enter public lands unconditionally; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 25, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. S. M. Harrsocx, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. ` f i 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. - 

Mr. HOWE. If there is not any special 
desire to hear it, I should like to have the 
further reading of the Journal dispensed with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal-is 
very long this morning, as it incorporates the 
titles of.a large number of pension bills which 
were received yesterday and referred; but if 
any Senator objects, it must be read. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish the Senator would 
wait until we have something more like a 
quorum here. Ido not object if the Senator 
is not willing to wait, but I suggest it to him. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin desire to call up anything 
subject to the morning business? 

Mr. HOWE. Ofcourse; I want to dispose 
of the matter I had up yesterday morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from California does not object, and there 
being no objection the further reading of the 
Journal will be dispensed with. The Senator 
from Wisconsin now asks to call up some 
matter subject to the morning business. 

Mr. HOWE. 
unfinished yesterday on the suggestion of the 
Senator from California, Senate bill No. 671, 
to authorize the West Wisconsin Railway Com- 
pany to keep up and maintain a bridge for 
railway purposes across Lake St. Croix at 
the city of Hudson, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent to | 
take up the bridge bill which was considered 
and debated yesterday and passed over on the 
suggestion of the Senator from California. It 
will be considered as taken up subject to the 
morning business. 

i SARAH MENANY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 847) granting 
a pension to Sarah McEnany; which, were 
Foferted to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the 


Little Sisters of the Poor, praying an appro- | 
priation to build a house for aged and infirm 


referred to the Committee on the District of 


He also presented two petitions of late 
soldiers and sailors of the volunteer Army 
and Navy, praying the passage of a bill to 
provide industrial homes and training schools 
for the orphans of ‘soldiers and sailors; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented a memorial of one 
hundred and five business firms on Broadway 
and adjacent streets in the city of New York, 
using over one thousand sewing-machines, 


gress of the patent of ‘A. B. Wilson; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of A. 
Gordon Mullin, of Philadelphia, praying for 
an issue of new bonds of the United States in | 
lien of bonds destroyed by fire; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a petition of citi- | 


Tt is the bill-that was left |! 


zens of Ohio, late soldiers, praying for an | 
equalization of bounties, and to be allowed to į 
{ 
i 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented a memorial 
of Henry W. Biggs and thirty-two others, ciu- 
zens of Chillicothe, Ohio, asking Congress to 
adopt measures by which the benevolent may 
relieve those who are perishing by the famine 


i 


in Persia; which was referred to the Commit: f 


tee on Foreign Relations. | 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, I | 


present a resolution and a report which are in 
the nature of a memorial. They were adopted 
at a session of the National Council of Con- 
gregational Churches of the United States held 
at Oberlin, Ohio, in November last, in which 
three thousand churches located between the 
eastern border of Maine and the western slope 


| of Oregon were largely represented by both 
j ministers and laymen. i 


The council is an organization designed to 
secure cordial and efficient coöperation in 
measures which under the favor of Heaven 
will augment and extend the influence of the 
Christian religion. It fully understands that 
civilization and humanity go hand in hand with 
Christianity, and that these interests are pro- 
moted or checked by the action of human gov- 
ernments. Therefore the council could but 
notice the providence of God in the affairs of 
our nation; and when its members reflected 
upon the way in which He had led us through 
years of strife, and how He had inclined ‘the 
President and those who are associated with 
him in the administration of the Government 
to unite with the representatives of Great 
Britain in concluding the treaty of Washing- 
ton, by which the delicate and perplexing ques- 
tions which: threatened our peace have been- 
left to the determination of intelligent and dis- 
interested arbitrators, their gratitude was made 
manifest in prayer and thanksgiving to God. 

The report expresses a cordial approval of 
the course which our Government has pur- 
sued in reference to this subject, and a desire 
that Congress at its present session would 
take measures to secure among all nominally 
Christian and civilized nations a system of 
international arbitration in conformity with 
the principles set forth in that treaty. 

The members of the council had not forgot- 
ten the timely and ever memorable words, 
‘t Let us have peace.” They hailed with joy 
the treaty as leading the nations in the direc- 
tion of universal peace. They felt that it was 
in harmony with the song heard on. the plains 
of Bethlehem nearly two thousand_years ago, 
when the Prince of Peace made His advent, 
and when angels sang ‘‘Glory to God in the 
highest, and on earth peace.’’: 

Inspired by these sentiments the’ resolution 
was adopted which led to the appointment of 
a committee to make a report, and their report 
was adopted without a dissenting voice. 

They are addressed to the Senate, and pre- 
sented in accordance with a vote of the coun- 
cil. Iwill read the report, that it may go 
before the country: è 

“This Council of Congregational Churches of the 
United States, at its first triennial session, desires.to 
express and record its profound satisfaction that the 
ditficulties between this nation and Great Britain, 
arising from the conduct of citizens and the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain during the rebellion inthis 
country, have been at length referred to an inter- 
national arbitration in place of the fearful arbitra- 
ments of war, areference which warrants the hope 
that this happy mode of adjustment and reparation 
may be always adopted hereafter in all cases of va- 
riance between us, on which side soever the wrong 
maybe. Werecord, also, our desires that steps may 
be taken by the Congress of the United States, at its 
session now at:hand, to secure among all nominally 
Christian and civilized nations the establishment of 
a system of international arbitration.” 

It is signed by Rev. William Ives Budding- 
ton, of Brooklyn, New York, moderator, and 


i| by Rev. Alonzo H. Quint, of New Bedford, 


Massachusetts, secretary. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON presented the petition of 
Hiram Prather, of {ndiana, praying payment 
for services rendered ag an officer in the war _ 
of the rebellion; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 


| citizens of Pennsylvania engaged in manufac- 


turing earthern and stoneware and clay, re- 
monstrating against the proposed reduction in 
the tariff bill on wares. of alike kind; which 
was referred to the Committee on Minance- 
Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
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officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines, pray- 
ing that claims for homestead lands may be 
assignable; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a peti- 
tion signed by a very large number of citi- 
zens of the county of Rensselaer, in the State 
of New York, the mayor of the city of Troy, 
and a great many others, asking aid for the 
national homestead at Gettysburg for’ the or- 
phans of soldiers and sailors of the United 
States. With this petition is a letter signed 
by the whole body of the clergy of Troy, and 
‘which, although addressed to myself, I ask to 
put with the petition, and refer with it the 
papers setting forth an urgent case and a 
meritorious one, calculated to appeal to the 
judgment and the sympathies of the Senate. 
J move its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE presented the petition and papers 
of Madame Don Bernard, née de Rochfer- 
moy, one of the survivors and legal repre- 
sentatives of her grandfather, Brigadier Gen- 
eral Mathieu Alexis Chevalier de Rochambeau, 
praying compensation for services rendered 
by him in the revolutionary war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the petition 
of Mary H. Seward, praying indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the French between 
the years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FENTON presented papers relating to 
the application of Calista Jù. Cox, for the 
extension of a patent for horse hay-rakers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. | 
He also presented the petition of the auditor 
and canal commissioners of the State of New 
York, praying that the provisions of the law 
of 1870, revising the tariff and permitting cer- 
tain articles to be imported duty free, may be 
continued in force for two years from July, 
1872; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam instructed by the joint 
select Committee to Investigate Alleged Out- 
rages in the Southern States to report the testi- 
mony taken by sub-committees in the States 
of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, and Missis- 
sippi. ‘This testimony was embraced in the 
resolution already passed for the printing of 
extra copies, but I will state that the commit- 
tee may have hereafter a brief supplementary 
report to add to this testimony. I move that 
it lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Emanuel 
Roberts, praying that he be allowed a pension, 
have had the same under consideration, and 
have directed me to report adversely to the 
petition, and ask that the petitioner be allowed 
to withdraw his papers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why should he be 
allowed to withdraw his papers? 

Mr. PRATT. Possibly because he can make 
out a better case in the future, and we think 
he has a remedy atthe Pension Office. 

The report was agreed to, 

_Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sious, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
752) grantinga pension to Peter Campbell, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. ` 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 761) for the re- 
lief of Albert A. Morey, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely, , 

He also, from tue same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1198) grant- 
ing a peasion to Ann Hunter, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be 


printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. $ ; 

Mr. PRATT. The Committeeon Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 862) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war 


of 1812, and the widows of deceased soldiers,” | 


introduced by the honorable Senator from 
Towa, [Mr. Wriaur,] have had the same un- 
der consideration, and have directed me to 
report adversely, and to recommend its indefi- 
nite postponement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to have it placed on 
the Calendar. : i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 


be placed on the Calendar with the adverse || 


report of the committee. 
MARTIN WATKINS. 
Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1544) for the relief of Martin Watkins, of East 


| Windsor, Connecticut, have had the same 


under consideration, and have directed me to 
report it back to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and to recommend its passage. I also 
submit a report in writing, which I ask to have 
printed. ; 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of this bill; and before doing it I 
will make to the Senate a statement of the 
facts. Mr. Watkins, in 1869, was living upon 
the borders of a stream called Broad creek, in 
East Windsor, Connecticut. An extraordin- 
ary flood occurred which bore away his house 
with all of its contents and his child, he 
himself and his wife barely escaping with 
their lives. Among the property were four 
coupon bonds, one calling for $200, another 
for $100, and two calling for fifty dollars each. 
The $200 bond has been irrecoverably lost ; 
the $100 bond has been found, and fragments 
of the two fifty-dollar bonds were found some 
time afterward hanging to the bushes. ‘These 
fragments, identifying the bonds and showing 
their numbers, were in evidence before the 
committee. This bill merely authorizes the 
Secretary .of the Treasury to issue new coupon 
bonds in place of the two fifty-dollar bonds 
destroyed. The case seemed to be a very 
clear one to the committee, and on this state- 
ment of the facts I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What kind of security 
does that provide for? Let that part of the 
bill be read. . 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That before issuing the new bonds the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall require a sufficient 
bond of indemnity securing the Government against 
the presentation of the aforesaid bonds alleged to 
have been destroyed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM AND COLEMAN SELLERS, 


Mr. CAMERON, I ask unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up House bill No. 896, 
to enable William Sellers and Coleman Sel- 
lers to make application to the Commissioner 
of Patents for the extension of letters-patent 
for an improvement in coupling for shafting, 
which was indefinitely postponed for the pur- 
pose of putting it on the Calendar. I do so 
because some additional information has come 
to hand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the vote indefinitely 
postponing the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
postponed? 

Mr. CAMERON. Some time ago. 

Mr. SUMNER. It cannot be reconsidered 


-When was it indefinitely 


unless the motion to reconsider was made 


vithin two days. 
4 Mr. CAMERON. It can be done by unani- 
mous consent, which 1 take it for granted will 


| not be objected to. 


Mr, SUMNER. [do not mean to object, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent, as the time under the rales 
for a reconsideration has passed. If there be 
no objection, the bill will be reconsidered by 
unanimous consent and placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. It 
is so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now ask the Senate to 
be good enough—it has already acted on one 
pill—to take up Senate bill No. 865. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Several Sena- 
tors have risen with morning business, 

Mr. SUMNER. If this bill be taken up, I 
will cheerfully yield to morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Wisconsin, before the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts came in, obtained unanimous con- 
sent to take up a bill subject to morning busi- 
ness, 

Mr. SUMNER. If I am anticipated, I of 
course must sit down, but I intended to ask 
the Senate to finish the bill to secure equal 
rights in the public schools in the District of 
Columbia. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is unan- 
imous consent for that bill 

Mr. BLAIR and others objected. 

Mr. MORTON. Task unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 58. I 
very seldom—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORTON. I will give way for morn- 
ing business, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave a report to make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 


mittees are still in order. 
ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FENTON. In the matter of the peti- 
tion of Samuel Gardiner, praying for relief 
from Congress for an infringement on his elec- 
tricgas-light apparatus, the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, to whom it was referred, are of opin- 
ion, the cause of complaint being the alleged 
infringement of a patent, the case is one more 
proper for determination by legal proceedings 
in the courts. The committee therefore ask 
to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition. 

‘The report was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions to report adversely on 
the petition of Ann MceTauge, widow of Neal 
McTauge, lately a soldier in the Army, on the 
ground that the committee are unable to con- 
clude from all the evidence that the Pension 
Office has committed an error in rejecting the 
application for a pension. It seems to bea 
doubtful matter, and in doubtful matters cer- 


tainly we cannot revise the findings of the - 


proper department. 
` The committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mre EDMUNDS, from the Committee on 

ensions, to whom were referred the petitions 
of Catherine La Vouture, Margaret Chard, 
and Henry M. Renell, praying to be allowed 
arrears of pension, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON, from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, to whom was referre 
the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled 

An act to amend an act approved May 31, 
1870, entitled ‘An act. to enforce the right of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses,’ a reported it with amendments. 2 
, Mr. GILBERT, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
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referred the bill (S. No. 218) authorizing the 
Postmaster General to continue in use in the 
postal service of the United States a machine 
for post-marking and for the cancellation of 
postage stamps, and to make settlement with 
the inventor, patentee, and assignee thereof, 
for the past and future use of the same by the 
Post Office Department, reported it with an 
amendment. f : 
REVENUE BILLS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. TheCommittee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections upon the resolution of the House of 
Representatives with reference to the differ- 
ence between the two Houses in regard to 
revenue bills, have instructed me to report it 
back and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read as follows: 


Ordered, That three thousand additional copies 
be printed of the report of the Committee on Priv- 
jleges and Blectionson the resolution of the House 
of Representatives, declaring the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H, R. No. 1537) to repeal the exist- 
ing duties on tea and coffee to be in conflict with the 
Constitution. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not considered 
the report of that committee.. I think the 
usual number ought to be sufficient for the 

resent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The usual num- 
ber bas been ordered to be printed, and now 
the Senator from Rhode Island reports back 
from the Committee on Printing a resolution 
to print extra copies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. - We have not considered 
that report, and if the Senate should happen 
to differ in opinion from the gentleman who 
made the report, as I should not be at all sur- 
prised if they did when it came to be discussed, 
perhaps it would not be necessary to print so 


many. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
objects the resolution will lie over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I only make a sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not wish to press it 
against the wish of any Senator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Vermont not to object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only suggest that the 
question of printing additional copies of the 
report ought to be postponed until we see the 
report and know what it is. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no objection 
be made, the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Printing is before the Senate, and 
the question is on agreeing to it. l 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REFLECTIONS IN HOUSE DEBATES ON SENATORS. 


Mr. COLE. Irise to ask the indulgence of 
the Senate for a few moments on a personal 
matter, : i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
of reports of committees, the Senator from 
California states that there is a matter of a 
personal character which he desires to bring 
to the attention of the Senate. It requires 
unanimous consent pending the morning busi- 
ness. : 

Mr. TIPTON. I wish to make a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection if the Senator insists 
upon it, ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; do not object 
to his:mäking a personal explanation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ihave no special claim 
on the Senator from Nebraska, but I trust he 
will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. "He has withdrawn it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. After my colleague has 
spoken, I wish to say a very few words of a 
personal nature myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California farthest: from the Chair [Mr. 
Cassmriy] desires to follow his colleague in 
this matter. The Senator from: Wisconsin 
[Mr. Hows] had the remainder of the morn- 


f 


sent for the consideration of a bridge bill, but 
that is superseded now by unanimous consent 
given for a personal explanation, and the Sen- 
ator from California [ Mr. Core] will proceed. 
Mr. COLE. Ishall arrest the business of 
the Senate only a few moments, and for the 
briefest time I can. possibly confine myself to 
in order to notice the matter which I am about 
to bring to the attention of the Senate. 
- Inthe Globe of yesterday, to which my atten- 
tion was called late last night, and to which my 
attention was not directed prior to the adjourn- 
ment yesterday, I find some remarks which I 
ask the Clerk to read. It is proper I should 
state that the matter upon which these remarks 
were made was the so-called Goat Island bill, 


that island to the Central Pacific railroad. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“Mr. Sargent. But I am fully prepared to show 
that the bill, as it existed before these modifications, 
had the approval” —— 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object to reading any 
remarks of a member of the House here in 
this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY inthe chair.) The Senator from Maine 
objects. The Chair does not understand the 
objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object to reading the 
remarks of any member of the House in this 
body, as out of order. 

Mr. THURMAN. It has not been stated, 
as I understand, that those are the remarks 
of any member of the House or were made in 
the House. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. Qh, yes, I beg the Sen- 
ator’s pardon; ‘the Senator from California 
sends up the Globe and says the remarks were 
made on a bill which he named. 

Mr. THURMAN. Idid not so understand it. 

Mr. COLE. Jam not sufficiently conversant 
with the rules of the Senate to know whether 
this is objectionable. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
can take the remarks and read them himself 
and make any remarks he pleases. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I interpose this objection surely in no 
unfriendly spirit, but I do think that there 
should be no controversy between members 
of the House and members of the Senate. I 
think we have had enough of that. I think 
the whole thing should be suppressed by the 
Senate. That is my idea of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is certainly contrary 
to parliamentary law. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I deprecate 
as much as the Senator from Maine can these 
controversies between the two Houses; but 
the Senator from California clearly has the 
right, which is constantly practiced, of reading 
remarks that have been made ‘‘in some other 
place.’’ 
| language that is used on such occasions. 

Mr. COLE. I will wait for the ruling of 
the Chair. 


edly the parliamentary rule does not allow 
the proceedings of one House to be referred 
to in the other, unless they have been offi- 
cially communicated. The law laid down is: 

“They are therefore ?— 

That is, the members of either House— 
“not to take notice of any bills or other matters 
depending, or of votes that have been given, or of 
speeches which have been held by the members of 
either of the other branches of the Legislature, until 
the same have been communicated to them in the 
usual parliamentary manner.” 

In regard to this particular matter the Chair 
i will submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr. SUERMAN. A personal explanation 
is always a matter that is made by unanimous 
consent. It is not a proceeding in the course 
of debate such as is referred to by the parlia- 
mentary rule. When a bill is pending, it is 
not in order, according to parliamentary law, 
| to refer to the debates or proceedings of the 


ing hour. assigned to him by unanimous con- || other House; but this is a matter by unani- 


a proposition to lease or grant a portion of. 


I believe that is the parliamentary | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubt- | 


mous consent, and have never heard a Senator 
denied the right. to correct any misstatement 
that may have been made in the other House, 
It is really a great hardship if a statement 
should be made-in the other House involving 
a man’s character in any way and he has not 
the right to reply to it in another place where 
he is at-liberty to-speak. Ido not know what 
the charge is here ; but the Senator seems to 
think it involves his personal character. -If so, 
certainly ‘he ought to have the right in “his 
place ‘to reply to a personal charge made ` 
against him in the other House. 

Mr. THURMAN. T think if the ‘reason 
which is given‘in the Manual for that rule is 
looked into, it will be found that it is not ap- 
plicable to this case at all. The reason given 
for it is that neither body oughtto be influenced 
by what is said in the other body; that is, our 
votes ought- not to be influenced. ‘That has 
no application to the case of a personal assault 
upon a member of one body made in the other 
body. If there was a personal assault made 
there, it was undoubtedly out of order to allow 
it, and the House ought to have stopped ‘it; 
but if the House did not stop it,then the charge 
goes forth. Fa ’ 

I know nothing of what is going to be ‘read; 
I donot know what the charge is; I have no 
idea what itis; but I deny that a member ‘of 
the House can get up and be permitted by the 
House to make an accusation against a Sen- 
ator and the Senator’s mouth be closed. Sup- 
pose he were to make a direct charge which 
if true would devolve upon the Senate the 
duty of expelling a Senator, could not that 
Senator get up here and have that charge read, 
and ask for a committee of investigation? 

The matter of a personal explanation stands 
upon wholly different grounds from the reasons 
which induced the rule that has been read by 
the Chair. The reason of that rule is, as I 
stated before, that our, judgment is not to be 
influenced by what is said in the House upon 
measures that are pending here. But.when an 
accusation is made against a member of this 
body in the other House, and the member who 
makes it is not stopped, is not prevented from 
making that accusation—and I grant he ought 
to be stopped—it would be very strange in- 
deed if the Senator could not be allowed to 
call the attention of the Senate to it. Who 
knows but that he may want a committee of 
investigation ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator will allow 
me, when I interposed the objection I did it 
for a general reason; but there is a particular 
personal reason which did not occur to me at 
the time when I made it which leads me to 
withdraw my objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew it, as there isno 
personal reason with me, as my friend from 
California knows. ; 

I felt, I confess, a very considerable hamil- 
iation as one Senator when not long since we 
allowed a Senator who is not now in bis place, 
and on account of his physical condition prob- 
ably, to reply to a similar attack made in the 
House of Representatives. I believe the most 
of us thought we had, out of our peculiar sym- 
patby in that particular case. gone beyond the 
proprieties of this body ; and 1 remember that, 
for one, I promised myself I would never do it 
again. 

The principle of parliamentary law is not 
precisely as my friend from Ohio has stated 
it. He has stated it correctly as far as he 
has gone; but there is another and quite as 
important a part of that proposition, as I 
understand parliamentary law, which he did 
not mention, and ihat is, that reflections by 
members of either House upon the conduct of 
members of the other lead to a state of hos- 
tility of feeling in both branches, each toward 
the other, for the reason that all the members 
of each body are supposed to, and they generally 


i do, sympathize with any position that one of 


their own body may take toward the otber. 
Theretore, I take it tobe plainlylaid down 
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in the parliamentary books, not only that we 
are not to be influenced in our public action 
by what takes place in the other House, but 
that no member of either House has any right 
whatever to comment upon, reply to, or allude 
to, in anything he may say, what a member of 
the other branch has stated, for the reason 
that its tendency is, as the parliamentary 
writers say—and anybody can see that is its 
. tendency—to produce a general state of feel“ 
ing and hostility between the two bodies. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me to interrupt him one moment, I recognize 
the force of what he says, but I put this ques: 
tion to him: suppose a member of the Senate 
were grossly assailed in the House and the 
member of the House was not stopped in that 
assault, but was allowed to go on; or take 
the converse, that a member of the House was 
grossly assailed in the Senate; would it not be 
competent for the House whose member was 
thus assailed to take notice of that, and to send 
a message to the other House complaining of 
it? Has not that been done in the British 
Parliament again and again? 

Mr. EDMUNDS.. Unquestionably, and I 
should have stated that very thing in a moment 
or two if my friend bad waited. ‘The writers 
on this subject, acting upon this principle that 
I bave stated, which my friend says he acknowl- 
edges the force of, and it is a necessary prin- 
ciple to keep up the proper harmony for the 
public interests between two branches like the 
two Houses of Congress, say that if any mem- 
ber of either body is wrongtully assailed in the 
other, it becomes a matter of just complaint 
by the body of which the member thus assailed 
is one to bring it to the attention of the other 
House and to let it redress the wrong that has 
been committed, 

Mr. HOWL. 
put a question? 

Mr. KLDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWIE. It is a practical question, and 
that is, how the one body can take such a pro- 
ceeding as to what has been said in the other 
if itis absolutely a violation of parliamentary 
law to refer to what has been said in that 
body? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a ‘question very 
easily answered; but my friend cannot be 
ignorant of the fact that it is one thing for a 
member to carry on a warfare with the mem- 
bers of the other House upon his own account, 
so to speak, and for every member to do so 
upon his own account, producing a constant 
turmoil, and it is another thing for the body 
that thinks that one of its members has been 
assailed contrary tothe proprieties of the occa- 
sion to introduce the proper resolution for the 
action of the body upon the subject and then 
submit it to the other. When such a resolution 
is introduced, of course it becomes a part of 
the very parliamentary matter which we have 
a right to try and to proceed upon. It is just 
the same question that occurs in public poli- 
tics, between every citizen making private war 
upon some neighboring nation, instead of 
every. citizen: being prohibited from making 
private war and having private feuds that he 
18 Carrying ou upon his own account, butif he 
has any wrongs to be redressed, they must be 
redressed by the body or community of which 
he is a member. 

Now, then, as I have not read this at all, if 
this is a matter of sufficient consequence to my 
friend from California to lead him to suppose 
that it needs any attention at all from him, I 

‘shall be glad for one to assist in taking the 
first step to put an end to this sort of thing by 
having a resolution prepared and presented to 
this body referring to this paragraph, whatever 
it may be—I have not seen it—that such a 
statement having been made in the House of 
Representatives by one of its members, im- 
pugning the motives or the conduct (as { as- 
sume it must, or my friend would not pay any 
attention to it,) of one of our own members, 
and remonstrating against the House carrying 


Will the Senator allow me to 


on business in that way, and then that being 

proposed I shall vote for it with the greatest 
pleasure if it appears, as I assume it will, that 

the paragraph will bearthat construction ; and 
in the course of considering that when we are 
called upon to do something (and we ought 
chéerfully and bravely to do it and endeavor 
to correct this bad practice that is growing up 
and is extending every day by being permit- 
ted, of having this private warfare going on,) 
my honorable friend therwill have the oppor- 
tunity, on the question of adopting such a res- 
olution, to declare why he needsit adopted, and 
to vindicate himself in a parliamentary way, 
and I think the Senator ought to do it. 

Mr. COLE. I did not suppose that any- 
thing would tempt me to make a personal 
explanation, or to ask the privilege of doing 
itin the Senate of the United States—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend will pardon 
me a moment. I meant to have read from 
Jefferson’s Manual, which the Senator from 
New York has handed me, this paragraph: 

“ Neither House can exercise any authority over 
a member or officer of the other, but should com- j 
plain to the House of which ho is, and leave the | 
punishment to them. Where the complaint is of | 
words disrespectfully spoken by a member of another | 
House, it is difficult to obtain punishment, because 
of the rules supposed necessary to_be observed (as 
to the immediate noting down of words) for the 
security of members. - Therefore it is the duty of 
the House, and more particularly of the Speaker, to 
interfere immediately, and not to permit expres- 
sions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of : 
complaint to the other House, and introduce pro- 
ceedings and mutual accusations between the two 
Houses, which can hardly be terminated without 
difficulty and disorder.” 

Mr. COLE. Iwas about to remark that I 
did not suppose anything would induce me to 
ask of the Senate the privilege of making a 
personal explanation; and I should not on 
this occasion if this were the first instance of 
an attack of the kind to which I was about to 
refer, but which I am not now at liberty it 
seems to refer to by quoting it. It has, how- 
ever, occurred befure on one or two occasions 
that I recollect distinctly; and I do not know 
that I should refer to it now if it were not 
intended to have its effect upon a measure 
which was under consideration at that time in 
the House, and which will probably come to 
this body. I thought it my duty to the public, 
particularly to my constituency, that I should 
take some notice of the printed matter which 
I had asked the Clerk to read at the desk. 
Do I understand the ruling to be that it can- 
not be allowed ? £ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TONY in the chair.) The Chair submits that 
question to the Senate. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Before that I wish to say 
I think it is right that it should be read, that 
we may know whether to move a resolution 
or not. Itis true, you might embody it in a 
resolution and offer the resolution, and then 
it would be read ; but I think itis properthat it 
should be read now, and then it will be for the 
Senate to determine whether or not to adopt 
a resolution upon the subject. I think, there- 
fore, it is proper that it should be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate whether 
the Senator from California shall be allowed 
to proceed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihopehe will be allowed 
to proceed. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope not. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
mon and declared that the ayes appeared to 
ave it. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that question, as I think it a ques- 
tion of great importance. [4 Nol? “No m] 
Yes, I want the Senate to decide fairly. My 
one Kaona { do not make 

u in any hostility to him, of course, 
ue COLE. Í do not accept it in that 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 


Mr. CASSERLY. As I am personally |! 


affected by a portion of the remarks to which 
my colleague objects, I desire to say that 
after having heard the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, I quite agree that the 
course pointed by him and assented to by the 
Senator from Ohio is the proper and dignified 
course for the Senate to adopt. I do not wish, 
of course, to interfere with | my colleague’s 
choice in the matter if he prefers to make what 
is calleda personal explanation. I never should 
inflict upon the Senate anything of the kind ag 
a matter of personal choice. I know of noth- 
ing more distasteful. Ishould never ask leave 
to do it except in some case where I thought 
a much larger interest than any personal inter- 
est of mine was involved. But I repeat, that 
I think the true course for the Senate to take 
is to adopt some order in the shape ofa resolu- 
tion, presenting the case with proper remarks, 
and transmitting it to the House. That, of 
course, does not interfere with, but on the 
contrary would seem to require the reading 
of the words complained of by my colleague in 
part, and part by myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, shall the Senator from California [ Mr. Core] 


i| be allowed to proceed? 


Mr. CONKLING. I regret that this ques- 
tion has arisen, but it is here, and, as the yeas 
and nays are to be taken, I beg to say a single 
word as to the vote I shall give. Of course I 
would vote for anything within the limits of 
courtesy to enable the Senator to achieve a 
wish of his own personal to himself; but the 
question now put to the. Senate is not one of 
courtesy or indulgence to the Senator from 
California, If it were, or when it is, I will vote | 
for him promptly as I should like to have him 
vote for me were I in his place. The question 
is one of parliamentary practice and law; and 
it is whether the utterances in one House may 
be read and answered in the other House. 
That, I submit, is all there is of it. 

One Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN] says 
this is a personal explanation, and that a per- 
sonal explanation proceeds by leave. The 
other Senator from Shio (Mr. THURMAN] says 
suppose a member of one House asperses the 
moral character of a member of the other, 
shall he not be allowed to reply to that and 
demand an investigation? After all, the ques- 
tion before us is whether a speech in one House 
may be answered in the other, and formally 
read with a view to that answer. I cannot 
believe that that is the Jaw or the practice, or 
a safe experiment for any parliamentary body. 

And now I answer the honorable Senator 
from Ohio farthest from me, [Mr. TuurMay. ] 
He says if a member of the House cast an 
aspersion upon a member of the Senate, shall 
he not be allowed to repel that aspersion and 
to demand an investigation? I answer him 
certainly, he may do it without even resorting 
to what the Senator from California farthest | 
from me [Mr. Casseruy] pronounces the more 
dignified course of proceeding; he may do it 
by personal explanation. Some Senator finds 
himself in a newspaper represented as having 
committed an unworthy act, and the form 
which the statement takes is a speech uttered 
by a member of the other House. I concede 
it 1s entirely proper for him to rise here an 
inform the Senate that he has been so aspersed, 
that he sees in the public print an allegation 
that he has been guilty of dishonorable con- 
duct, and that hedemands an investigation of 
it, and on that proceed to vindicate himself 
with his own words, 

_T remember in the House of Representa- 
tives instances in which this liberty was car- 
ried to a great extent. T remember an occa- 
sion when a member then from Ohio, now 
in his grave, rose in the House and obtained 
leave to make a personal explanation. He 
proceeded to say, nobody doubting his right 
to do so, that he found himself in the public 
journals charged with such and such things. 
Having completed his statement, at the very 
end of it he said “the man who made those 
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charges is a Senator, and his name is’’ so 
and so, uttering it. “A great storm of calls 
to order was instantaneous ; but he had com- 
pleted his statement, and he sat down. That 
member was a very good parliamentarian, 
but I think that neither he nor any other 
member of the body supposed that had he 
prefaced his statement with the words: with 
which he concluded it he would have been 
permitted to proceed. i 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
California chooses to say that he has been 
charged, that he has been referred to in a cer- 
tain particular which he mentions, and then to 
proceed to explain that matter and to vindicate 
himself, I do not think we are bound to know 
that the allegation originated in the other 
House or put him upon a disclosure of the fact 
that it did originate in the other House; but 
when he sends to the Secretary the Globe and 
says “I propose to have read a speech made 
in the other House upon the adoption of a bill 
which I now mention, and.then I propose to 
answer and comment upon that speech,” it 
presents to us broadly the simple question 
whéthera speech made in one House is answer- 
able, at the option of a member, in the other 
House. 

The rule which the Senator from Vermont 
read from Jefferson’s Manual, and which has 

- been referred to by other Senators, pnts it 
entirely within the power of the Senate, by a 
direct formal recognition of the fact that the 
words were uttered in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to take such measures as those 
words may demand, i 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to ask the 
Senator a question ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

M: CARPENTER. I take it to be per- 
fectly clear that if any member of the Senate 
receives any indignity which amounts to a 
violation of the privileges of this body he is 
not bcund to introduce a resolution in which 
he may have so deep a concern, and I take 
the regular practice to be that the Senator in- 
forms the body of the outrage which has been 
committed on him, and then any other Senator 
caa move the proper proceeding. Is it not 
perfectly proper as laying the foundation for 
such a proceeding on the part of the Senate 
for è Senator to inform the Senate that a mem- 
ber of the House said so and so against him 
in debate yesterday? Having done that, that 
so fat is parliamentary, and is excusable as 
laying the foundation for the Senate to proceed 
and vindicate its dignity, which the Senator 
may vot choose to institute by a resolution 
offered by himself, he having personal interest 
in it. If that much is parliamentary, we can 
certainly by common consent give him a chance 
to make the personal explanation to lay the 
fourdation. 

Mr. CONKLING.. I wish to express my 
domt whether even so much as the Senator 
proposes would be parliamentary. Doubtless 
it would be parliamentary for him to inform 
the Senate that in the other House remarks 
and statements had been made of which he 
complained, and which he wanted to make the 
foundation of the proceeding pointed out in 
Jeffason’s Manual. So much would be par- 
liamzntary. But suppose it would be parlia- 
menary to goto the length the Senator sug- 
gests to us now; a member rises and says: ‘I 
proyose that these remarks be read in extenso, 
in order'that the Senate may see their aggrava- 
tion” The Senate will observe that even so 
much makesnoadvanceatallintheargument— 
that having done this, the Senator is to pro- 
ceed to comment upon those remarks, to char- 
acterize them, to take issue. with them him- 
self. So thatI submit, Mr. President, that the 
Senator should either accomplish his purpose, 
20t by having read proceedings as having oc- 
curred in the House, but by referring otherwise 
ia general terms toany statementthathas been 
made against him, orif he will adopt them as 
apart of the proceedings of the House, and so 


present them here, then he should make them 
the foundation of that proceeding alone recog- 
nized in parliamentary bodies as the one which 
may ensue. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour 
of one o’clock having arrived, it becomes the 
duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished 
business of yesterday. Against ıt was antag- 
ouized the bill for the payment of claims for 
French spoliations, fresented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I trust this matter will 
be allowed to be disposed of. I think it can 
be in a few minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The defi- 
ciency bill is now before the Senate, and the 
motion must be to lay that on the table, unless 
it be passed over informally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have looked over the 
remarks referred to, and I will state that I 
think the Senator from California will have 
ample opportunity, when the bill which was 
under debate in the House yesterday comes 
before the Senate, as it must necessarily do, 
to say what he has to say without a violation 
of parliamentary law. I hope, therefore, he 
will forego the opportunity of saying anything 
now, and as he has called attention to the fact, 
and has accomplished the purpose of showing 
that he has not overlooked it, he will have 
ample time when the bill referred to comes up 
for action in the Senate. I hope, therefore, 
he will follow that suggestion, rather than 
interrupt the important business we have 
before us. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will not the Senator 
from Ohio allow me to say five words; they 
are not in the direction of any personal explan- 
ation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was. the Senator on 
my right [Mr. Coxe] that I referred to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The question of a per- 
sonal explanation is so completely one of per- 
sonal delicacy and courtesy that I trast the 
Senator from Vermont will, in the first place, 
withdraw his call for the yeas and nays. Then 
I suggest to my colleague whether he does not 
take the same view that I do of this matter, 
that it is one which concerns the Senate, and 
concerns him and myself merely as members 
of the Senate. If that be correct, the course 
to be pursued is, I think, the one I have already 
spoken of with approval as that suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont, that whatever is 
done here should be in the shape of resolution 
by the Senate, calling the attention of the 
House of Representatives to what has taken 
place, if the Senate shall see fit to take any 
course in regard to it. 1 suggest to my col- 
league whether that is not the best disposition 
of it. I understand that the Senator from 
Vermont is now engaged in preparing such a 
resolution. . 

Mr. COLE. The matter that was proposed 
to-be read will take some time. My remarks, 
of course, would be somewhat extended, 
though, perhaps, not beyond twenty minutes. 
I was not aware of the existence of the rule 
that has been read in reference to the notice 
taken in one House of matters that oceur in | 
the other. I will state now that I will avail 
myself of some occasion, and the earliest 
occasion I can, perhaps, on the discussion of 
the measure upon which the remarks were 
made, to make some such statements as I 
intended to make to the Senate; and though | 
I have not had time up to this hour to prepare 
a single word that I intended to say, or even a 
note or memorandum of what I intended to 
say, I will endeavor to bring myself within the 
rules in what I shall say hereafter when I shall į 
ask the attention of the Senate to the subject, | 
acquiinting myself, in the mean time, with 


what my privileges are in the case. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. | 
i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The defi- 
ciency bill is- before the Senate; but as the | 


Chair understands that several Senators. have 

bills to be introduced, the Chair will, if there’ 

be no objection, receive them. aD es 
Mr. HAMLIN, I ask unanimous consent 


to introduce a bill which I have been requested 


į to present, and I desire to say that l- neither 


approve nor oppose it. 

By unanimous consent, leave: was granted 
to- introduce a bill. (S. No. 1029). to: facilitate 
improvement in the postal service; which: was 
read twice by its. title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, .and 
ordered to be printed: A 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. . 
No. 1080) for the relief of George W. Black; 
which was read twice. by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr.. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1031) granting to the American 
Fork Railway Company the right-of way 
through the publie lands for the construction 
of arailroad and telegraph in the Territory 
of Utah; which was read twice- by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. STEWART asked, and: by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1028) to incorporate the Helena and 
Northern Utah Railroad Company, and grant 
the same the right of way through the public 
lands; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to say that I have 
rot read the bill, and do not know whether 
I am in favor of it or not. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad. f 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1191) making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROFESSOR S. F. B. MORSE. * 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Commit- 
tee on the Library, to whom was referred a 
resolution of the House of Representatives 
expressing the regret with which Congress has 
heard of the demise of Professor S. F. B. 
Morse, have directed me to report it back 
with an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate to consider it at the 
present time. “It is very short. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution of 
the House of Representatives: 


Be it resolved, &c., That the Federal Congress has 
heard with profound regret of the demise of Pro- 
fessor S. F. B. Morse. His fame is not. merely na- 
tional or American, but world-wide. His distin- 
guished and varied abilities have contributed more 
than those of any other intellect of our generation 
to the development and progress, of the practical 
arts. His invention of the electro-magnetic tele- 
graph, which was at first. received with ineredulity 
by the people, and with the meager favor, if not 
distrust of Congress, hasduring bis life attained an 
eminence which, so long as human thought. is dis- 
seminated by the lightning, will form an ever-grow- 
ing tribute and-enduring monument to his fame. 
While his name will be forever associated with those 
of Guttenberg, Watt, Fulton, and others, who made 
science useful, benign, and civilizing, his purity of 
private life, his loftiness of scientific aim, and his 
resolute faith in truth, render it eminently proper 
that the Representatives of the people and the Sen- 
ators of the States should solemnly testify to. his 
worth and greatness. 


The amendment reported by the Committee 
on the Library was to strike out all after the 
resolving clause, and in lieu thereof to insert 
the following: 


That the Congress of the United States have heard 
with profound regret of the death of Professor S; F. 
B. Morse. The American people cherish a grateful 
sense of his preéminent services to his country and 
mankind in happily applying the discoveries of 
science by the invention of the electric telegraph 
to relations most important in human affairs. fo 
the memory of a citizen thus allied with ‘the tri- 
umphs of science and the arts, whose genius and 
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character are honored in every land, the Congress 
pauses to pay this tribute of respect. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 
_ The regolution as amended was concurred in. 


LAKE ST. CROIX BRIDGE. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President 

Mr. HOWE. I appeal to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to let uscomplete a chore which 
was commenced yesterday. It will take but a 
moment. S 

Mr. CAMERON. If it does not take more 
than two moments, I will consent. 

Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 671. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 671) to author- 
ize the West Wisconsin Railroad Company to 
keep up and maintain a bridge for railway 
purposes across Lake St. Croix, at the city 
of Hudson, in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOWE. I offer the following amend- 
ment as anew section, to come in after sec- 
tion two: 


That in oase of any litigation arising from any 
obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navi- 
gation of the St. Croix river at or near the crossin 
of said bridge, and caused or alleged to be cause 
thoreby, the case shall bo commenced and tried in 
tho district court of the United States for oithor the 
district of Minnesota or the western district of Wis- 
consin. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COLE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. NYE. I wish the Senator would give 
way a moment. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall not give way any 
further. If I yield any more to the impor- 
tunities of my friends I shall forget all about 
my speech, which would be a great loss to the 
country, [Laughter.] 

Mr. NYE. JT have a little bill here. 

Mr. MORTON.. I hope the Senate will 
allow the Senator from Pennsylvania to pro- 
ceed with his speech. 

Mr. NYE. I want to hear that speech, but 
we can pass this bill in a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Nevada is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NYE. I want to ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to yield a moment to me. I 
know how much that is asking and how reluc- 

` tantly he will consent, but I think he will yield. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I will 
not. [Laughter] 

Mr. NYE. I think the Chair awarded the 
floor to me. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is the deficiency bill, 
and these proceedings have been going on by 
general consent, the Senator from Pennsyi- 
vania having yielded the floor, and the Sen- 
ator from Nevada having taken it. 

_ Mr. NYE. I gave notice yesterday morn- 
ing that I should call up this morning a little 
bill that it is very important should be acted 
on, either passed or rejected ; and if my friend 
from Pennsylvania will listen a moment I can 
convince him of the importance of acting on 
this bill. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Nevada can only be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent, or by laying the 
pending bill on the table, to which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania objects. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania move to lay it on 
the table himself, or ask that it be laid aside 
informally? 

, Mr. CAMERON. Task that it be laid aside 
‘informally, in accordance with the special 
order the Senate made a week ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? ; 


H be taken without debate. 


Mr. FENTON. Let me inquire if it is for 
the purpose of allowing the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to make his remarks? oi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so understands. : : 

Mr. FENTON. And the consideration of 
the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania 1s 
not to be proceeded with, but the deficiency 
billis to be resumed afterward ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
understanding ? è 

Mr. CAMERON. Oh, no. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
There has been an understanding I think for 
weeks that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Vickers] should follow the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. Am I not right? 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘That is so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland is prepared to go on. 
Indeed this measure was allowed to drop out 
of its place ten days ago, partly because the 
Senator from Maryland had gone home. He 
is now in his place, and I presume is ready to 
go on. I hope, therefore, that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will be allowed to open 
the case, and that the Senator from Maryland 
will follow, and then I hope the Senate will 
be ready to vote. I do not know why they 
should not; they will have heard a Senator on 
each side then. 

Mr. CAMERON. I gave notice on at least 
two occasions that when I called up this bill 
again I would expect it to be acted on and 
disposed of. Three months ago I asked per- 


Is such the 


mission of the Senate to allow me to make |! 


my speech and let that be printed, and 
then let the bill lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. Now, I desire that the bill when taken 
up shall be disposed of, either favorably or 
adversely. 

Mr. NYE. Will the honorable Senator just 
let me pass this little bill? i 

Mr. CAMERON. No, he will not, nor 
permit anybody else to interrupt this French 
spoliation bill to-day. [Laughter.] My mo- 
tion is that the bili in the hands of the Senator 
from California be laid aside informally for 
Me purpose of taking up the French spoliation 

iil. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent 
that the pending bill, which is the deficiency 
bill, be laid aside informally, subject to be 
called up by any Senator. Is there objection ? 


Mr. NYE. I think we had better not. 
Mr, COLE. Iam reluctantly compelled to 


object, because I hear Senators all around me 
say they will call up other bills which will 
interfere with the deficiency appropriation 
bill, which is almost upon its passage. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I call for the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regu- 
lar order is before the Senate. 


Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, be- | 


cause the Senator from California has forgot- 
ten that degree of courtesy which he usually 
allows to everybody here, { move that his bill 
be laid on the table for the purpose of taking 
up the French spoliation bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves that the pend- 


ing order, the deficiency bill, be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion is not debatable. 

Mr. FENTON. I hopeI may be allowed 
to call the attention of the Senate to the no- 
tice given by the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania and the qualifications which 
accompanied it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
reminds the Senator from New York that this 
motion is not debatable. The question must 
The motion i 
lay the deficiency bill on the table. iat 

The motion was not agreed to. _ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The defi- 
cency bill is before the Senate, and the imme. 
diate question is on the amendment of the 
| Senator from Missi-sippi Mr. ALCORN] to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morniz1,] on which the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Aucory] is entitled to ~ 

ne floor. 

i Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President-——— 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator yield to 
me one moment that I may make a remark? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. _ i 

Mr. SUMNER. The question now is on 
| ceeding with the deficiency bill. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The billis 
beforethe Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is now before the Sen- 
ate, and I wish to assign a reason why it 
should not be proceeded with. The other day 
when the bill for equal rights in the schools of 
the District of Columbia was under considera- 
tion the Senate adjourned, leaving it as the 
unfinished business. It came up as such the 
next day, and when I urged its consideration 
I was met by a special order precisely like 
| that which the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
tried to get before the Senate to-day. I was 
told that, though the bill for equal rights was 
| unfinished business, itcould not prevail against 
the special order; that by courtesy of tae Sen- 
| ate, if not by rule, the special order should 
‘ have its day, and the bill for equal rights was 
voted down in this Chamber. i 

Now, sir, is the same rule applied to the 
bill moved by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Notatall. His bill was the special order for 
i this day and according to the rule adopted 
the other day it should have been proceeded 
with; but no, the unfinished business is pro- 
ceeded with. Now 1l have to remind the Sen- 


pro- 


| ate that you have been more austere and harsh 


toward the bill for equal rights than you have 
been toward the deticiency bill. Yoa bave 
f applied one rule to one bill and another to the 
other. 

Mr. FENTON. Idesire to correct the state- 
ment of my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts, so that there may be no misapprehension 
in regard to the assignment of this day in the 
|; order of business. I read from the debate on 
assiguing this day to the Senator from Fenn- 
sylvania: 


“Mr.Camuron. I desire to say that I expected 
to-day to call up the bill providing for the payment 
| of the French spoliation claims, but the Senator 
| from Maryland (Mr. Vickers] being absent I can- 
| not do so., He intends to make a speech ən that 
| subject which I think will havea great effe:t on the 
Senate. I therefore ask that the Senate wil allow 
me to fix to-morrow week for that bill. 

"Mr. Pomproy. That day has already been as- 
| signed. 
i eae Caseros. Then I ask for Thursday of next 

The Vics Parstpexr. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania asks that Thursday of next week be asagned 
for the consideration of the French spoliatior bill, - 
which has several times been postponed. 

Mr. Core. I hope my friend will not ask far that 
until we get along alittle better with the appnpria- 
tion bill. 

The Vice Presipunr. It requires unarimous 
Consent, as the bill is not before the Senate, and 
resolutions are not yet reached. 

Mr.Camprox. [think the Senator fron Cali- 
fornia will not object when I tell him thatif any 
of his bitls are before the Senate then which he 
desires to push through immediately, I will vait for 
another day. : 

' Mr. Core. 


I s i 
notice that he uppose that the Senator gives 
a 


intends to call up hia bill œ that 


y. 
“The Vice Prusipent. No; he desires the issign- 
3 NT. 3 sign 

mont of Thursday next for tho French spokation 

ill, but states that he will give way if an eppro- 
priation bill should then be pressing. 

«Mr Çaaenox, That isit. 
PARN X ick Presrpent. Isthere objection to that 


“Mr. Fenton. Whatis the request ? 


“The Vick Presipent. Th 

e z NT. e Senator fi Penn: 
sylvania asks that Thursday of nesi week. be as 
signed for the consideration of the French spolie 
tion bill, stating that he will yield the day, as he 

' d times alrea i riati i 

| should then tin nee y, if an appropriation bil 
r. FENTON. If the Senator will also except 
Senate bill No, 2 I will make no objection at all. 


It may not be before the Senate at that time. 


Yew z $ 
tion aa CAMERON, Of course, I will make no obj0- 


1872: 


So it seems that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania was not expecting to push the consider-- 
ation of the French spoliation bill ifan appro- 
priation bill was before the Senate to-day, and 
still beyond that Senate bill No. 2 was ex- 
cepted. I had hoped, however, that the Sen- 
ator would yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania to make his address on this question, 


“~. and then resume the consideration of the 


appropriation bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from New 
York is technically correct, buthe will remem- 
ber probably that I said (though it dees not 
seem to haye been reported) that I supposed 
the appropriation bills would be out of the 
road, for 1 thought they would be by this time. 
I said also that I should give way if an appro- 
priation bill was up at any time, as I always 
shall, Ihave desired from the beginning to 
pass the appropriation bills atthe earliestday, 
30 as to get them outof the road. They area 
clog on everything, they are a hinderance to 
all other business, because, they justly ought 
to be passed early, and they would all have 
been passed long ago if we had not had so 
much discussion on minor parts of them. 

The bill which I desire to bring up to-day, 
and which [ thought by unanimous consent 
this day was allotted for, is one of vast import- 
ance. It isto pay a debt due so long that 
everybody seems to have forgotten his duty in 
regard to it. 

I felt very anxious at the beginning of the 
session to make my own remarks on the sub- 
ject. They will not be long, and I said so to 
the Senate at that time, and then I was will- 
ing to let the bill remain for some opportune 
moment when I could bring it up; but the ses- 
sion is drawing so near to what ought to be its 
close, that I find I cannot do justice to the bill 
by merely making my own remarks and then 
letting it lie. I have no desire to make a 
speech, and never have had on any occa- 
sion for several reasons. The first is that I 
never make a good speech ; at least I have no 
taste that way. But Iam exceedingly anxious 
that the speech prepared by the Senator from 
Maryland with great care, and as I believe with 
great ability, giving the whole history of the 
claims, should go before.the Senate and before 
the world. I am equally anxious that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts should make his 
speech upon the subject, because he has been 
more conversant with it than any other Sen- 
ator now here. I feel satisfied, too, that if I can 
bring the‘ remarks of those two gentlemen 
before the Senate we shall pass the bill; and 
I shall be very proud indeed if among the last 
acts of my public life here I can do justice to 
such a meritorious class of people. 

This is different from all other claims before 
this country. We have received the money; 
we have it in our Treasury, and the claims 
remain in the hands of the descendants of the 
original claimants. As far as I understand 
there have been no sales, These people to the 
third generation, having faith in the Govern- 
ment; have held these claims. Many of them 

. are poor; nearly all of them are very poor 
indeed, and yet they have relied upon their 
country, which did them a great wrong seventy 
years ago. 

I thought that while gentlemen had perhaps 
not given as much attention to this subject as 
I have myself, everybody had such au idea of 
the history of these claims that when the time 
came to act, at least they would give us a day 
to consider the subject. I having nothing more 
to say, but I shall. at some opportune moment 
press it. 

Mr. COLE. ‘Now trust we shall get at the 
deficiency bill, and that we shall finish it before 
we adjourn to-day. : i 

Mr. NYE. Will not the Senator from Cali- 
fornia let me secure the passage of a bill? 

Mr. COLE. It is the intention of Senators, 
some of them at all events, to stay by until 
this bill is disposed of to-day. I hope there 
will be no difficulty about a quorum during 
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any period of the consideration of this bill, I 
trust now the Senator from Mississippi, if he has 
anything further to say, will not yield. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of ‘the 
Senate: . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2476) for the relief of 
Anne Penny; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2471) granting a pension 
to John S. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2478) granting a pension 
to Sarah Baird; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2479) granting a pension 
to Annie Marie Bailey ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2480) granting a pension 
to John Tuell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2481) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Schultz ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2482) granting a pension 
to Unity Welsh, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2483) granting a pension | 
to Colonel William C. Kise; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2484) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Zluban ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2485) granting a pension 
to Washington Frisbee; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2486) granting a pension 
to Maria Clark ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2487) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Black; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2488) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Eliza Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2489) granting a pension 
to Nancy A. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2490) granting a pensior 
to Margaret Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2491) granting a pension 
to Kitty A. Smith; ‘ 

- A bill (H. R. No. 2492) granting a pension 
to Justice F. Jones; 

A bill (H.-R. No. 2498) granting a pension 
to Virginia M. F. Cusack ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2494) granting a pension 
to Nancy Osborn ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2495) granting a pension 
to John Nolan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2496) granting a pension 
to Almon P. Graves; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2497) granting a pension 
to Armstive Goodlow; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2498) granting a pension 
to Amelia S. Parsons, widow of Nathan A. 
Parsons; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2499) granting a pension 
to Mary A Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2500) granting a pension 
to the widow of Colonel Gustavus A. Loomis; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2501) granting a pension 
to Sarah Ann Wharton; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2502) granting a pension 
to Juliet E. Hall, daughter of William Hall, | 
late colonel of the eleventh regiment, lowa 
infantry ; ý 

A bill (H. R. No. 2503) granting a pension | 
to Richard B. Crawford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2604) granting a pension | 
to William P. Calvert; | 

A bill (H. R. No. 2505) to increase the pen: | 
sion of Mrs. Hannah W. Sumner, widow of 

fajor General Edwin V. Sumner, who died | 
March 21, 1868, while in command of the |; 
department of the West; | 

A bill (H. R. No. 2506) repealing an act || 
entitled “ An act granting a pension to Jo- 
anna L. Shaw ;” H 

A bill (H. B. No. 2507) granting a pension |; 
to Mary Petrie ; d l 

A bill (H. R. No. 2508) granting a pension | 
to Eliza J. Fracker; b | 

À bill (H. R. No. 2509) granting a pension 
| to Mary E. Snivly and Mavilla Snivly; | 
| A bill (H. R. No. 2510) granting a pension 
to Amos Ifarling ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2511) granting a pension 
to Garrett Fleming; 


i 


A bill (H. R. No. 2512) granting a pension 
to Susan W. Mechem ; Sgt See es 
A bill (H. R. No. 2518). granting. a pension 
to Mary O’ Donald ; : 
A bill (H. R. No. 
to Rosa Hoon; : : 
A bill (H. R, No. 2515) granting a pension 
to Catharine Ross ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting.a pension 
to Ivory F. Snow ; i 
A bill (H. R. No. 2517) granting a pension 
to Clarinda Butcher; ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2618) granting # pension 
to George W. Swartz; . 
A bill (H. R. No. 2519) granting.a pension 
to Francis W. Evans; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2520). granting a pension 
to Thomas Lunney ; - ae 
A bill (H. R. No. 2521) granting a pension 

to John Greewalt; f 
A bill (H. R. No. 2522) granting a pension 
to Judith Dunham ; i 
A bili (H. R. No. 2523) granting a pension 
to Henry Riemann ; ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2524) granting a. pension 
to Flora D. McKay ; a f 
A bill (H. R. No. 2525) granting a pension 
to Lucinda Thompson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2526) granting a pension 
to Christina W. Murray; © 

A bill (H. R. No. 2527) granting.a pension 
to Deborah Witham ; f ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2528) granting a pension 
to Joseph Cressy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2529) granting a pension 
to Martha P. Greenlee; 

A bill (H. R. No: 2530) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Alme D. Brooks ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2531) granting a pension 
to Armstrong 0’ Hara ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2582) granting a pension 
to Edward G. Hunt; : : 
A bill (H. R. No, 2533) granting a pension 
to James W. Wharton, late a private in com- ~ 

pany G, first Pennsylvania rifles ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2584) granting a pension 
to Cordelia C. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2535) or the relief of the 
minor children of Captain W. E. Scherr; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2536) granting a pension 
to Maria L. Lee; , . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2537) granting a pension 
to Charles Lynch. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2588) granting a pension - 
to Mary A. Chute; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2539) granting a pension 


2514) granting a pension 


l. to Frederick Walter, company A, fourth 


United States artillery ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2540) granting a pension 
to Nancy Goddard; ‘ 
A bill (H. R. No.'2541) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Barton; 
"A bill (H. R. No. 2542) granting a pension 


| to Johanna Lusky; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2548) granting a- pension 
to Jerusha A. Goodrich ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2544) granting a pension 
to Robert G. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2545) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah Cross, a dependent 
mother ; - y 

A bill (H. R. No, 2546) granting a pension 
to Daniel Wooden ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2547) granting a pension 
to Nancy Mason; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2548) to increase the pen- 
sion of Susan T. B. Williamson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2549) increasing the pen- 
sion of H. Lonise Gates ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2550) granting a pension 


| to Sarah Maynard ; 


A bill (R. R. No. 2551) granting ‘a pension 
to Walter Bradley; ea 

A bill (E. R. No. 2552) granting a pension 
to James MeAlfee ; r 

A bill (H. R. No. 2553) granting a pension 
to John Condlin; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2554) for the relief of 
Jennie E., Savage; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2555) granting a pension 
to Robert S. Dumont; : i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2556) granting a pension 
to Jane Thompson and Margaret Thompson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2557) granting a pension 
to William D. Boyd; i i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2558) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Jones; ; 3 

A bill (H. R. No. 2559) granting a pension 
to Henry A. White; i : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2560) granting a pension 
to Eliza Civille ; . , 

A bill (H. R. No. 2561) granting a pension 
to Edward Tucker; i i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2562) granting a pension 
to Jobn Fink; and , i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2563) granting a pension 
to William E. Farley and John M. Farley; 

The message further announced that the 
louse had passed the following bills: _ 

A bill (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Eliza Whiting; R 

A bill (S. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutchinson, minor son of Joseph 
Hutchinson, deceased; and : ; 

A bill (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, a private of company A, forty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers. 

The message also announced that the House 


has passed the bill (S. No. 955) granting a- 


ension to Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of 

illiam W. Montgomery, late a private in 
Texas volunteers, with amendments; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message likewise announced that the 
Speakor of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. No. 1930) relating to proposals 
and contracts for transportation of the mails, 
and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 

. signed by the Vice President. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that there arc ninety pension bills re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives, 
which should be laid before the Senate to- mor- 
row morning. If that be done, instead of 
their being referred now by unanimous consent, 
it will involve the necessity of three or four 
pages of journalizing. If there be uo objec- 
tion they will be considered as read twice 
respectively, and referred, to the Committee 
on Pensions. ‘I'he Chair hears no objection, 
and they are so referred. 

Mr, OSBORN submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(HH. R. No. 2208) making appropriations for 
the repair, preservation, and completion of 
certain public works on. rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, of April 19, 1872, the report of a 
board of engineers on the present condition of 
the Mississippi river between St. Louis and 
Alton; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LAND FOR SOLDIERS. 


_ Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed: the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 


vice of the Government for the fiscal year’ 


ending June 80, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes, the pending question 


i Mr. Ar- 
being on the amendment offered by 4 
GoRN to the amendment offered by Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, to add to the latter the ; 


following proviso : ; i 
Provided, That the provisions of this section shall 
not extend to claims for property seized or taken by i 
the military forces of the United States or any officer 
of the same,or scized,taken,orimpressed by any agent 
or agents of the United States Government at any l 
time after the proclamation by the President of the 
United States declaring the war to have ceased; but 


claims for property so seized ortaken may be pros- jj 


ecuted before the Court of Claims by any citizen of | 


the United States at any time within twelve months |! 


rove i i uch cases | 
a tho approvat of tirin ae ana Cont at Claims | 
shall be maintained. | 
Mr. ALCORN. Iwasawaiting the pleasure | 
of the Senator from California as to the ques- | 
tion of objecting to otber business being trans- 
acted. Jam indifferent, so far as I am con- 
cerned, whether the Senate proceed now with į 
the deficiency bill or postpone it to some other | 
time; and hence it is that I have yielded thus | 
quietly to the suggestions of gentlemen invit- | 
ing me to do so, Do J understand the Sen- | 
ator from Nevada to desire the floor? Isee he 
has risen. ; | 
Mr. NYE. I should like to pass a bill that | 
will take only ten minutes. 
Mr. ALCORN. If there be no objection | 
from otbers I will yield. | 
Mr. COLE. I cannot consent. 
Mr. CORBETT. Ishould like to have a | 
bill passed also. | 
Mr. NYE. I give notice that to-morrow | 
morning I will call attention to this bill to 
which I have alluded. 
Mr. ALCORN. Senators around me object | 


to my yielding, or I would be very willing as | 


far as I am concerned. 
Mr. NYE. Iam very thankful to the Sen- 


ator from Mississippi, but his good intentions | 


are thwarted by others. 

Mr. ALCORN, The amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont is one that had escaped 
my observation. I was not aware that an 
amendment like that was pending until it was 
read at the Clerk’s desk yesterday; and the 
amendment which I prepared was without a 
distinct recollection in regard to the proc- 
lamations of the President and the facts upon 
which that amendment was based. 
thrown in upon my general idea of the facts. 


I find upon examination thatit does not achieve | 


the end that I sought to attain, and therefore 
I will with the consent of the Senate withdraw 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poxe- 
Roy in the chair.) The Senator from Missis- 
sippi withdraws his amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ALCORN. 
amendment to be added to the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont: 
aes That phe provisione ef this section shall 

b app t { 
dered by the Court of Glaime ns neretofore ron- 

One word upon this amendment. The Court 
of Claims have gone forward, under the laws 
of Congress, and have adjudicated in favor of 
claimants. The Court of Claims held, under 
the decision of the Supreme 


proven. Under the law of Congress it was 
necessary, first, that the parties should prove 
loyalty; next, that they should prove owner- 
ship; and next, that the money had gone into 
the Treasury of the United States. Those | 
three poinis it was necessary to establish in 
order to warrant a decision in favor of the! 
claimant. After the decision of the Supreme | 
Court, the Court of Claims refused to hear 
any argument or proof upon the question o 

loyalty, holding that that Gestion was Ae 
necessary to be proved before the court; and 
so it was that the Court of Claims went for- 
ward and adjudicated upon the two points 
the question of ownership and the question of 


the course that the money had taken, whether | 


in the Treasury or not. Now, unless a pro- 


It was ' 


I will now move another ! 


í Jourt, that the | 
question of loyalty was one that need not be | 


have already been adjudicated and the judg- 
ments that have already been rendered cannot i 
be paid, and tbe legislation of Congress will 
assume the form of ex post facto jegi.lation in 
| order to defeat the recovery of judgments that 


‘ have been had under the law of Congress. I 


hope the Senate will not resort to legislation : 
of that character, but will adopt the proviso. ~ 
I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. ` 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
Mr. CONKLING. I am opposed to thig 
amendmennt, but I am of the impression that 
a pair which I have with the Senator from 


i| Obio (Mr. TuurMax] if he is not here might 


cover it. Therefore I do not vote upon it, 
He was here, but I do not see bim now. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, Mr. ipaunps, who would 
vote against this amendment, and I should 
vote for it. . 

Mr. BOREMAN. On the matters relating 
to the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morritt,] I am paired with my 
colleague, [Mr. Davis, ] and I suppose the 
pair would include the particular amendment 
to the amendment ou which we are voting. 
He would vote “yea,” and I should vote 
i na be 

Mr. PATTERSON. I withdraw my vote, 
as I think Í am paired with the Senator from 


i| Delaware, Mr. SauLLBtRY, which I did not 


| think of at the moment. 

The result was then announced—yeas 26, 
nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, Cas- 
i Serly, Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
HiH, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, 
Robertson, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and, West—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, Sher- 
man, Windom, and Wright—20, 

ABSENT—Messrs, Anthony, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Clayton, Conkline, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Leyis, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, 
Sauisbury, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, and Wilson—28, 
| So the amendment to the amendment was 
i| agreed to. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
ji recurs on tbe amendment as amended. 
| Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to offer an 
amendment of which I gave notice yesterday, 
|| but if the Senator from Mississippi has another 
i; amendment to offer, I will wait. 
‘Mr. ALCORN. I have another amendment 
| to offer by way of an additional section, bat 
| not to this amendment. 
f The VICE PRESIDENT. This amend- 
ment is not yet disposed of. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from . 
Vermont as amended by the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


] In pursuance of the 
j notice I gave yesterday, I move to strike out 
the last clause of the amendment, ‘' nor with- ` 
out a special appropriation therefor thereafter 
to be made by Congress.” I will state to the 
Senate that, in’ my judgment, this clause is 
unnecessary, will not give us any safeguard 
against any improper payments of judgments, 
and is an onerous, burdensome condition to 


| be put upon loyal claimants who have fairly 


and honestly proven their claims in the Court 


i| of Claims. “After a party alleging his loyalty, . 
proving his loyalty, has gone to the Court of 

Claims,and afier a long litigation, which must 

have been depending now for at least four 


|| Years, has obtained a judgment, to require 


him to wait again the loug delay of an act of 
Congress or the possible objections that may 
be made to an appropriation by Congress, i8 
an unreasonable requirement. That used to 
be the law in regard to the Court of Claims, 
and continued the law for several years. lt 


vision of this sort is adopted the claims that 


was found necessary afterward to repeal ity 
so that now- the judgment of the Court of 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


2765. 


= Claims operates asa final judgment, and the 
= party is paid the money upon the judgment 
< of the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me that this is an unreasonable 
requirement. Suppose the claims are pre- 
sented to Congress, a great list of them. It 
is not likely that Congress will examine the 
grounds upon which those various claims rest.. 
If the Court of Claims, a tribunalin which the 
Senate certainly must have confidence, should 
find as a proven fact, in their judgment, that 
aman is a loyal citizen and entitled to this 
money, it seems to me that is enough. While 
I wish to guard the Treasury from the claims 
of disloyal people, I certainly do not wish to 
throw additional burdens on those who have 
proved their loyalty. I therefore move to 
strike out the last clause. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to amend further the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont by striking 
out that part relating to special appropriations 
thereafter to be made by Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Since the 
adoption of the amendment of the Senator 
from Mississippi, I cease to feel much inter- 
est in the amendment. I think that virtually 
© takes a very large sum of money out of the 
. Treasury, leaving all these cases that are al- 

ready on their way to the Supreme Court to 

be passed upon, and of course the decision of 

the Court of Claims will be reversed, and the 
: money will go out of the Treasury. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senate has done so 

much, on- the motion of the Senator from 
Mississippi, to destroy this amendment, that 
| perhaps it may as well receive its death-blow 
- by the motion of the Senator from Ohio; and 
: yet I would not quench the spark of vitality 
© which still remains to it. 

The Senator from Mississippi has carried an 

amendment the effect of which will be to recog- 
i: nize and pay all judgments already rendered 
in the Court of Claims, regardless of the loy- 
; alty of the claimants. The amendment ex- 
~ empts from the operation of the provision we 
= ave considering all judgments heretofore ren- 
dered in the Court of Claims. The Supreme 
_ Court, in the Armstrong case and in the Klein 

case, has informed all claimants that they 

need only appeal to the highest court, and 
- there they will find that, although a history of 
| treason clings to them, although they fought 
: against the Union throughout the war, in law, 
» and therefore legally in fact, they did not so 

fight at all. Of course they will all go to this 
¿ Mecca of convenient oblivion, They will all 

be pilgrims to the shrine at which they may be 
: cleansed of the sins they have committed; 

and under the amendment we have just adopted 

their judgments, even if now adverse, when 
` they have received the allocatur of the Su- 
: prome Court will probably be reversed and 
. paid. 


What may be the bulk and total of these | 


judgments {do not know. Iam told there 
are seven millions of the captured and aban- 
doned fund remaining in the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. More than that. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will allow 
me to correct him, there are over twenty-two 
millions of that fund in the Treasury at this 
moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. So much the better, Mr. 
President, and not much better either. Iam 
glad to-know the amount, not that I consider 
it of any consequence to the Treasury as we 
are going on whether there are seven million, 
or twenty-two million, or fifty-two million, be- 
cause, unless we can erect new barriers, it will 
all be swept into the lap of late rebels. The 
doctrine announced by the court, and the 
views urged in the Senate, will beggar any 

| Government if extended to the claims to come 
out ofthe late rebellion. Tberefore 1 dismiss 
the difference between seven and. twenty- 
two millions,.in.considering the question now 
before us. 

Whether the judgments already rendered by 


i 


‘the Court of Claims, and which may receive 


the vitalizing touch of the Supreme Court, are 
sufficient to exhaust this fund, I do not know; 
but we have provided that those judgments, 
whatever may be their total, are to be paid, 
provided the Senate shall concur in the Senate 
in the amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole ‘on the motion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Now, Mr. President, let- us see what more 
the Senator from Ohio proposes to do. He 
proposes to strike’ from the amendment that 
provision which we heard it argued yesterday 
by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
is the only one having any force. 

The Senator from Illinois considered all the 
residue of the amendment, comparing it with 
the provisions already found in the statute- 
book, and he said—there is no danger of 
overstating his language—speaking. not only 
of the proposed amendment, but of everything 
that could be proposed, with the exception of 
the words the Senator from Ohio seeks to blot 
out, that he did not see what could be added 
to provisions already incorporated in various 
statutes which he read. I am not sure that 
the Senator from Illinois was not warranted 
in his comment upon this comparison. I lis- 
tened to his reading of the statutes as they 
stand; I had heard them read, and read them 
myself, the day before; and each repetition of 
those statutes obscures my vision still more 
when I attempt to look into the process by 
which the Supreme Court has been able to 
arrive at its conclusion. 

Tam puzzled in the effort to see that a man 
who presents a pardon, reciting upon its face 
that he was a traitor, thereby proves that he 
never was a traitor at all; aud not only so, 
but by that-presentation overleaps repeated 
statutes which say that the door of the Court 
of Claims shall be closed against him, if it 
appears as a historical fact, regardless of the 
question of guilt or innocence, regardless of 
the effect. of executive condonation or clem- 
ency, that he did participate in a rebellion 
which drenched the land with blood and cov- 
ered it with mourning. I say every repetition 
of these statutes renders it yet more difficult 
to comprehend the process by which a judicial 
tribunal- has been able to reach such a con- 
clusion. 

It is difficult also to see how the language 
employed by the Senator from Vermont does 
nourish or strengthen beyond peradventure 
existing statutes. If language means what it 
was wont to mean, the statutes as they stand 
declare that the claimant must have been ac- 
tually free from participation in the rebellion; 
that the fact, whether he is so free or not, isa 
jurisdictional fact, a traversable fact ; that the 
onus probandi lies upon him; that he must 
affirmatively purge himself of complicity with 
rebellion, and that freedom from. such com- 
plicity shall constitute a jurisdictional condi- 
tion-precedenat to his .baving any standing in 
court. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from New 
York will allow me, I will state to him the 
point that I suppose. the Supreme Court make 
in this decision. They treat the fact of dis- 
loyalty not as a jurisdictional fact, as a ques- 


| tion affecting the jurisdiction, but rather as in 


the nature of a pleain abatement. There is 
jast the difference. The language of the 
pending amendment expressly defines this as 


| a jurisdictional fact, or a fact which affects the 
jurisdiction, and declares that the Court of | 


Claims shall not assume jurisdiction of the 


ease unless this fact is alleged and proven. | 


The Supreme Court, in the decision now before 
me, rather treat that requirement of the act 
of 1863 as in the nature of a plea in abatement. 
I suppose that is commonly the foundation for 
the distinction. I must confess I cannot. see 
the force of that kind of reasoning, but I pre- 
sume that is the reasoning. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am obliged to the 
Senator from Ohio for his interruption, be- 


| cause it shows he is attending to my, ‘observa: 
tions, and I would rather convince the Senator 
from Ohio than any other Senator now, because : 
it isthe Senator from. Ohio who has offéred:an- 
amendment, the success of which is, in my 
judgment, perhaps fatal to the effiacacy of the 
pending proposition. 3 

I bave read tbe decisions in question: the 
opinion in Klein’s case, from which two judges 
dissented, and the briefer opinion in the Arm- 
strong case, to'which the whole court assented, 
the minority feeling bound perhaps by the prior 
decision, and I repeat that the Supreme Court 
has overleaped three provisions of the statute, 
clearly declaring, as matter going to the juris- 
diction, that no claimant shall stand in the 
Court of Claims unless he clears himself. by 
affirmative proof from having given voluntary 
aid to the rebellion. 

These statutes make it as clear as could the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
that Congress was speaking of a verity,: not 
a fiction; that Congress was speaking of what 
these claimants had done in trath and in fact, 
not of the effect of forgiveness afterward ; 
that Congress meant to make the actual. posi- 
tion and action of the claimant on the one 
side or the other of the bloody grapple for 
the mastery in which we were engaged the 
criterion—the jurisdictional criterion—upon. - 
which he should stand or fall, apon which he 
should enter in or have the door of the Court 
of Claims closed against him. Unmistakably, 
palpably, standing out as clear as a sunbeam 
upon the face of these statutes is that inten- 
tion. So far as regards the object and attempt 
of Congress, if existing statutes do not aim at 
the question of jurisdiction, they have no aim 
at ali. If existing provisions can be disposed 
of on the ground suggested by the Senator, 
the attempt to enforce our meaning by enact- 
ments of the same class, in whatever form of 
words, is idle. 

What does the Senator from Vermont pro- 
! pose by the amendment as it will stand if the 
words be striken out, to which the Senator. 
from Ohio objects? To repeat ourselves, to 
restute in varied language what we have said 
before. The operative portion of the amend- 
ment will be that the loyalty of the claimant 
shall appear as a fact found in the judgment 
of the Court of Claims. If the Senator from 
Vermont and those who have codperated with 
him in drafting the amendment have succeeded 
in contributing one additional element to the 
statutes as they are, that contribution resides 
in the phraseology requiring loyalty to be a 
fact found. But I need not remind lawyers 
that that same intention clearly expressed 
in other language is already an element of 
the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of 
my friend I will read that part of the statute, 
| the act of July 12,1870. It seems to: be as 
i strong as it is possible for words to make it on 
this very point; 

“Such pardon and acceptance shall be taken and 
deemed in such suit in the said Court of Claims, and 
on appeal therefrom, conclusive evidence that such 
person did take part in and give aid and comfort to 
the late rebellion, and did not maintain true alle- 
giance or consistently adhere to the United States; 
and on proof of such pardon and acceptance, which 
proof may be heard summarily on motion or other- 
wise, the jurisdiction of the court in the case shall 
cease, and the court shall forthwith dismiss the suit 
of such claimant.” 

Mr. CONKLING. There, Mr. President, 
is the jurisdictional fact for my honorable 
friend trom Ohio; no plea in abatement, but 
the hinge upon which the whole thing is to 
turn. ‘he moment it appears that the claim- 
ant has reddened his hands with: rebellion, 
that instant he ceases to be in the character 
of aclaimant; that instant his claim. is con- 
eluded; that instant the jurisdiction and power 
of the court are at an end. Moreover, thé. 
pardon is declared to be evidence. that the 
claimant was disloyal. How much more does 
the Senator from Vermont say? How. much 
more can be said on the point? : How much 
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more could any man skilled in the use of lan- 
guage, either to express or to conceal ideas, 
make language say? Nothing. Let us admit 
it—nothing. There is no cirenity; there is 
no directness of expression ; there is no craft 
or choice of words which may not be outwit- 
ted by the reasoning which prevailed in the 
cases referred to. i 
What anchor then can be thrown to wind- 
ward? How may we keep the staff in our 
hands? What certain remedy remains short 
of abolishing the Court of Claims? Only one 
that has been suggested, but the honorable 
Senator from Ohio proposes to cast the bridle 
upon the horse’s neck and let him go, and he 
says if he does go he will ‘vote to abolish the 
Court of Claims. I will join him as. a last 
resort in that vote. Whenever it turns out 
that there is no legislative power to establish 


a tribunal—a tribunal I say to the honorable - 


Senator from Delaware again in derogation 
of common right, and I could find warrant for 
so saying in the authority he read against it— 
if there be no power in Congress to establish 
a special tribunal, in derogation of common 
right, in derogation of that immunity which 
all Governments maintain, not to be dragged 
against their will by citizen suitors and liti- 
gants to the foot-stool of judicial power; if 
there be no power in Congress to establish a 
special tribunal in which the Government 
consents to be arraigned at the suit of a citi- 
- zen, and at the same time to fix metes and 
bounds to its jurisdiction, and to close the 
door against men who have forfeited rights 
dearer than rights of property—whenever our 
impotence to do this is demonstrated, I will 
join the Senator from Ohio in running a legis- 
lative plowshare over the foundations of a 
tribunal whose jurisdiction we are no longer 
allowed to guide or control. Not, Mr. Presi- 
dernit; let me say, that the blame is to be 
laid—- 

Mr. MORTON. 
not in fault. 

Mr. CONKLING. The word which rose to 
my lips rises to the lips of the Senator from 
Indiana. I was in the act of guarding my 
remark against the possible understanding 
that I impute to the Court of Claims any 
wrong in this matter. Not at all. The Court 
of Claims has conscientiously and sternly 
observed the limits of its jurisdiction fixed 
by Congress; but, sir, as the sheep that is to 
be shorn is dumb before his shearers, so is 
the CSurt of Claims dumb and powerless in 
the presence of a higher tribunal, which in- 
structs it to overstep the bounds which Con- 
gress has set and to open to all claimants 
whatsoever the doors of its jurisdiction. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Provided they have been 
rebels. 

Mr. CONKLING. Provided, as my friend 
suggests, the crowning grace and qualification 
of having been rebels can be shown to exist 
in their case, 

Now, Mr. President, before resorting to 
s heroic treatment,” as surgeons say, and cut- 
ting up the Court of Claims root and branch, 
I prefer, and I hope the honorable Senator 
from. Ohio- will aid my preference, a milder 
measure, a safeguard which I think complete, 
and which will dispense with the need of in- 
terfering with the Court of Claims. The 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, in 
its concluding words, those which the Senator 
from Ohio now moves to strike out, furnishes 
this safeguard. How? By returning in this 
class of cases to the provision under which we 
acted for years in all cases, namely, a require- 
ment that the judgments of the Court of Claims, 
instead of being paid by appropriations in 
block or in lump, shall in these cases be the 


The Court of Claims is 


` subject of special appropriations. That is the- 


whole. of it. . 

_ The honorable Senator from Ohio asks is 
it just to parties who are loyal, and bave 
gone through the Court of Claims, to compel 
them to come here and wait as petitioners for 


appropriations? No, I answer the Senator, 
and i such thing will follow from the provis- 
ion he wishes to strike out. The amendment 
ig aimed at the disloyal; itis a staff kept in 
our hands as to them; and does anybody sup- 
pose that when the Court of Claims certifies 
to us a list of cases, in which the fact is found 
as part of the judgment that the claimant is 
and always was loyal in fact, we would under 
guise of this amendment refuse to appropri- 
ate? Notatall. Does the Senator suppose 
that the claimant in such a case is to be in 
the attitude and subjected to the delay of a 
man who comes. in the first instance with his 
petition to Congress, gets it referred to the 
committee of my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Witsoy,] for the loss of a 
horse or the destruction of property, and then 
abides the tardy process of congressional in- 
vestigation and adjudication? Notatall. On 
the contrary, these judgments would become 
part of the stereotyped, routine appropria- 
tions; they would be acted upon as a matter 
of course where they conformed in their facts 
to the requirement of the law. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? . 

Mr. CONKLING. In one moment. Claim- 
ants, in place of being compelled to come 
individually and assert each his particular 
right, would appear in a class, and their claims 
would be acted on as a matter of course, meet- 
ing with no more delay than now, when gen- 
eral appropriations are made for the sum total 
of judgments in the Court of Claims. Now I 
will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
Senator if he thinks it is less probable that a 

judgment of the Court of Claims on such 
matters as these would be canvassed by the 
Senate than that the decisions of the highest 
court in the land should be criticised in the 
tone which is assumed here in regard to them? 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend puts a ques- 
tion displaying more of vivacity, I submit to 
him, than of discrimination—more of the 
faculty of repartee than of the less shining 
faculty of reason and reflection. 

My honorable friend might have occasion to 
put some such question if he was not abun- 
dantly blessed with the power to distinguish 
between the probabilities which Iam arguing 
and those he suggests. My argument is that 
we ourselves, having defined precisely what 
shall occur in the Court of Claims, having 
incorporated in a statute the elements which 
shall complete the claimant’s right to be paid 
in a given class of cases, it would be wanton, 
it would be disrespectful, it would beirrational 
to assume that we should have the had faith 
to attempt to trip up the claimant who came 

recisely within the category we pdescribe. 
Thereupon the honorable Senator is moved to 
inquire whether I do not think it is likely that 
we would be guilty of this piece of bad faith 
because Senators venture to express their sur- 
prise at finding three or four statutes turned 
to ashes so far as the Supreme Court has power 
to perform that miracle. 

Replying to the Senator’s intimation of its 
being improper to canvass. the decisions of 
the Supreme Court here, I have this to say: 
the Court does not violate propriety in can- 
vagsing our decisions and pronouncing upon 
them, and pronouncing in effect, when it so 
believes, that Congress has exceeded its power 
and authority. Surely there can be no wrong 
but only a clear right, in our considering 
and discussing the decisions of the court, 
especially when its decisions concern our 
doings and our duty. 
spectful of the court, but T assert my right 
to speak and vote my convictions upon every 
question brought here for action. Tt is to be 
hoped no Senator will do less than this. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I wish to sug- 
gest to my friend from. New York, and also to 
the Senator who interrupted him, an amend- 
ment which I intend to propose and which F 


I sày nothing disre- 


think will meet this difficulty, and I call the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to it at 
this time. As the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont now stands, it provides that 
these claimants are not to be paid without a 
special appropriation. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi offered an amendment which has been 
adopted, that the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont shall not apply to existing judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims. Now, I propose 
toadd to that amendment these words: thatthe 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont shall 
not apply to existing judgments, adding the 
words ‘*in which it has been found as a fact 
that the claimant has not given aid or comfort 
to the rebellion.” : 

So the matter will stand in this wise: we 
provide that the claimant may prove that he 
had not given aid or comfort to the rebellion ; as 
the law will stand, he will get his pay without 
any special appropriation; but if itis nota 
found fact that he did not give aid or comfort 
to the rebellion he will have to rely on a 
special appropriation by Congress to get his 
money. I do not think that anybody can 
object properly to that amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senators amend- 
ment I understand is to restrict the provision 
requiring the appropriation, to future judg- 
ments ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
ments. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is not the Senator's pur- 
pose to restrict these latter words, requiring 
a special appropriation, to future judgments? 
Being diverted at the moment, I may uot have 
understood him. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No; I will sim- 
ply read it, and the Senator wiil get the idea, 
The amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi was that the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont should not apply to existiog 
judgments of the Court of Claims. I propose.. 
to add ‘‘in which it has been found as a fact 
that the claimant has not given aid or comfort. 
to the enemy.’’ i 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand now it is- 
to add those words tothe amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam forit. That should 
He done unless we are to fritter away the whole 
thing. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to suggest to both 
Senators that in my opinion the provision 
should be that there be no payment of a 
ajudgment found for captured ‘or abandoned 
property without a special appropriation, for 
this reason: the Supreme Court have de- 
cided that the special condition upon which a 
man was entitled to enter the Court of Claims: 
and sue, that is, of loyalty, became unimport- 
ant by reason of the pardon. Following out 
that reasoning, they would hold that this con- 
dition in regard to payment without a special 
appropriation would for the same reason be 
unimportant, and, so they would compel by 
mandamus the payment of the judgment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, lef me suggest to 
my friend from Indiana that I do not believe _ 
even the Supreme Court, with its notions 
of pardons, would go the length of holding that 
a pardon would authorize them to command 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay money 
out of the Treasury that we say he shall not, 
when the Constitution says that no money shall 
be taken under any pretense unless we say it 
shall. I will be willing to enter into bond 
that they will not go that far. 

Mr. MORTON. My suggestion is that the 
same reason which authorizes the Supreme 
Court to disregard that part of the act of 1868 
making proof of loyalty a ground of the jaris- 
diction of the court, would authorize them to 
strike out of this bill the condition that it is 
not to be paid without a special appropriation ` 
if it shall be shown that the party was loyal. 

Mr. CONKLING. If I understand the 
Senator from Indiana, I do not think’ his 


Existing judg- 
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remark is altogether answered by the Senator 
from Vermont. . He says that if there be no 
provision requiring a special appropriation, 
but a general provision under which payment 
follows a judgment, as matter of course, the 
Supreme Court having affirmed a judgment, or 
pronounced judgment in a case coming from 
the Court of Claims, might hold that they had 
the same right by mandamus to execute and 


= enforce the judgment they would have in any 


other case. 


not? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. In other words, 
if the question of loyalty is unimportant in 
giving jurisdiction to the Court of Claims, they 
can pass it by; itis unimportant asa condi- 
tion in thé act of appropriation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Or, in still other words, 
© the’ Supreme Court, according to its reasoning, 
» would have the same power to enforce its judg- 
ment in the case of a disloyal pardoned man 
that they would in any other case. 

Mr. MORTON, Precisely. 

Mr. CONKLING, I do not see any answer 
to that. In logic there can be no answer to it. 
Any power that the Supreme Court would have 
toentorce a judgmentin your favor, Mr. Presi- 
Gent, it would have to enforce a judgment in 
favor of the most unrepentant rebel who came 
within the pardon upon which the court has 
based its decision in these two cases. Does 
anybody doubt that? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The answer to that would 
be that the Supreme Court will probably still 
recognize the authority of Congress over- the 
Treasury ; and therefore if Congress only directs 
that money may be paid to a certain class of 
persons guided by certain facts, if you say it 
is the fact of: red hair or black hair, or blue eyes, 
any fact, they recognizing our power under the 
Constitutio# to determine how money shall be 
aid out, although their logic might be per- 
feetly good, would be obliged to say to them- 
selves, ‘‘ We cannot carry out our logic on the 
ground that Congress has. made no appropri- 
ation of money, and has given no authority of 
law by which this class. of persons are entitled 
to receive any.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly; and such is 
the inference which the Senator from Indiana 
draws from his.statement. He says, in order 
that we may have the full benefit of the doe- 
trine now announced by the Senator from 
Vermont, this amendment should stand as it 
is, requiring a special appropriation, and then 
of course the court would be constrained by 
the reasons the Senator from Vermont sug- 


ests, : 
E Mr. EDMUNDS. That I agree to entirely. 
That is the only vital thing there is in‘ the 
amendment now. 

Mr. CONKLING. I conclude with this 
observation: according to the arguments made 
on both sides, if we trust to the provision pro- 
posed without the concluding words, and it 
fails, there is no remedy except to abolish the 
Court of Claims. That is very clear so far as 
any argument has gone. On the contrary, if 
we adopt. the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, including its final words, we put up 
an effectual barrier in behalf of our statute, 
and ifit turns out to be inconvenient hereafter ; 
because that is the only danger init; if itturns 
out to be inconvenient, it willbe time in the 

` light of experience to repeal or change it. 


Thatis the Senator’s point, is it 


If it should appear important that the right. 


of appeal to the Supreme Court (which these 
words might take away) is essential, it is very 
easy to relax that: part of the statute in par- 
ticular cases, or in all cases. If it turns out 
that appropriations lag and fail, that claim- 
ants are subjected to-delay and lassitude in 
obtaining their money, experience is the best 
lamp by the light of which to modify the 
amendment. But if we adopt the suggestion 
of the Senator from Ohio, and strike it out, 
we have stricken out the only certainly effica- 
cious words, and we leave to ourselves no 
remedy which the Senator himself has been 


4 


able to suggest except to abolish the Court of 


Claims, and that, I submit to him, is a last 
resort." 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish to detain 
the Senate more than a few moments in’ reply 
to the honorable Senator from New York, 
He cannot deny that this requirement is a 
harsh, delaying, and for the time at least, 
unjust provision of Jaw to a claimant who has 
under your law secured a judgment in the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me interrupt my 
friend just there to say a thing that I entirely 
forgot. Ido not admit that this is harsh; but 
I wish to attract my friend’s attention to this 
distinction: when the statute first provided 
for this court, it brought up here for review 
all manner of cases from the Court of Claims 
and all sorts of questions in the various cases. 
If we say this now in this regard ag to this 
class of cases, it would really call upon Con- 
gress to examine and ascertain no fact what- 
ever except the fact that in regard to this par- 
ticular statute the claimant in his character 
was void of offense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I repeat, however, that 
this requirement to ask a suitor, a loyal suitor, 
such as is described in this act, who has pros- 
ecuted his claim for years in the Court of 


Claims, and has finally obtained a judgment | 


of that court that he was a loyal man, that his 
property, captured or abandoned, was sold by 
the United States, and the proceeds converted 
and paid into the Treasury, then to come here, 
is a harsh requirement. Suppose a man has 
obtained the judgment of a court which the 
Senator himself eulogizes, a court that has 
protected the Treasury so far as I know, and 
has decided questions of doubt in favor of the 
Government, which has not passed its juris- 
diction or violated in any respect. the law; 
when such a loyal claimant has the judgment 
of such a court, is it not hard, is it not un- 
reasonable to delay the payment of that judg- 
ment until he appeals to another tribunal to 
examine into the facts of the case? 

The Senator says there will be no delay in 
Congress. But how can he say that in view 
of the thousands of claimants who have come 
tous with honest claims and have been delayed 


year inand year out until finally delay has worn | 


them out and driven them perhaps to the grave. 
Congress is the last place in the world which 
I would advise any man to appeal to with a 
claim for private redress. There must be some 
great public moving cause to induce the action 
of Congress. We know how difficult it is to 
get even a good private claim through Con- 
gress. Therefore it is that we have organized 
this court toexamine claims, and have author- 
ized their judgment to be final and conclusive. 

Now, sir, L am decidedly in favor of the 
object sought to be accomplished by the Sen- 
ator from New York. As he knows himself, 
this particular amendment meets my hearty 
approval, except with the last clause, and why? 
The whole difficulty grows out of the opinion 
of the Sypreme Court in a particular case. I 
do not approve of that opinion, and yet I can 
see that there is reason for it. For the Senate 
of the United States to say that the unanimous 
opinion of the Supreme Court, concurred in 
by all the nine judges, does not meet with 
sufficient respect to at least create a doubt in 
our minds, it seems to me is treating the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court with unnecessary 
severity. Cannot lawyers perceive how the 
Supreme Court might decide so; and yet they 
would not decide that a disloyal man could sue 
in the Court of Claims where the fact of dis- 
loyalty was made a question of jurisdiction? 
I have not given these decisions the careful 
reading that some of the other Senators have; 
but I have read them as I could here at my 
desk; and it is very plain to me that the 
Supreme Court decided that the question of 
loyalty does not affect the jurisdiction, but is 
simply a matter in abatement. It is true, that 
I think the act seems to point it out as a ques- 


tion of jurisdiction; but the effect” of the 
Supreme Court decisions is that they tréat it” 
as a plea in abatement. Suppose the act 
declared that no woman should sue ih the 
court. unless she could-aver that she was. a 
single woman. In such a case as that, if the 
objection was made at any time’ before the. 
trial, a plea in abatement might be made that 
she had a husband living, and in such a case 
the plea in abatement would be held good and 
the suit dismissed’; batif the plea in abatement 
was not putin at the proper time the suit might 
go on and be prosecuted to its final stages, and 
the judgment be paid and. collected and the 
plea in abatement would be barred. ` Theyre- 


gard this requirement as to proof of loyalty 


as in the nature of a plea in abatement, and 
they say that that proof of loyalty is dispensed 
with by the subsequent act of pardon. 

But, sir, this law was intended to meet that 
very difficulty, and to meet it at the very 
threshold, and that was that the proof of loy- 
alty should extend to the jurisdiction of the 
court, and that no person who did not allege 
and prove his loyalty, not only should not sue’ 
in the court, but that the court itself should 
not take jurisdiction of the cause. The one 
extends to the person of the suitoras to whether 
at the particular time he had a right to sue in 
the court, whether he was loyal, whether he was 
non compos mentis, or whether he was a man of 
sound mind, whether he sues by his guardian, 
whether the wife joined with the husband, &c. 
The Supreme Court treat it rathér in the nature 
of a plea in abatement to the suit. They say 
that the allegation and proot of loyalty is a 
question that affects, not the jurisdiction of the 
court, but affects the’suitor as to his status in 
the court. But when we here by an act of 
Congress declare, in so many words, that the 
fact of loyalty shall be established and shall 
affect the jurisdiction of the court, that the 
Court of Claims shall not have jurisdiction of 
a case until the proof is first made that the 
claimant was a loyal man during the war, it’ 
seems to me that that is guard enough. I have 


.no doubt that the first clause of this section 


as it now stands would protect the Treasury.of 
the United States fromthe claims of disloyal 
men; butif there is any doubt about that, here 
is the additional requirement, which it seems to 
meis amply sufficient: $ 

‘That no judgment of said court in any case under 
said acts’”’— 

That is, under the captured and abandoned 
property acts— 7 
“shall be paid unless such finding shall be stated 
as a proven fact in the judgment of said ecourt.’? 

What additional guard have you here? Let 
the judgment of the Court of Claims be taken 
to the Secretary of the Treasury; let him look 
on the face of the papers and see no allega- 
tion that the plaintiif was proved to be a loyal 
man as an affirmative fact, and do you suppose 
the officers of the Treasury would. pay the 
money, notwithstanding all the decisions of 
the Supreme Court that could be heaped mount- 
ain high? Certainly not, because the act. of 
Congress declares that they shall not pay the 
money from the Treasury unless this proven 
fact is found by the judgment of the Court of 
Claims, 

You can have no safer protection than that. 
Do you suppose Mr. Brodhead, or. Mr. Tay- 
ler, or the Secretary of the Treasury, or any 
other officer who is sworn to obey the law— 
officers who in their functions act as supreme, 
and whose judgments are final—is. it to be 
supposed that they will not obey that provis- 
ion of the law? Certainly not. I have no 
doubt from the face of these decisions that 
the Supreme Court will at once admit that 
Congress have a right to limit the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims, and have a right to 
prescribe what kind of cases shall be brought 
before that court. The point which they have 
made their decision rest upon will be in very 
words negatived, and they will obey-the law, 
as we are bound to do and as they are bound 
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to do; and if they should disobey the law, we 
have still this additional guard that the officers 
of the Treasury, whose duty it is to pay the 
money, without whose acts all these judgments 
are ineffective, will not pay it until the fact 
of loyalty is proven to the satisfaction of the 
Court of Claims. We have also the addi- 
tional security that until that special verdict 
is found by the Court of Claims this money 
cannot be paid. : 
If we have all these guards, what more is 
wanted? In addition to these, is it necessary 
for us to require these loyal claimants to come 
back to Congress after four or five years’ long 
and weary delay? ‘These suits must all have 
been commenced prior to August, 1868. The 
last of them must have been commenced then. 
Ts it necessary for us in the case of loyal 
claimants, whose loyalty is proven, the fact of 
whose loyalty is stated in the finding of 
the court, to require them to come back here 
and await the action of Congress? Is there 
no delay in Congress? We are told so; but, 
sir, you have a bill here pending now which 
has been waiting month’ after month for our 


action when the delay of its passage suspends 


the courts in many of the States. The delays 
of Congress àre most strikingly illustrated in 
the very bill we are now debating, 

I want to protect the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States. I want to prevent any man who 
participated in the rebellion from suing in the 
Courtof Claims for any captured or abandoned 
property. If any man who aided in this rebel- 
Bon lost his property, it was the result of his 
own choice, the result of his own act. I have 
no tears to shed for him; I would not open the 
doors of the Treasury fer his relief. I am 
willing to carry out in good faith the act of 
Congress which gave to loyal people a chance 
to recover for captured and abandoned prop- 
erty the proceeds of which went into the 
Treasury ; and there is no reason becanse we 
wish to guard the Treasury against the dis- 
loyal, why we should make our laws so op- 
pressive as to hinder and delay and distress 
pee who come within the provisions of the 

aw, 

My honorable friend from New York stated 
that [ had said I would resort to the extreme 
remedy of abolishing the Court of Claims if 
there wagno other way. I say so again; 
and, sir, I say now that if by any possibility — 
T cannot conceive such a thing would occur— 
tho Supreme Court of the United States 
should. undertake to say that the Court of 
Claims, against its own opinion, should as- 
sume and assert jurisdiction in favor of dis- 
loyal men for captured and abandoned prop- 
erty, the first act I would do would be to 
take away from the Court of Claims all juris- 
diction in captured and abandoned property 
cases, Indeed, I am not sure but I would now 
vote for the repeal of the jurisdiction conferred 
by the act of 1863. Perhaps it would be the 
safestand best. If I had the fears entertained 
by my friend from New York, if I had the 
doubts that he has expressed, I should cer- 
tainly favor the repeal of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred by the act of 1863 upon the Court of 
Claims. Bat there is no occasion for that. 
No cases are now pending except those which 
were commenced prior to August, 1868; no 
cases are now pending except where the alle- 
gation is made on the face of the petitions 
that the petitioners were loyal people, and no 
cases could be tried except where that proof 
of loyalty was made to the satisfaction of the 
» Court of Claims. No money can be paid under 

this provision until that proven fact is found 
by the Court of Claims, and stated by them in 
their final judgment, and then the money is to 
be paid in pursuance of it. It seems to me 
that is sufficient. 

I voted against the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi a moment ago, and I 
think that upon fuller consideration a ma- 
jority of the Senate will vote against it. It 
covers this class of cases: if the Court of 


Claims have already decided in favor of a 
claimant there seems to be a plausibility 
that he ought to be paid, because they would 
not have decided in his favor but upon proof 
of loyalty, according to the position occupied 
by the-Court of Claims until the second decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court. But the Senator 
will find that his amendment is so loosely 
worded, without any such intention on his 
part, as to cover a multitude of claims that 
he does not wish to reach. Suppose the 
Court of Claims have decided against a claim 
and the case is appealed, and the judgment 
of the Supreme Court is rendered in favor 
of the claimant; does he desire such judg- 
ments made in pursuance of the decision 
treating the fact of disloyalty as a mere ques- 
tion in abatement to be paid? 

I think his amendment goes too far. Iam 
perfectly willing now, if he will word his amend- 
ment as is suggested by the Senator from New 
Jersey, so as to authorize the prompt payment 
of all those judgments that have been made by 
the Court of Claims in favor of the claimants 
where there must have been proof of loyalty, 
to say they shall be paid without any embar- 
rassment from this law. But to apply it to 
all cases, as the Court of Claims is not now 
required to find loyalty as a proven fact, and 
might enter up their judgments, that the alle- 
gations of the petition had been proven in the 
ordinary form, would be unreasonable, be- 
cause it might be necessary to have a rehear- 
ing of the case in order to have the special 
finding required by this act. 

Mr. EDMONDS. The rules of the Supreme 
Court require them to make special findings 
in all cases that go up; and the statute of 
1863, if they still obey it, as since the decision 
they do not, I believe, requires them to have 
loyalty alleged as a traversable allegation of a 
fact upon which the right of the court to act 
proceeds. Therefore 1 think you will find, 
though [do not speak by the record, that in all 
these cotton cases, under the rules that the 
Supreme Court laid down respecting the find- 
ings in cases that are appealable, it is neces- 
sary that there should be in the record a dis- 
tinct statement of all these allegations of fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would ask my friend 
from Vermont a question as to the practice 
of the Supreme Court that I am not familiar 
with. Itis whether the judgment of the Su- 
preme Court is simply a judgment of affirm- 
ance or a judgment of reversal, remanding the 
case to the Court of Claims for a proper judg- 
ment, or whether they enter the judgment that 
should be entered by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whenever a judgment is 
reversed in the Supreme Court, in all cases 
they always send the record back, with direc- 
tions to enter a decree according to their judg- 


ment; but if they affirm it, of course it is a | 


final judgment, and that is the end of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where a judgment is 
reversed they do not render final judgment 
themselves? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; they remand the 

cause, with directions to the court below to 
proceed accordiug to their opinion. 
. Mr. SHERMAN. If that is the case, there 
is no difficulty. If a cause is remanded, as a 
matter of course the Court of Claims take up 
the case and then render the judgment they 
should have rendered, in conformity to the 
decision of the Supreme Court. [ think, 
therefore, the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Mississippi ought to be reframed 
so as to allow those judgments which have 
been rendered by the Court of Claims in pur- 
suance of the old rule to be paid in the ordi- 
nary way, but to require in any case remanded 
from the Supreme Court the special finding 
under the provisions of this act. I have no 
doubt an amendment of that kind could be 
made which would be satisfactory to both 
sides. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I wish to make a brief 
reply to 


some of the thiags that my friend 


from Ohio has said; and first as to what the 
Treasury officers may do under the existing 
law. As I understand him, he says that 
they, obeying the existing law, will not pay 
out money in a case where it appears in the 
record that the man was in fact disloyal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said they would not 
with this law before them. I did notsay they 
would not under the law as it now stands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the law before 


them ? Ker i 

Mr. SHERMAN. With this proposed 
amendment, if it becomes a law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With this proposed 
amendment, with the last provision out, which 
myfriend proposesto strike out. Then I sub- 
mit that this is no clearer on the subject of the 
right of a party to money in the Treasury 
than it was before, and for this reason: here 
was certain money realized from captured and 
abandoned property. So far as that captured 
and abandoned property belonged to those who 
were enemies to the Government, it is the 
sole fruit that the United States has been able 
to obtain to provide as a fund for the pay- 
ment of the expenses of the war of the rebel- 
lion. It is true we have put down the rebel- 
lion at the expense of millions of dollars, and , 
all that we have got for it from the defeated 
enemy—lI will not say “conquered enemy’’— 
all that the winning party has got from it in 
the way of substantial indemnity is this fund 
of ten or twenty millions or whatever it may 
be that is now in the Treasury. Congress 
plainly intended, because they said so in terms, 
that everything which we captured or seized, 
where it had been abandoned, from those who 
were enemies of the Government should be 
the small drop in the ocean of expenditure to 
which we could resort to relieve the people 
from taxation and pay the pensiens of sol- 
diersand soon. I thiuk everybody agrees that 
that was what Congress in the act of 1863 
meant to say. They did say it in as clear lan- 
guage as it was possible, as it seems to me, 
for men skilled in language to express them- 
selves to carry ont that idea. We said what- 
ever has been captured from the enemy shall 
beours; but if among those apparent enemies 
in this hostile territory there were friends of 
ours, we would provide a means by which our 
friends, those who stood by the flag and by 
the Government, (and those who really did in 
that country did it under immeasurable dis- 
advantages and sufferings,) should be entitled 
to have their property restored to them. 

Now, I understand that a majority of this 
body. still stand on that ground, and’ hold 
that we are under no obligation to give back 
to this defeated rebellion any of the little 
drops of valuable property that we were able 
to capture from tbe rebels in the course of 
it; but we are all willing to give back, under 
the spirit of the act of 1863, all that we took 
from those who, being there territorially, were 
still the real friends of the Government. 
Even the Senator from Illinois: [Mr. TRUM- 
BULL] says that he does not wish to give back 
any of this property to the men who were 
really disloyal, who as a fact were disloyal, 
whether the amnesty and pardon cover them 
or not, as amnesty and pardon, according to 
the decision of the Supreme Court, cover 
everybody, 

Now, it would be a very strange thing if 
this money being in the Treasury, under the 
Constitution proiected, it cannot by some act of 
Congress be saved to the people for whom it 
was intended, when, according to the opinion 
of everybody, except our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber, itis a wrong on the peo- 
ple of this country to give-it back to those 
who made war upon us, Then the question is, 
how are you to do it? My friend trom Ohio 
wishes to do it; the honorable Senator from 
Hlinois says that he wishes to do it; and yet 
we find ourselves at. “heads and points,” to 
use a school-boy phrase, as to the means. Is 
not the best way to make it as complete and 
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exhaustive as possible? If we are in earnest 
in our disposition to’ save to the people of this 
country that part of the proceeds of this prop- 
erty. which we captured from ‘the enemies of 
the country, then we ought to take the most 
vigorous and perfect measures possible to ac- 
complish~that intent.. My honorable friend 
from New York suggests very properly that a 
writer whom everybody reveres, Dr. Johnson, 
says that anything that is worth doing at all is 
worth doing well; it is worth doing so that it 
will. stand.” Now what will stand? 

We have already on the statute-book, and 
had when the Supreme Court pronounced these 
two’ opinions, ‘an’ express. declaration of Con- 
gress that the Court of Claims, and the Supreme 
Court too, should have no jurisdiction—not a 
matter of abatement, ‘let me tell my friend from 
Ohio, but-in terms that they should have 
ho jurisdiction in a claim preferred in the 
Court of ‘Claims in which it appeared that the 
party was basing his claim upon‘an act of par- 
don and not upon an ‘act of loyalty, because 
the very language of the act touches upon that 
precise point, snd that only. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Drake amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have nothing to do 
with the Drake amendment, but with the 
statute, ° 04> : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I mean that is what was 
commonly called the Drake amendment. I 
yoted for that.” ` ; : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | I know it, and I refer to 
it because my’ friend is just as ‘sincere as I am 
in’ trying: to save’ this money from those to 
whom ‘we thought it should not go. We said 
‘in express terms in this’ act (to which the 
Supreme Court has shut its eyes, according to 
my friends, and which, according to me, it has 
overruled) that on this proof of disloyalty, 
where a man stands with his pardon, ‘the 
jarisdiction of the court shall cease and the 
‘court shall forthwith dismiss the suit of the 
claimant’? . That is not a matter of abatement 
if language means anything, and you cannot 
‘use any'language that is stronger. It declares 
‘that neither of these courts shall have any 
jurisdiction of a certain class of claims, and 
these are the elaims in which it appears that 
the‘ man has been an enemy of his country, 

whether pardoned or.not pardoned. We have 
tried that experiment, and in the face of that 
experiment'the Supreme: Court’ say that the 
tian who’ has’his pardon has a plenary title to 
the money and ‘that’ it’ must ‘be paid; and in 
peers ‘of that: judgment: money has been 

aide o, 

; The Court of Claims, of course, must act un- 
‘der the mandate of the Supreme Court, because 
‘every superior court has the power of compelling 
the obedience of inferior courts to its decrees, 
even to the extent of the Supreme Court, as 
in’ a case that is‘ now opening before them 
against the Court of Claims for not carrying 
‘into effect some one öf their judgments—I do 
‘not know whether it relates to this matter or 
not—locking up in the jail of the District of 
‘Columbia every one of the judges of the Cotirt 
of Claims if they did not proceed. to render 
judgment as. the Supreme Court directs. We 
have, therefore, I say, reached the point where, 
‘inspite ofa declaration’ by Congress that 
heither of these courts should ‘entertain juris- 
diction ‘of the’ subject-matter standing upon 
‘the ‘facts Pigs ptesented, you have a judgment 
‘Of the court! which declares that: it will enter- 
‘tain jurisdiction and ‘that the Court of Claims 

: shall carry outits judgment and therefore that 
ayment of this money shall bé made. ` 
>: What are you to dot: Are you merely 
ihe-statement which they already say 
gard?’ They do not say in terms, 
lisregard that.’”. They- only say. in‘sub- 
that, notwithstanding this provision, we 
the: man who brings his pardon’ shall 
ti , and: we send it back to the 
f tof Claims wiih a. direction that they 
jall carry into effect that provision.” If the 
Court ‘of Claims do’ not ‘pronounce judgment 
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accordingly, the judges will go to jail, becanse 
that is the course of jurisprudence. There 
must be obedience by inferior courts to the 
mandates of superior courts. I would stand 
by the Supreme Court in any question between 
jtself and the Court of Claims or any other 
inferior court in compelling the inferior court 
to obey its orders, because you cannot have a 
Government and an orderly society without it. 

Then the question is, how are you to save 
the money? The Constitution of the United 
States has committed the money in the Treas- 
ary to the care of the representatives of, the 
people in the two Houses. It has declared 
in substance and effect, and almost in terms, 
that no court, no man, no principality or 
power whatever, to use a biblical expression, 
shall take away the money from the Treasury 
until the representatives of the people in the 
two Houses have said that it shall be taken 
away. Ihave no fear at all that any member 
of the Supreme Court will doubt our power 
in this respect. I give to them the credit of 
sincerity; but they are human, and, like other 
human beings, they sometimes go astray; they 
have frequently reversed their own decisions 
and overruled them. They do not put them- 
selves upon the pedestal of absolute infallibil- 
ity; but they have said, so far as they bave 
gone, that as it respects the right of the claim- 
ant, it is a perfect right if he only has a par- 
don, and that, as far as their jurisdiction goes, 
they and their inferior court, the Court of 
Claims, must proceed to declare that he is 
entitled to it. 

Now, the Constitution says, stepping in 
there when it comes to the question of where 
he is to get his money, that no person, whether 
he is a‘suitor in an ordinary coûrt; or whether 
he is a claimant in any other form, shall take 
any money from the Treasury under any pre- 
tense until the consent of the people repre- 
sented in the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives in the form of a law shall say that that 
money may be paid out. We may do wrong in 
refusing to’ pay out money; we may violate 
every principle of justice; but the people 
have not conferred upon the Supreme Court, 
or any other court or tribunal, the right to 
determine that question. They are to determ- 
ineit, andif we abuse the trust that they have 
committed to us they will find better servants 
who will execute it. _ 

Mr: President, that being the present state 
of this case, in the face of this statute which 
declares that the suit shall be dismissed for 
want of jurisdiction when this fact of disloy- 
alty appears, we nevertheless have the con- 
stant course of the judgments of the Supreme 
Court declaring that the party is entitled to 
that money, and it shall be paid. Therefore 
if, by existing law, there is any construction 
of the statute which can be drawn which shall 
commit us to the position that judgments of 
this kind in the Court of Claims are now pay- 
able out of the Treasury by authority of law, 
as is contended by all of those who favor the 
payment of these claims at all, then we are 
tin for it,’ and no talk about jurisdiction 
will save the money. I think myself, and I 
believe that the Supreme Court of the United 
States will decide when the question arises, 
that as the law now stands the judgments of 
the Court of Claims in these cotton cases can- 
not lawfully be paid without an appropriation 
made either in general or particular to carry 
them into effect; for the reason that since we 
passed the act of 1863, which did not require 
this: money’to be paid into the Treasury, but 
only to be held’ by the agents of the Govern- 
ment to be paid out on these findings by the 
Court’ of Claims, we have passed a solemn act 
of Congress, which met the approval of the 
President, declaring that every dollar of this 
money should be put into the general Treas- 


ury of the people, protected by the Constitu-. 


tion, and we passed that act for the very pur- 
pose, and it has been putin. Therefore | say 
that; in my opinion; it will be the judgment 


of every court called upon to pronounce on it 
when the question arises—whatever may have 
been the practice since, I do not know about 
that—that as a matter of law this money can- 
not be paid out now; but it isnot best if we 
are in earnest in trying to save this money 
captured in this way, to leave things that are 
disputed as this is by many gentlemen to the 
ultimate judgment of anybody. 

If we wish to save this money, the only way 
we can save it is by saying that the Treasury 
shall not pay judgments in which it appears 
that the man has been disloyal, that the mat- 
ter shall be referred to Congress for its con- 
sideration. Theo, when it is referred, not 
stopping loyal claimants, as my friend from 
Ohio supposes, but only stopping those that 
have been proven to be disloyal, (and if the 
language on that point is doubtful, perfect it,) 
let us say, where the man has been disloyal that 
he shall come here to have his judgment, if he 
can get one, paid from the Treasury. It might 
happen in a case of that kind that where there 
was technically a legal disloyalty in the sense 
of the law, there wonld still be a high equity 
which would appeal to us in the exercise of 
judgment to incline to pay the money in many 
cases, perhaps, where it should not strictly be 
paid. But whether so or not, by these decis- 
ions upon the face of this statute, which, as 
completely as language can, defeated the juris- 
diction of these courts, the Supreme Court 
have held that nevertheless the cases must go 
on and judgment must be pronounced ; and, 
after that, I tell you there is no safety to the 
Treasury except to provide by law, if it is not 
now provided by law, that this money shall not 
be paid from the Treasury until we appropri- 
ate it. Ifwe say that, I feel entire faith that 
that high tribunal which we all respect will 
find itself glad to carry out the will of Con- 
gress and declare that nobody shall touch the 
money of the people until the people say so 
through their proper representatives in tbat 
behalf. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to follow gentlemen in a discussion for 
which I am very iil fitted as tothe legal aspect 
of this case; but I desire to make a few re- 
marks with reference to some points which 
have been touched here. 

One would suppose, from the remarks which 
have been indulged in by some Senators, that 
the entire Treasury of the United States was 
to be opened to the grasping hands of men 
who had been engaged in the rebellion, if we 
passed this amendment. There seems to be 
an indefinite idea that the Treasury doors will 
be opened to all claimants if the decision of 
the highest court in the land on this point is 
allowed to take its effect without additional 
legislation. I think there is an entire misap- 
prehension as to the condition of the cases in 
the Court of Claims, the amount claimed and 
the amount likely to be taken from the Treas- 
ury by any judgments that are possible in the 
Court of Claims under existing legislation. 

In the first place, there was collected from 
this captured and abandoned ‘property fund 
$26,092,460 96, and in spite of this decision 
of the Supreme Court, of which we have heard 
so much, there had not been paid out of the 
Treasury on account of that fund up to the 
4th day of the present month any larger sum 
than $2,858,612 02. There still remain of it 
in the Treasury $23,283,848 94 subject to the 
decision of the suits now pending in the Court 
of Claims. 

Further, if every dollar which has been peti- 
tioned for by suitors in that court were granted, 
if the entire amount and the whole number of 
the claims upon this fund were allowed by the 
decision of the court; there would still be 
left of this fand in the Treasury the sum of 
$10,364,672 61. 

This is the exact condition of the fund it- 
self and of the claims upon it. I say if every 
dollar that has been claimed in every suit in 
the Court of Claims were decided in favor of the 
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claimant to the full amount and the loyalty of 
every one was established, either as an actual 
fact, or as a fact in law in consequence of a 
pardon, there would still be left this large 
fund of over ten million dollars. 

But, Mr. President, there has already been 
a motion tò dismiss more than two thousand 
of these cases in the Court of Claims, on the 
ground of nothing having been done for many 
months, and in many cases years, in reference 
to their prosecution. It is altogether likely 
that nearly if not all those cases will be dis- 
missed from the docket. It is also true in the 
history of the cases which have been tried, in 
which judgment has been given, that a pro- 
portion only of that which was claimed has ever 
been allowed. You must assume, therefore, 
that not more than sixty or seventy per cent., 
at the outside, of the claims would be granted 
even of those which would be allowed at all. 
I think it then perfectly safe to say that of the 
something like twelve millions still petitioned 
for, and in which decisions have not been 
rendered, more than six millions will be dis- 
allowed from various causes. But granting 
that the decision of the Supreme Court remains 
to have its full effect without additional legis- 
lation, I am assured by what I believe to be 
thoroughly competent authority that that de- 
cision cannot affect at the outside $3,000,000 
in amount, that the great mass of the claims 
which were in the Court of Claims were cases 
of men who have proved their loyalty and who 
have not attempted to plead the pardon of the 
President ag one of the elements of their case. 

Now, a few words, and only a few, in refer- 
ence to what has been said about the inten- 
tion of the Government with regard to this 
fund. I assume that when the President of 
the United States issued his proclamation on 
the 8th of December, 1863, in which he granted, 
on the condition of taking a certain oath and 
keeping it thereafter, “restoration of all rights 
of property, except as to slaves and where the 
right of third parties should have intervened,” 
that proclamation meant something. I as- 
sume, therefore, that when a citizen of the late 
insurrectionary States went forward and took 
the oath prescribed in letter and form under 
that proclamation, and thereafter kept that 
oath inviolate, the restoration of his rights of 
property, except as to slaves and where the 
rights of third parties should have intervened, 
had a substantial meaning, and that after that 
time at any rate, whatever might have been 
done prior to that, it was no more a legitimate 
act to take his property than it would be to 
take his property to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a 
question ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask him whether he 
agrees with the Supreme Court in recognizing 
the fact that a citizen of the United States who 
engaged in the rebellion occupied a double 
attitude toward the Government, first, as a 
criminal and next as a public enemy ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not see the relevancy 
of the question; butif the Senator will explain 
it, perhaps I may. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not know but that 
my friend could agree to the decision of the 
Supreme Court whether he saw the relevancy 
of it or not. Then I will explain to my friend 
so that he need not commit himself on that 
question of law until he sees what is going to 
be the effect of it. Supposing the decision of 
the Supreme Court to be right, as it plainly 
was, that a citizen of the United States who 
went into the rebellion occupied a double atti- 
tude toward the Government, one that of a 
criminal, the other that of a public enemy, 
then we had two sets of statutes touching that 
same man, each applying to his separate atti- 
tudes. As a criminal, as a citizen, we had the 
Confiscation laws and the punishment of trea- 
son, the deprivation of property, fines, penal- 
ties, everything. As a public enemy, we had 
the exercise of the war power to capture his 


property and to take that which in the course 
of the war had been abandoned as in the course 
of warlike operations, which would fall ex- 
actly like captured property, as where an en- 
emy suddenly abandoned a town and you seized 
the stores and things found lying loose. 

That being the plain distinction which the 
Supreme Court itself, that the Senator from 
South Carolina so much reveres, has laid 
down in the very first cause decided on this 
question, I submit that this proclamation of 
the President was not a pardon to any person 
in the attitude of an enemy; you cannot par- 
don’a public enemy; you only pardon the 
citizen who has been guilty of a breach of 
municipal law, a criminal; and therefore the 
effect of the pardon under this amnesty, when 
it speaks of the restoration of rights, was a 
promise to him that all his rights as a citizen 
under the criminal laws should be restored to 
him ; that we would not condemn him to fines, 
penalties, or if we had that we would remit 
them; that we would not seize and confiscate 
his property as a man guilty of treason, or if 
we had we would give it back to him, that 
the forfeiture should cease; but it had no 
relevance of application at all to this attitude 
which he occupied with the whole body of his 
associates as public enemies whea we cap- 
tured property, exercising belligerent rights, 
as we did this cotton. 

Mr. SAWYER. As the Senator from Ver- 
mont and I were born in a section of country 
where it is the custom to answer one question 
by asking another, [ ask him whether the posi- 
tion is changed where the property was taken 
after the amnesty oath had been subscribed 
and pardon had been granted ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the least. It 
would rather strengthen the position, I say. 

Mr. SAWYER. I leave the legal correct- 
ness of the Senator’s remarks to be tested by 
the common sense of mankind. In the case 
of Savannah, for instance, I have had it made 
known to me that there was a promise given 
by the commanding officer of the Federal 
troops who took possession of that city that 
all private property should be respected. As 
a matter of fact, the citizens from whom cot- 
ton was taken in the city of Savannah to the 
amount of five or six million dollars had 
themselves taken the amnesty oath prior to 
this cotton being seized. The same thing was 
true in the city of Charleston ; the same thing 
was true in other sections of country. 

I said that I did not rise to discuss this 
question in its legal aspect; but I assert that 
every one of those meu who took that amnesty 
oath understood that thereafter he stood in 
regard to his rights of property in the same 
position as any other citizen ; that the pardon 
implied a restoration of his rights of property 
and a forgiveness of all offenses against the 
United States; that the pardon was under- 
stood to be a forgiveness of all his offenses 
against the United States. We allowed these 
parties to go into the Court of Claims; they 
went into that court; and in that court, either 
originally or upon appeal to the Supreme 
Court, they obtained judgments in their favor. 
The highest court known to the law authorized 
those judgments. Now, the Congress of the 
United States, or a portion of the Congress 


of the United States, finding that those judg- į 


ments did not meet the purpose which some 
of us have to deprive those men of their prop- 
erty and prevent its going back in dué accord- 
ance with the law as expounded by the highest 
tribunal known to the Government, try to legis- 
late around that decision and to defeat the pur- 
pose of the court in rendering it. 

I do not know but that this is good policy. I 
do not know thatit is notgood policy to break 
the national faith to these men; but that it is 
a breach of national faith, I think no man ean 


prejudiced eyes. It is a very easy matter to 
get up here and talk about giving property 
back to rebels. If Senators will look a little 


i 


hesitate to say who will look at it with un- ij] 


more at the promises which have been made on 
this matter by the legislation of the country, 
and remember that we admitted certain people 
into the Court of Claims—admitted them there 
to the court on certain statutes; that having 
been admitted they went through the regular 
processes in that court, and their cases being 
appealed to the Supreme Court were decided 
in their favor—it seems to me they must hold 
that that was a pledge on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to abide by the decision of the court; 
and that after they have gone through all that 
process according to law in every step, as that 
jaw is explained by the highest tribunal, to ask 
them to run the ordeal of av appeal to Con- 
gress for an appropriation to pay the judgment 
obtained in the courts, is an outrage upon the 
rights which these people have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask my friend 
if he understood the act of 1863, providing for 
captured and abandoned property, to apply to 
people who have been engaged in the rebellion 
as a fact ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I am not a lawyer, and I 
shall not attempt to follow in the footsteps of 
lawyers on this floor in criticising the judg- 
ment of the highest court in the Jand and say- 
ing that it isall wrong. I assume as prima 
facie the factthat the judgment of the Supreme 
Court on a question of law which comes before 
them in the ordinary routine of their business 
is right until it is reversed by some competent 
authority. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not the question 
I asked my friend. I did not ask him to criti- 
cise anybody. I only asked himto say whether 
he understood the meaning of the act of 1863 
to be to provide a place in the Court of Claims 
for people who had in fact been disloyal? 

Mr. SAWYER, I have not the text of the 
act before me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend knows what 
it is perfectly well. I will furnish him the 
text if that is the trouble. 

Mr. SAWYER. I assume that the inter- 
pretation put upon the act of 1868, and all 
other acts pertaining to these causes, made 
by the Supreme Court, was the correct inter- 
pretation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not the ques- 
tion I asked my friend exactly ; but I with- 
draw it. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is my statement of 
the case, and I think it is the statement of 
the case that the Senator would make himself 
if he were not trying to catch me ina legal 
trap. 

But, Mr. President, I did not rise to make 
a speech on this question. I only rose to say 
a word or two about this matter of the alleged 
onslaught upon the Treasury. I think the 
fear that all this fund may be dissipated and 
wasted upon rebels is entirely a foolish and 
vain fear, because the figures which I have 
given come from the records in the cases; 
they are accurate, and in any possible event 
there must be $10,000,000 of this fund left. 
Now, it is impossible for any other suitor to 
get into the Court of Claims under the cap- 
tured and abandoned property act, and has 
been for nearly four years. It ig not a ques- 
tion of opening cases anew; it is simply a 
question of whether Congress will let the pro- 
cesses of law in the courts go on in regular 
order, or whether they will step in while those 
causes are pending in the courts and interfere 
with the judgments of the courts in relation 
to them, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, so far as 
the onslaught upon the Treasury is concerned 
that is involved under this particular stat- 
ute, it is Comparatively an unimportant thing. 
When we consider what is involved in the 
principle upon which this proceeding is based, 
we can truly say that this ten or twenty mil- 
1on Ig a mere bagatelle, a mere trifle. 

_Ithas been received as a well-settled prin- 
ciple that no citizen of the United States has 
aright under the Constitution, or under the 
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common law, or under any general statute to 
bring a suit against the Government for a tort. 
The sovereign cannot be sued by the citizen 
in that way... The citizen can have no cause 
of action against the Government except as it 
is given by statute, to that extent and no more. 
If he has a remedy for a wrong it is. purely 
statutory, and that remedy extends no further 
than the provision of the statute. The limit- 
ation may be a very narrow one, it. may be 
very unreasonable in its character, but still as 
the remedy is purely statutory, it cannot go 
one inch beyond the provision of the statute. 
The statute may give a remedy toa man of 
a particular stature or of a particular com- 
plexion. We may say that the condition or 
the limitation is very absurd, very unreasona- 
ble, and so it would be, yet it must be regarded, 
because the sole foundation of the remedy is 
the statute, and therefore in searching the ex- 
tent and character of that remedy you must 
look simply to the language of the statute. 

Congress decided to give a remedy for cap- 
tured or abandoned property in a certain case 
where theparty whose property was taken was 
loyal. That is the extent of the remedy that 
Congress chose to give, where he was loyal in 
fact. Now, it may have been very absurd for 
Congress to make this limitation or to attach 
this condition to the remedy. Nevertheless, 
the remedy cannot go one inch beyond that 
given by the statute, and the statute gives the 
remedy in a case where the man whose prop- 
erty was taken was loyal in fact. Now, the 
Supreme Court come in and say that a pardon 
granted six years afterward to an acknowledged 
rebel, has the effect in contemplation of law 
to make him loyal from the. beginning, and to 
give him a remedy in the Court of Claims, 
not only outside of the provision of the stat- 
ute, but in express defiance of it. 

Now, I submit to this Senate that the Su- 
preme Court has given cause of action against 
this Government entirely outside of the statute 
and in defiance of the statute. In other words, 
the Supreme Court has legislated to give to 
men who were disloyal in fact a right to sue 
this Government in express defiance of a pro- 
vision of the law which says that nobody but 
loyal men shall have that right. 

Now, Mr. President, suppose, for the sake 
of argument, that this right to sue the Govern- 
ment for a tort in the seizure of property 
existed at common law, and that this statute 
had been passed in derogation of the common- 
law right, confining it to a case where the man 
was actually loyal and taking away that com- 
mon-law right which belonged to everybody 
to bring an action of tort against the Govern- 
ment in said case. It might be possible for 
the Supreme Court to come in and say that 
the provision limiting this common-law right 
was in derogation of the constitutional power 
of the President in regard to granting a par- 
don which should be retroactive in its effect. 
There is the preéxisting common-law right 
belonging to everybody, and the act of 1863 is 
a mere limitation upon it. But when you 
consider the other fact that the right to sue is 
purely statutory, and belongs only to those to 
whom it is given by an act of Congress, and 
it is given by Congress only to those who are 
actually loyal, then when the Supreme Court 
extends that to men who were disloyal by 
virtue of the constitutional effect of a pardon 
granted by the President, I say it is in effect 
making a class of men competent to sue who 
were not competent before, and it is, in effect, 
legislation. . 

As I said before, this question is chiefly im- 
portant in view of its general effect outside of 
this small fund.of ten or twenty millions. It 
is a large fund in one sense, but small in con- 
templation of the consequences. What is this 
principle? That. the effect of a pardon is to 
make every man who was engaged in the rebel- 
lion loyal from the beginning and, so far as his 
rights are concerned under the law, either the 
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law of nations, statutory law, or the common 
law, his rights were not affected by his going 
into the rebellion. The effect of the decision 
is, that so far as the question of rights is con- 
cerned, there has been no rebellion, and every 
man whose property was taken by.the Gov- 
ernment, by the armies, or by an act of official 
authority, is to be regarded as a loyal man and 
the Government is to be regarded as the tres- 
passer. Cau it be denied that this is the effect 
of this principle? 

Now, suppose an army had marched through 
loyal. Massachusetts, had seized property for 
supplies, occupied ground. and houses and 
cities for camps, and destroyed and burned as 
might. suit their caprice or their convenience ; 
does anybody doubt that Congress in the course 
of time, sooner or later, would reimburse all 
the men who were thus wronged? ‘The prin- 
ciple of justice is eterna], and sooner or later 
it rises, though it may be crushed to earth for 
atime. When the men engaged in the rebel- 
lion by the effect of a pardon are put upon the 
same ground as loyal men, are to be regarded 
as innocent and loyal from the beginning, may 
we not expect that in course of time they, too, 
will be reimbursed, and that they will be treated 
precisely as the people of Massachusetts would 
have been if an army had marched through 
that State? 

It is in view of these consequences that I 
have been so profoundly affected by this decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court. Let me illustrate 
it. We have appointed a commission, which 
is now in session in this city, to adjudicate 
upon the claims of southern loyalists for sup- 
plies taken for our Army, quartermaster and 
commissary stores. We have authorized this 
commission to find how much property of that 
kind was taken from loyal men in the South 
with a view of paying them for it. We have 
made no appropriation yet, but we shall make 
it. Now, according to the effect of this decis- 


ion, the condition prescribed in the creation, 


of that commission, that they shall find only 
in casés where the loyalty of the claimant is 
proved, must be stricken out. If the effect 
of a pardon is to strike out that condition in 
regard to captured and abandoned property 
in the statute of 1863 requiring the petitioner 
to be loyal, I ask if it will not equally strike 
out the provision in the law creating the 
southern claims commission, now sitting in 
this city, and requiring them only to present a 
finding in the case of loyal claimants? It is 
equally applicable in the one case as in the 
other; and wherever a wrong has been done 
to a loyal man for which he is in point of law 
or in point of sound morals and justice entitled 
to a remedy, either in the courts or before 
Congress, the effect of a pardon, according 
to this decision, is to give a disloyal man 
the same rights precisely. It is laying the 
foundation (and that is the aspect in which 
I chiefly deplore the decision) for future pay- 
ment for all the property taken by our armies 
or destroyed by our armies in the course of 
the war in the South. 

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the Sen- 
ator from Indiana permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I call his atten- 
tion to another proof, also, right in that con- 
nection. This property was contraband of 
war. The army were bound to seize it. The 
army were upon it. It was not worth one 
farthing to the disloyal owner; he had no 
right to it; and if the proclamation of Presi- 
dent Lincoln, or any other proclamation, re- 
stored him to his rights, it did not create rights 
of property. It was not worth a farthing to him, 
and our armies took it with all the expense 
to the nation that it was necessary to incar 
to send an army there, to send that property 
into market and put the proceeds into the 
Treasury; and now the disloyal owner, who 
had not a farthing of interest in it, comes here 


and claims it as his right to have that large price 
for his cotton and. to tax the nation to.pay it. 
Mr. CONKLING.” To; make the Govern: 
ment his-bailee for the safe custody. of: hi 
property and turn it over to. him. pe ee 
Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir; be makes thé. Gov- 


| ernment the bailee, or rather, the insurer of 


his property, and, as said by the, Senator from 
New Jersey, where his property was under the 
circumstances worth nothing. : The Govern- 
ment acts as the guardian of the property, 
seizes it, sells it, and. holds the “proceeds in 
reserve until such time as ‘the disloyal: claim- 
ant shall come. forward: and ask tò be-reim- 
bursed. That makes the Government thein- 
surer against its own acts, makes the Govern- 
ment to pay for the losses incurred by its own 
act of war inflicted upon the public enemy.: 

Mr. President, I would be perfectly willing 
now, as a Senator of the United States, to 
sign a quit-claim forall the money. in. the 
Treasury as the proceeds of captured. and 
abandoned property, and let it: be taken outat 
once if. we could have a guarantee that the 
operation of this principle is to stop. there. 


But when you consider that this principle. is 


just as applicable to the man’s property that 
was taken for quartermaster’s supplies as it is 
to the cotton that was taken: and sold, just as 
applicable to the house that was, destroyed in 
the course of a march, the fences. destroyed, 
the forest destroyed, as it is to the case of cap- 
tured and abandoned property, the question 
becomes immeasurably important. The fact 
that the Government sold the property does 
not make any difference. The point is the 
fact that the Government seized the property 
and took it from the owner. It makes no 
difference what the Government did with it, 
whether it sold the property and put the pro- 
ceeds in the Treast -y or whether it burned 
the property or otherwise destroyed it. That 
ig not the point. The man in contemplation 
of law was a loyal man at the time, and the 
Government took his property, and whatever 
may have been done with it, whether sold or 
destroyed or consumed by the Army, the Gov- 
ernment is liable for it, : 

Now, sir, so far as the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Vermont is concerned, 
aside from that part referring to the appropri- 
ation, it amounts in contemplation of law to 
nothing.. I shall vote for it, as I said the day 
before yesterday, because I regard it as in the 
nature of a protest, but it is simply a reénact- 
ment of that which is now contained substan- 
tially, absolutely in the statute of 1863. If 
the Supreme Court can set aside that statute 
upon the ground òf the pardon, it can equally 
set aside this. That statute said the man should 
have no right to recover unless he proved his 
loyalty. This statute says the Court of.Claims 
shall have no jurisdiction unless the man proves 
his loyalty. Is it not the same: thing in sub- 
stance? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] says ‘‘ quite a difference.’’) Jt is in my 
opinion a distinction without a difference. But 
what is the distinction? Let us come right 
down to substance, and not look to words and 
shadows. The act of 1863 says that he shall 
not recover unless he proves his loyalty. It 
is, in substance, saying that the Court of 
Claims shall have no jucisdiction of any case 
where the claimant was not loyal.. Does it 
not amount to that? It goes to the jurisdic- 
tion as well as to the substance of the cause 
of action. It isa mere difference in name, I 
submit to my friend from Ohio, and no differ- 
ence whatever in substance. . To say that a 
man shall not recover in the Court of Claims 
unless he proves that he was loyal is the same 
in substance as saying that the Court of Claims 
shall have no jurisdiction unless he proves that 
he was loyal. I ask where is the difference in 
substance ?. None, whatever. ee Zea 

Therefore this amendment is ‘in: effe 
mere reénactment of the- act of 1863.. 
for it as a declaration on the part: 
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gress; I vote for it as in the nature of a 
protest against the character and effect of 
that decision, I speak no word of disrespect 
to the Supreme Court. I respect it as highly 
as anybody. I honor it; but honor my own 
convictions, and if that court or any tribunal 
or any man shall run across the clear convic- 
tions of my own mind, I must honor my own 
convictions 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And it is your duty here 
to do it. T 

Mr. MORTON. The Senater says it is my 
duty here. Yes, sir, it is my duty here. I 
speak earnestly upon this question in view of 
the vast future consequences that will unfold 
themselves resting upon the principle involved 
in thatdecision. Leta pardon have its natural 
effect; let it be prospective in its operation ; 
let it make a man white in loyalty from that 
time forward; but to make it retroactive in 
comtemplation of law, to make him loyal from 
the beginning, to give him a cause of action 
against the Government because in contem- 
piation of law he was a loyal man, whereas in 
point of fact he was a rebel laboring for the 
destruction of the Government, for one I am 
not willing to admit that a pardon shall have 
any such effect. . 

Now, Mr. President, in my opinion there is 
no safety, so far as this particular fund is con- 
cerned, except to strike out of this amendment 
this provision and provide that there shall be 
no payment for any claim or judgment of the 
Court of Claims for captured and abandoned 
property except by an act of Congress; and 
when they have to come to Congress for ap- 
propriations in every case fora judgment of 
that kind, then we shall have an opportunity 
in every case of passing upon the question of 
the loyalty of the claimant, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this debate has 
proceeded throughout upon the ground that 
those who were engaged in the rebellion were 
criminals, and that their exclusion from the 
Court of Claims was a puvishment for their 
crime. That seems to be the idea that has 
prevailed among all those who have advocated 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 
I have no doubt myself that all those who 
were engaged in rebellion against the Govern- 
ment were criminals; but I bave very great 
doubt whether it belongs to Congress to im- 
pose a punishment without trial and without 
conviction by due process of law. For Con- 
gress to declare that any class of the citizens 
of this country, by reason of any act done by 
them, are deprived of the right or privilege 
to go into any of the courts, which is accorded 
to all the other citizens of the United States, 
is a punishment inflicted by act of Congress; 
and 1 do not believe it is competent for Con- 
gress to inflict that punishment. It is an ea 
post facto law; it is in the nature of a bill of 
attainder, which is prohibited by the Consti- 
tution. Moreover, these parties are required 
to testify against themselves, which is likewise 
prohibited. 

There were pains and penalties pronounced 
by the law that existed prior to the rebellion 
against all who should raise their arms against 
the Government, ‘There was a mode pointed 
out by which they could be reached and pun- 
ished. Congress and the Government did not 
see proper to follow up those modes of punish- 
ment, but they saw proper to inflict certain 
other punishments which had no existence 
prior to that time, and by the act of Congress 
itself, without the interposition of the courts. 
I deny the power of Congress to do that. 

The Senator from Indiana has spoken of 
what he considers a usurpation on the part of 
the Supreme Court in legislating, as he says, 
in assuming to give jurisdiction where it was 
denied by Congress. Sir, Congress usurped 
the powers of the courts in undertaking to 
inflict punishment in violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States itself. 

It will not do.to say that Congress had the 


right to take the lives of those who were in 
arms against the Government and saw proper 
rather to inflict a milder punishment upon 
them. These men could only be punished by 
the existing law, after trial and conviction, 
after being confronted with the witnesses 
against them, and by the verdict of a jury. 
Any other mode of punishment is prohibited 
by the Constitution of the United States. That 
mode was not followed. ‘I'he authorities did 
not see proper to pursue those who had been 
in rebellion against the Government and take 
the only steps by which they could be con- 
victed and punished. They sawproper to take 
certain other courses, to violate the Con- 
stitution itself, and sought to inflict indiscrim- 
inate punishment by legislative enactment in 
violation of the provisions of the Constitution. 

There has not been one word said in this 
debate by those who favor the amendment, 
which was not directed to show the justice of 
this punishment against these men because 
they were red-handed with the rebellion. That 
is the whole argument. No man who has 
spoken will deny that to exclude a citizen 
from any right or franchise enjoyed by other 
citizens is a punishment; and if it is a pun- 
ishment, the slightest punishment, it is beyond 
the power of Congress to inflict it. They vio- 
late the Constitution when they seek to inflict 
it. They are forsworn, because they have 
sworn to support the Constitution which they 
violate. Itis incompetent for this body and 
the other House to unite in any process by 
which a punishment shall be inflicted upon 
any citizen of this country without due pro- 
cess of law, without a trial, the right to have 
his witnesses, to be confronted with the wit- 
nesses against him, and to have the verdict 
of a jury of his peers upon the crime with 
which he has been charged. 

But it was considered as a more summary 
way, a shorter cut, to punish this great rebel- 
lion and those who had been engaged in it, 
by passing a law to take their property, by 
passing a law to take from them the right of 
suffrage, and these things were done with 
political objects; not with a desire to vindi- 
cate the majesty of the Government, but for 
political purposes; aud that shows the reason 
for the prohibition which stands in our Con- 
stitution. It was to curb the vindictiveness 
of parties; it was to prevent those who were 
filled with passion from inflicting punishment 
without evidence and against evidence by legis- 
lative enactment. The Supreme Court in carb- 
ing the career of Congress in this direction, in 
saying to them that they should not dictate 
the judgments of the courts, have done exactly 
what they ought to have done, what they had 
a right to do, and what they will continue to 
do as long as they are an honest and upright 
court, and no evasion such as has been sought 
by Senators here to reach this object will be 
allowed to accomplish it. 

It is admitted upon all hands that this was 
private property, that it was seized and sold 
and the proceeds placed in the Treasury of 
the United States, and a law enacted to enable 
those who could prove their rights to take it, 
The Government did not take it for the pur- 
pose of retaining it. They did not take it for 
purposes of plunder, to plunder their adver- 
saries; and l am astounded to hear Senators 
take the floor and declare that it is essential 
in order to guard the public Treasury that we 
should retain, that which was taken and held 
by the Government in violation of all ideas of 
civilized warfare. The war was not made 
upon the private property of individuals, and 
although much private property of the citizens 
was necessarily destroyed, and all that was 
contraband of war was taken during the war, 
yet when private property fell into the hands 
of the Government it does not comport with 
any idea of civilized warfare that it should be 
retained by the Government. 

I was somewhat amused by the idea that 


was thrown out, of the great favor done to 
these citizens by taking their property, where 
it was said to be so worthless, and conveying 
it to a place of safely and holding it there 
subject to the order of the individual! 

Mr. BAYARD. Rescuing it! 

Mr. BLAIR. If they rescued it, I can assure 
Senators that those who engaged in the rescue 
got their salvage. (Laughter. ] We all know 
something about the history of those transac- 
tions. We know something of the agents who 
were appointed to go through the South and 
gather up this property and convey it to New 
York. We know that every agent through 
whose hands it passed took tithe. We kuow 
also, that the great agent in New York en- 
riched himself; that this property was sold 
for a trifle of its value ; that it was sold by 
sample; that it was sold to favorites; and 
that the agent in the city of New York, who 
was a bankrupt when he was appointed, died 
a millionaire. This property was not sold for 
one tithe of its value. 

The remnant of it, in my opinion, ought to 
be paid by the Government to the private 
owners of that property, and I believe it will 
be. As has been said on the floor to day, all 
the claims that are filed against this fund do 
not amount to more than one half of it; in all 
probability the residue of it was in fact what 
is known as confederate cotton. But those 
who have made their claims and have made 
their proof are entitled to the amounts due 
them. The idea of the property of rebels being 
confiscated or any other punishment inflicted 
upon those who were in the rebellion by an 
act of Congress is a violation of the Constitu- 
tion itself. If their property was confiscated 
it could only be confiscated by the judgment 
of a court on proof that they were rebels. If 
their lives were to be taken they could only 
be taken by the judgment of a court according 
to dae process of law. If any other punishment 
is to be inflicted upon them, it can only be done 
in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. SHERMAN] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, [Mr. MoRRILL.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire what be- 
came of the amendment moved by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] to 
perfect the amendment before anything was 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair 
understands, the amendmeat proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey was a proposition to 
amend a different part of the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand it was a 
proposition to perfect the amendment before 
any part of it was stricken out, and if it be au 
amendment looking to the perfection of the 
text, as I understand, then I submit to the 
Chair whether the firat question would not be 
on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 

ator from New Jersey can state his amendment 
again, 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment is not 
in order now, because it is un amendment to 
an amendment that has already been adopted, 
but it would be in order at another stage. 

Mr. CONKLING. If it is a motion to per- 
fect the text, I submit it has precedence over 
a motion to strike out part of that text. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York is correct if it is to perfect 
that part of the text proposed to be siricken 
out, but not if it is proposed to the remaining 
portion of the amendment. If the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jérsey is to perfect 


the part proposed to be stricken out by the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, it will 
have pirority of that amendment. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It isto add to 
that part of the amendment which has been 
incorporated upon the motion of the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Then it will 
have to be reserved, and the question will first 
be taken on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio, which is to strike out the last clause 
of the original amendment, ‘‘nor without 
special appropriation therefor thereafter to be 
made by Congress,” upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
_ Mr. BLAIR, Iam paired on all questions 
in regard to this amendment with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, Mr. CARPENTER. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam against the motion 
to strike out. I presume the Senator from 
Ohio, Mr. ToHurman, would be in favor of it, 
and I think it may be covered by the pair I 
have with him. Therefore I do not vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN. My colleague, Mr. Davis, 
and myself are paired, as I stated awhile ago, 
on everything in relation to this amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On all these questions I 
am paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, Mr. Sawyer. The Senate is undoubtedly 
aware which way each of us would vote. 

Mr. OSBORN. On all questions relating 
to this matter lam paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey, Mr. STOCKTON. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, Mr. SauLsBuRY, on 
all this class of questions. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 
17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Schurz, 
Scott, Sherman, Stevensony Stewart, Tipton, Traum- 
bull, Vickers, West, and Wilson—27. 

AYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 

Caldwell, Chandler, Corbett, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 

amlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 

Morton, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sumner, Windom, and 
- Wright—17. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Johnston, Kellogg, Norwood, Nye, Os- 
born, Patterson, Pool, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, and Thurman—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Inow move to 
amend the amendment by inserting at the end 
of the section the words ‘‘in which it has 
been found as a fact that the claimant has not 
given aid or comfort to the rebellion ;’’ so that 
if amended the proviso will read: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall 
not apply to or embrace judgments heretofore ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims in which it has been 
found as a fact that the claimant has not given aid 
or comfort to the rebellion, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest the insertion 
of the words ‘*proven’’—" proven fact,’’ or 
‘+ fact proved.” 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.. Very well. 

Mr. ALCORN. If this amendment to the 
amendment which I had the honor to offer 
should be adopted, it destroys the purpose 
which I had in proposing the amendment. 
offered that amendment for the purpose of 
relieving the Senate from the necessity of un- 
dertaking to legislate upon a judgment already 
obtained by a litigant under alaw of Congress. 
Congress passed a law referring cases of a cer- 
tain character to the Court of Claims. Sen- 
ators have their views with regard to what the 


intention of Congress was; but the Supreme | 
Court of the United States, that power having | 


jorisdiction of the case, an independent de- 
partment of this Government, and to whom 
‘the framers of the Constitution saw proper to 
refer questions of this sort, the Jaw depart- 
ment of this nation, have construed the act of 
Congress in connection with the proclamations 
of the President of the United ‘States, and só 
construing it, effect has been given to: that con- 
~struction by a judgment-in the Court of Claims. 
+; Congress observing that the Supreme Court 


have not construed the law as some gentlemen 
suppose they ought to have construed it—gen- 
tlemen who make speeches here for the pur- 
pose of correcting the judgment of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, which per- 
haps had better have been made before the 
court when the case was pending in that tri- 
bunal; but thatis a question for themselves— 
comes in and attempts to legislate in the nature 
of an ex post facto law upon a judgment ren- 
dered by the Supreme Court or by the Court of 
Claims. 

Sir, in what condition does the amendment 
now proposed to: the amendment place one of 
these parties? . Remember, when these cases 
came before the Court of Claims, after the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon the question of loyalty, the Court of Claims 
governed as they were by the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, refused to 
hear proof upon that subject; and it is pre- 
sumable, I will here remark, tbat in each and 
every one of these cases the proof of loyalty 
could have been made by the party applying, 
for each and every case filed before that court 
was filed with a knowledge of the law of Con- 
gress, with the popular idea with regard to the 
construction of that law of Congress, with a 
knowledge of the fact that the claimant would 
have to make proof with regard to his loyalty. 
But after the decision of the Supreme Court 
on that subject the Court of Claims failed to 
hear or refused to hear proof on that subject, 
because they said, ‘‘ Why enter upon proof with 
regard to your loyalty, when the higher court 
have said itis not necessary?’ Then the claim- 
ant failed to make proof of loyalty. Why? 
Because the highest tribunal in this land, the 
court of last resort, the court which has the 
power under the Constitution to render a de- 
cision upon the acts of Congress, and whose 
decisions upon those acts are final, decided that 
it was not necessary that he should make that 
proof, and the judgment was so rendered. 

Now yon say by the amendment to the 
amendment, that unless the proof shows that 
the party was loyal, although the claimant was 
not heard upon that question, although the 
claimant was not required to come forward 
and make proof of that fact, although the 
Court of Claims itself said to him, ‘‘ You need 
not make proof upon the question of your 
loyalty,’’ the judgment shall not be carried out. 
The effect of the proviso that I have offered 
is to leave those judgments that have been 
rendered under the law as interpreted aud 
construed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to stand. 

When Congress find that the courts have 
rendered a construction not in conformity with 
their view of the justice or equity of the case, 
itis entirely competent for Congress to come 
forward and change the law; but itis not com- 
petent for Congress to go forward and under- 
take to break the judgment or to change the 
judgment, or the manner of giving it under a 
law that they have passed. That law has been 
passed by Congress. The case has been adju- 
dicated. 
nevertheless, in the court of last resort, it has 
been adjadicated. I propose that that adjudi- 
cation shall stand; that Congress shall not 
undertake to legislate in the nature of an ex 
post facto law in order to defeat a claimant 
who went forward under the law of Congress 
and conformed himself to the ruling of the 
court and obtained a judgment of the Court 
of Claims. I propose to leave it just there. 

Now, if it is the pleasure of Congress to 
legislate with regard to those who are to come 
hereafter, whose cases. are to come forward for 
adjudication subsequent to this time, the claim- 
ant, being apprised of the will of the nation 
expressed in the law of Congress, can simply 
make the proof now required. He is advised 
of the fact. 


upon the claimant in one of these cases if, | 


after having gone into the courts of the coun 
try, he yielded himself to the decision of the 


Whether properiy or improperly,- 


Bat in truth it would be a fraud | 


i 
H 


i 


courts upon the questions of:evidence;.and | 
prosecuted his claim toa judgment, you shoud 
now demand of him that he should do—whar? 
That he should do just what it: is: impossible 
for him to-do. - - ; Noakes 

Suppose he goes back. to the courts What- 
right. has he to go. back.to. the coart.to have 
his case reopened? In what? form will hig 
petition: be drawn? His: petition ‘must. set 
forth the fact, ‘‘ Since the rendition of my 
judgment; since the law of Congress under 
which I obtained my judgment, the Congress 
of the United States has passed a law declar- . 
ing that I shall not have. the. benefit of the 
judgment that I obtained under the law ;” 
and then he must- ask the court to reopen -the 
case in order that he may make other and dif: 
ferent proof now. required, absolutely requir- 
ing proof to be made which he was informed 
at the time his case was pending was not 
necessary to be made. 

Will Congress do this thing? ‘Will the Sen- 
ate demand of a claimant that he shall-thus be 
thwarted in his purpose? The courts have 
construed the law of Congress. The litigant 
has conformed himself to. that construction, 
and he has made just such proof as the court 
said was necessary to establish a case, and the 
court refused to hear proof on an: immaterial 
issue because the court said, ‘‘ lt is not neces-. 
sary; the Supreme Court has said that you 
need not establish loyalty’? The parry was 
there ready to etablish his loyalty—I suppose 
a case—but the court say, ‘ We will not hear 
you in your voluminous proof going to show 
your loyalty; that point is taken, under the 
decision of the Supreme Court, to be imma- 
terial; prove now the fact that the property 
taken was yours and prove the fact that the 
property has been sold and the money is now 
in the Treasury; those are the points that it 
is necessary for you to establish.” The claim- 
ant ‘has established those points. He bas 
obtained a judgment. That judgment has beea 
recognized by the highest tribunal of the land. 
Although you may think it erroneous, although 
in your opinion it may have been contrary to 
the will of Congress, nevertheless it is the 
judgment rendered upon the law'of the case 
at the time the case was being litigated, and 
the claimant is entitled to the benefit of ‘that 
judgment. Leave him just-where: he is, and 
legislate for those who are to obtain their 
judgments hereafter. That we have a right 
to do, and no one can complain of that; but 
the litigant has the right to complain if this 
Congress, in order to defeat him in the collec- 
tion of his judgment, passes a law here in the 
nature of an ex post facto law, declaring that 
when he has conformed to all that was required 
of him, and the court has adjudicated his case 
and judgment has been rendered, he shali not 
have the benefit of that judgment. >: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
from New Jersey to insert the word ‘‘proven” 
before the word *‘ fact,” in that amendment. 
I understood him to accept that suggestion 
before. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I accept. that 
modification, and will insert the word *‘ pro- 
ven” before the word ‘ fact.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment will. be modified by the 
insertion of the word suggested. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the judg- 
ments of the Supreme Court of the United 
States have been discussed here, and, if I may 
use the phrase, rather roughly discussed by the 
honorable Senator from Indiana and others, 
who seem to give them little weight. As J 
understand, the proposition is made that 


| whenever a judgment of the Supreme Court 


has been made upon an act of Congress which 
results in any way iù defeating the will or the 
peculiar views of the majority, they feel that 


| it is their right, their duty, and, to: use the 
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language of the Senator from New York, their 
power, to relegislate in such a way as to neu- 
tralize or nullify the finality which it was 
hoped those decisions would contain, — 

The Senator from New York still insists 
that the establishment of a tribunal for the 
entertainment and adjudication of claims by 
citizens against their Government is in dero- 
gation of common right. I listened very 
patiently for the reason to come or for the 
authority to come, but I failed to hear any- 
thing else than the personal assertion of 
the Senator made very positively. So far 
from being in derogation of common right, I 
read yesterday the authority of the Court of 
Claims, as the result of judicial ascertainment 
in this country, that in most civilized nations 
such claims were treated as of absolute right, 
and that in making these concessions to abso- 
lute right the Government of our country is 
behind almost every other civilized nation in 
the machinery it has provided for the ascer- 
tainment of those rights. 

But in the remarks of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] I thought I discov- 
ered the ground-work of the reason of the 
opposition by soimany eminent Senators of the 
dominant party in this Chamber to the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court in the totally dif- 
ferent views between them as to the objects of 
this war and the theory of the Supreme Court 
of the United States on the same subject. If 
J understood the Senator from Vermontaright, 
he stated that this fund of ten or twenty mil- 
lion dollars derived from the sale of captured 
and abandoned property of private individ- 
uals in the southern country was the sole 
solace left to him as the result of this war, 
the gain which was left, or, I think, to use 
his own language, the sole indemnity left in 
the hands of the people of the United States 
for all the sorrow and all the loss which the 
war bad caused to them. If his view be cor- 
rect, this war was not for the high and great 
and justifiable object of reéstablishing the 
authority of our Government over the entire 
national territory, but it was a mere war of 
rapine and spoliation. 

In regard to that the Supreme Court have 
spoken in words of dignity, in words of wis- 
dom, in words of great credit to themselves. 
They havo declared that in regard to this 
property, tbe proceeds of which are now 
under consideration, in regard to which claims 
are now sought to be established, it was not 
prize of war; it was not taken possession of 

y the United States Government for the sake 
of profit to pay the expenses of the war, but, 
on the contrary, the Supreme Court of the 
United States not in one case only, but in 
many cases in which they were passing upon 
the question of title to this property, have de- 
clared that the United States Government 
held it as a trustee for the true owners. This 
was the language of the Supreme Court ia 
Padelford’s case in 9 Wallace’s Reports: 

“The Government is a trustee, holding the pro- 
ceeds of the petitioner’s property for his benefit; 
and having been fully reimbursed for all exponses 
incurred in that character, loses nothing by the 
Judgment, which simply awards to the petitioner 
what is his own.” 

That is the true view to take of these cases, 
You are not paying men gratuities; you are 
not paying men damages for their property; 
you are simply executing a trust, and you are 
paying to the petitioner, less the necessary 
expenses of executing the trust, the money 
that was his and is his, which never hag been 
divested from him by any process of law. To 
say anything else would be to make the Gov- 
ernment of the United States little less than the 
despoiler of its citizens, instead of being the 
guardian of their property and of their inter- 
ests. It is a fundamental difference indeed to 
treat this fund, the proceeds of the property 
of individuals, as prize of war, or to treat it 
as if it was the result of forfeiture, or as if it 
was a necessary result of war, and not treat 
it as what it is, the mere execution of a trust 


by the Government as to the property of its 
citizens which was rescued, for abandoned 
property is no property known to the laws of 


war. 

Mr. MORTON. I submit that the author- 
ity referred to by the Senator does not bear 
out his idea, but conflicts with it directly. 
Wherever A takes the property of B wrong- 
fully and converts it to his own use, while he 
is liable for a tort, yet in another sense he 
may be said to be the trustee of B for his prop- 
erty. As the Senator from Mississippi argued 
yesterday, in that case an assumpsit might be 
raised by implication, because the property 
was wrongfully taken. But where, under the 
act of 1863, property was taken by the Gov- 
ernment from a man who was loyal, it was 
wrongfully taken and the Government. gives 
him a remedy, to come in and prove his loy- 
alty and recover it back. If it turns out that 
he was loyal, then it turns out that the prop- 
erty was wrongfully taken, and the Govern- 
ment stands in the character of a trustee to 
the man whose property has been improperly 
taken. That is the extent of this decision 
and no more, and by the terms of it it is ex- 
pressly confined to the case of the property of 
a man who was faithful to the Government all 
the time. I will read from the decision to 
show that this is so: 

“That such is the nature of a suit under the 
abandoned or captured property act was in effect 
held by this court in Woodruff’s case, (4 C. Cls. R., 
page 486,) and Bernhecimer’s, (5 Zd., page 549,) but 
tho Supreme Court has given tothe statute that ex- 

ress construction. ‘Congress,’ says Mr. Justice 

avis, in Nelson Anderson’s case, (supra,) * consti- 
tuted the Government a trustee for so much of 
this property as belonged to the faithful southern 
people.’” 

So, I would say, too, for so much of this 
property as belonged to the faithful southern 
people; but it was not a trustee for the pro- 
ceeds of the property of the man who was dis- 
loyal and whose property was rightly taken. 
In that case the property became absolutely 
that of the Government of the United States, 
and the proceeds of that property were just 
as much the property of the United States 
as money collected from taxes. That is the 
extent of this decision. They go on: 

“And while directing that all of it should be sold 
and its proceeds paid into the Treasury, gave to this 
class of persons’ ”?”-— 

What class of persons? Those who have 

been faith ful— 
‘“*an opportunity, at any time within two years after 
tho Supression of the rebellion, to bring their suit 
in the Court of Claims, and establish their right to 
tho proceeds of that portion of it which they own.’ 
Again, the Supreme Court has said yet more clearly, 
*'The Government is a trustee, holding the proceeds 
of the petitioner’s property for his benefit; and 
having been fully reimbursed for all expenses 
incurred in that character, loses nothing by judg- 
ment, which simply awards to the petitioner what 
is his own?” 

Now, taking it altogether, it states that the 
Government is a trustee for that class who 
remained faithful to the Government, and 
that class ouly. I read from the Senator’s 
own quotation. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it seems to 
me that the honorable Senator from Indiana 
has simply begged the question. I read that 
decision for the purpose of showing the view 
that the Government took of the title to this 
property which it held in its Treasury. At 
that time the court were discussing the case 
of men who, as they say, had remained faith- 
ful; that is to say, men who had not borne 
arms against the Government, who had not 
incurred the penalties of such arms-bearing 
against it. That was in 1869. At that time 
the question of the removal of all the conse- 
quences of forfeiture, the consequences of the 
disabilities, and the evil results in any way for 
having borne arms, from a pardoned man, had 
not been brought before the court; but the 
court had decided in what capacity the Gov- 
ernment was acting in respect to this propert 
and they had declared that the Goren 
was nothing but a trustee for the true owner, 


- What further have the Supreme Court said ? 
They have said that the pardoned man is the 
equal of the man who always was innocent, 
They have said that a pardon means a par- 
don. They have said that it wipes out the 
offense from first to last; that there is no 
other result and meaning of it; and they have 
said that which I rejoice that they have said, that 
it is not in the power of Congress to impose 
the least restriction upon the presidential 
power to grant pardons. Ifthey could impose 
that restriction we may have a very good idea 
of what a pardon would amount to in any case 
to a man who had followed the sentiment of 
his State in his honest sense of duty in the late 
dreadful conflict between our tellow-citizens. 

I cite the precise language of the decision 
in ninth Wallace, that the Government is a 
trustee ; that these are proceeds of property 
for the benefit of the petitioner who is the 
cestui qui trust. I couple that with the de- 
cision made at the December term, 1871, 
within the last six weeks, in the United States 
vs. Klein, in which I find this language of the 
court: 

“ That it was not the intention of Congress that the 
title to these proceeds should be divested actually 
out of the original owners of the property, seems 
clear, upon a comparison of different parts of tno 
act. 

What case were they discussing then? They 
were discussing the case of a pardoned man, 
and they said when he came before them and 
produced his pardon it was conclusive evidence 
that no penalty which had not then been ex- 
acted as the result of his guilt should any 
longer attach to his person or his acts ; that it 
was in truth and in effect a pardon; and that 
it was not in the power of the United States 
to limit the effect of an executive pardon. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Ifit be true that the Gov- 
ernment now stands as a trustee holding in 
that character the proceeds of the property of 
a man who was disloyal at the time his prop- 
erty was taken, and that character exists in 
consequence of the pardon, then the Govern- 
ment became a trustee in 1868. It was nota 
trustee in 1863, or 1864, or 1865, when the 
property was taken, but the Government be- 
came a trustee by the effect of this pardon in 
1868 when the pardon was issued. Is that the 
effect of the Senator’s argument? 

Mr. BAYARD. No; because I do not 
understand at all that this property was prop- 
erty captured under the laws of war, or that it 
ever was intended by the Government taking 
possession of it that it should become the 
property of the Government. It never was 
so intended. The rules of civilized warfare 
would have forbidden it, and the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the opinion 
from which I last cited have declared that to 
be the fact. In considering this act of 1863 
they have declared that— 

“The Government recognized to the fullest ex- 
tent the humane maxims of the modern law of 
nations, which exempt private property of non- 
combatant enemies from capture as booty of war.” 

That was the spirit of their decision. It 
was in the light of the doctrines of civilized 
warfare that that court acted, and that they gave 
Congress the credit to believe they acted. It 
was never intended that the private property 
of non-combatants should be taken, covered, 
or paid into (for the phrases are entirely 
equivalent) the Treasury of the United States 
and become thereby the property of the Gov- 
ernment. That would be nothing but to 
make the Government a mere despoiler of its 
people, a mere robber, a receiver of stolen 
goods; and on the part of the Government 
I repudiate such a construction, and I am 
glad that the Supreme Court of the United 
States have lifted the cause of the Union high 
enough to say that it was no war for rapine, 
it was no war for spoliation, it was no war 
for the punishment of non-combatants, but 
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it was a war simply and solely for one object, 
and for one only justifiable object, to reas- 
sert the national power and to extend the 
authority of the Constitution of the. United 
States over the territory originally embraced 
within its limits, That was its only justifica- 
tion before God and man. 

Mr. President, something was said, here 
about this country or this Government being 
dragged to the footstool of judicial power ; 
and that was held to bean ignominious position 
for this Government to occupy.. For my own 
part, I can conceive nothing prouder, I can 
conceive no more dignified position than for 
the rulers of a people to submit themselves to 
the laws of the people. This isa Government 
of laws consisting of three great departments. 
When Congress has declared what is its will, 
it is notto execute thatwill. There is another 
department for that purpose, the executive ; 
and for the purpose of interpreting its will, 
there is the third great department, the judi- 
ciary, and the independence and the power of 
the judiciary are as distinct and should be just 
as much conserved as the power of Congress. 
I would go as far as I can go understandingly 
to assert the full powers of Congress, and I 
would go equally far to restrain those powers 
when I think they attempt in any degree to 
invade the just powers of codrdinate branches 
of the Government. I say the Congress of 
the United States can occupy no prouder 
position than in obeying the decisions of the 
Supreme Court where they point out to them 
that the laws of Congress have been in conflict 
with that which is the great law for all the 
departments, the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States 
undertook to pass upon this act of Congress. 
They were qualified to pass uponit. ‘Lheir 
decisions were of a deliberate and judicial 
character, free from the passion we bave seen 
here, free from the party spirit that has 
been invoked and thrown into this debate. 
They were the proper tribunals to consider 
whether or not these laws did violate the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United 
States. ‘They decided distinctly and unani- 
mously that point, that the attempt of Congress 
to limit the prerogative of pardon had passed 
to such an extent as to bring it in conflict with 
the provisions of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. The court say: : 

“Tt is clear that the Legislature cannot change 
the effect of such a pardon any more than the Exec- 
utive can change a law.” 

This was the opinion of the court delivered 
in the clearest exercise of its jurisdiction and 
its proper powers, delivered in a proper and 
self-respecting tone. I say that Congress will 
stand in a far more dignified position by yield- 
ing to this opinion its ready assent and obedi- 
ence than it will by these words of defiance 
to the authority of a codrdinate branch of this 
Government, 

Senators may talk of driving their plow- 
shares through the Court of Claims and over it. 
They may uproot that tribunal, I admit. They 
may destroy its jurisdiction, I admit. They 
may wipe it out of existence, I admit, for it was 
a creature of law. The law made it, and it 
may unmake it. But they cannot drive their 
Tear through the Supreme Court of the 

nited States. The Supreme Court of the 
-United States is the equal, within its depart- 
: ment, of the Congress of the United States; 
and to pursue the agricultural simile of the 
Senator from New York, when he drives or 
tries to drive his plowshare through the 
Supreme Court of the United States, he will 
be exceedingly apt to strike a stump that will 
wreck him and his plowshare. 

Mr. President, if there was any object in 
creating the Court of Claims, if there was any 
object originally in the founders of this Gov- 
ernment creating the Supreme Court of the 


United States, it was to have a finality; it was || 


to reach some time of decision upon a vexed 
case. The necessity for this is too plain for. 
argument. I admit the power and the duty of 
Congress to amend. the laws of the country 
whenever in. their wisdom they think there is 
need for it.. I think there was much in the 
remarks of the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana in regard to the constitution of this court, 
in the fact that the remedies given are entirely 
statutory, that was manifestly just and true. 
The only farther question which he did not 
consider was whether he could under the guise 
of classifying suitors in the Court of Claims 
create a class of unpardonable offenses. If 
that can be done, if you may do that indirectly 
whick cannot be done directly, then by such 
means you will fritter away every power granted 
to a codrdinate branch of the Government by 
some ingenious trick of legislation. I trust 
this amendment will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to have the 
amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be again reported, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by adding to the proviso the 
words: 

In which it has been found as a proven fact that 


` the claimant has not given aid or comfort to the 


rebellion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired on all questions 
connected with this matter with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Carpenter.] I should 
vote ‘‘ nay” on this amendment if I were at 
liberty to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired at this time 
with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Ferry, ] who is ill and unable to remain. I 
should vote ‘‘yea”’ on all these questions in 
favor of protecting this money, and he would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. CONKLING. I take this occasion to 
announce also that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Tuurman.] He doubt- 
less would vote ‘‘nay.’’? Ishould vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. OSBORN. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey, [ Mr. 
Srocxron.] He would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RICE. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Sumyer.] If he were present he would vote 
“í yea,” and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, 
Sherman, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitcheock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Ransom, Sawyer, Stevenson, Trumbull, Vickers, 
and_West—18, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Boreman,. Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Tipton—a4. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I submit an amend- 
ment to this bill, to be proposed hereafter, 
which I wish to have printed and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order 
will be made. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL] as amended. 

Mr. BAYARD. I offer an amendment to 
the amendment, to insert at the end of the 
proviso: 

That proof of loyalty to the United States, or of 


not giving aid and comfort to the rebellion; shall: 
not be required of any. party to a suit in the Court 
of Claims when such suit isfounded on contract with 
the United States entered-into since the close-of the 
rebellion, or arises out of transactions. which have: 
taken place since the close of the rebellion. : 

I scarcely think there will be an. objection 
to this amendment. It provides. for nothing 
as to any contract arising during the condition 
of war, but simply applies to claims that have 
occurred since the war due to men, such for 
instance as mail-carriers. At this time the 
carrying of the United States mails is let by 
contract to competing bidders, the lowest man 
carrying the mail, and therefore it may well 
be, and probably it is the case now, thata 
great many are employed in the southern 
country carrying the mails of the United 
States Government who at one time had 
borne arms against the Governmént. ..Now, 
if a cause of action arises to one of these men, 
say within the year 1868 and 1869, he would 
still, under.the language of the act consti- 
tuting the Court of Claims, be compelled to 
swear that he had never been disloyal to the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. CONKLING,. I should. like to inter- 
rupt the Senator a moment if it will not in- 
commode him. : The language of the amend- 
ment, if I heard it aright, is that this require- 
ment shall not apply to contracts:made with 
the United States since the rebellion, nor. to’ 
transactions giving rise to the claims which 
have occurred since the rebellion. Now, I 
want to inquire, for example, what becomes 
of that part of the existing statute. which 
applies this test to parties, to assignments, 
transfers, contracts, by which these claims have 
passed from one hand to another hand, and 
perhaps to a third hand. The statute requires 
that all those parties shall be those who are 
tolerated by the statute in this jurisdiction in 
the Court of Claims. But now, says the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware, if 
the claim comes out of a transaction since the 
rebellion, it does not apply to that. Very 
well. Here, then, is some man confessedly 
disloyal, confessedly shut out of the Court. of 
Claims: himself by statute, but since the rebel- 
lion he has made an assignment to somebody. 
else, and ipso facto the statute ceases aa to 
him. Is not that so, I ask the Senator from 


Delaware? i 
Mr. BAYARD. No, I think not. : 
Mr. CONKLING. Then, I ask for the 


reading of just that part of the amendment. 

Mr, BAYARD. I think that will explain 
itself. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“ When such suit is founded'on contract with the 
United States entered into since the close of the 
rebellion, or arises out of transactions which have 
taken place since the close of the rebellion.” 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Or arises out of trang- 
actions which have taken place since the close 
of the rebellion.’? Suppose I have. become the 
assignee of a claim owned, when the rebellion 
ceased, by a disloyal assiguor, does not the 
claim, if I present it in the Court of Claims, 
arise out of a transaction since the rebellion ; 
and if it does, what becomes of three quarters 
of this statute? 

Mr. BAYARD. Why, Mr. President, these 
transactions are all based upon contracts which 
have been made since—— $ 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question about his amendment? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly, 

Mr. MORTON. “Or arises out of trans- 
actions since the war’? What is meant by 
that? Is it thereby intended to enlarge the 
original jurisdiction of the Court of Claims? 
The act of 1855 creating that court specifies 
that the court shall have jurisdiction incer- 
tain cases, and enumerates them, confining it 
to causes of action growing out of statutes or 
contracts, express or implied, but not, giving 
an action in the case of torts. That action 
was given by the act of 1863. That language 
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is somewhat cloudy, and I fear it will be con- 
tended that it was intended to enlarge the 
jurisdiction of the court to extend it to mat- 
ters never contemplated by the original act. 

Mr. BAYARD. I can only say to the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana that I should be 
exceedingly glad to have the amendment so 
amended as to exclude any other conclusion 
than that which my plain design was to pro- 
duce. I cite this as an illustration: your law 
now would require a man who had been car- 
rying the mails of the United States faithfully 
from 1868 to 1870, and who had been damni- 
fied by the default of the United States or its 
agents, and who ought to have, and would 
have if he lived in the northern States, and 
had lived there during the entire war, a right 
of action in the Court of Claims to establish 
his right to recover compensation for the 
damage done him—your law now would com- 

el that man to swear that he had always been 
Joyal. What would be the result? That if 
he may not be pardoned, as Senators now 
say, and if the construction of the Supreme 
Court shall not prevail, he cannot take the 
necessary oath in regard to his having been 
loyal during the war, although the transac- 
tion in question was one that has been totally 
disconnected with the war and all the events 
connected with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then may I ask the Sen- 
ator a question right there? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is what the Sen- 
ator means and oniy what he means, I shall 
be very happy, for one, to join him. 

r MORTON. So will I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be the object, why 
does he change the language of the statute con- 
stituting the Court of Claims and giving it 
jurisdiction over contracts, and having got 
that in, why does he gu onto a further phrase, 
“transactions,’’ which includes torts? If he 
will strike out all after the word ‘‘contracts,” 
so that we shall understand clearly and dis- 
tinctly that we are not undertaking to do any- 
thing but to give a contractor, a man who has 
made a contract with the Government, a status 
in the Court of Claims for contracts made 
since the war, I will go with him with pleasure. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill auswer the Senator; 
my amendment was drawn in the absence of 
the statute. There seems to be some suspi- 
cion—if I may use the word—on the part of 
the honorable Senator that something else was 
intended by this amendment; that it was in- 
tended in some way to evade the provisions of 
the present law or to enlarge them. It had 
none but the plain, honest intent of bringing 
contracts with the United States since the 
close of hostilities outside of the provision 
compelling men to swear that they had always 
been Joyal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first part of it covers 
that entirely, and follows the language of the 
statute. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had no idea there would 
be any objection to the amendment. I will 
examine and see how it can be modified so as 
to obviate all objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator that he insert the word ‘ express,” when 
it will apply precisely to the case he points 
out, making the amendment read, ‘‘ cases of 
express contract made with the United States.” 
Unless he does that, there is room for all sorts 
of latitude as to what implied assumpstis may 
have grown up. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the original act say 
that? 

_, Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘Express or implied ” 
is the language of the original act, 

Mr. CONKLING. If that be go, I should 
object to making this amendment at this time 
covering what might be held to be an implied 
assumpsit, because if somebody should estab- 
lish here a right of action which involves a 
tort and the claimant-has a right to waive the 


tort and go on the implied assumpsit, and you 
say generally “ contracts,” I do not know 
where that might lead to. The cases which 
the Senator puts are those of express con- 
tracts. I ask him to confine it to them, and 
then J also will vote for it cheerfully. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The construction of the 


| statute is settled by the Court of Claims and 


the Supreme Court. They hold that a con- 
tract arising out ofa tort, as by conversion of 
money, does not fall within the principle of 
the old statute. I am willing to leave it on the 
word “contracts,” without saying ‘‘express.’’ 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest to the Senator 
from Delaware that if his amendment was put 
in a form leaving the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims to be just what it was in the begin- 
ning, and what it is now, but providing that 
this proof of loyalty should not be required in 
any case not growing out of the war, it would 
be right. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is all that is 


needed. 

Mr. MORTON. That I think would be 
right. J think proof of loyalty ought not to 
be required in any other cases except those 
growing out of the war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not like that so well 
as what the Senator from Delaware proposes. 

Mr. MORTON. Any kind of phraseology 
that carries out the idea will do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to bea mere 
matter of phraseology. Nobody, I presume, in 
the country wishes to deprive a person who 
had been engaged in the rebellion of making 
a contract now for the Government either to 
carry the mail or perform any other service, 
and all would give him the same right in the 
courts as anybody else on anything that oc- 
curred since. It seems to me that the sugges- 
tion ofthe Senator from Indiana, that the proof 
of loyalty to the Government should not be 
reqnired in reference to any matter not grow- 
ing out of or in any way connected with the 
war, would perhaps cover it all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should think it would, 
and a good deal more. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Vermont before not to wish to de- 
prive a person of the right to sue in the Court 
of Claims who has it now in reference to any 
transactions except those in some way or 
other connected with the rebellion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I said was—and 
no man could misunderstand me if he paid 
altention—that I was willing to relieve from 
proof of loyalty every person who is otherwise 
entitled to sue in the Court of Claims in re- 
spect to any contract that has been made since 
the Ist of June, 1865, which was the time, I 
believe, the Supreme Court held the war 
ended. That is what L am willing to say ; but 
I am not willing, as my friend is, (though I 
will not take time to repeat his language,) to 
make a statute which shall authorize a mail 
contractor, or a fortification builder, or a post 
office builder in the city of Charleston, or in 
the city of Richmond, or the city of Mont- 
gomery, who engaged to carry the mail or to 
build a public building, and who dropped his 
contract, there being something due to him 
then upon the contract, and went into the 
rebellion, and put us to the expense of mil- 
lions to get back the property that he had 
abandoned, to claim that we now owe him a 
balance on account for services performed in 
that way. If you do you will open the Treas- 
ury to millions of claims which depend for 
their justice upon the fact thata rebel who has 
been devoting five of the best years of his life 
to making war upon you instead of completing 
his contract, the thing being thrown up by the 
war, has some balance that he can make out 
before some court as due to him. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does uot the Senator 
think that if it was thrown up by the war it 


would be in some way ‘connected with the 
war?” 


l in the words “ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itseems to me it would. 
If the war cut his contract off, it is connected 
in a manner with the war, and that would pre- 
vent its payment under the proposed phrase- 


ology. 

Me. EDMUNDS. Notat all., 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is no use in 
stickling about words. I presume we do not 
disagree about the object to be accomplished. 
I have no more idea than the Senator from 
Vermont of changing the law as it is in ref- 
erence to anything that was connected with 
the war in any way; but of course it would 
be very unreasonable to say that because a 
man who had been engaged in the rebellion 
now made a contract with the Government 
and had a controversy in reference to the con- 
tract which otherwise would allow him to go 
into the Court of Claims therefor, he should 
not be allowed to go into it now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So say we all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have drawn an amend- 
ment which I think will accomplish the whole 
purpose of the Senator from Delaware. Before 
reading it, I remark one point very properly 
made | think by the Senator from Indiana and 
the Senator from Vermont is, that we do not 
wish to enlarge the general jurisdiction of the 
Court of Ciaims. Therefore I propose to use 
the word ‘‘ cognizable,’’ which if Senators will 
notice it will preserve exactly I think the pres- 
ent jurisdiction as it is and its limits, and the 
amendment as I propose to amend it will 
read: 

That proof of loyalty to the United States or of not 
giving aid or comfort to the rebellion, shall not be 
required of any party to a suit cognizable by the 
Court of Claims founded on an express contract with 
the United States entered into since the suppression 
of the rebellion. 

I adopt the words ‘since the suppression 
of the rebellion,’’ rather than ‘‘ since the end 
of the war,” or whatever other language the 
amendment originally contained, because that 
is the language we have already employed in 
the statute, and the date is fixed by a decision 
of the Supreme Court. So that, under this 
amendment, every party who has entered into 
a contract with the United States since the 
suppression of the rebellion, which contract 
is, by its general jurisdiction, cognizable by 
the Court of Claims, will be exempted and 
exonerated from the necessity of proving his 
loyalty. That is what the Senator from Dela- 
ware wants to accomplish. 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator from New York that he narrows the 
jurisdiction of the court, because the original 
act uses the words ‘‘ contracts, express or im- 
plied.? He leaves out the words “or im- 
plied.” 

Mr. CONKLING. I mean to leave them 
out, and I will tell the Senator why. Origin- 
ally, when the words “express or implied” 
were used, these questions had not arisen; 
they could not have arisen. Now we are act- 
ing in the light of different facts. Take this 
case. We have heard an argument this morn- 
ing that some of the most grievous cases were 
those where property had been taken since 
the rebellion was suppressed. ‘That has been 
pressed upon us. Now, I will take one of 
those cases where since the rebellion was sup- 
pressed some man’s property has been taken. 
What does he do? He says “If I were suing 
an individual, I might sue in tort or I might sue 
in assumpsit; I come here and waive the tort, ` 
and I say there is an implied contract between 
me and the United States as bailee or custo- 
dian or insurer,”’ or in some of those charac- 
ters implied by the argument of the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Buarr,] which I 
think was a very logical one, I must say, if you 
admit its premises. Suppose he says, I oc- 
cupied this character and the Government 
the one I have described, and I insist that an 
implied assumpsit has arisen here. If you put 
express or implied,’’ I see not 
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why you do not include such a case; whereas 
all the cases which the Senator from Delaware 
points out to us are cases of clear, distinct, 
express contracts, mail-carriers and the like. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely illustrated the 
object of the amendment by a case which would 
arise under an express contract. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there any Senator 
who thinks of any other case? 

Mr. BAYARD. It would be impossible for 
any one to describe all cases that may arise, 
but cases of contract, whether express or im- 
plied, I think should be provided for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that almost all 
claims on implied contracts grow out of ex- 
press contracts. Suppose by order of the Post 
Office Department the service under a mail 
contract is increased. In such a ease there is 
an implied contract that the rate for the addi- 
tional service shall be according to the rate 
fixed by the express contract for the stipulated 
service; but the additional service is by an 
implied contract. 

r. CONKLING. Not to be over nice 

about. this, I will strike out the word ‘‘ex- 

ress,’’ so that it shall read as the Senator 
ad it first, ‘‘ founded on contract,’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that there 
was no property seized by the United States 
as captured or abandoned after June, 1865, 
the date fixed for the suppression of the rebel- 
ion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihave not affirmed that 
there was; but the Senate has heard it argued 
that there was to-day and on other days. I 
understand the Senator from Delaware to be 
satisfied with this modification, and now his 
amendment reads as it did read in his own 
language down to the word “guit, ? and from 
there it continues thus: ‘‘ cognizable by the 
Court of Claims founded on contract with the 
United States entered into since the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion.’’ The Senator accepts 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Delaware modify his amend- 
ment in that particular? 

Mr. BAYARD. LI accept the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison the amendment to the amendment, 
as modified, which will be read for inform- 
ation. 

‘The Corer CLERK. The amendment to the 
amendment, as modified, is as follows: 


That proof of loyalty to the United States, or of 
not giving aid and comfort to the rebellion, shall 
not be required by any party to a suitcognizable by 


the Court of Claims founded on contract with the 
United States entered into since the suppression of 
the rebellion. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. ALCORN. I move now furtherto amend 
the amendment by adding: 


And provided further, That on any judgment 
heretofore rendered in favor of claimants in which 
the question of loyalty was not passed on, the court 
‘on application of the claimant may certify as to the 
question of loyalty as shown by the evidence on the 
record. 


I am aware of the fact that the amendment 
which I offered this morning, and which was 
adopted by the Senate, has since been emas- 
culated by the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey. Now, I call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that as this 
proposition stands there is no remedy for the 
claimant who prosecuted his case before the 
Court of Claims, and who was denied under 
the ruling of the court the opportunity of 
proving his loyalty, who was advised by the 
court that it was unnecessary for him to direct 
his proof to that point, and that he need only 
direct his attention to the ownership of the 
property and its conversion and covering into 
the Treasury. He had not the opportunity of 
waking the proof of loyalty before the court; 
the court denied or refused to him permission 
to make that proof. He was advised by the 
ruling that it was unnecessary. 


Mr. CONKLING. The Senator was on 
that point before, and I did not feel at-liberty 
to interrupt him; but I do beg now to call his 
attention to one fact. Suppose a claimant 
comes into the Court of Claims presenting à 
solemn paper, letters-patent as they would be 
calied in another jurisdiction, which on their 
face recite that he has participated in the rebel- 
lion, and that for that act he is forgiven; and 
will the Senator contend that this party, des- 
pite that record, despite his acceptance of it 
and agreement to it, could prove, if he wanted 
to do so, by truthful evidence, that indeed he 
never did participate in the rebellion; that 
indeed he was not the man described in the 
pardon; that indeed he had never committed 
the offense the commission of which it recites 
and forgives? 

Unless the honorable Senator means that 
within the range of human probability it could 
occur in verity that a man who bad never com- 
mitted a crime had been pardoned; that a man 
who had never committed a crime had accepted 
the pardon; that a man who never had com- 
mitted a crime had accepted a pardon and 
come into court and produced it and thereby 
confessed, so that he ought to be estopped ; 
that he had in truth committed the crime and 
had been pardoned—unless he means to argue 
that such a man would have within his power 
by truthful evidence the means of establishing 
that he bad been without sin all the while, 
then I submit to him there is no case upon 
which his criticism or his appreheusion could 


act. 

Mr. ALCORN. That may be, and doubt- 
less is, the opinion of the Senator from New 
York; but I beg to differ with him in regard 
to the effect of this amendment. He has 
stated a supposable case, and he supposes the 
case that the petition sets forth the fact that 
the claimant was in the rebellion and was dis- 
loyal. Now let me suppose a case where the 
petition sets forth the fact that he was not in 
the rebellion and was a loyal citizen. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
misunderstood me. I did not say a word of 
the petition. 

Mr. ALCORN, 
to say ‘‘ petition.” 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 

Mr. ALCORN. Iam unfortunate in under- 
standing the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. Doubtless it was my 
fault that I did not make myself clear; but 
I intended to speak not of the petition but of 
the pardon. Tintended to speak of the case 
of a claimant who enters the Court of Claims, 
not with a petition in his hand—that I did not 
refer to—but witha pardon in his hand, which 
pardon describes himasa person who has com- 
mitted the offense of rebellion, which pardon 
recites the fact that he was engaged in rebel- 
lion, and which pardon proceeds to forgive and 
condone that guilt. Ispeak of a man who 
comes with this pardon in his hands, which by 
accepting he has become a party to, and who 
produces it in the court to prove what it im- 
ports. Now, I ask the Senator whether he 
thinks such a man would be able by truthful 
witnesses to go back and show that in point of 
fact he never had done anything for which he 
ought to be pardoned? 

Mr. ALCORN. ‘The Senator from New 
York is describing one individual and the 
Senator from Mississippi is describing another 
individual. We are not describing the same 
person. I instanced the case of a claimant 
who has brought his suit in the Court of 
Claims, and whose petition, if you please, set 
forth the fact of his loyalty, and who has gone 
forward and made proof of his loyalty under 
the supposition that the court would pass upon 
the question of his loyalty, but when he comes 
to try the case the court advise him, ‘‘ This 
voluminous testimony with regard to your loy- 
alty you need not make; you need make no 
proof upon that subject’? —— 


I understood the Senator 


Mr. MORTON. Now, will my friend allow 
me to.ask hima question? e Eba Busts 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. oi piii 

Mr. MORTON. I want to submit to -the 
Senator from Mississippi that: in the case he 
puts his amendment would be ineffectual, or, 
if not. ineffectual, would ‘be’ improper. ‘The 
amendment reads : ; 

And provided further, That on any judgment here- 
tofore rendered in favor of claimants, in which the 
question of loyalty was not passed on, the court, on 
application of the plaintiff, may certify as to the 
question of loyalty as shown by the evidence on the 
record. ` 

In the case that he puts there is no evidence 
on the record, because the court decided that 
that question is immaterial, would not: hear 
the evidence, and it did not go into the record. 
Therefore the amendment would be ineffectual 
in the case he puts, and if by any means the 
evidence should ‘get into the record on the 
part of the plaintiff, it would be improper that 
the judge should certify upon that evidence, 
because in the case the Senator puts the United 
States in, defense would not have'controverted 
the man’s loyalty, though they might have 
done it suecessfully, because it would be imma- 
terial. Therefore, there being no controversy 
upon that point, the evidence that might creep 
into the record would be simply ex parte and 
would be wholly immaterial, and therefore, 
the judge would not certify upon evidence 
getting into the record in that way. If the 
question of loyalty was tried pro and con before 
the Court of Claims, and the evidence put into 
the record, then the record going to the 
Supreme Court not showing whether the claim- 
ant was loyal or not, it would be competent 
for Congress to authorize the judge to certify 
before the evidence was heard on both sides, 
but it would not be proper to authorize the 
court to certify in any case where the evidence 
was not heard on both sides, and the question 
was not an issuable question. 

Mr. ALCORN. . In reply to that I have 
assumed the position here that it was not 
proper to legislate upon a question that- had 
been adjudicated and already determined and 
prosecuted to.a final judgment; but the issue 
now.arises on a different point. I amreferring 
to a claimant who was prevented from making 
proof with regard to his loyalty, though, con- 
struing the law as it was popularly construed, 
his petition set forth the fact that he was 
loyal, and he made up his proof upon that 
popular construction of the law. I presume 
that he prepared his proof and established the 
first prerequisite in his case, that is, loyalty; 
but when he came with his proof prepared the 
court said; “We will not hear you on that 
point; under the general proclamation of 
pardon issued by the President, that point is 
no longer necessary to be proved.” : 

Mr. MORTON. Therefore I suggest to 
my friend the evidence could not get into the 
record in that case, and that would not be 
proper evidence for the reason that the attor- 
ney on the part of the United States would 
not be allowed to controvert it. It would be 
simply ex parte testimony anyhow. 

Mr. ALCORN. The testimony prepared by 
the claimant, if the point was litigated or con- 
troverted by the attorney for the Government, 
is a matter of record in the files of the papers 
and within the jurisdiction and ‘reach of the 
court. [Itis there for the court to take up and 
examine, or the court can under this amend- 
ment go back and examine the question upon 
proof of loyalty. If this is not done, then you 
have cut off the loyal claimant, who was for- 
bidden by the court to make proof of his loy- 
alty, and he is without remedy. How can he 
show that he was loyal when he was not per- 
mitted to make proof with regard to his loyalty, 
when under the ruling of the court, he was 
denied the opportunity of making the proof, 
and he went forward and prosecuted bis judg- 
ment under the rules of the court: and- under 
the direction of thé court and recovered a judg- 
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ment? The object of this amendment is to 
permit him now to go back and establish the 
proof of his loyalty under the certificate of the 


ourt. : 
g The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi to the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. ; 

Mr. ALCORN called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will suggest to my friend 
to make the amendment as perhaps it ought 
to be, that they shall “decide” upon the 
proof, instead of certifying. ; i 

Mr. ALCORN. If they certify to it that 
proof is made which is conclusive on the ques- 
tion of loyalty, then we think we have enough. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is rather a curious 
thing to ask a court to do. If he means that 
they are to try the question of loyalty and to 
determine it on the proof, very well; but he 
merely says tbey shall certify it, He does not 
provide that they areto hear and to determine 
it, but only to make a certificate. 

Mr. ALCORN. They cannot well hear and 
determine it when they have already heard 
and determined the case, and are not required 
under the act of Congress to reopen the case 
and adjudicate upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking to my 
friend of his use of the word ‘‘ certify.” They 
cannot certify properly until they hear and 
determine; and he does not make any pro- 
vision that they shall hear and determine the 
question of loyalty and then certify, but with- 
‘out any hearing or determination he calls upon 
them to certify. 

Mr. ALCORN. The proof is matter of 
record; it is before them in the form of dep- 
ositions taken, and the court, npon the testi- 
mony already before them, which they refused 
to hear read and would not allow to be read 
under the decision of the Supreme Court at 
the time the case was tried, is competent to 
take up that testimony and certify with regard 
to it whether it was clear and made out and 
established the loyalty of the party. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What objection has the 
honorable Senator, if he means only what he 
says he does, as I am sure he does, to having 
his amendment say that on the matter thus 
being reopened the court shall hear and de- 
termine and certify the question. 

Mr, ALCORN, I am willing the honor- 
able Senator may submit that amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot submit it, þe- 
cause it is not in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi may modify his own amend- 
ment, but it cannot be amended further as it 
is now an amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is why I addressed 
myself to my friend from Mississippi, as I 
thought it would meet his views to have it say 
“hear and determine and certify.” 

Mr. ALCORN. Will “ hear, determine, 
and certify,” satisfy the Senator? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will satisfy me. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then they had better reopen 
the cause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The direction “to hear 
and determine’ implies that “hear, determ- 
ine, and certify’? is all that is needed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is a division 
demanded on agreeing to the amendment 
to the amendment as modified? The Chair 
hears no demand for a division, and the 
amendment to the amendment, as modified, 
is agreed to. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL, ] as amended. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays have 
already been ordered on that question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have been. 

Mr. HILL. I now move to amend the 
amendment by adding: - 

Provided further, That 
Plaintiff ieee suit in the Ooust of Chae chalk iat 


ired where it is proven that said plaintiff bad, 
Peroa seizure of the property the subject-matter 
of litigation, taken and subscribed the oath of am- 
nesty prescribed by the proclamation of the] tei 
dent of the United States, bearing date the 8th ay 
of December, 1863; but it shall be competent for e 
United States to prove that said oath was not kep 
and maintained inviolate. 7 
I will not detain the Senate, but I call its 
attention to the proclamation itself, omitting 
the preamble, which is ia these words: 


“I, Abraham Lincoln, President of the United 
States, do proclaim, declare, and make known to all 
persons who have directly or by implication partici- 


pated in the existing rebellion, except as hereinafter |; 


excepted” — 
The exceptions are very large classes— 
“that a full pardon is hereby granted to them and 


each of them, with full restoration of all rights of | 


s res, and in property cases |; f 
property (except as to slaves, an property, |! question. 


where the rights of third parties shall have inter- 
vened,) and upon the condition that every such per- 
gon shall take and subscribe an oath and shall hence- 
forward keep and maintain said oath inviolate.” 

Then the form of the oath is prescribed. 
Then follows in the next clause the list of per- 
sons excepted from the benefits of this proc- 
lamation. I think that where a man did take 
that oath, and after having taken it faithfully 
observed it up to the time his property was 
seized, the proceeds arising from which have 
gone into the Treasury, and has done no act 
since forfeiting the confidence of the Govern- 
ment, but has abided by that oath, he ought to 
be permitted to go into the court and bring his 
suit as though he had beena loyal man all the 
time. If the proclamation meant anything it 
meant to confer that right. 

It is not a very large class of persons to 
which this applies. They could not have been 
officials, because the excepted classes, which 


perhaps I had better advert to, as we forget |; : 
quorum yet voting. 


these things unless we look frequently at them, 
embrace— 


‘©All who are or shall have been civil or diplo- 
matic officers or agents of the so-called confederate 
government; all who have left judicial stations 
under the United States to aid the rebellion; ail 
who are or shall have been military or naval officers 
of the so-called confederate government above the 
rank of colonel in the army or lieutenant in the 


navy; all who left seats in the United States Con- |i 


gress toaid the rebellion; all who resigned commis- 
sions inthe Army or Navy of the United States, and 
afterward aided the rebellion; and all who have 
engaged in any way in treating colored persons, or 
white persons in charge of such, otherwise than law- 
fully as prisoners of war, and which persons may 
have been found in the United States service as 
soldiers or seamen, or in any other capacity.” 

In that view, very few private individuals 
can be found in the country who can take any 
benefits under the amendment I have offered. 
I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The effect of this amend- 
ment is in substance to repeal the act of 1863, 
which was passed pari passu with the authority 
to issue that proclamation, and which covered 
an entirely different class of cases. As I have 
once stated, that proclamation was to the citi- 
zen, in his attitude of criminal, subject to 
criminal prosecution, and it was not a procla- 
mation of pardon to him as a public enemy ; 
it did not restore property we seized by virtue 
of belligerent rights. The law-making power 
said that captured and abandoned property 
should be subject to one rule asto the tribunal 
where you were to pursue it, and in the same 
breath we said to all citizens of the United 
States liable to forfeitures and liable to pen- 
alties, ‘‘ If you will come in and take an oath 
and behave yourselves, we will not enforce 
the forfeitures and penalties upon you.” 

The effect of this amendment is to make the 
law worse than it would be not to adopt the 
amendment of my colleague at all; it makes 
it worse than it is now. 

Mr. HILL. I beg to state to the Senator 
that the amendment does not refer to property 
which was captured or taken by the Govern- 
ment before the taking of the oath by the party. 
but subsequently. e 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand it perfectly. 

Mr. HILL. I think if the proclamation 
meant anything, it threw around that indi- 
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| vidual protection of himself and his property 


so long as he kept his oath, 1 think that is a 
fair interpretation. There ought to be some 


‘reward for his fidelity and constancy, for it 
| was a pretty trying thing for a man to do if he 


i remained in association with the rebel South, 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The question ig 
on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 am paired with the 


' Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry, } who 


i with other Senators who are absent. 


would vote “yea,” and J should vote “ nay,” 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Moxrox] on this 
If he were here he would vote 
inay, and I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On ques- 


! tions connected with the amendment of the 


Senator from Vermont I am paired with the 


' Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Wiusrcur. ] 


Mr. SAWYER. lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Cragiy.] He 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this amendment, and I 
should vote “yea.” 

Mr. COOPER. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Stocxron] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida, [ Mr. OsBoRN.] 

Mr. SCOTT. I was requested by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to state that 
he was paired with the Senator from Texas, 


| (Mr. Hamrtrox.] The Senator from Vermont 


would vote ‘nay’? on this amendment, and the 
Senator from Texas would vote yea.” 

The call of the roll having been concluded, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is nota 
Several Senators are pres- 
ent who have been announced as having paired 
Several 
Senators are present on opposite sides of the 
question, who are thus paired. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Iam paired. I have not 


| mentioned the fact now, as I have mentioned 


it two or three times before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry], who 
would vote in favor of this amendment, and 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] 
is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Cracix,] who would vote against 
it. Therefore I think we may both be at lib- 
erty to vote on opposite sides, which will make 
a quorum and effectuate the same purpose. 
therefore vote “‘nay’’ with this explanation, 
and my friend from South Carolina will vote 

yea. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ivote H yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 
23; as follows: 

YEHAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, 
Wer Spencer, Stevenson, Tipton, Vickers, and 

NAYS — Messrs. s i ‘ 
Caldwell, atar Chasen oa: Buckingham 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 


Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, Trumbull, Wilson, and 
Windom—23. 
ABSEN T—Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Cameron, _ 
Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky. 
avis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Flan- 
agin, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
itcheock, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 


j Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, 


pratt, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Summer, 
Thurman, and Wright—35, 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that the amendment 
which I had the honor to offer, and which was 
accepted, or rather amended ag suggested b 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. eaan] 
would perhaps be safer if it was shorn of the 
words ‘tas shown by the evidence on the 
record.” I have not the knowledge of a single 
case before the Courtof Claims; but it is pos- 
sible that cases may exist in which the claim- 
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ant made proof with regard to his loyalty, and 
where the attorney for the Government failed 
to introduce rebutting testimony under the 
decision of the Supreme Court, and therefore 
the record would show the loyalty, because 
there would be only one side to the case. Now, 
I propose to let theamendment read as Ijudge 
there will be no objection to it: 

Provided, That on any judgment hereto‘Sore ren- 


dered in favor of claimants, in which the question of 
loyalty was not passed on, the court, on application 


of the claimant, may hear, determine, and certify as | 


to the question of loyalty. 


That will allow them to take proof with 
regard to the question of loyalty; and if the 
proof is not sufficient, then they will certify 
aceordingly. It will allow the Government 
to rebut with other proof, having waived the 
opportunity of rebutting before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam willing to trust the 
attorney of the Government with the record. 
If he has not defended the interests of the 
United States in obedience to the statute, I 
am willing to pay the money. 

Mr. ALCORN. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink it much better as 


it is. 

Mr. ALCORN. Very well. Now I move 
further to amend the amendment by adding 
what I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed, without delay, to pay to the lawful 
claimants or owners, or their legal representatives, 
the proceeds arising from the sales of all cotton 
seized in the possession of said claimants or owners 
or their agents, east of the Mississippi river, after 
the 13th day of June, 1865, and also of all cotton so 
seized west of the Mississippi river after the 24th 
day of June, 1865, which have since been covered 
into the Treasury, such seizures being made after 
the surrender of the armies of the rebellion and after 
tho issuing of the President’s proclamation declaring 
that insurrection no longer existed and removing all 
restrictions upon commercial intercourse; but in 


case any claimant or owner shall bo dissatisfied with 
the decision of the Secretary, such claimant or owner 
may at any time within one year from such decision 
present his claim to the Court of Claims for adjudi- 
cation. f 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to lay that amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I ask my friend to 
withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. ALCORN. T offered the amendment, 
and as soon as the amendment was read 
wished to say something on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Mississippi is entitled to speak on the amend- 
ment if it isin order under the thirtieth rule, 
and no point of order is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi if he would prefer to say what he has to 
say to-morrow. 

Mr. ALCORN. The Senate would be in 
better condition then, I judge, to hear. There 
is scarcely a quorum in the Senate now. I 
should be very glad to have this amendment 
passed upon by a full Senate. 

Mr. COLE. There are a good many more 
than a quorum of the Senate here now. There 
were several out at lunch, but they have come 
in since. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Mississippi is entitled to the floor. Does he 
give way to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. I give way fora momentto the 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to have a 
bill passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I object to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Georgia takes the floor to move an ad- 
journment, he cannot give way to any other 
Senator to present a bill. 


Mr. HILL. I move an adjournment. 
Mr. ALCORN. I merely gave way for an 
adjournment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi yields to the Senator from 
Georgia, who moves an adjournment. 


Mr. POMEROY. . Can the Senator from 


. A | 
Mississippi yield the floor to prevent a person 


moving to lay the amendment on the table? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By parliament- 
ary law tbe Senator offering an amendment is 
entitled to the floor-as soon as it is reported. 
He is regarded as standing and waiting to 
address the Chair uponitif he claims the floor. 
If he does not claim the floor, then a motion 
to lay on the table is in. order. He stated, 
however, that he intended to explain the 
amendment as soon as it should be reported 
by the Secretary. The Chair stated that if no 
point of order was made upon it the Senator 
from Mississippi certainly would be entitled to 
epeak to the amendment. He then yielded to 
the Senator from Georgia, who moved that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. POMEROY. My point is that he can- 
not yield for any specific purpose; he must 


yield the floor, and then the Chair can award | 


the floor to whoever claims it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recog: 


nized the Senator from Georgia, according to 
the usage of the Senate. When a Senator is 
entitled to the floor to speak, he may. yield 
by usage to another Senator who moves an 
adjournment without losing his right to the 
floor. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to ask a 
question. Can the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to me for the passage of a bill and still 
retain the floor? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He cannot yield 
except-for a motion to adjourn. Thatisas far 
as the courtesy of the Senate allows him to 
keep the floor. If he yields for business, he 
yields absolutely. 

Mr. CORBETT. Then I will not ask the 
Senator to yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi has yielded to the Senator 
from Georgia, who moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—yeas 18, noes 26. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise toa point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi will suspend his. remarks till 
the point of order is stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My point of order is that 
this amendment is providing for the payment 
of a private claim. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. This is certainly an 
amendment to provide for a private claim, or 
rather a collection of private claims, and it 
cannot be received unless it be to carry out 
the provisions of an existing law; and if there 
is any existing law that authorizes these claim- 
ants to receive money out of the Treasury, the 
amendment would not be needful. Noamend- 
ment can be received, even if it is moved 
by the direction of a standing committee, or 
in pursuance of an estimate of the head of 
a Department, if it provides for a private 
claim. The last part of the thirtieth rule 
provides— 

“ No amendinent shall be. received whose object 
isto provide for a private claim unless it be to carry 
out the provisions of an existing law or a treaty 
stipulation.” 

Mr. ALCORN. I yield to the decision of 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
also state that this is an additional item of 
appropriation which, by the thirtieth rule, 
should one day before it is offered be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as it ap- 
propriates a large amount of money out of the 
Treasury. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] as amended by the Senate, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I am paired with my col- 
league, [Mr. Davis.] I should. vote for the 
amendment and he would vote against it if he 
were here, ; 


Mr. EDMUNDS. With the: assent of my. 
friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawyer, J) 
will arrange. to.transfer our respective pairs 
and vote ‘' yea.’” pases 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. . On. this: 
question I am paired with. the Senator from - 
Towa, [Mr. Wstenrt.]..If. present: he would 
vote ‘‘ yea,” and I should vote “nay.” a 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. Morriti,] the. mover of this amend; 
ment, who if present would vote ‘‘yea,”’ is 
paired with the Senator from Texas, Mr. 
Hamitton, who would vote ‘‘nay.’’ SE 

Mr. NYE. I am paired with the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘nay’’ and I should vote 
‘yea. : : 


Mr. OSBORN. Onthis question I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Srocgton.] If he were here he would vote 
“yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr.’ BAULSBURY.] 
If he were present he would vote “nay” and 
I should. vote ‘ yea.”’ i : 

Mr. RANSOM.. I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, [Mr. Morron.] If. he 
were here he would vote “‘yea’’. and I *‘ nay.” 

Mr. SAWYER, Under. the arrangement 
with the Senator from Vermont J vote “nay.” 

Mr. WILSON. I-wish to state that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr.THurMay ] and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Conxuine] are paired. 

The call of the roll having been concluded, 

Mr. BLAIR, (who had at first voted in the 
negative.) I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 
I had paired with the Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. CHANDLER, ] and I voted in the negative 
under misapprehension. If he were present 
he would vote in favor of the amendment and 
I should vote against it. e 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will’ 
be allowed to withdraw his vote if there be no 
objection. There are four Senators present, 
similarly situated, who are paired with Sena- 
tors who are absent. The vote of some of 
them seems to be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. OSBORN. By the consent of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, [Mr.. Raysom,] who 
would vote “nay” and. myself ‘‘yea,’’ I-am 
willing to vote provided that will make a 
quorum, he and | exchanging our pairs. 

Mr. STEVENSON, The Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Srocxron] desired me to 
say that he was paired with the Senator from 
Florida, (Mr. Oszorn. } 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is paired 
with the Senator from Indiana who is absent, 
[Mr. Morron.] It is proposed to transfer the 
pairs, not affecting the result. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Florida 
is right. It simply resolves itself into a pair 
between the Senator from New Jersey and the 
Senator from Indiana. t 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . Leaving the two 
absent Senators paired against each other, and 
the two present Senators at liberty to vote. 

Mr. Osgory thereupon voted in the affirm- 
ative, and Mr. Ransom in the negative. 

The result. was then announced—yeas 22, 
nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Cole, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, Wilson, and 
Windom—22. k i 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, 
Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Ransom, Sawyer. Spencer, Stevenson, Tipton, 
Trumbull, and Viekers—l7. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin. 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pool, 
Pratt, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
West, and Wright 35. 

So the amendment, as amended, was agreed 
to. . : 
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Mr. BAYARD. I submit an amendment 
which was printed, and Idesire now to offer it. 

Mr. COLE. Let the bill be reported to the 
Senate. à 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifit can be offered in the 
Senate, I have no desire to offer it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can be offered 
in the Senate. a 

Mr. BAYARD. It is a proposition to ex- 
tend the time for the appropriation for the 
pier at Lewes, in Delaware—a mere extension 
of time. If there can be an opportunity to 
present it in the Senate, Ido not care about 
offering it now. F 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not rule upon it now; but it will be no worse 
in the Senate than in Committee of the Whole. 
Jt will have exactly the same rights. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I do not care to 
offer it now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ihave an amendment 


pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There was an 
amendment pending of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, which was reserved on account of his 
illness. If the Senator desires to call it up 
now, he can do so. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If I can offer it in the 
Senate I would prefer that, as I do not wish 
to go on now. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, and unless a sepa- 
rate vote is demanded on some of the amend- 
ments they will all be regarded as concurred in. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to reserve the amend- 
ment which was adopted in relation to the 
compensation of the Second Comptroller, on 


page 14. 

Mr. HARLAN. An amendment relating 
to the Navajo Indians was adopted—I do not 
remember the page it was on, which I wish 
reserved, 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to reserve the vote 
on the amendment to the second section, about 
the workmen at the Springfield armory. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to reserve the mo- 
tion I desired to make to strike out the words 
‘Cas shown by the record.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
proposes, then, to reserve the amendment 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. MORRILL] for a separate vote. 
Then it will be in order to concur’ with the 
amendment or without the amendment, or to 
reject it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it be in order to call for 
a vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. Morri.i?] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has just been 
reserved atthe suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to reserve for a 
separate vote the amendment to be found on 
the twenty-seventh page, relating to the adjust- 
ment of the accounts of F. W. Clemons. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole which 
have not been reserved will be regarded as 
concurred in. 

Mr. SFEVENSON. Ihave an amendment 
upon which | desire to submit some remarks. 
Iam not prepared to go on now. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
in regard to the Kentucky claim? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir. 

The VICE RESIDENT. That will come 
up after voting on the reserved amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to address the 
Senate, but I am not prepared to go on to- 
night, for I am not physically able to do so. 
I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COLE, I suggest to the Senator that 
we might act on the amendments reserved. 
The bill will be opeu for his amendment, and 
for others after that. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I have no objection | 


except that] am not able to go on to-night. 
I desire to submit my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
moves that the Senate adjourn, it is in order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I withdraw the motion 
at the suggestion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the first reserved amendment. 

The CurerCuurk. The first reserved amend- 
ment is that reserved by the Senator from 
Maine, (Mr. Hamury.] ‘I'he Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, struck out the foi- 
lowing paragraph, from line three hundred 
and twenty-four to line three hundred and 
twenty-nine, inclusive: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to pay to the Second Comp- 
troller additional compensation to equalize hissalary 


with that of the First Comptroller: Provided, That 


. with such additional compensation the appropria- 
| tion for the Second Comptroller’s office for the 


present fiscal year shall not be exceeded. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to occupy 
any time upon this. We have had it over aud 
over again, All I wish to say is that if we 
cannot pay back pensions I do not think we 
ought to pay back civil salaries. 

Mr. HAMLIN. JI will not detain the Sen- 
ate at any length; yet I want to make a very 
brief statement in relation to this matter. If 
you will measure the compensation paid to the 
Second Comptroller of the Treasury by the 
value of the services he renders to the coun- 
try, by the integrity of the man, by everything 
that shail entitle him to the favor of the Gov- 
ernment, you must come to the conclusion 
that you should pay him a sum equal, at least, 
to that which you pay the First Comptroller. 
Both are good men, both excellent men; but 
I think the duties of the Second Comptroller, 
perhaps, are more onerous, his labors more 
severe, than those of the First Comptroller. 
The compensation of the First Comptroller 
was fixed in an appropriation bill precisely as 
this is fixed. The House of Representatives 
have agreed to this provision, and we have 
put into another bill and sent to the House 
an amendment which met this case in connec- 
tion with others, and it has come back to us; 
and now I think, from every consideration, 
we had better concur in this provision of the 
vous bill. I sincerely hope the Senate will 

© 80. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will concur 
in the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole in this case. It is provided that the 
salary of the Second Comptroller shall be 
made for the present fiscal year equal to that 
of the First Comptroller. There is no jaw 
fixing his salary at that, and I think no prop- 
osition to put the salary at that sum; but it 
will make it very unsatisfactory, I think, to 
adopt this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to have 
some explanation whether this is a permanent 
increase of this salary or merely a temporary 
allowance. 

Mr. COLE. I think the salary will be in- 
creased in all probability this year to $4,000, 
to commence on the Ist of July, and there is 
no disposition to go back and pay back sala- 
ries or pay for salaries when they have not 
been understood to be at that rate while the 
service was being performed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. J ask the Senator what he 
oir COLE. The i 

r. - This is for a : 
vided by law. salary not pro 

Mr. HAMLIN. This provides for it; and 
to talk about going back has no application 
Tt is to fix the salary of the Second Comp- 
troller at precisely what is now paid the First 
arent | 

r. MUNDS. Do you want to go 
clear to the time when the. salary of iks pet 
Comptroller was raised? 


Mr. HAMLIN. No, it begins with this 
ee EDMUNDS. What year? — 

Mr. HAMLIN. The year this bill provides 
Ti TRUMBULL. This is a deficiency bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This is a deficiency bill. 
You fixed the compensation of your First 
Comptroller preciscly in the same way. 

Mr. COLE. I call attention to the par- 
ticular language of this clause in the bill. It 
is rather peculiar. I do not know who drew 
it, probably not the First Comptroller, because 
he is called upon very frequently to construe 
laws, and I rather think he would not have 
drawn this in this language: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to pay to the Second Comp- 
troller additional compensation to equalize his sal- 
ary with that of the First Comptroller: Provided, 
That with such additional compensation the appro- 
priation for the Second Comptroller's office for the 
present fiscal year shall not be exceeded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never noticed that 
before, because I was not in committee when 
it was considered; but the effect of that will 
be to entitle this gentleman to the difference 
between what he now gets and what the First 
Comptroller gets back to the time when you 
passed the law in favorof the First Comptroller. 
Instead of giving him back pay only for this 
year, you are giving him back pay for halfa 
dozen years. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not think that is the 
fair construction of the language as it stands. 
Still I hope the Senate will negative the amend- 
ment of the committee, and then let us put it into 
language that sball have no ambiguity about 
it, and give the Second Comptroller this salary 
commencing, if you please, at the 1st ea 
next, and not applicable to this year, thoug 
it ought to be applicable to this year, in my 
judgment. 2 

Mr. BOREMAN. It seems to me that this 
clause is in very singular language. I do not 
understand it exactly. I do uot know whether 
it is intended to fix the salary of the Second 
Comptroller from this time forth, or merely 
to make him an allowance for this year. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I mean to fix his salary 
permanently equal to that of the First Comp- 
troller. That is what I mean precisely. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ido not think the lan- 
guage here effects that purpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then negative this amend- 
ment and perfect the clause. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is just the way 
that salaries are sometimes got up. Who 
knows whatthe salary of the First Comptroller 
is? Probably the Senator from Maine; I do 
not. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Five thousand dollars. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He tells me now it is 

$5,000. An appeal is made to the Senate in 
favor of some officer who possesses peculiar 
merits, has been a long time in service, and 
the Senate is called upon out of sympatby to 
the individual, to the incumbent, to increase 
his salary. He bas perhaps worked for thirty 
years, Another officer, it will be said, has 
passed millions of money through his hands, 
avd has been honest and faithful; and on 
account of his peculiar services and great 
abilities he shonld have an increase of salary. 
Well, we vote it tohim. What comes next? 
The next proposition is that the salary of 
somebody else shall be the same as was given 
to that person of peculiar excellence; and 
that is the way you get the salaries up, and I 
never knew the leveling process to act the 
Other way. Since I have been a member of 
the Senate I have never known a case where 
anybody has proposed that the salary of some- 
body should be reduced. 
_ Mr. SAWYER. I call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the fact that the other day he made a 
motion himself to reduce the salary of the 
solicitor of internal revenue $1,000, and suc- 
ceeded. mae, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I was not aware that I 
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~ bad ever succeeded in producing uniformity 
in that way. It isa peculiar case; and if it 
succeeded in the Senate, I think that was the 
first instance of the kind. 

Now, if the intention is to give the Second 
Comptroller a salary of $5,000 a year, say in 
language that can be understood by everybody 
that from and after the 30th of June next, or 
if it is intended to go back five years, as the 
Senator from Vermont says, that he shall be 
paid the salary of $5,000 since 1865. If that 
is the intention let us know what we are doing. 
I hope such a proposition as this will be voted 
down, and then if the Senator from Maine 
wants to pay the Second Comptroller $5,000 
from and after the 80th day of June next, it 
is very easy to say so in so many words, and 
we shall know how to vote. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Ihave no especial 
sympathy for this officer or any other officer, 
and yet [ have had to deal with him in the 
settlement of the accounts of the State of 
Connecticut, and I do not hesitate to say that 
I have rarely found a man in any business in 
which I have been interested that I thought 
was so able, to say nothing about his fidelity, 
and who performed such an amount of busi- 
ness as this officer; and I do say that you may 
go into any of the large establishments in Con- 
necticut, or Massachusetts, or any part of 
New England, and you cannot find aman who 
can fill a place requiring as much talent and as 
much industry and as much ability, for a less 
sum than $5,000. I hope he will receive it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. In my judgment the 
best way to fix the salary of any office what- 
ever is to consider what would be the proper 
compensation for an excellent man in that 
place. I never saw the Second Comptroller 
to my knowledge; but I know the amount of 
duties devolving upon his place by law, and 
there is unanimous testimony from all sources 
and all quarters that he is a most excellent 
officer. Now, the Senator from Illinois says 
it will not do to take that into account in fixing 
the salary for that office. That is just what 
we should take into account. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The individual? 

Mr. CARPENTER. We should take into 
account what would be the. compensation for 
an excellent man in that office. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For the office. The 
Senator from Wisconsin does not understand 
me. J say that the particular individual should 
not be taken into consideration, whether he 
has served many years or not; we should pay 
a salary adequate to the discharge of the 
duties of the office. That I am for. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understood the Sen- 
ator to say that these salaries were always 
raised by an appeal for some very excellent 
man in office and to fix a compensation for 
him. Now, that is the only way the salary 
for an office ever should be fixed; what is 
the compensation for an excellent man in 
one of these offices? The sum of $5,000 for 
the Second Comptroller? I do not believe 
there is a cashier of a bank in any respect- 
able city in the United States who does not 
get more than $5,000 a year; and here, in 
the case of the Second Comptroller of the 
Treasury, who passes millions under his con- 
sideration annually—$1,300,000,000 in one 
year, says the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wison ;] nobody knows how much he 
does pass upon—the Senate in fixing his sal- 
ary are higgling about $5,000 1 

My honorable friend from Vermont, when- 
ever it is proposed to pay any man what he 
ought to have, allades to the pensions that 
we do not pay. Why does he not bring in 
a bili and allow us to square the account with 
these pensioners so that we can do justice to 
others ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Sol have; batyou would 
not square. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. I always vote tosquare. 
The Senator from Vermont never’ recom- 
mended a pension bill that I did not vote for, 


and Ihave voted for a great many that he did 
not recommend. Now let us square the ac- 
count with these pensioners, if we owe them, 
and pay them; we ought to pay them, so that 
we can do justice to others. Do not let us 
hold back what we ought to doto other men 
because we have uot done justice. to them. 
Let us do justice to both. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want no ambiguity in 
this matter, and I will, therefore, move to 
amend the clause proposed to.be stricken out 
by striking outall after the first two words, and 
inserting, “the salary of the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury shall be, after the 30th 
day of June, 1871, $5,000 per annum.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine moves to amend the paragraph 
proposed to. be stricken out by the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole, by striking 
out all after the words “that the’’ and insert- 
ing what he has stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This extraordinary anz- 
iety to have the same thing in two or three 
bills, it seems to me, is not quite a good way 
to legislate. This is a deficiency bill. It is 
not providing for the future, but providing for 
the past. In the legislative appropriation bill, 
which provides for the future, provision was 
made for the salary of the Second Comptroller, 
and it was fixed at some sum which was thought 
to be suitable, with a provision for various other 
officers of the Treasury Department who were 
supposed to be also meritorious in the sense 
of faithfully performing their functions for the 
benefit of the Government. Now, to make 
fish of one and flesh of the other, and to do 
that on this deficiency bill, I think is wrong; 
and in order to show my opposition to it on 
the record, I move to lay the amendment on 
the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont moves to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine to perfect this 
paragraph, on the table. The paragraph will 
still remain for consideration. The question 
is upon laying the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine on the table. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 9, noes 28; no quorum voting. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I vote ‘ ay.” 
that help it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will make 
a quorum unless objection is made to the 
Chair receiving the vote. Then the vote 
stands ten in the affirmative and twenty-eight 
in the negative. The motion to lay on the 
table is rejected. The question recurs on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine to the paragraph. 

Mr. COLE. I think I ought to call the 
attention of the Senate to the form in which 
the bill was. I find that the Second Comp- 
troller’s salary was fixed at $3,000 in 1817, 
something over fifty years ago; and the bill 
as it was would have given him $2,000 a 
year for over fifty years, over one hundred 
thousand dollars, provided there had been 
that amount unexpended in the appropria- 
tions for the office, without bringing any year’s 
appropriations beyond these of the present 
fiscal year. We usually appropriate about 
one hundred and thirty thousand dollars for 
the Second Comptroller's office, and he would 
have had under this all the balance that 
remained unexpended if we passed it. There- 
fore Ithink the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine is avery great improvement on the 
original clause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator from 
California contend that he does not think 
the House of Representatives was right in 
giving this gentleman $100,000? Has he not 
earned it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
to the paragraph proposed to be stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. On that. I ask for -the 
yeas and nays. ` : bch 

The yeas and nays were ordered. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. -All I wish to say is that 
after long discussion here we took a dozen ór 
two people, this gentleman among the rest, 
and provided for them, and the bill passed: this 
body providing for him; and now to select this 
one gentleman and put him over the heads of 
all the others, and in ‘a separate bill: providing 
only for him, is, it seems to me, an:act of more 
gross injustice to the others than it is of justice 
to him. -That is my reason; I do not wish to 
take up time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to inquire 
how much we have raised this officer's salary 
this session. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have raised it by tke 
amendment to the other bill to $4,000. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And now itis proposed 
to raise it to $5,000. 

Mr. WILSON. That has not passed yet. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is in conference. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was agreed to by the 
last committee of conference. There will be 
no trouble about it. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish, without taking up 
time, simply to say that this officer has received 
$3,000 a year for several years. Since he 
entered the office the last time he has passed 
upon more than $2,000,000,000 of accounts ; 
$1,300,000,000 one year; $800,000,000 an- 
other; and $500,000,000 in another. The 
amount of labor that he has performed is not 
surpassed by any man employed in any de- 
partment of this Government, and I think it 
isa burning shame that a man of bis ability 
and character should have been required to 
discharge this immense duty that he has per- 
formed for the salary of $3,000 a year. I 
hope the salary will be fixed at $5,000, as 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
from Vermont calis attention to the fact that 
to put this man alone in this. bill would be 
an invidious discrimination against the other 
persons provided for in the other bill. I wish 
to say simply that the House of Representa- 
tives inaugurate this and send it here. This 
puts his salary on equality with that of the First 
Comptroller, an equality. which he certainly 
merits; and to refuse to consider it would 
be invidious to him. I shall vote for it with 
pleasure. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I simply wantto say that there 
are three Comptrollers in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, two of whom are now receiving $5,000 
a year, and have been for some years past, 
while this one, who performs more duty than 
either of the others, is receiving only $3,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who are the other two? 

Mr. CRAGIN. The First Comptroller and 
the Comptroller of the Currency. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to saya word 
about this passing upon $1,300,000,000 in one 
year and $800,000,000 in another year, and 
$2, 000,000,000 in two or three years. I want 
to know what the Senator from Massachusetts 
means by making such a statement to go out 
to the country. How many millions does the 
Treasurer pass upon? Does he pass upon 
$2,000,000,000, the First Comptroller upon 
$2,000.000,000, and all the officers upon 
$2,000,000,000? Why, Mr. President, the 
amount of it is, that the accounts of the War 
Department are all examined in the War 
Department to begin with, and they are sent 
through the various departments of the Treas- 
ury, first to one Auditor and then to another, 
to one Comptroller and then to another, to be 


| passed upon, and this officer signs his name. 


Does the Senator from Massachusetts pre- 
tend to say that the Second Comptroller, or 
the First Comptroller, or any of these Comp- 
trollers, have to examine these accounts and 
compute them? You have got more than two 
thousand clerks there for these very objects. 
Every Anditor examines them. It is not this 


curs on striking out the paragraph as amended. il Comptroller who exami nes. these accounts. 
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One would suppose from what the Senator 
from Massachusetts said that this was the 
great safeguard of the Treasury. It is only one 
of the bureaus through which these accounts 
pass. You might as well say that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury passes upon them. 

Mr. CRAGIN, Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, yes. 

Mr CRAGIN. I wish to suggest that by 
one decision of this Comptroller overruling a 
decision of the Secretary of War over twenty 
million dollars were saved to the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was he not doing his 
duty in that? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Certainly he was. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does theSenator know 
how many decisions of this Comptroller have 
been overruled by some other Comptroller ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I do not. I think there 
is no other Comptroller to overrule him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the accounts 
finally pass through the hands of the First 
Comptroller. f 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not the division he acts 
upon, being the Navy, War, pensions, and In- 
dian affairs accounts. They do not go to the 
other Comptroller at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Perhaps they do not ; 
but a great many of the accounts I know do 
go there, and the accounts before they reach 
the Second Comptroller pass through namer- 
ous other hands. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Auditors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
know that? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Auditors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not only Auditors, but 
this Comptroller passes upon the accounts of 
the War and Navy Departments, and are not 
those accounts made up in the War and Navy 
Departments to begin wth? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then they go the Audit- 
ors of the Treasury, and from there to the 
Comptroller, and you come in here and talk 
about the Comptroller passing upon all these 
accounts | 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
all thoroughly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator from 
New Hampshire mean to tell the Senate and 
the country that the Comptroller examines 
himself personally these accounts? Does he 
not know better? 

Mr. WILSON. I want to say to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, who is a fair-minded man, 
and always certainly ought to deal fairly with 
questions, that in what he has said to-day he 
has misconceived this matter altogether. I 
say what I know, when I declare that this 
Comptroller has to pass upon, at least in 
amounts and in responsibility, many times 
more than is passed by the First Comptroller 
by the laws of the country. He has given 
many long claborate decisions. There are 
hundreds of thousands of pages of his writing 
on these questions. He is one of the ablest 
and most faithful men that serve this Gov- 
ernment. He has remained there doing these 
great duties on a petty salary of $3,000 a year, 
and I say it is a shame to the country that 
such @ thing should continue a day longer. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, the 
Comptroller does something besides sign bills 
or accounts which are brought before him by 
clerks. That is not the important business of 
the Comptroller. These account pass before 
an Auditor, and when they come from the Aud- 
itor to the Comptroller's office they are placed 
in the hands of clerks and examined by them. 
They are then reported to the Comptroller. 
But tae Comptroller stands to check the ac- 
counts which have been allowed by the Auditor, 
which have been allowed contrary tolaw. He 
hears arguments also in regard to the claims 
to see whether they are legal or not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Auditor 
do that? 


He has to examine them 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. It may be that he 
does; Ido not know. I merely speak of this 
to show that the Comptroller has something 
more to do than simply to sign his name. 
He is a legal officer, equal, in my judgment, to 
a very strong and able judge. He determines 
questions which are submitted to him so far as 
they relate to the law, and his time 1s required 
more to adjust those questions than it is to 
sign the bills that are Drought before him. I 
think he earns more money than almost any 
man in the service of the Government, and 
perform duties which entitle him to a salary 
of $5,000 at least. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary | 
will call the roll on the amendment as amended. | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How does the question 
stand? Voting ‘* yea’ strikes it out, does it 


not? The question is on concurring in the 


amendment as amended? ee 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on striking out the paragraph as amended. It 
has been amended in the Senate. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole recommend that it should 
be stricken out. Voting ‘‘yea’’ is voting to 
strike out the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. What is the effect 
of striking out? a 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Voting “ yea’? 
is voting to strike out the paragraph in rela- 
tion to the Second Comptroller entirely from 
the bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Cole, Cooper, Edmunds, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, 
Kelly, Ransom, Spencer, Tipton, Trumbull, Vick- 
ers, and Windom—l4. 3 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Corbett, 
Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Stevenson, West, and Wilson—27, 

ABSENTLT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Dayis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Managan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Howe, Kollogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Wright—33. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph 
is not stricken out. 

The next reserved amendment was on page 
29, after line six hundred and ninety-nine, to 
strike out the following clause: 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for subsisting the Navajo Indians in New 
Morice. for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Committee 
of the Whole struck out this paragraph. 

Mr. HARLAN. This was stricken out 
under a misapprehension. The honorable 
Senator from Vermont was under the impres- 
sion that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had recommended that it should be omitted. 
I find that this is not the case. His recom- 
mendation applied to the appropriation for 
the next fiscal year. I have a letter kere from 
the Commissioner, and if it is desirable it can 
be read. 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no; lect us vote; 
we can vote it ln. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I guess not. The hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas says we can vote 
itin. It seems we can vote almost anything 
in; but, for one, I do not propose to vote any- 
thing in until the Senate and the public know 
upon what grounds it is done. I should like 
to hear the communication read to begin with. 

The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


FFICE OF Inpisn AFFAIRS, 
4 3 WASHINGTON, D. C., April 18, 1872. 
IR: Ihave the honor to inclose herewith a c 
of a letter to-day received from the agent of the 
Navajo Indians for your information in connection 
with the estimate of this office for an appropriation 
required to furnish said Indians with subsistence 
during the remainder of the present fiscal year, an 
item for eo ns embraced in House bill No. 1654 
ut proposed to be stricken out by the 2 
mittee on Appropriations, 7 Sennie Gomi 


The Navajos number over eight thousand. They 
are industrious, and have, generally, since their 
incation on their present reserve, been fully able to 
support themselves. The almost total failure of 
their crops last year, from the drought general 
throughout the Southwest, 1s the cause of the pres- 
ent exigency, and as will be scen from Agent Mil- 
ler’s letter, great suffering exists among the Navajos, 
and unless their actual necessities are speedily sup- 
plied, there is reason to fear that serious difficulties 
will arise. ‘ 

Very respectfully, 


t servant. 
A. WALKER, 

Commissioner, 
Hon, James HARLAN, United Stutes Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is very appar- 
ent that this bill cannot be concluded to-night, 
especially as the Senator from Kentucky has 
asked and obtained leave to address the Sen- 
ate to-morrow morning upon an amendment 
to it I therefore move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at six 
o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


your pbedien 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 25, 1872, 

The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Kev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Clerk has now 
reached the reading of that portion of the 
Journal which relates to the evening session, 
when nothing was done but the consideration 
of pension bills. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred, under the law, to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring,) That there be printed twenty- 


two thousand copies of the case presented on the 
part of the Government of her Britannic Majesty 
to the tribunal of arbitration, constituted under 
article one of the treaty concluded at Wasbington 
on the 8th of May, 1871, between her Britannic 
Majesty and the United States of America; seven 
thousand copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and fifteen thousand for the use of the 
House. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to trans- 
mit tothe House of Representatives, as early as may 
be consistent with the public interests, a copy of the 
counter case presented by the British Government 
in relation to the Alabama claims under the treaty 
of Washington. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
sox, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill (S. No. 1014) to amend 
an act entitled “An act authorizing the cpn- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,” approved 
March 5, 1872; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of Martin Wat- 
kins, of East Windsor, Connecticut. 

‘PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. KENDALL. On yesterday, when the 
vote on the Goat Island bill was taken, I was 
unavoidably absent from my seat on business 
interests of my constituency. I had made ar- 
rangements to have my vote “ paired,” but 
by a misapprehension it was not done, and 
does not so appear. Had I been present 
should have voted against the bill in all its 


stages ; and hence have asked the House to 
receive this statement. 
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Mr. DAWES. 
of business. 
f DR. JOHN EMILIO HOUARD. 


The House resumed, as the regular order 
of business, the consideration of the following 
preamble and resolution reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Whereas Dr. John Emilio Houard has, after one 
year’s imprisonment, and trial by a military court- 
martial, been convicted of complicity in an insur- 
rection against the Spanish Governmentin theisland 
of Cuba, and, upon said conviction, has been trans- 
ported to a penal colony of Spain for a term of eight 
years, from which conviction, sentence, and punish- 
ment he appeals for protection to the Government of 
the United States; and whereas it appears, first, that 
said Houard was a native-born citizen of the Uni- 
ted States; second, that he never renounced his 
allegiance as such citizen, but, on the contrary, has 
claimed to be, and has éen enrolled by the officers 
of the Government of the United States as a citizen 
of the United States; third, that it is not shown by 
any form of proof that he ever became by any act a 
subject. or citizen of the Government of Spain; and 
whereas it further appears that his trial, sentence, 
and punishment have been in disregard and viola- 
tion of his undoubted rights as a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, under the Constitution and laws thereof, 
and the treaty of October 27,1795, between the Uni- 
ted States and Spain: Therefore, 

Be tt resolved, That, in thejudgmentof this House, 
the said John Emilio Houard was, and is, a citizen 
of the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and, as such, is entitled to all 
and every protection from this Government, and, 
in the opinion of this House, the President should 
promptly demand his unconditional release and 
the restoration of his property, which has been 
confiscated to the use of the Spanish Government. 


Mr. WOOD submitted remarks which will 
be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield one 
half of the hour to which I am entitled to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. W. R. 
Ropers. | 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, itis 
with considerable satisfaction and no small 
amount of pride that I indorse the action of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairsin reporting 
a resolution to this House, asserting in tem- 
perate but emphatic language the claims of 
Dr. Houard to the protection of the American 
Government, and instructing the President to 
demand his prompt and unconditional release. 

Tindorse this action of the committee with 
all my heart, and hail itas the harbinger of 
a braver and a wiser policy on the part of 
Congress; and inspired by this action, which 
Ltrust will be so emphatic on the part of both 
‘Houses, I have hopes that the time is coming 
when the administration of the great Repub- 
lic, no matter what party may be in power, 
will afford as ample protection to its citizens 
in other lands as the meanest despotism in 
Europe or South America. This, in my opin- 
ion, has not been done for many years. When- 
ever a citizen has been in trouble abroad, the 
Government has invariably endeavored to shirk 
its duties, and, either by direct or indirect 
means, endeavored to justify itself by casting 
doubts upon his citizenship, or, accepting the 
assertions and charges of his enemies as true, 
have left him to his fate, or begged for mercy 
when public opinion became aroused to the 
injustice, and forced the Government to take 
action. 

I do not lay any of the blame for this state 
of affairs at the doors of the American people. 
i am satisfied they have at all times been will- 
ing to do justice to and to afford the amplest 
protection to their fellow-citizens in foreign 
lands; but in my opinion the Executive and 
Congress are alone to blame for’ the fact 
that since the Martin Koszta case, when the 
administration of Franklin Pierce -sustained 
the brave and truly American action of Captain 
Ingraham, when he brought the guns of his 
ship to bear upon the Austrian frigate, in the 
harbor of Smyrna, and threatened to fire upon 
her unless a man who was only in part a citizen 
of the United States was surrendered, Ameri- 
can citizens in foreign countries have not 
received that protection which the obligations 
no less than the honor of the American 
people demanded. Ë 


I demand the regular order 


Sir, the first duty of a nation is to protect | 


the lives, the rights, and the liberties of its 
citizens in any part of the world in which they. 
may sojourn, and to avenge, at any and every. 
cost, with the strong and resolute arm of its 
power, the slightest injury or wrong inflicted 
upon them; and the Government that fails in 
this duty is unworthy the esteem of its own 
citizens. It cannot command respect abroad, 
it cannot command confidence at home. It 
becomes a subject for ridicule, contempt, and 
insults, until finally there are none so poor 
among the nations of the earth as to do it 
reverence. 

it is well known that during the late war 
many who had taken up their residence in 
America, with the intention of remaining here, 
sought the protection of foreign consuls, and 
thus through indifference or cowardice evaded 
their obligations to the country in which they 
lived; while others, both naturalized and native: 
born citizens, sought the shelter of the British 
flag in a neighboring territory, and in that 
way escaped the responsibilities which citi- 
zenship entailed; but who is there North or 
South that docs not despise those ingrates, 
and which of those who were guilty of these 
crimes, that would not shrink from the pub- 
licity of their own shame and dishonor? 

And yet, when a nation fails in its duty to 
its citizens, is it any the less culpable than 
the citizen who fails in his duty to his coun- 
try? If aman through fear of losing his life 
deserves condemnation for deserting his coun- 
try in the hour of ber peril, what shall be said 
of the country that permits her citizen to 
be murdered with impunity, or leaves him to 
his fate to rot in chains in foreign dungeons? 

I know there are men, and that we have our 
share of them, who would place patriotism 
and national honor in one side of the scales 
of justice and dollars and cents in the other. 
I know very well what their judgment would 
be. Their love for dollars would make them 
national cowards; and the honor of their coun- 
try and the lives of the best and bravest of her 
sons would be as dross when weighed in the 
scales with their own cupidity. 

But, thank Heaven, the Republic has not 
yet arrived at that stage of her dishonor and 
decay when this element will be permitted for 
any length of time to steer the ship of State, 
or mark out the course over which she must 
sail. No,sir; with all our love for wealth and 
eager pursuit of material interests there is 
buricd away deep down in the hearts of the 
American people a chivalric sense of justice, 
of honor, and of good faith, and however much 
they may be lulled into a seeming spirit of in- 
difference to either bythe senile sophistries 
of our Reverdy Johnsons and his class of 
plum-pudding statesmen, who are permitted 
by some mysterious power to exhibit them- 
selves in the midst of a free people for some 
wise, doubtless, but still inscrutable purpose, 
yet, whenever the American people awake to 
a realizing sense of the truth, they will de- 
mand of their servants in power, in tones which 
must be listened to, that they shall not sacri- 
fice that sense of justice, without which no 
people can be truly great, and the absence of 
which leaves the best form of government 
ever devised by mana sham and a fraud. 

One of the best evidences of Rome’s great- 
ness in the days of the Cæsars was the fact 
that wherever a Roman traveled the talisman 
that ‘all feared and respected, before. which 
the savage trembled and the monarch bowed, 
was his simple utterance, ‘‘I am a citizen of 
Rome ;’’ and the proof of Rome’s declension 
and the forerunner of her fall was foreshad- 
owed when the once magic name had lost its 
power, and the citizenship of Rome was of no 
more value than that of the meanest and weak- 
est ofnations. Even England, vile and indiffer- 
entas she is toward the masses of her people, 
whom she brutalizes and starves in order to 
sustain her aristocratic form of government, 
never fails to protect her citizens abroad, well 
knowing that if she did her prestige would be 


lost and her power would soon:follow sit ¢’s 

for this, if for no-other-reason, her armié we 
to Abyssinia and her vengeance followed 
bandits into the mountains -of :Greece. 
though her flag is -hated in every.p 
world, yet.it protects hèr citizens; and 
with shame and humiliation I have-toack 


edge that it is often invoked, ang at) our yery 5 


doors, too, to protect American ,titizens when 
their own. flag and ‘their own:Goveromen 

to protect them... It has happened in. Mexic 
it has happened. in Cuba; and I am. told itis 
a common. occurrence . for American citizens 


doing business in Cuba to. provide themselves ™ : 


with British passports,.and pass themselves o: 
as British subjects in consequence of. the a 
mosity entertained for Americans, and the.cer 
tainty that their own Government will not: pro; 
tect their rights nor their lives, nor avenge.the 
loss of either. Since the breaking out of the war 


in Cuba an American consul, Mr. Philips; had | 


to fly for protection on board an Englishiship, 


after being treated with great indignities.and « | 


his life threatened, and yetour Government bore 
it. i 
left New York to engage in mercantile business 


in Cuba, and while walking the streets: of 


sive to Valmaseda’s butchers, a fact which:the 
young men, being strangers, were ignorant of; 
I believe the chief of the murderers. suffered 
death ; but the families of these men. have 
received no recompense for the pecuniary loss 


Itis but a few months ago two young men 


sustained by their death, and our Government ` 


has demanded no. redress, or at least if. they 

have we have no knowledge of the faet.. <; 
And still later, eight young students,’ sons 

of the best families in Cuba, were butchered 


by order of a court-martial so called, but really > 
at the instigation of a.mob of aman te TA a4 


who howled for their young and innocent bloo 


to appease the ferocious spirit which now.reigns . 
throughout so large a portion of the Queen-of | 


the Antilles,and spares neither..age nor. 
when the fury of its blind hate is once attra 
toward those who are suspected of harboring 


a kind feeling for the patriot heroes of their 


native land. ; 


The murder of the students for a fap ed: 


offense never committed,:in. its. cold-blooded, 
merciless, and uncalled-for infamy,, shocked 


the civilized world; human nature felt. out: : 


raged in a deed committed by human hands, 
the Christian sympathies of the world were 
aroused, and but one sentiment, and that of 
abhorrence, pervaded mankind. wherever the 
act was known and understood; and yeti 
resolution offered by me in this House at the 
first of the session, expressive of the horror 
entertained for the deed and its abettors by 
this free and liberty-loving people; bas not‘yet 
been reportéd back. from ‘the Committee: on 
Foreign Affairs, to which it was ‘referred. 

Sir, in a case of this kind I’believe no. ques- 
tions of State policy or State etiquette. should 
have stifled the expression. of the just and 
proper and humane indignation of the Ameri- 
can people in this their representative body ; 
but no doubt the same policy which has closed 
the eyes of the uation and prevented the death- 
cries of thousands of Spanish victims in Cuba 
from reaching their ears, by specious and tor- 


| tuous State documents and State inspirations 


through the press, has counseled prudence to ` 


the chairman of the committee, for I believe 
his heart and manly American instincts revolt 
at the seeming acquiescence of his committee 


in the crimes committed in one of the fairest 


portions of the earth, and I believe the .com- 
mittee of which he is the head would have 


spoken out long since in the bold and brave ` 


voice of the American Republic, denouncing : 


these crimes against God and: liberty, an: 
demanding that the Administration, at all 
hazards, should protect the life. and. liberty of 
the humblest citizen who, owes allegiance to 
the American flag, and who bas a right to 
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receive in return the protection of that flag so 
long as he violates no law and is guiltless of 
crime. ; : 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs in their 
resolution of the 11th instant, reported to the 
House, declare that Dr. Hovard was a native- 
born citizen of the United States, that he 
never renounced his nationality, but on the 
contrary claimed to be and has been enrolled 
by American officials in Cuba as a citizen of 
the United States; that it appears that his 
trial, sentence, and punishment has been in 
direct violation of bis rights as a citizen of the 
United States under the Constitution and laws 
thereof, and the treaty of October 27, 1795, 
between the United States and Spain. These 
are the facts as reported by the committee to 
this House ; and yet this American citizen has 
lain immured in a Spanish prison for more 
than twelve months, awaiting trial by a court- 
martial of Valmaseda’s soldiers, the result of 
which could not be in doubt fora moment to 
those who know the blood-thirsty and relent- 
less spirit which animates his judges, while 
our Government looked on either indifferent 
to the outrage offered to the American nation 
in the person of a citizen, or afraid to demand 
his release from a vile imprisonment, and 
from what it was in duty bound tu know was 
an unjust and illegal trial contrary to our 
treaties with Spain. Instead of this, what 
little has been done by the Administration 
has been chiefly in trying ‘‘ how not to do 
it? and how to evade its responsibility to 
the unfortunate citizen who has to depend 
upon it for protection without exciting the 
indignation of the American people. 

Had the Executive discharged its plain and 
manifest duty, there would have been no ne- 
cessity for Congress to take the step proposed 
in defense of the honor of the country, and 
the rights of one of its citizens. With a Presi- 
dent who knew the laws of his country and 
who was qualified to discharge the duties of 
that high office with fidelity and zeal, we 
would not be called upon to instruct the Ad- 
ministration in its duties and the rights of 
American citizens, and Dr. Houard would 
be to-day a free man; for I find that as late 
as the second session of the Fortieth Congress 
u law was passed commanding the President 
to take decisive action in just such cases as 
the present. It is as follows: 

"Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That whenever 
it shall be madeo known to the President that any 
citizen of the United States has been unjustly do- 
prived of his liberty by or under the authority of 
any foreign Government, it shall bo the duty of the 
President forthwith to demand of that Government 
the reason for such imprisonment, and if it appears 
to be wrongful and in violation of the rights of 
American citizenship, the President shall forthwith 
demand the release of such citizen, and if the release 
so demanded is unreasonably delayed or refused, it 
shall be the duty of the President to use such means 
not amounting to acts of war as he muy think neces- 
sary ond proper to obtain and effect such release, 
and all the facts and proceedings relative thereto 
shall, as soon as practicable, be communicated to 
Congress. 

Approved, July 27, 1868.” 

We find by the correspondence furnished to 
this House, and then only when called for, that 
Secretary Fish asserts positively in an official 
communication to our representative at the 
Spanish court that it does not appear that 
Dr. Houard ever renounced his nationality 
of birth, or that he ever accepted Spanish 
nationality, assertions which all the evidence 
and facts in the case justified him in making, 
abd which alone should have impelled him to 
demand Dr. Houard’s unconditional and im- 
mediate release, and that failing, to report the 
facts to Congress for its action and instruc- 
tion; but no, this plain, straightforward, and 
eminently proper course would not be in 
accordance with the magnificently tortuous 
and timid policy of our State Department. 
If it performs a good action it becomes 
doubtful of its wisdom, and if it utters a bold 
word it is frightened at the sound of its own 
voice, and accordingly Mr. Fish hastened to 
beat a retreat, and to justify it by throwing 


doubt upon Dr. Houard’s citizenship in accept- 
ing as true the flimsy falsehoods of Spanish 
officials in Cuba, who were Houard’s bitter 
foes, and who of course would not stop at a 
lie any more than a murder to accomplish 
their purpose. 

In a letter to the Vice President the Secre- 
tary takes issue with his former statements, 
with the facts in the case, and lam sorry to 
say with the laws of the United States, by as- 
serting that if Dr. Houard desired to renounce 
his nationality of birth it was not necessary 
for him to do more than he actually did in 
quitting the United States, establishing him- 
self permanently in Cuba, and in making that 
island his residence without any declared or 
fixed intention to return to the United States. 
If there be circumstances to contradict this 
apparent throwing off of American citizenship 
they have not been fully presented. i 

Now, I appeal to every gentleman in this 
House if in the whole history of American 
diplomacy a more humiliating spectacle can 
be presented than the contradictory positions 
assumed in these two extracts. In one Dr. 
Houard is declared to be a citizen who never 
renounced his nationality of birth, and within 
three days of the above declaration, a weak, 
silly, and illogical attempt is made to prove 
that he had renounced his nationality of birth 
bya residence in Cuba, and an apparent throw- 
ing off of American citizenship, and that if 
there be circumstances to contradict this ap- 
parent throwing off of citizenship they have 
not been fully presented. So it is necessary 
for a native-born citizen, whose father was also 
a citizen, to prove, while confined in foreign 
dungeons, with chains upon his limbs and sur- 
rounded with foes gloating for his blood, 
that he had not become a Spanish subject, 
and that he was an American citizen, simply 
because he had resided for many years in 
the neighboring island of Cuba, practicing 
his profession of physician. Not a particle 
of evidence has beeu presented to this Gov- 
ernment that he had ever renounced the na- 
tionality of birth; buton the contrary many 
of his relatives who live in Philadelphia, his 
two brothers and son and sister among the 
number, all of whom are American citizens, 
assert positively and are willing to certify on 
oath that Dr. Houard never renounced his 
allegiance to our flag, and that he did intend 
returning to this country to spend the closing 
days of his life here, and to Jay his bones in 
the soil upon which he was born. These facts 
of themselves should have been ample proofs 
of his undoubted right to receive the protec- 
tion of our Government; but there are others 
still more convincing, because they come from 
our own officials, and they show conclusively 
that he remained unchanged in his allegiance 
to his native land. 

After the publication of the law in Cuba in 
1868, requiring foreigners to register, in order 
that they might be treated as such, Dr. Houard 
registered his name as an American citizen. 
But even if he had not done so, and failed to 
comply with the regulations of the Spanish 
Government in regard to resident foreigners, 
such an act of omission could in no way or 
manner affect his American citizenship, or be 
construed by our Government as a renuncia- 
tion of his nationality of birth; but it has 
remained for the present Administration to 
make a new discovery in the theory of citizen- 
ship. Andrew Johnson was bad enough and 
fertile enough in finding pretexts for allowing 
Americans to remain in British jails without 
trial and without cause, but it remained for 
General Grant to discover a new process for 
transforming native-born Americans into Span- 
ish convicts by an apparent throwing off of 
American citizenship. 

It is claimed by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. AMBLER,] who addressed the House on 
yesterday in opposition to the resolution of the 
majority of the committee, that Dr. Houard’s 
residence in Cuba for many years absolved him 


from allegiance to the country of his birth, and 
by the mere act of residence made him a Span- 
ish citizen. Now, sir, I have yet to learn of 
the existence of any law either of the United 
States or of Spain, or of any other civilized 


country, to justify his theory. If there is an 


‘American statute, why did he not produce it? 
We will have to bow to that, for it is by the 
laws of our own country we will „have to be 
guided. If there is anylaw of Spain to justify 
hisassertion, why did henot produce it? He has 
certainly had time enough as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to hunt it up if 
any such existed. But it does not exist, but 
on the contrary the Spanish law is explicitand 
exacting in regard to conterring citizenship on 
foreign residents in Cuba and in Spain. 

J will read the provision of the law in that 


regard : 


“ ArT. 24. At the expiration of the five years for- 
eign settlers desiring to become naturalized shall 
apply to the Government, with their certificate of 
residence, and shall declare that they pledge them- 
selves to remain permanently in the island. The 
Government shali make due inquiry, and if they 
shall appear to possess the necessary good qualities, 
to have resided continuously for five years in the 
island, to be possessed of real estate, and to be en- 
gaged in any industrial pursuit, they shall be allowed 
to take the oath of naturalization, in which they 
shall promise fidelity to the Catholic religion, to the 
king, and to the laws, renouncing every right, priv- 
ilege, and protection of foreign citizenship, and pledg- 
ing themselves to maintain no dependency upon, 
relation with, or civil subjection to the country of 
their birth. This shall not, however, comprise do- 
mestic relations or family correspondence, or the 
management of property or interests, which may be 
maintained by any resident foreigner, in accordance 
with the provisions of the royal decree and instruc- 
tion of September 2. 1791, and subsequent circulars. 

“ ART. 26, Naturalized foreigners shall enjoy all 
the rights and privileges of Spaniards, as shall also 
their children and legitimate descendants, according 
to article fifteen. : = 

“The foregoing are substantially the provisions 
which are applicable to foreign settlers established 
in the island of Cuba. As regards the general con- 
dition of foreigners in Spain, law No. 7, page 14, 
book first, of the latest collection of the statutes, says 
that natives are those born in Spain of Spanish 
parents, and the children of foreigners who have 
been domiciled in Spain for the space of ten years; 
likewise those born in foreign countries of Spanish 
parents residing abroad accidentally or in the service 
of the king, but without any intention of changing 
their nationalty. i . 7 

“ Foreigners are classified in Spain as naturalized, 
resident, and transient, Seg 

The first are those who, according to the political 
constitution, have obtained certificates of natural- 
ization. 

“Besidents are in the same category as Spaniards. 

Those who have established their domicile any- 
where in the monarchy are considered as residents. 
_ “Likewise those whoapply for and obtain the qual- 
ity of residents in any town of the same. 

_ Likewise those who marry Spaniards and live dom- 
iciled in Spain; and if the woman is a foreigner, she 
becomes, by the act of marrying, subject to the same 
laws and acquiresthe same domicile as her husband. 

Any foreigner desiring to become a resident of 
Spain must take the oath of fidelity to the religion, 
tothe king, and the laws, renouncing every right 
and privilege of foreign citizenship, and all protec- 
tion conferred by the samo, declaring that he will 
maintain no dependence upon, or civil subjection 
to, the country of his birth. 

It is proper to consider that the law regards 
becoming a resident as a voluntary act on the part 
of the foreigner ; likewise his residing transiently, 
on condition that in the latter case he is not to enjoy 
the advantages and rights of the residents and in- 
habitants of the kingdom. This liberty, which was 
left by an ancient law, has been confirmed by an ex- 
planation of the Government, since, in consequence 
ofa complaint made by the embassy of France, the 
minister of state, in anote addressed to the said em- 
bassy under date of May 28, 1837, declared that tho 
statement in paragraphs one and four of the consti- 
tution, that al! persons born in Spain are Spaniards, 
and likewise foreigners who have gained a residence 
in any town of the monarchy is in the sense of con- 
ceding to both a privilege anda right, notin that of 
imposing an ob‘igation upon them or to foree them 
to be Spaniards against their will if, having the 
right of citizenship in another country, they prefer 
it to the one acquired in Spain. Although a for- 
eigner is free to acquire residence or to remain tran- 
siently, he must make his choice known, together 
with the conditions to which he subjects his resi- 
dence. The resident (aveeradado) takes the oath 
which has already been described, but the transient 
sojourner (transeunte) only tukes an oath of submis- 
sion and obedience to the king and to the laws. 
According to the sense of the law, and the practice 
which is observed, foreign wholesale merchants are 
now considered as transient residents, notwithstand- 
mg their long residence in the peninsula, and tran- 
mient residents are no longer prohibited from prat- 
teing those trades and professions which the laws 
ormerly reserved for native and domiciled residents. 
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On this principle the royal-order of August 11,1837, 
permitted foreigners temporarily residing in. the 
country to practice the liberal arts, mechanical 
trades, and to do busibess as retail merchants, even 
without obtaining the quality of residents, (avecin- 
dados). provided: they. obtained. a license from the 
olitical chief and paid the industrial subsidy. 
Moreover, article nineteen of the commercial code 
provides’ that. foreigners who have not become 
legally naturalized or domiciled may carry on trade 
in Spanish territory according to the rules agreed 
upon in the troatics in force with their respective 
Neca re the. provisions which have been 
copied, a negative reply may be made to the ques- 
tion relative to the son of a foreigner who came us a 
settler to the island of Cuba, since the conditions 
and requisites are clearly laid down, without which 
he who has not complied with them on account of 
being unwilling to‘lose_his primitive nationality is 
not considered us a native or a Spaniard. 
Here are the laws of Spain, clear, precise, 
and emphatic, in regard to the forms and 
oaths to, be observed and performed by a for- 
eigner who would become a citizen of Spain. 
Did Dr. Howard ever take an oath of alle- 
giance to Spain, or perform any act, volun- 
tary or otherwise, by which, under | these 
laws of Spain, he became a Spanish citizen? 
If he did, where :is the proof, where is the 
evidence? There is none, and therefore it 
cannot be produced. And even the Spanish 
minister, in: his: communication to the Sec 
retary of State, did not dare to claim that 
by any voluntary act of his Houard became 
a Spanish citizen according to the laws of 
Spain; but he does say that Houard did not 
register his, name- with the American consul- 
ate, according .to a Spanish law passed on 
the 4th of July, 1870, requiring foreigners, 
in: order to be known as such, to enroll their 
names in the list of foreigners, which list 
shall be kept by the superior civil governor, 
and in that of the consulate of his nation. 
«Now, this law. passed in the very light of 
the Cuban revolution, was clearly and evi- 
denuy intended to aid the Spanish authorities 
in watching foreigners: who might land in 
Cuba for purposes hostile to the Spanish Gov- 
ernment. It does not declare that a failure to 
do so would be considered, or was according 
-to the laws of Spain, an act of naturalization. 
. And even if it did, it would not be worth the 
| paper it was printed. on, because no foreign 
; nation who regarded its own right and honor 
would ‘permit Spain or another Government, 
- by: the. passage of a mere law, to transform 
„their citizens who were residing in Spain or 
any of its colonies-into Spanish citizens witb- 
. out their consent and approval. Suppose the 
‘ Congress of the United States were to pass 
- such a law, what would become of the thou- 
sands of Englishmen who reside in New York 
. and other cities for years; yes, perhaps, for 
nearly ‘a life-time, who never become Amer- 
deans, but'simply reside here for purposes of 
trade and. money-making? Does any gentle- 
man here ‘suppose England would recognize 
the law as valid or final? And if I mistake 
not there are claims now pending before the 
claims ‘commission of the two countries now 
sitting’ inthis city of British subjects who 
have resided in the: United’ States: for twenty 
and thirty years. Willa long residence here 
be offered ‘as evidence against their claims 
as British’ subjects? I think the commission 
would: require’ proof that: they had, of their 
own voluntary act, renounced allegiance to 
Great: Britain, and had sworn allegiance to 
the United States. Did George Peabody 
divest himself, by a long and profitable resi- 
denee in England, of his citizenship of birth ? 


And no doubt: there are a great many others’ 


of whom. little is known, becausé they are less 
wealthy than he was, but who like him will 
desire that their last and final sleep shall be 
in. the. country of their-birth and in the soil 
consecrated: to. freedom. = 
"Büt eventhe flimsy pretext of the Spanish 
minister is swept away. when we come to ex: 
amine the facts before this law upon which he 
relies‘to prove Houard a citizen: of Spain was 
was passed. Dr: Houard did:register himself 
asan American citizen with the American con: 
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face, 


sul in: Cienfuegos, as the following affidavit 
will show: 


I, Charles Fox, now resident at Portland, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, on oath 
say that, in the latter part of 1868 and the first part 
of 1869, I was United States consular agent at Cien- 
fuegos, in the island of Cuba, and in the latter part 
of 1868 or the first part of 1869 that Dr. Emilio J. 
Houard, then at Cienfuegos, was enrolled as an 
American citizen at the United States consulate in 
that city; that he was one of a number of American 
citizens who signed an application to me to have an 
American man-of-war sent to the port of Cienfuegos 
for the protection of the lives and property of Amer- 
ican citizens; that I was acquainted with him, and 
he was generally known as an American citizen; 
that I never knew him to act or talk otherwise than 
as a bonu fide American citizen, and I never had any 
knowledge, information, or intimation of his taking 
any part whatever in political matters in the late 


disturbances in Cuba. 
CHARLES FOX. 


Strate or MAINE, 
Cumberland, ss, February 26, 1872: 

Then personally came before me, Josiah H. Drum- 
mond, a notary public in and for said county and 
State, Charles Fox, well known to me, and sub- 
scribed the foregoing declaration in my presence, 
and made oath to the truth of the same, according 
to his best knowledge, recollection, and belief, be- 
fore me. : 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand 
and notarial seal the day and year above mentioned. 

JOSIAH H. DRUMMOND, 
Z Notary Publie. 

And again: : 

“M. H. Morris, esq., present United States con- 
sul at Cienfuegos, makes affidavit as follows: 

“ Ido hereby certify that on the 25th day of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1870, personally appeared before me John 
Emilio Houard, physician, and declared himself a 
citizen of the United States of America, having been 
born in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

“ Dated Cienfuegos, March 4, 1872.” 

This evidence, I presume, will be considered 
conclusive as to the citizenship of Dr. Houard ; 
and as to his intention, upon which so much 
stress has been laid, all the evidence goes on 
to show that Dr. Houard always considered 
himself an American citizen, and’ his sister, 
who resides in Philadelphia, writes to Mr. 
Fish, that— 

“No act of my brother during his residence in Cuba 
can be construed into intentional renunciation of 
his nationality. He wasknown asan American, and 
prided himself on it; and during our rebellion was 
well known at Cienfuegos as one of the stanchest 
uphoelders of the Union,” . 

Had Dr. Houard by fair and legal means 
been convicted of any crime against morals or 
society, or of any violation of Spanish laws 
which forfeited his claim as a citizen upon the 
Government.of the United States, I would be 
the last to advocate a demand for his release, 
though I might, and probabiy would, advo- 
cate triendiy intercession in his behalf. 

But Dr. Howard has committed no crime, 
he bas violated no law, and he has not been 
tried and sentenced by a tribunal competent 
to try an American citizen according to our 
treaty with Spain. The offense of which he 
was charged was that of selling two small 
medicine cases ‘to a Cuban who joined. the 
rebels, but he produced a number of respect: 
able witnesses to prove that he sold them long 
before the Cuban insurrection began. He was 
then accused of harboring wounded rebels, 
but this he disproved by numerous witnesses, 
some of whom were Spaniards. Finally the 
court-martial which tried him, having no pre- 
text for further punishment, produced a depo- 
sition, made two months betore the trial by 
one Manuel Capote. Of this man and his 
evidence the Philadelphia Evening Telegram 
has the following authentig information: 


“If there were wanting any more convincing 
proofs that this trial was a mockery of justice, pro- 
jected to cover as base an act of iniquity as ever 
was perpetrated, we have it in the fact that Capote 
was coerced into making this false charge against 
Dr. Houard. Capote was an insurrectionist, and 
for a time-a fellow-prisoner with Houard (who had 
been his family physician for many years) in the 
gloomy lock-up at Cienfuegos. He was liberated 
aboat six months ago, much to the astonishment of 
both Spaniards and Cubans, and came direct to New 
York, where the deep villainy into which he had 
been impressed as an accomplice came to the sur- 


“ Capote’s recantation was made in that city on the 
8th of February last,under oath, and before the S pan- 
ish consul, and that important document is now in 


the hands of the Secretary of State. In this formal | 


abjuration he says, ‘The deposition made by mein 
the town of Cienfuegos against Dr. Houard, in the 
case brought against him for treason, was made by 
me owing to the pressure exercised over me by vari- 
ous persons, and by the panie and fear with which 
they artfully impressed me, alleging that if I did 
not testify in the required sense I would be killed 
by the volunteers of the town.’ He then says, for 
the sake of truth, that his deposition thus made was 
‘entirely false’ and contrary to the facts, 

“He adds that he had no knowledge of the mat- 
ters of which he then accused the doctor. Thisafti- 
davit is made in Spanish, but our reporter was yes- 
terday shown a certified translation of it, It seems, 
further, that after Capote had left Cuba the military 
authorities who were plotting the ruin of Houard 
discovered that he had not given the proper attest- 
ation or jurat to make the deposition legal, and they 
sent to New York to have him add the important 
words, which he refused to do, poipt-blank, The 
fact that he would not ratify this iniquitous state- 
ment was known in Havana, and was the subject of 
popular discussion.” 

In this connection I will state that the evidence 
upon which Dr. Houard was convicted has not 
been furnished to our Government, although 
it was demanded of the Spanish minister. 

In the face of this accumulation of evidence, 
was it not criminal in the highest degree for 
our Government to voluntarily ignore the im- 
prisonment of an American citizen for thir- 
teen months before his conviction, and to show 
no more interest in his case than if he were a 
citizen of the moon? Our consul at Havana 
informed the Department of State in relation 
to Dr. Houard on the 3d of January, 1871, 
but, save an acknowledgment of two lines, 
the Government gave no encouragement or 
instructions to our representative at Havana: 
But this was the time they were feasting the 
joint high commission, and of course they 
could not be expected in the intervals between 
their mighty labors and their walnuts; when 
the wine ran high and the blood of two mighty 
peoples, blended in a common stream, you 
know, they conld not of course be expected 
at the State Department to devote a little 
corner of their great minds to the rights of a 
mere citizen in a foreign prison; and the 
Government only realized thatan American 
citizen had iights which they were in duty 
bound to take some interest in when public 
Opinion became aroused and protests and 
demands began to pour in upon the State 
Department. 

And now, in view of all the facts presented, 
was it not taking a license with truth for the 
Executive of the United States to assert 
through its State official that if there be any 
facts contradicting Dr. Houard’s apparent 
throwing off of citizenship they have not been 
fully presented? Why, sir, when a great and 
powerful Government will sneak out of its re- 
sponsibility to its native-born citizen by such 
miserable sophistries as the State Department 
has been guilty of in this case, what hope, what 
reliauce can an adopted citizen have that a 
Government which he has loved, honored, and 
sustained, from the dawn of his manhood 
until the evening of his life, will not leave him 
friendless and unpitiéd in a convict’s cell or 
foreign hulk, to rot and die, as we are now 
leaving an old and honored man of sixty, with 
his gray hairs floating over shoulders clad in 
the vile garb of a Spanish convict, and whose 
hands, with the chains of tyranny hanging to 
them, are raised in the silent watches of the 
night to implore the aid of Heaven and of 
that flag whose stars beamed upon his cradle, 
and which he hoped would follow him to his 
grave? 

You who are fathers think of this vever- 
able old man, with his three danghters and 
one son, an American citizen, mourning for 
a father, to whom death would be a relief. 
Think, if he were your father; think, if you 
were his sons, or brothers, what would be your 
feelings, if your Government and his de- 
serted him in so sad an hour, with the shad- 
ows of life closing around the declining years 
of a life spent in acts. of healing mercy and 
humanity in an African penal colony. What 
would you say of it? Why, if you were men 
you would denounce the act on every platform 
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from the Atlantic to the Pacific shores, and in 
every newspaper throughout thecountry. You | 
would make this Hall ring with your eloquence 
until its echoes reached the House at the other 
end of the avenue, and its occupant made to 
realize that the words which nearly twenty 
years ago I beard Franklin Pierce utter on 
the front steps of this Capitol have taken deep 
root in the American heart. ‘That flag,” said 
he, ‘shall protect an American citizen where 
ever his foot shail be.” 

Surely, what you would do for your own 
father, brother, or friend, you are m duty 
bound to do fora fellow-citizen. As men who 
love your country, her flag, and her honor, 
you must castaside the unworthy appeals and 
special pleas which are made to your fears, 
your selfishness, and your credulity, in justi- 
fication of the great wrongs inflicted upon an 
American citizen. His vast estates have been 
confiscated, his person covered with outrage 
and indignity, and his life decreed to end as a 
convict. Let the Representatives in Congress 
of the American Repubiic demand their res- 
toration and his liberty, and then, knowing we 
are right, and doing what is right, let us have 
no fears but the result will be such as will do 
honor to our country and form one of the 
brightest episodes in her history. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, while I am upon 
this Cuban subject, I desire to say a few words 
in relation to that island. In the few moments 
left to me 1 ean only glance at the subject, 
which | should like to diseuss more fully than 
time will now permit. 

I hope, however, to have an opportunity 
ere long, for 1 believe the march of events 
in that unhappy island, as weil as the tem- 
per of the American people, will cre long 
demand a different policy in regard to Cuba 
from that which the Government has been 

ursuing iu-the past. For four years-we have 

eheld a sunguinary struggle al our very doors 
between the forces of freedom and despotism ; 
for four years we have looked ou with cold 
and unsympathetic gaze at a mere handful of 
patriots on oue side, fighting for right, for 
Justice, and for freedom, against a constantly 
replenishing army of perhaps ten times their 
numbers on the other We have seen the laws 
of civilized warfare set aside by the Spanish 
authorities, und the patriots taken in battle 
shot down in cold blood. We have read of 
atrocities L had supposed were confined to 
British savages in ireland, which makes the 
blood creep at the recital. We have beheld for 
four years on the island of Cuba a struggle 
going on similar to that which took place on 
this continent between 1776 and 1781; and 
though our hearts respond to every brave deed 
of the struggling colonists, aud, I trust, with 
gratitude for the generous and timely aid 
received from foreign nations, yet we refuse to 
recognize the Cuban patriots as belligerents 
after four years of warfare carried on against 
greatly superior numbers and resources, and 
against so implacable and merciless a foe; 
and though they are practising the principles 
upon which the very foundation of this Re- 
public rests, the sacred right of revolution 
when oppressiou becomes too bitter to be borne 
and no other appeal save one to arms remains, 
still we coldly turn our backs upon the men 
who are fighting for freedom, at our very 
doors; and not that alone, but we tell them | 
that they shall not be permitted to puré¢hase 
or receive aid from us, but that we will sell 
the tyrant ships and provisions and guns and 
powder and ball, to enable their foes to 
slaughter them, and that Spanish soldiers may 
hold high carnival over hectacombs of mur- 
dered Cubans. 

From the Ist of November, 1868, to the Ist | 
of December, 1871, we sold ninety thousand 
stand of the best arms, chiefly Remington 
rifles, to the Spanish authorities in Cuba; we 
built aud equipped for them thirty gun-boats, i 
to enable them to guard the waters around | 


strained our laws to prevent a man or & mus: 
ket from going to the patriots, on the ground 
that they were not belligerents, simply be- 
cause we, their near and powerful neighbors 
and natural ally, refused to recognize them as 
such, although they have been in the field with 
nearly ten thousand soldiers for nearly four 
years, and nearly ten thousand Cuban patriots 
have been shot or executed as prisoners of 
war, while Spain has lost since the revolution 
began in Cuba fully thirty thousand soldiers 
of her regular army. 
But, ther, I suppose J 
good faith to a friendly vation, and 
told that by our assistauce to Spain 
denial of equal privileges. of equal rights, and 
an honest neutrality to the Cubans that we 
have prolonged the struggle and are responsi- 


this is diplomacy and 
and if we are 


the island and protect the coasts; we have j 


ble for much of the blood shed in it, why, we 
can answer in the words of Cain: “Am I my 
brother's keeper??? 

Lam certain, Mr. Speaker, that the more 
this subject of Cuban belligerency is discussed 
by the Representatives of the American people 
the more they will see the justice, the wisdom, 
and the humanity of granting it; and that, in 
order to be just to themselves and the tradi- 
tions of their country, they are bound to rec- 
ognize the belligerent rights of the Cuban 
patriots. 7 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, the question 
submitted to the judgment of the House is, if 
the House has any jurisdiction of it at all, one 
of the gravest consequence, ‘The question 
what constitutes a person a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States is of itself a question of great im- 
portance, a question which has been consid- 
ered by the various judicial tribunais of the 
country in our early history, and its limitations 
fixed and established by judicial decision. It 
is a question of importance as well to the citi- 
zen himself as to the Government of which he 
isa part. When a proposition is presented 
which adds to this question of citizenship the 
other question as to the obligation which rests 
upon the Government to protect its citizen, 
whether at home or abroad, the matter is 
vastly increased in its consequences and im- 
portance. 

I have noticed in the sbort time during 
which I have had the honor to be a member 
of this body, that this question of citizenship 
has been discussed by gentlemen on the other 
side of the House at least in very different 
tempers upon differentoceasions. Whenitisa 
question of protecting American citizens who 
may have gone abroad, who may have become 
domiciled abroad, and who may have com- 
mitted offenses against the country in which 
they have taken up their residence, either 
temporarily or permanently, I have found that 
side of the House always ready, always eager, 
to stretch the powers of the Government for 
the protection of any such person. But when 
it comes to the citizenship of some one who 
has remained always within the territorial 
limits of the country, who has always remained 
true to the flag of the country, who has given 
in its hours of peril his blood and risked his 
lite in its defense, [ have sometimes noticed, 
and I confess I have noticed it with regret, 
that gentlemen upon that side of the House 
lose much of the eloquence and enthusiasm 
which they ordinarily expend in demanding 
protection for American citizens. 2 

Ifit is a question df protecting loyal citizens 
of the United States from masked midnight 
marauders, throwing about them the shield of 
this Government, and holding over them the 
flag of the United States, weare told it is un- 
constitutional, and that we cannot interfere 
to protect American citizens in any such case 
as that. But when it comes to the question 
of protecting an American who has gone 
abroad, and who has there interfered with the 
domestic concerns of a foreign country, who 
has there made himself amenable to foreign 
laws, then we find there are no constitutional 
| difficulties, no difficulties of expediency, no 


and our | 


fnancial difficulties, but every muscle and 
every nerve of the Government must be put 
into requisition to defend and protect such a 
citizen. Now, sir, it seems to me that when 
we find persons occupying thus two variant 
positions we may have at least this suspicion, 
that their zealin behalf of American citizens 
in forcign countries is rather @ zeal to make 
a point against the Republican administration 
of affairs than a zeal in favor of protecting 
honestly the rights of American citizens 
everywhere. a 

T repeat, Mr. Speaker, that this is one of the 
gravest questions that can be presented to us 
asa deliberative body. I do not agree en- 
tirely that it is a question upon which we 
can speak with the utmost propriety. It is 
in the memory of many gentlemen in the 
Houze that when, afew years since, the House 
of Representatives passed a very ferocious 
resolution denouncing the French occupation 
of Mexico, and the attention of our Govern- 
ment was called to it by the French Govern- 
ment, and we were inquired of in respect to 
the meaning of that apparently offensive dec- 
laration, our then eminent Secretary of State 
in courteous and diplomatic language, and 
strictly in accordance with the constitutional 
view also, informed the French Government 
that the House of Representatives was not 
under the Constitution of the United States 
charged with the management of our foreign 
relatious, a duty committed by the Constitu- 
tion to the treaty-making power. This was 
a correct view of the distribution of powers 
under our form of government; and until we 
find the executive power of the Government 
so totally remiss in its duty toward American 
residents abroad as to become utterly regard- 
less of this duty that is plainly imposed upon 
them, it is, in my judgment, nothing short 
of impertinence for the House of Represent- 
atives to declare what the foreign policy of 
the Government in respect to any particular 
case shall be. 

It is perhaps not impossible that our Gov- 
ernment should become so derelict in the 
performance of its duties as to give occasion 
for a general expression of indignation against 
it for abandoning its citizeus to whatever fate 
may overtake them abroad, and in such a con- 
tingency it may be proper for the House of 
Representatives to express its disapprobation 
of that course. But until we find such a con- 
dition of affairs it seems to me at least becoming 
for us to decline to set ourselves up as the 
proper persons to dictate the foreign policy of 
the Government. 

But to come directly to the matter upon 
which we shall be asked to vote. This resolu- 
tion, after declaring that, in the judgment of 


| this House, Dr. Houard isan American citizen, 


proceeds also to make this declaration: 


5 ** And, in the opinion of this House, tne President 
should promptly demand his unconditional release, 
and the restoration of his property, which has been 
confiscated to the use of the Spanish Government.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that declaration, if it 
means anything, if itis to have any force, if 
any attention whatever is to be paid to it by 
the President of the United States, is a decla 
ration which may amount to war.. It isa dec- 
laration that the President shall demand the 
immediate and unconditional surrender of Dr. 
Houard, and the restoration of his confiscated 
property. If our Government does that and 
is met with a peremptory refusal, it is war. 
We must follow up the demand with the strong 
arm of the Government. I mention this merely 
in passing to show the gravity of this question 
which is presented to us if the resolution 
means anything or is expected to accomplish 
anything if it is adopted by this House. 

I know that the serious consequences which 
may follow the passage of this resolution is 
not a necessary element in settling the ques 
tion of Dr. Houard’s citizenship; but it is & 
consideration which should lead the members 
of this House to consider with the utmost de- 
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liberation and gravity this important proposi- 
tion. If we are to go to war in behalf of some 
person who claims to be a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, it is of the highest consequence to 


us andto those whom we represent that we | 


go to war upon a good case, and not upon a 
mere pretext; that we go to war upon a case 
that will stand not ouly by our own decision, 
but by the decision of international law the 
world over. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the first question pre- 
sented is the qnestion of the American citizen- 
ship of Dr. Houard. I shall not go very elabo- 
rately over the ground so ably gone over by 
my colleague on the committee, [Mr. Am- 
BLER,] who presented yesterday very fully, 
although not as fully as he desired, the leading 
points touching this case. I shall however, 
iff am permitted to do so, call the attention 
of the House more in detail to some of the 
cases and some of the law to which he re- 
ferred in support of his position. 

Mr. Speaker, the question of American citi- 
zenship is not, as was stated by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Woop] this morning, a 
question of fact alone; it is a mixed question 
of fact and of law. It is nota question either 
which we can safely allow any individual to 
determine for himself, whether that individual 
be Dr. Houard or somebody else. This Gov- 
ernment cannot when its powers are to be 
invoked in the maintenance of the rights of 
an American citizen, allow the person claim- 
ing to be au American citizen to establish the 
fact of his citizenship by his own declaration. 
I say it is a mixed question of law and fact. 
It is not a sound proposition either which was 
urged by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Banxs,] the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreiga Affairs, that a man once a citizen 
of the United States must remain a citizen 

` until he shall become a citizen of some other 
country. There is no more legal necessity 
that a man once a citizen of the United States 
should not lose that citizenship until he takes 
on a new citizenship in some other country 
than there is that he shali not lose his resi- 
dence in the United States until he acquires a 
residence or domicile elsewhere. 

We all know how a man can lose his domi- 
cile in one place, and how he can gain a domi- 
cile in some other place, but it does notfollow 
that he must gain a domicile in some other 
place before he loses his original domicile. 
The questions are entirely separate ; they have 
no relation to each other. The question 
whether a person is a citizen of the United 
States or whether he is a subject of Spain is a 
question to be decided by itself, and not by 
the proposition stated by the gentleman, that 
he must be one until he becomes the other. 
Why, sir, in the case of Martin Koszta, he was 
not a citizen of the United States, as is agreed 
onal! hands. He had only declared his inten- 
tion of ultimately becoming such a citizen. 
He had only resided a year and eleven months 
in the country. Apply the reasoning of the 

entleman from Massachusetts, and Martin 

oszta was a subject of Austria because he 
had not become a citizen of auy other country. 
But he had come to this country for the pur- 
pose of permanently remaining, and bad ex- 
pressed that purpose by his declaration of 
intention to become a citizen of the United 
States. That denationalized him so far as 
Austria was concerned. It was an abandon- 
ment of ciazenshipin Austria ; and although it 
did not make him a citizen of the United States, 
it entirely destroyed his citizenship in Austria, 
and authorized our Government to do what it 
did through the hands of Captain Ingraham, 
who rescued him from the deck of an Austrian 
vessel. 

Mr. BECK. Idesire to ask the gentleman 
a question for information, for I want inform- 
ation about this matter. I desire to ask the 
gentleman if Houard had died, leaving real 
estate in the city of Philadelphia which it 
required that he should have been 4 citizen 
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| just put to me, to be answered off-hand. 


| course of decisions, according to what is the 


| the Government is, ipso facto, clearly released 


| was naturalized in 1803, resided in Pennsyl- 
| vania until 1815, when Dr. Houard was boru, 


| 1821, he emigrated to Cuba. 


t 


in order for his children to inherit that prop- 
erty, has he done any act which would have 
prevented those children from inheriting that 
property under our laws, and if so, what? 
Mr. WILLARD, Ido not regard that ques- 
tion as necessariiy connected with this discus- 
sion at all, As [am not familiar with the 
laws of Pennsylvania, of course I cannot an- 
swer. That. is a question, as is this other 
question of citizenship, which is a mixed ques- 
tion of law and fact, and not a question to be 
decided upon a case stated hypothetically, which 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becx] has | 


I say this, that it has been decided in the | 
Kosciusko case, (14 Howard,) and in the | 
similar case cited by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. AmBier,] that the domicile being in a j 
foreign country, all questions in respect to the 
settlement of an estate are to be controllet 
by that. domicile. But, as I said a moment 
ago, this is a question of mixed law and fact, | 
and is not to be decided upon any hypothetical | 
case that may be presented. , 

And this question of the abandonment of 
citizenship is a question which every nation 
must decide for itself. No nation can, with 
any respect for its own financial condition, its 
condition as a war-making power, its duty to 
its own citizens, allow anybody, no matter who | 
that person is, to decide the question of citi- 
zenuship for himself. Whenever any person 
asks the protection of the Government of the 
United States on the ground that he is an 


in the line of its policy, according to its long | 


best and soundest policy, to decide that ques- 
tion of citizeuship, and when it comes to the 
conclusion that the individual seeking its pro- 
tection is, as a citizen, entitled to it, J will go 
as far as any gentleman of this House in ask- 
ing that the United States shall stand by its 
citizens, whether those citizens are in South | 
Carolina or happen for the time being to be 
in Cuba. 

Now, sir, itis very clear that this matter of 
citizenship, as has already been stated in this 
debate, is a matter of reciprocal rights and 
duties. If the Government protects the citi- 
zen, the country is entitled to the support of 
that citizen. -If the citizen puts it out of his 
power to support and uphold the Government, 
or to contribnte to its strength and resources, 


from any duty to extend its protection to that 
citizen. The citizen has abandoned his duty 
on the one hand, and on the other hand the 
Government is released trom its obligations. 

Now, sir, this is a proposition which is a 
very simple one in our ordinary affairs; we 
agree to it every day. It is a simple proposi- 
tion in national affairs, and one which should 
be just as readily agreed to. ‘That is just the 
question in this case. And for the purpose of 
calling attention to some authorities which 
were not read yesterday in the debate, I wili 
mention briefly again the facts in respect to 
Dr. Houard, 

Dr. Houard’s father, a Frenchman, came 
to this country some time previous to 1800, 


and five or six years afterward, or about 
Let us bear in 
mind the force of this expression, because it 
is an accurate description of the act per- | 
formed. He emigrated to Cuba, a Spanish | 
colony, with his family, as a colonist. + What 
ever domicile he may have had in the Uuited | 
States prior to that time was fully abandoned. 
There is no evidence in this case, and no pre- 
tense or claim, that he left any property in 
this country, that he had any interest drawing 
him back to this country, or that he had any | 
intention of returning to this country. 


conclusive that his change of domicile, his 
change of residence, his change of country, 


On | 
| the contrary, all the evidence in the case 1s 


f 


| American citizen, it is for the United States j; 


were permanent, that it was intended to last, 
as long as he lived ; and it did last as long as 
he lived. - i e 
Now, sir, he went to Cuba in 1821, took his 
family there, and received from the Govern- 
ment there land for himself as a colonist, for 
his wife, and for each one of his children over 
sixteen years of age, about thirty-three acres 
for each, I believe. He went there under a 
royal decree of the Spanish. Government,: 
which provides that at the expiration of the 
first five years—I ask the attention of the mem~ | 
bers of this House to this point, for my col- 
league [Mr. AMBLER] was unable for want of 
time to bring it out yesterday in his remarks— 
at the expiration of the first five years from 


' the settlement of forcign. emigrants in the 


island, provided they pledge themselves. to 
remain there, they shall enjoy all the rights 
and privileges of naturalization: 

_ “The same rights and privileges shall also be on- 
joyed by such children as they may have abroad, or 
as may have been born to them in the island, in 
order that they may hold civil or military offices of 
honor according to the talent and capacity of each 
one. 


It was under that royal decree that Dr. Hou- 


‘ard's father emigrated as a colonist to Cuba, 


received land, and settled there. Before the 


i expiration of the five years specified in this 


article of the royal decree he died ; but his 
widow remained, his children remained. .So 
far as he was concerned, so far as any of them 
were coucerned, they complied in every par- 
ticular with the requirements of this royal 
decree ; and under thai decree there can be no 
question, in my judgment, that Dr. Houard is 


| to-day a subject of Spain just as much as he 


would bave been if his father had lived for the 
whole five years and had then taken the oath 
which these articles required to be taken at 
the end of that time. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me call attention to 
the analogy between this case and that of Mar- 
tin Koszta. Koszta had not taken the final , 
oath of allegiance to the Government of. the 
United States ; he had only declared his inten- 
tion to become a citizen of this country, and it 
was necessary that he should remain here five 
years before he could complete his citizenship 
by taking the final oath. In that case we held 
that he waa to such an extent a citizen of the 
United States that the Governmant would 
interpose its arm to rescue him from the soil 


| of his native country, or from the deck of an 
| Austrian vessel, which is constructively a part 


of the soil of that country. 

Now, here is an emigrant who goes abroad 
with the intention of remaiuing, just as Mar- 
iin Koszta came to this country with the in- 
tention of remaining. He declared his in- 
tention to remain abroad by the very fact of 


| emigrating and taking this land as a colonist. 


He died before his final and complete natural- 
ization could take effect under. that royal 
decree. But the decree declared that his chil- 
dren should be naturalized citizens without 
taking any oath. His widow remained there 
more than the five years; his children remained 
there; this Ove, Dr. Houard, bas remained 
there until this day. 

Sir, whether be is technically, as has been 
stated here, a citizen of Spain or not, it is clear 
that he isin every aspect much more acitizen of 
Spain than Martin Koszta was a citizen of the 
United States, and that Spain has infinitely 
more right to interpose its arm in defense of 
him if he should be claimed by this Govern- 
ment or any other than we had to interpose 
in the ease of Koszta. Yet gentlemen on the 
other side to-day—and not to-day for the first 
time—have held up Captain Ingraham. before 
us asthe model officer in this matter of pro- 
tection of American citizens. I say, then, 


i looking at that alone, if we bad nothing else 


in this case to act upon, we should be obliged 
to say that Dr. Houard is a Spanish subject. 
Bat I do not rely wholly upon that ; as Lhave 
already said it is not necessary to the view 
which {£ take of this case... Bat it is, neverthe- 
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less, clearly established by the facts presented 
here. 

Besides, sir, we have in this case a state- 
ment of the law of Spain in respect to this 
subject. There are said to be three classes 
of foreigners in Spain, the naturalized foreign- 
ers, the resident foreigners, and the transient 
foreigners. The resident foreigners are those 
who have established theirdomicile anywhere 
in the monarchy ; they are considered as resi- 
dents, that word having evidently a particu- 
lar signification in this connection—a signifi- 
cation as giving a character of citizenship—not 
the fall citizenship of a naturalized citizen or 
a native citizen, but a qualified citizenship 
much higher than that of the transient resi- 
dent. Those who have resided there for ten 
years have this character. Those who marry 
Spaniards and live domiciled in Spain have 
this character. Now, sir, Dr. Houard married 
a Cuban lady, and lived domiciled in Spain 
with his wife until 1868 or 1869. They had 
children born to them there. His wife died 
there and was buried there; and, so far as 
this case is concerned, I do not understand 
there is any question that his children reside 
there to-day. 

Mr. L. MYERS. One of his sons is a 
Philadelphian. 

Mr. WILLARD. Doesthe gentleman claim 
that his children are not there to-day? 

Mr. L. MYERS. Idonot know as to that; 
but one of his sons is a Philadelphian. 

Mr. WILLARD. 1l have stated what the 
case contains. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. L. Myers] has within his pri- 
vate knowledge other information, I think it 
would have been very proper for him to have 
submitted it to us in the committee, so that we 
might heve been possessed of it, though I do 
not see that the fact he suggests makes any 
difference. 

Mr. L. MYERS. This is the first time the 
statement has been made. 

Mr. WILLARD. My time is limited, and 
I must decline to yield for further interruption, 

Now, sir, we have, as [ stated a little while 
ago, this state of facts. Here is this father of 
Dr. Houard going to Cuba as an emigrant, 
taking his family with him, settling there, his 
widow remaining there after his decease, Dr. 
Houard himself marrying there, his family 
living there, he only coming to this country 
for the purpose of education, as soon as he 
graduated returning there and receiving a 
diploma from a medical institution there, 
practicing his profession there from that day 
to this, taking out from time to time a cedula 
or certificate of residence there, never claim- 
ing, so far as any testimony in this case is con- 
cerned, until 1869 or 1870, American citizen- 
ship, and never saying to anybody, so far as 
we can learn, that he ever had the intention 
of returning to the United States. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Let me ask the gentle- 
man a question right here at this point. 

Mr. WILLARD. My time is fimited and I 
would rather not be interrupted. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I willbe brief. I un- 
derstood it was conceded yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER, ] who spoke 
very ably upon this question, that this man 
Howard was once a citizen of the United 
States. Now, allow me to put this inquiry to 
the gentleman from Vermont, whether it is not 
a well-settled rule of law if the fact be once 
conceded it existed at a particular point, must 
it not be considered to have existed forever 
unless the contrary appears? Is not that the 
general rule of law in reference to all such 
questions? f 

Mr. WILLARD. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin calls my attention to a subject which I 
expected to speak of later on in this discussion ; 
but inasmuch as he has brought it to the atten- 
tion of the House now, I may as well, perhaps, 
speak of it here. 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. AmBLER,] referred yesterday to the 


My colleague on the Com- | 


case of the Venus, decided by the Supreme 
Court, but he was not permitted to refer to it 
as fully as he would have done bad he had 
more time. It is a case exactly in point, asa 
reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. This ship Venus was an English 
vessel, captured by an American privateer 
early in the war with Great Britain. The ves- 


sel had sailed from England before the dec- į 


laration of war was made by Great Britain, 
and before, of course, the owners of the cargo 
could have known there was to be a declara- 
tion of war. It is conceded in the case that 
when the cargo was shipped from England, it 
was shipped innocently by the parties, and 
without knowledge that there was to be a war. 
In the statement of the case, the following 
facts were conceded as to the national charac- 
ter of one of the claimants, McGregor: 

* As to the national character of McGregor. He 
came to the United States a minor; was an estab- 
lished merchantin New York before 1795; he was 
then naturalized; he marriedin New York and pur- 
chased a house there before his departure for Eng- 
land, which he still retains; he has also purchased 
large tracts of land in the States of New York and 
New Jersey, which he yet owns; he resided about 


twelve years in New York. His return to England 
was produced by temporary eauses. In 1798 be re- 


turned here on account of the sickness of his wife, | 


who died in Scotland. His second return was for 
his own health. In 1805 he commenced business in 
Liverpool as an American merchant. His employ- 
ment was that of an American merchant, shipping 
goods from England and receiving American pro- 
duce to sell there on commission. His residence in 
England was in time of peace.” 

The 


Now, let us see what the court say. 
court say, in deciding this case: 


" The question whether the person to be affected 
by the right ofdomicile had sufficiently made known 
his intention of fixing himself permanently in the 


foreign country must depend upon all the circum- i 


stances of the case. If he had made no express 
declaration on the subject, and his secret intention 
is to be discovered, his acts must be attended to as 
affording the most satisfactory evidence of his 
intention, J 

“On this ground it is that the courts of England 
have decided that a person who removes to a for- 
eign country, settles himself there, engages in the 


trade of the country, furnishes, by these acts, such ! 


evidence of his intention to reside there as to stamp 
him with the national character of the State where 
he resides. In questions on this subject, the chief 
point to be considered is the animus manendi p and 
courts are to devise such reasonable rules of evi- 
dence as may establish the fact of intention. If it 
sufiiciently appear that the intention of removing 
was to make a permanent settlement, or for an 
indefinite time, the right of domieile is acquired 
by a residence even of a few days. This is one of 
the rules of the British courts, and it appears to be 
perfectly reasonable. Another is, that a neutral or 
subject found residing in a foreign territory is pre- 
sumed to be there animo manendi; and if a state 
of war should bring his national character into 
question, it lies upon him to explain the circum- 
stances of his residence.” 

In that case the court held these goods were 
the goods of an enemy of the country, of a 
person-who had established his domicile as a 
permanent resident of England, and the goods 
were condemned. The court held they were 
properly condemned. Justice Washington sub- 
mitted the opinion of the court, and Justice 
Story gave full and cordial assent to it, saying 
that it was entirely in- accord with the long 
line of decisions in prize cases. 

N A 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I will suggest to him that I think he 
has not quite apprehended the force of my 
question. My question had reference to a rule 
of evidence. If it be once conceded that this 
man Houard was a citizen of the United States 
at a given time, does it not devolve upon those 
who take the opposition to show that he was 
not a citizen at another time later than the 
time he was conceded to be a citizen? 

Mr. WILLARD. If the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] will pardon me for 
saying so, 1 think he is the one who is under a 
misapprehension and not I. 

The courts say in this case: 

“A neutral or subject found residing in a foreign 
country is presumed to be there animo manends.” 
it was said further: 


* And if astate of war should bring his national | 


character into question, it lies upon him to explai 
à 1 |i ain 
the cireumstances of his residence,” R 


That is what I have been contending for, and 


is exactly in point as an answer to the gentle- 


, ti . 
Me ELDREDGE. Will the gentleman 


allow me—— x 

Mr. WILLARD. Icannot yield to the gen- 
tleman to argue the question. [t is just as 
plain as language can make it, that a person 
residing abroudis presumed to be a permanent 
resident, and that it lies upon the person him- 
self, when his citizenship is called in question, 
to explain, and explain satisfactorily, the cir- 
cumstances of his residence. | oo 

Now, we have uot only this decision of the 
court, but we have the decision of Mr. Marcy, 
in the paper addressed by him to Mr. Hulse- 
mann in the Koszta case. I should like to 
read more at length from the decision of Mr. 
Marey than my time will permit. My col- 
league on the committee. the geutleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. AmBLER,] did read from it, and I 
quote again from it that the law applicable to 
this case may be fairly spread upon the record, 

As respects especially the point made, that 
upon the declaration of Koszta himself, he 
intended to become a citizen of the United 
States, that declaration amounted, as I have 
already said, to nothing whatever, except as 
evidence of his iutention; not being in any 
sense evidence of citizenship, but only evidence 
of his intention to remain in the country long 
enough to be permanently domiciled here and 
to become a citizen of the country. On that 
point Mr. Marcy said: 

“*Ttisnot contended that this initiatory step in the 
process of naturalization invested him with all the 
civil rights of an American citizen: but it is suffi- 
cient for all the purposes of this case to show that 
he was clothed with an American nationality; and, 
in virtue thereof, the Goverament of the United 
States was authorized toextend to him its protection 
at home and abroad, Mr. Hulsemann, as the under- 
signed believes, falls into a great error, an error 
fatal to some of his most important conclusions, by 
assuming that a nation can properly extend its pro- 
tection only to native-bora or naturalized citizens. 
This is not the doctrine of international law, nor is 
the practice of nations circumscribed within such 
narrow limits. This law does not, as has been before 
remarked, complicate questions of tuis nature by 
respect for municipal codes. In relation to this sub- 
ject, it hay clear and distinct rules of its own. It 
gives the national character of the country’— 

And I desire especially the attention of those 

Democrats who once believed in Mr. Marcy 
to this proposition— 
“not only to native-born and naturalized citizens 
but to all residents in it who arethere with or even 
without an intention to become citizens, provided 
they have a domicile therein. Foreigners may, and 
often do, acquire a domicile in a country even though 
they have entered it with the avowed intention not 
to become naturalized citizens, but to return to their 
native land at some remote and uncertain period; 
and whenever they acquire a domicile international 
law at once impresses upon them the national char- 
acter of the country of that domicile. It is a maxim 
of international law that domicile confers a national 
character ; it does not allow any one who has a 
domicile to decline the national character thus con- 
ferred ; it forces it upon him often very much against 
his will, and to his great detriment.” 

Now, can the proposition be more strongly 
stated; the very proposition of law upon 
which that case was rested, and the only 
proposition of law upon which it can be justi- 
fied? Why, sir, it does not require that a man 
should be a naturalized citizen of the United 
States or of any other country to have the 
national character of the country impressed 
upon him, to become liable to all the duties 
which accompany that character, to be com- 
pelled to contribute to the support and main- 
tenance of the Government, and to give his arm 
and his life, if called upon, in its defense. 

In our last war we passed a law Authorizing 
a draft, and every person within certain ages 
in the United States who was a citizen, or 
who had declared his intention to become a 
citizen, was made liable to that draft. We 
held that that first declaration of intention, 
which is of itself only the best evidence of 
domicile and residence, was sufficient to give 
the national character to that individual, and 
to pat him under the obligation of giving the 
highest evidence in the power of any person 
to give of his duty to the country, exposing 


himself to death in its defense. 


1872. 
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Now, sir, this has always been the American 
doctrine. {t is the only doctrine upon which | 
gentlemen on the other side of the House ean 
defend their course here on this floor, for years 
past, in respect to the Fenians. It is a doc- 
trine which they have everywhere claimed to 
be the American doctrine; that a person com- 
ing to this country with the intention of resid- 
ing in this country is not only impressed thereby 
with the national character ofthe United States, 
but is then given, and to be given everywhere, 
the protection and the full protection of the 
Government. 

But, sir, let us see what the doctrine is which 
is here contended for. We have already in 
this country millions, I believe, certainly many 
thousands of Chinese—persons who come here 
not always with the intention of remaining per- 
manently; persons upon whom our laws will 
not conter the rights and privileges of citizens; 
persons who are not-allowed to testify in our 
courts; persons who have little more protec- 
tion from our laws than was given to the poor 
slave prior to the rebellion. Under the doc- 
trine claimed by gentlemen on the otber side 
of the House, every one of these persons is 
to day so far a full citizen of China that, if 
one of them should be tried by a police court 
in California or in Oregon, the Chinese Gov- 
ernment can call upon Mr. Secretary Fish for 
a transcript of the record, ask him whether 
Chinese were allowed to testify in the court, 
whether the decision of the court was abso- 
lutely in accordance with the rules of interna- 
tional law, and whether we have given them 
all the opportunity that could possibly be given 
them of political rights and the largest liberty 
jn our country: and unless we answer them 
directly and send them all the papers, we might 
have by the next steamer or by the cable a 
peremptory demand from the house of repre- 
sentatives of China. if there should happen to 
be in the progress of events such a body in that 
realm, for the surrender of Ah Sin and his 
brothers in this country to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, and the restoration to them of all 
property that may have been taken by process 
or otherwise in actions against them. 

Sir, this doctrine is one of the most perni- 
cious and mischievous doctrines that we can 
well establish in this country for ourselves. 
Wecall ourselves ‘‘ the home of the oppressed 
of every land’? We invite emigrants from 
every Country to come here and fuse them- 
selves into our common nationality and be- 
come a part of our great country; and for the 
purpose of making this invitation all the more 
emphatic and earnest, we point to the case of 
Martin Koszta, to show them what we will do 
in defending and protecting them and throw- 
ing about them the shield of our nationality 
after they have once planted their feet on our 
shores and made a declaration of intention of 
becoming American citizens. But now, sir, 
we are asked in the face of that invitation, by 
a solemn vote of the House of Representa- 
tives, to declure that a residence abroad for 
fifty years without any intention of returning 
to one’s country, any expressed intention, or 
any that appears from any act, is not sufficient 
to throw off this nationality which we declare 
can be put on bya residence of six months. 
Sir, it is one of the most mischievous doc- 
trines in my judgment that could possibly be 
devised, and if adopted as the serious‘ judg- 
ment of our country would only be productive 
of continual trouble in the conduct of our for- | 
eign affairs. 

_ But, sir,.as I desire to yield a little of my 
time to my colleague, [ Mr. Poran, ] I hasten 
to state one more proposition in relation to 


this case, and it is this: We hear much about 
the rights of American citizens ; we have had 
quoted to us the not entirely original state- 
ment that it was a high honor once to be a| 
Roman citizen, and I have no doubt that it is | 
somewhat of an honor to be an` American 


citizen. Still, Mr. Speaker, we have always 
held that citizenship is a matter of duties as | 


| 


well asof rights. The Government has rights 
which the citizen must acknowledge. The Gov- 
ernmeut has corresponding duties which it 
must perform toward the citizen. The citizen 
has rights which he can insist upon from the 
Government, and the citizen is under obliga- 
tion to perform duties toward the Government. 
The relation is one which absalutely requires 
that the citizen shall not permanently remove 
from the country. Now, in this case we have 
a person claiming to be a citizen of the United 
States who never has had one dollar of prop- 
erty interest in the United States. He has 
not owned real estate here; he has never 
owned any personal property here. He never 
has contributed of his strength, of his intel- 
lect, of his means in any way to build up or 
defend or magnify the strength or the honor 
of the American Government. He has never 
done anything which a citizen of the United 
States is called upon to do of the duties which 
he owes to the Government whose protection 
he seeks. But he has chosen to cast his lot 
with another people; he has chosen to marry 
his wife of another people; his children have 
been born and reared with another people; 
his profession has been practiced in another 
country; his family, his property interest, 
whatever interests he has, are with another 
people, a foreign Power. And the only link 
which he seems to regard as connecting him 
with the United States is this duty of the 
American Government to follow him with its 
protection, even at the peril of war. , 
When a man asks protection of this Gov- 
ernment, or when his friends ask that for 
him, I think that they ought to show some- 


| thing of the obligations resting upon the coun- 


try to perform that duty toward him ; that they 
onght to show that on his side of that contract, 
which should be a reciprocal contract in its 
rights and duties, he has given something, or 
shown somewhere his devotion to the country 
whose protection he claims. When forty mil- 
lion people on the one hand are asked to 
go to the risk of war to rescue from a Spanish 
prison, or even a chain-gang, any man who 
may set up his claim to American citizenship 
and the protection of the American Govern- 
ment, it is due to us, before we offer ourselves 
as ready to go to war iu his behalf, that we 
should understand what on his side has been 
done from the first, what on his side ever has 
been done to show that he has any right to 
claim that protection. 

I hold that the line of decisions is uniform, 
that the current of authority is all one way, 
and that no contrary opinions can be cited ; 
that by this current of decisions and this 
uniform authority Dr. Houard has no more 
right to-day to ask the intervention of this 
Government in his behalf than any other citi- 
zen of Cuba or of Spain. 

I yield the rest of my time to my colleague, 
[Mr. Poranp. ] 

Mr. POLAND. In the little time that my 
colleague [Mr. Writarp] has leit and has so 
kindly yielded to me, of course I shall be able 
to say but very little upon this question. I 
have desired to obtain the floor for a short 
time to say that in my judgment the doctrine 
of this resolution is so utterly un-American, 
so utterly hostile and contrary to the whole 
doctrine that has been peculiar to this country 
as against the doctrines of oiher and monarch- 
ical countries, that { wish an opportunity to 
say in a few words why I think so. 

Now, it may be true that the Spanish Gov- 


harshly with this Dr. Houard—Howard, to 
give his name a Yankee pronunciation, which 
seems to be about all there is of bis citizen- 
ship and nationality—it may be true that they 
have dealt unjustly with him; he may have 
been wrongfully convicted, and may uow be 
suffering wrongfully for aught I know. But 
the important question is, what is it to us? 
What have we as an American nation and 
people todo about it? Ido not undervalue 


| ernment may have dealt very cruelly andj 


American citizenship. I would go as far as 
anybody ought to goin the protection of every. 
American citizen either here in this: country, 
or, if he choses to travel abroad, or become-a 
mere sojourner abroad, I would go as far as 
anybody in requiring all foreign nations and 
the officers of foreign Governments to treat 
him properly and give him all his rights. - 

But how is it here? I am not going into a 
history of this man at all. Suppose he was 
born of American parents; suppose that he 
had every attribute of citizenship up to the 
time that he removed to the island of Cuba; 
In 1843 or 1844, almost thirty years ago, he 
removed to the island of Cuba and established 
himself there in the practice of his profession, 
and has been steadily following it since with 
every sign of being a permanent citizen and 
resident of that country. Now, what is the 
legal presumption growing out of that fact? 
As I understand, there is not a particle of 
evidence in the case that this man ever had 
any intention, ever expressed any intention, or 
showed any intention in any manner or form, 
to ever come back and reside in this country. 

Let me ask my friend from Ohio who sits 
before me, [Mr. Peggy, ] and every other good 
lawyer in this House, what is the legal pre- 
sumption of a continued residence and pros- 
ecution of business in a country for thirty 
years? As the lawyers say, he had the animus 
manendi, not the animus revertendi. Now, 
in the absence of any fact showing otherwise, 
that is the legal presumption. 

Upon that state of facts, what is the Amer- 
ican doctrine? I know that England, and I 
suppose the European States generally, have 
held the old doctrine of the common law, that 
a man owes allegiance to the country of his 
birth, and that he never can shake it off, no 
matter where he goes. This doctrine was 
founded and had its origin in a system of 
feudalism and serfdom, that the man belonged 
to the land, a species of slavery utterly at war 
with the free principles and ideas on which this 
Government was founded, and never was sanc- 
tioned by our people. 

Mr. BANKS. They have abandoned that 
doctrine. 

Mr. POLAND. Whether they have aban- 
doned it or not we abandoned it first. I for 
one wish to see our country stand by the doc- 
trine which it has heretofore maintained; and 
l would be glad to see the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs stand by it. 
The difficulty with the resolution before the 
House is that it proposes we shall abandon 
the very doctrine upon which we went to war 
with England in 1812, the very doctrine uuder 
which we have claimed the right to protect 
every Irishman and every German who leaves 
his native land and comes here to reside. 
We are asked to repudiate that doctrine, and 
to say that a man shall not go from among us 
and make his home in some other country ; 
for, it weare under obligations to Dr. Houard, 
he is equally under obligations to us. The 
relation, if it exists, must be a mutual one. 
If our Government owes Dr. Howard any- 
thing in the way of protection as a citizen 
against any acts of the Spanish Government, 
he owes allegiance to this Government, and 
we would have aright to call upon him to per- 
form the duties of citizenship. Have we any 
such right? When he has gone abroad to 
Cuba or any other country to reside for thirty 
years, have we any right to say to him, t‘ You 
must return and fulfill here the duties of citi- 
zenship ?”’ : 

The true doctrine on this subject was laid 
down in that celebrated letter of Mr. Marcy to 
Chevalier Hulseman, which has created an 
enduring fame for its author, and upon which 
the whole American vation has ever since 
stood as the correct exposition of the law. In 
that celebrated letter Mr. Marcy says: 

“ The sounder and more prevalent doctrine, how- 


ever, is that the citizen or subject having faithfully 
performed the past and present duties. resulting 
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is i i ower, may at 
we ine eae Bee Strom the. obligation of 
allegiance, freely quit the land of his birth or adopt- 
jon, seek through all countries a home, and select 
anywhere that which offers him the fairest prospect 
of happiness for himself and his posterity.” 

Now we are asked to say that that is not 
the true doctrine; that Dr. Honard, although 
he has chosen to spend the life-timealmost of 
a generation as a permanent resident in the 
island of Cuba, had no right to do that ; that 
he still owes obligations to this Government 
as a'citizen. Now, I say he does not; and if 
he does not, our Government owes no obliga- 
tion to him. : 

The consequence of abandoning, as we are 
called upon to do, the American doctrine upon 
this subject would be to say to the English 
Government, the German Government, to 
every Government of Europe, t Although your 
citizens have chosen to expatriate themselves, 
although they have come and resided perma- 
nently in our country for a great number of 
years with a design to make this their home for 
the remainder of their lives, and the home of 
their children after them, they still owe obliga- 
tions to you.” Now, I deny that doctrine. 
This country has denied it for more than half 
a century. [am for abiding by the American 
doctrine and saying that whenever an Irish- 
man or a German or a native of any other 
foreign country chooses to come here, cast 


his lot with us, and make this his home, we | 


will protect him against the Government of 
his birth or any other. Iam in favor of say- 
ing to every American citizen, “If you choose 


to go to some other country and make your | 


home there, you have a pertect right to do so; 
you will no longer owe obligations to us, and 
we shall no longer owe obligatiots to you.” 

Mr. BLDREDGE. [wish to put an inquiry 
tothe gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. PoLann. } 
He has expressed some of the views and con- 
clusions to which F have come upon this ques- 
tion; but it seems to me that in the view which 
he takes he ignores a very important consid- 
eration, Now he claims—— 

Mr. POLAND. Do not make an argument; 
ask your question, - 

Mr. BLOREDGI F shall be very brief. 
The gentleman claims-— 

Mr. POLAND. Put your question; do not 
make an argument, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Iam not going to make 
an argument. The gentleman claims that in 
order for a man to be entitled to the protection 
of this Government, he must himself owe and 
acknowledge obligations to the Government. 
Now 1 wish to put this inquiry: if a citizen of 
this country goes to Spain and Spain does not 
accept him as a citizen, does not recognize 
her obligation to protect him as a citizen of 
Spain, can he, by the mere act of going to 
Spain, be considered as having abandoned his 
American nationality and rendered himself 
no longer entitled to the protection of this 
Government? 5 

Mr. POLAND. I can answer that question 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. He is to be presumed 
to have received the right of protection from 
the Government of Spain if he has lost his 
right of protection by his own country. But 
such is not the understanding of Spain, for 
all of her acts in regard to Dr. Houard have 
proved that she regarded him as an cnemy, 
and not as a subject of Spain. 

_ Mr. POLAND. I will answer that question 
in half the time in which the geutleman has 
been putting it. This man went abroad to 
reside permanently. It is of no sort. of conse- 
quence whether he became naturalized or not; 
whether he undertook to take upon himself 
obligations to’ that Government, or whether 
they undertook any obligations to him, is not 
of the slightest account. The fact is that he 
expatriated himself permanently, and that is 
enough to end all obligations between him and 
this Government, I agree, if a mere sojourner 
and mere traveler in a country, he would 


; once agree to it. 


have the same right to call upon his country 


| and that would be under the same obligation 


to him as if he had remained here; but the 
moment he went there permanently to reside, 
all obligation on our part ceases to protect him 
as an American citizen. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Then, according to the 
gentlemen’s argument, this man is a citizen of 
no country, and entitled to the protection of 
no Government. 

Mr. POLAND. The gentleman may so con- 
sider if he pleases; but if that be so it Is this 


| man’s own fault, and not that of the Govern- 
In my opinion, a man may expatriate ;; 
himself and abandon his citizenship in this ; 


ment, 


country so as to lose all claim to its protection 
without becoming, in a technical sense, a citi- 
zen of another, in consequence of failing to 
comply with their laws of naturalization. His 
abandonment of his home here ends his claim 
to protection by us. If ho has failed to secure 


a new right in the home of his adoption itis | 


his concern alone. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. L. MYERS next addressed the House. | 
| [His remarks will be found in the Appendix. ] 
He concluded by saying, Now, if I have any ; 
time left, I will yield to the gentleman from : 
| Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER. ] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BLAIR, 


of Michigan.) The gentleman has three min- ;; 


utes remaining of his time. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 


ask the House to hear me when I can have ; 


more time. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
left of my time to the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Pacxarn, ] my colleague on the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 671) to au- 
thorize the West Wisconsiu Railway Company 
to keep up and maintain a bridge tor railway 
purposes across Lake St. Croix to the city of 
Hudson, in the State of Wisconsin; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also informed the House that 
the Senate had agreed to ihe resolution of 


the House of Representatives expressive of | 


the regret with which Congress heard of the 
demise of Professor S. F. B. Morse, with an 
amendment; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


THE LATE PROFESSOR MORSE. 


Mr. COX. : The amendment of the Senate 
to the resolution in reference to the demise of 


Professor Morse, which has just been received, | 


is merely verbal, and I trust the House will at 
I ask the gentleman from 
Penusyivauia [Mr. L. Myers] to yield a mo- 
ment for that purpose. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ali after the word “ concurring,” in the 


| first line, and insert the following: i 
That the Congress of the United States have heard ii 


witb profound regret of the death of Professor S. F. 
B. Morse. | The American people cherish a grateful 
sense of his preéiminent service to his country and 


mankind in happily applying the discoveries of i 


science by the invention of the American telegraph 
to relations most important in human affairs. To 
the memory of @ citizen thus allied with the tri- 


umphs‘of science and the arts, whose fenius and /! 
: character are honored in every land, the Congress | 
i pauses to pay its tribute of respect. n 


I move that the amendment of | 


Mr. COX. 
the Senate be concurred in. 
The question was put; and the amendment 


| was concurred in. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. WHEELER. 
bill (3. No. 724) supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 


construction of its road, and for other pur- | 


Well, I will yield what is | 


The Clerk will read the | 


I ask that the Senate | 


| poses,” approved March 3, 1871, now on the 

l: Speaker’s tabte, be printed, with sundry 

| amendments which I desire to offer from the 

i Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

|| There was no objection; and it was ordered, 
DR. JOHN EMILIO HOUARD. 


! 

i 

| f 

| The House resumed the consideration of the 
| 

| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


preamble and resolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs I gave my ap- 
proval to this resolution ; but I did not then 
know or suspect that it was to be made the 
vehicle of an attack on the Administration. I 
assented to the resolution with some hesita- 
tion, and chiefly because of my distrust of the 
Spanish character and want of confidence in 
the integrity of the Cuban authorities. | But 
if by a vote for this resolution Tam to be inter- 
preted as censuring the Administration, I must 
| interpose my negative. 
| I did not expect to say one word, but I am 
i! surprised into it by the remarks ot the two gen- 
l| tlemen from New York, [Mr. Woop and Mr. 
i 
| 


| Roperts.} The first named gentleman quoted 
largely from the executive document which 
I bold in my hand, and [ wili show from that 
document, if I have time in the two minutes 
allowed me, that the Administration has inter- 
posed in behalf of this man, Dr. Houard, 
| promptly, vigilantly, and persistently, having 
| gone further to shield him and protect bim than 
| under like circumstances the Government has 
|, ever dove before. 

| ‘The first notice of the arrest of Dr. Houard 
i was received January 8, 1871, and its receipt 
| was promptly acknowledged by the State De- 
partment. On the 28th of January another 
i dispatch was received from the consul general 
i at Havana in regard to the arrest, covering a 
letter from the captain general, in which he 
| Says: 
| “In view of the statements made in your com- 
|; munication of the 20th December ultimo, in refer- 
ence to Mr. Juan Emilio Houard, detained at Cien- 
fuegos, on suspicion of connivance with the insur- 
gents, I have given orders to the commander of oper- 
ations of the Cinco Villas to grant to Mr. Houard 
every consideration due to foreigners, a speedy 
investigation of the case, und immediate liberation 


` H found innocent of the charge preferred against 
| him. 


Could anything more be asked for? Hehad 


li not yet been tried, and he was promised lib- 
| eral treatment. National comity could not 
| permit any further demands at this point. 

| On the 6th day of January, 1872, Mr. Ho- 
; ratio Fox, the consul at Trinidad de Cuba, 
: notified the State Department that Dr. Houard 
| bad been tried and sentenced to *‘ eight years’ 
|| imprisonment for political causes.’’ This 
| dispatch inuclosed another, in which it was 
| Stated that the captain general of Cuba had 


| affirmed that the consul had no right to ask 
‘for information, but that it should come 
i; through the Spanish minister at Washington. 
i This was received ou the 6th of January, and 


| addressed a note on the subject to the Spanish 


i minister, Mr. Lopez Roberts, closing as fol- 
i| lows: 


I have the honor to request through you a report 
| upon the charges, and the evidence in support o 

i; them, brought against Dr. J. E. Houard, represented 
i; to be a citizen of the United States, who was recently 
, condemned by court-martial at Cienfuegos to eight 
| years imprisonment and the confiscation of all his 


i 
|! property. 

f Accept, sir, &e., HAMILTON FISH. 
Could anything more have been done, and 


| on the 8th of the same month Secretary Fish 


H could it have been done more promptly? 
| There were various other dispatches; but 
| come to that of March 9, 1872, to Mr. Adee, 
|| which closes as follows: 


i 

| 

! You will point out the fact that Dr. Houard is a 

I native citizen of the United States; you will re- 

|| monstrate against the proceedings of the Spanish 

|, authorities in Cuba in this case as a violation of tho 
provisions of the treaty already cited; and you wil 

|; also ask his immediate release. 

|| Lam, sir, &., u 

i H N FISH. 

I| A. A. Apex, esq., &e. SMILES 


|i Imight stop here, but I want.to read the 
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closing portion of the letter to Mr. COLFAX, 
which still further shows that this subject has 
been with the Administration one of earnest 
consideration : 


The remark that other Governments are more 
solicitous than that of the United States to protect 
their citizens abroad is not supported by any facts 
relating to the present troubles in Cuba, and might 
be disproved by abundant evidence to be found in 
the published archives and correspondence, and in 
the debates of the public assemblies of different 
nations. | . 

The United States Government is generally men- 
tioned as the most exacting in this respect of any 
in the world, and nothing whatever has been done 
by the present Administration to change its charac- 
terin this regard. No other, Power has been more 
successful than ourselves in dealing with the 
authorities of the island of Cuba. It is, however, 


avery common thing for people of any nationality, | 
in moments of disappointment and excitement, to | 
imagine that if their nationality were different | 


their cases would receive more careful attention. 
You may be sure, Mr. Vice President, that the 
painful case of Dr. Houard, and all similar cases, 
will continue to receive the most careful consider- 
ation by this Government, and should it be in the 
power of any of your correspondents to furnish in- 
formation that will strengthen the hands of the 


Government in the premises, such information will } 


be most gratefully received. 
I have the honor, &c., 
HAMILTON FISH. 
Hon. SCHUYLER COLFAX 


Vice President of the United States. 


I had intended to vote for the resolution: 


with a view to giving the Administration the 
moral support of the House in its efforts for 
the release of this man, but its proper meaning 
and effect having been tortured into a censure 


of the Administration, I shall vote against it, | 


and I shall do so in the confident belief, based 
on what has already been done, that the Ad- 
ministration will not cease its efforts in behalf 
of this victim of Spanish cruelty. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move now to amend 
the resolution by adding to it that of which I 
gave notice on yesterday, and which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Unless it shall be made to appear, upon investi- 
gation, to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment, that said Houard had been held for and duly 
convicted of an offense committed by him within 
the jurisdiction of Spain, and has been prosecuted 
therefor under the authority of law and according 
to the regular course of proceedings usual in like 
cases, and that the privileges secured to citizens of 
the United States by the seventh article of the 
treaty of the United States with Spain, dated 27th 
October, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
on his trial. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move to amend 
the amendment, by striking out all after the 
word “unless,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 


It shall be established to the satisfaction of the j 


President that from any cause the said Houard has 
forfeited his rights to protection by the Government 
of the United States, or taken the oath of allegiance 
to the Government of Spain. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment which I 
have offered does not change the language of 


the resolution as it was reported from the į 


Committee on Foreign Affairs; it leaves the 
text of that resolution untouched. The House 
will notice that the amendment moved by me 
is simply additional to the resolution as re- 


ported, and is intended to bring the trueintent | 


and meaning of the resolution before the two 
nations, and to put upon record expressly what 
Iam consirained to suppose wasimplied in the 
text of the resolution; that it was the purpose 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to ask 
this. House to simply declare that in its judg- 
ment the treaty of 1795 between the United 
States and Spain should be sacredly observed 
by both the contracting parties, in the interest 
aed of each nation and of the citizens of 
each. 

The amendment now offered by the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs departs, as I understand by its read- | 


ing, from the original text of his resolution. 
It is outside of.and a departure from the terms 
of the treaty. The words quoted in the amend- 
ment which I offer are found in the seventh 
article of the treaty, which provides for a trial 
according to law, and according to the usages 


States, according to the terms of the treaty, 


| right to inquire whether that proceeding was 


ition. I stand upon the treaty, and standing 


in such cases in Spain. But now the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts comes and offers by 
way of amendment these words, that are foreigu 
entirely to the terms of the treaty: ‘‘ unless it 
shall be established to the satisfaction of the 
President. that from any cause the said Houard 
has forfeited his right to protection by the 
Government of the United States, or taken the 
oath ofallegiance to the Governmentof Spain.” 

Mr. BANKS. Let me say one word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman must ex- 
cuse me, my time is limited, and the gentle- 
man will have his hour. I respect equally 
with any other man on this floor the rights of 
American citizens, natural born and natural- 
ized, but I respect as well the honor of the | 
nation, as pledged by solemn treaty obligation. 
The agreement between Spain and the United 


operates to change what would otherwise be 

the right (acknowledged and declared by our- | 
selves) of Spain on the one side aad of the 
United States on the otber. It has been the | 
common law of England, accepted by our- 

selves, and upon which there is no room for | 
dispute at this day among intelligent Ameri- 

cans or intelligent Englishmen, that whoever | 
(whether a citizen or alien) shall within the | 
territorial jurisdiction of either country com- 
mit an offense against its laws shali be answer- | 
able to the local tribunals of the country j 
against which he offends, subject to no limita- 
tion except the rule prescribed by the general 
law of the country, unless the same shall be 
modified or restricted by convention or treaty 
stipulation. 


the regular course of proceedings usual in j 
such cases ;’’ that there shall be no extraor- į 
dinary departure from that which is observed | 
in like cases against subjects of Spain. | 

The treaty further provides— 


“The citizens and subjects of both parties shallbe | 
allowed to employ such advocates, solicitors, nota- 
ries, agents, and factors, as they may judge proper, 
in all their affairs, and in all their trials at law in 
which they may be concerned before the tribunals 
of the other party; and such agents shall have free 
access to be present at the proceedings in such | 
causes, and atthe taking of all examinations and | 
evidence which may be exhibited in_the said | 


|! trials.’—Treaty with Spain, Statutes-at-Large, vol. ! 


8, page 142. i 

That is the language of the seventh article i 
of the treaty of 1795 with Spain. | 

The amendment which I have offered cov- 
ers by express words copied from the seventh 
article of the treaty every provision embraced 
in that stipulation. Why, then, do gentlemen 
seek to amend or alter it? Do they propose 
that this House shall, by direction or indirec- 
tion, vote down the amendment which I offer, 
which declares in substance that the executive 
department shall see to it that the provision | 
of the seventh article of the treaty of October 
7, 1795, shall be faithfully observed and car- 
ried out. Has this House any right, express 
or implied, to disregard a treaty obligation—a | 
treaty the validity of which has not been ques- 
tioned from the day of its date in October, 1795, 
to this hour by any.department of the Govern- 
ment—a treaty standing upon the express pro- 
visions of which alone we have the right to 
inguire into the mode of judicial procedure 
in any case by the Spanish authorities? But 
for that provision I deny that you have the | 


in any respect a departure from what was the 
usual and ordinary mode of procedure here- 
tofore observed in like cases against offenders 
of the Spanish law within Spanish jurisdic- 


upon it, I ask simply that the rights of the eiti- 
zen on the one band and the rights of the | 
nation on the other shall be respected by Spain. 


This is what was contemplated by the original 
resolution, as I propose to prove. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir | 

Mr. RANDALL. © Does not the gentleman, 
upon the information furnished by the State De- 
partment to this House, recognize Dr. Houard 
as an American citizen? ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly I do, and the 
amendment I offer does not deny that aver- 
ment in the original resolution. If he is 
not a citizen of the United States, we have 
nothing to do with this inquiry, nothing in the 
world to do with it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The reason I ask the 
question is that an attempt has been made 
here by technicalities of law and by innuendo 
to declare the contrary of that fact. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I speak very 
hurriedly, and shall take these points up in 
order. Now, having made these general dec- 
larations, I frankly state to the House that I 
desire that the resolution as proposed may be 
amended in order that it may receive the united 
vote of this House. One of my purposes in 
offering the amendment is so to frame it in 
the words and spirit of the treaty of 1795 as 
to enable every member on this floor consci- 
entiously to give it his vote. 

The resolution as originally reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs resolves 
that ‘‘in the jadgment of this House the said 
John Emilio Houard was and is a citizen of 
the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and as such is entitled to 
all and every protection of this Government.”’ 
If that had been all E would not have offered 
any amendment, but these words follow: ‘and 
in the opinion of this House the President 
should promptly demand his unconditional ` 
release and tbe restoration of his property, 
which has been confiscated to the use of the 
Spanish Government.”’ 

The last clause, sir, depends eutirely on the 
question whether in the first place be has been 
guilty, being a citizen of the United States, of 
an offense against Spain, committed within 
her jurisdiction; and whether, in the next 
place, being so guilty, he has been condemned 
in accordance with the requirements of the 
seventh article of the treaty of 1795. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio let me ask him another question ? 


Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will 
only let me go on I will answer all his ques- 
tions. As to the question of citizenship I am 


willing to resolve all doubts in favor of a citi- 
zen of the United States. That Dr. Houard is 
a natural-born citizen of the United States 
there is not room for the shadow of a doubt. 
He was horn of naturalized parents within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, and by the 
express words of the Constitution, as amended 
to-day, he is declared to all the world to be a 


i| citizen of the United States by birth. 


Mr. Speaker, the next point in issue is as to 
expatriation. Expatriation is one of the im- 
prescriptible rights of men. To assert it the 
American Government weged war against 
Great Britain, in what is known in our history 
as the ‘‘second war for independence,” for 
three years. The right of expatriation is one 
of the fundamental principles of American 
government. 

What does it mean, sir? Does it mean the 
mere leaving the territorial limits of the Uni- 
ted States? Every one who has reflected on 
the subject knows better. It means the vol- 
untary severance or renunciation of that alle- 
gianee which the native-born or adopted cit- 
izen owes to this country. Mr. Speaker, I have 
heard loose, heedless expressions on this sub- 
ject which T would rather not have heard 
attered. I deny that an American citizen, I 
deny that a citizen. of the United States in 


H . . . 
fact or by necessary implication, severs or re- . 


nounces his allegiance to this country or expa- 
triates himself if he goes to the remotest ends 
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of the earth in pursuit of gain and for the 
purpose only of indefinite domicile. He must 
do something more than that. He must indi- 
cate his own voluntary purpose to sever his 
allegiance and to end it in accordance with the 
law of the nationality to which he goes. Itis 
too late, sir, to consider this an open question 
in America. By all your legislation from the 
organization of your Government to this hour 

the legislative construction of the American 
people is that a citizen or subject of any for- 

eign Power, however long he may be domiciled 
in this country, does not become a citizen of 

the United States or surrender his allegiance 
to the foreign Government of his birth unless 
he does in accordance with our local law de- 
clare his intention to sever that foreign alle- 
giance, or in accordance therewith take an oath 
of allegiance to our Constitution and to our 
Government, and renounce allegiance to every 
foreign Government. 

That is the traditional policy of your coun- 
try. I deny the right of any foreign Govern- 
ment to say to me as a Representative of the 
American people, because one of my fellow- 
citizens may have been domiciled, voluntarily, 
if you please, in accordance with their local 
laws, for fifteen or twenty years within their 
jurisdiction, that without any intention on his 

art to renounce his allegiance he forfeits his 
figh privilege of an American citizen and sub- 
jects himself to the violation of his rights as 
guarantied by a most solemn treaty between 
that country and this. 

Mr. Speaker, allow me to say further in this 
connection that evidence has been transmitted 
to this House by the State Department that 
by the laws of Spain this allegiance of your 
natural born citizen could not be transferred 
from America to Spain without the formal 
declaration according to the Spanish law vol- 
untarily made by the American citizen, There 
is nota tittle of evidence that Dr. Houard ever 
made any such declaration. 

I have another word to add to this. By the 
laws of Spain it is provided that any foreign 
citizen domiciled within the jurisdiction of 
Spain who desires to assert his continued citi- 
zenship in the country of his nativity from 
which he has come, or the country of his 
adoption from which he may have come, is 
authorized by the law of Spain to declare that 
intention, and make it matter of record before 
a consular agent of his own native or his own 
adopted country. It is notified to this House 
by your State Department that Houard, in the 
year 1869, and again in 1870, in pursuance of 
this provision of the Spanish law, did, before 
the American consul in the island of Cuba, 
declare’ his continued American citizenship. 
That is enough for me on that subject—to de- 
clare it ag a mere matter of judgment upon the 
record that Dr, Houard is a citizen of the 
United States. Prima facie he is still an 
American citizen. As we understand our own 
legislation, known of all the world, an Amer- 
ican citizen is forever an American citizen 
until, by his own solemn act in accordance 
with the law of some foreign sovereignty, he 
renounces that allegiance. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman now 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL, By article seven of the 
treaty to which the gentleman alluded, there 
is a stipulation that an American citizen shall 
be tried in accordance with law. I want to 
know whether, in view of that section of that 
treaty, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bixe- 
HaM] thinks that trial by a military court- 
martial was in accordance with the spirit or 
letter of that provision? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania I will say that í have 
not undertaken to decide that question. Iam 
notin a condition to decide it, and it is not 
our business to decide it in the absence of 
some further evidence on the subject. My 
impression is that the trial may not have been 


in accordance with the treaty. But I answer 
the gentleman further that he must remember 
that this treaty does not interfere with the 
local sovereignty of a nation and its right to 
prescribe generally in what manner offenses 
against its laws shall be tried. By your own 
law, by the provisions of the act of 1806, not- 
withstanding the treaty with Spain, a subject 
of Spain guilty of a crime within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States liable under the act 
of 1806 by court-martial would be as liable to 
such trial by a court martial in the case pro- 
vided for as any citizen of the United States. 
It is not worth while to raise that question 
here and now. We remand this question by 
the resolution to the executive department, 
where it belongs under the provisions of the 
Constitution ot the United States, charging 
that Department to take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed at home and abroad, on 


the land and on the sea, in vindication of the- 


rights of the citizen and the honor of the 
nation. Let the Department inquire, and if 
it should turn out as the result of that inquiry 
that Dr. Houard has not been tried according 
to law usual in like cases as my amendment 
proposes, then it follows that trial was in vio- 
lation of the treaty. If it shall turn out on 
inquiry on the other hand that he has been 
tried in the mode required by law iu like cases 
by the usual tribunal for the trial of Spanish 
subjects in such cases, then that act of trial 
was not a violation of the treaty. 

But, sir, there are other provisions of the 
treaty. If Dr. Houard has been denied coun- 
sel, if he has been denied the right to exam- 
ine witnesses, it is just as clearly a violation 
of the treaty as it would beto try him before 


a tribunal unknown to the laws of Spain in | 


like cases, and in violation of other provisions 
of the treaty. 

That is where I stand. ‘This is a very 
delicate matter. The House is simply ex- 
pressing its opinion. I should be glad to seea 
united vote in the House declaring that we ex- 
pect the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment to see to it in behalf of the humblest 
citizen of America that every treaty stipulation 
for his security and protection shall be ob- 
served, religiously and faithfully observed, by 
Spain, or any other foreign Power, to the end 
that in the future, as in the past, an American 
citizen may with some assurance be advised 
that in whatever land he wanders it will be a 
security and protection to him to say to every 
one who lays a violent hand upon him, or un- 
lawfully restrains him in the full exercise of 
his liberty,“ | am an American citizen.” That 
is the spirit of the amendment which I have 
proposed: that the citizen’s rights may be pro- 
tected, subject to the treaty obligations of 
the nation. I know that if the resolution 
passes the House as I propose to amend it 
no hurt or detriment to the Republic can 
ensue, while its passage may allay all the appre- 
hensions and satisfy all citizens of the Repub- 
lie on the question whether their Govern- 
ment will, under any pretense whatever, for- 
sake them or disregard their rights so long as 
they bear themselves as become American 
citizens, being obedient to the laws of the 
United States and of that sovereignty as well 
under which for the time being they may 
be found. 

Tam not here to intimate that any Ameri- 
can citizen abroad, either by virtue of the 
treaty of 1795 or of other treaties, may bring 
disgrace and dishonor on his country, or en- 
danger the peace of this people by claiming 
immunity from crime on account of his citi- 
zenship. I insist that if a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States commits an offense against the laws 
and within the jurisdiction of Spain, and has 
been tried and condemned in accordance with 
the provisions of the treaty, that the treaty on 
our part with Spain should be respecied. 

Tf, on the contrary, any provision of this 
treaty, to the least considerable substantive 
extent, has been disregarded by Spain in this 


j; proceeding, 


I desire that the executive de- 
partment shall be notified by the united voice 
of the people’s representatives that in their 
judgment it is the duty of the executive de- 
partment, in that event, upon ascertaining the 
facts to be true upon due investigation, to` 
demand in the name of the American people 


! the unconditional release from imprisonment 


ofan American citizen deprived of his liberty 
in violation of the solemn treaty obligations 
of Spain, and in violation of his right as an 
American citizen. That is all I propose to 
accomplish by my amendment, i 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 now yield ‘eight min- 
utes of my time to the geutleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. VOORHEES. } l 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have examined the 
question of our relations with Spain, and 
especialiy with reference to Cuba. I always 
listen with pleasure to the rich-sounding words 
that fail from the lips of the eloquent gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Bincuam.] But words 
are one thing and acis are another. There are 
certain plain questions that present themselves 
in connection with this subject that cannot be 
ignored. Members here cannot disguise from 
themselves the fact that a man whom the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Bixcuam] acknowl- 
edges to be an American citizen was arrested 
in Cuba sixteen months ago and thrown into 
a Spanish prison ; that he lay there thirteen 
months before he was accorded even the mis- 
erable trial which he at last obtained. Dur- 
ing those thirteen months he cried out all the 
time that he was an American citizen. Now, 
whether he was or not, his appeal entitled bim 
to a response from this Government ; it would 
entitle him to a response from any Govern- 
ment in the world of which he claimed to be 
a citizen. 

And I desire to say in this connection that 
in my deliberate judgment the most contempti- 
ble, pusillanimous, and cowardly foreign policy 
of any first-class Power on this earth is that 
which characterizes this nation. I mean pre 
cisely what I say, and there is no gentleman. 
here who can successfully challenge my state- 
ment. One of the oldest and ablest and most 
eloquent members of this House has announced 
that there is no doubt in regard to the Ameri- 
ean citizenship of Dr. Houard. Yet he lay 
thirteen months in a foreign prison, claiming 
his rights as an American citizen, and claim- 
ing them in vain. At last he was tried; aud 
three months ago he was started on his dismal 
voyage under the equator to a peual colony 
of Spain on the coast of Africa. 

I am told—indeed I have read it in the Phila- 
delphia papers—that Dr. Houard comes of an 
old, an influential family; that he is himself 
advanced in years; a man of refinement, cul- 
ture, and intelligence. Yet such a man as 
this, within hailing distance of American soil, 
was allowed to appeal piteously for thirteen 
months to the American authorities in vain, 
even for a trial, At last he obtained a trial. 
T regret extremely that the gentleman from 
Obio, [Mr. Brneuam,] of whom I always speak 
in kindness, has seen fit to slur over and evade 
the question whether atrial bya Spanish court- 
martial is such a trialas an American citizen 
is entitled to when he falls into difficulty aud 
trouble abroad. A court-martial on tbis soil 
is bad enough; but a court-martial by Spanish 
authority, conducted in the spirit of the six- 
teenth century, is simply horrible and atrocious 
in this age of the world and upon an Amer- 
ican. The gentleman says that he passes that 
question by as one he is not able to determine ; 
the question whether such a trial as that is fit 
for an American citizen on foreign soil. I 
have no such difficulty, none at all. Itis a 
disgrace and an outrage, and it is a poor and 
miserable spectacle for us to sit here debating 
such a question. l ; 

The only part of the report of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs that I adhere to is that 
which instructs the Executive to demand the 
restoration of this man to his liberty, and the 


1872. 
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return of his property to him as it was before 
violent. hands were laid upon him and his. 
«That is the part which the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bryeram] desires to have stricken 
out of this resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
out any part of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman desires 
to umend so as to qualify and weaken it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will ex- 
cuse me if I say—.- 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pardon me; I have but 
eight minutes. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I will only say that 
I donot propose to strike out any part of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, the gentleman 
desires to weaken it. So far as [ am con- 
cerned, on the contrary, and I speak it with 
: the utmost respect for everybody that hears 
me here, we must take higher ground on this 
question. Dr. Houard is only ane of forty 
persons, as [ demonstrated on this floor not 
long ago, who have been imprisoned by the 
Spanish authorities in Cuba; some of them 
women, who are now languishing in Spanish 
prisons, and claiming the protection of the 
American Government and of American laws. 

Eight American citizens have been shot 
to death on Cuban soil without trial—one 
of them: a boy bora in the town of Aurora 
in my own State, who was arrested at sun- 
down on one day and shot to death the next 
morning, although he appealed for protection 
to the American flag andthe American author- 
ities, saying that he had come upon a peaceful 
mission, with no hostile design, and had not 
lifted his hand against the Spanish authority. 

All this is official; all this is contained in 
the records of this Government. Every word 
of it has been laid upon the desk of every 
member here. Yet we spend a whole day dis- 
cussing whether we shall instruct the Execu- 
tive of this Government to interpose for the 
protection of a man whose voice has died away 
upon the sea winds, appealing to us to protect 
him as an American citizen. f 

What was his offense? Suppose even that 
be was a Spaniard; what was his offense? I 
made a point some time ago in this House that 
Spain is making war of such a character upon 
her own citizens tbat the civilized nations of 
the earth ought to interpose against her. I 
make that point again to-day. Even if this 
man was not an American citizen, but a Span- 
iard, what was his offense? He furnished 
medicine and implements by which to assuage 
and alleviate the sufferings of the woundedand 
dying on the battle-field; that is all. It was 
said that his medicine-box and case of surgical 
instruments fell into the hands of the insur- 
gents, and thereby alleviated the sufferings of 
some man shot or bayoneted on the battle- 
field. And for this offense Dr. Houard goes 
under the equator for eight years! This is 
the result of the poor, contemptible foreign 
policy of our Government. More than three 
hundred citizens of Irish birth have languished 
in British prisons, and our Government has 
made no efficient interposition in their bebalf. 
I speak in general terms of the whole foreign 
policy of this Government. It is not up to 
the standard. It does not correspond with 
the position which Great Britain or any other 
first-class civilized Power has maintained. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that while it is con- 
ceded here by the friends of the Administra- 
tion that this man is an American citizen, 
and that he is sailing to the equator to undergo 
eight years of penal servitude, we sit here de- 
bating and discussing. There are forty more 
such citizens languishing in Spanish prisons ; 
yet we falter and dare not act. Had I the 

` power I would bring that man back or wage 
open war upon Spain. 

I have no language in which to express my 
feeling with regard to a policy which permits 
such things to pass unchallenged. Is it the 
fact (let me ask gentlemen who speak for this 
Administration) that some of the members of 


I do not desire to strike 


l 
the family of the Secretary of State have had 


lucrative professional relations with Spain in 
this country? I have been told so, not by 
Democrats, but by your own people; not by 
those in humble situations, but by those in 
powerful and elevated stations. f 
Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. I submit that the personal or profes- 
sional relations of the Secretary of State or 
his family are not matters to be discussed 


here. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman had 
better let me go on, as he himself, without 
interruption. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. [submit that the gentleman’s reference 
to the Secretary of State and his private rela- 
tions to the Spanish Government is not in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of 
order made by the gentleman? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 
the gentleman’s reference to the Secretary of 
State, to the effect that he has certain per 
sonal or private relations with Spain, is not in 
order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Do you say it is not ‘the 
fact? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
to be discussed here. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the gentleman will 
say it is not the fact, his word is good enough 
for me. {Laughter.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
to be discussed here. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I may be mistaken 
upon the point; but I am not out of order. 

Mr. BANKS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a single remark? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANKS. The statement which has 
just been made by the gentleman was made 
in this House before in a debate upon a sub- 
ject of this character, and it was authori- 
tatively denied by my colleague, [Mr. Burinr. ] 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not speak upon 
my own knowledge; I repeated what I had 
been told upon high authority. 

Mr. BANKS. The member of the House 
who made the statement withdrew his asser- 
tion upon the denial which was made by my 
colleague. 

Mr. WOOD. 

is a fact. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I have myself to take 
care of here; and I am always able to do so. 
There were thirty Spanish gun-boats built in 
the harbor of New York. I have been in- 
formed that the Spanish authorities in Cuba 
contemplated taking them from there by force, 
when they found an easier way to obtain them 
in the courts of New York by the use of Span- 
ish gold in employing counsel. This seems, 
however, to be a sensitive question all around 
me. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Ibelieve I havea minute 


T say it is not a question 


I say it is not a question 


I do not think myself that it 


left. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
has been so liberal in giving his time to others 
that I hope he will be allowed to proceed 
beyond the minute which is left of his time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall be perfectly sat- 
isfied if by consent of the House I shall be 
allowed ten minutes in the morning to notice 
a few remarks which have been made in con- 


| nection with this case by the friends of Dr. 


Houard who desire an amendment of the res- 
olution, as well as the remarks made by those 
who are opposed to any interference on the 
part of this Government for the protection of 
one of its own citizens. - 

The SPEAKER. Unless this resolution 
now pending before the House is disposed of 
this evening it will not come up to-morrow; 
but will go over until Tuesday next. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs,] the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


proposes to call the previous question on. the 
resolution, so that it will come up to morrow 
morning as the unfinished business. All i 
ask is that in the morning I shall be allowed 
afew minutes to make some reply to state- 
ments which have been submitted: to-day in 
this matter by those who are opposed to the 
adoption of the resolution. > 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; letus sit here to- 
night and finish it. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say one word 
before I call the previous question, only one 
word, in regard to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bixcna{m,] and Iwill 
say it now if the gentleman will have the 
kindness to give me his attention. My. objec- 
tion to it is that it opens the whole question 
for inquiry, whereas the action of the House 
proceeds upon the fact that it has been in- 
vestigated. The letter of the Secretary of 
State to the chargé d'affaires at Madrid in the 
place of thé minister of the United States—— 

The SPEAKER. There is too much con- 
fusion in the House. Gentlemen will resame 
their seats and suspend conversation. 

Mr. BANKS. I will yield the floor at pres- 
ent, as I understand the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania has not concluded his remarks, 

Mr. RANDALL. My object in asking for 
a few minutes in the morning is to clear up a 
few facts which have been left in doubt. I 
suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to demand the previous question, and we can 
then adjourn, and in the morning I can renew 
my request for ten minutes’ time. 

Mr. BANKS. Iwill, then, now call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust we will not adjourn 
until we finish this case. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the House will. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Tf trust 
some word may be allowed to be said in an- 
swer to the broad charges made by those in 
favor of the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think the House is 
impatient, but will wait here until this question 
is decided this evening. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ishould 
like to have fifteen or twenty minutes on this 
grave question. . 

Mr. BANKS. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. Before the vote is put on that, however, 
I desire to make a suggestion in regard to the 
amendment. The gentleman from Ohio pro- 
poses to reopen these whole proceedings. It 
has already been investigated. Let me read 
the letter trom Mr. Fish to Mr. Adee, chargé 
d'affaires at Madrid. It is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WasuIneton, March 26, 1872. 

Sır: In continuation of the subject of the instruc- 
tion No. 58, addressed to you under date of the 9th 
instant, with reference to the case of John Emilie 
Houard, I now inclose copies of an affidavit by 
Mr. Fox, late consular agent_of the United States 
at Cienfuegos, and of an official certificate from 
Mr. Morris, the present consular agent at thatplace, 
from which it would appear that Dr. Honard de- 
clared himself a citizen of the United States, and 
was registered as such in the books of the consular 
agency of the United States at Cionfuegos as early 
asthe latter part of 1868 or the beginning of 1869, 
and again 25th November, 1870, 

You wili make use of these papers in pressing the 
ease of Dr. Houard upon the attention of the Span- 
ish Government. : 

In recurring to the subject you will not fail to 
point out the apparent violation of our treaty with 
Spain, by the Spanish authorities in Cuba, in trying 
Dr. Houard by an extraordinary tribunal, and in 
refusing to give this Government an account of the 


. proceedings of that tribunal. 


Tam, &e., 


A. A. ADEE, esq., &e. 

Now, sir, is it worth while, as the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BincHam] does, to instruct them to go 
further in this matter? We have asked for 
this record. They have refused it, and they 


HAMILTON FISH. 


|| base their refusal upon the denial of the A mer- 


ican citizenship of Dr. Houard. Ido not ob- 
ject at all to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio if he will agree to strike out from 
it a few words, so that it shall stand as Iwill., 
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now read, omitting the words to which I make 
objection. I ask him to let it read thus: 


Unless it should be made to appear upon investi- 
gation to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment that said Houard has been prosecuted for an 
offense under the authority of law, and according to 
the regular course of proceedings usual in like cases, 
and that the privileges secured to citizens of the 


-United States by the seventh article of the treaty į 


of the United States with Spain, dated 27th October, 
11%, were neither denied nor disregarded on his 
trial. 
1 do not think we should instruct the Gov- 
” ernment to go into this matter again. 
Mr. BINGHAM. That is what I want. 
Mr. BANKS. I omitted these words: 


Had been held for, and duly convicted of, an | 
offense committed by him within the jurisdiction | 


of Spain. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘Under authority of 
law. The gentleman wishes to strike that 
aut. J donot desire to do any such thing, for 
the reason that the words the gentleman pro- 
poses to strike out are found in the text of the 
seventh article of the treaty of 1795; and if 
that be the fact, that he has been held and 
tried according to law for an offense com- 
mitted within the jurisdiction of Spain, and in 
the mode usual in such cases, this House by 
our own treaty obligations has no busines with 
it. lask the attention of the House to this. 

Mr. BANKS, My objection to the gentle- 
man’s proposition is that it instructs the Gov- 
ernment to go into thisinquiry anew after they 
have closed it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No,sir. There the gen- 
tleman inakes a mistake. He reads from the 
dispatch of the Secretary of State of date 9th 
March, 1872, On the 12th March, 1872, three 
days afterward, the same Secretary of State 
says, in an ollicial paper, page 29: 

Ag be strong point which prevonts tho interven- 
tases 

Mr. RANDALL. 
page 27. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mas- 
suchusetis { Mr. Banks] read that. In his dis- 
patch of 12:h March he says: 

“Tho strong point which prevents the interven- 
tion of this, Government in behalf of Dr. Houard 
from becoming officacious for his release is the fact 
that ho has been regularly tried and found guilty 
by a duly constituted tribunal in tho island of 
Caba.” 

He was not regularly tried at all, unless he 
was tried according to the treaty. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is a direct contra- 
diction there. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman says that 
is a direct contradiction of the statement in 
the previous dispatch. But it is the state- 
ment of the Department of State. 

Mr. BANKS. That is a repetition of what 


Read what he says on 


the Spanish Government said, and not the | 


declaration of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But he goes further. ‘The 
Secretary of State proeceds to say : 

If it wore in the power of Dr, Houard or his 
frieuds to put this Department. in the possession of 
facts that would impugn the integrity of the pro- 
` coedings of that tribunal, or deny its competency 
to act in the premises, snch facts would be urged to 
the best advantage; but none such are offered, with 
the exception of the ex parte declaration of a single 
untrustworthy witness, who now declares that he 
ave testimony against Dr. Houard which was 


also.” 

Mr. BANKS. No doubt; but the Spanish 
Government can give these facts. 

I must now call the previous question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachuseits. Wil! the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
yield to me a few moments? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield the gentleman 
five minutes. 

Mr. BANKS, I ask that by unanimous 
consent my colleague [Mr. Butter] be allowed 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banks] asks that by unani- 
mous consent before the previous question is 
called his colleague [Mr. Butumr] be allowed 
ten minutes. Is there objection? 

«© > Mr. HOAR. { object. 


|| by which the main question was ordered ; and 


Mr. BANKS. I hope there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 

say a few words only. 
Orn SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar j 
to object. | 

Mr. HOAR. I object, because I do not want 
to have the previous question seconded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If it is under- 
stood that the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as pending at the end of the ten min- 
utes, withoutfurther action, Ithink no objection 
will be made. : 

Mr. HOAR. _I object to that. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the , 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. BUTLER] i 
being allowed to occupy ten minutes. The | 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, addressed | 
the House forten minutes. [His remarks will 
be published in the Appendix. } 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr, Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, in his effort to defend ! 
the Administration against an assault in which | 
I had no part whatever, (for I introduced the 
resolution in this case simply with the view 
of vindicating the rights of an American citi- | 
zen, as | believed him to be from statements 
made to me,) goesa little further and attempts | 
to prejudice this House against Dr. Houara, 
on the ground that his father held the office 
of police commissioner in Cuba. I desire 
now to read what Dr. Houard’s daughter says 
on this subject. J think that generally a man’s 
daughter is better authority as to his acts than 
a stranger, whose interest never prompted the | 
denial on the part of Spain that this man was 
an American citizen until the Spanish autbor- 
ities found themselves driven to the wall by 
the action of this Government. What does 
Mrs. Dutton say? 

"I deny that my father ever renounced his Amer- 
ican nationality, and that he ever heid the ofiice of 
police commissioner or any other office under the 
Spanish Government; such a thing wasnever known || 
in our family. My father lived but seven years in |} 
Cuba, and did not speak the Spanish language; his | 
age and social position were above his holding any | 
such ofice.” H 

Upon this statement of the daughter of Dr. 
Houard I pronounce the declaration of the 
Spanish authorities untrue; and F call upon | 
the State Department to produce evidence, if | 
there is any, of such a fact. | 

Mr. BANKS. I now demand the previous | 
question. È 

The previous question was seconded ; there : 
being—ayes one hundred and seventeen, noes 
not counted. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 


I desire 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be 

laid on the table. å . 
Fhe latter motion was agreed to. | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts [Mr. Banxs] is entitled to an hour | 
to close debate. 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker—— | 
Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will || 
yield to me, I will move that the House | 
adjourn. i 
Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I have such ' 
engagements as will compel me to hold thej; 
floor for the whole of the honr; and after the i! 
debate is closed, it will take half an hour or |! 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, a week ago | 
the House voted that it would take up the i 


ij to adjourn. 


in the discussion for two days on the Goat 
Island question, and alsothe debate upon this 
question, thus patting off for three or four days 
this matter of the tariff, in which the whole 
country feels an interest. I do think it is not 
too much for me to ask this House to close 
this matter to-night, so that to-morrow we may 
enter upon the discussion of the tariff bill. f 
would not, under ordinary circumstances, ask 
my colleague to proceed with his remarks at 
so late an hour. But he yesterday stated to 
the House that this question would not occupy 
more than two hours. It has, however, occu- 
pied an hour or more last night as well as the 
whole of to-day. Ifit now goes over until to- 
morrow it may consume the whole of another 
day. Then the next day will be Saturday, 
upon which members do not expect to transact 
business in the House. Monday will be reso- 
lution day, and thus the tariff canuot be taken 
up until Tuesday. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to apoint of order, 
The gentleman from Massachusetts yielded to 
me to wake a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Some members have 
left the House under the impression that no 
vote was to be taken on this question to- 
uight. 

Mr. DAWES. They had no right to leave 
with any such supposition, Why should the 
whole business of the country be suspended by 
this resolution standing in the way? 

Mr. BANKS. 1 wish to say a word in an- 
swer to iny colleague, [Mr. Dawes.] This is 
as important a question as can be presented to 
the House. Itis a question of principle, while 
the tariffis a question of percentage. Why, 
gentlemen of the House have laughed at me 
because I think the tariff question will be acted 
on at this session. 

Mr. DAWES. What is that? 

Mr. BANKS. I say that gentlemen of the 
House have laughed at me, because | have said 
I believed this tariff question would be- acted 
on at this session. [Laughter.] 1 think we are 
entitled to one day at least on this important 
question. We have occupied but one day. 


| we remain here the decision of the question 


will carry it to half past six or seven o’clock 
to-night. 

Mr. DAWES. Why does not my colleague 
propose, then, to take a recess? 

Mr. BANKS. We cannot get the members 
of the House here to vote on it at an evening 


| session. 


Mr. DAWES. On so important a question 
affecting the rights of an American citizen, is 


| it true that members wili not come up here at 
i| an evening session and vote in favor of pro- 
ji tecting an American citizen held in chains 


by atorein Power? 

Mr. BANKS. Let the gentleman himself 
take an eveuing session on the tariff bill if he 
wants It. 

_Mr. DAWES. 
sion. 

Mr. BANKS, 
it to you. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I will take an evening ses- 
Ask for it and we will give 


I have made the motion 
I call the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to order. 

, Mr. DAWES. This is an important ques- 
tion, in which the rights of an American citi- 
zen are involved. An American citizen is in 
chains, held by a foreign Power, aud it is our 
duty to come here to-night and dispose of this 
resolution, so that he may have the relief 


li intended. 


Mr. RANDALL. If I thought the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts was sincere in what 


he is saying I would agree to sit here and listen 
to him for an hour, 


Mr. DAWES. 
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js in chains. Ilis our duty to stay here and 
ote on the resolution and decide the question 
atouce. This is a matter of great principle 
about which there should be no trifling. Gen- 
tlemen should not say they cannot spend time 
‘to come here to-night and consider it. 

> Mr. RANDALL. [insist on my motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. BANKS, 
league 

[Ín the midst of great confusion Mr. BANKS, 
Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. DawEs engaged in a 
very earnest colloquy which was not heard by 
the reporter. | 

The SPEAKER. It was very apparent to 
the Chair from the manner of gentlemen that 
they were indulging in a colloquy which ought 
not to appear in the Globe, and by constantly 
rapping his gavel he has prevented the reporter 
‘from hearing it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts indulges in irony he must take 
what he gets. 
adjourn. 


I wish to say to my col- 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on | 


Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 


ing titles ; when the Speaker signed the same: | 


An act (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of 


Martin Watkins, of East Windsor,Connecticut; | 


An act (H. R. No, 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Francis A. McKinney ; 

An act (S. No. 878) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey ; 

An act (S. No. 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong; and 

An act (S. No. 894) granting a 
the minor children of Frederick 
deceased. 


ension to 
. Dayton, 


QUAPAW INDIANS. 


.The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in relation to an appro- 
priation for land ceded to the United States by 
_ the Quapaw Indians; which was referred to the 
‘Committee on Appropriations, aad ordered to 
be printed. 


SUBORDINATE OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 


Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the | 


draft of a bill to facilitate the taking of an 


oath of office by subordinate officers of the | 


customs ; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
NEW ORLEANS WILARE PROPERTY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in compliance with a re- 
quest of the Committee on Military Affairs, in 
relation to the New Orleans wharf property ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LBAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, 
Mr. STRONG was granted leave of absence 
for four days; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, was granted 
“leave of absence for fifteen days; 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of New York, was granted 
leave of absence for seven days ; and 

Mr. CREBS was granted an extension of 


his leave of absence for ten days, on account | 


of the sickness of himself and family. 
MARY A. STONEFLELD. 
On motion of Mr. LAMISON, by unan- 
imous consent, leave was given to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the 


case of Mary A. Stonefield, with House reso- | 


lution No. 1964, Forty-First’ Congress. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

_ Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 

on yesterday I was unavoidably detained at 

my home. If Thad been present I should have 


I now insist on my motion to | 


voted, as I did on a previous occasion, against 


what is known as the ‘‘ Goat Island’’-bill, and | 
I should also have voted for the amendments | 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houmay.] | 


MUNICIPAL COURT FOR THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, asked to 
have entered upon the Journal a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the Honse on 
yesterday referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia Senate bill No. 687, to 


provide a municipal court for the District of | 


Columbia, aud for other purposes. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the select 
Committee of Investigation into the Affairs of 


the Navy Department, reported the testimony | 


taken by the committee; which was ordered 
to be printed, and recommitted. 
ALLEGED OUTRAGH#S IN THE SOUTH. 

Mr. POLAND, from the joint select Com- 
mittee upon Alleged Outrages in the late In- 
surrectionary States, reported the testimony 
taken before the committee; which was 


ordered to be printed, and to lie on the table. | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that the House 
take a recess until half past seven o'clock this 
evening, i 

Mr. RANDALL. [I insist on my motion 
that the Hoùse do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on 
the motion to adjourn. 


The House divided ; and there were—ayes | 


63, noes 79. 


Mr. BANKS. I demand the yeas and nays. 


I hope the House will rebuke this indecent | 
attack on the action of the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs. 
[A remark here by Mr. Dawes, and a further 
remark by Mr. Banks, were inaudible to the 
reporters, in consequence of the loud knocking 
eae Speaker’s gavel, calling members to 
order. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was 


decided 


in the affirmative—yeas 85, uays 64, not 


voting 91; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs: Acker, Archer, Arthur, Banks, 


Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, James d. Blair, 


i Boles, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Benja- 


min F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Cotton, 


Davis, Dickey, Dox, Duell, Eames, Forker, Heary | 


D. Foster, Garrett, Golladay, Griffith, Hambleton, 


Ilancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Hay, John W. | 
Hazelton, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, | 
Killinger, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, Marshall, May- , 
nard, McCormick, McIntyre, McJunkin, McNeely, ; 
Mereur, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, | 


Packer, Eli Perry, Peters, Prindle, Randall, Read, 


Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, . 
Rogers, Sargent, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, ; 
Slater, John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, | 
Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Taffe, Wash- | 
ington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Twichell, Tyner, | 


Voorhees, Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, 


jand Young—85. 
NAYS 


NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Barber, 


Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Burchard, 
Coghlan, Conger, Criteher, Dawes, Donnan, Duke, 


Dunneli, Elliott, Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, : 
Halsey, Harmer, | 
John T. Harris, Hayens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazel- ; 
ton, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Lansing, : 
Lowe, McCrary, McGrew, Merriam, Mouroe, Pack- : 
Perce, Rainey, ` 


Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, 


ard, Palmer, Isaae C. Parker, Peck, 


Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sevfield, Sessions, | 
Shanks. H. Boardman Sinith, Snyder, Starkweather, | 


erry, Upson, Vaughan, Wakeman, Waldron, Wil- 
lard, and Williams of Indiana—64. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Barnum, Bay: : 
ald- {| 


Beatty, Beveridge, James Brooks, Burdett, 
well, Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, Free- 


man Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Crebs, : 


Creely, Crocker, Crossiand, Darrall, De Large, Du 
Bose, Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Charies 
Foster, Getz, Haldeman, George E. Harris, Hays, 


Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Kendall, King, Kinsella, | 
Lamport, Leach, Lynch, McClelland, McHenry, : 
McKee, McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin F, Meyers, - 


Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Orr, Hosea Wo 


Parker, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Poland, ; 


Porter, Potter, Price, Robinson, Roosevelt, Saw- 
yer, Seeley, Sheidon, Sheilubarger, Slocum, Sloss, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, 
Sypher Thomas, Dwight ‘fownsend, Van Trump, 
Waddell, Walden, Waliace, Walls, Warren, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Williams of New York, John 
T: Wilson, and Winchester—91. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


| During the call of the roll, 

Mr. STEVENSON said: On this question 
I am paired with Mr. Potanp, of Vermont. 
If he were here, he would vote “no,” and I 
‘| would vote “ay.”  [Laughter. ] 
| The result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

And accordingly (at five o’clock and fifteen 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


i 

| The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

| By Mr. BUCKLEY : The petition of Daniel 
J. Melvine, a citizen of Alabama, asking the 
removal of political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of 
Thomas Almy and 54 others, citizens of Fall 
River, Massachusetts, praying legislation for 
the protection of walrus in the Arctic seas. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of Ed- 
ward Naughton, M. J. Wright, and 500 others, 
citizens of Vallejo, California, praying the 
enactment into a law of the bill allowing to- 
tally and partially disabled soldiers increased 
pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: The remonstrance of 
superintendents of different mines, represent- 
ij ing all the ore-producing mines upon the Com- - 
stock lode, against any further assistance from 
the Government to the Sutro Tunnel Company. 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of D. W. C. 
Thomas, H. D. Henderson, James Buynes, 
and 110 others, citizens of Washington county, | 
i| Indiana, asking the enactment of the bill (H. 
R. No. 1788) allowing totally and partially 
disabled soldiers and seamen increased pen- 


sions. 

` By Mr. MAYNARD: The memorial of Mrs. 
Aitimirab Bronson, praying Congress to grant 
her arrears of pay and bounty due her deceased 
husband, Enoch Bronson, of company D, first 
Tennessee light artillery. 

| By Mr. McCRARY: The petition of A. 
Bunker and 300 others, citizens of Washington 
county,-lown, praying the passage of House 
bill No. 1788, allowing totally and partially 
disabled soldiers and seamen increased pen- 
sions. 

| By Mr. RICE, of Kentucky: The petition 
of L. C. Diis, of Pike county, Kentucky, ask- 
ing pay as private soldier, &., forthe time he 
was held as prisoner by confederate military 
authority. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of R, A. 
Watts and 250 others, citizens of Adrian, 
Michigan, asking the passage of House bill 
No. 1788, which provides for increase of pen- 
sions to permanently disabled soldiers. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 26, 1872. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
May, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
i| read and approved. 

ISLAND OF YERBA BUENA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the bill (H. R. No. 1553) relating to 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company; which 
was read the first-time by its title. 

Mr. COLE and Mr. SLEWART rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill came 
from the Committee on the Pacific Railroad 
in the House of Representatives, and the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from Nevada, the 
chairman of the Committee on the Pacilic 
Railroad. 

Mr. COLE, Let it go over. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that it be read 
the second time and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroad. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
il from California objects to its being read a 
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second time to-day, and desires it to go over. 

Jt has been read the first time. ons l 
Mr. STEWART. ‘Then let it be printed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwill be printed, 

and go on the Calendar to be called up'again. 


CITIZENS IN OREGON, 


Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 695, subject to the morning 
business. It is important that that bill should 
be disposed of. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to know of the 
Senator if that bill will take much time? 

Mr. CORBETT. No, sir, it will not take 
any time. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
take? i 
Mr. CORBETT. Not over five minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is a bill which I 
wish to get up this morning; the bill to secure 
equal rights in the schools of this District. 


How much time will it 


Mr. CORBETT. This bill will take no 
time. lf it does, I will withdraw it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be taken up subject to 
the morning business. The Senator from Ore- 
gon states that he will give way to the morning 
business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We might as well let 
him have the bill passed at this moment as at 
any other time. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Vermont suggests that the bill probably 
might be considered at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure there is no 
objection to it from anybody. It can be passed 
right away. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be reported subject to 
objection 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 695) to 
extend the rights of citizenship to certain per- 
sons born in the territory of Oregon previous 
to the year 1846. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
read the substitute. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out the 
preamble and all after the enacting clause of 
the bill and insert the following: 

That all persons born in, the district of country 
formerly known ag tho Territory of Oregon, and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of tho United States at this 


timo, are citizens of the United States in the same 
manner as if born elsowhere in the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
g 


Mr. CASSERLY. I donot wish, unlessitis 
unavoidable, to object to a bill which is desired 
by the Senator from Oregon, and which respects 
that State; but the question involved here is 
whether or not the United States for a serics 
of years set up a false and unfounded title to 
territory, and whether it shall now be declared 
by acts of Congress to have been false and 
unfounded. Í would rather have it laid over 
until some time when the question can be fully 
discussed. The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Turr- 
MAN] spoke about it the other day. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. KeLLY] was on the floor 
when this bill passed from the consideration 
of the Senate, it being objected to the other 
day, and the Senator from Oregon will now 
complete his remarks, if the Senator from 
California has no objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Of course I will yield. 

Mr. KELLY. I rose to explain the neces- 
sity of this bill the other day, and I should 
like to say a word upon it. By the joint con- 
vention between Great Britain and the United 
States in 1818 the territory of Oregon was 
held in common; that is, it was open to citi- 
zens of the United States and the subjects of 
Great Britain upon equal terms.: There were 
of course in that territory a great many per- 
sons connected with the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany, chiefly British subjects. They had 
children born there ; born beneath the British 


It is only necessary to 


flag. Take, for instance, the case that arose 


ij in the State of Oregon, and was decided by 
i| the district court, to which reference was made 


the other day. A man was born at Astoria, 
then known as Fort George, beneath the Brit- 


ish flag, and, as a matter of course, being the |; 


child of a British subject, and bora without 
the allegiance of the United States, because 
he was not born within the allegiance of the 
United States, in order to make him a citizen, 
he was born within the allegiance of the king 
of Great Britain at the time, and it was so 
held by the court, and properly held. We bad 
no right to make the children of British sub- 


jects American citizens; no more had they | 


a right to make the children of American 
parents subjects of Great Britain. Both held 
the territory in common; it was a joint occupa- 
tion, and in order to be a citizen of the United 
States he must have been not only born within 
the United States, but born within the alle- 
giance of the United States. The child ofa 
British minister born in this city is a British 
subject. Itis trne he is born in the United 
States, but he is born without the allegiance 
of the United States; and so it was there in 
Oregon. They were British subjects, and their 
children still remain so. There is no question 
that those who were born of American parents 
were American citizens; but the class to 
which this bill refers are the children of Brit- 
ish subjects, born afier the treaty of 1818 and 
before the treaty of 1846. That is all there is 
of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Jattended diligently, as 
far as two or three interruptions allowed me, 


to what was said by my friend from Oregon. į 


If I understood his argument, it turned upon 
two points: first, that there was a certain por- 
tion of the territory that is now Oregon which 
was in the joint occupation of the two Govern- 
ments; second, that the citizenship of the 
children born within the territory so held in 


joint occupation was regulated by the citizen- | 


ship of their parents. J understand those to 
be the points upon which the Senator rests his 
argument, Jt is not necessary for meto com- 
bat either of those propositions. Yet I do not 
see, admitting both of them, that this is a 
proper bill. The bill reads as follows: 

That all persons born in the district_of country 
formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United States at 
this time, are citizens of the United States in the 
same manner as if born elsewhere in the United 
States. - 

That bill would embrace the very class of 
persons who, by the argument of the Senator 
irom Oregon himself, were not entitled to 
American citizenship at the time of their 
birth ; that is to say, it would embrace such 
children as were born of British parents 
within the territory in joint occupation. Is 
it intended to naturalize those persons by a 
special act which is not within the Constitution, 
which requires ‘‘an uniform rule of naturaliza- 
tion?’ {ask for information. 

Mr. CORBETT. Itis intended to make all 
those people who were born previous to the 
treaty of 1846 upon the territory that is now 
Oregon, which was claimed by our Govern- 
ment at that time, and by the treaty of 1846 
was conceded to us, citizens the same as other 
persons born in that territory if they remain 
there now. 

Mr. COLE. I understood that this bill was 
not to lead to any discussion so as to interfere 
with the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [ Mr, CASSERLY] objected, but 
yielded to allow an explanation to be made, 
and now has risen to reply to the explanation, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think all this simply 
proves the difficulty of passing a bill of this 
importance in the morning hour. I ask the 
Senator from Oregon what were the treaty 
provisions in regard to those persons who being 
born of British subjects within the territory 


held in joint occupation continued to reside in | 


it after it had become a part of the territory 
| of the United States? 

Mr. CORBETT. There was no provision, 
ag is usual in such treaties, that those persons 
should be American citizens. Ít is usual to 
| provide in such treaties that all such persons 


‘are naturalized citizens, but there was no such 
| provision in this treaty. Therefore it is neces- 
| sary to pass this hill, and E hope we may be 
| allowed to pass it without further debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Ore. 
' gon [Mr. Corpert] is mistaken. The prac- 
tice is not as he supposes. ‘The usual practice 
is either to permit foreign subjects found in 
territory acquired by us, to become citizeng 
according to our laws; or else the rule is— 
certainly it was the rule adopted in the case 
of the treaty between the United States and 
i Mexico, which resulted in the American acqui- 
i sition ‘of California—that the subjects of the 
foreign Government, party to the treaty, are 
allowed a certain time within which to remove, 
if they see fit, from the territory. If, after the 
lapse of that period, they choose to remain, 
! they are regarded in the absence of a declara- 
| tion of intention to the contrary as citizens of 
the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California objects to this bill, the right 
! to object was reserved if it gave rise to debate. 
i Mr. CORBETT. LIhope the Senator will 
not object. 

Mr. COLE. 
continued. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [Mr. Casserty] still occupies 
the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must say that I think | 
the original bill is much better than the amend- 
ment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made 
: to further debate on the bill, and it passes from 
| the consideration of the Senate. Petitionsare 
in order, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| A message from the House of Represent: 

atives by Mr, Cursron LLoyp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in 
| the amendment of the Senate to the resolution 
| expressing regret at the death of Professor 8. 
| F. B. Morse. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


i 
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I object if the debate is to be 


The message aiso announced thatthe Speaker 
eas House had signed the following enrolled 

ills : 

A bill (S, No. 878) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey ; 

A bill (S. No 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong ; 

A bill (S. No. 894) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Frederick F. Dayton, 
deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. McKinney; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of 


Martin Watkins, of East Windsor, Connec- 
teut. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Maine, soldiers of the late war for the 
Suppression of the rebellion, praying for an 
equalization of bounties and for an amend- 
ment of the pension laws ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented four petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the volunteer Army 
and Navy, praying the passage of a bill to pro- 
vide industrial homes and training schools for 
the orphans of soldiers and sailors ; which were 
ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
the memorial of. Cardiff Tagart, son and heir 
and for the coheirs of John Tagart, late of Bal- ` 
timore, Maryland, deceased, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French be- 


tween the years 1793 and 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 
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Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States, praying for appropriate || 
legislation, so far as the juisdiction of the | 
General Government may extend, prohibit- | 
ing the manufacture, importation, and sale | 
of intoxicating liquors for use as a beverage 
among the Indians and inhabitants of the 
western Territories and the soldiers there 
stationed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 1788, allowing 
totally and partially disabled soldiers and sea- | 
men increased pension ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of M. B. 
Grier, trustee and guardian of Mary Stone 
Grier and Sarah Stone Grier, minor heirs of 
Samuel L. Grier, deceased, praying compensa- 
tion for sixty-five bales of cotton; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
© Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
citizens of the United States, praying the pas- 
sage of an act to prevent the obstruction of 
rivers, harbors, and landings by corporate 
bodies; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 
citizens of Wyandott, Kansas, praying the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 1788 allowing totally 
and partially disabled soldiers and seamen 
increased pensions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COLE. I desire to submit a report 
from the conference committee on the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
to be considered as soon as the morning busi- 
ness is concluded. I do not wish to interfere 
with the morning business, but I should like 
to have unanimous consent to do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California makes a report from a con- 
ference committee, but suggests that it lie 
over until the. morning business be concluded. 
The reports of other committees will now be 
received. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1018) to authorize the grantees 
of franchises for the construction and main- | 
tenance of bridges to mortgage the same, with 
such bridges and their appurtenances, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the supplementary memorial of 
the United States and Brazil Mail Steamship 
Company, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 1032) to improve existing 
mail steamship service with Brazil. 

The bill was read and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
petition of Samuel Davis, surgeon eighty-third || 
regiment Indiana volunteers, of New Trenton, 
Indiana, and the bill (S. No. 872) granting a 
penion of fifty dollars per month to Samuel 

avis, of New Trenton, Indiana, reported them 
adversely. 

The committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition, and the bill 
was indefinitely postpone 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Rebecca C. Meeker, | 
asking a pension in consequence of the ser- | 
vices of her late husband during the war of 
1812, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration ; which was agreed to. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Ellen Berrigan, 
widow of the late Kevan Berrigan, private iu | 
company B, second regiment. Massachusetts | 
volunteers, who died in hospital in 1864, asked | 
to be discharged from its further consider: || 


ation, the surgeon reporting that he died of 
delirium ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Texas, asking for a pen- 
sion for Captain William W. Montgomery, 
asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, the committee having reported such 
a bill, and the Senate having passed it ; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I am also 
directed by the same committee to submit a 
report on the petition of William J. Morris, 
of Illinois, praying to be granted a pension. 
The petition does not state in what service he 
was, and there areno papers on file to be found 
in the Pension Office. They infer from a let- 
ter of the Commissioner of Pensions that he 
was not in the military service at all. The 
committee instruct me to ask to be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1496) to carry out certain ‘provisions of 
the Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for the relief 
of settlers on the Cherokee lands in the State 
of Texas, have directed me to report it back 
without amendment. The committee think 
the bill ought to be passed at once, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent it will be reported subject to objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. A similar bill has already 
passed the Senate twice. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It seems to me that is a 
matter of too much importance to be consid- 
ered now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made to the consideration of the bill, it will be 
printed and placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. POMEROY. It isa bill, which has 
passed the Senate twice. This is a House bill, 
and if we concur in this it becomes a law. 
The same bill, passed the Senate at the last 
Congress, and it has passed at this Congress, 
but not this identical bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. We had better have a 
little time to consider it, I think. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to say to the 
Senator from West Virginia that it is very im- 
portant that the bill should pass promptly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made to the consideration of the bill, and, it 
will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. COLE. I now present the report of 
the committee of conference on the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ want that report to lie 
until we can look at it before it is acted upon. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom 


Vermont objects to the present consideration | 


of the report of the conference committee. 
Reports of committees are still in order. 

Mr. FENTON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1789) to permit the im- 
portation, free of duty, of certain Highland 
kilts and uniforms for the seventy-ninth regi- 
ment of Highlanders, of the national guard, 


i| State of New York, to report it back with the 


recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. l ought to state that I regret to be 
obliged to make an adverse report upon this 
bill, but the circumstances are such that the 
Committee on Finance cannot make any other 
report. I wish the bill placed on the Calendar, 
however. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That course will 
be pursued. f 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (8. No. 
104) for the relief of Joseph Lanman, have 
had the same under consideration, and have 
directed me to report it favorably, and accom- 
panying it with a written report on the subject. 
I move that the report be printed. ; 

The motion was agreed to. - i 


| 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
be put on its passage. 

Mr. COLE. I understand there is a report 
submitted which has not yet been printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection. is. 
made, 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was recommitted the bill (H. 
R. No. 1080) to regulate elections in Wash- 
ington and Idabo Territories, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following 
petitions, asked to be discharged from their 
further consideration, and moved that Levi 
Childs have leave to withdraw his papers; 
which was agreed to + 

The petition of Annie Holliday, praying to 
be allowed a pension ; 

Two petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing that T. J. Hurlbut be allowed a pension; 

The petition of T. J. Hurlbut, praying that 
he be allowed a pension; 

The petition of Lewis Shields, praying aid 
in consequence of a wound received at the 
battle of Gettysburg; and 

The petition of the guardian of Mary Ann 
McKeever, praying that she be granted a pen- 
sion. i 


I ask that that bill 


MARGARET H. JUDD. 


Mr. TIPTON. Iam also instructed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware, 
to report it back with amendments, and ask 
that the bill be now put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on Pensions preposed to 
amend the bill so as to make it read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to place upon 
the peusion-roll the name of Margaret H. Judd 
of Wilmington, Delaware, the aunt and adopted 
mother of the late Captain William Judd Fetterman, 
twenty-seventh infantry, United States Army, and 
pay her, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. a pension as a dependent mother. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. AMES, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so 
much of section six of an act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1870, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1869, as prohibits promotions in the staf 
departments of the Army, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That fifty copies of the act approved 
June 25, 1868, entitled “ An act imposing taxes on 
distilled spirits and tobacco, and for other purposes,” 
and the acts amendatory thereof, be printed in bill 
form for the use of the Committee on Finance. 


THOMAS Be WALLACE, 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to 
call up the bill (S. No. 569) for the relief of . 
Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State 
of Missouri, reported from the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. COLE. I will say to my friend that a 
conference committee report is a subject that 
always should be promptly disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a small matter. I 
expect to be absent from the Senate fora week 
or ten days, and I desire to get this bill up 
before I leave. 

Mr. COLE. 
shall not object. 

The bill wasread. Its preamble recites that 
on the 18th of September, 1861, the dwelling- 
house and ont-buildings, and the farnitare and 
other property therein. belonging to Thomas 
B. Wallace, of the city of Lexington, Mis- 


If it causes no discussion I 


| souri, situated in that city, were destroyed by 
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fire, by order of Colonel James A. Mulligan, 
in command of the United States military 
forces then stationed at that city; and that 
the destruction of the houses and other prop- 
erty was ordered and was necessary for the 
protection and preservation of the prop- 
erty of the United States at that city, and the 
protection and preservation of the lives of the 
officers and soldiers under the command of 
Mulligan, and at the time actually engaged in 
defending the city and in maintaining the an- 
thority of the Government of the United States 
against an attack of the confederate army, 
under command of General Sterling Price. 
The bill therefore proposes to appropriate 
$18,500 for the purpose of paying Wallace 
the value of his property, destroyed as afore- 
said, and the damages sustained by him by 
reason of its destruction. 

The Committee on Claims reported an 
amendment to the bill to strike out in line 
three ‘“ $18,500” and insert °° $11,252.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. From which committee 
comes this bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on Claims, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. CONKLING. A bill for the destruc- 
tion of property in war, at Lexington, Mis- 
souri ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Destroyed on the lines of 
investment of the city of Lexington, belong- 
ing to a Uniou man, and destroyed for the 
safety of the army invested, for the purpose 
of defense. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 will state to the Senator 
from New York that I have cxamined the 
claim; and I think if there bas been a merit- 
orious claim before Congress, both in its 
whole character and the limited amount 
reported, this is that claim. 

Mr. CONKLING. Whether I will object 
or not is dependent upou the answer to this 
question: is it the case of the destruction of 
property in the theater of war for military 
purposes? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. It was destroyed 
because the rebels nsed the house as a point 
from which to attack the lines of the Union 
army. It was destroyed in order to prevent 
them from having the use of it as a protec- 
tion for their troops. It was private property 
taken for public use in that way. 

Mr. CONKLING. How taken for public 


The Committee 


use? 
Mr. BLAIR. It was destroyed by our own 
_ army, under the order of Colonel Mulligan, 
after a council of war. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then J understand that 
having become a cover for the rebel troops, it 
was destroyed in war in the course of military 
proceedings by the order of a Union general ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir; that is the exact 


act, 

Mr. CONKLING. I think this bill ought 
to be considered as it cannot be considered in 
the morning hour. I should like to have it 
lie over in order that I may look into it. 

The VICE PRESIDEN’. 1t will lie over, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1033) to legalize entries of public lands 
under the homestead laws in certain cases ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No, 1084) making an appropri- 
ation for a Government building to be used 
for a cnstom-house, post office, and bonded 
warehouse at Port Huron, in the State of 
Michigan; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. No. 1035) for the restoration 
to market of certain lands in Michigan ; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. f 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S: 
No. 1036) granting the right of way through ; 
the publie lands to the Jacksonville, and Si. 
Augustine Railroad Company ; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also-asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. 
No. 1037) to provide for building a naval hos- ! 
pital at the navy-yard at Pensacola; which ; 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be | 
printed. y 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con~ | 
sent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. | 
1088) for the relief of Sarah Jane Grier and 
Mary Stone Grier, minor heirs of Samuel L. 
Grier, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1039) granting a pension to Thomas Reilly, 
late of company H, second United States cav- 
alry; which was read twice by itstitle, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a biil (S. 
No. 1040) for the relief of William Fischer ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1041) to equalize promotion among offi- 
cers in the line of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. | 
1042) for the relief of Thomas Hollis, of Mor- | 
gan county, Georgia; which was read twice | 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BOREMAN. The Committee on Ter- 
ritories some time since reported a bill with’ 
regard toa railroad in Dakota Territory, which 
is a matter of considerable importance, and Í 
think it ought to be passed. ‘They are await- 
ing action in order to construct the railroad. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Califoynia gave notice of his desire to 
oceupy the morning hour with a conference 
report. 

Mr. COLE. I cannot consent to any other 
business being interposed. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think the bill can be 
passed ina moment. There is no land grant. 

Mr. COLE. ‘The Senator had a bill passed 
a few days ago in the morning hour. 

Mr. BOREMAN,. The Governor of the 
Territory states that they have commenced 
the construction of this railroad under author- 
ity of the territorial Legislature, and that is 
subject to doubt. . 

Mr. COLE. I wish to go on with the report 
of the conference committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects to the consideration of 


the bill referred to by the Senator from West 
Virginia, 


~ 


ARIZONA AND NEVADA RECONNOISSANCR. 


Mr. NYE submitted the following resolu- 


tion ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 


Resolved, That nine hundred and fifty additi 
copies of the reconnoissance ef RA Tional 
be printed in quarto form and bound, four hundred 
and fifty copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and five bundred for distribution by the chief 
of engineers of the United States Army. | 


“twenty-seven 
i| of the House o 


Mr. NYE submitted the following concur- 
rent resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing : 


osoloed by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
wae eoaeurrine,) That four thousund additional 
copies of the reconnoissance uf Arizona and Nevada 
be printed in quarto form and bound, one thousand 
copies of which sball be for tbe use uf the Senate, 
hundred and fifty copics for the use 
f Representatives, and two hundred 
ies for distribution by the chiefof engin- 
cers of the United States Army. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES, 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following 
resolutions; which were referred to the select 


and fifty co 


i! Committee on Revision of the Rules, and 


ordered to he printed : 


Resolved, That the thirtieth rule be amended by 
inserting after the word Senate,” in thesecond line 
of the second paragraph, the words ‘or proposed in 
pursuance of an mate from the head of some of 
the Departments. . 

Resolved, Chatthe twenty-eighth rule be amended 
by adding the following words: | j 

“ When a bill or joint resolution is under consid- 
eration, any pending amendment thereto may be’ 
laid on the table without prejudice to the bill, and 
a motion to lay an amendment on the table shall 
carry with itan amendment in the second degree.” 

Resolved, That the tweifth rule be amended by 
adding thereto the words: . 

“But a mocion to postpone a subject under consid- 
eration and proceed to the consideration of another, 
shali be treated as one question and not divisible, 


‘| and shall be decided without debate.”’ 


Mr. ANTHONY. [admit that my asking 
to have these resolutions printed is a pretty 
bad preface to the remarks I am going to make; 
but as every Senator will wish to look at these 
proposed amendments before he acts upon 
them I asked to have them printed. We have 
got into the habit here of having every bill 
printed when it is presented. It is a very fre- 
quent thing for a Senator to say, ‘I offer a 
bill by request; I do not commit myself to it; 
Iknow nothing about it,’’ and then ask to 
have it printed. That printing is for the ben- 
efit of the person who offers the bill, and the 
continual printing of bills when they are pre- 
sented cumbers up our files; it is exceedingly 
expensive ; they are printed on the most costly 
paper, and it is the most expensive kind of 
printing the Government does. If, therefore, 
Senators would only ask to have bills printed 
when they really desire to have them printed, , 
it would add very much to the convenience of 
the Senate and the convenience of our files, 
and be an important economy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state, in consequence of the remarks of the 


| chairman of the Committee on Printing, that 


hereafter the Secretary will not enter an order 
to print any bill on its introduction except the 
motion to print be made by the Senator intro- 
ducing the bill and adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Senators will understand 
that bills reported from committees are printed 
as a matter of course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That is true; 
but a bill introduced will not be printed except 
by order of the Senate, unless the Senator 
introducing it desires it to be printed and the 
Senate orders it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I offer a resolution to amend 
the rules, and ask for its present consideration 
if there be no objection: ; 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debate on the pending biji and amend- 
ments thereto to five ininutes by any Senator on the 


pending motion; and the motion to limit debate 
shall be decided without debate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 


ae the present consideration of this resolu- 
ion? 


Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

‘The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Rules, or laid on the table, as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania desires, 

f Mr. SCOTT. Let it be printed and lie on 
the table. I will call it up for adoption here- 
er. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. it willbe printed, 
and lie on the table. 
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© Mr. COLE. Now I hope we may proceed 
with the conference report. 
~ The VICE PRESIDENT. 
“farther Senate resolutions, the Senator from 
California moves that the Senate proceed to 
“the consideration of the report of the confer- 
ence committee made to-day. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary | 


will read the report. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing | 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
pill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
> ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 


If there be no i 


That the Senate recede trom their amendments | 


numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 85, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 
That the House of Representatives recede from 


their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- | 


ate numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 
44, 60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree to 
the same. 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement | 
to the amendment of the House to the eighth amend- ; 


ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
` amendment as follows: on page 6, iine fifteen of 


the bill, strike out all after the word “fifty,” down | 


to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu ‘*$3,422;’’ and the House agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment ‘of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendwent: 
strike out all after the word “after,” in line two of 
` gaid amendment, down to and including the word 


“ Congress,” in line three, and insert in Heu the fol- ; 
lowing words, “the 4th day of March, 1875;” and | 


the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from their amendment to | 


the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment. 


hat the Senate recede from their disagreement, | 


to the amendments of the House to the fifty-fifth 
and seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 


amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same | 


with the following amendments: in line three of 
said House amendment, strike out the word “forty,” 
and insert in lieu the word *' thirty ;” and the House 
agree to the same, 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement | 


to the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ninety-two,” and 


insert in lieu thereof the word ‘“‘eighty;’’ and the | 


House agree to the same, oh tes 
That the House reccede from their disagreement 
to the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, 


and agree to the same with the following amend- | 


ment: in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken : 


out, insert the following: “for one clerk of class 
four, two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, 
and two laborers, additional force in the money- 
order office, $7,240; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out from the words proposed to be inserted in said 
amendment where it first occurs the word “ two,” 

. and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘four;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. ied sb of 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the eighty-fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out all after 


the word ‘‘three,’’ where it occurs thesecond time in | 


line eight of said House amendment, down to and 
including the words ‘ 


Jieu the word “seven;’” and in line seventeen of said 
House amendment, strike out the words “‘ six thou- 
sand” and insert in lieu thereof "five thousand 
six hundred;” aud the House agree tu the same. 


"Phat the House recede from their disagreement to |j 


the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “fifty,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ` twenty-five;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
tothe amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu 


of the first clause of said House amendment the | 


following: ‘‘Lhat a commission, consisting of the 
Seeretary of the Interior, the chief engineer of the 
Army, and the officer in charge of public buildings 
and grounds, is hereby authorized and directed to 
examine and report to Congress prior to the second 
Monday of December next, a plan by which the 
locomotive railroad track in front of the western 
entrance of the Capitol shall be removed, with due 
regard to the rights of all parties concerned, and by 


incl 4 ‘per annum,” in line nine; and | 
in line nine, strike out the word “three” andinsertin | 


which proper connections with other railroads may 
be made;” and the House agree to tht same. 


That the House recede from their disagreement to | 
the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and | 


agree to the same, with an amendment es follows: 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: “that 
from and after the 1st day of July, 1872, the annual 
salaries of the Second Comptroller, of tbe Register, 
and of the supervising architect of the Treasury 
Department shall be $4,000 each; and the annual 
salary of the judges of the Court of Claims shall be 
$4,500 each, and a sum sufficient to carry into effect 
the provisions of this section to the end of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


A E, 

JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JAMES A. GARFIELD, 

F. CLARKE, 

WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. COLE. It is not my purpose to detain 
the Senate more than a moment in explana- 


tion of the report made by the conference | 


committee. Since the debate a few days ago 
the points in dispute are well understood, and 
the Senate may well conclude from the time 
consumed in reaching a report in this case, 
that there has been some disagreement between 
the branches of the committee representing the 
different Houses. 

The changes which have been recommended 
are for the purpose of making the report more 
agreeable to what was regarded as the wish of 
the Senate, and their apparent desire, or the 
desire of some members of the Senate, and 
these related to only three or four points. 

An objection was made to the incorporation 
in the bill of a provision appointing a mes- 


senger for the Committee on Appropriations, | 


I ought to statė that in another portion of this 
bill two officers of the Senate were stricken out, 
the superintendent of furnaces and his assist- 
ant, which two officers had been doing duty as 
messengers. The force now is very small; 
and the Committee on Appropriations—I am 
not speaking now of any others, because I do 
not know of their wants—were really in need 
of a messenger. It may be an economy for 
Senators to perform the duties of messengers 
and pages while they ought to be in their com- 
mittee-rooms engaged in the consideration of 
bills. Ifsuch is the judgment of the Senate, 
we will try to conform to it as far as possible. 

Objection was made to the clause for addi- 
tional clerks in the Land Office. There will 
be by a bili that is now pending large appro- 
priations for the survey of public lands, and 
the increase of duty in that Department will be 
very considerably larger during the next fiscal 
year than during the present fiscal year, or, 
perhaps, during the past fiscal year, and the 
necessity therefore for more force is regarded 
as absolute. The committee of conference 
have agreed to report an amendment allowing 
thirty additional clerks for one year only in 
the Land Office to bring up the back work 
and keep up with the increase of current ser- 
vice in that Department. 

Next, in regard to the salaries of judges, 
that amendment was modified by leaving out 
any reference to the salaries of the supreme 
court judges of this District, and by making 
tbe salaries of the judges of the Court of 
Claims uniformly $4,500. 

These, I believe, are all the changes that 
have been made by the committee to which I 
need refer. I might refer to one otber in. 
regard to the clerk of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. Though he is pro- 
vided for in this bill, yct it is only a transfer 
from another designation to that designa- 
tion. The amount has not been increased. 
The contingent fund of the House has been 
decreased proportionately, and this is made a 
specific office, whereas before he was paid out 
of the contingent fund, and I believe Senators 
generally are auxious that we shall be more 
distinct and specific-in designating the items 
of appropriation. . 

Ido not think I néed detain the Senate a 


moment further unless there is some Senator 
who yet dissents from some provision of the 
bill ag it is now reported ; but let me say here 


| that this is the first one of the general appro- 


priation bills, and this is not through, and we 
are stopped and balked upon this even at this 
stage of the proceeding. I hope there willbe 
a disposition on the part of the Senate to let 
us dispose of these leading appropriation bills 
without any unnecessary embarrassment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. CARPENTER. JI ask for the yeas and 


| nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
what the objection to the report is? 

Mr. CARPENTER. One great objection I 
have is to the appropriation in regard to the 
civil service. Another objection is that I un- 
derstand they have stricken off the salaries of 


‘judges of the supreme court of this District. 


Another is that I understand they throw away 
the provision relative to the salaries of the dis- 
trict judges of the United States. That is 
sufficient for me io vote again:st it; but there 
are several other things that I might mention. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 39, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—39. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Carpenter, Cooper, Ferry 
of Michigan, Hitchcock, Kellog, Logan, Nye, Us- 
born, Rice, and Robertson—ll. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Howe, Lewis, 
Norwood, Patterson, Ramsey, Saulsbury, churz, 
Spencer, Sprague, and Thurman —24. 


So the report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM TIIE ILOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representa- 


tives, by Mr. McPusrsoy, its Clerk, announced 


that the House had passed. the bill (S. No. 
1014) to amend an act envitled “An ict to 
authorize the construction of-a bridge across 
the Missouri river at or near St. Joseph, Mis- 
souri,” approved March 5, 1872. 


PAY OF SENATOR RANSOM. 


Mr. BAYARD submitted the following res- 
olution ; which was referred to the Com mittee 
on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That the pay of Hon. Martizew_W. 
Ransom, as a Senator from the State of North Car- 
olina, shall commence from the 4th day of March, 

. . ils 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before- the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, transmitting the’ annnal 
report of the operations of thet institution for 
the year 1871; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the follow ing reso- 
lution ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Resolved, (the House of Representativ es concur- 
ring,) That twelve thousand five hundred additional 
copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the year 1871 be printed; twenty-five hundred 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, five 
thousand for the use of the House, and five thousand 
for the use of the institution: Provideri, That the 
aggregate number of pages of said report shall not 
exceed four hundred and fifty; and that. there shall 
be no illustrations except those furnished by the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1654). making appropriatioas to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years; 
and for other purposes, the pending question 
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being on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, to strike out the 
following clause, on page 29, after line six 
hundred and ninety-nine: 

For this amount or so much thereof as may be 
necessary for subsisting the Navajo Indians in New 
Mexico for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 
$60,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
state that this day after one o’clock was as- 
signed for the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands. The 
deficiency bill, however, being the unfinished 
business, has priority. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. I supposed the assign- 
ment by unanimous consent would beconceded 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and the 
unfinished business would be laid aside for that 
purpose. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The deficiency 
bill can be by unanimous consent, and then 
the assignment would operate, or the defi- 
ciency bill may be laid on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iask unanimous consent 
that the deficiency bill be laid aside informally. 

The VICK: PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. COLE. I must object to it in the present 
staye of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I move that the 
deficiency bill be laid on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The effect of the 
motion to lay on the table, if successful, would 
be to have the day assigned for the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The Chair put the question, and stated that 
the noes appeared to have it. : 

Mr. POMEROY. [want the sense of the 
Senate. ‘The day has been assigned toa special 
committee, and if these assignments do not 
amount to auything [ want to know it, so that 
we may govern ourselves in regard to other 
assignments. I have refrained from moving 
any bills from the Committee on Public 
Lunds-— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair mast 
state Lo the Senator from Kansas that as the 
noes appeared to have it, it is his duty, no 
division being demanded, to declare that the 
noes have it, i 

Mr. POMEROY. Ifthe Senate will sit 
to-morrow and give me to-morrow, I will waive 
the question to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes ap- 
pearing to prevail on the motion, the bill was 
not luid on the table. ‘lhe Senator from Kan- 
sas asks unanimous consent that to-morrow 
beassigned for the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY., I want to go on with and 
finish the appropriation bill as much as any- 
body. 

Mr. COLE. If we can get through with 
the appropriation bill to-day, I will not object. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has not the Chair uni- 
formly stated that these assignments were 
always subject to the unfinished business ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has so 
stated it. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then why not go on 
with the appropriation bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. I suggest that if the Sen- 
ate desire to go on with the appropriation bill 
now, we bave a session to-morrow for the 
business of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COLE. Subject to the unfinished busi- 

ness. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes have 
it. The deficiency bill is not laid on the table. 
Pending its consideration the Senator from 
Kansas asks unanimous consent that to-mor- 
row be assigned to the Committee on Public 
Lands, subject to the unfinished business as 
all these assignments have been. Is there 
rare ‘ 

Mr. TON. I must enter my objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘Then I linge ie other 
Way except to move my bills as amendments 
to the appropriation bill. [Laughter.] 


The VICEPRESIDENT. Theamendments 
may be laid‘on the table, however, under the 
recent amendment to the thirtieth rule. 
pending question is on concarring with the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole striking out the paragraph in regard 
to the Navajo Indians. 

Mr. COLE. I rise to make an appeal to 
the Senate to remain in session to-day until 
this bill is disposed of, whether it be early or 
late. Weshould have done that yesterday in 
all probability but for the illness of the Sen- 


ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Srevenson,] who | 


has been absent some time, and who had an 
important amendment which be wished to 
propose to the bill. , f 
Mr. POMEROY. I desire to give notice 
that I have a good many amendments to move 
to the appropriation bill. If we conclude to 


sit it out, L do not want it understood that the | 


bill is to be sat out until these amendmevts 
are considered. 


that the Senate shall sit it out; a mere notice 
has been given. f i 1 
ring in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, striking this paragraph from 
the bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next amendment, which was 
reserved at the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. WiLson. } ie 

The Carer CLERK, The Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, struck out the second 
section of the House bill, in the following 
words: 

‘That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby 
are, authorized and required, in the settlement of 
all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics emploved by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States, between the 
25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constitut- 
ing cight hours a day’s work for all such laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th day of May, 
1869, the date of the proclamation of the President 
concerning such pay, to settle and pay for thesame, 
without reduction on account of reduction of hours 
of labor by said act, aud a suflicient sum for said 
purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- 
vided, That no part of the money hereby appropria- 
ted shall be paid to any mechanies or laborers who 
have already been paid for eight hours’ labor four 
fifths as much as the amount which was paid to like 
laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ labor, 

And inserted in lieu thereof: 


That there shall be paid to the policemen, oilers, 
and shop-tenders who were employed at the Spring- 
field armory, in Massachusetts, on and afier the 
30th day of July, 1868, the sums respectively, by 
which their wages were reduced by order of the 
War Department under the eight-hour law, so called. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire, Mr. President, 
simply to say to the Senate that this amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
assented to in Committee of the Whole with- 
out opposition. A motion was intended to 
be made to reconsider it; but we were told it 
would be just as well to wait until the bill 
should be reported to the Senate, where it 
now is. 

I hope this amendment will not be agreed 
to, and that we shall-take this section as it 
came from the House, after striking off the 
proviso, which substantially defeats the object 
of the section. I do not wish to take up the 
time of the Senate, but I do hope that this 
amendment will not be agreed to. 

- The object of the section is to pay mechanics 
and laborers in the publie works the full day’s 
wages for their time. ‘he matter hag been 
discussed heretofore, and at this period of the 
session I do not wish to take up more time in 
regard toit. The section ag it stands, with 
the exception of the proviso, was introduced 
into the bili on the motion of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and-Means of the 
House. The proviso was put on by a vote in 
the House, which destroys the effect of the 
section. Our committee have proposed an 
amendment to it’ which does not reach the 
object, and I hope the amendment of the com- 


The | ; 
i| and honest thing with the men with whom we 


The question is on concur- | 


i 
i 
i 
l 
i 
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mittee will be rejected, and that then we shall 
strike out the proviso and pass the section ag 
it should be passed to do the fair and square 


l. 
deae COLE. The proposition, as I under- 
stand, is to amend the amendment first by 
striking out the portion that was added in 
committee, and also the proviso. That I nn- 
derstand to be the motion. 

Mr. WILSON. I want to strike out the pro- 
viso, and let the section stand as it was origin- 
ally offered in the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that the Senator from Massachusetts 
proposes, pending the motion to strike outand 
insert reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, to strike out the proviso from the 
House section. Is that his motion? 

Mr. WILSON. ‘The object 1 have in view 
is to disagree to this amendment of the Com- 


|| mittee of the Whole, and then to strike out 
The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no order | 


the proviso in the section as it came from the 
House, so that the first fourteen lines will 
stand down to the word ‘‘ provided.” I want 
to strike out the proviso, and also to disagree 
to what the committee propose, and that will 
pay these men for their day’s work according 
to law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the first thing will 
be to take the question on concurring in the 
amendment made*as in Committee of the 
Whole. If that is disagreed to, that being 
the pending question, then the Senator cau 
move to amend the House bill in any manner 
that he likes. That would be the simplest 
way of doing it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are two 
ways in which it may be arrived at. That sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont is prob- 
ably the best way for journalizing, and also | 
for the Senate to have a distinct idea of the 
question before them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I wish to say a word 
on the question if Senators are willing to hear 


me. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am desirous to hear 
the Senator from Vermout, but the noise in 
the Chamber is so great that it is impossible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators will be 
kind enough to resume their seats and suspend 
conversation, ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, we all 
understand, undoubtedly, the general aspect 
of this question, because we have had it up 
time and again. A claim is made on the 
part of certain people who were employed 
by the Government, and who, under the 
eight-hour law, worked oniy eight hours in 
the publie- armories and arsenals and other 
workshops of the United States, and whose 
pay, under the opinion of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, was reduced according to the amount 
of work they did, because in private estab- 
lishments at the same places people were 
obliged to work ten hours in order to receive 
a particular sum of money. The statutes 
provided that the pay at the navy-yards and 
arsenals should be the same as at private 
establishments for the same sort of work. 
Then Congress having said that these peo- 
ple need only work eight hours, it was held 
by the Attorney General, and I think cor- 
rectly, as a matter of law, that if they worked 
but eight hours they could only be paid in 
proportion in order to obey the statute, which 
said that the pay in the public establish- 
ments should be the same as in the private 
establishments for the same sort of work. 
Accordingly these people who only worked 
eight hours had their pay reduced to one fiith, 
ten hours being a day’s work in the private 
establishments. Afterward the President of 
the United States set aside the orders of the 
Department which had conformed to the 
opinion of the Attorney General, and directed 
that thereafter the pay of the people who 


-Worked eight hours should be the same as the 
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ay of the people who worked in private estab- 
jishments ten hours. Now, this proposition 
is to go backand allow these people who worked 
eight hours and received pay for, eight hours 
in proportion to the price for similar work at 
the same places at private establishments, to 
get the one fifth which was deducted for the 
two hours they did not work, on the ground 
that the intention of Congress was to give 
them fall pay for eight hours’ work, although 
‘the people in private establishments at the 
same places only got full pay for ten hours’ 
work, That isthe proposition. 

Those who bring forward this claim and 
have put it before us, make it amount to three 
or four hundred thousand dollars; but they do 
not know how far it extends. The total is 
probably somewhere within a million, but where 
within a million no man at this moment can 
tell, for we have no definite information. The 
question is whether we should do that. The 
committee, instead of proposing, as the House 
did, to do it with a proviso which should not 
do it, (for that is the substance of the way the 
House left it; the proviso as the House left it 
cuts off the first part of the provision,) found 
that there were at the Springfield armory, and 

erhaps at other armories—but we only had 
information as to the Springfield armory—three 
classes of persons who did not properly fall 
within that reduction, oilers, policemen, and 
shop-tenders, for the reason that their duties 
were specific, did not depend upon quantity, 
but depended upon general and constant care 
and supervision over the work. Therefore it 
seemed plain from the explanations which 
were made that under the eight-hour law, and 
under the operation of the law which required 
equality between the pay in private establish- 
ments and in the public works, they ought not 
to be reduced. 

Therefore we proposed to substitute for the 
House provision, which is in fact no provision 
at all, the provision which is found in italics, 
that these particular classes of persons who 
did not fall within the spirit of the eight-hour 
law or within the i of the general law reg- 
ulating equality of wages upon time, should 
have made up to them the twenty per cent. 
reduction that was made upon their wages, 
which we thought clearly ought not to have 
been done. That is the way the case stands. 

I will add that at the Springheld armory, 
where these questions principally arose, the 
commandant, Colonel Benton, informed the 
men when he made this order that if any of 
them chose to continue to work longer, for ten 
hours, he would pay extra, and therefore they 
need not be compelled to work only cight hours 
and take only eight hours’ pay; and some of 
them did work longer and did receive more ; 
but it was a matter of option with the workmen 
whether they would do it or not. 

Mr. WILSON: Mr. President, thisis a very 
simple proposition. There is a large body of 
men in the country desirous of reducing the 
hours of labor. T think the hours of labor 
during the last forty years have been reduced 
two or three hours per day on an average, 
Especially is this trae among skilled laborers. 
They asked Congress to pass an eight-hour law, 
applying to the public works, for the purpose 
of testing the question. Congress passed the 
act,and in some of the public works men worked 
eight hours and were paid their full wages ac- 
cording to the intent and spirit of the law. 
In other places a reduction of one fifth was 
made in the pay. It was so at Springfield, 
and so fora long time at Rock Island and some 
other places, while at a number of places no 
distinction. whatever was made. The matter 
was referred to the Attorney General. Tne 
Attorney General made a construction which 
was overruled afterward by an order of the 
President making eight hours a full day’s 
work, carrying with it a full day’s pay. Iam 
satisfied that was the intention of both Houses 
of Congress. The object was in the public 
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works to test the question whether it was best- 


to adopt in the country eight hours instead of 
ten hours asa day’s labor. That was the law. 
That was the object of it avowedly; it was so 
understood out of Congress, and so under- 
stood in Congress. - 

It may be that this law was not a wise law. 
It may be, as some say, that it has failed. I 
do not see the evidence that it has failed. I 
want a fair experiment made, and carefully 
made. I want the facts to come to us to base 
action upon in the future. But these men 
ought to be put upon a perfect equality in all 
the works of the country. They now all work 
eight hours and get the pay of a day’s work 
for it. We want to equalize this in the past, 
and this section is intended for that purpose. 

It is said it will cost two, three, or four hun- 
dred thousand dollars. It may cost that, and 
may cost something more; but the question is 
one of justice, one of fairness, and not one of 
amount. I think money was made to do good 
with and do justice with always. But the ques- 
tion is not whether it will cost more money or 
less when you owe an obligation. Before you 
make your contract that is a fair question for 
consideration; but when you have an obli- 
gation on you, and when an honest and just 
demand is made upon you, the question is not 
what it costs, but the question is, is it right to 
pay the money? 

I think this amendment moved by the com- 
mittee ought to, be rejected. Then the proviso 
put on in the House, on the motion of a mem- 
ber, ought to be rejected, and then pass the 
section thus amended as it was originally 
intended by the mover in the House, and by 
the House itself. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I was pres- 
ent when this eight-hour law was passed, and 
I remember very distinctly what was my 
understanding at the time, and I think what 
was the understanding of the Senate. It was 
that the period of labor should be reduced 
two hours a day without reducing the price. 
It was said in the argument on that occasion 
that it was advisable to try the experiment in 
the Government workshops, so as to see 
whether there would be any loss in the actual 
amount of labor, or what the loss would be. 
That this was the understanding in the Senate 
is shown by the fact that the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHerMaN] offered an amendment 
to the bill declaring that the pay should be 
reduced in the same proportion as the time, 
and that amendment was voted down by quite 
a large majority. That amendment tested the 
understanding of the Senate upon the subject. 

The Attorney General, Mr. Evarts, however, 
gave an opinion that the law simply provided 
for reducing the time of labor, and authorized 
a reduction of the price in the same propor- 
tion. That opinion, | think, was in_ direct 
conflict with the understanding of the Senate; 
but a subsequent Attorney General under the 
present Administration, I am informed, gave 
a different opinion to the President, and the 
President issued an order directing that the 
workmen in the Government shops should re- 
ceive the full price without a deduction on 
account of the reduction of time. But in 
the mean time there had been in several of the 
Government arsenals or workshops, for in- 
stance at Springfield and at Rock Island, a 
reduction in the price in proportion to the 
diminution of time, while atthe other arsenals 
and workshops the fuil price was paid. Iun- 
derstand the object of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is to obtain an equalization, and put 
ail these men on the same level exactly. As 
most of the Government workmen obtained 
the full price, the others should. I believe 
that this is just on every principle, and that 
there should be equality in the price paid. 

It has been said that the experiment that 
was to be tried in the Government work- 
shops has failed. Iam not satisfied that iv has 
failed. 


A statement was made to me by an officer 
of the armory at Springfield showing some 
extraordinary results, that when the diminu- 
tion of expenses was considered and the 
amount of labor performed, there was a large 
increase in the amount of actual result. 

Sometime ago I offered a resolution, which 
was adopted by the Senate, calling upon the 
Secretary of War to state what was the prac- 
tical working of the eight-hour law in the 
armory at Springfield and in the arsenal at 
Rock Island. That report has not been made, 
but from what I understand that report will 
show some results that may surprise the Sen- 
ate in regard to the increased amount of work 
during eight hours a day as compared with 
eight hours under the old system when they 
worked ten hours a day, 

But, whatever may be the result of the 
experiment, whatever may be. the report of 
the Secretary of War upon the subject, it ig 
a simple matter of justice to put all these 
men upon an equality, and that they shall be 
paid according to the provision and intent 
of the law. The most of them have been so 

aid. Why not pot them all upon the same 
evel? Why make a distinction? That was 
the purpose of the law. We cannot blame 
the workmen for taking advantage of it or 
claiming their rights under it. Yam in favor 
of economy, but [ am not in favor of economy 
at the expense of law and the violation of 
what I regard as good faith. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam in favor of striking 
out the amendment of the Senate committee. 
I am in favor of retaining the section as it 
came from the House, striking out from it 
the proviso. ‘Those are my views, because I 
ain for gecis all the mechanics and workmen 
of the Government upon the same footing in 
respect to their wages since the eight-hour rule 
was established in the Government works. 
Not to do that is to be guilty of great injustice 
toward a considerable portion of those men, 
Many of them, I understand the majority of 
them, have received their wages for eight hours 
a day at the old rate they had received them for 
ten hoursaday. Has any one suggested a sin- 
gle reason why those men who, by the acci- 
dental circumstance of a different view held 
by the superintendent, had their wages reduced 
by one fifth as compared with all the rest. 
should not receive the portion thus withheld 
fromthem? Hasany one presented any reason 
that should govern the action of Congress? 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epuunps] 
says that to do this it would cost three or four 
hundred thousand dollars. What sort of a 
reason is that? Why, sir, it probably costs 
us a great deal more than that every year to 
pay the wages of our workmen atall; we might 
save a good deal by refusing to pay them any- 
thing, or more than one half theirdue. Surely 
that is not an argument which can be seriously 
urged against equities such as are now pressed 
upon us. 

I do not consider the merits of the eight- 
hour system involved in this discussion. ‘lhe 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morroy] has, how- 
ever, stated from the proceedings of Congress 
at the time the bill passed, many circum- 
stances which show very distinctly what was the 
understanding of Congress then ; and that the 
understanding was that the wages of labor 
should remain the same, though the hours of 
labor were reduced one fifth, 

But, sir, I submit to the Senator whether 
there is not a higher argument even than the 
expressions of Senators or members of the 
House, or even than votes of the Senate or of 
the House upon the measure in its different 
stages? Itis the argument derived from the 
nature of the measure itself, The reduction 
of the hours of labor has from time to time 
for the last hundred years marked at each re- 
duction a beneficial era in the improved con- 
dition of the workingman, and in civilization 
generally. It has marked also an era, not 
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of diminished production, but of increased 
production. . 

More than that, it has been asked for as a 
boon by the mechanics of the world, by those of 
this country especially, and has been granted 
to them as a boon. Now, what sort of a boon 
do you call it to reduce the hours of labor one 
fifth per day if you reduce the wages of labor 
in the same proportion? They ask for bread, 
and you give them a stone. They ask for a 
benefit, and you tender an injury. You shorten 
their hours of toil, but you cut down their 
means of livelihood. You keep the word of 
promise to the ear, but break it to the hope. 
When the time comes to disenss the whole sub- 
ject of the eight-hour rule on its merits, I am 
ready to discuss it, to meet its opponents in a 
fairfield. I know there is a cry—we have heard 
it to-day—that ‘‘the experiment has failed.’’ 
I do not agree to this; on the contrary, I have 
seen figures which show the exact contrary from 
the Government workshops. The information 
also derived by me, upon inquiry made from 
large employers of labor im my own State, 
looks to anything but a failure of the experi- 
ment. But, sir, even if thus far it had not 
produced all the good results expected of it by 
its friends, we are therefore to say it has 
failed? It has hardly bad a trial; and the 
trial has been almost always at the hands of 
its enemies. We all know that the reduction 
of the hours of labor from twelve to ten hours, 
made, if [remember correctly, by the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Van Buren, did at first pro- 
duce some trouble and some consequences that 
were not.desirable. We also remember well 
that after awhile the producing power of the 
American mechanic, the natural energies of 
the country, asserted themselves, and pro- 
duction went on, not at a diminished rate, but 
at an increased rate. 

Whenever the question is fairly before the 
Senate, and the Senate is disposed to hear it 
discussed, it can be shown by the deductions 
of science as well as by our short experience, 
even under very adverse circumstances, that 
cight hours a day form precisely that period 
of daily labor which enables the human laborer 
to prolong for the greatest period of the average 
duration of life his producing capacity. It is 
not a question of to-day’s earnings, nor of six 
months, nor of a year, nor of five years. The 
question is whether it is or is not in the interest 
of the State to have the productive energies of 
the laborer maintained for the greatest period 
of the average life of man. 

I repeat, if it be true, according to the 
deductions of scientific men, who approach 
this great problem asa pure question of science 
with reference to the motive forces of the 
human system, that eight hours are the proper 
mean of the day’s work, then I say itis in the 
highest interest of an enlightened State to adopt 
that eight-hour rule, and no such State, being 
alive to its own interests or to the importance 
of the question, will be ready to abandon as 
a failed experiment, without half a trial, the 
efforts to ascertain whether, indeed, the deduc- 
tions of science on this great question and 
the promptings of humanity are alike delusive 
and false. 

But, sir, these questions are not before the 
Senate now. Perhaps I should apologize for 
introducing them even incidentally. The sim- 
ple question now is, whether we are prepared 
to do equal and exact justice to the Govern- 
ment workmen throughout the country by pay- 
ing to such of them as have not had it the same 
rate of wages for their labor already paid to 
all the other workmen in the Government em- 
ployment. If any difference can be shown 
between the workmen at Springfield and at 
Rock Island, who have not received their fall 
wages by one fifth, and those who did receive 
them, I am ready to consider it. None such 
has been snegesied: I believe none such can 
be shown. On the contrary, I imagine that 


the world has not to show a body of skilled , 
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workmen superior or equal to the workmen 1n 
the Government shops at Springfield. The 
arms investigation which has attracted so much 
attention discloses the extraordinary fact, I 
might say the unparalleled fact, in the history 
of Government, that in your armory at Spring- 
field you produce the finest arms of precision 
that have ever been manufactured on any large 
scale by a Government at a less price than they 
can be made in the very best private workshops. 

I will not delay this measure of justice and 
equality to our own workmen by any further 
remarks. However Senators may differ as to 
the merits of the eight-hour system, they should 
not differ as to our placing all the Government 
workmen on the same footing as to their 
wages. That, and no more than that, is what 
we contend for. Who will refuse it? I repeat, 
let us strike out the Senate amendment en- 
tirely. Let us insert the House amendment 
in the bill, striking out from it the House pro- 
viso, which is a simple contradiction of all the 
rest of the section and indeed nullifies it 
utterly. We have too long delayed this act 
of justice. Let us perform it now cheerfully 
and generously. 

Mr. COLE. Iam one of those who believe 
that the laborer is worthy of his hire, and 
would be among the very last to do anything 
that would be at all oppressive upon the class 
of people who earn their living by their labor. 
But, sir, there is a question involved in this 
amendment that has not been brought to the 
attention of the Senate, and it is my duty to 
call the attention of the Senate to every diffi- 
culty that may attend the adoption of the 
amendment. 

There is no Jaw fixing the rate of wages at 
these establishments. ‘Chey could be reduced 
at any time or raised, without any cause of 
complaint in the one case or any dissatisfac- 
tion on the part of the Government in the 
other case. That was the province of the 
officers having charge of those establishments 
at the time; and I do not know how you are 
to ascertain that the wages were reduced be- 
cause of this change of the law. The reduc- 
tion may have taken place for other reasons, 
and the question is open as to whether the 
Government will not suffer serious injury by a 
demand made by the workmen in all the dif- 
ferent departments of the Government for 
additional wages during this period of nine 
months provided for in the bill. 

It seems to me the whole question is settled 
by the fact that it is the province of the agents 
of the Government having charge of these 
establishments to fix the wages at any time, at 
any rate, for the persons who are employed in 
those establishments. They have only done 
that in some instances. There is a difference 
in the rate of wages in the different establish- 
ments. There is a difference in the rate of 
wages for different kinds of employment, and 
they differ also in the different localities. In 
the establishment at Springfield, Massachu- 
setts, I presume they have ditferent wages from 
workmen in the establishment at Rock Island, 
Illinois, or at some point in California. These 
wages are not fixed by law; and I do not know 
how any legal or equitable demand can be 
maintained for this additional pay. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I was not 
present in committee when the amendment 
was adopted which appears as a substitute for 
the House provision in this regard, but it does 
seem to me that a spirit of justice requires us 
to pay these men the same rate of wages that 
other men were paid who were employed by 
the Government under the same circumstances, 
It is well known that at some of the public 
works the laborers were paid at the old rates 
for the lessened time during which they were 
employed; in other words, that the rates of 
wages which had been previously paid for ten 
hours’ labor were paid for eight hours’ labor 
subsequent to the passage of what is known as 
the eight-hour law. Itis also known that at 


some of the Government works the wages wera 
reduced to eighty per cent. of the old rates, 
the superintendents of those works inferring 
that the Government meant when they reduced 
the hours of labor to reduce the compensation, 

T assume that so much agitation as has taken 
place on this subject would not have taken 
place in the Halls of Congress if the purpose 
was simply to cut off twenty per cent. of the 
wages of the laborer. I assume, and I think 
it cannot be controverted, that the design of 
Congress in passing that law was that the 
hours of labor should be diminished while the 
wages remained the same. I do not say a 
word as to the policy or impolicy of such a law, 
Ido not believe this is a subject upon which 
legislation was necessary at the time. I know 
in many cases it was a subject upon which these 
laborers certainly did not demand legislation; 
but as passed by Congress, the intention evi- 
dently was to reduce the hours of labor and 
not to reduce the wages per diem. 

While a portion of the employés of the 
Government were paid at the old rates for 
eight hours’ labor, another. portion were paid 
at the reduced rates for eight hours’ labor, and. 
it left a feeling of soreness, a feeling of in- 
justice in the minds of those who were paid the 
lesser rates. It was a perfectly naturnal feel- 
ing. Unless it is rectified now, there will re- 
main a feeling that the Government has been 
unjust to these men. When the President 
issued his order directing that the rates of pay 
should be fixed forthe eight hours the same as 
they had formerly been fixed for the ten hours, 
the practice became uniform. 

The object of the provision as it was adopted 
by the House prior to the addition of the pro- 
viso, unquestionably was to correct this injus- 
tice, this inequality, if that term is any more 
acceptable, and it seems to me that we cannot 
with any degree of propriety refuse to put 
these men who received but eighty per cent. 
on the same plane precisely with those more 
favored employés of the Government who re- 
ceived one hundred per cent. I question very 
much whether they have a legal claim against 
the Government for this additional twenty per 
cent. I question very much whether under 
the decision of the Attorney General made at 
the time they would have a legal claim which 
they could maintain in the Court of Claims for 
it, though that may be an open question. But 
every one of these laborers feels that he is 
aggrieved by the failure of the Government to 
provide that twenty per cent. Not only that, 
nine tenths of the population of the United 
States feel that those men are aggrieved. With- 
out looking back to the policy of the original 
law, without looking to the question whether 
the enactment of the law was wise or not, I 
regard it simply as a measure of justice that 
they should be paid the additional twenty per 
cent. Ihope the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will prevail. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, this question of the regulating of the 
hours of labor is a question that belongs to the 
States rather than to the nation, and the idea 
that we shall pay men in Government employ 
a greater sum than is paid by private persons 
or paid in the several States to those in the 
same business, it seems to me is wrong in 
principle and wrong in practice. I do not de- 
sire, for one, that we should have any employ- 
ment for men who will seek to leave their homes 
In order to get a softer place under the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore | desire to ask whether 
it will not be in order now to amend this pro- 
vision before it shall be stricken out. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
ROY in the chair.) The Chair understands the 
pending amendment to be to both strike out 
and insert. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
out what was inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is to 
strike out the second section of the bill. 


It is to strike 


ill 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And also to 
strike out the proviso. Therefore it will be in 
order to amend the proviso before it is stricken 
out, and to that end I send an amendment to 


o the Chair. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks that is in order. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire if the 
section would not be amendable afterward, 
even if this amendment of the committee were 
adopted ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- | 


ment cannot be amended after it has been con- 
curred in. s 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I prefer to 
offer my amendment now, for if the section 
should be stricken out, I should not have an 
opportunity to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order 
to perfect the portion proposed to be stricken 
out before the question is taken on striking out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I send my 
amendment to the Chair, and ask to have it 


read, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was to insert at the end of 
the proviso in the matter. which was stricken 
out in Committee of the Whole the following: 

And all laws regulating the hours of labor are 
hereby repealed, : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is stated 
by the Senator from South Carolina that there 
is some measure of justice in passing this 
amendment, as it was originally drafted with- 
out the embarrassment of the proviso inserted 
by the House. We all know that there was 
on the statute-book at that time a law that 
provided that the amount of pay in the Gov- 
ernment shops should not exceed that which 
was paid for the same class of labor in private 
establishments in the same neighborhood, and 
this law in relation to the hours of labor did 
not repeal the preceding law at all. So much 
for that. 

But the Senator from California speaks of 
this as being an advancing age, and that this 
reduction of the hours of labor is the result of 
science as applied to labor. Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, it is really going back to the fifteenth 
century. In the fifteenth century the legis- 
latures of some countries, the Parliament of 
England for one, undertook to regulate the 
hours of labor, and did it in the most oppress- 
ive manner, making long hours and very short 
pay. Ifwe can regulate the hours of labor by 
reducing them, we set an example to legis- 
lators in other places which may result in their 
increasing the hours of labor. I think it is a 
dangerous precedent, therefore, to set at all. 

Besides that, it is entirely unjust to the 
mechanics and laboring men of this country. 
Itis a degradation of them, as I think, for us 
to set up as their masters and say how many 
hours they shall labor. Why not leave that 
question to themselves? I stand up here for 
the laboring man, and I say he isso independ- 
ent in this country that he asks no assistance 
from the Senator from Massachusetts or any 
other Senator. He is at liberty to work as 
many hours as he pleases and for what price 
he pleases. He can dictate his terms, and 
ought to dictate them. For us here to tax all 
the mechanics who are engaged in the several 


States not in the employment of the Govern- | 


ment, all the farmers who labor from twelve 
to fifteen hours a day, to support these favored 
and petted men employed in our navy-yards, 
arsenals, and printing offices, in working a 
much less number of hours than those who pay 
taxes do at home, it seems to me is entirely 
wrong and unjust. I say the laboring men of 
our country will not welcome any such law or 
any such practice here, They know how to take 


care of themselves. I know whereof I speak | 


in relation to this matter. They do not desire 
that we shall have a privileged and aristocratic 
class of laborers here or anywhere else under 
the employment of the Government. Pay our 


workmen well, equal to what skilled workmen 


can obtain anywhere, but donot proclaim that 
whoever can getinto Government employment 
shall have twenty per cent. higher wages than 
can be got anywhere else. A man who 
works for the Government is no better than 
the man who works in his own shop or on his 
own farm. 

Mr. President, this eight-hour law has cre- 
ated immense difficulty in its administration 
all over the country wherever there has been 
a necessity for the Government to have any 
kind of work done. It largely increases the 
expenses of the Government. It will bring 
about the day when we shall have to abandon 
our arsenals and navy-yards and public priant- 
ing offices. We cannot conduct them unless 
we conduct them on an equality with the people 
at large. 

But, sir, I do not desire to retard the pro- 
gress of this bill, and do not desire to discuss 
this question at length, for I have heretofore 
done so. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do believe that the Sen- 
ate is prepared to repeal the eight-hour law. 
I therefore move to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion on the motion to lay on the table, and 
declared that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. ; 

Mr. COLE. I suggest that we havea divis- 
ion, as it takes so long to call the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SPENCER. Very well. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes seventeen 

Mr. MORTON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 24, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Goldthwaite, Kellogg, Kelly, Morton, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, West, and 
Wilson—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Robertson, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—20. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Clayton, Conkling, Cragin. Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 
ton, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Windom—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
laid on the table. 


Mr. WILSON. 
the vote. 

Mr. COLE. I offer an amendment to which 
there will be no objection. In the twelfth 
line, after the word ‘‘act,’? I move to insert 
the words ‘‘ when it shall be made to appear 
that such was the sole cause of the reduction 
of wages.” 

Mr. WILSON. There is no objection to 
that. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Chair mean on 
concarringin the amendment, made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion now is on concurring in the Senate with 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, with the amendment that has been 
added by the Senator from California. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 
yeas aud nays. 

Mr. WILSON. Before that question is 
taken I propose to strike out the proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts moves to farther 
amend the amendment by striking out the 


proviso. 
Mr. EDMUNDS, What proviso? 


Now I hope we shall have 


The ques- || 


Mr. WILSON. The. proviso at the end of 
the section as it came from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has nothing to-do 
with the pending question of concurrence. 

Mr. WILSON. But we want to perfect the 
section before that question is taken. 

Mr. MORTON. The proviso nullifies the 
whole thing. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. LI thought it was under- 
stood that we would take the vote as was sug- 
gested by my friend from Massachusetts who 
sits farthest from me, [ Mr. Sumyer,] and by 
myself, that the simplest way to test the sense 
of the Senate was to take a direct vote on the 
recommendation of the committee which was 
to limit this payment to those three classes of 
persons, who as we thought—a majority of us 
certainly, perhaps all—were justly entitied to 
have this money paid to them, although it is 
going back, for the reason that they did not fall 
within the scope of any of these provisions, as 
we thought. If the Senate will take a vote 
upon that, then we can know what to do next. 
That is the simplest way, so as not to get the 
thing in confusion. 

Mr. WILSON. We have the right to per- 
fect the section before the question is taken on 
striking out. If this proviso should be stricken 
out, then the question will simply be on con- 
curring in the amendment with the amend- 
ments that have been made to it. That pro- 
viso nullifies the whole thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a question of 
order; whether when the committee have rec- 
ommended to strike out the whole section 
including the proviso, and insert something 
else, a motion to strike out the proviso is in 
order. I respectfully submit it is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
thinks it is, upon the ground that you can 
amend the part proposed to be stricken out 
before the question is taken on concurring in 
the amendment to strike out. . 

Mr. WILSON. Does the Chair rule it in 


order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is in 
order. 

Mr. WILSON, I hope then it will be done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not see myself 
why a part of the employés of the Govern- 
ment should be paid for eight hours’ work the 
same as if they worked ten, and other employés 
should be paid only for the hours that they 
worked. That is a discrimination which ought 
not to exist under the same law and same 
regulations of the Government, and I do not 
understand the principle upon which the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has acted in saying that 
certain persons should be paid back pay and 
certain others not. J understand that in some 
of the arsenals or armories the workmen 
have been paid for eight hours’ labor the 
same as they have been paid for ten - hours’ 
labor in others, and that the Senator from 
Vermont has an amendment which he says 
embraces certain classes of persons. I do 
not see upon what principle under the same 
law that distinction is to be made, and, with- 
out going into any discussion about it, I am 
for putting them upon an equality. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The reason why the 
Senator does not see it is because he does not 
know the facts, and even a man as great and 
good as he is cannot always see a thing unless 
| he knows exactly what he is talking about. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
what the facts are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the honorable Sen- 
ator had not been talking to some one else 
when I was explaining this subject before, I 
should not have to do it again. That, how- 
ever, was his right, and therefore I have no 
right to criticise it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I beg pardon. 

Me. EDMONDS. The point was this; 
take the Spriugheld armory, which is as far 
fas I know any thing about it, Here were a 
certain class of persons called oilers, and a 


j certain other class called shop-tenders, and 
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another class called policemen. The duties 
of these men are not like those of other 
workmen. The other workmen are fabricat- 
ing things; they are making gun-barrels; 
they are making gun-stocks; they are filing 
barrels; they are burnishing ; they are groov- 
ing; they are doing all sorts of things which 
count as accomplished things to be done and 
laid aside and are counted up. Here are cer- 
tain people who, in order to carry on the 
works, are employed in duties which are gen- 
eral, which do not produce anything at all, 
but which may run under or over the eight 
hours, but which require just so much to be 
done every day. One day, as we all know, as 
for instance as it respects the shop-tender, he 
may be obliged from the particular state of 
affairs to work twelve hours. Time does vot. 
count with him at all. It is the question of 
having the oversight of the shops and seeing 
that everything is in order, everything attended 
to and all things in their proper places. Now, 
then, as I say, time is not the element at all 
which enters into the subject of what he has 
todo. Time, if he works ever so hard, does 
not measure his performance as it does that 
of the man filing a gun-barrel, or making a 
number of locks, who makes them and lays 
them aside. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. EDMONDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do notknow the par- 
ticular facts to which he refers in regard to 
workmen in the Springfield armory, but [have 
beon informed by one of my colleagues in the 
House, who resides at Rock Island, near the 
arsenal, that the workmen at Rock Island en- 
gaged upon precisely the same sort of work 
that men have been engaged on in other 
arsenals of the country, have been paid only 
for eight hours’ work, while in other places they 
have been paid for ten hours, while they worked 
but eight. That is a discrimination which 
ought not to exist. [am sure the Senator will 

agree to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no question of 
that. It is a discrimination that ought not to 
exist, plainly; but that is not the point which 
the committee in reporting this amendment 
touch at all. [t has not anything to do with 
the workmen in the sense in which you are 
using the term ‘workmen’! at all, because, 
as I say, these three classes of persons per- 
form a sort of service which cannot be meas- 
ured as a workman’s service is, by what he 
turns out, so that you can see bow much he is 
doing, and he may work so many hours or 
more if he likes, and accomplish so much, 
but it is an cutively different class of duties in 
respect to which time is not an element at all. 

If the hours of daily labor were reduced to 
four, these people, who are obliged to keep 
things in order and have the general care and 
preservation of (he property, would have just 
as much to do almost. Í do not say they 
would have absolutely as much to do, but 
substantially; and I am sure my friend from 
Jilinois can see the distinction. 

_Mr, TRUMBULL. | understand the dis- 
tinction, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And so I say the cases 
my friend has in mind do not apply to what 
the committee have presented to the Senate. 
Now, then, to come to his observation, which 
is perfectly correct, one man at Rock Island 
ought not to be paid more for doing the same 
thing than another man at Springfield is paid. 
That is plain enough, unless the general wages 
were lower. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Unless they are paid 
less at Springfield than at Rock Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say unless the general 
wages are lower. I only put it for illustra- 
tion. The reason for that is that in some 
Government works the executive officers and 
superintendents did not feel, or were not ad- 
vised, or were not directed to obey the opin- 
jon of the Attorney General, which was that 


Will the Senator allow 


the compensation was an entirely different | 
thing from what the statute had fixed as a | 
day’s work, and that in order to comply with | 
the other statute, which prescribed that the | 
| 
t 


pay inside and outside should be the same, it ij 


was necessary, if the work inside was less, that 
the pay should be less, in order to keep up the 
equality between private employers and the 
Government. So that, under the opinion of 
the Attorney General, and under what I be- 
lieve to -be the true construction of this law, 
in some places workmen have been paid more 
than they were entitled to. Those workmen 
having been paid more than they were entitled 
to, the question is whether you will pay those 
who have been paid exactly what they are 
entitled to more than they are entitled to, in 


order to produce equality, or whether you || 


will let it go as it is, or whether you will ask 
those who have been paid too much to pay it 
bac. 

But that has nothing to do with the precise 
question now before the Senate, that of doing 
justice to these three classes of persons, in 
respect to whom time and work turned out | 
have no application at all. Pay them the 
sum they, as we think, were unjustly deprived 
of, and theu you leave open the question as 
to what you will do with the others. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It certainly has some- 
thing to do with the amendment which the 
Senator from Massachusetts is trying to have 
adopted, because if his amendment is adopted, 
Į understand that persons engaged iu the same 
branches of business will have the same pay 
for the same number of hours’ work, and it 
seems to me that that is right and proper. 
The Senator refers to the opinion of the 
Attorney General as governing this matter. 
I have understood, though I have not looked 
into it, and am not as familiar with it as the 
Senator from Vermont, that that opinion of 
the Attorney General was overruled by an 
order of the President. Am I correct? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ít was not overruled; it 
was disregarded. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A direction was given. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Afterward the Presi- 
dent of the United States, acting no doubt 
under that just influence which both Houses 
of Congress seem to think ought to be exer- 
cised upon him, that is to say, of pressure, 
determined that the Illinois people who worked 
in the Rock Island arsenal should be paid the 
full price for eight hours’ work that in any pri- 
vate establishments of the same sort in Chi- 
cago or Rock Island, or elsewhere, was paid 
for ten, and that applied to the whole country ; 
so that after this order of the President was 
made, everybody in the country bas been and 
now is being paid the full price of a day’s 
work in private establishments where teu hours’ 
work is performed for doing eight hours’ work 
in the Government shops, which produces au 
actual inequality between those who have the 
honor of Government employment and those 
who have the burden of private employment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand that the 
laborers in Illinois, instead of getting the full 
pay, only got four fifths of what laborers in 
other parts of the country got under the same 
order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; they got exactly 
what they got at Springfield and everywhere 
else until this order of the President. After 
that Springfield and Rock Island were treated 
upon an exact equality; that is, they got ten 
hours’ pay for eight hours’ work. Before that, 
both at Springfield and Rock Island, they got 
only eight hours’ pay for eight hours’ work, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there no difference 
between the amount which has been paid to the 
laborers at Rock Island and those at Spring- 
eld? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I anderstand there is, 

Mr. WILSON. There is between what was 


paid at Springfield and Rock Island and what 
was paid in several other places. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Then it seems that at 
those two places the pay 18 alike ; but Lam now 
informed that neither at Springfield nor at 


| Rock Island have the laborers been paid the 


came that they have been paid at other places 
where men were employed by the Government, 
I think they ought to be on an equality, and { 
shall vote to put them so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do uot like to take up 
time on this qnestion, which it seems to me 
has already occupied too much attention, bat I 
agree with the last remark of the Senator from 
Illinois that we must put persons in our service 


j| on an equality. 


I purposely pat aside the question as to the 
original rule whether it was right or not. Suf- 
fice it to say it was made a law by Congress 
and then putin force by the President; and 
now the simple question is, whether that rule 
shall in good faith be carried out in the public 
service. In some places it has been carried 
out, in others it has not been, and the simple 
object of the proposition now before the Sen- 
ate, is to provide for carrying it out in all 
places. ‘That igall, sir, nothing more. Now, 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
proposes to limit it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have offered no amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, the amendment of 
the committee sustained by the Senator pro- 
poses to limit it to a few classes making a 
very small number of individuals. I do not 
think that just. Clearly it is unequal; and I 
hope the Senate, without any further delay, will 
vote that down, and then follow my colleague 
in his motion by voting out the proviso in the 
section as it comes from the House, leaving 
the proposition as it was originally reported 
in the House of Representatives, where I 
understand it was drawn by Mr. Dawes, chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. MORTON. That is the motion now 
pending—to strike out the proviso, That pro- 
viso neutralizes the whole section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on striking out the proviso to the sec- 
ond section. 

Mr. CORBETT. Let us hear it read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or labor- 
ers who have already been paid for eight hours’ 
labor four fifths as much as the amount which was 
pad to like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ . 
abor. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask 
for the yeas and nays. p 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 

Y HAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Carpen- 
ter, Casserly, Hamlin, Hitcheock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Morton, Osborn, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer. 


Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Trumbull, West, 
and Wilson—22, 

, NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texes, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Robertson, 
Scott. Stevenson, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—24. 

ABSENT —Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Clayton, 
Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Flanagan, Frelinghuyeon, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ran- 
som, Saulsbary, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Thur- 
man, and Tipton—28, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qucs- 
tion recurs on concurring in the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. The section as it stands is 
absolutely null and void. Itis of no earthly 
account. The section without the proviso 
makes an arrangement to pay these men what 
we believe is justly due them. The proviso 
makes provision that they shall not be paid. 

That is the whole of it. 

Mr. GASSERLY. The section with that 
proviso isabsolute nonsense. Ittakes fourteen 
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lines to provide that a certain thing shall be 
done, and then in five lines of a proviso it 
enacts that it shall not be done. I trust that 
no such stultifying process will be gone through 
as the adoption of a section the proviso of 
which will nullify the rest. 

Mr. WILSON. I will not say with the Sen- 
ator from California that this provision is non- 
gense, for it has been sustained by the Senate, 
and I do not wish to make any reflections on 
the body. I only say that I regret very much 
the view the Senate has taken, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 


: me? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

. Mr. CASSERLY. What I said was that it 
makes nonsense of the section. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish simply to say that I 
very much regret that the Senate should keep 
in this proviso, and I hope some member of 
the majority will move a reconsideration and 
give us the privilege of striking it out, so that 
we may have a fair vote upon the question 
whether we will equalize these payments. 
The question of the repeal or of the wisdom 
of the eight-hour law is not involved. Iun- 
derstand that in the naval appropriation bill 
there is a provision for repealing that act. 
That will bring the question up directly before 
us when we reach that bill, and it will not be 
necessary to discuss it here and now, J hope 
some one will move to reconsider this vote. 

Mr. COOPER. If the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow me, I move a reconsid- 
eration, 

Mr. WILSON. Iam very much obliged to 
the Senator for making the motion, and I hope 
the Senate will reconsider its vote and strike 
out this proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. F trust that the Senate 
will maintain its usual degree of consistency 
and dignity and self-respect, and not be blown 
about by every idle wind of doctrine. The 
House of Representatives has passed a bill 
and sent it to us to provide for doing justice 
to a certain class of persens employed in the 
Government service, with a qualification, and 
that qualification is that as between Govern- 
ment employés the man who has worked 
eight hours shall receive only four fifths as 
much as the man who has worked ten. That 
is the proviso. Some of the Government em- 
ployés did work ten hours, many of them with 
their eyes open, because they were informed, 
as they were at the Springfield armory, that 
here was the order and here was the law that 
said the price of labor inside of the armory 
should be the same as the price outside, aud 
therefore the price of Jabor outside being two 
dollars, if you please, or three dollars, for teu 
hours’ work making a day, the price in the 
armory should contorm to that; and if the 
laborers chose to work only eight hours ynder 
this law they should be paid only four fifths as 
much. There was no concealment about it. 
There was no frand practiced upon any one. 
Now, a part of the laborers say, ‘‘ We will take 
our eight hours’ work and our eight hours’ 
pay.” Others say, “We will work our ten 
hours and take our ten hours’ pay so that what- 
ever we may earn and receive we shall be 
standing upon an equal footing with the labor- 
ers in similar establishments outside of the 
Government works.” 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Vermont whether there was a 
portion of these employés in the Government 
arsenals who did work ten hours and receive 
the ten hours’ pay, while there were others 
working eight hours and receiving eight hours’ 

ay? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I 
have just been stating, and I will repeat that 
in. the order published aud promulgated in the 
establishments where thislaw was pat in force, 
and which order was read to the men and 
posted up, it was stated that anybody who 
chose to work more than eight hours should 
receive more than eight hours’ pay; in other 


i 


words, that they intended to comply with the 
provision of the standing law that the pay 
should be equal among similar artisans in pri- 
vate employment and in public employment, 
as it ought to be, so that there should not be 
any jealousies or any inequalities, so that the 
body of the people who are working at their 
pursuits should not see a select and favored 
class of persons working inside Government 
shops receiving aristocratic pay for short-time 
work, That was the proposition. 

Therefore, this proviso, even as it has come 
from the House, is not nonsense. The sec- 
tion undertakes to declare in the first place, 
in the first clause, that any supposed inequal- 
ity which may have arisen in the administra- 
tion of this law shall be rectified, and then the 
proviso goes on to declare it shall not be rec- 
tified in such a way as to give to the Govern- 
ment employé who worked only eight hours 
the same price that had been given to the 
Government employé who worked ten hours. 
If that is not just, then I do not know what 
justice is. Very likely I do not. That is the 
standing of the question. 

Then, to speak precisely to the topic, as I 
always like to do, I hope that the motion of 
my friend from Tennessee to reconsider this 
vote by which we refused to strike out the 
proviso will not be agreed to. Ifyou are de- 
termined to go back and to give everybody pay 
for ten hours’ work whether he worked ten 
hours and earned it or not, and to give the 
man who only worked eight hours what we 
have already given to the man who worked 
ten, then strike it all out. But if you do not 
intend to strike it all out, and only mean to 
provide for that case which IJ have before 
explained, then leave the proviso in as it 
stands. So I hope this vote will not be recon- 


sidered. 

Mr. CORBETT, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Vermont one more question: whether 
there is any provision in this bill to pay the 
persons that worked ten hours for extra work 
for the two hours they worked over and above 
those that worked eight hours? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is not. The eight- 
hour people do not propose to pay the ten- 
hour men for more than eight hours’ work. 
They want to take ten hours’ pay for eight 
hours’ work, but they do not want to give 
twelve hours’ pay to the men who worked ten 
hours. 

Mr. CORBETT. It seems to me they ought 
to be included. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be plain 
enough, but the trouble is that you involve 
yourself in inextricable difficulty in the way 
the orders were executed when you say that 
those who worked only eight hours shall get 
the same pay as those who worked ten, when 
half worked eight and half ten. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator argues this 
question as if it was a conflict between those 
who worked eight hours and those who worked: 
ten hours, and be says the eight-hour people 
do not propose to allow any extra compensa- 
tien to these who worked ten hours. f con- 
fess I cannot see the force of that kind of 
logic. Ifthose who worked only eight hours 
are entitled to full pay under the law that 
was passed by Congress providing for that | 
very thing, and according to the rule that was || 
adopted in all the navy-yards and arsenals, 
except one or two where the superintendents | 
took a different view of it, and they get it, | 
will those who chose to work ten hours be any 
worse off? It is no conflict between them. 
It is another proposition as to whether there 
might not be some extra compensation paid 
to those who worked ten hours under the 
operation of the rules adopted by the super- 
intendents in those two or three places. But 
because some worked ten hours and others 
worked only eight, that is made an argument 
why those who worked eight hours should not 
receive full compensation under the law-as it 


| hour law. I so understand it, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


was understood and intended by Congress, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; that is not the 
argument. 

Mr. MORTON. That is the effect of the 
Senator’s argument as I understand it, i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. i 

Mr. MORTON. The simple. question is 
whether we shall carry out the law equally in 
regard to all parties. Confessedly, in nearly 
all the Government workshops they received 
full pay for eight hours’ work. If thereis any- 
thing wrong about itthe fault is with Congress, 
because we passed the law for that express 
purpose, to try the experiment, to see whether 
as much work would not be donein eight hours 
under that system as formerly was done in ten 
hours under the other. Now the simple pur- 
pose is to equalize them all. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. MayI ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask what the Senator 
means by saying that confessedly in almost all 
the Government workshops the men received 
fall ten hours’ pay for eighthours’ work? Does 
he not know that in all the Army workshops 
the order emanated from headquarters ‘and 
was applied equally and fairly in them all? 

Mr. MORTON. I understand that the only 
exceptions, certainly the only ones I have 
heard of, to the full payment were at Rock 
Island and at Springfield; but in the navy- 
yards and other workshops the spirit of the 
law was carried out, and the simple proposi- 
tion now is that all.shall be placed upon an 
equality. As was said by the Senator from 
Illinois a little while ago, I do not understand 
how that can be resisted. 

But the argument now why the men at 
Springfield and Rock Island should not be 
paid full price is that some chose to work the 
full ten hours, just as if that was an argument 
why the others should not be fully paid accord- 
ing to the intent and purpose of the law. L 
say itis no argument at all. If by having 
worked two hours more they are entitled to 
extra compensation, that is another  proposi- 
tion entirely; and if we should pay those who 
worked eight hours full wages, as the law in- 
tended, those who worked ten hours are not 
thereby injured. It is true they have only 
gotten as much as the others would get in that 
case; but that does not hurt them any. The 
question is, whether we shall carry out this law 
as it was intended. 

Mr. SUMNER, Mr. President, as i under- 
stand it, the country is engaged in making an 
experiment to see the operation of the eight- 
I voted against 
that law; but I am anxious that the experi- 
ment should be made. F think the working- 
men of this country have a right to see that 
that experiment is made; and it is on that 
account that I now insist for them, in their 
name, in their behalf. Linsist upon fair play, 
and that fair play requires that all shall be 
put upon an equality. If you have given full 
pay in one arsenal you must give the same in 
all; otherwise you haye not fair play. 

Now, sir, it seems to me tbe question is 
very simple. The Senate has taken too much 
time upon it. It ought at once to have voted 


i to all these workmen equal compensation to 


the end that: this experiment shall be fully 
carried out, and that the country may know at 
last whether it is a proper rule 1o follow in the 
future. 

Iam not at all disturbed by the statement 
that side by side with our experiment of eight 
hours’ labor private establishments are work- 
ing atten hours. That has nothing to do with 
it. We are making an experiment and we 
are not to be interfered with by any private 
establishment. f 

Mr. MORTON. That very thing was con- 
pasted and discussed when we passed the 
aw. ; $ 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. The. Senator 
is entirely right; it was considered. and- dis- 
cussed and deliberately put aside,. We have 


2806 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 26, 


entered on this éxperiment, and now I insist 
that in good faith we shall go through with it; 
and that brings me at once to this House pro- 
viso which has been tacked on at the end. 
Let any one read it, and he will see at once 
that it neutralizes all the rest. If you vote 
that proviso, you give with one hand and take 
back with the other. Now, if you are in ear- 
nest, if you are sincere, if you are in good 
faith, I insist that the proviso shall be struck 
off, and then that the original proposition as 


was reported by the chairman of the Commit: | 


tee of Ways and Means shall be adopted. 

Mr. COLE. I hope now we can get a vote 
on this proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeasand 
nays on the motion to reconsider. À 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state the question. The Senate by a vote 
refused to strike out the proviso. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has moved to reconsider 
that vote, on which question the Senator from 
Vermont asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, KELLOGG. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
MORRILL.] If present he would vote “nay,” 
and I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 
Conkling, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamlin, 
Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Nye, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stockton, Sumner, ‘Lipton, Trumbull, West, and 
Wilson-—27. , 

NAYS-—~Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, [Lamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Toxas, Uarlan, Morrill of Maine, Pomeroy, Rob- 
ortson, Stevenson, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—23. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
tor, Clayton, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hitchcock, lLowe, Kel- 
logg, Lowis,-Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Osborn, 


Patterson, Pool Saulabury Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stowart, and Thurman—24, 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote 
is reconsidered, The question now recurs on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wiuson,]} to strike out the proviso. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on concurring in the Senate with 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole as ithas been amended. 

Mr. WEST. I should like to have the ques- 
tion reported now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
reported. 


Mr. SUMNER. The question is on the sub- 
stitution of the amendment of the committee. 
I think the Senator will remember it. 

The Cuier CLerk. The second section has 
now been amended to read: 


Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers bo, 
and horeby are, authorized and required, in the set- 
tlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States, between 
the 25th of June, 1863, the date of the act con- 
stituting eight hours aday’s work for all such labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th of May, 
1809, the date of the proclamation of the President 
concerning such pay, to settle and pay for the same, 
without reduction on account of reduction of hours 
of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear 
that such was tho sole cause of reduction; and a suf- 
ficent sum for said purpose is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


The Committee of the Whole struck out 
these words, and inserted the following: 

That there shall be paid to the poli i 
and shop-tenders who were employed atthe: poire, 
field armory in Massachusetts, on and after the 
30th of July, 1868, the sums respectively by which 
their wages were reduced by order of the War 
Department under the eight-hour law, so called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee by inserting 
after the words “Springfield armory,” the 
words ‘or at any other armory under similar 
circumstances ;’’ so that if there is any other 


It will be 


Yon. 


case where this particular injustice was done, 
it shall be applied to them. 

The proposed amendment to the amend- 
ment was read. P 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to modify that, 


before it is agreed to, by saying ‘‘or in any 


l other establishment;”? so that the word ‘‘arm- 


ory” shall not be held to be a limitation, as 
the thing may have occurred in a navy-yard 
or arsenal rather than in an armory. 

Mr. WILSON. | have no objection to that 
amendment; but I hope the Senate will un- 
derstand that if we concur with this amend- 
ment of the committee the first part of the 
section is stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. : i 

Mr. WILSON. And then the section as it 
came from the House is lost, and we do not 
secure what several votes of the Senate intend. 
The way for the Senate to do is to vote down 
this amendment of the committee entirely and 
stand on the section as it came from the House 
with the amendment which has been made to 
that. Those who wish to sustain the section 
of the House, that is, to pay these men, must 
vote against this amendment of the committee 
entirely, and then we shall have it right. 

Mr, SUMNER. I am at a loss why we 
should attempt to patch up this amendment 
of the committee. Itseemsto me itis incom- 
plete, and it cannot be made complete. The 
proposition as it comes from the House is 
complete. It provides for all these workmen 
who have not been paid, without going into 
any enumeration ; and why go into an enum- 
eration ? 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to read the phrase of the law? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. The law provides that 
“ eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for 
all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now 
employed,” &c., by the Government. 

Mr. SUMNER. “All laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics ;’’ and why go into a specifica- 
tion of two or three classes? Pay them all. 
The only question is whether they were work- 
men, laborers, or mechanics; and if they were, 
then I say they were entitled to their equal 
pay, and I cannot enter into the idea of those 
who would limit it, who would confine the pay 
to one or two or three classes. Pay them all, 
I say. I think, therefore, it is entirely useless 
for us to amendthe amendment. The amend- 
ment should be voted down, and the proposi- 
tion left as it was originally reported in the 
House. 

Mr. WEST. J understood the Senator from 
Vermont proposes an amendment to the amend- 
ment that, was offered by the committee, and 
he will correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I propose. 

Mr. WEST. Has that proposition of his 
been acted upon by the Senate favorably ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has not been acted 
It is pending. 

Mr. WEST. The question before the Sen- 
ate is whether they will accept the amend- 
ment which has been-offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. I give notice that if that 
amendment is accepted I shall then move to 
strike out the amendment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I supposed so. The 
question is what you are going to do, and it 
is perfectly useless to have any disguises about 
this matter. Of course if you strike out what 
you have already stricken out in the House 
provision, and disagree to the amendment 
of the committee, whether amended or not 
amended, then you provide that everybody 
under the eight-hour law shall be paid for 
four fifths the amount of work that was done 
in private establishments the same amount 
of pay that is paid in private establishments, 
when your law says that the pay all the time 
shall be equal in the Government workshops 
and out of them. That is all there is of it. 
Of course it will be very agreeable to the Sen- 
ators from Massachusetts and to the Senators 


from Illinois, where two of these great works 
are, to have their constituents receive this 
additional bonus. . ; 

It is, for aught I see, just like the case of the 
provisions of the pension law in 1865, which 
declared that if a pensioner came into Goy- 
ernment employment as clerk or anything of 
that kind and received the full pay of an able- 
bodied man, dvring that period of time hig 
pension should be suspended, and it was; but 
afterward Congress repealed that law; and 
now these pensioners come to us and say—and I 
shall probably be guided in my action by what 
the Senate may do in this case—‘* Here, some 
pensioners who were not in Government em- 
ploy have received more than we have, and 
some pensioners even who were in Govern- 
ment employ have received more than we have 
because their pensions were allowed afterward 
and they got their back pensions, having ap- 
plied within the proper time.” The two cases 
in these respects are a good deal alike; and 
itis interesting, looking to the Treasury, to 
see how far this sort of principle of going 
back and endeavoring to correct what you sup- 
pose a misconstruction of the law, or what 
you suppose to be an injustice, because people 
clamor for it, and because they come from 
your State, or because they are your friends, 
or because they are your soldiers, how far it is 
going to carry you. Of course everybody must 
confess that justice must carry us to its ultimate 
conclusions. If we beggar the Treasury and 
increase the taxes we must still be just, though 
the heavens fall. So say gentlemen; so say 
I. Then you recur to the question what justice 
is, as right-minded men understand it. Ifa 
man comes to me to be employed and we come 
toa distinct understanding that if he works 
for me eight hours he shall have four fifths as 
much as the man who works for me ten hours, 
and he chooses to work upon these terms, does 
justice require me afterward to give him as 
much as I gave the ten-hour man?. Why, Mr. 
President, to maintain the House proposition 
as it is now left would require Senators to 
answer that question in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORTON. The question comes up in 
another way, whether it was justice to require 
the ten-hour men to work the ten hours when 
the law provided they should only work cight? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We did not require the 
ten hour men to work ten hours, let me tell 
the Senator from Indiana. We made no 
requirement about it. 

Mr. MORTON. To get full price. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Government work 
by an existing law was to be carried on as 
private work was; there was to be no aristoc- 
racy in the Government workshops; no man 
was to put on his feathers and his epaulettes 
because he worked in a Government work- 
shop instead of in a private establishment. 
Let me tell the Senator that a private estab- 
lishment is just as respectable, just as advan- 
tageous to the country, as a public establish- 
ment is. Now, then, with a private armory, 
if you please, at Springfield, on one side o 
the street, and the public armory on the other 
side of the street, the regulation of the law of 
demand and supply in Massachusetts fixes the 
wages by the free consent of both sides in that 
city at three dollars a day fora particular class 
of work. ‘The Government turn around and 
say: ‘‘We will only require our workmen to 
work eight hours; they may work ten if they 
like; we cannot by hiring a man for a day com- 
pel him to work more than eight hours ; but we 
have aright tomake any other contract with him 
that we choose ; hehas a right to make any con- 
tract with us; if he chooses he may hire himself 
out anywhere else.” In other words, there 
is liberty and equal rights in contracts as well 
as in personal things; and ary man who main- 
tains the principles of liberty and equal rights 
ought to be very slow by any coercive legislation 
to undertake to declare how long and how 
much a man shall be paid for his labor ; be- 
cause it oughtto be leftto his free willto make 
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such contracts as in his judgment seem best 
to him. You have just as good a right to de- 
clare that no man shall receive more than fifty 
cents a day, and that he shall work for it, as 
you have to declare that he shall not work 
more than eight hours. You have no more 
right to declare that he shall not work more 
than eight hours than you have to declare that 
he shall not live in a house with glass windows 
‘put shall use oiled paper. . The moment the 
Government steps into the liberty of the labor- 
ing classes of this country, in any respect, and 
undertakes to make an arbitrary rule as to what 
they shall or shall not do, that moment the 
Governmentinterferes with the most sacred, in 
my opinion, of human rights. 

But, Mr. President, the Government has not 
undertaken to do that. It has only under- 
taken to say that, in the absence of any special 
arrangement or contract, eight hours shall be 
considered a Government day; and in the 
same breath it has said that the compensation 
which it will pay to its employés shall be meas- 
ured by the compensation that is paid by pri- 
vate persons in private establishments. It 
says both. Now, then, if the Senate choose 
to go back and cover the time when this law 
was administered according to its legal effect 
and say, ‘‘ We will give to those who worked 
for the Government eight hours the same sum 
of money that we gave to those who worked 
for it ten hours, when there was entire free- 
dom in both of them, and they took their 
choice,” very well; only do not do it under 
the pretense of undertaking to promote justice 
and to produce equality; do it under the pre- 
tense that the people’s money is your money, 
and that you have a right to give it to whom 
you please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought the Senators 
said there was no objection to that; that is, to 
extend the provision as to the oil-tenders, &c., 
to all places. 

on WILSON. There is no objection to 
that. 
‘Mr. SUMNER. Let that be adopted, and 
then vote down the whole amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is upon concurring in the-amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
striking out the second section of the bill and 
inserting the amendment, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That it may be perfectly 
plain what we are to vote upon, I ask the 
Secretary to read the amendment. 

The Curer Cxierx. The amendment, as 
amended, is to strike out the following words 
in the House bill: 


Szo. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and 
hereby are, authorized and required, in the settle- 
ment of all accounts for the services of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States, between 
the 25th of June, 1868, the date of the act consti- 
tuting eight hours a day’s work for all such la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th of 
May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent concerning such pay, to settle and pay for the 
same, without reduction on account of reduction of 
hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to 
appear that such was the sole cause of the reduction 
of wages; and a sufficient sum for said purpose is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Preas- 
ury nototherwise appropriated. 


And in lien of those words to insert: 


That there shall be paid to the policemen, oilers, 
and shop-tenders who were employed at the Spring- 
field armory in Massachusetts, or at any other arm- 
ory or Government establishment under: similar 
circumstances, on and after the 30th of July, 1868, 
the sums respectively by which their wages were 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 25, as follows: 


YEHAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamiiton ot Texas, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Robertson, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 
Conkling, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamlin, 
Hili, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morton, 
Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Trumbull, West and Wilson—35. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ramsey, Saulsbury, 
Scott, Sprague, Thurman, and Tipton—25. 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
reserved amendment will be read. 

Mr. WEST. How does the second section 
stand? Does the second section stand as 
passed by the House? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section 
stands now as it was passed by the House 
except that the proviso is stricken out. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to move an amend- 
ment to the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are 
still two reserved amendments reported by the 
Committee of the Whole. After they are dis- 
posed of, additidnal amendments will be in 
order. 

The Cuter Currk. The next amendment 
reserved is on page 27. The Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, struck out, on page 
27, commencing in line six hundred and fifty- 
one, the following proviso: 


Provided, That in the adjustment of the accounts 
of F. W. Clemons, late disbursing agent of the Cap- 
itol extension, the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury are hereby authorized and directed to allow him 
the sum of $800, to be paid from the appropriations 
heretofore made for expenses of the ninth census, 
as compensation for increased responsibility and 
Jabor in disbursing said appropriations from October 
1, 1870, to September 30, 1871. 


Mr. FENTON. The reason why this amend 
ment should not be concurred in, and why the 
language which has been read by the Secre- 
tary retained in-the bill, is stated completely 
in a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
under date of January 11, 1872, which I have 
in my hand. If Senators are in doubt as to 
the propriety of non-concurring in this amend- 
ment of the Committee of the Whole, I will 
ask to have the letterread. Either this clause 
should remain in the bill, or the previous clause 
should be stricken out also. 

The Chief Clerk read Executive Document 
No. 82, House of Representatives, Forty- 
Second Congress, second session, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 4, 1872. 

Str: On the Ist day of October, 1870, Mr. F. W. 
Clemons, then disbursing agent of the appropria- 
tions for the Capitol extension, at an annual salary 
of $2,000, was appointed by my immediate predeces- 
sor to be disbursing agent of the appropriations 
made for the ninth census, at an additional salary 
of $800 per annum, to be paid out of said appropria- 
tion, making his entire annual compensation $2,800. 
He continued to discharge these duties until October 
1, 1871, when he resigned. For the purpose of facili- 
tating the disbursements of this Department, I 
deemed it expedicnt at that time to consolidate them 
all under_one headyand following the precedent 
made by Mr. Secretary Cox in the case of Mr. Clem- 
ons, appointed Dr. Richard Joseph (then disbursing 
agent of this Department, at an annual salary of 
$2,000) to be disbursing agent of the census appro- 
priations and of those made for the Capitol exten- 
sion. In consideration of the great increase of 
responsibility (an additional bond for 340,000 was 
required and furnished) he was allowed an additional 
salary of $1,000 per annum, payable out of the ap- 
propriations for the Capitol extension, making his 
total annual compensation $3,000. This arrange- 
ment effected an annual saving to the Government 
of 31,800 per annum, as prior thereto the combined 
salaries of Mr. Clemons and of Mr. Joseph amounted 
to $4,800 per annum. 

In the final settlement of the accounts of Mr. 
Clemons, the Second Comptroller hassuspended the 
additional salary of $800 per annum allowed to Mr, 
Clemons, pursuant to the third section of an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1839, (United, States 
Statutes, volume five, page 349,)and has notified Mr. 
Joseph that the extra compensation of $1,000 per 
annum will not be allowed in his case. 


reduced by order of the War Department under the | I deem the services of the present disbursing clerk 
o 


eight-hour law, so called. 


f this Department to be fully equivalent and enti- 


tled to an annual compensation of $3,000, and Ihave 
the honor, therefore, to recommend to. the favorable 
consideration of Congress the propriety of so modify- 
ing the law governing the case as to require the 
disbursing clerk of this Department to disburse the 
appropriations made for the Capitol extension at an 
annual salary of $1,000, payable from said appropria- 
tions, to date from October 1, 1871, and also that 
the sum of $800 be allowed out of the appropriations 
for the ninth census as extra compensation to Mr, 
F W- Ciemons during the year ending October 1, 
871. 

It will be seen that I do not ask for an additional 
appropriation in the case of Mr. Joseph, but simply 
such legislation as will fairly compensate a public 
officer whose duties and responsibilities have been 
increased twofold, thereby effecting a reduction in 
the expenses of this Department of $1,800 per annum.. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. DELANO, Secretary. 
Hon. James G. BLAINE, 


Speaker of the [louseof Representatives. 

Mr. FENTON. I trust there will be no 
objection to retaining this clause by non-con- 
curring in the amendment. f 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
‘reserved amendment will be read. 

The Carer Cierx. The next reserved 
amendment is the one proposed by Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, as to the Court of Claims, 
as amended in the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. J ask for the yeas and nays 
on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN, I think it would be well 
to have it read. 

Mr. COLE. Everybody understands it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was debated three 


ays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator does not insist upon its being read, the 
yeas and nays will be called. : 

Mr. BOREMAN. I ask that the amend- 
ment be reported. 

The Cuier CLERK. The amendment is to 
add as an additional section the following: 


Sec. —That the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
under the act approved March 12, 1863, entitled “An 
act to provide for the collection of abandoned prop- 
erty and forthe prevention of frauds in the insur- 
rectionary districts within the United States,” and 
any act amendatory thereof or in relation thereto, 
shall extend only to cases duly commenced in said 
court within two years after the suppression of the 
rebellion in which it shall be established asa fact by 
proof satisfactory to said court that the owner of such 
property has never in fact given any aid or com- 
fort to said rebellion. And no judgment of said 
court in any case under said acts shail be paid, un- 
less such finding shall be stated as a proven fact in ` 
the judgment of said court: Provided, That the 
provisions of this section shall not apply to or_em- 
brace judgments heretofore rendered by the Court 
of Claims, in which it has been found a proven fact 
that the claimant has not given aid or comfort to the 
rebellion: And provided, That proof of loyalty to 
the United States or of not giving aid and comfort to 
the rebellion shall not be required of any party to 
a suit cognizable by the Court of Claims founded on 
contract with the United States entered into since 
the suppression of the rebellion: And provided fur- 
ther, That on any judgment heretofore rendered in 
favor of claimants in which the question of loyalty 
was not passed on, the court, on application of the 
claimant, may hear, determine, and certify as to the 
question of loyalty as shown by the evidence on the 
record. 


Mr. ALCORN. Ibad intended to move to 
strike out the proviso which was offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey, but I suppose we 
may just as well vote on the whole amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PRATT. On the question of concur- 
ring in this amendment, I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Poot.] If 
he were here he would vote “nay,’’ and I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CONKLING, (when his name was 
called.) Lam forthis amendment. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] was against it; 
and I infer that the pair I made with him 
covers this vote. Therefore I do not vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, fHitcheock, 


Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 


d 


Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—-23. - 
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NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Ran- 
som, Rice, Robertson. Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, 
Stevenson. Stockton, Tipton, Vickers, and West—26. 
” ABSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
tor, Cole. Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Howe, Kellogg. Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Pat- 
erson, Pool, Pratt, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stewart, 
hurman, and Trumbuli—25. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. WEST. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to offer the following 
amendment: 

Insert on pago 19, after line four hundred and 
fifty-five, at the bottom ofthe page: | oe 

For establishing and maintaining national military 
cemeteries, $50,000. 

I will not trouble the Senate at this time 
with making any explanation of this amend- 
ment, unless it is asked for. 

Mr. COLE. It is merely transferring that 
sum from the military bill for the next fiscal 
year to this bill to provide for a deficiency for 
this year. It is a mere transfer from one bill 
to another. 

Mr. WEST. Perhaps it may be necessary 
briefly to explain it. The Committee ou Appro- 
priations discovered this morning that in the 
bill appropriating money for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 80, 1873, there 
was a provision ‘for establishing and main- 
taining national military cemeteries, $800,000, 
$50.000 of which sum shall be available for 
use immediately after the passage of this aet.” 
It was considered more desirable to make that 
sum of $50,000 available through the instru- 
mentality of the deficiency bill than to put it 
into the general bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. I offer an amendment to be 
inserted after line one hundred and eighty- 
eight, on page 9; 

Tor oomponsntion to the president and members 
of the council of tho District of Columbia, for the 
sossion commencing on the 8th of November, 187], 

That is in pursuance of law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 hope the Senator will 
allow me to offer an amendment. Ifit should 

© cause debate I would not intrude on the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, which is based on the 
recommendation of the quartermaster of the 
Marine corps, coming through and recom- 
mended by the Seoretary of the Navy. After 
line four hundred and fifty-five, page 19, 
insert: i 

To meot n deficionoy in the quartermaster’s de- 
partment, Marine corps, for the current yaar, $18,394. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that mean? 

Mr. ANTHONY, I have here the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy 
founded upon the report and estimate of the 
quartermaster of the Marine corps. 

Mr: EDMUNDS. Letall these papers be 
read. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I know the Senator from 
Kentucky is not very well, and I promised him 
not to press this if it would interfere with him 
and cause debate. 

Mr, COLE. I think part of that sum is in 
the bill now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood from the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
that the Committee on Appropriations were 
satisfied. I withdraw the amendment for the 
present. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I offer the following 
amendment, to come in after line seven hun- 

` dred and thirty-four, on page 31: i 

For thi ount, bei a 
duo the Quapaw beo Tano Tons ene 
of land in the State of Kansas, containing seven 


thousand six hundred and and thirty-two hundreths 
acres, ceded by said tribe to the United States in 


ecordance with the terms of the fourth article of 
ihe treaty with Senecas, mixed Senecas, and Shaw- 
nees, Quapaws, confederated Peorias, Kaskaskias, 
Weas, and Piankeshaws, Ottawas of Blanchard’s 
Fork and Roche de Bœuf, and certain Wyandotts, 
concluded February 23, 1867, (Satutes, volume 
fifteen, page 513,) $4,500 40. . 

For this amount, to be taken from any funds in 
the Treasury of the United States belonging to the 
confederated bands of Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, 
and Piankeshaws, to make good to the Quapaw 


tribe of Indians the estimated value of eighteen 
thousand five hundred and twenty-two and fifty 
hundredths acres of land lying south of Kansas, 
ceded by them to the United States under the terms 
of the fourth article of the treaty with the Senecas, 
Mixed Senecas, and Shawnees, Quapaws, Confed- 
erated Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, 
Ottawas of Blanchard’s Fork, and Roche de Bœuf, 
and certain Wyandotts, concluded February 23, 1867, 
(Statutes, volume fifteen, page 513.) which lands 
were, by the twenty-second article of said treaty, 
granted and sold to the confederated bands of 
Poorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, at the 
same rate as paid by the Government, $21,300 87. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This appears 
to be reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Iwill state also that 
it is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior. Iwill simply say that the first appro- 
propriation results from this transaction: ia 
1867 the Quapaw Indians made a treaty with 
the United States by which they sold or ceded 
to the Government certain lands in Kansas ; 
the Government agreed to pay these Indians 
$1 25 an acre for them whenever they should 
be surveyed; they were surveyed, and report 
has been made of that survey showing the 
quantity of land, being seven thousand six 
hundred acres, and the Government paid in 
advance to these Indians the sam of $5,000. 
There remains an indebtedness to that tribe 
of $4,500 40. 

In relation to the other part of the amend- 
meut | would say that the same tribe in the 
same treaty conveyed other lands lying south 
of Kansas, aud the confederated bands of Peo- 
rias, Kaskaskias, and others, at the same time 
sold landsin Kansas and agreed with the avails 
of these lands to pay for the lands which were 
bought of the Quapaws south of that line. The 
money received for the lands sold to the con- 
federated bands was invested in United States 
bonds for the benefit of these confederated 
tribes; but a portion of those tribes became 
citizens, and under the same treaty they were 
entitled to a distributive part of the funds which 
belonged to the tribe. In consequence of that 
the funds belonging to the tribe, United States 
bonds, have been sold and the avails distrib- 
uted, and now there is no opportunity to pay 
the Quapaw Indians except we shall take from 
the funds now in the hands of the Government 
that belonging to the confederated tribes and 
apply them in that manner. Thereare morethan 
$85,000 in the hands of the Government now 
that belong to the confederated bands, and this 
is simply a transfer from one to the other to 
carry out the agreement entered into between 
these tribes and the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENSON. 
to the Chair to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to insert after line four hundred and sixty- 
four, on page 20, the following clause: 


To the Commonwealth of Kentucky the s 
$525,258 72, for that amount due said Commmonvenln 
on the 30th of June, 1871, for advances, supplies 
troops organized, moncys advanced, &e., by the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky, and employed in the 
service of the United States during the late insur- 
rection against the United States, and which were 

roperly audited by the accounting officers of the 

nited States on the 30th day of June, 1871, and for 
which sum the Third Auditor of the ‘Treasury, on 
the day and year aforesaid, certificd and transmitted 
a requisition in favor of said Commonwealth for the 
payment of said sum aforesaid, with the certificate 
of said balance of accounts, which said requisition 
was so approved and countersigned by the Second 
Comptroller, and so registered and recorded by the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, as aforesaid, to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. i 


Mr. STEVENSON. Idesire, Mr. President, 
before proceeding to consider the amendment 


I send an amendment 


offered by me to this bill to thank the Sen- | 


l 


ate, and especially to tender my acknowledg- 
ments to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, who has the deficiency bill in 
charge, for his kindness in postponing action 
upon it during my absence from the Senate 
for the past week. I have been, as it is known, 
quite ill and wholly unfit for public duty. I 
feel this courtesy the more gratefully because 
I am aware how great the public necessities 
in many sections of the country are for appro- 
priations covered by this bill, and what soli- 
citude the honorable Senator from California 
[Mr. Corn] felt on this account that it should 
be promptly disposed of. 

I crave now the indulgence of the Senate 
while I briefly explain the nature of the claim 
covered by my proposed amendment, and to 
suggest some of the considerations which im- 
pel me to offer it as a specific amendment to 
this bill rather than to seek its liquidation 
under the general appropriation contained in 
it, and providing for the payment of any bal- 
ance due or to be found due to any State for 
costs, charges, and expenses incurred in the 
defense of the United States during the late re- 
bellion, known as the war debt of the States. 

Congress passed an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
indemnify the States for expenses incurred 
by them in defense of the United States,” 
approved 27th July, 1861. It provides— 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ig ` 
hereby, directed, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the Governor 
of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, the 
costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by 
such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transport- 
ing its troops employed in aiding to suppress the 
present insurrection against the United States, to be 
settled upon proper vouchers to he filed and passed 
upon, by the proper accounting officers of the Tress- 

Under this act most of the States have ex- 
hibited claims against. the United States for 
charges and expenses incurred by them for 
enrolling, subsisting, clothing, arming, equip- 
ping. paying, and transporting their troops 
employed in aiding to suppress the late exist- 
ing civil war. Many of these claims have 
been audited and paid in full to several of the 
States; others have still large balances due 
them for expenses incurred and moneys paid 
out in arming, equipping, and transporting 
troops which were employed in the service of 
the United States during the late war. 

The claim covered by my proposed amend- 
ment is a part of one of the installments of the 
war debt due by the United States to Ken- 
tucky, amounting to $525,258 72. The install: 
ment of which this claim is a part amounted to 
$582,692 43, and was filed, I believe, as early 


i| as perhaps 1866 or 1867 as a valid and sub- 


sisting claim under the act of 27th July, 1861. 
The terms of that act required that the 
claims under it were “to be settled upon 
proper vouchers to be filed and passed upon 
by the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury.”’? The pending claim of Kentucky against 
the United States, consisted entirely, as I am 
informed and believe, of moneys expended by 
that Commonwealth for the pay of troops 
raised, equipped, and maintained by Kentucky 
for home service, but employed by the United 
States in aiding to suppress the rebeliion. 
This installment, with the requisite vouch- 
ers, was filed, examined, and passed upon by 
the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury during May and June of the past year. 
Months of laborious preparation were spent 


jln obtaining evidence establishing incontro- 


vertibly the character of service, and clearly 
showing that such service was directly within 
the terms, intent, and meaning of the act of 
27th July, 1861, already referred to, and 
under which all the State war claims had been 
adjusted. 

This claim was thoroughly examined and 
scrutinized by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, and $57,483 71 were 
Suspended and deducted for want of muster 
and pay rolls which could not be found 


1872. 
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There was found to be due to the State of 
Kentucky on 24th June, 1871, by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury on the tenth in- 
staliment, $525,258 72, as shown by the cer- 
tificate of the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
of that date, and for which amount a requisi- 
tion was issued upon that day to John M. 
Brodhead, Second Comptroller of the Treas: 
ury. Comptroller Brodhead, with that vigil- 
ance and integrity which has always marked 
the discharge of his duty, was unwilling to 
act until he should again refer the character 
of service, with its proofs, to the Secretary of 
War for his recognition and approval under 
the act of 27th July, 1861. Accordingly the 
following communication was addressed on 
29th June, 1871, by him to the Secretary of 
War: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
SECOND COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
June 29, 1871, 
In the matter of the claim of the State of Ken- 
"tucky, for reimbursement of the sum of $525,258 72 
paid to State militia, for services rendered during 
the, years (part of 1863,) 1864, 1865, and a part of 


Sir: It is claimed by the State that the troops 
above referred to, and generally known as State 
capital guards, home guards, and Stato infantry, 
were actually employed in the military service of 
the United States by order of the authority of the 
President or Secretary of War, as prescribed by the 
ules of the Secretary of the Treasury. (See copy 
herewith.) A 

By reference to the decision of the Secretary of 
War, dated July 9, 1867, (see copy herewith,) it will 
be seen that the home guards called temporarily 
into the military service of the United States in the 
autumn of 1861 for a specific service, and in Ooto- 
ber, 1861, disbanded, were by the Secretary of War 
regarded as actually employed in the service of the 
United States. f d f 

The abstracts Nos. 1 to 7, inclusive, show the 
amount of payments, periods of service, and char- 
acter and designation of troops, , : 

nclosures marked A, B, C, D, contain the evi- 
dence of military officers of the above-described 
organizations as to character of services performed 
and by whose order rendered. , 

he affidavit of Governor Palmer, late major gen- 
eral United States voluntoers, relates to_ services 
subsequent to the close of the war; of Brigadier 
General Burbridge and other United States officers, 
as to services and by whose order. 

The question now presented to the Secretary of 
War for opinion is this: were the troops above 
mentioned and as described by their respective 
organizations, and for the period of service stated, 
“getually_ employed in the service of the United 
States under proper or legal authority?” 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. M. BRODHEAD, 
Comptroller. 
Hon. W. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 

, : Enclosures. 

Letters A, B,C, D. 

Abstract with rolls. Nos. 1, 2,3, 4, 5, 6, 7. 

Rules of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Upon the day following the War Depart- 
ment made the following indorsement: 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
June 30, 1871. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

In the absence of muster-roils of the forces for 
which the reimbursement is claimed, the said forces 
cannot be connected with any authorization from 
the President or Secretary of War, for their call 
into the service of the United States in the years 
1863, (part,) 1864, 1865, and 1866, (part.) 

Accepting, however, the affidavit of Hon. Thomas 
E. Bramlette, late Governor, and the indorsement 
on it of General Sherman, the statement of Gen- 
eral Lindsey, late assistant quartermaster general 
Kentucky, wherein the forces are designated and 
enumerated; the statement of Governor Palmer, 
of Illinois, late major general volunteers; and the 
other evidence referred to inclusive of inclosures 
marked A, B, C, D, it is respectfully recommended 
that the troops be recognized as having been em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, that 
recognition being deemed necessary by the Treasury 
Department, in order thatthe claims may be allowed 
under the act of Jaly 27, 1861, to indemnify the 
States for expenses incurred by them in defense of 
the United States. 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 
On receiving this recognition Comptroller 
Brodhead admitted and certifed the above 
balance of $525,258 72. on the 30th day of 
June, 1871, as due the State of Kentucky, 
upon which. a settlement requisition No. 7156 
was issued by the War Department, directed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, directing a 


Approved : 


| 


warrant for $525,258 72 ta be issued to the 
State of Kentucky as due on settlement, as per 
certificate of Second Comptroller No. 6827; 
upon which the Treasury Department drew its 
check on the Treasurer af the United States, 
payable to the Governor of Kentucky, for the 
amount of $525,258 72, bearing date Jane 30, 
187}. In the absence of Hon. George S. Bout- 
well in Massachusetts at this period, and the 
absence of Assistant Secretary Richardson in 
Europe, this check was signed by J. F. Hartley, 
acting Secretary of the Treasury. After sign- 
ing it, he, however, declined to deliver it to the 
agent of Kentucky until Mr. Boutwell’s return. 

Upon that day the appropriation to pay 
debts under the act of July 27, 1861, expired. 
Mr. Boutwell returned in a few days, and de- 
clined in a written paper to deliver the check 
or pay the claim. His refusal rests on two 
grounds: 

1. That as the troops for whom reimburse- 
ment is asked were not called out at therequest 
or under the authority of the President or Sec- 
retary of War, and as they were not actually 
mustered inta the service of the United States, 
a rule prescribed by Secretary Chase for the 
execution of the act of 27th July, 1861, is a 
bar to the claim: 

“Rules for the preparation and settlement at the 
Treasury Department, under acts of Congress ap- 
proved July 17, 1861, and July 27, 1861, of claims for 
reimbursement of expenses properly incurred by the 
States respectively, on account of their troops em- 
ployed in aiding to suppress the present insurrection 


against the United States.” e 
* 4 * * * * + 


“2. Ibis only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, or men that have been or may be mustered 


and received into or actually employed in the ser- 


vice of the United States that reimbursements will 
be made. Nor willany reimbursement be made by 
the United States of expenses incurred in organiz- 


ing, equipping, and maintaining troops for State 
er called out by 


purposes, or home guard, whet 
State or other local authority, unless such troops 
were called out, and such expenditures incurred at 
the request or under the authority of the President 
or the Secretary of War.” 

2. That this act of 27th of July, 1861, has 
received a legislative construction by an act 
approved 17th July, 1862, (Statutes, volume 12, 
page 600,) entitled ‘* An act ta allow and pay 
to the State of Missouri the amount of money 
expended by said State in the arming and pay- 
ing of troops employed in the suppression of 
the insurrection against the laws of the United 
States ;’’ and also an actapproved 17th April, 
1866, (14 Statutes-at-Large, page 88,) entitled 
‘An act to reimburse the State of Missouri for 
moneys expended for the United States in en- 
rolling, equipping, and transporting militia 
State forces to aid in suppressing the rebel 
lion,” which authorizes the appointment of 
commissioners to ascertain the amount of 
money expended by the State of Missouri on 
that behalf. 

The State of Kentucky sought, through its 
constituted authority, in the exercise of ori- 
ginal jurisdiction by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, a peremptory writ of man- 
damus to compel the Secretary of the Treasury 
to deliver to that Commonwealth the warrant 
for $225,258 72, to which it was entitled, as 
already alluded to. This application was fully 
argued and heard by the Supreme Court, and 
finally denied. 

The court rested its judgment of refusal 
upon two grounds: 

First. That inasmuch as the warrant signed 
by acting Secretary Hartley was not delivered 
to the agent of Kentucky, butafter being signed 
on the 30th of June, 1871, by him, was, by an 
alleged agreement between said acting Secre- 
tary and said agent, retained for the approval 
of Secretary Boutwell on his return in July, 
1871, and upon such return said Boutwell de- 
clined to deliver said warrant, but canceled the 
same, the original warrant was therefore not 
susceptible of a delivery. 


f 


Secondly. The court declined to order the | 


Secretary to deliver a new warrant te Ken- 
tucky, because Congress on the 12th of July, 
1870, declared that on. and after the ist of 


July, 1871, all appropriations for claims aris- 
ing under the act of 27thof July, 1861, should 
cease. As, therefore, this application for a 
mandamus was not made until the appropri- 
ation for refunding to States expenses incurred 
in raising volunteers during the late rebellion 
had been withdrawn, and there was no money 
in the Treasury to pay the claim, it would be 
unjust to issue it. 

The court in its opinion do not, therefore, 
sustain the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
construction of the act of 27th July, 1861, 
that the State troops for which compensation 
was agreed to be paid by the United States 
in that act, were to be called out at the request 
or under the authority of the President or the 
Secretary of War. Still less do the court 
sustain the Secretary in his alleged right to 
review the findings of the accounting officers 
of the Treasury as to the amount due. Nor do 
the court intimate that said claim is not just 
and accurate in every particular. So far from 
it, the court say that if there had been money 
in the Treasury appropriated to pay this claim, 
it would be an important question whether the 
court would not have ordered the Secretary of 
the Treasury to deliver to Kentucky another 
warrant in place of the one canceled. 

I have no disposition to criticise the course 
which the Secretary of the Treasury thought 
proper to pursue in upholding this warrant. 
I choose rather to persuade myself that he 
deemed himself actuated by a sense of fru- 
gality and high official duty in refusing to pay 
over to a State a debt found to be justly due 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury, to 
whom by law the exclusive auditing of that 
elaim had been confided. 

{he Secretary of the Treasury, however, 
places his decision, made on 2d August, 1871, 
refusing to deliver the warrant drawn by the 
War Department in favor of Kentucky, upon 
grounds which cannot, in my judgment, be 
maintained. I therefore propose briefly to 
review this most extraordinary ruling. 

I utterly deny the construction placed upon 
the act of 27th July, 1861, by Secretary Bout- 
well or any of his predecessors. That actcon- 
ferred no power upon any Secretary of the 
Treasury to prescribe rules, restrictions, or 
limitations ineonsistent with or antagonistic 
to the plain intent and effective operation of- 
that act. > 

By its terms the Seeretary of the Treasury 
wag directed, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the 
Governor of any State the costs, charges, and 
expenses properly incurred by such State for 
enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, arm- 
ing, equipping, paying, and transporting its 
troops employed in aiding to suppress the pres- 
ent insurrection against the United States, to 
be settled upon proper vouchers to be filed and 
passed upon by the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury. This law was passed in the 
dark hour of the nation’s need. It was ap- 
proved but seven days after the disaster at Bull 
Run. It was passed at a moment when the 
Government, for its preservation, clamorously 
demanded of the loyal States every man they 
could furnish. The act was an agreement to 
indemnify for the past, and a proposition for 
services and assistance ou the part of the States 
in the fature, which became a contract when 
acted on by a State for indemnity for expenses 
incurred by them in defense of the United 
States. 

There was no precedent condition that the 
State troops for which Congress contracted 
by this act to pay should be first ‘ mustered 
into the service of the United States” or be 
called for by the President or Secretary of 
War. By no means, The public necessities 
of the hour justified no such delay, All State 


| troops, whenever or however raised, if em- 


ployed in suppressing the rebellion, were, by 
the express terms of this. act, entitled ta the 
indemnity of this act.. No doubt could exist 
as to the object and intendment of this law, 
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By what warrant of authority and with what 
pretense of right could any Secretary of the 
Treasury narrow its terms or limit its opera- 
tion? What Secretary or other, official pos- 
sessed the power to abridge, limit, change, or 
modify a statute passed by the Congress of 
the United States? Its terms were too simple 
and plain to need the aid of constructions. 
The duty imposed upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury was to pay, not to interpolate words 
or in any other mode to limit or abridge the 
direct object of so plain and simple an enact- 
ment; and yet Secretary Boutwell insists that 
the regulation of his predecessor was that it is 
only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, and men, that have been or may be 
mustered and received into or actually em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, that 
reimbursements will be made, nor will any 
reimbursement be made by the United States 
of expenses incurred in organizing, equipping, 
and maintaining troops for State purposes, or 
home guards, whether called out by State or 
other local authority, unless such troops were 
called out and such expenditures incurred at 
the request or under the authority of the Pres- 
ident or Secretary of War. l 

This regulation was not a construction of 
the statute; it was an addendum to the stat- 
ute; clearly a new enactment. 

But, Mr. President, it is not necessary that 
I should insist upon my construction in oppo- 
sition to that of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The character of the troops, the kind of ser- 
vice rendered by them in each State, was a 
matter of proof to be determined by the War 
Department. If a State had raised home 
guarda, and that State preferred to exhibit 
under this act of 1861 charges for outlays in 
arming, equipping, and transporting those 
troops, it was a question to be decided by the 
War Department whether they came within 
the statute of 1861, and not by the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury. Accordingly, in 1866, this 
question was made. When the claims of Ken- 
tucky for this character of troops were pre- 
ferred, the Secretary of the Treasury referred 
the question to the War Department, and Sec- 
retary Stanton, then Secretary of War, decided 
that although not ordered by either the Pres- 
ident or the Secretary of War, if they had been 
called suddenly into service by any United 
Statés commander within the vicinity where 
that service was demanded the State was enti- 
tled to compensation, That solemn adjudi- 
cation of Secretary Stanton was reaffirmed ; 
and again before this claim was audited, Mr. 
Brodhead, as I have already read, submitted 
it to the War Office and received their written 
direction that the troops for whose services 
this pay was demanded were within the spirit 
and letter of the act of 1861, and were entitled 
to be paid. J have already read that adjudi- 
cation, 

Now, I say the Seeretary of War having 
settled the question, it was not competent for 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to refuse pay- 
ment upon that ground ; still less was it com- 
petent for the Secretary of the Treasury to go 
behind the balance which had been found due 
by every accounting officer of the Treasury, 
including not only the subordinates, but the 
Comptroller, and for which a requisition had 
been issued by the War Department in solemn 
form, and a check drawn upon the Treasurer 
of the United States. 

_ Congress, in making this appropriation and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, 
conferred upon him no authority to supervise 
the findings of an independent department of 
this Government. When the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury had found a certain bal- 
ance due a State for troops furnished upon 
vouchers presented and filed, his simple duty 
was to pay the claim, not to go behind the 
accounts as finally setiled and rendered in the 
Treasury Department, and still less to under- 
take to review the finding of the War Depart- 
ment, saying, ‘‘ You have said these troops 


come within the law of 1861, but I choose to 
say that they do not.’’ ; 

Sir, in view of this assumption of authority, 
this question assumes far greater moment than 
the mere pittance which Kentucky asks. She 
asks nothing but what isher due. She asks 
nothing but what the Treasury Department 
and the War Department have solemnly adju- 
dicated to be her due. She asks nothing but 
what has been settled and for which a warrant 
was drawn ready to be delivered to her. But 
if the Senate are prepared to say that under 
this simple act directing the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to pay this amount he is clothed 
with authority to undertake to review the find- 
ings of the War Department, that he is clothed 
with authority to set aside the findings of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, then he is 
clothed with far greater power than the Pres- 
ident or any other officer of this Government. 

Why, sir, as far back as 1841 this question 
came before the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of the United States vs. 
Bank of the Metropolis, reported in 15 Whea- 
ton, page 400, That was a case where the 
Post Office Department had given out a con- 
ditional acceptance to Mr. Reeside*for services 
performed and to be performed by him. A 
contest grew up whether against that accept- 
ance certain alleged indebtedness of his for 
fines imposed by the Post Office Department 
should not be set up, and that gave rise to the 
question how far it was competent for one 
Postmaster General to look into or undo the 
acts of another. The Supreme Court say: 

“The third instruction asked the court to say, 
among other things, if the credits given by Mr. 
Barry were for extra allowances, which the said 
Postmaster General was not legally authorized to 
allow, then it was the duty of the present Postmas- 
ter General to disallow such items of credit. The 
successor of Mr. Barry had the same power, and no 
more, than his predecessor, and the power of the 
former did not extend to the recall of credits or 
allowances made by Mr. Barry, if he acted within 
the scope of oficial authority given by law tothe 
head of the Department. This right in an incumbent 
of reviewing a predecessor’s decisions extend to 
mistakes in matters of fact arising from errors in 
calculations, and to cases of rejected claims, in 
which material testimony is afterward discovered 
and produced. But if a credit has been given, or 
an allowance made, as these were, by the head of a 
Department, and it is alleged to be an illegal allow- 
ance, the judicial tribunals of the country must 
be resorted to to construe the law under which the 
allowance was made, and to settle the rights be- 
tween the United States and the party to whom the 
credit was given.” 

In the case of ex parte R. P. Randall, he 
was a purser of the Navy, and settled his 
accounts with the Navy Department under the 
Secretary of the Treasury. A change of Ad- 
ministration occurred ; that of John Quincy 
Adams went out and that of General Jackson 
came in, Mr. Randall's accounts were re- 
audited by Mr. Kendall and a balance was 
found due against him. Upon that a distress 
warrant was issued. He ‘was arrested and 
brought before Judge Marshall, and Philip B. 
Barbour, then district judge of the United 
States, in Richmond, upon a writ of habeas cor- 
pus. The question was there presented upou 
the question of his imprisonment on that war- 
rant; whether the first settlement of his ac- 
counts were not final, and whether it was 
competent for Amos Kendall afterward to 
reéxamine them and to reaudit them, though 
he might have been satisfied they were mis- 
taken. Judge Marshall and Judge Barbour 
both agreed in holding that the first settlement 
was final, and discharged Lieutenant Randall 
from that arrest. 

But Iam not left to any conjecture on this 
subject Congress, perceiving the importance 
of this question, has adjudicated upon it, and 
passed an act making the settlement of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury final. In 
order that I may be understood 1 refer to the 
act of July 27, 1861, which prescribes that the 
expenses incurred are “to be settled upon 
proper vouchers, to be filed and passed upon 


by the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
| ury.”” “Such vouchers must be for expenses 


incurred by the respective States for enrolling, 
subsisting, paying, and transporting troops. 
They may be State troops, they may be State 
guards; but if they are employed in the service 
of the United States, if they are commanded 
by United States officers with the consent of 
the State and render active service, then, under 
that act, no doubt can remain that the State ig 
entitled to compensation. Whether such ser- 
vice was rendered cannot be known by the 
Treasury Department; itcan only be known 
ana determined by the War Department; and 
I have already shown that it had been three 
times decisively and authoritatively settled 
that the troops for which pay is asked and for 
which pay was allowed by the War Depart- 
ment did render actual service to the State of 
Kentucky, and were commanded by United 
States officers. : 

Now, my proposition is that the Secretary 
of the Treasury possesses no lawfal authority 
to revise any finding of any Department where 
a claim has been audited, where it has been 
certified, where the proof has been examined 
andconcluded. He possesses no lawful author- 
ity, either in his own Department or in a co- 
ordinate department, to go beyond those find- 
ings, to say that he will set up his judgment 
against the judgment of those whom the act 
itself prescribes shall be the only officers to ` 
find what amount is due, the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. 

The act of September 2, 1789, section five, 
makes it the duty of the Auditor ‘‘to receive 
all public accounts, and after examination to 
certify the balance and transmit the accounts, 
with the vouchers and certificates, to the Comp- 
troller for his decision thereon;’’ and it is 
provided ‘‘that if any person whose accounts 
shall be so audited be dissatisfied therewith, 
he may, within six months, appeal to the Comp- 
troller against such settlement.’’ By section 
three of the same act it is made the duty 
of the Comptroller ‘‘ to examine all accounts 
setiled by the Auditor, and certify the balances 
arising thereon to the Register ;’’ and by sec- 
tion six the duty of the Register is defined 
to be ** to receive from the Comptroller the 
accounts which shall have been finally adjusted, 
and to preservesuch accounts with their vouch- 
ers and certificates.’ By a further provision 
the Register was to furnish the Secretary with 
copies of the Comptroller’s certificates of bal- 
ances, aud the moneys so found due were to 
be drawn from the Treasury by warrants from 
the Secretary, countersigned by the Comp- 
troller and recorded by the Register. 

The act of 1871 preserves the system of the 
auditing and revising of accounts established 
by the act of 1789. Some of the duties were 
transferred and distributed among other offi- 
cers. The fifth section makes it the duty of 
the Auditors named to receive from the Sec- 
ond Comptroller the accounts which shall have 
been finaily adjusted, and to preserve such 
accounts, with their vouchers, certificates, &c. 
The act of February 24, 1819, transferred the 
settlement of accounts arising out of Indian 
Affairs from the Fifth to the Second Auditor, 
who is directed to receive from the Comp- 
troller the accounts that shall have been finally 
adjusted, and preserve such accounts with 
their vouchers and certificates. 

There are very many acts of Congress con- 
ferring special powers upon the accounting or 
other officers of the Government in special 
cases, and giving a power of revision to the 
President or some other officer, indicating in 
this way that but for such special power no 
such right would exist. 

Thus by the act of 21st February, 1823, au- 
thority was given to “the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to adjust and settle the 
accounts and claims of Daniel D. Tompkins, 
late Governor of the State of New York, on 
principles of equity and justice, subject to the 
revision and final decision of the President of 
the United States.” The actof Match 1, 1828, 
(3 Statutes,) made provision for special adjust- 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2811 


ments, and provided that where the accounting 
officers differed, the case should be referred 
to the Secretary of War, whose decision should 
be conclusive. In 1823, Congress passed an 
act directing the accounting officers *‘to settle 
and adjust the account of Joseph Wheaton, 
while acting in the quartermaster’s department, 
upon the principles of justice and equity.’”’ 
Mr. Wheaton was dissatisfied with the settle- 
ment made by the accounting officers, and ap- 
plied to the President to revise and change 
their findings. The President referred this 
application to Mr. Wirt, then Attorney Gen- 
eral, who gave an elaborate opinion, holding 
that the President had no right to interfere. 
His opinion is summed up in the following 
paragraph: 

“My opinion is that the settlement of accounts 
of individuals by the accounting officers appointed 
by law is final and conclusive, so far as the execu- 
tive department of the Government is concerned. 
If an individual feels himself injured by such settle- 
ment, his recourse must be to one of the other two 
branches of the Government, the legislative or 
judicial. If a balance be found against him by the 
disallowance of credits which he deems just, he 
may refuse payment and abide a suit, in which case 
he will have the benefit of a court and jury. Ifa 
balance be found in his favor, but smaller than he 
thinks himself entitled to, his appeal is to Congress, 
where the representatives of the people will pass 
upon his claim.” 

I might multiply these cases. I might cite 
not less than a dozen opinions of Attorneys 
General recorded in the volumes containing 
those opinions, showing that the ‘universal 
ruling bas been that where officers of the 
‘Treasury charged by law with the auditing of 
accounts make a finding, such finding is con- 
clusive; and still stronger is the position that 
when a Department other than that which is 
called upon to pay the claim has audited it, it 
is beyond the power of the Secretary thus 
called upon and directed to pay it—a simple 
ministerial duty—to interfere. He is clothed 
with no authority either to look into, to set 
aside, or to interfere with the finding of the 
auditing officers of his own Department, and 
still less of a separate Department. 

By the act-of March 80, 1868, Congress, in 
my Judgment, has fully declared and intended 
that the settlement of public accounts such as 
those referred to in my amendment should be 
vested solely, exclusively, and finally in the 
accounting officers, without interference, con- 
trol, or revision by any other executive officer. 
Under that law, all that the head of the Exec- 
utive Department can do on the balances of 
accounts certified by the Auditor and Comp- 
troller, is either to issue a requisition for the 
balance, without abatement or charge, or to 
return it to the Comptroller with such facts as, 
in his judgment, affect the correctness of such 
balance, or certify the case to the Court of 
Claims, under the seventh section of the act 
of July 25, 1868. 

Nothing of that sort was done in this case. 
Every officer discharged his duty for months 
and months. The large mass of vouchers and 
of evidence was carefully scrutinized and sifted. 
During the months of May and June I believe 
no other claim was looked into by these officers. 
After rejecting a certain amount for the want 
of proper proof, they found this balance of 
$525,258 72 as justly due them. It was certi- 
fied, as I say, to John M. Brodhead, the Sec- 
ond Comptroller. Although the War Depart- 
ment had twice certified that troops of this 
character were entitled to pay, and had been 
paid, yet, deeming it to be a large amount, 
Mr. Brodhead for the third time asked Secre- 
tary Belknap in reference to it, ‘‘ Here is the 
proof of the character of the service. Am I 
justified in paying it under the act of July 27, 
1861?” J have read you the Secretary’s 
answer, ‘‘ They are entitled to be`paid.” A 
requisition was drawn by the War Depart- 
ment, and that requisition was withheld because 
Secretary Boutwell was not here. When he 
come back, the appropriation had lapsed, and 
there was no money in the Treasury to pay it. 
That I think I am authorized in saying is the 


l 


reason why tbe Supreme Court of the United 
States did not issue its mandamus compelling 
him to do it. 

I would not limit the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury whenever the law gives him 
the authority to examine into the validity or 
justice of any claim. If Secretary Boutwell 
upon an examination of this claim had dis- 
covered anything wrong in it, it was his duty 
to refer it back to the Comptroller with a mem- 
orandum saying, ‘‘ You have made a mistake ; 
you have done so and so. Were these troops 
for which this charge is made within the act 
of 1861? Have you ascertained this from the 
War Department?’ If he had done that, 
what would have been the answer? ‘‘ They 
have been audited; this acconnt is strictly 
true; this amount is due to the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky. I have applied to the 
War Department, and here is the answer of 
the Adjutant General, approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, that these troops were within the 
act of 1861, and the requisition was directed 
by the War Department to issue when they 
had been satisfied of the character of them.’’ 

Mr. MORTON. I have not heard all the 
Senator’s remarks. 
quire, for my own information, what is the 
provision of the act of 1861 to which he 
refers ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The act of 1861 to 
which I refer is as follows: 

* That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed, out of any moncy in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the Governor 
of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, the 
costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by 
such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transporting 
its troops employed in aiding to suppress the pres- 
ent insurrection against the United States, to be 
settled upon proper vouchers to be filed and passed 
upon by the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury.” 

The attempted construction here would de- 
feat the object of that act. The darkness of 
the battle and the disaster at Bull Run was 
encircling the capital when this act was passed. 
Will any man tell me that Congress would stop 
in an act providing for the calling out of troops 
in a sudden emergency, and provide that the 
President and Secretary of War alone should 
call for troops? General Sherman called for 
these troops. He sent for Governor Bram- 
lette to come to Nashville. He met him at 
Nashville, and General Sherman disclosed 
what his plans were. He said to him, ‘‘ Now 
you must take all the State troops you can 
command in the event of my being pursued or 
surprised or attempted to be cut off, to aid 
me; I have no time to ask for this authority ; 
I will exercise it as an officer of the United 
States Government ;’’ and here is General 
Sherman’s certificate that he called for these 
identical troops and that they were employed ; 
and yet we are told, because the President and 
Secretary of War did not do it, they are not to 
he paid, and that, forsooth, in accordance with 
a special regulation made by Secretary Chase. 

Mr. MORTON. What was the construction 
given to it by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
which the Senator refers? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I willread that to you. 
Secretary Boutwell says: 


“ Secretary Chase, when providing for the execu- 
tion of this act”— 


Which [I have already read— 


* prescribed a series of rules, the second of which 
is in these words: 

* Itis only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, or men that have been or may be mustered 
and received into or actually employed in the ser- 
vice of the United States, that reimbursements will 
be made. f 

“© Organizations raised, or attempted to be raised, 
but not mustered and received inte, nor actually 
employed in the service, will not be recognized. 
Nor will any reimbursement be made by the United 
States of expenses incurred in organizing, equip- 
ping, and maintaining troops for State purposes, or 
home guards, whether called out by State or other 
local authority, unless such troops were called out 
and such expenditures incurred at the request or 
under the authority of the President or the Secre- 
tary of War?” z 


That decision was 


Will he allow me to in- į 


Stanton on the 9th July, 1867, and I read his 
official decision: i 
War DEPARTMENT, July 9, 1867. 


It appears from official reports of Major General 
George H. Thomas that on the 15th of September, 


| 1861, the home guards had been called out by Gen- 
i eral Nelson, and were then in the actual employment 


of the United States and on duty as troops of the 
United States, and were continued on duty and were 
employed by General Thomas. There appears to be 
in the War Department no written or official evi- 
dence of authority granted by the President or Sec- 
retary of War, General Cameron, to General Nelson 
for calling out these troops. But thelegal presump- 
tion is (ander the special circumstances then exist- 
ing) that proper authority was given. 

This Department is therefore of opinion that the 
home guards mentioned were actually employed in 
the service of the United States under proper and 
legal authority, and should be regarded as such by 
the accounting officers of the Government. 

EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Secretary of War. 

That was in 1867. In 1871 this decision 
was repeated by Secretary Belknap in regard 
to the very troops for whom this claim was 
made. This isa requisition of the War Depart- 
ment itself after having fully examined into 
the character of these troops. My point is 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, however 
honorable and frugal, were his motives, had no 
right to go behind the finding of the War De- 
partment, and still less to go behind the 
accountsas stated by the auditing officers of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. MORTON. The point of objection is 
that the troops were not called out by the 
President? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Or the Secretary of 

War. That was the point. 
__ Mr. EDMUNDS. There was another point, 
if the Senator from Kentucky will pardon me, 
aud that was that these troops, being under the 
control of the State authorities, were by the 
State authorities kept in service long after the 
termination of the war. 

Mr. STEVENSON, That is not true; not 
that my friend is not right in his statement—as 
I propose to show. The Secretary of the 
Treasury did not put his decision altogether 
on that ground. He says a portion of this 
claim is for the services of State troops after 
the surrender of General Lee and General 
Johnston. That is true. Part of these ser- 
vices was rendered after that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some of them were mus- 
tered out in October, 1865, I think the papers 


say. 

Mr. STEVENSON. A few of them were 
mustered out as late as October, 1865 ; but 
when did the war end? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ended in May, accord- 
ingto the Supreme Court. I do not think itis 
ended yet. {Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. In 1866, not in 1865; 
and all this service was rendered during the 
years 1864 and 1865. Now, I propose toshow 
to my honorable friend that the Secretary of 
the Treasury was mistaken. How could the 
Secretary of the Treasury in half a day here, 
determine whether these accounts for this ser- 
vice were all right, which had taken the audit- 
ing officers of the Treasury three or four 
months to examine? How could the Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury go behind the written 


statement of the Secretary of War, ‘‘ You must. 
pay for these troops,’’ and directing a requi- 
sition for the amount for which my amend- 
ment calls to be issued and drawn upon the 
Treasury Department? 

Mr. MORTON. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky as stating that the troops 
that were called out were called out by the 
order of General Sherman or some other offi- 
cer commanding United States troops? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I state upon my honor 
and upon my authority as a Senator that there 
is not one single man charged and certified for 
who was not called out by General Burbridge 
or General Sherman or General Thomas or an 
Indiana general, whose name now-escapes me, 
I think General Lew. Wallace. I not only 


overruled by Secretary || propose to show that to the Seator from Indi- 
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ana, but I propose to show him the written 
order of every Federal general which is now 
on file in the War Department, and copies of 
which I hold in may hand. 

. Mr. MORTON. Willthe Senator allow me 
a moment to make a statement? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. [think it is but just to the 
Senator from Kentucky and this claim to state 
the ground upon which the Indiana claims for 
services rendered by the militia of Indiana 
during the war were placed. As the Governor 
of the State during the war, I know all about 
the circumstance under which those troops 
were called out; and among the first things 
that I attempted to do when I came to the 
Senate, as we had failed to get a settlement 
for our claim for money expended, was to get 
a bill through Congress authorizing the settle- 
ment of that claim. I was told at the War 
Department that the Government had refused 
to settle in the cases of Missouri and West 
Virginia, except upon a finding ofcommissions 
appointed by the President under an act of 
Congress to determine the character of the 
claim and the extent of it. Accordingly, I 
introduced a bill authorizing the appointment 
of three commissioners to adjudicate the In- 
diana claims, and I will read the second sec- 
tion of that bill to show what the requirements 
were in regard to lundiana: 

“That the commissioners so appointed shall pro- 
ceod, subject to regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, at once to examine all the items 
of expenditure made by said State for the purpose 
herein named, allowing only all disbursements made 
and amounts assumed by the State for enrolling, 
equipping, subsisting, transporting, and paying such 
troopsus wero called into service by the Governor, 
at tho request of the United States department 
commander commanding the distrietin which Indi- 
ana may at the timo have been included, or by the 
express ordor, consent, or concurrence of such com- 
mander, or which may have been employed or used 
in suppressing rebellion in said State. And no al- 
lowanco shall be made for any troops which did not 
perlorm actual military service iu tull concert and 
coöperation with the authorities of the United 
States and subject to their orders.” 

It was not made a condition in the case of 
Indiana that the troops should have been 
cnlled out by the President or the Secretary 
of War, but it was suiticient that they were 
called out with the knowledge or consent of 
the depariment commander or the officer in 
command in the State of Indiana, and in fact 
in many cases they were called out by the 
Governor of the State without any authority 
derived from any United States officer, because 
in his opinion it was important to call them 
out, but the call having been assented to and 
conceded by the departmental commander to 
be right, and the troops having been employed 
after such call and treated as having been 
properly called out, it was provided in the act 
of Congress that upon such finding the State 
should be reimbursed for those expenses. 

There was no pretense made at that time 
that the State should not be reimbursed for 
expenses unless the troops were called out by 
the President of the United States. They 
were not even called out by the authority of a 
corps commander, or at the request of any 
officer higher than the officer in command of 
the department or district of which the State 
of Indiana was a part, and part of the time the 
whole, and in fact the most of the calls were 
made by the Governor and afterward con- 
sented to, expressly or impliedly, by the officer 
in command. So that so far as any objection 
is made that these troops were not called out 
by the President or by the order of the Sec- 
retary of War, but only by General Sherman, 
or by General Thomas, or by General Bur- 
bridge, who I know was in command in Ken- 
tucky for a considerable time, it seems to me 
that objection is not well taken, because that 
was not required in the case of Indiana, and 
I think was not required in the Missouri 
act, the West Virginia act, or the act in rela- 
tion to any other State that I know of, I 
deemed it but just to make this statement. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I agree with the Sen- 


t 


ator from Indiana exactly. He speaks my 
sentiments much better than I could speak 
them myself on this subject. But let us sup- 
pose for a moment that this statement of the 
Secretary of the Treasury is true, *‘that they 
were in the service of the State of Kentucky 
by Siate authority, under officers appointed 
by the State, but were not called for under the 
authority of the President or Secretary of 
War.” He seems to think that that was final 
under this act.. I do not understand the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to say that the Senate 
ought not to pay this claim. On the contrary, 
he says we ought to pay it, as I understand. 
He has never told me so, but I find that state- 
ment in the report of the adjutant general of 
the State of Kentucky. , 

But I come back now to the question as to 
these identical troops. Here is what General 
William T. Sherman says: 

Wasuineron, D. O., June 30, 1871. 

Icertify that, prior to beginning the Atlanta 
campaign, I sent for Governor Bramlette, of Ken- 
tueky, to come to me in Nashville, and in May or 
April, 1864, revealed to him the plans and purposes 
of the campaign, and that I expected him, as the 
lixccutive of Kentucky, to guard and protect our 
lines of supply, all of which came through Kentucky, 
and to guard against raids or invasions from the 
east or west. Ile expressed his perfect willingness 
to do so, and on the whole our lines were protected, 
aud our success was thereby encouraged and in- 
sured. My route, as is well known, was to Savan- 
nah, Georgia, and thence to Washington, District 
of Columbia; so tbat I did not again see Governor 
Bramlette till the war was over, and was never able 
to ascertain how, or in what manner he disposed of 
his State militia to the end proposed; but I do re- 
gard his efforts as meritorious to the cause of the 
United States to a high degree. 


W. T. SHERMAN, General. 
Here is the affidavit of General Burbridge : 
City or WAsHINGTON, D. €.,¢dpral 29, 1869. 
This is to certify that Iam a citizen of the State 
of Kentucky, and in 1864 and 1865 I was a brigadier 
general of volunteers, and in command of the dis- 
trict of Kentucky; and while in command of said 
district (from April, 1864, to the summer of 1865) I 
employed in the United States service the capital 


|| guards and other State guards to take the place of, 


and do the services required by, the United States 
troops under my command, at various times, and 
the organizations aforesaid did perform guard and 
picket duty while I was absent with my command 
on expeditions against rebel organizations in eastern 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Saltville, Virginia, 

They were necessarily employed by me: and if 
they had not been furnished [ should have been 
compelled to have kept a much larger force of 
United States troops stationed in Kentucky to per- 
form that service, which would have defeated many 
of the expeditions which were successfully made. 
The Governor of Kentucky furnished the capital 
and other State guards on my order, and the expense 
incurred on account of subsistence, transportation, 
and ordnance, was necessary and for the benefit of 
the United States, and could not, at that time, have 
been dispensed with. The expenditures, therefore, 
charged to the United States in the eighth and ninth 
installments of the war claim of Kentucky, were 
properly chargable to the United States as a, neces- 
sity, and the State of Kentucky should be reimbursed 
for the expenditures thus made. 

I have no interest whatever in this matter, and 
make this statement to vindicate the military his- 


tory of my command, 
S. G. BURBRIDGE, 
Late Major General United States Army. 


Now I beg the attention of my friend from 
Vermont—— 

_Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend has it all the 
time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am exceedingly 
obliged to him, I know he is one of the most 
attentive Senators in the Chamber, and one 
of the best posted men. My friend thinks 
that these troops were under State command, 
and that the service performed after the sur- 
render of Lee and Johnston was unnecessary 
except for State purposes. Now I want to 
read to him-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ If my friend will pardon 
me, before he reads I wish to call his atten- 
tion and that of the Senate to the difference 
between the two instances that he has read. 
He has read the letter of General Sherman, 
which, I bave no doubt, states truly and with 
candor ; the precise condition of things. lt 


appears to have been addressed to the Execu- 


tive of the State of Kentucky, as Executive, 
calling upon him to perform the duty that be- 


longs to every State in this Union, to preserve 
the peace within its borders. Then he has 
read another certificate from a brigadier gen- 
eral, the name of whom I did not catch—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. Burbridge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He states a different case, 
that he actually called into the service of the 
United States, apparently, taking the full mean- 
ing of his words, certain troops at certain 
times when he was absent upon certain raids. 
I do not mean to deny that on the case as 
stated by Burbridge as to those particular 
troops that he refers to, and on the particular 
times to which he refers, it would be right and 
just, within the spirit of the act of 1861, to 
make provisions to pay the State of Kentucky. - 
As to the others, where the Executive was 
called upon, as Executive, to maintain peace 
in that State while the soldiers of the United 
States were absent, which every State is bound 
to maintain, the case may merit a different 
consideration. ‘Therefore. all of my point is 
simply this, (if my friend will pardon so long 
an interruption,) that, with a disposition to do 
to the State of Kentucky as we have done to 
Missouri and to West Virginia, I am willing 
to have an inquiry made on the same princi- 
ples, and give that State the same generous 
and liberal and fair justice that we have given 
to the others, and not undertake to determine 
on the snap of the whip, as the saying is, that 
Kentucky is entitled to over five hundred thou- 
sand dollars merely because on the 380th of 
Juve, with greater rapidity than even Sheridan 
rode to the battle of Cedar Creek, they hustled 
this thing through half a dozen departments 
on one day; not that there was any intention to 
wrong the Government, but a laudable desire 
on the part of the Kentucky people to make 
great haste to get hold of the appropriation. 
‘Thavis the distinction I make, and J am obliged 
to my friend for permitting me to state it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I always listen with 
pleasure to the Senator from Vermont. He 
1s generally well posted in subject-matters 
under his charge, and on them he is always 
ready to speak. But I must say to the Sen- 
ator that he does not understand this claim. 
This claim was not hurried through. It was 
filed in 1866 and not audited until the 30th 
of June, 1871. Now, like the Senator from 
Indiana, I was Governor of my State. I went 
in person to the Department and I received 
from the Secretary of the Treasury the same 
objection, that some of these troops had not 
been called for legitimately according to his 
construction of the act of 1861. I think it was 
in the year 1867 or 1868 that I came here in 
person. That objection was then removed, 
and in accordance with the ruling of Secretary 
Stanton the troops were paid. ‘That was the 
second installment. 

Now we come to the third. How was it 
hurried through? ‘There has been no hurry 
in it. The State of Kentucky made her 
application under this act of 1861, She has 
waited yearsand years ; and when the amounts 
have been patiently examined and scrutinized 
and audited, when this identical claim has 
been submitted tothe War Department, when 
the War Department says these accounts are 
entitled to be paid, and the War Office issues 
a requisition for the amount, when the Se@ud 
Comptroller then registers ic, having asked the 
opinion of the War Department, we are to be 
told that we are seeking to get this thing hastily 
through! 

But let me answer my friend on the point 
that these troops rendered service after May, 
1865, by the orders of the United States com- 
mander : f 


“Thomas E. Bramlette states that during his term 
as Governor of Kentucky, from Santember 1863, to 
September, 1867, the militia called into the service 
of the State for purposes of defense against the 
then existing rebellion against the Government of 
the United States, were at all times subject to the 
orders of the United States military commanders 
in Kentucky, and were employed on duty at such 
places as directed by such commanders. Ho states 
that the militia, or State troops, so called into ser- 


1872. 


— 


vice were kept on duty only so long as it was deemed 
necessary by the United States military authorities. 
He states that the ‘State troops,’ as they were 
called, were called into service to supply the forces 
necessarily withdrawn from Kentucky and sent to 
the front in aid of the armies in the field, and that 
they were only retained in service until the danger 
of the occasion had passed. How long each eom- 
mand wag retained, when put on duty, and when 
discharged, will appear fully and accurately in the 
* second volume of the adjutant general’s report of 
Kentucky, of September 1, 1867, in schedule B. He 
states that they were disbanded at the earliest day 
that safety permitted.” 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. The fact that the militia 
of Kentucky was in the service of the United 
States and called out at the instance of an offi- 
cer of the United States at any time after the 
Ist of May, 1865, after the final surrender of 
Kirby Smith, might seem somewhat curious. 
Perhaps the Senate might require some explan- 
ation of why these militia were in service so 
Jong after all hostilities had terminated else- 
where. I want to say to the Senator that the 
claims of Indiana for the services of her 
militia were filed in the War Department from 
time to time as they accrued, and in 1866 some 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, I 
think, of the amount had been examined and 
audited as correct, but I was then told as Gov- 
ernor of the State that the Government would 
pay none of those claims unless they were 
particularly examined by a commission; that 
there were certain questions in regard to call- 
ing out the troops that could not be settled 
properly in the Department, and I was required 
to take steps then to have commissioners ap- 
pointed to adjudicate those claims as had been 
done in these other States. 

Now, I ask the Senator from Kentucky if it 
would not be the shortest and best method, 
and one in harmony with what is required of 
other States, to introduce a bill, which will 
no doubt pass without opposition, to appoint 
commissioners to consider these claims, just 
as was done in the cases of West Virginia and 
Kansas and Missouri and Indiana? There can 
be no objection to the passage of such a bill. 
It puts the States on an equality. It treats 
them all alike, and I am sure the claims found 
by that commission will be promptly paid by 
the United States. According to the state- 
ment of the Senator, this claim ought to be 
paid; and as to the question of amount, why 
should it not be determined in the same way 
that the other States were required to have 
their claims determined? 

Mr. STEVENSON. There have been only 
three States, I believe, that have had commis- 
sions; and I think they have been paid in full. 
The State of Missouri was paid six millions, I 
think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She was not paid any- 
thing for services after the termination of the 
war. 

Mr. STEVENSON. She was paid $6,000,000 
and she was not required even to do what we 
have been required to do at great expense. 
The finding of the commission was all that 
was required to gether pay. We have been 
required day by day and month by month and 
year by year to go to the Treasury Department 
after the War Department has passed upon our 
claim. After the accounting officers of the 
Treasury have passed upon it, we have still a 
large claim. I say that it seems to me unjust 
to the State of Kentucky that when we have 
complied with the law and obtained the judg- 
ment of the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury as well as of the War Department, the 
head of which sanctioned it by his finding and 
directed a requisition to be drawn in our favor, 
we are now told that we must have a new law 
passed and have all these accounts examined 
de novo. 

But, Mr. President, the point has been made 
that these services were not rendered, or if 
rendered were not necessary to the United 


States after the surrender of Lee and Johnston. 
Governor Bramlette states that they were dis- 
banded at the earliest day public safety per- 
mitted: À 

“He further states that the necessity for such 
forces arose in this way: under an act of Congress 
to provide for the defense of Kentucky, twenty thou- 
sand volunteers for two years’ service, ‘within the 
State of Ketucky,’ were authorized to be raised. They 
were raised, but it became necessary to move most 
of them to the front, though they had enlisted. to 
serve in Kentucky and for Kentucky defense, To 
supply the place of these forces. the ‘State troops’ 
were raised, and the militia at various times and 
places were called into active service, When the 
oceasion for their services had passed and it was 
deemed safe to disband them, they were disbanded, 
and were never kept on duty beyond the time their 
services were necessary for defense.” 

This statement is sworn to by Thomas E. 
Bramlette. 

Still further : 

“D. W. Lindsey on oath states that he was the 
adjutant general of Kentucky during the time from 
about August, 1864, until September, 1867; that the 
troops above enumerated by battalions and com- 
panies were held inservice by the State from the 
date of their muster in as per muster-in rolls until 
their muster out as of dates above stated: that they 
were kept in service until those dates owing to the 
unsettled condition of the country and the presence 
of armed bands of guerrillas, bushwhackers, and 
outlaws; that the service of said troops until mus- 
tered out was regarded as essential to the peace and 
safety of the State, and they were mustered out of 
service as early as it was considered prudent to dis- 
band them. He further states that said troops did 
good service, always acting with the United States 
troops and subject to the orders of the United States 
officers.” 

I do not desire to detain the Senate longer 
in the presentation of this claim. It is a very 
simple matter, one which addresses itself to 
the conscience of every Senator upon this 
floor. Many of the States have been paid in 
full five times as much as Kentucky ever 
claimed. Kentucky has not been paid more 
than one half, or a little over half, of what 
she has filed claims for in the Treasury De- 
partment. She has pursued diligently the 
exactions of your law. She has waited pa- 
tiently until her claims could be audited by 
the Treasury Department. She has the sanc- 
tion of the War Department that these troops 
rendered service, and she has the sanction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in saying that 
this claim ought to be paid by Congress, though 
he thinks not perhaps to its full extent. When- 
ever the accounting officers and the Secretary 
of War have passed upon a claim of this kind, 
the Secretary of the Treasury has no authority 
to attempt to diminish it one iota. In addi- 
tion to all that, we have an express adjudica- 
tion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States that if this appropriation had not lapsed, 
if if had not expired, it would be a serious 
question with them whether they would not 
promptly direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to reissue this warrant. 

Mr. President, Kentucky comes as no pen- 
sioner; she is no mendicant seeking the chari- 
ties of the Federal Government. She wasa 
border State, and suffered largely. She was 
the first to respond to that ery, that Mace- 
donian ery for help, in the dark days of July, 
1861. Other States have been paid, and paid 
three or four times as much as she has asked. 
She asks nothing now that every accounting 
officer named in the act of Congress has not 
said was her due. She asks py for the ser- 
vices of no troops which the War Department 
has not said she is entitled to. It is with the 
Senate, not with me, to decide whether the 
claim shall be allowed or rejected. . 

I have at least attempted, weak, physically 
disabled as I am, and I know most imperfectly 
and satisfactorily attempted, to discharge my 
duty to this Commonwealth. Sir, the Senate 
never can, and never will pass upon a claim 
that is more just, more honest, and more up- 
right than this. No claim has ever been pre- 
sented to the Senate which has been more 
thoroughly examined, more thoroughly passed 
upon; and it is one which two-Departments 
have said is due. Besides all that, other 
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States have received the same that she now 
asks, and more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. . Does the Senator mean 
to say that other States have received any 
compensation for the setvices of their militia 
in any form after the 1st of June, 1865? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do say that, as I am 
informed—I- only speak from information— 
other States have received such pay. If the 
United States officer in command called in 
1865 for State troops and employed them, I 
cannot, to save my life, see why the public 
necessity might not have been as great then as 
at any period during the war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, [I do not intend to go 
into an argument with my friend. I merely 
wish to get at the historic fact. If he knows 
of any instance in which after the Ist of June, 
1865, State militia in any of the States have 
been paid, 1 should like to have him state it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lunderstand that States 
have been paid for services rendered after May, 
1865. Thatis my information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can my friend name the 
instance? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I cannot now without 
information. I have derived that information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be quite import- 
ant to have that information. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should state to the 
Senate before I conclude that this was only 
half or little more than half of the installment 
which was presented. Kentucky has now a 


| large amount unadjusted in the Department. 


Mr. SAWYER. I have no doubt that the 
Senator from Kentacky is entirely right in 
supposing that a large amount of money is 
still due to that Commonwealth for troops em- 
ployed in the service of the United States 
during the war, but I think that the accounts 
made up in the War and Treasury Depart- 
ments were made up on a different basis from 
that which was employed in making up the 
accounts of Missouri, of West Virginia, and 
Indiana, and I propose to offer for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky a substi- 
un which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. : 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by striking out all after the 
word ‘‘ that’ and inserting: : 


There be allowed and paid to the State of Ken- 
tucky all sums of money expended by said State in 
the arming, equipping, and paying of troops organ~ 
ized under the authority of said State during the 
recent rebellion and employed in concert with the 
Federal authorities in suppressing insurrection 
against the United States and enforcing the laws 
thereof; but no such payment shall be made for 
troops employed or expenses incurred after the Ist 
day of May, 1865. And for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the amount due to said State for moneys so ex- 
pended the Secretary of War shall immediately 
after the passage of this act, by commission or 
otherwise, cause the accounts to be examined and 
report made to him of the amount due, which being 
approved by the Secretary of War, and by him cer- 
tified to the Secretary of the Treasury, the amount 
thereof shall be allowed and paid to said State: 
Provided, That in the adjustment of accounts under 
this act no greater rate of compensation shall be 
allowed than was provided for by the laws of the 
United States applicable to the arming, equipping, 
subsisting, and payment of volunteers in force at 
the time of the enrollment of such troops by the 
State of Kentucky. 


Mr. SAWYER. I do not propose to com- 
ment upon the character of this amendment; 
it speaks for itself; but I send to the desk to 
be read the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on this case. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to inquire 
of the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
why he wants to cut Kentucky off from all 
inquiry as to the pay of troops after the Ist of 
May, 1865, if she furnished troops that were 
under the command of aud required by any 
officer of the United States Army? 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will listen 
to the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury upon this point, I think his question will 
be answered, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The com: 
munitation will be read. i 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, August 2, 1871. 


Opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury in the matter 
of the elaim of the State of Kentucky for reimburse- 
ment of the sum of $525,258 72 paid to State militia 
Jor services rendered during the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 
an o 


This claim was filed in 1866, and it is made under 
the provisions of an act to indemnify the States for 
expenses incurred by them in defense of the United 
States, approved July 27, 1861. ; 

Secretary Chase, when providing for the execution 
of this act, prescribed a series of rules, the second of 
which is in these words: 

“Ttis only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, or men that have been, or may be, mustered 
and received into, or actually employed in, the ser- 
vice of the United States, that reimbursements will 
be made. A 

“Organizations raised, or attempted to be raised, 
but not mustered and received into or actually 
employed in theservice, will not be recognized. Nor 
will any reimbursement be made by, the United 
States of expenses incurred in organizing, equip- 
ping, and maintaining troops for State purposes, or 
home guards, whether called out by State or other 
Jocal authority, unless such troops were called out 
and such expenditures incurred at tho request or 
under the authority of the President or the Secretary 
of War.” . 

It is not contended that the troops for whom reim- 
bursement is asked were ever mustered into the 
service of the United States, nor is it contended that 
they were called ont at the request or under the 
authority of the President or the Sceretary of War. 

Upon these facts the rule quoted is a bar to the 
claim. 

It is, however, sought to bring the claim within 
tho rule, and in support of this effort special refer- 
cuce is made to the cortificate of General Sherman, 
the communication of General Vincent, and the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War. ‘Tho certificate of 
Goneral Sherman is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 30, 1871. 


I cortify that prior to beginning the Atlanta cam- 
paign I sent for Governor Bramictto, of Kentucky, 
tocome to me in Nashville, and in May or April, 
1864, revealed to him the plans and purposes of the 
campaign, and that I expected him, as the Execu- 
tive of Kentucky, to guard and protect our lines of 
supply, all of which came through Kentucky, and 
to guard against raids or invasions from east or west. 

He expressed his perfect willingness to do so, and on 
tho whole our lines woro protected and our success 
was thereby oncouraged and insured. My route, as 
iswell known, was to Savannah, Georgia, and thence 
to Washington, District of Columbia, so that I did 
not again sce Governor Bramlette till the war was 
over, and I was never able to ascertain how or in 
what manner ho disposed of his State militia to the 
end proposed, but I do regard his efforts us merito- 
rious to the cause of the United States in a high 


dogrov. W. T. SHERMAN, General. 


Genoraf Thomas M. Vincent, assistant adjutant 
goneral United States Army, in his communication 
dated Juno 30, 1871, attor enumerating various docu- 
ments filed in the caso, recommends “that the troops 
be recognized as having been actually employed in 
tho service of the United States, that recognition 
being deemed necessary by the Treasury Dopart- 
mont in ordor that tho claim may be allowed under 
act of July 27,1871, to indemnify the States for ex- 
Ronson mourre by them in defonse of tho United 

atos. 

On the same day the recommendation of General 
Vincent is approved without comment by the Sec- 
rotary of War. 

The claimants offer as a precedent the order of 
Secretary Stanton of July 9, 1867, whereby he recog- 
nized certain troops who had been called into sor- 
vice in the State of Kentucky in 1861. 

There is, however, a manifest difference between 
the two cases. The troops whose services were recog- 
nized by Secretary Stanton were called into the ser- 
vice of the United States by General Nelson, who 
was thon an oflicer of the United States, command- 
ing undor the President, and subject to the direc- 
tions of the Seeretary of War. 

Upon a well understood principle, it was com- 
petent for the Secretary of War, or the President, to 
recognize these troops as having been called into 
service by proper authority, although neither the 
President nor the Secretary of War knew of the call 
untilafter it was made. 

The order of Secretary Stanton was specifie; it 
met the points at issuo, and placed the troopscalled 
out by General Nelson within the second rule of 
Secretary Chase, before quoted. It is as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, July 9, 1867. 


It appears from official reports of Major General 
George H. Thomas that on the 15th of September, 
1861, the home guards had been called out by Gen- 
eral Nelson, and were,then in the actual employment 
of the United States, and on duty as troops of the 
United States, and were continued on duty, and were 
employed by General Thomas. Thereappears to be 
in the War Department no written or official evi- 
dence of authority granted by the President or See- 
retary of War, General Cameron, to General Nelson, 
for calling out these troops. But the legal presump- 
tion is (under the special circumstances then ex- 
isting) that proper authority was given. : 


This Department is therefore of opinion that the 
home guards mentioned were actually employed in 
the service of the United States under proper and 
legal authority, and should be regarded a such by 

counting officers o e Government. 
she £ EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Secretary of War. 

In the case under consideration the troops were 
not called into service by the authority of the Pres- 
ident, or of the Secretary of War, or by any officer 
of the regular or volunteer Army of the United 
States; but they were in the service of the State 
of Kentucky by State authority, under officers ap- 
pointed by the State, and, as far as is shown by the 
evidence, they were never attached to the com- 
mand of any officer of the Army of the United States, 

It appears to be true, as stated by Governor 
Bramlette, and by General Lindsey, the adjutant 
general of Kentucky, that during the period men- 
tioned the troops acted in concert with the United 
States Toress, and regarded the orders of the United 

tates officers. 7 

General Lindsey, in his affidavit of July 12, 1870, 
says that “the troops referred to weré directed in 
every way to codperate with the United States 
troops, and to obey and carry out all orders and 
instructions given to them by United States officers.” 

A considerable portion of the service for which 
reimbursement is asked t 
surrender of Lee and Johnston, and the mustering 
out of the troops was by State authority, and at 
various times, from the 10th of January, 1865, until 
the 23d of October of the same year, 

Adjutant General Lindsey says “that they were 
kept in service until those dates, owing to the unset- 
tled condition of the country, and the presence of 
armed bands of guerrillas, ‘bushwhackers,’ and other 
outlaws; that the service of said troops until mus- 
tered out, was regarded as essential to the peace 
and safety of the State, and they were mustered out 
of service as early as it was considered prudent to 
disband them.” h oe 

The act of July 27, 1861, has received a legislative 
construction by the act approved July 17, 1862, (12 
Statutes, page 600,) entitled “An acttoallowand pay 
to the State of Missouri the amount of money ex- 
pended by said State inthe arming and paying of 
troops employed in the suppression of insurrection 
against the laws of the United States.” 

In that act provision is made for an allowance 
to the State of Missouri “for all sums of money 
expended by said State in tho arming, equipping, 
subsisting, and paying of troops organized under the 
ordinances of the convention of said State, passed 
during the year 1861 and employed in concert with 
the Federal authorities in suppressing insurrection 
against the United States and enforcing the laws 
thereof.” An act approved Aprill7, 1866, (14 Statutes, 

age 38,) entitled ‘* An act to reimburse the State of 
Missouri for moneys expended for the United States 
in enrolling, equipping, and provisioning militia 
forees to aid in suppressing the rebellion,” author- 
izes the commissioners appointed “to ascertain the 
amount of money expended by the State of Mis- 
souri,”  * * *  * “allowing only for dis- 
bursements made and’amounts assumed by the State 
for enrolling, equipping, subsisting, and paying such 
troops as were called into service by the Governor 
at the request of the United States department com- 
mander commanding the district in which Missouri 
may, at the time, have been included.” 

The first statute referred to proceeds upon the 
theory that State troops employed to act in con- 
cert with the United States troops could not be 
paid under the act of July 27, 1861; and the statute 
of April 17, 1866, is equivalent to a declaration that 
troops called into the service by the Governor, 
though at the request of the United States depart- 
ment commander, could not be recognized under 
the act of July 27, 1861. 

The propriety and legality of the rules made by 
Secretary Chase have thus been recognized and 
aflirmed by subsequent legislation. 

_ General Hewitt, agent for the State of Kentucky, 
in his written argument filed in the case, admits 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, in recognizing 
the claim, must declare in effect that the second 
rule of Secretary Chase, already quoted, is invalid 
as being contrary to law. i 

General Hewitt, referring to the second rule, uses 
this language: ‘‘the Treasury Department could 
make no rule to limit or restrict the operation of 
this act, by requiring evidence of the performance 
of other conditions.” 

The second rulo adopted under it must be con- 
strud by it: and, if repugnant to it, the law pre- 
vails. 

The first clause of the rule conformed to the law. 
It authorizes the payment of expenditures on ac- 
count of troops ‘‘actually ’’ employed in the service 
of the United States, but the last clause does not: 
for nothing in the law requires that the troops 
should pare. been called out mnd the expenditures 
incurred a e request or under authority 
President or Secretary of War. pele of the 

I agree that the claims cannot be paid if the sec- 
ond rule referred to is observed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; but I do not admit that the rule in 
question was contrary to law, or that it limited un- 
reasonably the scope of the statute. 

There are, however, two other sufficient answers 
to the suggestion, one is that the present Secretary 
of the Treasury would not be justified in setting 
aside a rule of his predecessor unless the reasons 
requiring it are imperative; and secondly, the rules 
were prepared and made known to the country be- 
fore any considerable expenses were incurred by the 


was performed after the |! 


| incurre 


tes, and long before the expenses were 
several Se are the basis of the claim under 


ideration. $ 
ho State of Kentucky, therefore, in common with 
other States, had knowledge of the rules by which 
the Department would be governed in passing upon 
such claims as might be presented for the services 
of troops employed in suppressing the insurrection, 
These considerations, taken in connection with 
the fact that Congress on two occasions has given a 


legislative construction to the act of 1861 consistent 


with the ruies then established by Secretary Chase, 
leave no ground on which this claim can be paid 
without the specific authority of Congress. 

Tt is also suggested in the argument of General 
Hewitt that, inasmuch as the claim has been passed 
by the accounting officers, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has no discretion in the matter, and that 
it is his duty to sign the warrant and allow pay- 
ment to be made, whether or not such payment is 
approved by his own judgment. 

‘his theory of the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury cannot be admitted. Every Secretary of 
the Treasury, as far as I am informed, has practically 
recognized it to be his duty to pass upon all claims 
as far as they are brought to his notice; and in no 


instance in the history of the Government has this 
power on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury 
been waived. , TERP 

Such is my conviction of the necessity for its occa- 
sional exercise that I shall do nothing calculated 
to impair the authority of the Department in this 
particular, * * * * 4% *% % # 

Atter careful consideration, I am of opinion that 
the act of July 27,1861, does not authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the claim of the State 


of Kentucky. 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have very little to add 
to what has been read as the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on this point, 
It is seen that it is held by the Secretary of the 
Treasury that while these troops when they 
were first employed were employed to protect 
the rear of General Sherman’s army, during 
a considerable portion of the time for which 
thé accounts were made up to the accounting 
officers of the ‘Treasury Department, they were 
actually employed in doing police duty for the 
State of Kentucky; they were not guardin 
the rear of General Sherman’s army, an 
indeed there was no need of these State troops 
for the purposes of the United States in the 
prosecution of the war, but they were needed 
simply to keep quietin the State of Kentucky— 
a legitimate subject of expense to the State of 
Kentucky, and not chargeable to the United 
States. 

Now, in view of the fact that the account as 
made up by the War Department hitherto and 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment included the entire period of their 
service until they were mustered out by State 
authority, some of them as late as October, 
1865, it is alleged that the payment of $525, 
258 72 is more than is actually due and more 
than the United States is bound to pay under 
the laws governing the subject. With this view 
the amendment is proposed which will open 
the subject, cause it to be reéxamined by com- 
petent persons, and ascertained for how large 
a partof this sum the United States is in equity 
and by the lawindebted to the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky. The object of the amendment 
is simply this, and nothing more» it is to do 
Justice to Kentucky under the law of July 27, 
1861, and in accordance with the law which 
was passed on this subject on the 17th of April, 
1866, in regard to the State of Missouri; 
whereas it is claimed that if this full amount 
was paid, more would be granted for services 
rendered to the State of Kentucky than to other 
States in like circumstances. Í trust that if 
we do anything with the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky it will be to substitute 
for it the amendment which I have offered, 
which is carefully drawn with a view to the 
circumstances of the case, and to ascertain 
what is justly and equitably due, and then 
adopt that if we do not decide to table the 
original proposition. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be no appro- 
priation made, but simply provision made for 
the appointment of a commission to examine 
the Kentucky claims, I think that provision has 
no place on this bill, and should not be pub 
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upon it unless it is in such a form that we are 
prepared to adopt it. The substitute offered 
by the Senator from South Carolina is nota 
full one. It is notso faira bill, in my opinion, 
for the State of Kentucky as the West Vir- 
ginia bill, to which | have had reference. For 
example, it provides that there shall be a lim- 
jtation against payment for any service since 
the Ist of May, 1865. I would rather express 
no opinion on that point, for I know that the 
condition of Kentucky was much disturbed 
throughout the summer of 1865. I believe the 

United States commander had his headquarters 

at Louisville, and he may have had these troops 

called out to preserve the peace of Kentucky 
after that time, and I am not prepared to say 
. that the expenses allowed to Kentucky should 

be limited to the Ist of May, 1865. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Kentucky 
for one that if he will prepare a bill substan- 
tially like that for Indiana or West Virginia 
or the Kansas bill, I will vote for it, and I 
think there will be no opposition to getting it 
through in the morning hour. Such a bill 
ought to be passed, because Kentucky has 
more or less a just claim, but Ido not think 

: either the original amendment or the substi- 
> tute should go upon this bill. Therefore I 
move to lay the amendment and the substitute 
upon the table. 

_ Mr. STEVENSON. 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from South Carolina, I 

resume, was dictated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. è 

Mr. STEVENSON. A more unjust amend- 
ment was never offered in the Senate of the 
United States. It is a usurpation of power 
that must be attended with evil consequences 
when any Secretary of the Treasury shall 
undertake to ride rough-shod over not only 
his own accounting officers against law, but 
over the War Department. Why does the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and upon what 
+ ground does the Senator from South Carolina 
uphold the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
daring attempt to say, ‘I will not listen to 
the War Department; its statements are un- 
true?’ By what warrant of authority does 
the Secretary of the Treasury undertake to 
contradict officers of the Army whose state- 
ments have beer read to the Senate? Let me 
tell my honorable friend from South Carolina, 
for I propose to show him the injustice of 
which he is attempted to be made the instru- 
ment by the Secretary of the Treasury—— 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
|. a moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was not aware there was 
any statement in anything which was read here 
from the Secretary of the Treasury which dis- 
credits the statements made by officers of the 
War Department. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I say it does, and I 

propose to show my honorable friend that it 
: does. I propose to stamp upon Mr. Boutwell 
this act of injustice, and I intend to show his 
prejudice towards the State that I represent. 

He undertakes to say that no service was 
rendered under United State officers by State 
troops in 1865, and the Senator from South 
Carolina proposes in his amendment to stop 
all inquiry, to take away from us the power to 
show that we rendered that service. It is pro- 
posed to cut us off so that we cannot have the 
power to show that. we rendered service after 
the 1st of May, 1865. Is that justice? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; if my friend will allow 
me, it is not stated that there was no service 
rendered; it is stated by the Secretary dis- 
tinctly to the contrary. He says: 

“A considerable portion of the service for which 


» reimbursement is asked was performed: after the 
surrender of Lee and Johnston; and the mustering 


I ask the Senator to 


‘statement is true, 


out of the troops was bæ State authority, and at 
various times from the 10th of January, 1865, until 
the 23d of October of the same year.” 

I do not wish to interject a speech into the 
speech of the Senator from Kentucky, but 
the point made is that they were doing State 
service and not United States service. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But the point I make 
upon the honorable Senator’s amendment is 
that he does not allow the State of Kentucky 
to show that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
mistaken. He assumes as a fact that no ser- 
vice was rendered after the 1st of May, 1865, 
to the United States by the State troops of 
Kentucky. But I propose now to stamp the 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury as 
absolutely untrue, by the statement of General 
Palmer. I will read it: 

“I was major general in the United States Army, 
and as such, commanded during a portion of the 
years 1865 and 1866 in the department of Kentucky. 
That State was in avery disturbed condition, being 
overrun by guerrillas, bushwhackers, and all other 
kinds of outlaws. The State maintained quite a 
force for some time which acted in conjunction with 
the United States troops in suppressing the disor- 
der attending upon the close of the war against the 
rebellion in these two years.” 

The Senator’s amendment cuts all that off. 
He does not permit us to show that; he does 
not allow us to show that General Palmer’s 
His amendment says no 
account shall be taken of service rendered 
after the lst of May, 1865. As my honorable 
friend from Indiana says, that would be the 
very acme of injustice. If you do not choose 
to pay us, at least let us show that the service 
was performed. I do not know that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has any more power 
than any other Secretary. I do not know that 
his ipse dixit is to contradict statements of 
men his peers in every particular. 

A strong hand and great prudence and judgment 
were required to keep peace and insure the safety 
of life and property in that State during this period. 
For the particulars of the service in which the State 
troops were engaged, I refer you to my orders, as I 
now suppose in the Adjutant General’s office. 

M. PALMER, 
Late Major General of the United States. 

Against that statement of General Palmer 
that in the years 1865 and 1866 the public safety 
required that these troops should be continued, 
that he gave his orders for that continuance, 
that they did render this service, is the more 
ipse dixit of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that the State of Kentucky’s hands shall be 
tied and she shall not be heard as to any ser- 
vices after the Ist of May, 1865. Now, I 
know the sense of justice of my honorable 
friend would revolt at that, but it only shows 
the temper and the spirit of the Secretary of 
the Treasury with which he was prejudiced 


against the State of Kentucky and against her |j 


claim. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President: 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
one moment. I beg to call the attention of 
the Senator from Kentacky to the circum- 
stance that these troops were mustered out 
by State authority, and I have yet to see any 
evidence that there was any consent of the 
United States to their being mustered out or 
that it was necessary. They were absolutely 
under State control at that time during the 
year 1865. We find it stated: ‘‘some, however, 
were mustered out by State authority ’’—this 
comes from the adjutant general’s authority— 
“ag late as the 23d of October of the same 
year.’’? These troops were undoubtedly at the 
time they were mustered in that year exclu- 
sively under State control. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I cannot see how they 
could be under State control when General 
Palmer says that both in 1865 and 1866 he 
took command of these troops, and he refers 
to his orders now in the Adjutant General’s 
office to show that he not only commanded 
them, but that their services were essential. 

Do not let us misunderstand each other. 
Suppose they were mustered out under State 
orders; but suppose we show by the Federal 


generals that from May to October, 1865, 
these troops were kept under arms by their di- 
rection; that just what Governor Palmer says 
is true; that they were essential to protect the 
public. peace, not only of the State, but that he 
himself in command and being the judge gave 
orders that they should be kept under arms; 
and suppose from May, 1865, to October, 1885, 
under United States officers they rendered this 
service, are they not entitled to be paid? 

The amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina cutsoffallthatinquiry. [fhe had pro- 
posed a full inquiry I should not have made so 
much objection; but I protest, not against my 
honorable friend, not against any Senator, not 
against anything that is said here, but against 
any official like the Secretary of the Treasury, 
against the examination, against the fidelity, 
against the labor of his own subordinates, 
against the examination of the War Depart- 
ment, entering his edict and sending forth his 
order that such and such things must be done. 

Mr. MORTON. I think the State of Ken- 
tucky ought to be allowed to show that after 
the 1st of May, in the year 1865, her militia 
was called out by the authority of an officer of 
the United States, General Palmer. How 
much she can show Ido not know. It may 
appear that General Palmer, although peace 
had been declared, took a different view of 
his authority as an officer of the United States 
from what he has lately taken of the authority 
of General Sheridan at Chicago. [Laughter. ] 
I have some knowledge of the disturbed state 
of Kentucky during the summer and part of 
the fall of 1865. Ithink the passage of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina might be unjust to Kentucky. Iam 
unwilling that the claim of Kentucky shall be 
adopted in the manner proposed by my friend 
from Kentucky. I think it ought to take the 
same course that the claims of other States 
were required to take, and he will have no 
difficulty in getting a bill through to that effect, 
‘Iam very sure. Therefore, I move to lay the 
substitute and the original amendment upon 
the table. , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment to let me 
say a word. 

Mr. MORTON. I will give one moment, 
but we ought to get through with this bill to- 


night. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. I know you ought to do 
it, but you do not want to do all the talking 
on your side. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Indiana withdraw the motion? 

Mr. MORTON. Fora moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not aceustomed to 
make long speeches to the Senate, and for the 
very good reason that it is difficult to get the 
Senate to listen even to short ones; but in the 
first place I wish to say a word for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United States. 
He is a man whom I have known a good 
while, and whom I never before knew to be 
accused of usurping authority. The people 
by law and by the Constitution have placed 
him at the gate of the people’s money, and 
they have confided to him the duty of resist- 
ing attempts to get that money in ways that he 
may think are not warranted by law. If in 
any case he may be guilty of an error in re- 
sisting unduly when he ought to have con- 
sented, the laws of the United States provide 
a means of redress; but he ought not to be 
assailed here or anywhere else even if he has 
committed an error, (which I deny,) for hav- 
fing committed that error under the circum- 
stances of this case. 

When a Secretary of the Treasury, to whom 
is confided this high and responsible duty of 
protecting the people’s money, he being the 
chief responsible person for it, finds that out 
of all the routine of all the Departments a claim 


i that has not been able to get through for years 
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on account of the legal difficulties in the way, 
suddenly gets hold of some plastic material 
that makes all things smooth in the War De- 
partment, all things smooth in the Auditor’s 
office, all things smooth in the Comptroller’s 
office, all things smooth in his own office, be- 
cause he happens accidentally to be away on 
that day, and comes home in season to arrest 
that performance, I say that the people of 
Kentucky who believe in the justice of their 
claim ought, as a part of this nationality, to 
thank him rather than to condemn him for 
stopping that payment, in order that the peo- 
ple of Kentucky may not be subjected to the 
unjust suspicion and reproach of having had 
their agents manipulate a claim which they 
believed to be just through all these Depart- 
ments in one day on account of the absence of 
the chief officer. So much for the Secretary. 

Now, Mr. President, as to this war after 
May, 1865. ‘The Senator from Indiana has 
said that he is not sure but that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina may 
do an injustice to the State of Kentucky. J 
undertake to say that there is no law of the 
United States which authorized any general, 
be he the General-in-Chief or the Lieutenant 
General, or any subordinate, to call into the 
service of the United States and to make the 
United States responsible for any troops in 
the State of Kentucky after the Ist day of 
June, 1865. l, therefore, any officer of the 
Army of the United States after that time 
called into the service of the United States 
for use in the State of Kentucky, for the pres- 
ervation of peace there, and the preservation 
of the peace of the United States there, if you 
please, the troops of Kentucky, it was known 
to the authorities of Kentucky, who responded 
to that call, that he had no authority to make 
it under the law; it was known to them that 
he was calling upon them to do a duty which 
belongs to every State to do, and that is, to 
oe the peace within its borders without 
federal jurisdiction, and in a case in which 
the Federal jurisdiction had no right to inter- 
vene, until the Governor, in the absence of 
the Legislature, or the Legislature, if in ses- 
sion, should have called upon the executive 
authority of the United States for that assist- 
ance. 

Therefore I think it is not so clear as my 
friend from Indiana supposes it may be that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina is wrongs; but at the same 
time if it might be, it is much better, as my 
friend from Indiana suggests, that we should 
dispose of this whole subject on this particu- 
lar deficiency bill in the way he has indicated. 

Mr. MORTON. I renew my motion. 

Mr. SCEVENSON. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Vermont why he says there 
was no authority after the lst day of June, 
1865, to employ any State troops. 

Mr. MORTON. l insist upon my motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very ready to 
answer the question. I say it because it is 
the law, as I understand. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion is not debatable. -It is to lay the amend- 
ment and the amendment to the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. ANTHONY. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On this question the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. BLAIR] proposed 
to pair with myself, and I proposed to him 
to pair him with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Cragin,] who has gone to New 
York, Unless the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has made some other pair, I therefore 
announce for him that the Senator from Mis- 
souri is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 


Mr. CORBETT. I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis.] He 
would vote ‘nay’? on this motion, I presume, 
and I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The call of the roll having been con- 
cluded, 

Mr. COLE. Having paired with my colleague, 
[Mr. Casserty, ] who is out temporarily, who 
would vote in the negative and I in the afirma- 


: } 
tive, I vote ‘‘nay,’’ on the same side as my | 


colleague would vote if he were here, in order 
to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 13; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 


ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, |; 


Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Nyc, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sawyer, 
Scott, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—26. | 

NAY S—Messrs. Cole, Cooper, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hill, Hiteheock, Kelly, Lewis, 
Ransom, Rice, Stevenson, Vickers, and West—L3. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Brownlow, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Hamilton 
ot Texas, Johnston, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill o 
Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Robert- 
gon, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and 
Trumbull—35. 

So the amendments were laid on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The bill is still 
open to amendment, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move an 
amendment on page 25, to come in at the bot- 
tom of that pase after the word ‘‘ delegate ;’’ 
in line six hundred and four, to insert the 
words ‘and two copies to the Library of Con- 
gress.’? That relates to the Official Gazette 
printed for the Patent Office, copies of which 
ought to go into the Library of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. On page 3I 
move to insert after line fifty-five: 


To cnable the disbursing agent of the Joint Com- 
mitteo on the Library to balance sundry fractional 
overdrafts in the following years: for the fiscal 
years 1871 and 1872, $257 08, the same to be placed to 
the credit of the funds named in the amount spe- 
cified to each, namely, fund for purchase of books 
$12 98; fund for purchase of law books, $25 79; fund 
for purchase of periodicals, $265; fund for ex- 
change of public documents, $6.70: fund for repairs, 
&€., of buildings in Botanie Garden, $75 17; fund 
for improving Botanic Garden, $125; fund for con- 
tingent expenses of tho library, $8 79, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT. I move the following 
amendment, to come in on page 88, after line 
seven hundred and eighty-eight: 

That all persons born in the district of country 
formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United States at 
this time, are citizens of the United States in the 


saine manner as if born elsewhere in the United 
States. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is that in 
order 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 


order, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is not 
this an appropriation bill? The Senator from 
California [Mr. Casserty] is absent who took 
some exceptions this morning to the bill of 
the Senator from Oregon, and he would no 
doubt discuss it if he were here. I suppose 
it would take him by surprise, as it would the 
Senate generally, to see an amendment of that 
kind put on an appropriation bill. I move to 
lay it on the table. 7 

The motion was not agreed to. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand this to be 
the bill of the Senator from Oregon in relation 
to citizenship. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is a per- 
fectly correct proposition in itself. I was gur- 


F j 
i prised and sorry this morning that atiy gentle: 
| man should have objected to it. should 
be willing to take the earliest opportunity tg 
asaist the Senator from Oregon to pass it into 
a law; but I do not think it right to put it 
on a deficiency bill. Therefore I shall vote 
against it. . : 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CARPENTER andothers. Let us vote, 

The question being taken on the amendment 
by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 26, nays 12; 
as follows: 


i of Connecticut, Flanagan, Gil 
| Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, 
; Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Robert- 
| son, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, 
| Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, an 
| ‘Lrumbull—36, 


|! So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I have 
been requested by the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayanp,] who was obliged to retire from 
the Chamber in consequence of indisposition, 
to offer an amendment. It is intended to 
avoid the covering into the Treasury of a cer- 
tain amount of money appropriated for the 
construction of the pier at Lewes, Delaware, 
He said there would be no objection to it, 
They are now progressing with the work and 
expect to finish itina short time. The amend- 
ment makes no appropriation of money at all. 
It is simply to insert the following section: 

That the appropriation for building a pier at 
Lewes, Delaware, contained in sections twelve and 
thirteen of the act approved July 15, 1870, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
| penses of the Government for the year ending Juné 


| 30, 1871, and for other purposes,” be, and the same 
is hereby, continued until June 30, 1873. . 


Mr. COLE. I think that ought not to be 
adopted. 

Several SENATORS, 
right. 

Mr. COLE, The same application will be 
made in reference to all the appropriations for 
works of like character, and they are innumer: 
able. If the appropriation should lapse, it 
can be reappropriated, and the same course 
pursued in regard to this work as others. 

Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland. They are 
working on this pier now, and it is not desir- 
able that the appropriation should lapse. ‘The 
appropriation is sufficient, I understand, to 
complete the work. There will be no difficulty 
about that, as I understand from the Senator 
from Delaware. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I had my attention called 
to this matter, and from the peculiar circum- 
stances of this case I do believe there is no 
other one like it. I think the: amendment 
ought to be adopted, 

Mr. COLE. I have here the tenth section 
of the deficiency bill of last year which is very 
brief, It is a provision of the same kind as 
this, extending the appropriation to 1872. I 
will not read it, but merely state it. I think 
there is no use in extending this appropriation 
from year to year in this way, making it an 
exception over all others. 

Mr. SAWYER. LIwish tostate with regard 
to this appropriation, that the bill making it 
originally was the only bill that was ever intro- 
duced and passed here by the late Senator 
from Delaware Mr. Willard Saulsbury, and 
I hope it will be allowed to pass now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HITOHCOCK. I offer the following 
amendment, to be inserted ag an additional 
paragraph in the bill: 


To enable the Secretary of the T ry to pay 
the annual salary of the United States 1 marshal in 


That amendment is 
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Nebraska from the date of the admission of the 
Stato, atthe rate of $200 per annum, $1,100, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

I desire to state that this is to correct an 
omission in the act creating our judicial dis- 
trict. That act refers to the act of 1853, and 
omits the salary by mistake. The Committee 
on Appropriations have consented to the 
amendment, and J trust there will be no objec- 
tion to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting after line one hundred and ninety- 
. three, page 9, the following: 
<. To supply a deficiency in the appropriations for 

printing, binding, and office rent in the Territory 
of Dakota, $6,000. 

This is for printing and the rent of two 
buildings. I send to the desk a communica- 
tion from the Comptroller to show what it is, 
which I ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
First COMPTROLLER’ S OFFICE, 
January 20, 1872, 

Sır: I have the honor herewith to transmit the 
estimate of Colonel George A. Batchelder, secretary 
“of the Territory of Dakota, of deficiency of appro- 
à priation for legislative expenses, &c., for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1871, and for deficiency for the 
~ expenses of his office for the present fiscal year. 
» The appropriation for the fiscal year 1871 being ex- 
hausted, and none having been made for the fiscal 
year 1872, I respectfully recommend appropriations 
for the amounts as asked for in his letter. 

Very respectfully, yours, & 


Ca. 
WILLIAM HEMPHILL JONES. 


Hon. JAMES A. GARFIELD, S 
Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to enter 
a motion to reconsider what is known as the 
Morrill amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
‘from New Jersey moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment known as the Morrill 
amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Sen- 
: ator to wish only to enter his motion, not to 
: call it up at this moment. 
> The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 

did not understand from the Senator whether 
he wanted action now or not. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator says he does 
not want action now. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will 
ehange that to a motion for an executive 
session. : 

Mr. CONKLING. I will if my friend will 
. agree that when we get into executive session 
he will not move to adjourn over until Monday. 
He is a little artistic in that. 

Mr. SPENCER. I shall not make that 
motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is it in 
order to move an adjournment until Monday 
next? If so, I make that motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. That motion is not in 
order while there is another motion pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can only 
be considered by unanimous consent or by 
laying the pending question ‘on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING., [I object to it if it is not 
in order. i 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to give notice of 
an amendment to the pending bill, and move 
its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
so referred. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. CONKLING, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of éxecutive 
business; and after five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, 
: and (at six o'clock and twenty five minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 26, 1872. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. M. TRIMBLE, of Columbus, Ohio. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 
an error in the Journal of Wednesday cor- 
rected. I see I am reported in yesterday’s 
Globe as not voting for the second amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman} 
to the first section of the substitute for the 
Goat Island bill, when in fact I was present 
and voted for the amendment. The amend- 
ment reads as follows: 


Add to the first section of the substitute these 
words: 

But no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Centra) Pacific Railroad Company shall 
have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the sums paid by the United States as interest on 
the bonds issued by the United States for the bene- 
fitof said company, and now remaining unpaid, 
namely, the sum of $5,089,215, 


I desire the correction to be made so as to 
make the Journal conform to the facts. I was 
anxious to have the amendment made part of 
the bill. 

ST. JOSEPH BRIDGE COMPANY. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, 
by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 1014) 
to authorize the St. Joseph Bridge-Building 
Company to mortgage its bridge, with the 
appurtenances and the franchises. relating 
thereto, was taken from the Speaker's table, 
and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That the first section of the act entitled “ An ac 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri river, at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,” 
approved March 5, 1872, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That itshall be lawful for the 
St. Joseph Bridge-Building Company, 2 corpora- 
tion organized for that purpose under the general cor- 
poration laws of the State of Missouri, or its assigns, 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri river at or 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, and to lay on and over 
said bridge railway tracks for the more perfect con- 
nection of any and all railways that are now, or which 
may hereafter be, constructed to the Missouri river 
ator near St. Joseph, or to the river on the opposite 
side of the same near St. Joseph; and build, erect, 
and lay on and over said bridge ways for wagons, 
vehicles of al] kinds, and for the transit of animals, 
and to provide ways for foot passengers, and to keep 
up, maintain, and operate said bridge for the pur- 
poses aforesaid; and that when said bridge is con- 
structed, all trains of all railroads terminating at 
said river, and on the opposite side thereof, at or 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, shall be allowed to cross 
said bridge for reasonable compensation, to be made 
to the owners of the same, under the limitations and 
conditions hereafter named. The owners of said 
bridge may also charge and receive reasonable com- 
pensation or tolis for the transit over the said bridge 
of all wagons, carriages, vehicles, animals, and foot 
passengers. 

Sxc. 2. That the fifth section of the act of which 
this is amendatory be, and the same is hereby, 
amended, so as to read as follows: 


> 
t 


Sec. 5. That the St. Joseph Bridge-Building Com- | 


pany, after the passage of this act, shall not have 
the right to assign the charter which said company 
now holds by assignment from the St, Joseph and 
Denver City Railroad Company, and which wag 
granted to said last-named company by virtue of 
an act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, to any 
other company, person, or persons; nor shali said 
bridge-building company be permitted, under the 
said charter so obtained as aforesaid from the St. 
Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company, to con- 
struct any other bridge than the one now being con- 
structed at St. Joseph, Missouri: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this section contained shall prevent 
the said bridge-building company from mortgaging 
said charter and franchises held by it by assignment 
from the said railroad company, with the bridge con- 
structed or to be constructed thereunder, in the 
manner and for the purposes in and for which the 
said bridge-building company is or may be author- 
ized by or under the laws of the State of Missouri 
to rrortgage its property. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | 


1 it. 


DANIEL F. MILLER. 


Mr. McCRARY. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Elections to report. the follow- 
ing resolution: : 

Whereas there is due to Hon. Daniel F. Miller, for 
expenses incurred by him in prosccuting his claim 
to a seat in the House from the first district of Iowa, 


in 1850, the sum of $1,000 allowed by.a vote of the 


House of Representatives of July 29, 1850-— 

Mr. DAWES. I object to that resolution, 
and call for the regular order. 

Mr. McCRARY. I understand it is a priv- 
ileged report. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a privileged’ 
report. The question of compensation of 
contestants in the existing Congress being 
a privileged question has been decided both 
ways, but compensation for a contest in a 
former Congress the Chair considers a claim. 
If there were no objection, the Chair would be 
happy to entertain the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the objection. 

The Clerk again read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas there is due to Hon. Daniel F. Miller, 
for expenses incurred by him in prosecuting his 
claim to a seat inthe House from the first district 
of Iowa, in 1850, the sum of $1,000 allowed by a vote 
of the House of Representatives of July 29, 1850; and 
whereas, the said Miller has assigned his claim for 
said sum to the Madison Library Association, situ- 
ated at Port Madison, Lee county, Iowa, and has 
requested that the same be paid in public documents: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be, andhe is hereby, directed to furnish 
to the said Madison Library Association public doc- 
umentsto the value of $1,000, including a complete 
set of the Congressional Globe, to be paid for out of 
the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought the regular order 
had been called for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts waived it. 

Mr. DAWES. The law prescribes what 
shall be done with the contingent fund of the 
House, and it never contemplated this con- 
tingency. The contingent fund of the House 
is guarded by a special act, and it cannot be 
diverted by a resolution of the House,although 
it can, of course, by an act of Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to the 
resolution, and demand the regular order of . 
business. 

DR. JOHN EMILIO HOUARD. 


The SPEAKER, The regular order being 
calied for, the House now resumes the consid- 
eration of the preamble and resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
coming over from yesterday as unfinished 
business. The previous question has been sec- 
onded and the main question ordered; and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] 
is entitled to the floor for one hour to close the 
debate. 

Mr. WILLARD, Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a moment, that I may have printed 
a portion of a document in my hand? 

Mr. BANKS. Iwill do so. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the hour now running? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WILLARD. I ask to have printed in 
the Globe, in connection with this debate, 
some extracts from the argument of Judge 
Hoar, of Massachusetts, on demurrer, before 
the mixed commission on American and British 
claims, in the case of Anthony Barclay vs. The 
United States. 

No objection was made; and the order was 
accordingly ordered. 

The extracts are as follows: 

I. National character of Anthony Barclay. 


For about twenty-five years the claimant bas had 
a permanent domicile outside his native country, 
Great Britain, In 1858 he acquired a permanent 
domicile in Georgia, and continued that domicile 
during the time covered by the treaty, namely, from 
April 18, 1861, to April 9, 1865. He became the owner 
of real estate in Georgia, in his own name, by abso- 
lute title. On the principal plantation he had bis 
permanent residence with his family. He was em~ 
ployed as a planter and cultivator of the soil, invest- 
ing capital in it and drawing his subsistence from 
He had no domicile anywhere else, and there is 
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no pretense of a purpose of abandoning his domicile. 


Tt was not a commercial, but a personal domicile. | 


‘All the labor, industry, skill, and capital he had 
wore invested by him inthe soil of this territory. 
The facts stated in this claim make the strongest 
cage imaginable of permanent, absolute domicile. 
Under such circumstances, an inhabitant is a sub- 
ject of the sovereignty within which he lives. e 
and his property are alike subject to all taxes and 
imposts which that sovereign may or might choose 
to impose for purposes of peace or of war. (2 Kent's 
Com., sec. 25, p. 63; 3Greenl. Ev., sec 239; Halleck’s 
Int. Law, 717, sec. 29; 702, sec. 7; 705, sees. 12,13, 14; 
Twiss’s Int. Law, ii, 233, 298-99; i, 82, 83: Woolsey’s 
Int. Law, sec. 67, 168; Act 1863, ch. 75, sec, 1; Act 
1864, ch. 13, sec. 6: Proclamation by President, 6th 
August, 1861, and 24 April, 1863; Wheaton’s Int, 
Law, (Dana’s ed.,) secs. 321-24; Story’s ‘Confl. of 
Laws, sec. 68; Kent’s Com., (abridged ed.,) i, 217, 
209. ‘Phe Francis, 1 Gall., 314; ‘The Ann Green, 1 
Gali., 267; ‘Phe Joseph, 1 Gall.,568; Indian Chief, 3 
Rob., 12; Citto, 3 Rob., 38; Charming Betsy, 2 Or., 
64; Venns, 8 Cr., 253: Mrs. Alexander’s Cotton, 2 
Wall., 417; Peterhotf,5 Wall., 60; Venice, 2 Wall,, 
274; Ann Catherine, 5 Rob., 167.) Pee 
An inhabitant, so domiciliated, owes civil and 
political allegiance to the Jocal sovereignty, unless 
as against, the sovereignty of his birth. This alle- 
giance and obligation have no limits or qualifica- 
tions; and the mere fact that he may not have gone 
through the forms of naturalization would be, under 
the circumstances of his case, immaterial, It would 
furnish no answer to that sovereignty if it should see 


fit to make the same demand upon him as upon its | 


native or naturalized citizens, for civil or military 
service in person, or contributions from his prop- 
erty, movable or immovable, for the oxigencies of 
peace or war. (Citations, 1 supra.) 

No power could call in question these absolute 
rights of the local sovereign, unless it be the sov- 
eroignty of this inhabitant’s birth. Such a question 
could not bo settled by the municipal law of the sov- 
ereignty of his birth, but by tho law of nations. In 
the present state of the law of nations it is extreme- 
ly doubtful if there are any circumstances which 
would justify the sovereignty of his birth in inter- 
foring for his protection. Jf there be any it would 
be such as furnished proof that the local sovereign 
in some way attacked, through this porson, the sov- 
oreiguty of his birth. Such would bo, for instance, 
laws or ucts discriminating against tho claimant on 
xecount of his nativity, or connection with the coun- 
try of his birth, or in derogation of rights of that 
country as recognized by international law. (Whea- 
ton’s Int. Law, (Dana’s ed.,) n, 49, p. 145, eases aris- 
ing out of bombardment of Greytown; Wheaton’s 
Int, Law, (Dana’s ed.,) n. 49, p. 145, cases arising out 
of bombardinent of Antwerp; Twisgs’s Lut. Law, i, p. 
33; Hallock's Int, Law, p. 691; Whiting on War Pow- 
ers, (ed. of deri pp. 335, 337, doc, cited; Lord Pal- 
morston’a speech on the Greytown case, 19th June, 
1857, (Hansard, 3d series, vol. 146, p.41;) Sir Richard 
Bothell’s speech, same subject, (ib., p. 49:) Lord John 
Russell’s speovh, samo subjoct, (7b., p.56;) Lord Pai- 
mergton’s speech on compensation for property of 
British merchants destroyed, at Uleaborg, (ib., pp. 
1045, 1046;) Vattel, (Guilluumin’s ed., 1803,) ii, p. 49, 
the Leghorn caso; Lord Palmerston's speech on the 
caso nt Leghorn, (Hansard, 3d series, vol, 113, p.635;) 
the dispatch from Princo Schwartzouberg to Baron 
Hatter, April 14, 1850, respecting the altair at Leg- 
horn, and tho dispatch from Count Nesselrode to 
Baron Brunow, May 2, 1850, on the same subject. 
(These dispatches are found in a Spanish-American 
publication, Torres Caicedo Union Latino-Americana, 
pp. 343, 348;) Opinion of Attorney General Stanbery 
on the bombardmont of Valparaiso, (Opinions of 
Att. Gen., vol, 12, p. 21;) Corres nondence between 
Mr. Maroy und Count Sartiges, (ix. Doe. No.9, Son- 
ate, Thirty-Vifth Congress, first session.) 


Karl Granville to Lord Lyons. 


Forrias Orvicn, January 11, 1871. 
My Lorn: I have received your excellency’s dis- 
pateh of the 6th instant, inclosing a lotter from Mr. 
Kirby, an English gentioman established with his 
family at La Forte Imbault, complaining of the con- 
duct of the German troops in making requisitions on 
his property; und I have to instruct you to acquaint 
that gentleman that much as her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment regret the inconvenience and loss to which he 
«ud hisfamily were exposed, it is out of their power 
to interfere to obtain any redress for him, inasmuch 
as foreigners residing in a country which is the seat 
of war are equally liable with the natives of that 
country to have requisitions levied on their prop- 
erty by the belligerents. 
Tam, &e., , GRANVILLE. 
Earl Granville to Mr. West, March 1, 1871, re- 
specting claims generally of British subjects domi- 
ciled in France during the Franco-German war; let- 
ter of Mr. Hammond, March 28, 1871, directed by 
Lord Granville on same subject. (This correspond- 
ence will be found in Blue Book for 1871 on Franco- 
German war.) 
it is not necessary to citizenship that i- 
ciled inhabitant should have the right rome 
hold political office. Whether heor any other in- 
habitant, native or of foreign birth, has those rights 
or not under the sovereignty under which they 
lived, and to what, extent and for what purposes, 
political or economical, is a matter depending upon 
the discretion of that sovereignty, and changeable 
at any time. (Citations, supra.) 
Whether this claimant had or exercised right of 
voting or holding office for any and what purposes 
under the confederate authorities does not appear, 


i 


A local sovereign has the right to the personal 
services of such domiciled inhabitant for police pur- 
poses and for defense in war, unless in case of war 
against the nation of his birth. No power can 
object, unless it be the sovereignty of his birth, and 
that sovereignty could not object except upon 
grounds previously stated, of discrimination against 
the inhabitant on account of and in derogation of 
that sovereignty. (Documents and citations, supra.) 


Mr. BANKS addressed the House. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. AMBLER. I move to lay the reso- 
lution and the pending amendments on the 
table. 

Mr. BANKS. I wish to withdraw my 
amendment which I offered last night to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

There was no objection, and Mr. BANKS 
withdrew his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. AMBLER. After consulting with my 
colleague on the committee and others who 
desire a direct vote on the amendment and the 
resolution, I will withdraw the motion to lay 
the resolution and the amendment upon the 
table. 

The first question was upon the amendment 
of Mr. BrneHam, to add to the resolution the 
following: 


Unless it shall be made to appear, upon investi- 
gation, to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment, that said Houard had been held for and duly 
convicted of an offense committed by him within 
the jurisdiction of Spain, and has been prosecuted 
therefor undor the authority of law and according 
to the regular course of proceeding usual in like 
cases, and that the privileges secured to citizens of 
the United States by the seventh article of the 
treaty of the United States with Spain, dated 27th 
October, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
on his trial. 


The question was put; and there were—ayes 
118, noes 19. 
* So the amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution reported from the committee as 
amended, 

Mr. AMBLER. Upon that question I ask 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Can the resolution be 
divided in such a way as to allow us to vote 
on that part which affirms that the citizen’s 
rights should be protected and that proposi- 
tion which affirms that this man is a citizen? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We can demand 
a scparate vote on the preamble. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Task for a separate vote 
on the preamble. 

The SPEAKER. Then the yeas and nays 
will be considered as applying simply to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, as amended, was read as 
follows: 


Whereas Dr. John Emilio Houard has, after one 
year’s imprisonment, and trial by a military court- 
martial, been convicted of complicity in an insur- 
rection against the Spanish Government in the 
island of Cuba, and, upon said conviction, has been 
transported to a penal colony of Spain for the term 
of eight years, from which conviction, sentence, and 
punishment he appeals for protection to the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and whereas it appears, 
first, that said Houard was a native-born citizen of 
the United States; second, that he never renounced 
his allegiance as such citizen, but, on the contrary, 
has claimed to be, and has been enrolled by the 
officers of the Government of the United States as a 
citizen of the United States: third, that it is not 
shown by any form of proof that he ever became, 
by any act, asubject or citizen of the Government 
of Spain; and whereas it further appears that his 
trial, sentence, and punishment have been in dis- 
regard and violation of his undoubted rights as a 
citizen of the United States, under the Constitution 
and laws thereof, and the treaty of October 27, 1795, 
between the United States and Spain: Therefore, | 

Be it resolved, That, in the judgment of this House, 
the said John Emilio Houard was, and is, a citizen 
of the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and, as such, is entitled to all 
and every protection from this Government, and 
in the opinion of this House, the President should 
promptly demand his unconditional release and the 
restoration of his property, which has been confis- 
cated to the use of the Spanish Government, unless 
it shall be made to appear, upon investigation, to 
the satisfaction of the executive department, that 
said Houard had been held for and duly convicted 
of an offense committed by him within the jurisdic- 
tion of Spain, and has been prosecuted therefor 


l 


under the authority of law and aecording to the 
regular course of procecdings usual in like cases, 
and that the privileges secured to citizens of the 
United States by the seventh article of the treaty. 
ofthe United States with Spain. dated 27th Octo. 
ber, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded on 
his trial. g 7 i 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 148, nays 43, not vot: 
ing 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Banks, Beck, Bell, Bingham, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 


Burdett, Campbell, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- `> 


ger, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Critcher, Crocker, 
Crossland, Darrall, Davis, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duell, Duke, Dununell, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, 
Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hal- 
sey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, John W, 
Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hol- 
man, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, 
Ketcham, King, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, 
Lowe, Marshall, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, 
McHenry, McIntyre. McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Packer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, Bli 
Perry, Porter, Price, Rainey, Randall, Read, Ed- 
ward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Sloss, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Stoughton, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, 
Terry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne. Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M. Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—143, 

NAYS—Mesers, Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Bigby, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Burchard, Freeman 
Clarke, Coburn, Dawes, Donnan, Finkelnburg, Frye, 
Garfield, Hale, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, 
Lansing, Maynard, McJunkin, Merriam, Monroe, 
Orr, Packard, Palmer, Peters, Platt, Poland, Prindle, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Taffo, 
Upson, Wheeler, Willard, and John T. Wilson—43. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barnum 
Barry, Beveridge, Biggs, Boles, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Builer, Caldwell, Carroll, William 'T. 
Clark, Crebs, D> Large, Farnsworth, Charles Foster, 
Goodrich, Harm r. George E. Harris, Kerr, Kil- 
linger, Kinsella, Lynch, Manson, McClelland, Me- 
Kee, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morey, Morgan, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, 
Potter,, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shel- 
labarger, Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Van Trump, Wails, Warren, Williams of 
New York, and Young—54, 


So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BOLES said: I am paired on this ques- 
tion with Mr. Winuiams, of New York. If 
present, he would vote ‘‘ay’’ and I would vote 
‘no.’ ` 

Mr. L. MYERS. My colleagug Mr. Har- 
MER, is paired with Mr. AMES, of Massachu- 
setts. If present, my colleague would vote 
“ay” and Mr. Ames would vote ‘no.’ 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
ou the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
preamble, to which Mr. BixeHam had moved 
an amendment to strike out the words ‘‘ further 
appears,” in the last clause, and to insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘tis alleged ;’’ so that it 
would read as follows: 


And whereas itis alleged that his trial, sentence, 
and punishment have been in disregard and viola- 
tion of his undoubted rights as a citizen of the 
United States, under the Constitution and laws 
thereof, and the treaty of October 27, 1795, between 
the United States and Spain. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the pre- 
amble, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the preamble was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the reportof the committee of 
conference upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the amendment of the Senate 
to House bill No, 1060, making appropriations 
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for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
enses of the Government for the year ending 
Tie 30, 1873, and for other purposes. 
` The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed and requested the concur- 
yence of the House in a bill of the following 
title: 
A bill (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I propose, before moving 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
tariff bill—— 

Mr. BANKS. Icall for the regular order 
of business I want a morning hour for the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs on private bills. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means a bill to provide for the issue of 
. bonds. in lieu of destroyed or defaced bonds 
“of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular 

order. 

Mr. BANKS. I want a morning hour for 
private bills. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to cut of 
the morning hour during the discussion of the 
tariff. But it is evident that in order to have 
a morning hour we must either sit evenings, 
or meet an hour earlier in the day-time. I 
think that during the discussion upon the 

: tariff every member of the House would pre. 
fer to meet an hour earlier rather than to meet 
in evening sessions. For the purpose of test- 
ing the sense of the House upon that ques- 
tion I offer the following : 


Resolved, That on and after Monday next the 
House will meet at eleven o’clock a. m, until other- 
wise ordered. 


Mr. SARGENT. How long is general 
debate to run on the tariff bill? 

The SPEAKER. No order hasbeen made. 
Ts there objection to the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes ?] 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. Is not the resolution 


* order? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent, as the rule fixes the hour of daily meet- 
ing, and the gentleman’s proposition is equiv- 
alent to a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended and the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union upon the tariff biil. 

Mr. BANKS. Is that motion in order until 
after the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move, 
before the morning hour, to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon the special order. If 
the House shall agree to the motion it will be 
for the Committee of the Whole to determine 
what business it will proceed to consider. 

Mr. DICKEY. Pending that motion, I 
desire to offer a privileged resolution. 

Mr. BANKS. We have lost the morning 
hour of Friday for two weeks past. 

Mr. DAWES. If I could get the resolution 
adopted for the earlier meeting of the House 
I would withdraw my motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Pending the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole, I desire to 
move that all general debate on the tariff bill 
shall terminate at three o'clock on Tuesday 
next, 

Mr. WOOD. Each member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means desires one hour 
in general debate. I think other gentlemen 
should have an opportunity to discuss this 
question. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask that the rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indi- 
cate what rule? 

_Mr. BANKS. TI only speak from recollec- 
tion, that the motion of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawzs] 
is not in order until after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mis- 
taken ; the tariff bill is made a special order 


in 


after the morning hour. But that does not de- 
prive the gentleman from the right to move to 
suspend the rules and to go into Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union at any || 


time. After the House shall have resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, the committee 
‘can determine what business it shall take up 
and consider. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the House shall re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole to- 
day, would not the Private Calendar be first 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, unless the 
House shall so determine before going into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I submit to the House that 
under the circumstances there should be no 
objection to going into Committee of the 
Whole upon the subject of the tariff. I do 
not know that any Committee of Ways and 
Means since I have been in Congress has 
labored under such embarrassments as have 
beset the present committee in everything 
it has undertaken to bring before the House. 
I am willing to surrender the difficult posi- 
tion which has been assigned to me, and I 
think every member.of the committe is ready 
to do the same. But something at least is 
due by the House to our committee; and 
when the House has voted that from last 
Tuesday, to the exclusion of every other 
order, the tariff bill should be considered in 
Committee of the Whole until disposed of, 
it seems to me not an unreasonable request 
that the House now go into committee. The 
House, of course, will fix the time for term- 
inating debate. The only limit I want to 
put upon it is that which is most consistent 
with the dispatch of business. 

Here is my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Dickey] with a resolution in his hand for final 
adjournment on the 29th of May. 

Several MemBers. Wewill vote that down. 

Mr. DAWES. A resolution fixing that date 
for final adjournment has already passed the 
Senate and been referred in this House to the 
Committee of Waysand Means. Our commit- 
tee has considered the resolution; but until 
there has been some indication of the dis- 
position of the House upon the question of 
the tariff and other financial questions we do 
not feel at liberty to report it back. We are 
anxious to bring it back at the earliest possi- 
ble moment; but the country expects action 
of some kind upon thetariff question. Now I 
ask the House—— 

Mr. NIBLACK. I rise to a question of 
order, whether, as a matter of procedure, the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar does not to-day take pre- 
cedence of the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. } 

Mr. DAWES. I am aware that a majority 
of the House can determine that question— 
can say whether we shall go into Committee 
of the Whole upon the Private Calendar or 
upon, the tariff bill. I know that the rules 
give priority on this day to private business. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I believe I have the right 
to submit that motion in -preference to that 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. The question is for the 
House to decide. 

Mr. DICKEY. I desire to say a word. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
hag indicated that I intend to offer a resolu- 
tion (of which I gave him notice) for final 
adjournment on the 29th of May. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have had a resolu- 
tion of that kind before them for a month or 
six weeks. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
question of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. Of course you do. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
that there is no debatable question before the 
House. t 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 


I rise to aj 


I submit | 


i 
i 


Mr. BANKS.. I ask the Chair whether the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, will not cut off the morning hour 
indefinitely? 

The SPEAKER. That will be fòr the 
House to determine. 

Mr. BANKS. I mean if the House should 
sustain his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is within 
the power of the majority of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. ButI am sure that the House 
does not want to cut off the morning hour for 
the next two or three weeks. 

Mr. CONGER. I would inguire of the 
Chair whether a suspension of the rules does 
not require a two-thirds vote ? 

The SPEAKER. The rules themselves spe- 
cifically provide that a suspension of the rules 
to go into Committee of the Whole may be 
agreed to by a majority vote. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. DICKEY. I rise to a question of 
privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. Dicker] rises to a ques- 
tion more highly privileged than the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachasetts, [Mr. 
Dawes. | 

Mr. DICKEY. I desire to state——— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks} objects to debate. The 
Clerk will read the privileged resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives adjourn their respective Houses for 
the present session on Wednesday, the 28th of May 
next, at twelve o’clock m. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to 
say a word. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object unless I can also 
have unanimous consent to say a word. This 
privilege ought to be reciprocal. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is debat- 
able within narrow limits, upon considerations 
affecting the order of business. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I desire to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that the passage of this resolution 
would send it over to the Senate for con- 
sideration there. It would not be a concur- 
rence technically with the original resolution 
which has been passed by the Senate, and is 
now in the hands of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It is no violation of the secrets 
of that committee for me to say what I have 
already stated in substance, that the committee 
have considered the public business in con- 
nection with that resolution. They have had 
a conference with members of the other branch 
in reference to the public business, to ascer- 
i tain whether it is possible to close the session 
on the 29th of May. 

Ifthe House work from eleven to five o’clock, 
having a morning hour each day, the committee 
will not ask any evening session at present. 
They are of the belief that the public business 
can be carried through in time to adjourn on the 
29th of May. If we pass the resolution inthe 
Committee of Ways and Means, that takes it 
beyond any contingency or emergency, and the 
two Houses would be obliged to abandon here 
| onthe 29th of May whatever important measures 
! should be pendingand unfinished. Therefore 
as a matter of wisdom and precaution I think 
the House at this time should not determine 
when we are to adjourn. We ought not to 
| determine now that we shall adjourn on the 
29thof May. Thatisthe reason, Mr, Speaker, 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have 
| kept that resolution from the Senate until this 
time. It was not for the purpose of prolong- 
ing the session. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to make an in- 
quiry of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. How much time are we to 


understand is to be awarded for debate, and 
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for the consideration of the great question of 
the tariff? 

Mr. DAWES. It was the opinion of the 
committee there should be about one week’s 
general debate on the tariff. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Allow me to ask an- 
other question. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts but a moment ago proposed to cut 
off debate on this great question in which 
the whole country is so deeply interested, the 
great question of the session, on Tuesday next. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman did not hear 
my remarks. 5 . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They have had this 
question under consideration for five months, 
and yet they propose to cut off the debate on 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. DAWES. The motion I made was ac- 
cording to the opinion of the committee. The 
general opinion of the committee was at that 
time we were going into this debate last Tues- 
day. I propose the same time now, knowing 
if the House feel ditferently they can extend 
it; it was that I might indicate to the House 
the anxiety of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to take the shortest possible time. I 
propose to sit here to-morrow for that purpose, 
and to devote to it every day except the morn- 
ing hour, which is to be between eleven and 
twelve o’clock, the remainder of the day until 
up to five o’clock being devoted to the consid- 
eration of the tariff question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say that so 
far as I am concerned, or those for whom I 
speak, we are opposed to any adjournment 
until the question of the tariff is considered 
and acted on. 

Mr. DAWES. So am I, too. 

Mr. DICKEY. Having moved this reso- 
lution, I certainly am entitled to say a word in 
favor of it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I find 
this statement. in the morning papers, I wish 
to know if it is correct : 

“ Adjournment. — Soveral members have called 
upon the Ways and Means Committee to ascortain 
when they propose reporting the adjournment reso- 
lution, but failing to got a satisfactory answer, a 
movement will probably bo made to instruct the 
committee to report back the resolution. Tho Ad- 
ministration is anxious for the adjournment of 


Congress before the meeting of the Philadelphia 
convention,” 


Is that correct or not? 

Mr. DAWES. Iknow nothing about that. 

Mr. DICKEY. 1 believe Iam entitled to 
a moment, having moved the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania who moved the resolution is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DICKEY. I merely wish to hold the 
floor for a moment. This Committee of Ways 
and Means had a resolution precisely in char- 
acter with the one I now offer. It was sub- 
mitted to them three months ago. They have 
been during thosc three months, indeed through 
the entire session, incubating the tariff pro- 
posed. We have the result of that incubation 
beforeus. This proposition reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and which they 
have hatched out, is to be taken as the views 
of the House on this question. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

r. DICKHY. In view of the fact I have 
stated I hold the House is just as able to vote. 
on my resolution now as at any other time. 

Mr. COX. Is debate in order on a resolu- 
tion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. A resolution for final ad- 
ournment is debatable within certain limits, 
tis in order to debate in reference to the con- 
dition of the public business. 

Mr, COX. If the resolution is debatable, 
we on this side of the House will have an 
opportunity to say something. 

Mr. DICKEY. The result of that long 
incubation on the part of the Committee of 
Ways and Means is now before the House. 
The public business is before the House. The 


Committee of Ways and Means do not pro- 
pose to report anything further. We are as 
competent to tell whether we can dispose of 
the tariff in a month as they are. I do not 
believe that when the House of Representa- 


tives referred that resolution to them for con-, 


sideration they charged the Committee of 
Ways and Means with the full control of that 
question. : p r 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Irise to a point of 
order. Members are so crowding around the 
gentleman who is addressing the House that 
we in this part of the Hall cannot hear him. 

The SPEAKER. Members will please re- 
sume their seats, 

Mr. DICKEY. I believe this is the first 
time in my life when any one supposed that I 
could not talk loud enough to be heard. 
[ Laughter. ] . 

I wish to say, in answer to the suggestion of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that a great emergency might perhaps 
arise, and that, having consented to the Senate 
resolution, we would then be incompetent to 
consider that emergency. Joint resolutions for 
the adjournment of the Senate and House of 
Representatives have been frequently reconsid- 
ered by the joint action of both Houses. The 
time has been extended in former instances, and 
the same thing can be done again. Butif we fix 
a day certain, and work up to that day. not- 
withstanding all the labor which would have 
to be bestowed upon this immense production 
of the Committee of Ways and Means which 
they have submitted to the House, I think that 
by adopting this suggestion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawxzs,] and meet- 
ing each day an bour earlier and adjourning an 
hour later, we might possibly get through in a 
month. IJ would remind the House that the 
appropriation bills are further in advance 
than they have ever been in any previous Con- 
gress at this stage of the session. 

Now, as regards the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworra, ] that 
somebody has found out that it is the wish of 
the Administration that Congress shall adjourn 
before the 5th of June, that is quite new to me. 
It is quite novel. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is not my sug- 
gestion, but the suggestion of a newspaper, and 
a newspaper friendly to the Administration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind 
gentlemen that he must confine the debate on 
this resolution within narrow limits. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. FARNSWORTH] has read a statement 
in a newspaper article which may or may not 
be all right. But I say the public business of 
the country can be done in a month if we 
choose to do it. The country expects Con- 
gress to do its business and go home ; and the 
sooner they go home the more will the coun- 
try bless them, as will the Almighty, who rules 
the destiny of all nations. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Amen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DICKEY. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution I have submitted. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.]} 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. This proposi- 
tion for the adjournment of Congress before 
we can practically act upon the reduction of 
revenue at all naturally enough comes from 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who represents what is sometimes called the 
é nickel district.” 

Mr. DICKEY. But I am willing to give 
up the duty on nickel if you will only adjourn. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The thirty 
cents bounty on nickel—— 

Mr. DICKEY. [am willing to make nickel 
free if you will only adjourn. (Laughter. ] 

, Mr. ELDREDGE. Pat that in your resolu- 
tion. [Laughter.] 

` Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The thirty 
cents duty on nickel, which enters into our 


-and if the 


plated ware of all kinds, spoons, forks, &., 
the gentleman desires naturally enough to 
keep at that figure. He wishes everybody 
who uses plated ware in the country to contrib- 
ute thirty cents a pound to the district which he 
represents in this House. But other honorable 
gentlemen from other States fully comprehend 
this, and therefore can account for the natural 
anxiety of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
fix an early adjournment. 

Mr. DICKEY. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a single word ? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does any report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means propose a 
reduction on nickel? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must call the 
attention of the House to the position of this 
question. The resolution of final adjourn- 
ment, being privileged, may at any time be 
moved, as now, taking the chairman ofthe Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means off the floor on 
a motion to suspend the rules for the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole. If the 
debate should be allowed to extend so as to 
bring in the tariff discussion, it is an abuse of 
the privilege, and the Chair must restrain such 
a debate. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope I may 
be allowed to answer the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in the matter of nickel. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was endeavor- - 
ing to restrain the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania as he is now endeavoring to restrain the 
gentleman from New York. ‘he only appro- 
priate debate on a resolution for final adjourn- 
ment ig that which relates to the state of the 
public business, and can only be indulged 
within very narrow limits. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I propose, 
then, more seriously to address the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope the gentleman 
will be allowed to answer the question about 
nickel. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. In April 
last, in an address which [ made to the House, 
I pronounced—I need not say predicted—that 
ĮI was satisfied from the returns then before 
the country that at the end of the fiscal year 
$100,000,000 of taxation would have been 
levied upon the people more than was neces- 
sary for the expenditures of the Government. 
The report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shows my prediction to have been not only 
correct, but in point of fact 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order. 
I submit that itis not in order to debate the 
merits of a particular measure pending before 
the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Iam about 
to show, if the honorable gentleman who rep- 
resents wire will have patience, how my argu- 
ment applies. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair rule upon the 
question of order? 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair has several 
times ruled on it, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I know the 
rules of order, and I will “ wire in and wire 
out,” and strictly confine myself to the rules 
of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. The question is whether 
the gentleman can keep on the track. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There willhave 
been at the end of the fiseal year $100,000,000 
of taxation imposed on the people more than 
was necessary to carry on this Government, 
and on the ist of January approaching, i 
nothing is done in relation to the tariff, there 
will be $150,000,000 more than are necessary 
for the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I am in order, 
gentleman will allow me, I will 


show it. 


Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Speaker must 
decide that anestion 3 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The Speaker 
must understand the current of my thought 
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“pefore he can rule on the point of order. 
[ Laughter. ] 
< Mr. STEVENSON. 
do that. 
: Mr. DICKEY. That is imposing a difficult 
task on the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is an old parliamentarian, and the Chair 
hopes he will not require the Chair to interrupt 


It may be very hard to 


him. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The point 
I wish to establish, and I will approach it 
directly, is that nothing is so unwise, so unjust, 
so oppressive to the people as now to fix a day 
of adjournment irrevocably, depending alto- 
gether upon another branch of this Govern- 
ment, and irrepealable, when $100,000,000 of 
surplus revenue were taxed upon the people 
this year and $150,000,000 will be on the 
approaching 1st of January, when the tariff can 
be revised. Now, I trust the gentleman from 
Massachusetts fully comprehends that the gen- 
tleman trom New York was, as usual, wholly 
in order. 

Mr. Speaker, I suppose that it is strictly 
within the rules of order to show that we 
should not tie ourselves down, the manacled, 
chained slaves to any resolution of adjourn- 
ment, the subjects of the honorable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania who represents nickel, 
“and the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts who represents wire. 

Mr. DICKEY. I must again repeat my 
` question. Does any gentleman of the Com- 
» mittee of Ways and Means propose to affect 
the duty on nickel? 

_. Mr. KERR.. I do most emphatically. 
» Mr. DICKEY. Have you made any such 
< report? 
© Mr. KERR. Iintendto make such a propo- 
© sition, and I want a chance to do it. 
~The SPEAKER. The Chair must object to 
` this character of discussion. He must hold 
- the House to the direct resolution before it. 
_ Mr. BROOKS, of New York. ThatTintend 
_ to do if honorable gentlemen will not inter- 
rupt me, because I apprehend the full force of 
the decision of the Speaker that I should show 
why the day and hour of adjournment should 
not now be fixed by an irrevocable resolution; 
. and the reason why itshould not be thus fixed is 
that in Committee of the Whole, under the five 
minutes’ discussion upon a long bill like this 
report from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
“it is wholly within the power of ten, fifteen, 
or twenty gentlemen so to prolong debate as 
to render it impossible for us to act upon the 
; tariff before the day and hour of adjournment 
: which they have fixed upon, and which is 
irrepealable. 

If it were in order—and I would like the 
` decision of the Chair upon that point—I would 
| like to show the perils of thus fixing the day 

of final adjournment because of the outrageous 

exactions of the existing tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must see 
that that would contravene the rule of the 
House which says that all bills for revenue 
shall receive their first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I bow to the 
decision of the Chair. I will now yield a por- 
tion of my time to the honorable gentieman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] the chairman of 
the Committee‘on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to con- 
fine what I say entirely to the condition of the 
public business in reference to the appropri- 
ation bills, and to try and show the House about 

. how much time, it seems to me, the Committee 
on Appropriations will need for the transaction 
of the remainder of their business. The House 
has been very kind to the Committee on Appro- 
Ppriations, and has seceded to its recommend- 
ations in a way that makes every member cf 
that committee grateful. 

~ This is the condition of their business: while 
it is true that of the twelve appropriation bills 


ten have passed the House, it is also true that 
but one, and that the pension appropriation 
bill, about which there is the least debate of 
any and the least difference of opinion, has 
become a law. The other eleven bills are still 
not only not laws, but two of them—the forti- 
fication appropriation bill, which has not yet 
been acted upon by the House, and the most 
difficult of all, the miscellaneous appropria- 
tion bill—have not yet been reported to the 
House. The miscellaneous appropriation bill 
requires more time for consideration than any 
other of the twelve. 

Again, the Senate has passed the legislative 
appropriation bill, and it has been in confer- 
ence between the two Houses for the last four 
days. To that bill the Senate made ninety- 
three amendments, sixty of which are now 
pending in conference between the two 
Houses; that is, the House has not yet agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference 
on the matter of differences. The Indian ap- 
propriation bill has come back from the Senate 
with seventy amendments, and they are now 
in the Committee on Appropriations for con- 
sideration. The diplomatic appropriation 
bill has come back with a large number of 
amendments, which have not yet been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations, 
Those four appropriation bills alone have been 
acted on in the Senate. Hight of the great 
appropriation bills have not yet been touched 
iu the Senate. Of course, all these bills must 
come back and receive twice again the consid- 
eration of the House, for each bill must obvi- 
ously have three considerations by the House. 
It passes once on its first consideration ; again 
when it is sent back from the Senate with 
amendments, and the third time upon the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Now gentlemen can see the nature of the 
work upon appropriation bills which we will 
yet be compelled to ask the House to do. If 
we shall adjourn on the 29th of May we will 
have twenty-eight secular working days if we 
work every Saturday. If the House will con- 
sider how much of those twenty-eight days 
must be taken up in the work yet remaining 
to be done on the regular appropriation bills, 
they will see how small a portion will be left 
for other business. Therefore, to look at the 
matter only in the light of the appropriation 
bills, without particular reference to other 
matters before the House, I should deem it 
exceedingly unwise to now agree to finally 
adjourn this Congress in May; but if business 
is promptly performed, I think we may be able 
to get through early in June. 

Mr. SARGENT. About the 12th of June. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farws- 
WORTH. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I concur in the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] and the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs,] about now fixing the time for 
final adjournment of this Congress. I wish to 
address the sober second thought of the House 
on this question. It has become too much 
the custom of the House of Representatives 
toward the close of a session to hurry through 
its work, Every member of experience in this 
House knows too well that when Congress 
adjourns very few members know what is in 
the bills that are last passed through Congress. 
We have been too much in the habit, and if 
we fix this early day of adjournment we must 


continue in the habit of rushing bills to a com- | 


mittee on conference when they come from 
the Senate with a long string of amendments, 
and then receiving and acting upon the reports 
of those committees of conference without 
knowing anything more of what those com- 
mittees put in the billsthan we know of what 
is transpiring in Egypt. Iam very glad. that 
the present Committee on Appropriations have 


taken pains to some extent to prevent this, | 


that is, by procuring the numbering and print- 


HI 


ing of the amendments, go that the House may 
know something of what those amendments 
are by referring to the numbers. : 

If we shall now fix the 29th of May for fina! 
adjournment, we shall go through the same 
process as heretofore ; we will probably have 
evening sessions, with an attendance of scarcely 
a quorum ; from night to night afew members 
coming here and sweltering under the heat 
and light of this Dome, and doing the business 
of the House badly. We shall be passing 
propositions by unanimous consent, without 
knowing what weare consenting to; and when 
the 29th of May arrives, and the Speaker’s 
gavel announces the final adjournment, we 
shall adjourn without knowing what we have 
done, and with a large part of the business we 
have been incubating not acted upon at all. 
Then, as has frequently occurred on account 
of the failure to pass some of the appropria- 
tion bills, we shall be met before leaving 
Washington with a proclamation from the 
President convening Congress in extra ses- 
sion. 

Why, sir, there is not time enough between 
to-day and the 29th of May to enable us to 
attend properly to the appropriation bills 
which are yet unpassed, giving due attention 
to the important subjects embraced in them. 
Ido hope that the House will attend to its 
business in a decent and dignified manner, 
giving sufficient time to the consideration of 
the public business, and adjourning when we 
get ready. There need be no haste to adopt 
the resolution for final adjournment, for such 
a resolution is always privileged. It may be 
offered three days before the time proposed 
for adjournment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Cosury. ] 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, I can regard 
nothing as more unfortunate than for this 
House now to determine to adjourn on the 
29th of May. We cannot tell, if we continue 
to go along as we have for a month past, how 
little will have been accomplished by that 
time. We have done hardly anything within 
the last month. The mere passage of a reso- 
lution to adjourn is not calculated, it strikes 
me, to bring the House to a much more 
efficient state of action than we have been in. 

Why, sir, what is the condition of the busi- 
ness before the committees of this House aside 
from the Committee of Ways and Means and 
the Committee of Appropriations? There is 
enough of business, and important business, 
before the committees to occupy, and more 
than occupy, every morning hour from now 
until the 29th of May. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to the committees that have 
not been called this session; that have been 
working now for five mouths to perfect the 
public business. And when gentlemen talk 
about ‘ public business,’’ I wish to say that 
I regard public business as embracing some- 
thing more than the work of the Committee 
of. Ways and: Means and the Committee on 
| Appropriations. There is the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, the Committee on Military 
i Affairs, the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, the Committee on the Territories, 
the Committee on the Insurrectionary States. 
Every one of these committees will require more 
than two successive days of the time of the 
House to discharge faithfully its duties; and 
| tbus all and more tban all the time from now 
until the proposed day of adjournment will be 
fully occupied, to say nothing of the work of 
| other committees. 

Why, sir, we might as well not meet at all 
if we are to meet in the style in which we have 
| met, and at a given time without regard to 
the condition of our work lay it aside fool- 


| ishly and madly, and never take’ it up again. 
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If this policy is to be adopted, I would be 
in favor of biennial sessions, or of at least 
allowing a committee of four or five men to 
select and arrange for us the measures that we 
are to attend to, and to dictate to us the time 
when we shall quit our work and go home. 

The public demands of us something more 
than appropriations of public money, some- 
thing more than a mere consideration of the 
taxes and tariff of the country. Let me sug- 
gest to gentlemen that while they seem to think 
the tariff the only matter to keep us here, there 
are many other subjects to which, if we obey 
the public demand, we must give attention ; 
and yet I think I appreciate as much as any 
gentleman the importance of matters con- 
nected with tariff and taxation. 

Here the hammer fell. ] . 

re BROOKS of New York. I now yield 

five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
CAMPBELL. ] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the prac- 
tical bearings of the proposition now before 
the House are certainly more important than 
those of any other that we have recently con- 
sidered. I do not desire to prolong the dis- 
cussion. I shall not undertake to debate 
directly or indirectly the merits of the tariff 
bills which have been submitted, for I appre- 
ciate fully the correctness and propriety of the 
decision of the Chair upon that subject. But 
it must be apparent to every member who has 
had any experience in legislation that it will 
be utterly impossible within the time prescribed 
by this resolution to carry through the busi- 
ness of the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to say 
nothing of the important business of other 
committees. The statement of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr 
GARFIELD, of Ohio] satisfies me that it the 
entire time from now until the 29th of May 
were given up tothe business of that com- 
mittee it would be almost impossible for the 
House to act fully and understandingly upon 
the various propositions presented from that 
committee; and the probabilities are if we press 
this motion to adjurn we will have the condition 
of things suggested by the gentleman from 
Ulinois, [Mr. Farxswortu,] that all business 
will be crowded into the last nights of the ses- 
sion, and pressed through the House when 
perhaps not one inten will understand what 
business is being transacted. 

Mr. Speaker, there are two great questions, 
one of appropriating money, and the other of 
raising the means by which the appropria- 
tions are to be paid, yet to be considered, 
the Ways and Means having taken five months 
in preparing its bills. If it took that com- 
mittee, with its vast amount of labor, three 
months, perhaps three or four hours a day, to 
come to its conclusions, it is not unreason- 
able to say the House cannot properly dis- 
cuss and consider the tariff in a month, In 
the present condition of business, looking at 
the condition of business before the House 
as suggested by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, [Mr. Cosurn, ] 
it seem to me, Mr, Speaker, it would be absurd 
in the House to attempt to fix at this time 
any day for the adjournment. We should 
consider ourselves fortunate if, with the vast 
amount of the public business of the country 
yet to be acted upon, we should be able to 
adjourn here as early as next August. Ihave 
no idea that the public business can be prop- 
erly transacted and the adjournment of the 
two Houses reached before that time. It seems 
to me, therefore, to be unwise to press the res- 
olution at this time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I now yield to my honorable friend from Penn- 
glanio My. KELLEY, ] who represents one 
of the Philadelphia districts, and who is always 
willing to.reduce taxation on everything but 
what he himself represents. [Laughter.] 
--Mr. KELLEY. Ido not agree when the 


gentleman yields to me that he shall make my | ea ia to desire to adjouci-this Housen 


speech. [Laughter. ] 

T dissent, Mr. Speaker, 
colleague with great diffidence. I am con- 
strained to say 1 would regard the adoption 
of a concurrent resolution of the two Houses 
for the final adjournment on the 29th of May 
as the death-knell of the Republican party, 
proclaiming it utterly incompetent for the gov- 
ernment of this country. 

We are collecting to-day at the rate of 
$135,000,000 per annum from internal taxa- 
tion. 
$255,000,000 on customs duties per annum, 
We will have a surplus in the Treasury of 


$155,000,000, while our industry is hampered | 
at every point by a system of internal taxation, | 


which keeps every large business establishment 
and a large part of the retail establishments 
of the country under the surveillance of the 
assessors and collectors of internal revenue. 
Here is a bill for the reduction of taxes and 
duties covering sixty-three pages, in which 
there are items sometimes of only a line on 


which a whole day of debate will be spent | 


under the five-minute rule. If we adjourn 


on the 29th of May we shall have repealed no | 
tax or duty, and the people will ask us in | 


every paper and at every corner why we have 
continued a system of taxation on their means 
so largely in excess of the legitimate demands 
of the Government and the reduction of the 
public debt at the rate of $50,000,000 per 


annum outside of what is already provided for | 


by law. On neither side of the House can jus- 


tification be found, nor do I believe apologies | 


for having hastily adopted a resolution of 
adjournment will prove entirely satisfactory to 
the tax-payers, who are loaded at every point, 
and whose profits are absorbed in the excessive 
Treasury of the Government. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
for five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Kerr. ] 

Mr. KERR. Iam more than glad to find 
that my distinguished friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KeLLeyr] is opposed to this pre- 
mature adjournment. I thought it would be 
a most unwise and unpatriotic thing for this 
House at this time to pass this resolution. 
After seven years’ experience in this House, 
I believe it is but just to say that I have never 
known it to work more faithfully or more con- 
stantly up to this period of the session than 
it has during this session. I believe it is due 
to this House to say that up to this time, 


without any reference to results, it has worked | 


faithfully and hard. I think, therefore, it is 
due to us, to ourselves as well as to the coun- 
try, that for the discharge of those duties 
which yet rest upon us we should reserve to 
ourselves reasonable time within which to con- 
sider and discharge those duties. 

_ It is impossible for us; in my judgment it is 
simply a physical impossibility for the mem- 
bers of this House, within the next thirty days, 
properly to consider and pass upon even the 
leading measures that yet remain unconsidered. 
I do not refer alone to the tariff, which in my 
judgment is a matter of supreme importance 


to the country ; but I want to be understood as | 


referring alike to all the important business of 
the House. And I may as well say here what 
the chairman of the committee has not yet 
said, that this bill is not the only business 
which remains unperformed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means. Numerous other bills, 
each extremely important in itself, and which 
ought to be considered fully, carefully, and 
deliberately by the House, are yet to be re- 
ported, 

I hope, therefore, that this attempt to fix a 
day now will be abandoned by the gentleman 
who moves the resolution. I hope that every 
gentleman of this House, whatever may be his 
particular or local notions on the subject of 
the tariff, will come to the consideration of 
all the proper business of the House in the 


with my distinguished 


We are collecting to-day at the rate of | 


‘ 
i 


spirit of a national sense of duty, which will 


order to prevent the consideration of some- 
thing that he does not want to consider, for 
political effect or anything else. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield one 
minute to the gentleman representing the Ter- 
ritory of Washington, [Mr. GARFIELDE. } 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. I have 
asked one minute on behalf of a million and 
a half square miles in this country, and of 
five hundred thousand of its inhabitants, to 
say that during a five months’ session we 
have not had one day upon this floor. While 
I stand squarely by the Republican party, [ 
at the same time desire to stand squarely by 
my constituents, and I desire to protest that 
no action shall be taken looking to an early 
adjournment until that vast country, with 
resources which have saved this nation from 
bankruptcy in the time of its greatest peril, 
shall have at least one day upon this floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes. | 

Mr. DAWES. I cannot believe that the 
House is disposed for a moment to consider 
this resolution and adopt it. And, therefore, 
to test the sense of the House, I move to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BANKS. Iwish to say a word or two. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope gentlemen will not 
have the debate all confined to one side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to be heard on 
this question. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Brooxs,] from whom I had the 
floor, understood that I rose for the purpose 
of debate. Therefore I withdraw the motion, 
and yield the floor back to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to have a 
little longer time than that. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire only two minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield two 
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Banks. ] 

Mr. BANKS. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, which had three fifths of the President’s 
annual message referred to it, has not had a 
single day to make reports, except once at the 
beginning of the session, when it had no busi- 
ness ready. I hope, for the sake of the busi- 
ness of that committee, that no day will be 
fixed for a final adjournment. 

There is another reason why we should not 
fix it now. If we do it will put the power in 
the hands of a small number of men to con- 
trol or defeat business. My opinion is thata 
bill reducing the tariff ought to be passed, and 
that, if the Senate will pass the tea and coffee 
bill, which they ought to do, we can agree upon a 
tariff bill covering the rest of the duties which 
will satisfy the country. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
for a few moments to my colleague from 
York, (Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX. I beg to say only one word 
against this resolution for adjournment. There 
are a good many other matters beside the tariff 
to be attended to. There hag been nothing 
done in this House about the revival of our 
shipping, nothing in reference to our com- 
merce. These matters are already before us 
in the shape of bills. ‘There has been no 
report made yet from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; and when that report is made, I prom: 


I yield now 
New 


|| ise this House that there will be a state of 


facts disclosed to the country which will show 
that we cannot protect Dr. Houard. We have 
delicate relations with Great Britain and very 
delicate relations with Spain, and this House 
ought not to adjourn without some considers- 
tion of thess various matters. We have not 
also taken up matters in relation to the Terri- 
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tories. There are a dozen matters of para- 
mount importance, including the overriding 
matter of the tariff, yet to be attended to, and 
yet the Senate undertook to send us a resolu- 
tion to adjourn on the 29ih day of May. Why 
do not the Senate do something? We have 
passed some ten appropriation bills. 

Mr. GARFIBLD, of Ohio. Eleven. 
© Mr. COX. Eleven appropriation bills, and 
© the Senate has only passed one bill in five 
$ months. 
» [Here the Speaker rapped with his gavel. ] 

Mr. SHANKS. I call attention to the fact 
that the Indian Committee has not been able 
| to report, and that there is a large amount of 
important business before that committee. 

Mr. DICKEY. I would ask the gentleman 


© if that committee has not twice had an oppor- 


tunity to report? 

Mr. SHANKS. They have not. 

Mr. COX. This measure for an early ad- 
journment is in the interest in the first place 
` of the protectionists of Pennsyivania, and in 
the next place in the interest of somebody 
who favors this Administration. There is 
more meant here than meets the ear, the 
longest ear in the House. The House must 
understand what it means, and it simply means 
this, that we shall not have an opportunity in 
this Congress to discuss the Cincinnati nom- 
inees nor the Philadelphia nominees. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that 
tbat is not pertinent to this debate. 

Mr. COX. I meant no impertinence to the 
Chair, for he might be the nominee of one of 
these conventions. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I will now 
yield a few minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Smanks.] 

Mr. SHANKS. I want to answer the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dickry,] 
who asked me if the Committee on Indian 
Affairs has not had an opportunity to report. 
I answer him in this way, that on the first call 
of committees, no committee of this House 
was prepared to report, except the -Committee 
on Education and Labor, and they reported the 
education bill and the bill in the labor interest, 
and got William and Mary before the House. 
{Laughter.] But aside from that, the commit- 
tees were not prepared to report. The Indian 
question is one of the most vexed questions to 
be considered by the House, and I can assure 
the House that the committee has been laboring 
very industriousiy upon it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from lowa, 
[Mr. McCrary. ] 

Mr. McORARY. I do not want five min- 
utes. I only desire to say to the House that 
there is business in the hands of the Commit- 
tee of Elections which ought by all means to 
be disposed of during the present session. 
There are yet some six or seven seats in the 
House contested, and the contests have not 
yet been disposed of. The committee have 


worked faithfully, but they have had a number | 


of complicated and difficult cases to dispose 
of. It is impossible, of course, to say how 
much time those cases will take in the way of 
discussion in the House. The Committee of 
Elections may dispose of them very promptly, 
but in case there should be a difference of 
opinion among the members of that commit- 
tee of course there must be discussion in the 
House. It is exceedingly important that these 
questions touching the right of members to 
their seats should be disposed of in the pres- 
ent session. I very much fear that if the 20th 
of May is fixed for the day of final adjourn- 
“ ment we may not get through them at all. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Brain] 
for five minutes, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. - I desire to say 
that in what experience I have had in this 
House I never knew any harm to be done by 
"an early fixing of the day of final adjournment. 
The great bulk of the business of the House 


is always transacted in the last ten or twenty 
days of the session. You may put off the final 
adjournment any length of time you please, 
and the result will always be the same. 

Now, as to the argument of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] that it is im- 
possible to adjourn because of the protec- 
tionists from Pennsylvania, I think that has 
been sufficiently answered by the gentleman 
on my right, [Mr. KeLLEY,] who represents 
protection in Pennsylvania and everywhere 
else at the same time. Now, as to the ques- 
tions of tariff and internal revenue, let me say 
that if the House shall fix a day upon which 
the final adjournment shall take place, we can 
work up to it and dispose of both of those 
questions. . I venture to say that the House 
can dispose of those questions after a debate 
of twenty-four hours better than it would if 
they should be debated for even twenty-four 
weeks. There is not a great deal that needs 
now to be done. We have sent to the Senate 
a bill putting tea and coffee on the free-list, 
and I trust that body will yet pass it. And then 
I think we here can agree very quickly upon 
the internal revenue system by taking out of 
it exerything except taxes upon liquors and 
tobacco, and perhaps upon banks. And that 
will be as good a disposition of the subject as 
can be made. There need not be two days 
occupied by the House in making such a dis- 
position of the question as will be satisfactory 
to the country. 

As regards the tariff, I believe that nothing 
so good for the country could happen as for 
this Congress to let it alone entirely, except so 
far as it relates to teaand coffee. Thatis the 
reason why I believe we may just as well fix 
now the time for final adjournment as at any 
other time. We have no doubt a great deal 
of business to do, but we can do it very well 
and very rapidly if we but give our attention 
to it, and when the time for final adjourn- 
ment shall have been fixed, we will work 
up to that time. I believe that the idea of 
the Senate was a very proper one when they 
adopted a resolution to adjourn on the 29th 
of May. If we fix the day of adjournment 
some time ahead, we will be able to meet all 
the requirements that the country will make 
upon us. Ido not believe any great interest 
will suffer if we now fix upon the 29th of May 
as the day for the final adjournment of this 
session. On the contrary, as I said at the þe- 
ginning of my remarks, I believe if we fix 
upon that day we can just as well complete the 
business of the country by that time as we 
would if we fixed upon the 29th of June, or the 
29th of July, or even the 29th of August, and 
then dawdle along here until a fortnight be- 
fore the close of the session and then go to 
work and enact what legislation is needed. I 
am therefore in favor of fixing the earliest day 
for adjournment, and I shall vote for this reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


| RANDALL] for three minutes. 


Mr. RANDALL. I am anxious for an 
early adjournment, and not from any such 
motive as my friend from New York [Mr. 
Brooxs] continuously ascribes to the mem- 
bers in this House from Pennsylvania. I 
do not feel myself a subject of that chronic 
rebuke which the gentleman seems always 
inclined to administer whenever he speaks 
of the State of Pennsylvania. On the con- 
trary, I am ready to remain here a due and 
proper time to complete the public business 
of the country. When the tariff question 
comes up for review, I can say, as one of 
the Representatives from that State, that 
Pennsylvania will be able to take care of 
her interests, and will be willing to abide 
by the decision of the majority, just as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] is 
always ready to take care of his foreign pol- 
icy in connection with other measures con- 
sidered. i 


Now, I desire to say once for all to this 
House that I hope there will be an end to 
this ungenerous and unnecessary reflection 
upon the motives of members from the State 
of Pennsylvania. We feel that we are acting 
in accordance with the wishes, the interests, 
and the intelligence of our people.. It is 
sometimes said that we-differ from others of 
our party. But we are always obedient to 
the will of the majority. Now, in regard to- 
this question of the tariff, I think we should 
remain here a reasonable time, and that so 
far as possible, consistent with the interests 
of the public and of the industries of the 
country, we should modify that tariff. f 

On the other hand, I believe that this Con- 
gress owes it to the people of the country to 
largely, very largely, reduce the internal rev- 
enue taxation, and to adopt a simplified sys- 
tem of taxation upon this subject, such as 
that recommended by the President of the 
United States in a recent message, wherein 
he suggested that the revenues of the Govern- 
ment should be collected mainly upon four 
or five articles. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I must arrest 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] in his speech, in order that I may com- 
ply with other promises in regard to the occu- 
pancy of the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, sir, I have said, 
perhaps, as much as I desired to say. I hope 
I have not been misunderstood, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
Dickey] all the remainder of my time except 
one minute. 

Mr. DICKEY. I do not desire to travel 
over the whole ground of debate which has 
been occupied in the discussion of this mat- 
ter. I propose, after making a few brief 
remarks, to put a termination to the debate. 

But I wantto call the attention of the House 
to the remarks of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, [Mr. GARFIELD, of 
Ohio.] Hestated (and it is a fact) that all 
the appropriation bills save two have been 
acted upon by this House, all but one having 
been acted on in committee. Now, I wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman and 
the House to the fact that in the consider- 
ation of all the appropriation bills thus far 
acted upon by the House during this session, 
less than six days have been consumed, Yet 
after these bills have undergone their prepara- 
tion and discussion in this House, after they 
have been passed by the Senate and have come 
back here merely for the consideration of Sen- 
ate amendments, the gentleman talks about 
wantof time. Now, ifthe House, in consider- 
ing the appropriation bills in the first instance, 
could dispose of them in six days, may we 
not hope that the amendments put upon them 
by the Senate may be disposed of in five or six 
days more? 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copurn’] 
speaks of the public business before the com- 
mittees of this House, and which he thinks must 
be attended to. That would be so if Con- 
gress were in session en permanence. Sir, 
if we should sit here until the ‘crack of 
doom,” there would still be business for us to 
do. I withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I renew it, 
and on it call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered, which was upon 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

- The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 110, not voting 
50; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, 
Austin Biair, James G. Blair, Boles, Bright, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler. Cobb, Conger, Creely, Crocker, 
Darrall, Davis, Dickey, Duell, Hiliott, Ely, Forker, 


Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Eryo, Garrett, 
Getz, Griffith, Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Havens, 
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John W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Hoar, Lamison, 
Lamport, Lansing, Leach, McCormick, McGrew, 
McJunkin, Mercur, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Packer, Palmer, Peck, Perce, Peters, Platt, Porter, 
Prindle, Rainey, Rogers, Rusk, Scofield, Seeley, Ses- 
sions, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Snapp, Snyder, 
Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Storm, Stowell, Sutherland, Washington 
Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Wakeman, Waldron, 
Warren, Wells, Whceler, Whiteley, Williams of 
Indiana, and John T. Wilson—80. g 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Arthur, Averill, 
Banks, Barber, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Bird, Braxton, 
George M. Brooks, James Brooks, Buckley, Bufñn- 
ton, Burchard, Burdett, Campbell, Coburn, Cogh- 
Jan, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Critcher, Cross- 
Jand, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Dunnell, 
Rames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkeln- 
burg, Garfield, Golladay, Haldeman, Hale, Ham- 
bleton, Hanks, Harper, John T. Harris, Hawley, 
Hay, Tha: s, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Holman, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, 
King, Lewis, Lowe, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, 
McCrary, McUenry, McIntyre, McNeely, Merriam, 
Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, Negiey, Niblack, Orr, 
Packard, Hoson W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Eii 
Derry, Poland, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y 
Rice, John M. Rice, Bilis H. Roberts, William R. 
Roberis, Sargent. Shanks, Sheldon, Shober, Slater, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John Smith, Ste- 
vens, Stephenson, Stoughton, Swann, ‘affe, Terry, 
Twicholl, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, Walden, Whit- 
thorno, Willard Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winchester, 
and Wood—110, 

NOT VOTLING—Megsrs. Ames, Archer, Barnum, 
Barry, Beveridge, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, 
Carroll, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Crebs, 
De Largo, Charles Foster, Goodrich, Harmer, George 
E. Harris, Ueroford, Kellogg, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Lynch, McClelland, McKeo, McKinney, Benjamin 
F. Moyers, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Pendleton, Aaron 

Perry, Potter, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Sawyer, Shellabarger, Slocum, Worthington C. 
Smith, Strong, St. John, Sypher, Lhomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Van Tramp, Voorhees, Waddell, Wal- 
* lace, Walls, Williams of New York, and Young—50. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary the bill 
for the removal of the disabilities of various 
persons whose cases have been before the 
committee. | move that this bill be recom- 
mitted and ordered to be printed; and I will 
inform the House thatthe bill contains between 
fifteen and sixteen thousand names, arranged 
alphabetically under the different Siates, so 
that gentlemen can readily see whom in their 
respective States the bill proposes to relieve. 
I desire that the bill shall be carefully exam- 
ined by every member interested, to see that 
the names are correctly given. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2564) to relieve certain persons therein 
named from the legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recomumitted. 

SMITHSONIAN REPORT, 


Mr. POLAND. Mr.Speaker, as one of the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, I now 
present the report of that institution for the 
year 1871. 

The report was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. POLAND submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and 
under the rule referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That twenty thousand additional copies 
of the report of the Smithsonian Institution for 
the year 1871 be printed, of which three thousand 


shall bo for the Senate, eleven thousand for the use 


of the House, and six thousand for the use of the 
Institution. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
give notice that on Monday next, after the 
morning hour, I shall move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of considering the Senate 
bill in relation to the Texas Pacific railroad. 

COURTS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. DAWES. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from New York, wka has a tatter which 
he desires to bring before the House for con- 
sideration and which he says will give rise to 
no debate. Ifit does, I shall have to ask him 
to withdraw it. > 


Mr. POTTER. I move to take from the 
Speaker’s table a bill (S. No. 328) in relation 
to the district courts of Alabama. 

The first section provides that the terms of 
the district court of the United States for the 
northern district of Alabama shall commence 


on the second Monday in May and the third į 


Monday in October in each year. The second 
section provides that the district judge may 
appoint a special session of the district court, 
to be held in the middle district of Alabama, 
whenever in his opinion there is a necessity 
therefor. The third section provides that all 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith 
are hereby repealed. 

Mr. POTTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to amend the bill by 
adding the following section: 

Sec. 4, That a new judicial district, to be known 
as the western district of Alabama, is hereby created, 
to be composed of the counties of Greene, Sumter, 
Choctaw, Marengo. Hale, Tuscaloosa, Fayette, Jef- 
ferson, Pickens, Perry, Sanford, and De Kalb; that 
the district judge of Alabama shall hold two courts 
per annum in said western district, at Butaw, Greene 
county, commencing the first Mondays in June and 
in January, and sit for two weeks, or until the busi- 
ness is fully disposed of; and that the western dis- 
trict hereby created shall be regulated and con- 
trolled by the laws regulating the northern district 
of Alabama, and the district judge to have the same 
jurisdiction and powers as in the northern district: 
Provided, That a district attorney and marshal shall 
be appointed for the district in the same manner 
that marshals and district attorneys are appointed 
for other district courts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must object to the con- 
sideration of this bill at this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. AMBLER. I insist on the regular 


order of business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move that after Mon- 
day next the House shall meet at eleven 
o'clock a. m., which will give every committee 
an opportunity to report, and will at the same 
time save us from the necessity of having 
evening sessions. Ido not think there will be 
any objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. 
it will be so ordered. 

Mr. AMBLER. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I renew the motion that all 
general debate on the tariff bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
shall close on Tuesday next at three o’clock. 

Mr. AMBLER. Make it Friday. 

Mr. DAWES. Waita moment. I suggest 
that all general debate on the tariff bill be 
closed next Tuesday at three o’clock. Of 
course itis within the control of the House. 
Ifthe House thmk a longer time can be allowed 
for general debate, of course the House can 
fix that longer time. It is within the power 
of the House to determine what range this 
general debate shall take. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the gen- 
eral debate be closed on Friday next. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we will not put it 
off to so late a day. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Say Thursday. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave consulted various 
menbers, and the desire on this side of the 
House is that the debate shall run on until 
Friday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope more time will 
be allowed than is suggested by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. There are nine 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means 
who desire to speak on this question, and cer- 
tainly there are others in the House outside 
of the Committee of Ways and Means who 
ought to have some rights. 

Mr. AMBLER. Is this debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. DAWES. I am willing to make it 
Thursday next 

Mr. RANDALL. Iinsist on my motion, to 
mate i Friday. nies 

r. DAWES. I will submit my moti 
let the House settle the time. ai is 


If there be no objection 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will be voted 

wh. 
dore TAFFE. ` Permit me to make a sug- 
gestion—— f . 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman will agree 
to Thursday, £ will say nothing further. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; I insist on Friday. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be Thursday. f de- 
sire to make it satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. So far as l am personally 
concerned, I would agree to Thursday, but . 
there is a general desire on this side of the 
House to have it run on to Friday. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘he nine members of the 
Committee of Ways and Means who desire to 
speak on this subject will take all the time up 
to Thursday, and there are some others oat- 
side of that committee who desire to be heard. 

Mr. KERR. [suggest to the gentleman that 
he allow the matter to run on, and to fix the 
time for closing the debate hereafter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 would suggest to the 
geutieman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
that it would be impossible in the time he 
allows for even the nine membersof the com- 
mittee to be heard. 

Mr. DAWES. I will modify my motion so 
as to make debate close on Thursday at three 
o’clock. 

Mr. TAFFE. Tuesday next has been 
assigued for business of the Committee or 
the Territories. I desire to know how that 
will be affected by the motion of the genile- 
manfrom Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes]. 

Mr. DAWES. At what hour? 

Mr. TAFFE. Half past one o'clock, to the 
exclusion of all otherorders. We have several 
times postponedreporting from our committee 
for the purpose of facilitating what gentlemen 
call the public business. 

The SPEAKER. The order which may be 
made on the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will not at all 
interfere with the order made in reference to 
the business of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. The Chair desires the gentleman from 
Massachusetts again to state his motion in the 
form in which he wishes to have it put. 

Mr. DAWES. If the House had decided 
to meet at eleven o’clock I would not have 
asked the House to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the tariff bill until after the mora- 
ing hour of each day. On Monday I shall 
endeavor to obtain an order that the House 
shall meet at eleven o’clock. That would 
secure a morning hour. On Monday I shall 
move that we meet at eleven o’clock for the 
purpose of allowing every committee an oppor: 
tunity of presenting its reports in the morning 

our. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to cut off the morning hour to-day? 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole this afternoon. 

Mr. SHANKS, I think no objection will 
be made to the gentleman's proposition if he 
agrees to let his business commence after the 
morning hour. _ 

The SPEAKER. To what does the gentle- 
man from Indiana refer—to the meeting at 
eleven o’clock ? 

Mr. SHANKS. Let that question be de- 
termined by the House. Meet when you will, 
but let us have the morning hour. For my- 
self, I am anxious that we should meet at 
eleven o'clock. Iam willing that we should 
meet at eight, if that order should be agreeable 
to the House. 

Mr. DAWES. On Monday I will move that 
we meet at eleven o’clock, and if the majority 
of the House will sustain me in that, I will 
not move to go into Committee of the Whole 
until after the morning hour. j 
_ Mr. L. MYERS. If we are to have a morn- 
ing hour, let us have it to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a matter for 
unanimous consent, bat for a majority of the 
House to determine. The gentleman from 
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Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawss,] the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, will 
lease state his motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that all general de- 
Pate on this bill shall be closed on Thursday, 
at three o'clock. 
` Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend by sub- 
stitating Friday for Thursday. 

Mr. BECK. Idesire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question. I would ask 
him whether it will not be quite as safe not to 
fix a limit now, reserving the right to move 
to fix the limit in the beginning of the week, 
when he will have some idea of the progress 
made by the debate? 

: Mr. DAWES. Experience, 1 think, should 

have shown the gentleman what almost all of 

us are aware of, that unless you fix a time be- 

forehand when you will close debate, it is very 

- hard to fix it afterward. Gentlemen will 

“ remember how it was when the last tariff bill 
7 was under debate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would suggest to the 
gentleman to postpone fixing the time for the 
‘closing of the debate until Monday, when he 
» may probably have the hour of meeting fixed 
at eleven. 

Mr. DAWES. When the last tariff bill was 
before the House there was an omission to 
fix the time for closing the debate, and the 
result was that it ran on, and it was found 
impossible to close the debate for more than 
four weeks. I desire the House, therefore, 
to fix the time beforehand. 

The SPEAKER. The motion pending is 
> that of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Dawas, | that general debate on the tariff 
bill be closed on Thursday at three o’clock, 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Rannat] moves to amend by inserting Friday 
instead of Thursday. 

Mr. BANKS. I move to amend the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] by making the hour five o'clock 
instead of three. 

The SPEAKER. Oneamendment is already 

ending. ‘ 

Mr. BANKS. If we are to give Thursday 
for debate on this bill, we might as well give 
the whole day. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion 
will be modified accordingly. 

Mr. DAWES. On further consideration I 
prefer to leave it three o’clock on Thursday. 
That will give us an hour or two to start the 
consideration of the bill by paragraphs before 
the adjournment on that day. 

Mr. KERR. I would like permission to 
say a few words before this vote is taken. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has represented his desire in this mat- 
ter, but he has had the kindness to say that 
the committee generally do not concur in his 
wishes in that respect. 

Now, I want to say for myself, and I believe 
several of my colleagues concur in the same 


opinion, that I do not think we ought now to į 


attempt to limit the general debate on the 
tariff bill in this way. I think it ought to be 
allowed to run longer than the time proposed, 
and that justice cannot be done to the House 
aod the commitiee unless it be allowed to run 
longer. I think it is wiser, therefore, that we 
should fix no limit, but let the debate run on 
at least for a few days before we attempt to 
limit it. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
debate is in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. AMBLER. Then I object. 

The question was. taken on Mr. RANDALY S 
amendment to fix Friday next at three o’clock 
asthe time forclosing debate, and it was agreed 
to—ayes 69, noes 62. 

The motion, as amended, was then agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was adopted; and also 


I desire to know if this 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on. the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
have a morning hour now? 

i Mr. DAWES. Oh, let us go on with our 
ill. 

The question was taken on Mr. Dawes’s 
motion, and it was agreed to—ayes 79, noes 44. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Before the House goes 
into Committee of the Whole I desire to know 
whether any action has been taken as to the 
meeting to-morrow, and whether we are to 
have a morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must insist that 
some questions shall be decided, andthe House 
has decided to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD in the chair) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports and to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. AMBLER. Does that require unani- 
mous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. AMBLER. Then I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. DAWES, (interrupting.) If it be in 
order I move that the first reading of the bill 
be postponed until the close of the general 
debate. 

No objection being made, the motion was 
entertained and agreed to, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
only to say that I am so anxious to proceed 
with this bill that I do not intend to avail my- 
self of the usual privilege of occupying any 
portion of the time of the committee in open- 
ing the debate. I shall reserve, with the 
indulgence of the committee, such remarks 
as I may think it proper to make to the closing 
of the debate. 

Mr. FINK ELNBURG obtained the floor. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of-Ohio. I desire to give 
notice that at the expiration of the hour of the 
gentleman from Missouri 1 shail move that the 
committee rise so as to give us time to act 
upon the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the legislative, &c., appropriation bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. I give notice that I shall 
resist that motion if the gentleman trom Mis- 
souri should desire to consume more than an 
hour. The bill before the Houseisa very im- 
portant one, and if gentlemen who debate it 
require a few minutes more than the usual 
time, I hope it will be granted to them. 

Mr. DAWES. I should be obliged to my 
colleague on the committee if he would not 
insist upon that. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I have no desire, 
whatever, to occupy more than an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the 
Whole have no power to suspend the rule of 
the House by which each person is entitled to 
the floor for one hour, unless the House shall 
otherwise order. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Mr. Chairman, the 
tariff bill, which, after long continued and 
weary sessions of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, has been reported by a majority of that 
committee to the House, is the result of con- 
cession and compromise. It will, no doubt, 
meet with much criticism from extremists on 
both sides. It will invite the attacks of war- 
faring politicians, of visionary schemers, of 
those who want nothing done, and of those 
who want everything doue at once. And yet 
it is a bill which has such positive merits as to 


Why not 


command the friendly support of every one 
who will give it an unbiased, disinterested 
examination, always keeping in view the pecu- 
liar and difficult circumstances under which it 
was framed. Its chief merit lies in this, that 
after six years of peace it is the first bill ré- 
ported to the House by a regular standing com- 
mittee which proposes to make a substantial 
and general, though moderate reduction in the 
war duties imposed upon the leading necessa- 
ries of life, the staple articles of consumption 
used by the people of the United States. ‘It 
is the first step in the scaling downward, the 
inauguration of a policy of reduction, and ag 
such I bespeak for it the support of all friends 
of revenue reform. 

It is true the reductions proposed in the bill 
are very moderate, so much so that the bill 
may, with much apparent justice, be criticised 
for not going far enough. It is not what I 
would like to see, and far from my ideas of 
true revenue reform; but Igave itmy support, 
firstly, because I want to accomplish some- 
thing practical, and I felt that if we asked the 
House to do more it would result in nothing 
being done; and secondly, because I recog- 
nize a fact which should govern all legislation 
of this kind, namely, that changes in a tariff 
schedule, which more or less affect business 
relations and values throughout a country, 
ought to be made slowly and gradually, step by 
step, leaving to the next year what remains 
undone in this, until we arrive at that normal 
point where the duties may once more assume 
a permanent character as they did before the 
war, 

Such has been the practice of our country 
heretofore ; thus it was that the country came 
from the high duties of 1880 to the low duties 
of 1840, and such must be the course of every 
legislator who has a conscientious regard for 
the welfare of his country, and of every true 
revenue reformer who does not wish to see a 
reaction produced by the evil results of hasty 
legislation. 

Upon the other hand, I believe it to be the 
judgment of this House and of the country 
that the time has come when the heavy and 
exceptional duties imposed during the late 
war of the rebellion should be modified and 
substantially reduced; that neither the reve- 
nue, the credit of the Government, nor the 
industrial condition of the country demand a 
continuance of those excessive and abnormal 
duties, and that their prolongation is need- 
lessly burdening the multitude of consumers 
for the benefit of a few producers. 

To many it may seem unnecessary to enter 
into any argument to show that these war du- 
ties never were intended to be anything but 
temporary in their character, and yet there 
are those who since the expiration of the war 
have attempted to clothethem with a new gar- 
ment and to incorporate them into the per- 
manent fiscal legislation of ourcountry. That 
they were never so intended abundantly ap- 
pears by a glance at the laws imposing them 
and the grounds upon which their adoption 
was urged during the war. In the beginning 
of the war these duties were raised simply as 
a revenue measure, to increase the receipts of 
the Governmentaud to meet the extraordinary 
expenditures of the war. Then came the in- 
ternal revenue system, which levied extraor- 
dinary taxes on our domestic manufactures, 
and then in turn the duties upon foreign im- 
ports were raised again to compensate our 
home manufacturers for the internal taxes 
which they were compelled to pay. I call 
special attention to the latter fact because it 
has an important bearing, an incontrovertible 
bearing upon the propriety of reductions at the 
present time. 

The title of the act of July 14, 1862, by 
which most tariff duties were increased, was 
“An act increasing temporarily the duties on 
imports.’ When it was brought before ‘the 
House for consideration, Mr. Stevens, then 
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chairman of the Ways and Means, said the 
additional duties were fixed.as nearly as pos- 
sible at the same rates levied under the inter- 
nal revenue upon domestic goods of like char- 
acter. Mr. SHELLABARGER, then as now & 
member of the House, asked distinctly whether 
there was any increase of duty save and except 
the compensating duty, made necessary by the 
internal tax, when Mr. MORRILL, in behalf of 
the committee, replied there was no increase 
except for that purpose, and some revenue 
duties upon articles not produced in this coun- 
try. The bill was supported throughout and 
finally passed upon the idea of a compen- 
satory duty for the tax placed upon the home 
manufacturers. 

In 1864 the internal tax upon manufactures 
was increased, and at the same time another 
tariff bill was reported to the House by Mr. 
Morris increasing the duties upon all im- 
ported articles, the reason given being again 
that the home manufacturer should be com- 
pensated for the increased internal tax. In 
speaking of iron in particular, Mr. MORRILL 
said : 

“In adjusting the tariff on iron the principle has 
been to give an increase upon tho tariff of 1861 equal 
to tho internal duties.” 

In the course of his speech he repeatedly 
spoke of the bill asa ‘temporary measure,” 
asa war measure,” and as ‘¢a measure im- 
posed by the scarcity of laborers and the 
enormous direct taxation.” He said: 

" When we imposo a tax of five per cent. upon our 
manufactures and increase the tariff to the same 
extent upon foreign manufactures, we leave them 
upon the samo relative footing they were at the 
start, and neither has cause of complaint,” 

Again, when the bill came to the Senate, 
Mr. Fessenden said : 

“Tho policy of the country, I take it, is to get 
money to support the Government. principally from 
internal taxation, and to an exceedingly large degree 
from manufactures. If you propose to got money 
from thom, you must enable them to pay it, because 
if you legislate so as to break down manufactures, 
or to chuck thoir prosperity, that source of revenuo, 
whioh ig the groat source, is dried up, and you fail 
in that most important particular. The tariff is 
adjusted, und was adjusted betore, upon that simple 
principle with reference to the intornal revenue tax- 
ation.” 

Thus it will be seen that this theory of com- 
pensation for internal taxes ran all through 
the debates, and was the constant pretext for 
raising the duties on foreign importations. 
‘The next year the internal revenue was again 
raised, and was placed at so high a figure that 
the tax upon domestic manufactures (not in- 
cluding spirits and tobacco) yielded upward 
of one hundred and twenty-five million dol- 
lars in a single year. The cotton-mills paid 
$11,000,000 factory tax that year; the woolen 
miils paid $9,000,000, and the iron industry 
over twelve millions, Besides these direct 
factory taxes there was the income tax, which 
was then very high, and various other internal 
taxes indircetly affecting cost of production. 

Now, we all know that these internal factory 
taxes have all been swept away, not a vestige 
of them remains, and these millions now re- 
main in the coffers of the factory owners while 
the duties upon imports which were increased 
as an indemnity and compensation for these 
very taxes still remain as they were. Fora 
period of about five years these gentlemen 
have been enjoying the compensation without 
rendering the quid pro quo. It is an old say- 
ing that when the reason of a law has ceased, 
the law should cease. Now here the pro- 
fessed and pledged reason has entirely ceased, 
and our laws should be modified accordingly. 

J appeal to the candid protectionist himself, 
and ask him whether there is not a proper 
margin over and above protection, a margin 
within which we may reduce without trench- 
ing in the least upon the theoretical question 
of protection itself? Whether there js any- 
thing ‘unfair in reducing duties laid not for 
protection’s sake, but as an equivalent for 
burden. which have been done away with? It 
seems to me that the honest protectionist him- 


self cannot deny the justice of this proposition 
without taking another step and becoming the 
avowed champion of bounty and monopoly. 
When these duties were raised to their present 
figure you promised the people that they 
should be’ temporary, you said they should 
stand and fall with the internal revenue. Now 
that the latter has. fallen, will you keep the 
pledge? You went up with every rise of inter- 
nal taxes as faithfully as the mercury responds 
to the condition of the atmosphere, but now 
that the internal revenue has nearly got to 
zero your tariff is still at the boiling point. 

I know it is difficult to persuade any class 
of men to surrender pecuniary advantages 
which circumstances have once thrown into 
their hands; they hold on to them with des- 
perate tenacity after the real excuse or reason 
has passed away. 
theories are made up as substitutes for the 
oldones. What wasonce claimed and obtained 
asa compensation for internal war taxes simply 
is now insisted upon with a bold face as a 
necessary permanent protection to home man- 
ufactyrers, 

And yet who does not know thatthe cost of 
production in the United States is much less 
to-day than it was during the war, when aside 
from the internal taxes, labor was scarce, the 
national currency was depressed, and a hun- 
dred causes combined to make production ab- 
normally dear? And who does not know upon 
the other hand that the cost of production in 
Europe has been rising while ours has been 
falling, that it is constantly rising at the pres- 
ent time, especially in England, owing to the 
general and rapid rise in wages and the scar- 
city of raw material? Why, sir, there never 
was a more fit and opportune moment for 
reducing duties and relieving the people from 
the burdens of the tariff without harming our 
own industries than the present. 

Nearly all the products of European facto- 
ries have gone up in price, the American man- 
ufacturer following close upon the heel of the 
Kuropean in the schedule of prices, getting all 
the benefits of this rise in values without the 
corresponding cost, so that the margin of his 
protection is coustantly widening, the Ameri- 
can people paying the increased cost. Any 
attentive reader of commercial newspapers 
must have observed with some astonishment 
of late how completely prices are under the 
control of manufacturers in this country under 


the present tariff, and how completely they | 


make use of it when the opportunity occurs. 

I have seen a number of edicts published 
by manufacturers’ associations of late arbitra- 
rily advancing prices here to correspond with 
the rise in Europe. Now, when we ought to 
derive some of the long-promised benefits 
of protection ; now, when the theory of cheap- 
ness as the ultimate result of protection 
should develop itself, if it ever will; now, 
when tie American people should receive 
some return for the bounties which for many 
long years they have lavished upon American 
manufacturers, we find them coolly going up 
with European prices and taxing us with 
increased profits which the present tariff 
enables them todo. In other words, when 
European prices are low, we are indignant, 
and must have an American system and Amer- 
ican prices, and so we add a duty to make them 
higher. When European prices are high, we 
say nothing and quietly add the duty anyhow. 
Pray where does the consumer come in? I 
fear his position is very much like that of the 
Indian in the story we sometimes hear from 
the stump of the Indian and the white man who 
shot a turkey and a buzzard in partnership, 
and when they came to divide, the buzzard 
always fell to the lot of the Indian. 

Pig iron in Great Britain has gone up about 
fifty per cent. within a year, owing to scarcity 
of ore and coal, and on account of high wages ; 
the American furnace-men have advanced in 
proportion, while the cost of production here 


New reasons and plausible |! 


j 


has, if anything, decreased. American pig 
iron which was sold ata handsome profit for 
thirty-three dollars some time ago is now sell- 
ing for fifty-one. Wooland woolens have gone 
up; glass has gone up, indeed, nearly every- 
thing that is imported from Europe bas been 
on the rise, and the margin of profits to the . 
American manufacturer likewise. Now, it 
seems to me, if ever, this is the time for re- 
duction. The manufacturer can stand it, the 
revenue can afford it, we have ayearly surplus 
to reduce on. When are we ever to reduce 


this tariff if we do not do it now? 


There is another line of thought which I 
wish to suggest to the House as a reason why 
our present rates of tariff duties should be mod- 
ified. These war duties never being intended 
for times of peace, are beginning to embarrass 
and cripple various important industries of 
this country to such an extent as to materially 
retard its progress. The condition of Amer- 


i ican shipping is a familiar and lamentabie 
| instance of this kind; but there are hundreds 


of others suffering from the same cause, and 
I was astonished to find during our protracted 
hearings on the Committee of Ways and Means 
how many industries have actually been driven 
across our northern border into the Dominion 
of Canada, and how our present tariff often 
serves to encourage Canadian enterprise and 
Canadian labor at the expense of our own. 
Thus it appeared in testimony before the 


| committee that the duty on hides and other 


material used in tanning had caused Ameri- 
can tanners to move into Canada with their 
capital, tools, and machinery, thence carry- 
ing on an extensive export trade to South 
America and Europe, which our tariff had 
made impossible in this country. American 
lumber dealers told us that for the purpose 
of export they had been compelled to estab- 
lish their houses in Canada, lt further ap- 
peared that the salt duty had destroyed much 
of our export trade of home produce to the 
West Indies, and transferred it to Canada. 
During the fiscal year of 1870 nine million ` 
pounds of raw tobacco were sent from the 


| United States into Canada, to be worked up 


into plugs there for export, on account of 
our high duty on licorice. 

When an American ship must be recoppered 
she straightway sails to St. John and employs 
Canadian labor and Canadian material to de 
it there. No wonder that the provinces are 
entering on a new era of prosperity. These 
things show how a tariff, when it goes beyond 
a certain point, cutsboth ways. Indeed, this 
is much more apparent when we consider the 
fact that all the protected industries of the 
country put together produce only about ten 
per cent. of the total production of the coun- 
try, and that while we benefit ren per cent. of 
our industry, we do it at the expense of ninety 
per cent. ; and, furthermore, that all articles 
suitable for export from this country can in 
the very nature of things receive no benefit 


| from protection, while upon the other hand 


those exports are made dearer by reason of 
the tariff, and are thus wholly or partially de- 


i prived of their salable quality in foreign 


countries. Thus we have lost our export trade 


jin boots and shoes, in ready-made clothing, 


wagons, saddlery, &., and for the last ten 
years we have the strange spectacle of a great 


| nation, constantly increasing in numbers and 


productive capacity, decreasing in its export 
of manufactured articles. 


Now, as to the bill. The aggregate nom- 


| inal reduction is small, and I hope the House: 


will increase it to the amount of at least 
$10,000,000, which may be done without in- 
terfering with the needful revenue of the 
country. It will be observed, however, that 
the reductions which are made in the bill 
are upon the great staples of consumption, 
and this I claim as one of its chief merits, 
and that the relief to the people will be felt 
on the whole consumption of those articles, 
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on the home production in the shape of 
reduced prices, and on the imported articles 
in the shape of reduced duties. 

Hence the bill, if passed, will with an appar- 
ently small reduction of revenue afford great 
relief tothe people. For instance, our reduc- 
tions upon cotton goods amount to only 
$778,075 upon the revenue derived from for- 
eign importations, but while we import about 
twenty-six million dollars in cottons, the home 
production is about seven times as great, aud 
the reduction will affect the whole consump- 
tion, foreign and domestic. We reduce on 
woolen goods $4,300,525 of revenue on an 
importation of $42,000,000, while the esti- 
mated home production is $156,000,000, or 
nearly four times as much. We reduce on 
> iron, steel, and its manufactures, apparently 
© only $2,928,141 on an importation of $43,- 
000,000, but the home production of these 
articles amounts to about one hundred and 
ninety-five million dollars, or about four and 
a half times as much. 

So it is with the great article of leather, of 
which the home production is $195,000,000, or 
twenty-eight times as great as the foreign im- 
portation, and so I might go on with lumber, 
copper, salt, and numerous other articles pro- 
vided for in the bill, and I think [am not 
exaggerating when I say that the twenty mil- 
lions nominally reduced in our bill will indi- 
rectly work a saving of from seventy to eighty 
millions to the people. And this result is 
accomplished by such moderate reductions as 


not to interfere with the legitimate prosperity | 


of existing American industries in the least. 

The proposed reductions. taken separately 
are so small as to operate entirely within the 
margin of profits at most, and do not involve 
the abstract questions of protection or free 
trade at all, and hence I do not think that even a 
discussion of those fundamental principles and 
theories can legitimately arise out of thìs bill. 
The reductions are of such a character as to 
leave ample protection to any industry in the 
land, even on the protectionist’ s own ground. 
They simply tend to divest some of them of 
that superabundant protection which smells of 
monopoly, and which it was never intended 
they should enjoy after the close of the war, 
and to bring them within the healthful rules 
of competition which even the theoretical pro- 
tectionist admits to be desirable. 

With the exception of a few articles hke 
coal and salt, the reductions average, in most 
cases, but twenty per cent. on existing rates. 
To do less than that would, in my opinion, 
afford no appreciable relief to any one. The 
reduction on woolen goods is less than twenty 
per cent., and it is no reduction at all on the 
protection which the woolen manufacturers 
claimed and obtained in the wool and woolen 
tarif of 1867, as I will presently show. Yet 
I believe it is this portion of the bill in par- 
ticular to which the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts, chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and other mem- 
bers from that State, object. Woolen goods 
are one of the great necessities of life; next 
to food perhaps the greatest. I refer to ordin- 
ary cloths, women and children’s dress goods, 
blankets, &e. Certainly there is no article 
affected by the tariff excepting sait, which is 


so much of an article of prime necessity as | 


woolen goods. It comes home to every man’s 
family, and their use is absolutely unavoidable 
in a eivilized country by rich and poor alike. 

Now, the duties upon this article of prime 
necessity are among the most odious in their 
rates and adjustment in the whole tariff 
schedule. The duty being mainly a specific 
one, that is, so much a pound, without refer- 
ence to quality, it is comparatively low on fine 
cloths and extremely high on the lower class 
of coarse goods, such as are used by the poor, 
running up to between one and two hundred 
pee cent. on ordinary cloths, and I am told as 
igh as three hundred per cent. on some quali- 
ties of blankets, thus affording a complete and 


iniquitious monopoly to the manufacturers of 
that class of goods. 

Then, again, on all cotton mixed cloths the 
duty is enormously high and virtually pro- 
hibitory, for the reason that under this specific 
duty of so much a pound the cotton substance 
is of course weighed with the woolen portion 
and pays a like duty, although the value of 
such fabrics is of course much less than the 
all-woolen goods. This has resulted in a 
great increase of this not very desirable class 
of goods in this country. I have some samples 
here from which any one can see how this 
tariff operates on cotton mixed goods. These 
samples, it will be observed, show exactly how 
much cotton there is in the body of the cloth, 
the wool having been extracted out of one end 
of the samples by chemical process. All this 
cotton pays duty as woolen goods, and thus it 
is that the duties marked on the samples are 
so high, every one running over one hundred 
per cent. ad valorem, and yet these very goods 
are necessarily worn by the poorer classes. 

{ will not blame Representatives from those 
districts in which the great woolen manufac- 
tures are located for stickling about the small 
reduction proposed in the bill. ‘They are, no 
doubt, very faithful to the interests of their 
particular locality ; but upon the other hand, 
Í submit to them that to have made a revision 
or reduction of the tariff with woolens left out 
would have been like the play of Hamlet with 
Hamlet left out. Now, what do we propose 
to do about woolens in this bill? The duty on 
woolens is a double daty; that is, it consists 
of aspecific and an ad valorem, the former 
being the largest. 

This specific duty, which is calculated by 
the pound weight, was intended as an equiva- 
lent for the duty on the raw wool used in the 
cloth, which the manufacturer is supposed to 
pay. This was so agreed upon in the cele- 
brated wool-growers’ and wool- manufacturers’ 
convention at Syracuse in 1866, where the 
basis of our present wool tariff was laid. 
Thus when cloth pays a specific duty of fifty 
cents a pound, it is supposed to represent the 
duty on the four pounds of raw wool which go 
into one pound of cloth. Now, it is apparent 
that if a reduction of twenty per cent, is made 
on the raw wool, and alike reduction of twenty 
per cent. on the specific duties on woolens, it 
leaves them relatively in exactly the same 
position as before, and the cloth manufacturer 
still gets just his equivalent for the duty he 
pays on the wool, which is all that the specific 
duties were ever intended to cover. 

This is just what we propose to do by this 
bill. We propose to take a fifth from the 
duties on the raw material and a correspond- 
ing fifth from the specific pound-weight duty 
on the manufactured article, and hence I say 
the reduction on the specific duties on cloths, 
dress goods, &c., does not trench on the man- 
ufacturer’s protection or profits in the least; 
on the contrary, it will probably benefit him, 
for his chief’ complaint has always been the 
high duty on the foreign wools which he must 
have to mix with the American for many 
kinds of cloths, and, besides, we propose to 
relieve him from the ten per cent. additional 
duty on Cape wools which he is now compelled 
to pay, while we have put many of his dye- 
stuffs on the free list. 

But now I come to the other branch of the 
duty, the ad valorem, which on nearly all 
woolen goods is thirty-five per cent. This fig- 
ure was arrived at in the following manner by 
the same convention to which I have referred : 
the manufacturers said they must have twenty- 
five per cent. protection over and above the 
compensatory specific duty to which I have 
alluded; and they still further claimed that 
the internal revenue taxes which in one shape 
and another they were obliged to pay at that 
time amounted to ten per cent. on their pro- 
duct, for which they claimed a further compen- 
satory duty of ten per cent. ad valorem, making 
the total ad valorem thirty-five per cent. 


H 


| 


In order that there shall be nò doubt on this 
point in the mind of any one I will read from’ 
the statement of the executive committee of the 
National Association of Wool Manufacturers 
relative to the duties on wool and woolens, 
addressed to the United States Revenue Com- 
missioner in 1866, and which was adopted and 
enacted into a law by Congress in 1867. They 
say: 


“The provisions proposed by the committee and 
rendered necessary 


ary by the proposed. change in the 
duties on wool aim to accomplish two objects: first, 
to fix the specific duties at rates which shall be sim- 
ply compensatory for the duties on the wool and 
other material; and, secondly, to establish an ad 
valorem duty which, besides providing for the reye- 
nue tax on manufactures, shall leave the manufac- 
turer simply a net protection of twenty-five per 
cent. With some exceptions, the reasons for which 
will be specially explained hereafter, the ad valorem 
duty on manufactures of wool and worsted is fixed 
at thirty-five per cent., ten per cent. being fixed as ' 
an equivalent for the internal revenue tax of six 
per cent. on manufactures and on articles consumed 
in manufacturing, and twenty-five per cent. as pro- 
tection to the manufacturer. That ten per cent. is 
not more than an equivalent for the six per cent. 
revenue tax, will appear from considering that the 
customs duty being levied on the foreign value and 
the internal tax on the home value, a larger per- 
centage of the former than the latter will be required 
to make a given sum. To state acase for illustra- 
tion quite closely conformable to present home and 
foreign values, a yard of cloth sells in our market 
for $2 50, which would cost abroad only $1 50. In 
that case exactly ten per cent. customs duty would 
be required on the latter sum to equal the six per 
cent. internal tax on the former. In the case stated, 
the ten per cent. would not be a full equivalent for 
the whole internal revenue tax, as such taxes must 
also be paid upon articles consumed in manufactur- 
ing.” 

When the secretary of the Wool Manufac- 
turer’s Association appeared before our com- 
mittee this winter, I asked him whetber ten 
per cent of the present ad valorem duty did not 
represent internal revenue, and he admitted 
it. Now, all the bill proposes to do is to strike 
off five per cent. from the ad valorem, making 
it thirty instead of thirty-five, although every 
tittle of internal revenue on manufactures hag 
been repealed, and my opinion is that the 
whole ten per cent. should have been struck 
off, which would have left to the manufactur- 
ers all which they themselves claimed when 
they fixed up this tariff, namely, a net protec- 
tion of twenty-five per cent., while in the bill 
we leave them thirty. Is there anything to be 
alarmed about in that proposition? if they 
cannot stand a reduction of five per cent. out 
of thirty-five, and that, too, given as an equiva- 
lent for a thing which no longer exists, what can 
they stand, and when are we ever to get back 
to anything like a normal condition of things? 
I suggest to the gentlemen from New England, 
and particularly to the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, that his well-known 
statesmanship can afford to rise above mere 
local considerations in this matter of duties on 
woolens, and that the good of the whole coun- 
try demands a substantial reduction in this 
very important article of consumption. — 

On cotton fabrics we propose areduction of 
about twenty per cent. on the higher duties, 
leaving those which do not exceed thirty-five 
per cent. to stand as they are. 1 believe no 
candid person familiar with the condition of 
the cotton-miils of New England will say that 
such a reduction as that will either hurt this 
flourishing industry or check its prosperity in 
the least. 

On iron, steel, and their products, we like- 
wise propose an average reduction of about 
twenty to twenty-four per cent., making itless 
on the pig for the reason that it was reduced 
two dollars a ton in the last Congress, while 
bars, blooms, and manufactures generally were 
not reduced at all. 

What shall I say about iron? The subject 
has outgrown all calculation. This is truly an 
iron age. The world’s demand for iron in all 
its various uses has distanced the supply.so 
that I fear the latter will not catch up in this 
generation. Inaddition to this the supply, i 
England and Sweden has been checked by vari- 
ous causes already. referred to. ‘Lhe conge- 
quenceofall thisisthat iron has gone up to an 
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almost unprecedented height all over the 
world, and our American furnace-men are 
turning pigs of iron into pigs of gold. Iron 
which is manufactured at a cost of about 
twenty-five dollars per ton is sold at fifty ; and 
even at this figure furnaces are engaged to 
their fullest capacity for eight months ahead. 
The situation is so well described in an article 
taken from the Financial Chronicle that I will 
ask the Clerk to read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Searcity of [ron.—The condition of the iron 
market at the present time is, in many respects, 
without precedent in the history of the trade. With 
every furnace in blast, and importations as large as 
the very limited surplus of foreign production will 

ermit, we are threatened with an iron famine. 
Bince January, American pig No.1 has advanced 

from $26 and $37 to $50 and $52 per ton; rails from 
$70 to $85, and bar iron from $82 50 and $87 52 to $103 
„and $105. In imported iron the rise has been pro- 
ortionate, English rails having advanced since the 
eginning of the year from $58 to $70 and $73, gold, 
old rails from $39 to $52 and $53, and scrap iron from 
$42 and $43 to $62 and $65. The reason for this is easily 
found. Throughout the world, but moro especially 
in this country, there has been during the past few 
years an enormous increaso of consumption, and 
the increase of production has not kept pace with 
it, chiefly because the necessity for new iron was not 
felt until the surplas stocks of this and other mar- 
kets were exhausted. Last year the consumption 
of iron in the United States was about 2,600,000 
tons, of which we produced about 2,000,000 tons, and 
imported the balance, beginning the current year 
with no surplus, which has forced consumers to de- 
pend wholly upon the immediate product of the 
furnaces. Of the total consumption last year it is 
estimated that one half was used in railroad con- 
struction and equipment. This year a largely 
increased consumptive demand is anticipated, 

“We have now some 60,000 miles of railroad in 
operation, to keep which in repair will require, in 
addition to old rails rerolled, about three tons to 
the mile, or say 180,000 tons. Last year wo built 
about 7,000 miles of new road. If we build as m uch 
this yoar we shall require of new rails about 88 tons 
to the milo, or 616,000 tons. To this may be added 
for bolts, spikes, joints, switches, and the liko, say 10 
tons to the mile, or 70,000 tons, Tho capacity of the 
furnaces now in operation is 2,000,000 tons, to which 
may be added 150,000 tons as the probable product 

of now furnaces now building. In the present eon- 
dition of the European market it is doubtful if we 
will be ablo to import as much this year ns last; but 
supposing we import the same quantity, or 600,000 
(ong, onr total supply would amount to wbout 2,730,000 
tons, Doducting trom this the 966,000 tous needed for 
railroad construction, we have remaining 1,784,009 
tons for railroad equipment, building purposes, gas 
and water-pipe, maebinory, the manufacture of hard- 
ware, bridges, ship-building, and the thousand other 
uses for which iron is employed, or less than one 

nif the estimated requirement. It would appear, 
therofore, that there mast be curtailment of con- 
sumption in some direction, or an active competition 
among consumers for the limited supply. Still we 
cannot think it probable that there will bo any 
groat advance on the very high prices now obtained, 

or prices pay the producer so well now that they 
Must soon stimulate production to a point which 
will moot therequirementsof tho trado.”— Kinancial 
Chronicle. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Consumers are 
scrambling for supplies which they cannot 
obtain quick enouga at any price, and yet gen- 
tlemen insist on keeping up an artificial bar- 
rier to check and embarrass the march of 
improvement and progress. Sir, I believe 
that our tariff on iron isa superfluous bounty 
this day, and if there was any security 
that things would remain in the present con- 
dition it might be taken off altogether. Talk 
about foreign competition! ‘Phere is no com- 
petition to-day in iron exceptamong those who 
want to buy. Yet for reasons before stated 
we propose to goslow. The committee put pig 
at six dollars, though I think the House 
should make it five dollars. 

_ What I have said of pig iron is relatively 
true of bar iron and the advanced products of 
iron, as the following extract from a commer- 
cial newspaper will show: 

" English Advance on Iron.—Merchant bar iron 
has advanced in England from £7 10s. in August last 
to £12 10s., and manufacturers will not receive 
orders even at the advance, or to contract for any 
specified time, as their orders on hand are sufficient 
to absorb all they can make up to July next. It is 
estimated that Sweden and Norway will not pro- 
duce more than a half supply of iron for the pres- 
ent year. This condition of affairs abroad has 
caused a steady advance in American iron for some 
time past. which has been followed by an advance 
in copper, brass, and other metals. The effect of 


all this has been to advance American hardware 
composed chiefly of iron from ten to twenty per 


t. Articles manufactured of steel have advanced 
from five to twelve and a half per cent. here and in 


Europe.” 

The important article of bend and sole 
leather we have been able to reduce from | 
thirty-five to fifteen per cent. ad valorem, and 
in this instance, at least, the reduction was 
made, I am gratified to say, with the consent 
of leading manufacturers in consideration of 
hides being made free. The duty on hides 
never was a protection to anybody, partly for 
the reason that South American hides which 
we import are used for a distinctive purpose, 
do not materially compete with our own, and 
never affected the price of American hides one 
way or another. Upon the other hand, the 
duty on the foreign increased the price of 
leather, an article not only of universal con- 
sumption in the shape of buots and shoes, but 
so extensively used by farmers, mechanics, and 
manufacturers in their various occupations. 
Indeed, the use of leather in this country is 
hardly realized by any one who has not had his 
attention specially directed to the fact. I may 
here state incidentally that the leather in- 
dustry in the United States is estimated to be 
greater in its extent than either wool or iron. 
Before the war we exported it, and tanners 
told us that with free hides they could compete 
with the world in leather. 

Lumber we propose to reduce from twenty 
to ten per cent. ad valorem; a reduction 
which I believe will be hailed with satisfaction 
by nine tenths of the people, for, as was well 
said by the late Commissioner of the Revenue, 
it is greatly to the interest of the majority of 
the people that their houses, factories, fences, 
vehicles, furniture, cars, and ships should be 
cheap. The lumber duty, while it is not felt 
in some regions, is felt very severely in others. 
We have hada number of delegations before 
the committee asking for a reduction of this 
duty, and the evidence showed that not only 
is the duty added to the price of the imported 
Jumber, and thus paid by the American con- 
sumer, but likewise that it affects the price of 
the home prodact, that it is crippling more 
American industries than it protects, and that 
it is retarding improvement and progress in 
various ways, bearing with peculiar severity 
on certain sectious of the country, and bene- 
fiting no one but a few owners of timber lands 
in the Northwest. It isnot a question of labor, 
but a question of stumpage, as it is technically 
called. 

On coal and salt we make a heavier reduc- 
tion than on most other things, for reasons 
which are so well known and which have been 
so often discussed that I will not weary the 
House with a repetition. Indeed, the House 
has several times voted to make them free, 
but following the line of policy heretofore 
indicated, we thought best not to recommend 
80 great a change at once. 

The House has also voted to make tea and 
coffee free, and I have a few words to say upon 
that point. I know that the words free tea 
and coffee have a certain glittering popular- 
ity connected with them. But all that glit- 
ters is not gold, and this proposition to repeal 
all duties upon tea and coffee as a measure 
of revenue reform will upon closer inspec- 
tion be found to have a good deal of pinch- 
beck about it. 

Let us take a plain, common-sense view 
of the matter. There are two kinds of du- 
ties upon our tariff schedule, the one class 
consists of duties strictly revenue in char- 
acter, the other class is protective in char- 
acter; in the one case, where the tax- payer 
pays a dollar the Treasury receives a dollar; 
in the other case, where the tax-payer pays 
one dollar into the Treasury he pays from 
oue to five into the pockets of private par- 
ties who are engaged in occupations favored 
by law. Tea and coffee belong to the for- 
mer class; the duties upon these two articles 
are strictly revenue duties. They are not 
exceptionally high, and yet we collected about | 


nineteen million dollars from this source lagt 
year. 

` It will be remembered they were reduced in 
the last Congress, and in this bill we again 
propose to reduce them, so as to make the 
duty on tea equal to about thirty-three per 
cent. and coffee twenty per cent. ad valorem, 
Now, it is said that tea aud coffee are articles 
of universal consumption, and as such they 
ought to be duty free. I admit that they are 
articles of almost universal consumption, but 
I cannot admit that they are necessities of life 
in as high a degree as clothing, salt, mechanics’ 
tools, bed blankets, and many otber articles in 
the tariff which I could name, and yet we have 
duties upon these exceeding one hundred per 
cent., upon some exceeding two hundred and 
approaching three hundred per cent. Now, 
in view of these facts, the majority of the com- 
mittee thought that a small revenue duty on 
tea and coffee should be retained, and although 
the aggregate reduction in our bill is so small 
as to permit free tea and coffee without injury 
to the revenue, we prefer that the House should 
add in other directions where relief will be felt 
in a much greater degree. 

I will not attempt at this time to enter any 
further on the details of the bill, leaving the 
discussion of details until the bill is taken up 
by paragraphs for consideration; but before 
closing I wish to say a few words concerning 
the idea sometimes advanced that the present 
high duties are really necessary in order to 
make up for the difference in price of labor 
between here and Europe. In the first place, 
the American factory laborer does not get any 
higher wages by reason of the tariff. In a 
speech on the relations of tariffs to wages which 
I made about a month ago, I expressed my 
views at some length on that subject, and I 
think Ishowed from s:atistical information fur- 
nished by the State of Massachusetts that the 
tariff while it swells profits and dividends does 
not increase the rate of wages. 

But, in the second place, there is nothing 
more delusive than this theory of compensa- 
tion for difference in cost cf labor, for the 
simple reason that the price of labor is by no 
means a true test of the cost of production. 
Raw material forms the bulk of the cost of 
production, and this is often cheapest where 
labor is dearest, and such is the case with 
many factories and industries in this country. 
Many persons take it for granted that the 
labor account is the great item in the manu- 
facture of our protected goods; and we often 
hear manufacturers argue in this way: I pay 
my laborers twice as much as is paid to 
laborers in the same line of business in Europe ; 
therefore I should have twice the price for my 
goods. This argument, plausible as it may 
seem at first glance, is utterly fallacious and a 
flimsy pretext for monopoly duties. 

I have paid some attention of late to the 


| proportion of the cost of labor to the whole 


cost of manufactured products, and I have 
found somewhat to my own surprise that it 
rarely exceeds twenty-five per cent. For 
instance, labor represents only fifteen to twenty 
per cent. in pig iron, only fifteen per cent, in 
woolen goods, twenty-five per cont. in cotton 
goods, eighteen per cent. in paper, and in 
some articles, as for instance in soap, it 
sinks down to only six per cent., while a 
tobacco manufacturer told us in committee that 
the labor in sweetened plug tobacco costs less 
than the licorice which goes into it. I have 
all these figures from the statements of manu- 
facturers themselves, i 

The bulk of the costis always in the material, 
besides such items as fuel, rent, interest, &e. 
Now, even taking twenty-five per cent. as the 
average cost of labor, it will be perceived that 
a protection of only twenty-five per cent. on 
the whole value of the article is equal to a 
protection of one hundred per cent. on the 
labor that goes into the article; a duty of fifty 
per cent. on the value is equal to two hundred 
per cent. on the labor; seventy-five per cent. 
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on the value is equal to three hundred per 
cent. on the labor, and a duty of one hundred 
per cent. on the value, such as we have several 
of on our tariff schedule, amounts to a protec- 
tion of four hundred per cent. on the labor! 

It will be perceived from these figures how 
curious the effect of the manufacturer’s mode 
of protecting cost of labor, and how little 
protection is really needed to compensate for 
difference in price of labor. As it is, the 
manufacturer, under pretense of equalizing 
labor, gets his protection on the whole cost, 
and thus doubles up on labor, material, and 
all. In addition to this there is the cost of 
bringing the foreign goods by the side of the 
domestic in our market, which in itself affords 
a protection of from five to ten per cent. on 
the value, according to the nature of the article. 

Again, there is no doubt also that while we 
pay higher wages to American laborers, we 
require more of them in return, and they do 
actually produce more than the average Euro- 

ean laborers do in the same space of time. 

ut it is improved machinery above all which 
is daily reducing the significance of the price 
of mere manual labor in the cost of manufac- 
tured wares. This is strikingly illustrated by 
the following statistics, which L clip from the 
Washington Chronicle of recent date: 

“The manufacture of plain cottons in Massachu- 
setts in 1865 produced fabrics valued at $54,436,881, 
being anincrease in ten years of $28,296,343, or one 
hundred and eight per cent.; yet the capital in- 
creased in that time only four per cent., while the 
number of hands employed was actually reduced 
eleven thousand one hundred and nine. Each dol- 
Jar of capital produced three times as much as it did 
ten years before, while the actual value produced 
by each operative rose from $751 to $2,299 per an- 


num. Yet this did not reducethe amount of capital 


employed in manufactures nor the number of oper- 
atives. The surplus capital and labor found new 
avenues of employment. 

“The wool manufacture, in the ten years under 
review, only doubled its capital, and added but 
eighty-four per cent. to its number of operatives, 
while increasing fourfold its annual production. 
The carpet manufacture tripled its production 
while it decreased its capital twenty per cent. an 
its amount of labor twenty-five per cent.” 

In conclusion, let me express the hope that 
with some additions, increasing the aggregate 
reduction ten millions more, and such amend- 
ments as every bill of this nature must neces- 
sarily undergo, the bill reported by the major- 
ity of the committee will pass this House. 

To the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House I say, if you have been sincere in your 
loud professions concerning the tariff, you will 
support this bill; for though it may not suit 
your idea of what ought to be done, it is the 
only practical result that can be obtained at 
this session. You cannot oppose it on the 

aground on which you opposed the so-called 
chenck tariff, for that tariff, while it reduced 
some things, increased the duty on others. 
This bill is at least a consistent scaling down 
throughout. 

To the Republican party, which is respons- 
ible for the legislation of the country, | say, 
if you want to avoid the charge of keeping 
needless burdens on the people, a charge 
often made, now is the time to do away with 
it; and, finally, I say to the ultra protection- 

- ists, if you want to avoid a crisis, if you want 
to avoid a sudden revulsion, such as is gen- 

: erally caused by a stubborn holding on to 
extremes, if you want to prevent such a sweep- 
ing change as I and every true revenue re- 

. former would regret to see, your true policy 
18 to accept the olive branch which is offered 
in the shape of this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. I noticed that the gentle- 
man has addressed remarks to all of the polit- 

_Jeal parties of this country except the Cincin- 
nati party. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I do not know that 

ave any words to address to that party. 

Mr. DAWES. As no other gentleman seems 
disposed to address the committee at this time, 

-I will move that the committee now rise. In 
doing so I desire to say that I have no desire 


to address the committee when the considera- 
tion of this subject shall be next resumed. 
The motion was agreed to. 

. The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that pursuant to the order of 
the House the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHANKS. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair if there will be a morning hour to-inor- 


row? 

The SPEAKER. If there shall be one, it 
will be for the consideration of reports from 
committees, of a private nature. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I[desire to ask unani- 
mous consent that on to-morrow there shall 
be no other business done except general 
debate on the tariff bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS. LIhope that will not be 


done. We were denied a morning hour this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous 
consent. 


Mr. MeNEELY. I object. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from a com- 
mittee of conference, submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

That the House of Representatiues recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41,42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree to the 
same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
tothe amendwent of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “fifty,” down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu: ‘ $3,422;” and the House agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “ after,” in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word ‘* Con- 
gress,” in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words, ‘‘the 4th of March, 1875; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the fitty-fifth and 
seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: in line three of 
said House amendment strike out the word “ forty ” 
and insert in lieu the word “thirty; ” and the House 
agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ninety-two,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “eighty ;” and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out, 
insert the following: for one clerk of class four, 
two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 
office, $7,210; and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment where it first occurs the word 
“two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘four;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to theeighty-fourth 
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amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out all after 
the word “three,” where it occurs the second’ time 
in line eight of said House amendment down to and 
including the words “per anum,” in line nine: and 
in line nine strike out the word “three” and insert 
in lien the word “‘seven;’ and in line seventeen of 
said House amendment strike out the words “six 
thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘five thousand 
“six hundred ;” and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom ‘their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and -agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of said amendment, strike out the word “‘ fifty” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words“ twenty-five;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in liew of 
the first clause of said House amendment the follow- 
ing: “that a commission, consisting of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army. 
and the officer in charge of public buildings an 
groundsis hereby authorized and directed to examine 
and report to Congress prior to the second Monday 
of December next, a plan by which the locomotive 
railroad track in frout of the western entrance of 
the Capital shall be removed,” with due regard to 
the rights of all parties concerned, and by which 
proper connections with other railroads may. be 
made; and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: “that from 
and after the Ist day of July, 1872, the annual salà- 
ries of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, and 
of the supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment shall be $4,000 each; and the annual salary of 
the judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 
each, and a sum suflicient to carry into effect the 
provisions of this section to the end of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated;’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES A. GARFIELD, 

E. CLARKE, 

WILLIAM H. NIBLACK, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 


JUSTIN'S. MORRILL 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The question was upon agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If I can have the 
attention of the House for a few minutes—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Allow me to male a sug- 
gestion. It is now twenty-five minutes to five 
o'clock. We cannot understand this report 
from its reading by the Clerk, and shall have 
to listen to a long explanation from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations. 
There are some features of this report to which 
there undoubtedly will be objection. I there- 
fore suggest that it be allowed to go over until 
Monday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would cheer- 
fully do that but for one thing. This is a very 
| long bill, and the enrolling clerks ought to 
have to-morrow to prepare it for signature. 
I think the gentleman will find that the points 
to which objection will be made are very few, 
and they can be stated in a very few minutes. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. This bill will 
not go into effect until the Ist of July next. 
What is the great necessity for this hurry 
about it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I believe I can 
state in six minutes all that is needed in the 
way of explanation. 

Mr. DICKEY. The Houseis not full; and 
ifin a full House this report should be rejected, 
then all the labor of the enrolling clerks will 
‘| be lost. 
| Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 am willing to 
|| do whatever the House may desire. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be very satis- 
factory to have more time for consideration. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Some of these 
amendments will give rise to discussion. 

Mr. HALE. There will be some opposition 
to portions of this conference report. Undoubt- 
jj edly the explanation of the chairman of the 
|| Committee on Appropriations will be satisfac- 
ii tory as far as it goes. But this report is an 
important one, and there has been no oppor- 
tunity to examine it in detail. In view of that 
| fact, and also that there may not be a quorum 


| here now, I suggest whether it would not be 


i better to let thigreport go over until next week, 


2830 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 27, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If my colleague 
on the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
Hair] desires a postponement of this report, 
i certainly have no personal preference of my 
my own to oppose to it. 

` Mr. HALE. I do not wish the postpone- 
ment put on that ground at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If it shall go 
over I shall desire to have it printed. 

Mr. SARGENT. Can it be called up at 
any time? 

Mr. DICKEY. Of course the understand- 
ing is that it will not be called up to morrow. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I consent to 
the postponement with the understanding that 
I lose none of my rights in connection with it. 

TheSPEAKER. If itis printed and recom- 
mitted to the committee of conference it will 
lose none of its privilege. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT DOCK, NEW YORK. 


Mr. GARILELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, reported back a 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, recom- 
mending the erection of a building on the 
Government dock at New York, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN NICHMAN, 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There is a 
ension bill which I neglected to report to the 
House on Wednesday evening last. I ask 

unanimous consent to report itnow for consid- 
eration at this time. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, accordingly 
reported back from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, with a recommendation that the 
same do pass, House bill No. 1802, granting a 
pension to John Nichman. 

The question wag upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Nichman, late a private in 
company I, tifty-sixth regiment Pennsylvania 
volunteers, and now residing at Gettysburg, 
Pennsylvania, and pay him a pension of eight 
dollars per month from and after the passage 
of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
make a proposition that the House meet to- 
morrow as in Committee of the Whole for 
debate only on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection to that, 
as the Chair understands, 

Mr. BECK. Lobject to it. I intend that 


we shall have a quorum here to-morrow, if 
possible. 


I make that 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Eliza Whiting ; 

An act (S. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutchison, minor son of Joseph 
Hutchison, deceased; and 

An act (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 


John Carbaugh, a private of company A, forty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers. 


REMOVAL OF OSAGE INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a 
communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting an estimate of an appro- 
priation required to defray certain expenses 
connected with the removal of the Osage In- 
dians, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

There being no- objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Braxton, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave of absence for one day; Mr. 
Swapp for ten days; Mr. Leacu for one week ; 
Mr. Hare and Mr. Duxe for one day. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House papers in the case of Dr. P. A. 
Cardwell. 

Mr. AMBLER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: 

By Mr. MOREY : The petition of John Mce- 
Enery, of Ouachita parish, Louisiana, asking 
to be relieved of the political disabilities 
under which he now labors; also the recom- 
mendation of prominent citizens of Monroe, 
Louisiana, to the same end. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York : The peti- 
tion of James Moore and others, of the city 
of Albany, to allow disabled soldiers and sea- 
men increased pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, asking the passage of 
House bill No. 1738, allowing totally and par- 
tially disabled soldiers and seamen increased 
pensions. 

Also, the petition and papers in the case of 
Rear Admiral Walke, asking remuneration 
for the successful blockade and consequent 
surrender of the rebel steamer Rappahannock, 
alias Beatrice, in behalf of himself and his 
officers and crews. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of A. A, Lemons, of Henry county, Georgia, 
asking the removal of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Ross 
Winans and Thomas Winans, of Baltimore, 
praying the passage of an act authorizing 
the extension of their patent for the improve- 
ment of the bulls of iron steamers. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 27, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. W. R. Davis, D. D., of 
Leavenworth, Kansas. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I presume there is no desire 
to hear the Journal read through. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I donot think there are 
ten members of the Senate present at this 
moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects, and the reading of 
Journal will be resumed. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Unless the Senator from 
California has some particular reason for 
desiring the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings to be read I should like to have the oppor- 
tunity to explain a bill this morning. 


Mr. CASSERLY. My objection is to ten 


! members of the Senate engaging in legisla- 


ion. 
, Mr. RAMSEY. Ido not propose any legis- 
lation at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota desires fifteen minutes to 
speak upon a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CASSERLY. l certainly cannot press 
the objection if thet is the object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
withdraws the objection, the reading of the 
Journal will be dispensed with, and the Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate whether 
the Senator from Minnesota shall have fifteen 
minutes in which to explain a bill. Nothing 
will come up during that time. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator from 
Minnesota will proceed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move, then, to take up 
the bill (S. No. 841) to reduce the rates of 
correspondence by telegraph, and to connect 
the telegraph with the postal service. I simply 
call it up at this time for the purpose of enter- 
ing into some explanation of the features of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 841) to reduce the rates of correspondence 
by telegraph, and to connect the telegraph with 
the postal service, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads reported an amendment to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert the 
following : 


That for the purpose of facilitating and expediting 
the exchange of correspondenco, telegrams shall be 
received at every post office, and transmitted by tele- 
graph between all postal telegraph offices, in the 
manner herein prescribed, The Postmaster General 
shall, as soon as practicable, establish telegraph off- 
ces at all post offices on telegraphic circuits and at 
every other post office within ten miles of any cir- 
cuit, the gross receipts of which for postage are not 
less than $500 per annum. And he shall, from time 
to time, establish telegraph offices at such post offices 
as shall hereafter come within the provisions of this 
section, and at such other places as the wants of 
business may require. The postal telegraph offices 
shall be divided into classes according to the amount 
of business, and he may, from time to time, make 
regulations fixing the hours when each class of offi- 
ces shall be kept open for the transmission of tele- 
grams; he may also establish places of deposit for 
telegrams, to be collected with the ordinary collec- 
tion of letters, or as much oftener as he may direct; 
and such telegrams, if prepaid according to the re- 
quirements of this act, shall be forthwith dispatched 
by telegraph to their destination. $ 

Src. 2. That the charge for the transmission of 
telegrams by the Postmaster General in the United 
States shall be uniform for equal distances at a rate 
not exceeding one cent a word for each circuit 
through which it shall be transmitted, to be com- 
puted as follows, namely: for distances under five 
hundred miles, two hundred and fifty miles shall be 
deemed a circuit; for greater distances, five hun- 
dred miles shali be deemed a circuit; for telegrams 
directed to be transmitted by night, one thousand 
miles shall be deemed a cirenit; all words shall be 
counted, and no communication shall be transmit- 
ted at arate less than twenty-fivecents. Theserates 
shall cover the cost of immediate and special deliv- 
ery within one mile of the telegraph office, or within 
the town postal delivery, and of transmission by 
mail when received at or destined for any place 
where there is no postal telegraph office. But when 
the addressee lives beyond said delivery, such tel- 
egram shalj be delivered through the usual letter 
delivery, or by special messenger, upon payment of 
ajust and proper sum, to be fixed by the Postmaster 
General, The Postmaster General shall prescribe 
rules for the transmission of telegrams insufficiently 
prepaid, and for the charges to be collected thereon, 
and for the repayment, of the amount received for 
telegrams in which there is a mistake or delay in 
the transmission or delivery thereof, which amount 
shall be charged to the delinquent party. Official 
telegrams between the several Departments of the 
Government and their officers and agents shall have 
priority in transmissions, at rates to be fixed by the 

ostmaster General. All other messages shall be 
transmitted in the order in which they are received, 
excepting registered telegrams, on which double 
rates shall be prepaid, which shall have priority o 
transmission, and excepting telegrams directed to 
be transmitted by night. 

Src, 3. That the charges for the transmission of 
telegrams shall be prepaid by stamps. The Post- 
master General shall cause a proper supply of stamps 
and stamped paper of suitable denominations to be 
prepared and sold where postage and revenue 
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stamps are now sold, and at such other places as he 
may designate. He shall publish at the. offices 
where telegrams. are received such a statement of 
the telegraph rates as may be necessary for the con- 
venience of the public. The originals of telegrams 
shall be kept in the office of deposit for one month, 
and then destroyed, unless they are inclosed in an 
envelope, properly stamped and directed, in which 
case they shall be forwarded by mail to the ad- 


., dressee. 


Sec. 4. That the money-order system now in oper- 
ation in the Post Office Department shall, assoon as 
practicable, be adapted to the telegraph, and the 
charge for transmitting money orders by telegraph 
within the United States, wherever money-order 
offices are now, or may hereafter be established, 
shall be the rates charged upon money orders trans- 
mitted by mail, in addition to the regular charge 
for registered telegrams, but no telegraphic order 
shall exceed fifty dollars. 

Sec. 5. That special contracts may be made with 
railroad companies relating to the telegraphic busi- 
ness on the line of such railroads; also with asso- 
ciations and with the press, for the transmission of 
commercial and press news. The rates for special 
dispatches to newspapers shall not exceed seventy- 
five cents for each one hundred words or less sent in 
any one night, and one dollar by day, for each and 
every circuit of two hundred and fifty miles they are 
transmitted, aad at the same rate for each word in 
excess. Where the same dispatch is delivered at 
the same office to two or more newspapers, it shall 
be charged as “a special,” with the addition of ten 
cents for each one hundred words or less, for cost of 
manifolding and prompt delivery to cach newspaper 
receiving it, when made and delivered by the com- 
pany. ‘he rates for press associations shall not ex- 
ceed those now paid by the Associated or American 
Press for similar service. A postage of five cents 
shall be paid on each press dispatch; but where 
copies of the same dispatch are dropped off at one 
or more offices, but one postage shall be paid. The 
proprietor of any regularly published newspaper 
shall, on reasonable notice being given, have the 
right to the exclusive use of the wire for the purposes 


of such newspaper alone, at a prepaid rate not ex-. 


ceeding $1,000 a year for night service, and $1,500 a 
year for day service for each and every two hundred 
and fifty miles of wire. Contracts may be made 
with any telegraph company operating lines of tele- 
graph beyond the boundaries of the United States 
for the interchange of telegrams, and with any com- 
pany organized for laying and maintaining cables 
. between the United States and foreign countries. 
© Bgo. 6. That the better to carry out the purposes 
of this act, the office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster 
General is hereby created, and such officer shail be 
appointed in the same manner in which the other 
Assistant Postmasters General are appointed, and 
with the same salary, The duties of such officer 
shall, under the direction and subject to the super- 
vision of the Postmaster General, be to exercise a 
general supervision over the administration of the 
telegraph, to make an annual report thereupon to 
the Postmaster General, which report shall show the 
amount of the receipts and expenditures of his office, 
the number of Government and other dispatches 
transmitted during the year preceding the date of 
such report, the number of miles of new line con- 
structed, the number of new offices opened, together 
with such information as may be required. Heshall 
prescribe such rules and regulations as shall be neces- 
sary to insure the prompt and correct transmission 
and delivery of all telegrams, and to enforce the 
same by suitable fines and penalties, subject to the 
approval of the Postmaster General. 

EC. 7. That the Postmaster General is hereby 
authorized to contract with the Postal Telegraph 
Company for the transmission of correspondence by 
telegraph as his agent for that purpose for a term 
of ten years, uccording to the provisions of this 
act; and said company shall provide lines of tele- 
graph to every postal telegraph office. It shall keep 
its lines at ali times, unavoidable casualties ex- 
cepted, in good working order, furnish competent 
operators, good instruments, and ali equipments 
necessary for their efficient and constant working. 
It shall promptly and correctly transmit by tele- 
graph all telegrams received by it at any postal 
telegraph office to the postal telegraph office of de- 

: livery. It shall contine its business within the 
limits prescribed in this act, except as it may be 
bound by contracts of companies whose lines it may 
purchase in accurdance with the provisions of this 
act. The Postmaster General shall furnish suitable 
and convenient accommodations at each postal tel- 


egraph office for the office, employés, instruments, | 


and batteries of the company required for its busi- 
ness, He shall examine, or cause f be examined, 


from time to time, any line or lines of telegraph,- 


and decide whether they are properly constructed 
and equipped and kept in good working order. He 
shall in writing notify the company of any altera- 
tions, improvements, repairs, or of any additional 
Wires required on old lines, or of any new lines re- 
quired to be constructed. If the company shah fail 
to make such alterations, improvements, repairs, or 
to add such new wires within three months, or to 
provide such new lines within six months from the 
Service of such notice or from a decision of arbi- 
trators, as is herein provided, he may make the 
required alterations, improvements, repairs, or add 
such new wires or construct such new lines at the 
expense of the company, and deduct the cost 
hereof from any payment dueit. The entire prop- 
erty of said company shall be bound for the per- 
: formance of the requirements of this act.“ In ĉase 
„ìt shall fail to keep and perform the service aecord- 
ing to the provisions of said contract, the Postmas- 


ter General shall enter upon said lines of telegraph 
and contract with some suitable party for the per~- 
formance of such service, and charge any loss that 
may accrue to said company. 

Src. 8. That all persons shail have the right to 
correspond by telegraph in the manner herein pre- 
scribed. Telegrams shall be privileged communica- 
tions in law to the extent that private letters now 
are. They may be written in secret letters or cipher, 
and shall be transmitted in the order in which they 
are received at the several offices, except registered 
and night telegrams, on penalty of $100 damages, to 
be paid to the sender by the party offending. All pro- 
visions of law relating to the secretion or destruc- 
tion, or to the receipt, transmission, and delivery of 
mailed letters, and to the sale of stamps, stamped 
paper, and their improper use, shall, so far as per- 
tinent, apply to telegrams and to telegraphic stamps. 
Every postmaster shall be accountable for allstamps 
and stamped paper furnished to him. Any person 
connected with the post office or the telegraph com- 
pany, or acting on behalf ef either, who shall will- 
fully remove from any telegrain any stamp affixed 
thereon, or who shall, contrary to his duty, disclose, 
orin any way make known or intercept, the con- 
tents of any telegram, or any part thereof.or who 
shall delay or hinder the transmission or deliv- 


| ery thereof, and any person who shall willfully or 


maliciously obstruct or postpone the transmission or 
delivery, or divulge the contents of any telegram, 
or any part thereof, or who shall injure or destroy 
any of the property of the company, or interfere 
with the working, repairs, or use of any line of 
telegraph, shall, upon conviction in the district 
court of the United States for the district where 


such offense shall have been committed, or where | 


such person shall reside, be subject to a fine not ex- 
ceeding $200, or to imprisonment for a term not 
exceding two years, with damages to the party 
injured thereby. It-shall be the duty of the Post- 
master General to prosecute all persons offending 
against any of the provisions of this section. 

Sec.9. That the Postmaster General may, and at 
the request of said company shall, from time to time, 
reduce the compensation to bepaid to the company, 
and the rates to be paid by the public, for the trans- 
mission of telegrams, and shall raise them again, by 
an amount not exceeding the reduction after the 
expiration of six months, if the net income of the 
company shall thereby be reduced below ten per 
cent. per year on its capital stock, fixed as here- 
inafter provided. If any tax shall be levied, or 
assessment made, on the property, receipts, or fran- 
chise of the company, or any license be required, in 
any State or Territory, the Postmaster General may 
add one or more cents to the rate on each telegram 
between officesin such State or Territory, until the 
increased amount equals such tax or license; but 
this clause shall not be construed to give any right 
to assess such tax or collect such license. Any one 
who shall receive telegrams for transmission shall 
cancel all stamps on such telegrams. Every post- 
muster shall, on the second Monday of each month, 
forward to the Postmaster General a statement of 
the number of telegrams transmitted to his office 
during the previous month, and also their stamped 
value, and the number and amount of stamps sold 
at his office, and all money received for telegrams 
insufficiently paid, and for their special delivery. 
The Postmaster General shall make monthly returus 
to the company of the amount of telegraphic stamps 
sold, and of all other sums received for the trans- 
mission of telegrams, and of the number of tele- 
grams received by the Department, and after deduct- 
ing five cents on each telegram transmitted, except- 
ing press dispatches, shall pay the remainder of 
such receipts to said company as full compensation 
for its servicesin transmitting the same. A telegraph 
stamp of five cents shail be affixed to every tele- 
gram which is not received and delivered through 
the post office, or through any company in operation 


for the transmission of messages for the public at | 
| the time of the approval of this act, excepting for | 


telegrams on which no charge is made, transmitted 


by a line maintained or used solely for private use | 


by any corporation or person, and relating to the 
business or private affairs of the owner thereof. 
Sec. 10. That Gardiner G., Hubbard, Franklin 
Haven, and Estes Howe, of Massachusetts; Samuel 
F, Hersey, of Maine; Henry C. Murphy and Richard 
A. MeCurdy, of New York; John F. Tracey and 
Edward D. L. Sweet, of Illinois; Russell Blakeley, 
ot Minnesota; Benjamin F, Allen and John N. 
Dewey, of Iowa; William F. Downs, of Kansas; 
Robert Hawke, of Nebraska; Clinton B. Fisk, of 
Missouri; Lucien I. Barnes, of Arkansas; Sidney 
A. Stockdale, of Louisiana; Charles O. Whitney, 


of Alabama; John P. King, of Georgia; Henry | 


Weatherby, of California; und Peter Parker and 
Anthony Pollok, of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia, and all other persons who shall hereafter become 
stockholders in the company, are created a body 
politic by the name of the Postal Telegraph Com- 
pany, in the city of Washington, forthe performance 
of the postal telegraph service under contract with 
the Postmaster General, and on his behalf, according 
tothe requirementsof this act. Thesaid corporation 


shall have perpetual succession; it may contract | 


and be contracted with, sue and besued, plead and 
be impleaded in the district and circuit courts of the 
United States, upon which jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred either in law or equity; it shall have a 
common seal and may change it at its pleasure; it 
may make such by-laws not contrary to this actor 
the laws of the United States as it deems necessary, 
and may alter or repeal the same or any of them; 
it may purchase, lease, hold, and convey real estate 
and personal property required for the convenient 
transaction of its business. The first three corpora- 


ii 


tors, or amajority of them, are authorized to receive 
subscriptions to the stock of the company, at such 
time and place as they may deem expedient, whereor 
due notice shall be given for fourteen days in two 
newspapers published in the city of Washington, 
and each one of the corporators herein named shall 
be entitled. to subscribe for two hundred and fifty 
shares of the capital stock of the said company: 
When the whole amount of stock shall have been 
subscribed, they shall give notice of the time and 
place for holding a meeting of the corporation for 
the purpose of organizing the same, by publication 
published in two newspapers printed in each of the 
cities of Washington and New York, and mailed to 
each corporator and subseriber to the stock of the 
company at least thirty days before the meeting. 
The stockholders shali then elect not less than 
twelve nor more than twenty directors, to serve 
until the annual meeting, The Postmaster Gen- 
eral and Fourth Assistant Postmaster General shall 
be ex oficio directors of the company. The an- 
nual meeting shall be holden in Washington on 
the third Tuesday of January. Thirty days’ notice 
of all meetings shall be given in two newspapers 
published in Washington. The company shall 
annually render to the Postmaster General accu- 
rate accounts of its earnings and operating ex- 
penses, and an account of all new stock issued, 
with a statement of the object for which it was 
issued, and its receipts and expenditures, on çon- 
struction account, with the number of miles of wire 
owned and operated by it. Said accounts shall be 
made up in such manner and with such details as 
may, from time to time, be required by the Post- 
master General, sworn to by the president and the 
treasurer. . A 

Sgo. 11, That the capital stock of said company 
shall, at its organization, consist of ten thousand 
shares, of the par value of $100 each, for expense 
of organization and connection of its lines with 
the postal telegraph offices. The said company may 
purchase any lines of telegraph that. are in operà- 
tion in the United States at the date of the ap- 
proval of this act, on such terms as may be agreed 
upon; but no such contract shall be valid or have 
any binding effect until approved in writing by the 
Postmaster General. If any telegraph company 
which at the time of the approval of this act may be 
in operation for the transmission of telegrams for the 
public, shall, at a meeting of the corporation called 
for that purpose, and holden within one year from 
the date of the approval of this act, with the 
authority ef a majority of the stock represented at 
such meeting, offer to seli all or any portion of its 
corporate property to the Postal Telegraph Com- 
pany, it shall purchase such property at a valuation 
to be fixed by five competent disinterested persons, 
two of whom shall be selected by the Postal Tole- 
graph Company, two by theseller, and one by the four 
previously selected, and the amountof such valuation 
shall be paid in cash or stock or securities, as may 
be agreed upon between the parties on delivery of 
the deeds thereof, as is hereinafter provided. Itmay 
issue its stock equal in amount at its par value to 
the cost of lines purchased by it. The company 
may also construct all necessary lines for the trans- 
mission of telegrams under the provisions of this 
act, and trom time to time increase its capital stock 
to an amount equal to the actual cost of lines and 
equipment so constructed. 

Sec. 12, That the execution by any company under 
its common seal of a conveyance of its property or 
any part thereof, duly stamped, shall be sufficient to 
vest the same in the Postal Telegraph Company, 
with all the estate, right, title, and interest of the 
company therein, to be heid, exercised, and enjoyed 
by said Postal Telegraph Company to the same ex- 
tent as the same would have been held and enjoyed 
by said company bad such conveyance not been 
made. The receiptof the president and the treas- 
urer of any company for the purchase-money shall 
be a sufficient receipt for the same to tho Postal Tele- 
graph Company, who shall not be bound to see to 
the distribution thereof, In caseany company shall 
neglect or fail to procure all necessary and proper 
parties to join in any conveyance necessary to 
release any mortgage or other debts, or any éon- 
tract, said Postal Telegraph Company may petition 
the cireuit court of the United States for the proper 
circuit for the confirmationof its title, and said court 
shall make such order and decree after due notice 
and a hearing of all parties interested, as may be 
just and equitable; it may direct said company to 
deposit the purchase-money, or any necessary por- 
tion thereof, in the clerk’s office of said circuit court, 
and upon the deposit thereof such property shall 
vest in the Postal Telegraph Company, free from all 
mortgage or other debt or contract of such company, 
and the moneysso deposited shall be paid out on the 
order of the cireuit court of the United States to the 
parties entitled thereto. 

SEC. 13. Thatthe company may, at its own expense, 
establish and maintain offices independent of those 
established by the Postmaster General, for the recep- 
tion, transmission, and delivery of telegrams pre- 
paid by stamps, as herein provided, but the Post- 
master General may at any time assume the same; 
any postmaster may act as operator under an ar- 
rangement by the telegraph company with the Post- 
master General. In case any questson should arise 
between the company and the Postmaster General, 
it shall be referred to the decision of three arbitra- 
tors, to be appointed by the Attorney General of the 
United States, on application of either of said par- 
ties, and their decision shall be final and binding. 
Said company shall be subject to all the obligations 
and entitled to all the privileges of an act.of Con- 
gress, approved July 24, 1866, entitled “An act to aid 
in the construction.of telegraph lines, and to secure 
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to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes,’’ excepting so far as 
the provisions thereof conflict with this act. , , 
enever the words “by day” are used in this 
act they shall be construed to mean between the 
hours of seven o’clock ante meridian and seven 
o'clock post meridian. “By night” shall mean be- 
twoen the hours of seven o’clock post meridian and 
seven o’clock ante meridian. R 

Sec. 14. That the Postal Telegraph Company is 
chartered on condition that it shall contract wit 
the Postmaster General for the transmission of tel- 
egrams by telegraph for the compensation named 
in the second section hereof, and in accordance with 
the provisions of thisact; and if it shall unreason- 
ably refuse or neglect to make such contract, then 
the franchise of said company and wil its rights 
shall thereupon cease and be determined, and the 
Postmaster General shall thereupon contract with 
any other responsible corporation who will agree 
to perform the service on the terms and conditions 
recited and contained in this act. If, at the expira- 
tion of such contract, the Postmaster General shall 
offer to renew thesame for a further term, the said 
company shall accept such offer and make such 
contract. Congress shall have the right at any time 
to purchase all the lines and property of said com- 
pany according to the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress of July 24, 1866, before referred to. 

Sre. 15. That Congress may at anytime alter or 
amend this act, and the Postmaster General shall 
prescribe all rules and regulations necessary for the 
execution of its provisions, and not herein provided 
or contrary hereto. He shall fix the time for the 
opening of the postal telegraph offices. 


Mr. RAMSEY. Mr. President, the rates 
under the present telegraph system are high 
and irregular; the facilities for using it, ex- 
cepting in large cities, are limited, while the 
business is unregulated by any uniform or 
competent law. The ownership and control 
are centralizing in the hands of one man. The 
same parties now directthe Western Union Tel- 
egraph Company, the New York Central rail- 
road line to the West, the Union Pacific rail- 
road, and the Atlantic and Pacific Telegraph 
Company, alfording the greatest instance of 
the centralization of power in the hands of 
private parties the world has ever seen. 

The object of the bill now before the Senate 
ig to reduce and simplify the rates, increase 
the facilities, regulate the business by law, pre- 
vent that centralization of power so dangerous 


to the interests of the people, and to restrain 
and regulate the use of the telegraph, so that it 
can be wielded neither by an individual, how- 
ever wealthy and great, a corporation, or the 
Executive, to the detriment of the people. — 

The bill recognizes the telegraph as an 1n- 
strumentality for the exchange of correspond- 
ence, since a telegram differs from a letter 
only in the method of its transmission. it 
establishes a postal telegraph system, provides 
for the reception and delivery of telegrams 
through the post office, and their transmission 
between the post offices by parties who agree 
to farnish and operate the lines, under con- 
tract for a term of years. 

An analysis and explanation of the several 
sections of the bill will fully explain its opera- 
tions. 

The telegraph is now a railroad system, the 
offices in the country are at railroad stations, 
which are not, like post offices, located only 
with reference to the accommodation of the 
people. 

The first section provides for the establish- 
ment of postal telegraph offices at post offices 
on or near the line of telegraph where the gross 
receipts are $500 a year, and at such other 
places as the wants of business may require. 
it will not close any office, but will add many 
new ones. The great convenience that will 
be thereby afforded is illustrated by the Eng- 


telegraph offices have been opened within two 
years. and eighteen hundred and twenty of 
the offices at railroad stations continued ; but 
the postal offices are ‘‘so much more conven- 
ient in all respects to the public that ninety- 
one per cent. of the whole number of messages 
are forwarded from them, and only nine per 
cent from the railway system.” (Report of 
Mr. Scudamore. ) 

The second section fixes uniform rules for 
equal distances, A comparison of the pro- 
posed with the present rates from Washington 
will show the reduction: 


Day rates. Night rates. 
Distances from New York. 
Present | Postal | Reduc- | Present | Postal | Reduc- 
rates. rates. tion. rates. rates. tion. 
Per cent. i Per cent. 
Under two hundred and fifty miles.......00..0.... | $0 39 $0 25 334 - - - 
Between RE hundred and fifty and five hun- í 
rod MGS nriran istsarseeni siston asise serdasiiyossoreeidsoiS 0 78 0 50 38 $0 39 $0 25 333 
etween five hundred and one thousand miles.. 114 5 5 y 56° 
Between one thousand and fifteen hundred a iy ot oo 
NOB i scseseerseseaces aesocevescs ness ma 24 
Over fifteen hundred miles.. 5 00 i 30 70 $ D g 20 30 
A L 


Under the present system ten free words are 
allowed, exclusive of address and signature ; 
under the postal system, twenty-five words, 
including address and signature, which allows 
on the average eighteen free words, making a 
gain of eighty per cent. The rates in the bill 
are based on the report of the War Depart- 
ment to the Postmaster General fixing the 
rates to be paid by the Government for all 
its telegrams. In this report these rates are 
said after a careful examination to be forty- 
five per cent. less than the rates now paid, 
and yet high enough to allow of a fair 
profit. This is as great a reduction as should 
be made at one time, on account of the diffi 
culty of providing for the increased business 
resulting from so great a reduction of rates. 
The second section also provides for the 
repayment of the amount received for tele- 
grams, when there is a mistake or delay in 
their transmission, and for registered tele- 
grams which will have priority in transmission 
on prepayment of double rates. This pro- 
vision is copied from foreign telegraph sys- 
tems. In the countries where it is in operation 
about ten per cent. of the telegrams are of 
this class. It legalizes what is now done indi- 
rectly and contrary to law, asin the case of 


the news of the commercial bureau, which 
takes precedence over other telegrams. 

For the purpose of reducing the expenses 
by simplifying the accounts, and of securing 
the inviolability of telegrams, the third section 
provides for the prepayment, of telegrams by 
stamps, for furnishing stamps aud stamped 
papers, and for the destruction of all tele- 
grams monthly where they are not forwarded 
by mail, instead of keeping the originals and 
letter-press copies indefinitely. 

The fourth section provides for telegraphic 
money-order offices. 

The fifth section relates to the transmission 
of commercial and press news, and fixes the 
rates for specials at about one half the present 
charges ; gives every association and paper the 
right to the news at fixed prices, instead of 
leaving the press at the mercy of the telegraph 
company, as it now is. It authorizes every 
paper to have a private wire leading directly 
from the office of its correspondent to the 
otic A the paper, to be operated by its own 
clerk, tbus removing all possibili i = 
tion of the news. = RE) Os MaDe 

The sixth section provides, by a Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster General, for a general 
supervision of the administration of the tele- 


lish system, where nineteen hundred postal | 


graph. In order to insure that harmony and 
efficiency, which might otherwise be wantin 
where the operators are appointed by another 
party, the Assistant Postmaster General will 
prescribe all rules necessary to insure the 
prompt and correct transmission and delivery 
of all telegrams, and enforce them by suitable , 
fines and penalties. 

The seventh section relates to the transmis- 
sion of telegrams. Two methods are now in 
operation for contracting for the transmission 
of the mails. Where there is a fixed per- 
manent way, as in railroads requiring a large 
investment in realty, Congress fixes the com- 
pensation, and the Postmaster General con- 
tracts at these rates. Where there is no fixed 
investment in a permanent way, but the mere 
use of the roadway by coaches and horses, it is 
let by contract to the lowest bidder. More than 
one half of the mileage and three fourths in bulk 
of the mails are transported by contract at rates 
fixed by Congress. The lines of telegraph are 
fixed and permanent, belonging to the realty. 
In carrying out the policy adopted in such cases 
the seventh section authorizes the Postmaster 
General to contract with the Postal Telegraph 
Company for the transmission of telegrams for 
a term of ten years at the rates above named, 
less five cents on each telegram for the ex- 
penses assumed by the Post Office, the com- 
pany to furnish and keep in repair all neces- 
sary lines, to employ competent operators, 
good instruments, all the equipments re- 
quired, and to transmit promptly all tele- 
grams. The company is to confine its busi- 
ness within the limits prescribed by the act, 
and to conform to all rules and regulations 
made by the Postmaster General. The As- 
sistant Postmaster General is required to ex- 
amine all lines, direct whatever alterations, 
improvements, repairs, or extensions may 
be required. If the company after the pre- 
scribed notice fail, he is authorized to make 
them at its expense. To give all necessary 
security the entire property of the company is 
bound for the performance of its contract. 

The eighth section provides for the security 
of correspondence by telegraph. It givesevery 


j one the right to send telegrams, makes them, 


like letters, privileged communications, and 
punishes by fine and imprisonment any one 
who willfully postpones the transmission or 
delivery or divulges the conteuts of any mes- 
sage. 

The ninth section authorizes the Postmaster 
General to reduce the rates whenever it can be 
done without reducing the dividends below ten 
per cent. a year. To guard against discrim- 
inating taxation, it authorizes the Postmaster 
General to increase the rates on all telegrams 
between offices in any State where taxes ate 
imposed on the property of the company. It 
provides for returns to the Postmaster General 
and to the company of the receipts for stamps ‘ 
sold, and the number of telegrams transmitted. 
In conformity with the existing laws by which 
letter postage must be paid on letters trans- 
mitted outside the mails, a postage of five 
cents must be paid to the Department on all 
telegrams transmitted by any other lines than 
those of companies now in operation. 

By the provisions of this act the Department 
will furnish the stamps and stamped paper for 
the telegram, will keep an account of the num- 
ber transmitted, their stamped value, and the 
number and value of stamps sold. It will re- 
ceive the telegram, deliver it to and receive it 
from the operator, will furnish envelopes, 
direct and deliver them; will furnish room for 
the employés, instruments and batteries of 
the company ; for these services it will receive 
a postage of five cents on each telegram. 

The Department now furnish stamps for 
letters and papers, keeps full accounts of the 
number and value of all sold, receive letters, 
deliver them to and receive them from the con- 
tractor, and deliver them one third by carrier; 
the rest through the post office. The cost of 
these office expenses is one and eight tenths 
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ents on each letter.* "The postage on each 
telegram will be’ five cents, or three and two 
tenths cents for the'extra cost of the telegram | 
over the letter, which itis believed is sufficient 
| to cover this‘cost, and to yield a small net 
revenue to the Department. 

The introduction of stamps. will effect an 
entire change in the telegraph system of ac- 
< counts, ‘and greatly simplify and reduce the 
expenses: 

"The telegraph business can be more econom- 
ically, correctly, and promptly performed by a 
<gingle corporation, whose lines cover with its 
< net-work the entire country, and which by cable 
“¢onnéctions girdle the world, than by a num- 
ber of corporations either operating in different 
--séctions or in competition in the same district. 
~~ Phe necessity of regulating a business whose 
operations are so extensive, and by which all 
“the money exchanges between remote places | 
-will soon be made, isevident to- all. “This can 
only be effectually accomplished by laws 
< which shall operate directly on the party per- 
forming the service, and only . systematically 
regulated and controlled when performed by a 
corporation deriving its power from Congress, 
and responsible to it for the manner in which 
the service is performed. ` 
In ‘pursuance of this object, the tenth sec- 
“tion incorporates the postal telegraph com- 
` pany in. the city of Washington for the per- 
| formance ofthe postal telegraph service with 
the powers: usually given to corporations. It) 
confers no ‘right of eminent. domain, for none 
ig required, since every State gives the right of 
“-eonstructing lines. to any telegraph company. 
“Tt requires’ the company to render annual ac- 
counts of all its receipts and expenditures made 
up as the Postmaster General shall direct. 
> “The eleventh section fixes the capital of the 
company On its organization at $1,000,000 ‘* for 
the expenses of organization and connection 
“its lings with the postal telegraph offices.”’ 
-authorizes the purchase of existing lines 
subject to the approval of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. By act of July 24, 1866, the United | 
States acquired the right to purchase any line 
of telegraph accepting the provisions of that 
act at an appraised value to be fixed by arbi- 
trators, in whose appointment the telegraph 
company should have an equal voice. All the 
companies have assented ito this provision. 
The telegraph: companies contend that. the 
tablishment of a telegraphic system by Con- 
press would depreciate the value of their lines. 
l'o meet this objection, this section provides 
that if any of these companies desire to sell 
eir lines, the postal telegraph company shall 
irchase them at a price fixed by appraisers 
osen in thé mannerabove provided. Italso 
uthorizes the company to issue stock at par 
toan amount equal to the actual cost of all 
ines so. purchased or acquired, and for the 
st of all lines constructed by it. 
The twelfth. section provides for the transfer 
the property of companies selling their lines, 
and for the acquisition of a good title therein. 
The thirteenth section authorizes the com- 
ny to establish offices at its own expense, 
ndependent of thé postal telegraph offices, to 
be assumed at any time by the Postmaster 
General, and authorizes any postmaster to act 
as an operator. It also provides for the refer- 
ce of questions arising between the com- 
ny. and the Postmaster. General to three 
y the Attorney General. 
teenth section is made 
anys making the con- 
aster. General on .the 
il, It authorizes Con- 
lines at any time at an 
‘dance with the act of 


ar 


he expenditures. of the Department for 1871 
for transmission of mails, $13,869,000: other ex- 
S, $10,720,000 5 total. $24,390,000. There were 
A 602,800,000 letters: cost, for transmission 


nse: 


tenths-een ts ;: other-ox . office expenses, 
ine and eight tenths cents: total, four cents o S 
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The fifteenth section authorizes Congress at 
any time to alter or amend the act, and gives 
the Postmaster General the power to prescribe 
all rules and regulations necessary for the exe- 
cution of the provisions of the act. 

The question has been raised whether the 
rates fixed by the bill will pay. The reduc- 
tion proposed is about the same with that 
made by Great Britain. The rate there is uni- 
form; one shilling or twenty-five cents. The 
telegraphic receipts for 1871 were £750,000; 
expenses, £420,000; net receipts, $1,650,000 
or £830,000; about five per cent. on the cost 
of the lines: 

The Western Union Telegraph Company, in 
a memorial to Congress remonstrating against 
the passage of this bill, say itis ‘of immense 
pecuniary value.’’ 

The statistics of the telegraph business in 
Europe and the United States show that the 
expenses do not increase with the business; 
that an increase of one hundred per cent. in 
the business increases the expense about sixty 


per cent., and, therefore, if the rates are re-. 


duced thirty-seven and a half per cent., the net 
profits will not be diminished. 

The business now pays the largest profits at 
the East, where the rates are about one half as 
much as at the West. The proposed rates be- 
ing uniform, will effect a very much larger 
reduction at the West than at the East, with a 
very great increase of business and of profits. 
It is the case of a small business and large 
profits against a large business and small prof 
its. The officials prefer the former, the peo- 
ple the latter. 

The expenses do not increase with the dis- 
tance of transmission. The actual cost of 
transmitting a message one thousand miles is 
not much greater than for five hundred miles, 
but the present rates are twice as high for the 
former as the latter, consequently only a lim- 
ited business is transacted. By this bill the 
reduction is the greatest on the long circuits, 
twenty-five cents for a night message one 
thousand miles, the old postage for a letter. 
These rates will utilize the telegraph wires by 
night as well as by day, and must lead toa 
great increase of business, with a fair profit, 
and inestimable benefit to the people. 

This bill has been very fully considered by 
this committee at three sessions of Congress, 
and all parties, including the president of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company, heard at 
great length. The committee have reported 
three times in its favor. It has been again 
considered very carefully and amended, and itis 
believed now protects the rights of all parties, 
and is now reported by the unanimous vote of 
the committee. 

The adoption of the postal telegraph sys- 
tem will effect a reduction of rates of fifty per 
cent; on long distances a very much greater 
reduction, as each Senator can ascertain by 
comparing the prices he now pays for telegrams 
from his own home with those he would pay 
under this bill. This is a larger reduction 
than that obtained in Great Britain; that at 
a cost of many million dollars, this without 
expense to the Government; that accompa- 
nied by a transfer of power to the Executive 
and a great increase of patronage, this with- 
out any such increase of power or patronage; 
that concentrated the power in the Executive, 
this takes away the greatest power a private 
corporation has ever controlled, and divides 
that power so that it cannot be used against 
the people. It gives a cheaper telegraph in 
proportion to the distance of transmission than 
is possessed by any other country, and will 
bring the telegraphic letter within the means 
of all, aa 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The: VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and 
memorials are now in order. 
` Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Task unanimous 
consent to take up House bill No. 694, to pre- 
vent cruelty to animals while in transit by rail- 


road or other means of transportation within 
the United States. Iwill give way for mora- 
ing business if it is taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey asks unanimous consent.to 
take up a billsubject to the morning business. 

Mr. CASSEREY. I think that bill will give 
rise to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects. $ 

Mr. SUMNER. I offer resolutions, in the 
nature of a petition, adopted at a large publie 
meeting mainly of colored citizens of Wash. 
ington, presided over by George P. Fisher, 
and with J. E. Carter as secretary. One of 
the resolutions adopted is in this form : 

“That we earnestly and respectfully petition the 
Congress of the United States for the immediate 
passage of the bill introduced by Mr. Sumner, and 
favorably reported upon by the Senate committee, 


to secure equal rights in the public schools of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown.”’ 


And they further resolve “that a copy of 
the preamble and resolutions be immediately 
forwarded to Congress.’ One of the resolu- 
tions declares— 

“That it is of the highest importance to both 
races that the children of cach be so educated that 
they will grow into manhood free from every vestige 
of prejudice and caste—a result to be accomplished 
only by the means proposed by the bill now pend- 
ing. 

They also say— : 

“That the arguments advanced by those who are 
opposed to the passage of the bill are inconsistent 
as those heretofore advanced in opposition to the 
rights already conceded.” 


As this bill is now before the Senate, I move 
that this preamble and these resolutions lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. Now I ask the Senate to 
be good enough to take up the bill to secure 
equal rights in the schoois of the District of 
Columbia, and I will say that if it is taken up 
I will cheerfully give way to the morning busi- 
ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
that the bill reported from the District Com- 
mittee in regard to schools in the District of 
Columbia be taken up. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I object. 

Mr. SUMNER. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator as objecting to taking it up? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam very sorry. 

Mr. FENTON. I present a petition of the 
Workingmen’s Assembly of the State of New 
York, who feel aggrieved by the present inter- 
nal revenue law relating to the manufacture 
of cigars, and more especially by section 
eighty-two of the law of 1868, imposing taxes 
on distilled spirits, tobacco, &c., and pray- 
ing Congress for the repeal of that portion 
of the law relating to the bond system, and the 
amendment of that clause relating to the special 
tax upon manufacturers of cigars, so that it may 
be proportionate according to the number of 
persons employed, or the number of cigars 
manufactured. This petition is signed by 
William J. Jessup, president of the assembly, 
on behalf of the fifteen thousand workingmen 
represented at the annual session held in 
Albany, January 23, 24, 25, and 26, 1872. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I present two petitions signed 
by soldiers and sailors, asking for the passage 
of the bill in favor of industrial homes and 
training scools. for orphans. I move that 
these’ petitions, and petitions of a like char- 
acter, and also the bill (S. No. 874) to incorpo- 
rate thé National Union Soldiers’and Sailors’ 
Orphan Industrial Training School Associa- 
tion, reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs on that subject, be committed te the 
Committee ou Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a resolution of the 
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Legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting the 
Senators and Representatives of that State in 
the Congress of the United States to favor the 
granting of aid by an appropriation of money 
to the American Printing House for the Blind ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. i . 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage 
of a bill to extend the jurisdiction of the Light- 
House Board so as to include the Mississippi 
river from St. Paul to its mouth, the Missouri 
river from Sioux City to its mouth, and the 
Ohio river from Pittsburg to its mouth; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. COOPER presented the petition of 
Willis N. Arnold, praying compensation for 
cotton destroyed by rebels at Henderson Sta- 
tion, Tennessec; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

Mr. COOPER. Task the indulgence of the 
Senate to take up Senate bill No. 526 for the 
relief of Ambrose Morrison. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Tennessee asks unanimous consent to 
take upa Senate bill forthe relief of Ambrose 


Morrison. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better go 
through the morning business. 

Mr. COOPER. I ask leave to take it up 
subject to`the morning business. 
` Mr. EDMUNDS. Since my friend from 
Massachusetts has been defeated in undertak- 
ing to take up a more important bill, I think 
we had better go through with the morning 
business inthe regular way. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made to the request of the Senator trom Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. PRATT presented thirty-seven petitions 
of citizens of the United States, remonstrating 
against the proposed reduction of the duty on 
earthenware and stoneware; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. iè. No. 206) for the relief of George 
C. Haynie, to report it back without amend- 
ment, and I ask that it be put upon its passage, 
if no one objects. 

Mr. COOPER. I object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Tennessee objects to its consideration, and the 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1068) 
to reimburse the State of Kansas for moneys 


expended for the United States in enrolling, 


equipping, and provisioning militia forces to 
aid in suppressing the rebellion, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas on the same subject, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. : 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1048) to facilitate the trial of suits, causes 
and proceedings; the taking of depositions, 
testimony-bonds; the issuing of processes, 
and expediting the proceedings in suits at law 
orin equity in the district court of the United 
States for the southern district of New York: 
which was read twice by its title, ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I introduce this bill 
by request without indorsing it at all. 
that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
_- referred. By the order of the Senate . the 
` printing must be when bills are introduced on 


kJ 


I move Í 


motion specially made. Is there objection 
to the pahung of this bill? The Chair hears 
none, and the printing will be ordered. . 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1044) granting the right of way through 
the public lands to the Grand Island and 
Northwestern railroad; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad. . 

Mr. MORTON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 
58, to prescribe the time for holding the elec- 
tion for electors of President and Vice Pros- 


purposes, with a view of putting it on its 
passage. I think it will lead to no debate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduc- 


of the morning hour. Js there objection? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; I object. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1045) to quiet the title to certain 
lands in Dakota Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


CHEROKEE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. POMEROY. The morning business 
having concluded, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill reported 
yesterday by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Harnan,}] from’ the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It was read, and the question was 
upon its passage, but it was objected to by 
the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Bore- 
MAN, ] who now desires to withdraw his objec- 
tion and let the bill pass. It relates to the 
Cherokee strip in Kansas, proposing to sell it 
to the settlers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1496) to carry 
out certain provisions of the Cherokee treaty 
of 1866, and for the relief of settlers on the 
Cherokee Jands in the State of Kansas. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
reported in full. 

Mr. HARLAN. It was read yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was read 
yesterday, aud one objection was made to it, 
which is now withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

In order that certain provisions of the treaty 
of July 19, 1866, between the United States 
and the Cherokee nation may be rendered 
clearer and made more satisfactory to settlers 
upon the lands known as the ‘ Cherokee 
strip,” in the State of Kansas, the settlers 
having moved thereon since the date of the 
treaty, and for the purpose of facilitating the 
sale of the lands, the bill provides that the 
strip of land lying west of the Neosho river, 
and included in the State of Kansas, conveyed 
to the Cherokee nation of Indians by the 
United States, and now belonging to that na- 
tion, shall be surveyed under the direction of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
in the same manner as the public lands of the 
United States are surveyed, and shall be by 
him offered for sale under the provisions and 
restrictions of this act; and all the lands in 
the tract lying east of the Arkansas river are 
to be sold at two dollars per acre, and all 
lands in the tract lying west of the river are 
to be sold at $1 50 per acre, except as here- 
inafter provided; but where there is a fraction 
of land less than forty acres, itis to be sold 
with the contiguous tract, the expense of sur- 
vey to be paid out of the proceeds of the land, 
in accordance with the treaty of July 9, 1866. 

The second section provides that each per- 
son being the head of a family or over twenty- 


one years of age, who has made a bona fide 
| settlement and improvement upon any portion 


ident in the State of Louisiana, and for other | 


tion of bills is now in order; but the Senator | 
from Indiana asks unanimous consent to take | 
up Senate bill No. 58, subject to what remains 


| 


of tbe lands, and is now occupying the same, 
or, in case of his or her death, the heirs of 
such, or, if such heirs are minors, their guard- 
ians for them, are to be entitled to enter and 
purchase the lands so settled upon and occu- 


i| pied, not exceeding one hundred and sixty 


acres, at the price fixed in the first section, 
payment for which is to be made at any time 
within one year from the date of the approval 
by the Secretary of the Interior of the accept- 
ance of the provisions of this act, as provided: 
for in the iifth section; and all persons, heads 
of families, or over twenty-one years of age, 
who may settle upon the lands at any time 
within one year from the date of the passage 
of this act, may purchase the land so settled 
upon, not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
acres, at the price fixed in the first section, 
and make payment therefor within one year 
from the date of settlement; but all lands not 
sold under the foregoing provisions of this 
section, and all lands settled upon but unpaid 
for at the expiration of the limitation named 
in the foregoing provisions of this act, are, 
unless such payment be suspended by reason 
of contest or appeal, to be sold by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior on sealed bids, after due 
advertisement, in tracts not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres, and at not less than 
the price fixed in the first section; and proof 
of settlement, entry, and payment is to be 
made at the land office of the p:oper district, 
under such regulations as the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall prescribe. 
The town-site laws are extended to and made 
applicable to these lands, subject to the pro- 
visious of this act, and the Secretary of the 
Interior may cause public advertisement to be 
made of the provisions of this act. 

The third section provides thatany Cherokee 
citizen, or the heirs-at-law of such, who had 
rights under the Cherokee laws to any portion 
of the Jands, and whose titles were valid at the 
date of the treaty of 1866, and who may be 
able to establish such validity within one year 
from the date of the passage of this act, under 
such rules as the Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe, shall receive the proceeds of the 
sale of such identical lands, not exceeding one 


|| hundred and sixty acres, instead of their being 
|| invested as provided in the fourth section. 


The fourth section provides that all moneys 
aceruing from the sales of land under this act 
shall, without unnecessary delay, be invested 
in the registered five per cent. bonds of the 
United States, as provided in the twenty-third 
article of the treaty of 1866. 

The fith section provides that the sale of 
the lands shall not take place until the pro- 
visions of this act are accepted by the Chero- 
kee national council, or by a delegation duly 
authorized thereby, which acceptance is to be 
filed with the Secretary of the Interior, and, 
when approved by him, is to be final and 
conclusive, 

Mr. BOREMAN. When this bill was up 
yesterday morning, I thought from the read- 
ing of it at the desk there might be some objec- 
tion to some of its provisions. I have since 
examined it, and am satisfied, so far as lam | 


| concerned, that there ig nothing in it that is 


objectionable. 
opposition to it. 

Mr. CALDWELL, I hope there will be no 
opposition to this bill, It is very important 
that it should pass. The whole strip is now 
settled upon by settlers, and the bill has been 
agreed upon by the settlers and the Indians 
and the entire delegation from Kansas. -Itis 
satisfactory to all parties concerned, and it 18 
of very great importance that the bill should 
be speedily passed. A similar bill was passed 
by the Senate last spring, but was not reache 
in the Honse of Representatives. It has now 
been acted upon in the House and reporte 
favorably by the Indian Committee of the Sen- 
ate, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Kansas whether the 


I therefore make no further 
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Indians are pressing this matter, or whether it 
- 3b is being pressed by the settlers there? 

L. Mr. CALDWELL. I will say to the Senator 
that the Indians are pressing the matter. They 
have been pressing it for two sessions of Con- 
gress. They are more anxious, or quite as 
= anxious, as the settlers to have this.bill passed. 
o Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Let me ask 
“the Senator further, whether these settlers 
` went on the lands in pursuance of law, were 
- invited by the United States on that territory, 
or whether they are not squatters? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I do not know how that 
is. I know they are there now, settled on the 


land. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of. Texas. Mr. Presi- 
dent, half the Indian wars that we have had in 


this country have been produced by exactly. 


` just such conduct, and in every instance the 
parties come in and ask us to give them a 
_ premium for violating the law of the United 
" States. My information is that these settlers 
‘ave trespassers; that they went there not in 
* pursuance of law, but in violation of the laws 
of the country, and that they are occupying 
the best lands of the strip, all the choice parts, 
-eworth now ten and fifteen dollars an acre. 
` Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator had noticed 
the reading of the bill he would have observed 
that the bill itself states that no settlers went 
on the land until after the treaty, until they 
had been treated for and ceded to the United 


States. 

. Mr. TRUMBULL. Had they a right to go 
: on then? ; 

o Mr. POMEROY. They had. ; 
`- Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Iama little 
surprised to see the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands managing a matter of 
this sort, when these are not public lauds at 
all, but private lands, and belong to the Indi- 
ans. If the Indians want to dispose of the 
lands, I do not see anything to prevent them 
. disposing of them. How it happens that the 
United States must take charge of the lands, 
survey them, and make regulations for their 
sale, and fix a price upon them without the 
Indians, as faras I can see, being consulted 
at all, is very remarkable. 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
was formerly a member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and I think this subject was 
before the committee while he was a member. 
This bill relates to a small strip of land on the 
south border of Kansas, two and a half miles 
wide, by about two hundred miles long. By 
the treaty of 1866 the Indians provided that 
<` the land might be sold at not less than $1 25 
“2an acre in gross, and $1 50 an acre if the 
lands were sold in detail. ‘This bill provides 
for the sale of a part at two dollars and the 
‘rest at $150. The Indians are perfectly satis- 
fied with it, and are anxious the bill should 

ass. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I do not 
dispute that the chief men of the Indians 
may have been consulted about it, and may 
be satisfied with it, but it does not always 
tollow that the interests of the nation are pro- 
moted by carrying out suggestions of their 
chiefs. 1 remember very well that we had 
wars both with the Creek and the Cherokee 
nations of ludians because of their having been 
deprived of their rights by their agents and 
„chiefs. I will not undertake to say that is the 
¿case here, but I do undertake to say that two 
dollars an acre for the choice of these lands 
will not compensate the Indians for the value 
of the whole. lot. For instance, if you take 
one third or one fourth of it, that may be worth 
ten or fifteen dollars an acre, and sell that for 
4wo dollars an acre, a large proportion of the 
‘rest will not sell for twenty-five cents an acre, 
sperhaps, and may not sell at all. 

I hold, Mr. President, that in dealing with 
ndian matters of this sort.the. Government 
of the United States ought not only to be ex- 
eedingly careful for the settlers, but-should 
ook to the interests of the Indians, for Eun- 


dertake to say that these settlers are squatters. 
Jam sure that isthe case. I have never known 
it to be otherwise, in fact, in any part of the 
United States.. Wherever you find a matter 
of this sort coming up, you will find ten, fif- 
teen, or twenty thousand white settlers on the 
Indian lands. That always has been the case, 


i and I am afraid it always will be the case. 


Now, it is impossible ever to have peace with 
the Indians or ever to have any good feeling 
on the part of the Indians toward the United 
States while that course is pursued. I object 
to the present consideration of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has 
been taken up by formal vote of the Senate, 
the morning business having been concluded. 
It has lain over one day since it was reported, 
according to the rules, and is open for debate 
or amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. $ 

Mr. POMEROY. This bill was reported 
yesterday from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. I thought the Senator was on that com- 
mittee. Ido not know that he is. 

Mr. HARLAN. He is not now. 

Mr. POMEROY. It was reported twice last 
year, and passed in the last Congress, and 
passed at the first session of this Congress. 
‘There never has been any objection to this 
bill in this body or the other. It has now 
passed the other House, and I hope the Senate 
will not insist upon sending it to a committee 
again after having had three reports, all unani- 
mous, and the Indians are here urging it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I ask the Sen- 
ator now il he thinks that under this bill the 
Indians will within the next twenty years get 
an average of one dollar an acre for these 
lands? 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido think they will get 
more than that. Jam sorry to say that while 
they agreed last year to take $1 25 an acre, 
this year they ask more, and get it by this bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I ask the Sen- 
ator whether many of these lands are not worth 
six times the price put ou them? 

Mr. POMEROY. If they are worth six 
times that, I am very safe in saying they will 
get one dollar an acre. i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Are not some 
worth twelve or fifteen dollars an acre? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is astrip one hundred 
and eighty miles long and two miles wide. 
The State line of Kansas lapped over on this 
country about two miles when they came to 
run the line. : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The Senator 
does not answer my question, whether many 
of the lands proposed to be sold here at two 
dollars arenot worth five or six times as much ? 

Mr. POMEROY. I donot know the fact, 
but I will admit it if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If that is so, 
the Indians ought to have the benefit of it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know the Indians are 
anxious to sell, and they have fixed the price 
at two dollars an acre east of the Arkansas, 
and $1 50 west of it. ` 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If the Gov- 
ernment of the United States were to take the 
whole tract at $1 50 an acre I should have no 
objection ; perhaps that would be a fair price 
for the whole; but if you cull it and take the 
choice portions at two dollars an acre, the 
residue remains in the hands of the Indians 
unsalable, when these choice spots might sell 
for twelve or fifteen dollars an acre. I say 
there is no justice in that. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the bill will not 
be recommitted to any committee. I would 
rather take the vote of the Senate upon that 
without any debate. 

Mr. CALDWELL, I will say that if a por- 
tion of the lands are worth ten or fifteen dol- 
lars an acre, they are worth that much because 
the settlers. have given value tothe lands. 


i| Five years ago they were not worth fifty cents 


| United States for t 


an acre. I know that ten yéars ago they/could. i 
be bought for thirty or forty cents an acre; and. 


any value that. is attached to them now has `. 


resulted from their settlement-by settlers—set- 
tlers who have gone there and made ‘their. ” 
homes. » This bill provides for the sale of this 
entire tract of five hundred and fifty thousand 
or six handred thousand acres at two dollars 
and $1 50 an acre, according to locality, which 
is more than the Indians agreed to a year ago 
for these same lands. Not only are the chiefs 
and head men of the tribe satisfied with this, 
bat all the Indians are satisfied with it, and I 
am sure they will get a fair price for the whole 


land. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion to refer was not agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AMBROSE MORRISON. 


Mr. COOPER. I now move to take up 
Senate bill No. 526. ae 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded’ to 
consider the bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of 
Ambrose Morrison. It proposes to. appropri- 
ate $16,884 96 to Ambrose Morrison for his 
property in the city of Nashville, Tennessee, 
which was taken by the military authorities 
of the United States for the erection of perma- 
nent fortifications, with a proviso that any 
moneys heretofore paid to Morrison by the 
United States, on account of the property, 
shall be deducted from the amount hereby 
appropriated. . 

The Committee on Claims proposed to 
amend the bill so as to make it read: 


_ That the sum of $7,262 17 be, and the same hereby 
is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Ambrose Morrison, 
for his property in the city of Nashville, Tennessee, 
which was taken oy the military authorities of the 

a e erection of permanent fortifi- 
cations. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
report read. aeni 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
submitted by Mr. Scorr, from the Committee 
on Claims, on the 10th instant: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S No. 526) for the reliefof Ambrose Morrison, 
adopt the report upon the menrorial of said Mor- 
rison, made by Mr. Winpom, inthe House of Repre- 
sentatives, first session Thirty-Highth Congress, in 
the following words: 

“That the memorialist presents a claim for the 
value of a house and lot taken possession of by the 
military authorities of Nashville, Tennessee, for the 
purpose oferecting permanent fortifications thereon, 

“It appears that, in order to defend Nashville 
against the rebel army, it was deemed necessary to 
erect fortifications, and on the 4th day of May, 1863, 
the memorialist was notified by ‘George Burroughs, 
lieutenant of engineers,’ to vacate his: house, when 
it was taken downand his grounds occupied: by the 
fortifications. 

“A board of appraisers: was duly appointed by 
the commanding officer, Brigadier General J. D. 
Morgan, consisting of Colonel A. C. Gillem, first 
‘Tennessee infantry; Edward H. East, secretary of 
State; and A. V. S. Lindsley, forthe purpose of esti- 
mating the damages, and whose award is madoa part 
of this report. , 7 

“ Among the many claims before your committee 
this is one of the few so well established by indis- 
putable testimony that they have no doubt of its 
merit. 

“The agents ofthe Government, deeming it a mil- 
itary necessity, deliberately take possession’ of his 
property and appoint commissioners of their own 
choosing to place a value upon it, There would seem 
but little left for Congress to do in the premises but 
to appropriate the requisite amount of money to pay 
the award of the appraisers. Aside from thejustice 
of this claim, it is one of those cases that appeal 
directly to the sympathies of those having the power 
to relieve the distressed. i 3 

‘The most prominent loyal men of Nashville, in- 
cluding Governor Andrew Johnson, represent that 
Mr. Morrison is an invalid of several years’ stand- 
ing, being paralyzed and unable to walk or stand 
erect; that he has a wife and five children, the oldest 
only sixteen years of age, entirely. dependent. upon 
him for their support and education, and thatthe 
property taken by the Government was: his sole 
dependence, and they earnestly: urge -impiediate 
measures for his relief, : ee ee 

“The whole sum found due to Mr, Morrison bysaid 
board: of appraisers-is $16,384.90... Your committee 
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are of the opinion that the general depreciation of 
property in thatsection of the country requires some 
deduction from the amount thus allowed by said 
poard, and believing that $15,000 would be no more 
than a just compensation for the property so taken, 
report a bill for that sum, and respectfully recom- 
mend its passage. , 

Ambrose Morrison has since died. The sum of 
$7,737 83 has been paid him by the War Department 
since the report above quoted was made, and we now 
recommend the passage of a. bill for payment to his 
legal representatives of the sum of $7,262 17, being 
the $15,000 recommended by foregoing quoted report 
less $7,737 83 already paid. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 


The memorial of the undersigned, citizens of Nash- 
villo, Tennessee, showeth: that the homestead of 
Ambrose Morrison, aloyal citizen of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, being favorably situated, was taken by the 
military authoricies for permanent fortifications; 
that commissioners were appointed by the command- 
jng general, J. D. Morgan, to appraise the value of 
said property, who estimated it at $16,384 90; that 
the said Ambrose Morrison has been confined to his 
house for the last five years, being paralyzed, and 
not able to walk or stand erect; that he has a wife 
and five children wholly dependent on him for sup- 
port, and the commissioners, in view of the peculiar 
and melancholy circumstances of his case, recom- 
mended that immediate payment should be made 
him, but he has not, upto this time, received asingle 
dollar of the amount. 

Your memorialists, therefore, recommend to the 
favorable consideration of Congress the case of the 
said Ambrose Morrison, whose entire means of sup- 
port hag been used in those years of sickness, and he 
is now dependent on his aged father-in-law, himself 
in embarrassed circumstances, and that he has no 
other hope for the future support of himself and 
family but in the payment of his claim for the prop- 
erty tuken by the Government for military uses, 


A. V. S. LINDSLEY, 
ALVAN C. GILLEM, 
EDWARD H. HAS, 
Secretary of State. 

JOSEPH S. FOWLER, 
Comptroller of the Treasury. 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE, NASHVILLE, April 9, 1864. 
To whom tt may concern: 

All tho above-named gentlemen are personally 
well known to me ag truly loyal men, and perfectly 
reliablo in every respect. From what Ihave learned 
in regard to the case of Mr. Morrison, I most cheer- 
fully commend it for favorable action. 

ANDREW JOHNSON, 
Lieutenant Governor. 
The amendments of the committee were 
agreed to. 


Mr. COOPER. I see by the report that the 
original petitioner has since died. I move, 
therefore, to amend the bill so as to read “the 
representatives of Ambrose Morrison.” 

“Lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This report does not 
state that this claimant in his life-time was a 
man loyal to the Government, He probably 
was covered by the amnesty if he was not 
loyal. I wish the Senator from Pennsylvania 
who made the report would state how it ap- 
peared before the committee. The report is 
silent on the subject, except that it appends 
the memorial of those who petition in behalf 
of the claimant, which does say, in the usual 
form, that he was a loyal citizen, but the 
report says nothing about it, except that it 
appends the memorial. 

Mr. SCOTT. l can only say that the bill 
and petition were accompanied by numerous 
papers connected with this case, and that they 
left no doubt as to the loyalty of Mr. Morrison 
during his life. Indeed, the’ papers were of 
such a character as to show that his loyalty 
was of an intensity that was highly creditable 
to him, and not often found in that atmos- 
phere at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was not loyalty under 
the great seal or by proclamation that we have 
been talking of. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, 
in the fire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from Penu- 
sylvania will allow me, I will state one item 
ofevidence of loyalty. The proof showed that 
Mr. Morrison was paralytic, confined to his 


sir; it was loyalty tried 


_< “bed, when the vote upon secession was taken 


in Tennessee, and that so earnest and intense 
was his loyalty that he was carried to the polls 
to vote against secession. 

Mr. COOPER. If there was a loyal man 
in the world he was one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to debate 
the bill, it appearing now from the statement 
of the commiitee that this gentleman was a 
man who was loyal in fact. The report of the 
committee certainly discloses a just ground of 
claim, as it seems to me, and I am very glad 
to have the bill passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to 
read: ‘A bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Ambrose Morrison, deceased.” 


AID TO RAILROADS IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. BOREMAN. IL ask the Senate to take 
up and consider a billin regard to a matter 
in Dakota Territory. It will not take more 
than a moment or two. It is Senate bill No. 


617. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virgina asks unanimous consent to 
consider the bill indicated by him. It will be 
reported in full if there be no objection, as 
the morning hour is just expiring. 

Mr. BOREMAN. There is a substitute 
reported by the committee. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 617) 
approving the act passed by the Legislative 
Assembly of Dakota Territory authorizing the 
people fo vote aid to railroads. 

The Committee on Territories reported the 
bill with an amendment to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and to insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

That the act passed by the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Dakota, and approved by the Gov- 
ernor on the 21st, day of April, 1871, entitled “An act 
to enable organized counties and townships to vote 
aid to any railroad and to provide for the payment 
of thesame,” be, and the same is hereby, disapproved 
and annulled, except in so far as is herein otherwise 
pr vided. But the passage of this act shall not in- 
validate or impair the organization of the company 
heretofore organized for the construction of the Da- 
kota Southern railroad, leading from Sioux City, 
Iowa, to Yankton, the capital of said Territory, or 
apy vote by any county or township granting aid to 
said railroad, or any subscription thereto, or any- 
thing authorized by, and that may have been done 
in pursuance of the provisions of the aforesaid act 
of the legislative assembly of said Territory toward 
the construction and completion of said railroad; 
and the organization of said company and the pro- 
visions of said act of said Legislative Assembly, so 
far as the same authorize, and for the purpose of 
validating any vote of aid and subscriptions to 
said company for the construction, completion, and 
equipment of the main stem of said railroad be- 
tween the termini aforesaid, are hereby declared to 
be and remain in full foree, but no further, and for 
no other purpose whatsoever. 

Mr. POMEROY. If I understand that, it 
annuls a law of the Territory granting aid to 
a railroad. ` 

’ The VICE PRESIDENT. If the bill gives 
rise to debate, the morning hour has just 
expired, and it must go over. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope that bill will be 
allowed to pass. 

Mr. MORTON. It is important that the 
bill should pass. I think it is right. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I will state in a word 
what it is, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the Chair will not call up the unfin- 
ished bu iness until the Senator from West 

irginia has an opportunity of explaining the 
object of the bill. s 

Mr. BOREMAN. The Legislature of the 
Territory of Dakota passed a general law on 
the subject of corporations authorizing sub- 
scriptions by counties and townships to rail- 
road companies. ` Under that law a company 
has been organized to construct a road from 
Sioux City, lowa, through four counties, just 


passing the capital of the Territory, and the 
route has been located ; all the bridges I be- 
| lieve built. At this stage of the proceeding 


|i lature went beyond its power in passing thi 


it has been suggested that the territorial Legis 


general law, and allowing these votes for sub- `- 
scriptions, and authorizing bonds to be issued : 
so that it is diffienit to realize upon them 
The contractors are in this condition and the 
citizens cannot progress with the work. The’ 
Committee on Territories, on a reference of- 
this bill, which merely approved what had 


| been done, came to the conclusion that these” 


were dangerous laws to allow the Legislatures: 
of Territories to pass. ‘Therefore we reported 
a substitute, annulling this law as a general ` 
law, but approving what they had done under 
itand allowing them to complete this single 
line of road and confirming the subscriptions ` 
which had been made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my 
friend from West Virginia what he thinks 
about this question: assuming, as this bill 
does, that this act of the territorial Legisla- 
ture was void as an excess of power, and 
assuming, therefore, which would necessarily 
follow, that the votes of these townships were 
void, how can we know that a majority of the 
people of those townships did not stay away 
trom the polls knowing that the whole thing 
was a total nullity, and therefore, contrary to 
the sentiment of the majority of the property- 
holders or voters of the town, those who were 
interested in the scheme went to the polls and 
gave this vote? Now, we say that a void vote 
given in a town meeting, when we have no 
knowledge as to how fully attended the town 
meeting was, shall bind the property of that 
town without again submitting it to the vote 
of that town, making the law valid, to see 
whether they are willing to agree to it. 

I know in some northern States where things 
of this kind have happened from time to time 
it has not been unfrequent that where a town 
undertook to pass a vote in aid of a work of 
some public kind there would be a discus- 
sion as to whether the town had the right to 
do it, anda great many people believing the 
town had no right to doit, would not go to 
the polls at all, but would stay away from the 
polls under the advice of counsel that if they 
went to the polls and voted they would be 
taken properly to have compromised their 
right to resist. They therefore stay away 
and then apply to the judicial tribunals for 
redress. It would not do in such a case for the 
sovereign power to turn around and say they 
would validate that void act. That would be 
legislating backward with a vengeance. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. COLE rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is subject 
to a demand for the regular order. 

Mr. COLE. Iam very sorry to object to the 
bill of the Senator from West Virginia. 
objected to this bill yesterday, but I supposed 
it would pass without discussion this morning. 

Mr. BOREMAN, [ think it will. 

Mr. COLE. Then let us vote upon it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I merely wanted to make 
an explanation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
hear the Senator with pleasure if the regular 
order is not demanded. The Chair understands 
the Senator from California to yield for @ 
moment or two longer. i 

Mr. BOREMAN. I did not say that it was 
my opinion or tbe opinion of the committee 
that these votes were void at all, and there 
was no such suggestion at the time the votes 
were taken. I said that subsequently some 
persons had suggested legal difficulties in re- ` 
gard to the power of the Legislature to pass 
the law, and therefore they came here to get 
the sanction of Congress ag to the particular 
company and its transactions, which they had 
organized simply to give them character an 
standing. There has been no decision an 
Ro Written opinion even of a lawyer so far a8 - 
I know that the proceedings have been void, © 


that the territorial Legislature exceeded its — 
power. Does 
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Mr. POMEROY. The Senator must know 
that there is a general law of Congress pro- 
pibiting any Territory from incorporating a 
- railroad company. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think this bill is suffi- 
ciently guarded even if that be so ; but I ex- 
amined the statute and could find no such law 
ag that referred to by the Senator from Kan- 
sag. By this bill as a matter of policy we have 
annulled these laws except as to this particu- 
lar company, and we confirm what they have 
done and validate it and make it legal. [t will 
be a great wrong to these people after having 
partially constructed their road and spent a 
great deal of money if the thing should go to 
pieces at this time. ‘There will be no harm 
done to anybody by validating what has been 
done, and Í think it will be better to pass the 
bill in that form. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the indulgence of the 

` Senate for a few moments. I believe I am the 
only member of this body who has been in the 
Territory of Dakota. Iwas there last fall, and 
I made the acquaintance of the principal men 
of the Territory. ‘They invited my attention 
to the cousideration of this subject, and I con- 
' fess that perhaps there is one reason which 
would be avery good one with the Senator 
from Vermont why this bill ought not to pass. 
That Territory has again and again asked of 
the Government some little aid to give them 
a railroad to their capital. It has given them 
not one mill. Now, the people of that Terri- 
tory have gone to work, have organized acom- 
pany, have built their bridges, have bought their 
iron, have graded part of their road, and they 
` find that a legal question arises whether the 
bonds were legally issued. I understand that 
in every locality where the bonds have been 
voted no question is raised; but to make them 
sure and certain upon the market, they have 
come here and asked for this legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When was this company 
incorporated? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not remember, but I 
think two years ago. They are struggling to 
build a little road to their capital. 1 believe 
we have aided all other Territories to do what 
they are doing by themselves. 
© Mr. MORTON. Allow me to make one 
suggestion ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I understand the question 
of the legality of this charter depends upon 
this fact: this charter was passed at a special 
session of the Legislature, and a dispatch was 
received from the Attorney General 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will permit 
me to correct him, with the consent of the 
` Benator from Maine, it all arises out of an act 
of Congress of 1867, which the Senator from 
- West Virginia says he has not been enabled to 

find, and which I will read. This is the act 
„of Congress; the question does not arise out 

of a special session of the territorial Legisla- 
ture, but under this act of Congress: 


“That the Legislative Assemblies of the several 
Territories of the United States shall not, after the 
passage of this act, grant private charters or especial 


., privileges, but they may, by general incorporation 


acts, permit persons to associate themselves together 
as bodies-corporate for mining, manufacturing, and 
> other industrial pursuits. 

Now, as I understand the question, this ter- 
ritorial Legislature has passed general incor- 
poration laws, not special charters, but under 
these. general incorporation laws railroad com- 
panies have associated themselves together 
and claim to have valid charters; but under 
> this law it is alleged that they are prohibited, 
and unless they are embraced in the words 
_ other industrial pursuits ’’ they are expressly 
prohibited. 

Mr. MORTON. I beg leave to complete 
: my statement. . This special session was called 
by the acting Governor of the Territory on the 
“faith of a dispatch received from the Attorney 
| General, stating as it was received there that 
“Che had authority to call a- special session. 
“Subsequently, after the Legislature had met 


| 


and this law had been passed, a correct copy 
of the dispatch was received, stating that he 
was not authorized to.call the special session. 
So far as they are concerned ont there, their 
notion of the legality of the act does. not 
depend upon the statute read by the Senator 
from..Pennsylvania, but depends upon the 
question of the authority of the acting Gov- 
ernor to call a special session of the- Legis- 
lature. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Indiana, who is certainly a 
man in whose legal judgment I usually place 
very great confidence, what he thinks of the 
effect of the act read by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr, MORTON. I have not had time to 
consider it. it might be doubtful under the 
language of that act whether the Legislature 
would have aright to pass a general act in- 
corporating railroad companies. 

But the question I think is this: they went 
on in good faith, not perhaps knowing of that 
act, their attention not being called to it, and 
passed this law; afterward, being advised that 
it was illegal because the special session was 
not authorized, they have asked Congress to 
legalize what they have done. In the mean- 
time this company went forward in good faith 
and commenced the construction of the road; 
counties voted their subscriptions and issued 
bonds in good faith ; work has been done and 
debts have been incurred ; and now the question 
is whether, under the circumstances, Congress 
will not come forward and legalize what has 
been done so as to enable this Territory to 
complete that road. If Congress had done by 
that Territory as it has done by many States 
and Territories to which it has given thou- 
sands and millions of acres to build railroads 
with there might be some other question, but 
they have tried to build this railroad by private 
subscriptions and contributions of counties. 
They have gone forward, and the question is 
now whether they shall be stopped, the con- 
tractors perhaps ruined, and all lost that has 
beendone. I submit that there is great equity 
in this bill, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not ask my honor- 
able friend from Indiana to repeat the very 
good speech that he made about ten minutes 
ago. I asked his opinion upon a question of 
law, which he declines to give, for a reason 
satisfactory to himself, no doubt. 

Now, as to the equity of this thing, ‘‘that 
depends,” as the saying is. If you are to 
assume that everybody has an equitable right | 
to compel people to become subscribers to a 
railroad against their consent, for the reason 
that they were ignorant of the statute which 
said nothing of that kind should be done, and 
no such company should be incorporated, then 
this may be considered as equitable; but if | 
this very thing had happened in a State, it would | 
have been out of the power of the State to 
make a subscription by a town legal and biud- 
ing upon the minority of the inhabitants which 
was not legal, and which was a nullity when it | 
was submitted to a vote of the inhabitants. 
The State cannot take private property by its 
sheer will in the way it is proposed that the 
private property of the people who are tax- 
payers sbalil be taken to pay taxes for this | 
objectagainsttheir will. Therefore, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we stand in the same attitude toward | 
this Territory and toward these townships that 
a State stands toward its own citizens, there 
would be a very grave question indeed as to 
our constitutional right to pass a bill of this 
kind at all. 

But we have given a charter to the Territory 
of Dakota which evidently never contemplated | 
authorizing that Territory to go into opera- | 
tions of this character, or to allow one part of | 
its citizens to compel another part who might 
not. wish, to engage in the carrying out of rail- 
road schemes, however valuable they might be. 


answer. 


Theorganie act declares that— 
“The legislative power of the Territory shall ex- ii 


tend to all rightful subjects of legislation consistent’. / 
with the Constitution of the United States andthe 
provisions of this act, and no law shall be passed: ~: 
interfering with the primary disposal of the soil: tie © 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of. the Unis: 
ted States, nor shalt the lands or other property of: 
non-residents be taxed higher than the lands.or other 
property of residents; nor shall any law bé passed 
impairing the rights of private property; nor-shall’ 
any discrimination be made in taxing different kinds 
of property, 
shall be in proportion to the value of the property 
taxed.” 


All that is a plain prohibition. against any 
invasion of private rights and against permit- 
ting one part of the community to. tax the 
public for these private purposes, al'hough in 
one sense public, justas a transportation com- 
pany is public in one sense but private iu fact, 
for the benefit and emolument of its stock- 
holders. This, I say, is a prohibition, as it 
ought to be a prohibition upon the power of 
the Legislature to authorize one part of the 
people in a particular locality to compel the 
other part against their will to engage in 
schemes of this kind. ‘Therefore, I have no 
hesitation in saying myself that not only by 
force of the act of 1867, which positively pro~ 
hibits the existence of such a corporation as 
this, but also by force of the organic act, this 
thing as it stood when these people were called 
upon to subscribe by vote was an entire nullity; 
and hence it was an act which had no binding 
force upon any citizen who did not individually 
consent to it, even if it did as to him, and 
which no citizen who did not individually con- 
sent to it was bound to pay any attention to 
atall. He had aright to stay away from the 
polls; he had a right to withhold going there 
to express his opinion either way on the ground 
that it was no better than a caucus or a mob ' 
to have a meeting of the town for such a pur- 
pose, because there stood the statute, which 
everybody must be supposed to know, which 
says that this Territorial Assembly shall not 
do anything of the kind, to begin with, in 
incorporating such companies, and then there 
was the organic act which stood up between 
every man and his private property and any 
method of unequal operation such as this of 
going into railroad schemes is confessed to be. - 

Mr. MORTON. I will ask the Senator this 
question—perbaps the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands can answer it—whether ter- 
ritorial Legislatures have not generally assumed 
that they had the right to pass railroad char- 
ters, and if there have not been a great many 
instances of that kind? 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I shall be through ina 
moment, and then my friend from Kansas can 
I do not know whether they have or 
have not. Take it for granted that the terri- 
torial Legislature in Washington Territory has 
thought so, that does not change the law and 
it does not bind any citizen. in Dakota: to 
believe it is the law, because the Territory. of 
Washington or any other Territory is going 
beyond its powers. Why, Mr. President, the 
Democratic party would be obliged to give it 
up that we had-become.a perfectly constitu- 
tional party at. this time on their own theory, 
if the passing of a great number of unconsti- 
tutional laws that are in excess of our powers 
finally makes up a complete body of constitu- 
tional legislation. No, Mr. President, that 
will not do; supposing it to be the case, it does 
not help it a particle. 

The real point here is just this: here area 
set of contractors who have gone on to build 
a railroad upon the faith of certain county and 
town bonds; it now turns out that those county 
and town bonds are a perfect nullity, and that 
they do not bind the property of the citizens of 
those counties and towns. They areanullitybe- | 
cause the corporation itself is a nullity, having 
been created in violation of aa express act.of 
Congress. They are also a nullity because by 
the organic act, even if the Territory had a right 
to charter incorporations, they had no: right 
over a majority of the people in any town of 


| that Territory to compel a minority of the:peo- 


ple in that town. to assist in the construction 


but all property subject to taxation ` 
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of such a work. Now, these parties come here 
and ask that the paramount power of the nation 
shall go back, and, (without giving the people 
who paid no attention to this, because it was 
a nullity, an opportunity to resist now as they 
might in the first place, if Congress had au- 
thorized it in the time of it,) say to them that 
willy nilly you shall pay these bonds because 
it is inequitable to the contractors not to pay 
them. Why inequitable? ‘The contractors had 
wise counsel, probably quite as much as the 
people of this Territory had wise counsel. The 
contractors are not the people in the country 
who are not bound to know the law. 

I say, then, there is no more equity, much 
less indeed, in favor of the contractors with 
the railroad corporation than there is in favor 
of the citizen whose private rights yon invade 
by compelling him, without submitting it to 
him at all, to become a subscriber to the capi- 
tal stock of this railroad, whatever the name 
of it is. ‘Therefore, Mr. President, I cannot 
see my way at all clear to vote in favor of this 

i! 


ih. 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to ask the Senator 
if Congress has not given the right of way on 
various occasions to railroad companies incor- 
porated by territorial Legislatures ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that they 


have. 

Mr, MORTON. Thereby recognizing such 
an act? . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When they give the right 
of way to one territorial corporation, they do 
not recognize the existence of any other terri- 
torial corporation, because if it amounted to 
any recognition at all it would be only like an 
act of Congress saying ‘we will validate the 
creation of this particular corporation,” as 

we might. Now, if an act of Congress had 
been passed two years ago, giving consent 
to the creation of this corporation in terms 
of that character, the Senator from Indiana 
would not maintain that thereby they had 
acquiesced and given their consent to all other 
acts of incorporation in all other Territories, 
would he? i he would, he would go a good 
way further than most lawyers would go. 
Therefore, it does not help the case at all to 
say that Congress may have granted rights of 
way to territorial railroad corporations. That 
does not make any implied atirmance of terri- 
torial grants of corporations to other incor- 
porations which Congress has not confirmed, 
if it would be a confirmation to grant such a 
right of way. 

Mr. NYE. I want to say a word about this 
bill as it came from the committee to which 
Tbelong. It may be that. the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont is technically right legally, 
though 1 think there is a good deal of question 
about that. The way the committee looked 
at it was this: here was an arrangement that 
was entered into between the legislative body 
of that Territory and certain individuals that 
they were to constract forty or fifty miles of 
road; they were to be paid for it in the fol- 
lowing manner: the people along the line in 
the several counties proposed to mortgage 
their property for the purpose of paying for 
its construction. This action may not have 
been strictly legal. When they come to nego- 
tiate their bonds it is found that they require 
the sanction of Congress to validate them, to 
some extent, or the want of it cripples them 
in their negotiation; they have to be sold at a 
less price; and both the people and the con- 
tractors—and I do not know who they are— 
by a general arrangement and by general ac- 
quiescence come here and ask Congress to 
validate this thing so that they can go on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the evidence 
that the people ask it? Are there any memo- 
rials from them ? 

Mr. NYE. We have petitions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to see them. 
Are they from the whole body of the people? 
. Mr. NYE. I cannot tell about that. My 
- honorable friend can sit there and make mount- 


ains out of mole-hills quicker than any man 


rsaw. Here lies the point: this is an act || p 
I eve p 


of accommodation to this people. Do they 
merit it? They are far away up the river, 
and I believe have to go two or three hun- 
dred miles—my friend from Iowa will know—by 
the usual way of travel. With forty miles of 
this road constructed they can come down to 
Sioux City, the boundary line between Iowa 
and Dakota. They say that their necessi- 
ties demand it, and they appeal to Congress to 
validate what is now considered invalid to 
some extent so as to weaken its value. I do 


not believe it involves any very great constitu- į 


tional question or a question that should make 
Congress loseits senses ona principle. There 
they are with five out of the forty miles of the 
road constructed ; they have run against a 
snag, and they ask Congress to letthem up, and 
they can do it without incurring the expense 
ofa dollar. The Committee on Territories, to 
which the bill was referred, took that view of 
itand have submitted it to the Senate. The 


Senate will say whether we took a wrong view 


or a right one. 


Mr. CALDWELL. LI ask the Senator from | 


Nevada if this bill is not confined to legaliz- 


ing the bonds issued to this Dakota and | 


Southern Railroad Company alone? 
Mr. NYE. Itis; and no further. 
Mr. CALDWELL. 


ton? 
Mr. NYE. That is all; it is confined to 


that. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I know something of 
the necessity for building that road. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others. Let us vote. 

Mr. COLE. I will not interpose if a vote 
can be had. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and was read the third 
time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Task for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ionly wish to say one 
word. 
ator from Vermont, who has examined this 
matter, here is an effort by Congress to legal- 
ize a thing that this Territory ought not to have 
done. If we are going to set the example of 
allowing territorial Legislatures to go on and 
incorporate railroads and banks and every- 
thing else, and then Congress is to come in 
and ratify them, it is of no use to pass organic 
acts limiting them at all. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish simply | 


to ask a question. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think the bill should 
go over for the present, because the committee 
have not done in the bill what they designed 


to do. The bill is imperfect, and ought to be | 


laid aside to be made perfect. 


Mr. COLE. Then I insist on the regular 
order. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes | 


over. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment known as the Morrill 
amendment in regard to the-Court of Claims 
was non-concurred in. 

A Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. 
ent 

Mr. MORTON. I was going to move to lay 
the pending order on the table for the purpose 
or roceeding to the consideration of another 

ii, 


Presi- 


It only relates to that | 
one road—the road from Sioux City to Yank- | 


According to the statement of the Sen- | 


t 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill just 
assed from or another one? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.- Another bill, 
Mr. MORTON. I understood some sug. 
gestion was made about correcting the territo- 
ial bill. 

es POMEROY. Yes, the committee haye © 
not made the corporation legal. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The territorial. © 
bill has passed from the consideration of the = 
Senate, aud the deficiency bill is before the 
Senate. ie 

Mr. MORTON. I move to lay that upon the % 
table with a view to proceeding to-the consid- 
eration of another bill. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sena- 
tor from Indiana state what the bill is? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. What is the 
other bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does ` 
not know. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Louisi- 
ana election bill, I believe. 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir; not the Louisiana 
election bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Whatis it? 

Mr. MORTON. Senate bill No. 791, to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend an 
act approved May 81, 1870, entitled ‘An act 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the 
Union, and for other purposes.’ ’’ If the de- 
ficiency bill is laid on the table I shall move 
to proceed to the consideration of this bill, 

Mr. COLE. I hope it will not be done. The 
motion is not debatable, however. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. The Senator from Indiana has 
given notice of the bill he desires to call up if 
this motion should prevail. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. The motion is to lay on 


the table the deficiency bill. That is the 
entire motion. f 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 


Mr. CONKLING. Am I right in suppos- 
ing that the Senator’s suggestion is no part of 
the motion ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not. 

Mr. CONKLING. And any Senator will 
have the right to antagonize some other bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The. Senator 
from Indiana only gave notice that that was 
what he desired to proceed with. The motion 
is to lay the deficiency bill on the table. 

Mr. COLE. I want to make an incidental 
remark. We are in the last stage of the defi- 
ciency bill 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That is debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the bill ought 
to be read which it is proposed to bring up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is only 4 
motion to lay the deficiency bill on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING, We do not know what 
bill will be taken up. Every Senator will be 
at liberty to suggest a bill. 

The motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
New Jersey, to reconsider the vote by which 
the Morrill amendment, so called, was rejected, 
upon which he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish briefly to 
occupy the attention of the Senate on this 
question. This amendment brings up directly 
and sharply the question whether we intend. 
that the ‘Treasury of the United States shall be 
drawn upon to indemnify disloyal persons for 
losses they sustained inthe rebellion ; and, Mr. 
President, if there is any propriety in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States indemnifying 
this class of persons for cotton taken, we are 
bound to pay them for every article taken from 
them by our Army, because we took and used 
no other article at the South that we had so 


| good a right totəke as we had to take cotton. 


in fact there was an imperative necessity upon 
our Government to seize it If we are tò 


"territory, 
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indemnify disloyal persons for cotton that we 
seized, we logically should not stop short of 
“jndemnifying them for all the seizures of and 
damage that was done to their property. 
= Asto the pretense that we have not the con- 
gtitutional right to limit the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims on this subject, because of 
“the decision of the Supreme Court, itisa sheer 
pretense. The Supreme Court, as well as 
Congress, must bow to the Constitution of the 
nation, and that declares that Congress shall 
have power ‘‘to declare war, grant letters of 
marque and reprisal, and make rales concern- 
ing captures on land and water.’’ And by | 
this authority we did make rules in reference 
to the ‘‘captures on land’’—to the capture of 
cotton—and ueither the Supreme Court nor 
other power has the right to question those 
regulations, and as I observed the other day 
I do not understand the Supreme Court as 
proposing to do so. They do not understand 
our intentions as we do. They and we must 
< bow to the fundamental law of the land which 
’ reposes that trust in us. 
~ It is equally clear that in the enemy’s coun- 
“try neither the loyal nor the disloyal had 
“cany right to indemnity or compensation for 
+ private property of this character taken by our 
» Army. IL will read from the decision of the 
Supreme Court showing that loyal as well as 
disloyal persons stood on the same platform ; 
that in law and as to loyal rights they were to 
be treated. as inhabitants of an enemy’s coun- 
try. In Mrs. Alexander's cotton case that court 
say: 
“Itis said that though remaining in rebel terri- 

tory, Mrs. Alexander has no personal sympathy with 
© the rebel cause, and that her property therefore 
cannot be regarded as enemy property; but this 
court cannot inquire into the personal character 
and dispositions of individual inhabitants of enemy 
i e must be governed by the principle 
of public law, so often announced from this bench 
as applicable alike to civil and international wars, 
that all the people of each State or district in insur- 
rection against the United States must be regarded 
as enemies, until by the action of the Legislature 
~ and the Executive, or otherwise, that relation is 
: thoroughly and permanently changed.” 

The relations of the inhabitants of the enemy 
country have been changed by legislation so 
far as the property of loyal persons is con- 
cerned. We have said that if the owner shall 
show that he did not give aid or comfort to 
the rebellion he shall receive his proportion 
of the net proceeds of the cotton captured ; 
but neither Congress nor the. Executive have 
in any way changed the relations of the dis- 
loyal to the proceeds of this cotton. The sub- 
ject is not affected by the interposition of the 
Executive. The pardoning power only reaches 
to and relieves the punishment of crime; it 
has no effect to repeal express legislation. 
For instance, if a statute provides that the 
penalty for perjury shall be a fine of $1,000 
aud imprisonment for five years, and that the 
person convicted shall forever, or until the 
judgment is reversed, be disqualified from 
testifying as a witness, the effect of the pardon 
is to relieve the convict from the penalty 
and the imprisonment, but in no manner to 
change the rule which the Legislature has 

‘passed in reference to the qualifications of a | 
witness. : 

There are abundant authorities to maintain 
this position. The pardoning power relieves 
from the punishment, but so far as the legis- 
lation refers to keeping pure the fountains or 
the halls of justice the pardon is inoperative. 
Therefore the exercise of the pardoning power 
by the Executive relieves from the penalties 
of treason or rebellion, but does not, cannot, 
change the rule Congress has adopted as to 
captures on land, to wit, that one who has 
given aid or comfort to the rebellion shall not 
receive any part of the proceeds of the cotton 
captured. 

I said the other day that it was lawfal to 
seize this cotton, and I referred to Grotius 
and Justinian, and I think some of my friends 
rather smiled at the idea of referring. to 
those antiquated authorities, when they ought 


ł 


to have known that those were “names 
that were not born to die,” and are better 
authority to day than the day they promul- 
gated their doctrines But if any one does 
not like such authority, I will give him the 
authority of the Supreme Court of the United 


' States on this very question to show that cotton 


was contraband, and that we were discharging 
a solemn duty to the nation in seizing it. In 
this same Alexander cotton case the Supreme 
Court say: 

“Tn the case before us, the capture seems to have 
been justified by the peculiar character of the prop- 
erty and by legislation. It is well known that cot- 
ton has constituted the chief reliance of the rebels 
for means to purchase the munitions of war in 
Europe, It is matter of history that rather than 
permit it to come into the possession of the national 
troops the rebel government has everywhere de- 
voted it, however owned, to destruction, The value 
of that destroyed at New Orleans, just before its cap- 
ture, has been estimated at $80,000,000. It isin the 
record before us that on this very plantation of Mrs. 
Alexander one yeur’s crop was destroyed in appre- 
hension of an advance of the Union forces, The 
rebels regard it as one of their main sinews of war; 
and no principle of equity or just policy required, 
when the national occupation was itself precarious, 
that it should be spared from capture and allowed 
to remain, in case of the withdrawal of the Union 
troops, an element of strength to the rebellion,” 


The Supreme Court now do not deny that 
this cotton was contraband; there could have 
been no recovery but for the statute. The 
trouble is tbat the court do not understand 
what we intended by the statute, and make the 
relieving statute apply to the disloyal as well 
asto the loyal. Now, I think whatever Grotius 
or Justinian may say on the subject, after the 
Supreme Court have put cotton in the same 
category with arms and ammunition, declaring 
it to be- the very sinews of war, no one should 
dispute our right to seize that cotton. Andso 
I properly remarked that if we are bound to 
pay disloyal men for the cotton, then we are 
under stronger obligations to pay for all the 
corn and cattle and horses that our Army 
captured in the then enemy’s country, for 
these articles were not so essentially the sinews 
of war as cotton, and we had less right, or 
rather there was less necessity, to seize them. 

Those who advocate this claim are brought 
to this position, that this Government would 
have been derelict in duty to have omitted to 
do what they did, that it was under an imper- 
ative necessity of seizing that cotton, and yet 
disloyal men have the right to sue the Gov- 
ernment for their loss; and further, that 
the Government shall indemnify the disloyal 
owner for the value of the cotton in market 
at that time to the amount of its net proceeds, 
where it was not worth to the owner when 
seized a single farthing. It is a fact, as stated 
by the Supreme Court, that it was the estab- 
lished custom of the then enemy to devote all 


their cotton which was exposed to destruction | 


as our Army advanced. Here our Army did 
advance upon the cotton in our reach. Our 
Army took it in possession. It was worth 
nothing to the disloyal owners, and yet we 
are told that we must pay then. 

Mr. President, the people of the States which 
have always been loyal are patriotic. They 
cheerfully submit to taxation. With the sweat- 
drops of labor on their brows, they call upon 
the Government to maintain the faith, the 
credit, and integrity of the country to meet all 
our national obligations; but when they are 
told that it is held they sent their sons to the 
war, made sacrifices and incurred debts that 
the property of the disloyal, then valueless, 
might be rescued, sent. to market, and the 
proceeds now be paid to those who were con- 
tending with them, to be paid the advanced 
price their courage and labor put to it, they 
will feel outraged, and will, I trust, in every 
lawful way resist so. unjust and ungenerous a 
doctrine. 

If we are thus to pay disloyal men for cot- 


ton, the sinews of war which we were obliged |! 


to seize in order to save the nation, who is to 
pay the widows and orphans.of the North‘for 


the pecuniary value: which the lives of their 


t 


pace, to go on for a while. 


husbands and fathers were-to' them as‘afording: 

them support? Who is to pay‘the North for 
untold millions we have expended: in clothing 
rations, and ammunilion for long years? N 

Mr. President, the consequences of wat should- 
rest where the God of battles directs the bolt: 
to fall. This measure is but opening the fiodd:. 


gates for a taxation most unjust and oppress~ - 


ive. After we have indemnified disloyal men 
for the loss of cotton; there is no point-at 
which we can. take our stand. : 

I hope, sir, that this motion to reconsider 
will be agreed to and the amendment adopted. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I entirely concur with 
my honorable friend from New Jersey in his 
wish to have this amendment or some similar 
provision ingrafted upon this: bill. ; 

Mr. President, there is nothing quite so re- 
markable in the debates of Congress as the 
manner in which the Supreme Court of the 
United States is treated. Whenever we finda: 
decision of that court in favor of our particular: 
views, we make the most of it, and always 
introduce it with honeyed phrase of commen: 
dation; but. when. that decision militates: 
against our opinion we condemn it and attack 
it without any stint or measure. . Judging from 
the debate here it would almost. be supposed: 
that the Supreme Court had decided that Con-: 
gress could not determine what jurisdiction 
the Court: of Claims should have. ‘So far 
from that they have decided exactly the re> 
verse, and even in these opinions that have 
been criticised so severely in the debates of 
the Senate for the last two or three days, the 
court. affirm the power of Congress to say 
what shall and what shall not be the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims. There never 
was any question about it anywhere. 

The only question involved in those decis- 
ions was whether Congress had or had not - 
conferred the jurisdiction in a particular. case,: 
and when you come down to that, although 
am free to say I should have delivered a. dif- 
ferent opinion on that question if I had been 
called upon to deliver one before the decision. 
of the court was made, yet candor compels 
me to say there is great force in the reasoning 
of the ChiefJustice. He had been a member 
of the Senate. He had come. to have what 
we should all have, a very great, contempt for 
general legislation upon appropriation ‘bills. 
He knew how such bills are passed.: He 
knew how they are smuggled through be- 
tween the two Houses by the instrumentality 
of committees of conference, and how im- 
portant provisions find their way upon such 
bills and perhaps not five members of either 
House are cognizant of their existence, and in 
that opinion he alludes to the fact. that this 
amendment on the appropriation bill in; bis 
judgment must have been inadvertently passed. 

Now let us see the ground upon which ‘he 
placed it. In, the first place, it seems. to be 
conceded all around that the Court of Claims 
had jurisdiction in that case to proceed for a 
As the Chief 
Justice said, there is no such thingas conferring 
jurisdiction upon a court to decide a question 
one way and not the other. If you give a 
court jurisdiction to hear and determine a 
cause, you must give it the power to decide 
it wrong aswell as right. In other words, 
you commit the cause to the discretion and 
judgment of the court, and you cannot coerce 
that court to decide in a particular way, nor 
cau you dictate a rule of decision to themi.. 
The Supreme Court put the case upon that 
theory, that the act did confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to proceed with 
the cause until they encountered a certain 
fact, and then if they found that fact in the: 
casc, they should stop and. decide the case 
against the complainant. AA 

I am free to say that with that statute before 
me, without this decision, I should have come 
to a different: conclusion. One “provision: 
there provides that the party shall not go into 
court except. upon: the traversable allegation 
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that he has not given aid or comfort to the 
rebellion, and then another provision declares 
that when the court shall ascertain that he has 
been guilty of aiding the rebellion it shall 
dismiss the cause for want of jurisdiction, it 
seems to me in substance to declare that the 
loyalty of the claimant shall be a jurisdictional 
fact in the case. However, upon that mere 
question of construction of that statute the 
Supreme Court have held otherwise. 

Now, there is uo occasion for rending our 
garments. The foundations of the Constitu- 
tion have not been disturbed. The preroga- 
tive of Congress to determine what shall be 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims has not 
been questioned. There is no cause for alarm, 
Even if we set up our judgment against theirs 
and say they decided that mere question of 
statutory construction erroneously, there is 
nothing in that which need shake our conf- 
dence in human nature, because erroneous 
opinions have been delivered by the best of 
men ever since opinions were delivered at all. 
So much for the course of debate in regard to 
the decision of the Supreme Court. l 

It is conceded by the Supreme Court, just 
as we claim, that we may determine what 
causes the Court of Claims shall try and what 
causes they shali not try. We mean to con- 
fine the jurisdiction of tbat Court so thatit 
shall not include this class of cases. Now, all 
we bave to do is simply to frame an amend- 
ment or a provision in some form which shall 
make it entirely clear past any ollice of con- 
struction that Congress intended so to limit the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and there 
is no cause to fear that the Supreme Court 
will not obey it. They have decided over and 
over again that they must obey, and they have 
never disobeyed. On the question of whether 
we had or had not conferred the jurisdiction, 
they have delivered their opinion; they may 
be right, or they may be wrong; but their opin- 

ion wasdelivered upon nothing in the world 
but this simple question whether the act had 
or had not conferred upon the Court of Claims 
the jurisdiction to determine this point. 

Now, then, we have nothing to do but to 
frame a provision here that shall make this 
perfectly clear; and I suggest to my friends 
who have this amendment in charge that it 
might be made a little clearer than it is in its 
phraseology. I would say in express words, 
out of respect to the decision which the Su- 
preme Court has made, although we may think 
it erroneously made, “that all jurisdiction 
heretofore conferred by act or acts of Congress 
upon the Court of Claimsto determine a cause 
or claim in which the claimant had participated 
in the rebellion, or given aid to it in fact, (and 
irrespective of the fact whether pardon or 
amnesty had been granted to him,) be and 
hereby is abolished.” 

That is the amendment which, if I had my 
way, I would put on this bill, because it goes 
directly to the point. Tt strikes exactly at the 
difficulty which the court had; and whether 
they were right or wrong in putting the con- 
struction which they did upon the statutes, 
there would be no chance to put any constrac- 
tion upon such a provision that would give 
that court jurisdiction. When the thing is 
so simple and plain, so easily to be accom- 
plished, and when there is nothing between us 
and the Supreme Court except a mere differ- 
ence of opinion as to what we have accom- 
plished by a particular provision of the statute, 
it seems to me it would a great deal better 
become the dignity of this body to revise the 
statute than to revile the court. 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair.) The question is upon the 
motion to reconsider. : 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not wish to take up 
any time in discussing this proposition to re- 
consider, except as it relates to the public 
business. We have spent on this appropria- 
tion bill day after day and day after day. We 


ne day in getting it off. The progress we 
Se makin Eat of this difficulty is about the 
same that the frog made in getting out of the 
well that is spoken of in the old books; he 
jumped up two steps and then fell back three. 
(Laughter. ] =~ 3 Sate 

I have two objections to continuing this dis- 
cussion on this amendment and our action. 
In the first place, we ought to have taken the 
ground which the Committee on Appropria- 
tions did try to enforce, that we would not 
pat legislation of this character on an appro- 
priation bill. I remember that two years ago 
we put something of this character on an ap- 
propriation bill relating to an Indian tribe in 
the State of Kansas, and the Department 
never found it out for two years. The Depart- 
ment did not know it was the law until two 
years afterward. It was inserted as a pro- 
viso in an appropriation bill, Now, if this 
proposition becomes a law, where shall we 
look for it? In a deficiency bill. It is the 
worst place in the world, and the worst sys- 
tem in the world to legislate upon questions 
of this character by tacking them on as amend- 
ments to an appropriation bill. 

I have supported the view of the Senator 
from New Jersey and the Senator from Ver- 
mont with regard to the pending question, 
but I am tired of this putting amendments 
on and taking them off, and then reconsider- 
ing our action, because we make no progress 
with the public business. Hereafter I am 
going to vote to keep all such amendments 
off the appropriation bills, if I can, and I 
shall not get up to explain or apologize every 
time I so vote. - 

I have some idea that we can adjourn this 
Congress at some time before the 4th of July, 
and I am going to vote with the Committee 
on Appropriations to make these bills appro- 
priation bills; and then when other questions 
are presented on their merits, I shall vote 
upon them. l have been voting for this prop- 
osition all the while, but if we intend to ad- 
journ at any early day, we should adhere 
strictly to the course of making these bills 
appropriation bills simply. 

I think we should get along better if the 
Committee on Appropriations themselves were 
entirely unanimous on this point. Sometimes 
we are misled by following members of the 
committee. They have not seemed to be unan- 
imous on this matter. If the Committee on 
Appropriations had pressed the passage of the 
appropriation bills without incumbering them 
with other questions that should be consid- 
ered on their own merits, I think we might 
have passed this bill and all the other appro- 
priation bills before this. I repeat, I intend 
to vote against all this legislation, and without 
feeling under the necessity of apologizing for 
or explaining my vote every time, because I 
want to adjourn this Congress at some reason- 
able time, and I want the appropriation bills 
passed, and I am willing to vote on any of 
these other measures on their merits, 

Mr. CONKLING obtained the floor. 

Mr. COLE. Ifthe Senator from New York 
will indulge me one moment, the eight-hour 
law, to which the Senator from Kansas refers, 
was put on by the other House, and came to 
us in that form, and our proposition was to 
eliminate from the bill any such provision. 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no; the Senator 
fom Vermont moved yesterday to repeal the 

Mr. CONKLING. In the spirit of the 
remarks made by my friend from Kansas, I 
shall, for the present, at leasi, abstain from 
going into the very inviting discussion held 
out by the motion of the Senator from New 
Jersey to reconsider, and 1 beg to explain to 
the Senate the reason why at this moment I 
wish to abstain from some remarks which if 
the cousideration of the present bill is to pro- 
ceed, I shall beg to submit. 


Spent one day in getting this amendment onand | 


Some time has been expended in perfecting 
Land finally acting upon the amendment the 


loss of which led to the motion of the Senator 
from New Jersey. That amendment was per-.. 
fected and was carried in a full Senate, the 
Senate being in Committee of the Whole. It 
came to be finally voted upon on the question 
to concur in the Senate, when the body wag 
not full. Senators on both sides of the ques- 
tion had gone. Those adverse to the amend. 
ment were provident enough, as far as I know, 
to pair. I may speak properly of one Sen- 
ator, the honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
THURMAN, | who, going, took care to provide 
himself with a pair, which I agreed to myself 
before he went. It was discovered that of ` 
Senatorsin favor of the amendment a number 
were absent also, and several of them, less 
thoughtful, had gone away without securing 
a pair. In this way, an amendment which 
had occupied considerable time, which had 
received the best consideration of the Senate 
in perfecting it, which had been carried by a 
clear majority of a full Senate, was lost ; and 
now, on Saturday, with a thin Seuate, we are 
proceeding to its consideration again on the 
motion which the Senator from New Jersey 
has made. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say one word 
to the Senator from California, [Mr. Cores. ] 
I have stood by him, as he knows, throughout 
in pressing his appropriation bills. J mean to 
doso. I hope he will persevere in pressing 
them to a conclusion as rapidly as possible; 
but he, like all the rest of us, must ‘‘accept 
the situation,” as is sometimes said, and he 
must see that if this amendment is to be voted 
upon now on the motion to reconsiderand the 
amendment is lost, with the Senate thin as it 
is now—and I will say in one moment how 
thin it is—it will be repeated upon the next 
appropriation bill, and then the briefest expe- 
rience here teaches us that all this debate is 
likely to ensue again, thus wasting time and 
retarding the appropriation bills. 

How can we avoidthat? On this Saturday 
several Senators earnestly in favor of this 
amendment, anumber of whom were here and 
voted for it yesterday, areabsent. They have 
gone withont pairs; and, to be entirely frank 
about it, the probability is that the Senate, as 
represented to-day, will reject this amendment. 
Then it is to be tried again, and it is to tri- 
umph, too. I venture to say that, because a 
clear majority of the Senate is forit. It is to 
be tried again on the next appropriation bill, 
and one, two, three, four, five days, nobody 
can predict how many, will be occupied in that 
very fruitful discussion to which it is likely to 
give rise. 

I suggest, then, tothe Senator from Kansas, 
anxious as he is to hasten the day when we 
may adjourn, eager to promote and facilitate 
the business of the Senate, that it would be 
better for the Senator from California to con- 
sent now to allow this bill to be laid aside in- 
formally. It is complete except as to this 
proposition ; it will be the unfinished business - 
on Monday morning, and let us occupy this 
day in considering some of the bills which do 
not give rise to sucha division. A number of 
them are waiting. The Senator from Indiana ' 
[Mr. Mortorx] has called attention to one. 
The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] 
1s very anxious to take up the postal code. 
There are other bills to which I might refer, 
one which I would prefer to all others, which 
I have not named, all of which are awaiting 
action. The Senator from California has lying 
on the table other appropriation bills. He can 
take up one of them and proceed with that. 
The worst economy of time, the most certain 
loss of time is to go on with the present bill, 
whatever may be the fate of this amendment, 
knowing as we do that on Monday or Tuesday, 
when the Senate is full, it will be revived and 
offered on the next appropriation bill, and the 
time of the Senate wasted upon that debate 
which for the present is concleded. Pa 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
| before he takes his seat to remind him of an: 
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error into which he has fallen? He states 
that in a full Senate when the bill was in Com- 
mittee of the Whole this amendment was 
adopted, and that ina thin Senate when the 
pill was in the Senate it was rejected. Now 
the facts are thatin Committee of the Whole 
ihis amendment was adopted by a vote of 22 
to 17, or just one more than a quorum; and 
in the Senate, on the question of concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, there were twenty-six votes in the nega- 
© tive and twenty-three in the affirmative, show- 
- ing a vote of forty-nine. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is possible that the 
Senator is technically right. T will concede 
© tbat he is, and if he is, there ought to be liter- 
ally a change of the phraseology which I em- 
ployed. Let me restate myself. This amend- 
“ment in its essence, in that essence which it 
$ would have if the phraseology proposed by my 
~ friend from Wisconsin should be adopted, has 

received the approval of the Senate over and 

over again by many pronounced, unmistaka- 
ble votes. Of course, I do not refer to. what 
< has bappened during the pendency of the 
. present bill alone, nor what has occurred dur- 
ing this session. I speak of votes which are 
" scattered through years when I affirm that the 
true intent and meaning of this amendment 
has received the approval of both Houses by 
pronounced majorities. The Senator knows 
that just as well as I do, but he reminds me 
' that the other day on one of the half a dozen 
test-votes we have had there- were just a 
quorum. 
~Mr.SAWYER. If my friend will allow me, 
there was not a single vote upon the considera- 
» tion of this proposition which was not in favor 
of its adoption by any sort of interpretation 
except the final vote in committee, when it was 
. 22 to 17; and, if the Senator will allow me 
one moment more, the Drake amendment, 
_ 80 called, which was in its essence the same 
thing, never has received the vote of both 
Houses except subsequent to a committee of 
conference, it having been appended to an 
appropriation bill in the Senate at night and 
afterward adopted by a committee of con- 
ference. ‘ 
- Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator think 
the Drake amendment is the only statute which 
has gone down before this decision of the 
Supreme Court? 

Mr. SAWYER. 
form of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Jask the Senator again, 
does he think the Drake amendment the only 
statute which disappears in the presence of 
the late decision? 

Mr. SAWYER. Itake the Drake amend- 
ment and this amendment which we are now 
considering both to have been submitted with 
the purpose of overriding or getting around 
the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not take either of 
them in that way, but I take the two provis- 
ions to which the Senator has referred, and 
at least two others to have been intended to 
close the door of the Court of Claims against 
men who waged the rebellion against the 
Government. I speak of all provisions hav- 
ing that purpose, and I declare again that in 
both Houses those provisions have received 
pronomneed approval over and over again. 

ow,let me agree with my friend quickly ; let 
me suppose that only a bare majority have 

-ever been found for this, it would rather 
strengthen than weaken the urgency of my 
suggestion to the Senator from California, 
because if it be true that the amendment has 
a slender support only and is to be voted 
down, we had better let it be voted down with 
as little loss of time as possible ; we had bet- 
ler not go through this day with a thin Senate 
and have it fail, and then take. it up and 
debate it hereafter with an adverse. result. 
Certainly it is as broad as it is: long whether 
‘the amendment shall carry or fail’ It is to 
be discussed und voted. upon. The question 


I refer to this particular 


| 


is merely one of the convenience of the Sen- 
ate and the economy of time, that is all. If it 
is good economy to go on to-day and have the 
amendment fail, as-it probably will with the 
Senate as it is, and then devote perhaps two 
days, perhaps a week, to its discussion on one 
or more other bills, so be it.. If, on the con- 
trary, the time of the Senate will be saved by 
laying this bill aside, letting it lie over until 
Monday, and on Monday when the Senate is 
certain to be full letting the motion of the 
Sénator from New Jersey be voted upon and 
thus end the whole matter one way or. the 
other, let us do that. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think we can end it now 
in five minutes. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator from 
South Carolina ever was guilty of showing a 
want of discrimination which he never is, he 
would show it inthatremark. He knows that 
five Senators, whom I could name if it were 
proper, who were here yesterday and ‘voted 
for this amendment are absent, and I am told 
every one of them without a pair. 

Mr. SAWYER. Isupposed they had paired. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator knows that 
the Senate is thin, because he has eyes and 
can see, nobody better than he; and yet he 
turns upon me with the suggestion, ‘‘ We can 
end it now in five minutes.’’ I will not say 
the Senator knows better than that, because I 
do not know whether he does or not; but Ido 
say it is very singular when a Senator makes a 
suggestion in good faith as to the mere conven- 
ience of dispatching business that any Senator 
should suppose that he answers the suggestion 
in that way. 

I assure the Senator that I shall renew this 
amendment, if nobody else does, upon the 
next appropriation bill. If the people I rep- 
resent here, if I acted in reference to nobody 
else, are to be subjected in sentiment and in 
result to the consequences of the law as it will 
stand practically without this amendment, 
they shall never be so subjected until I, at 
least, have availed myself of the presence 
of a full Senate to test the sense of the Senate 
upon the question. Therefore I promise the 


Senator that, if nobody else does it, I shall | 


renew this amendment upon the next appro- 
priation bill or billof any other sortto which it 
is applicable, which may be presented when the 
Senate is full. If the Senator thinks it an 
answer to say ‘‘ We canendit in five minutes” 
in the absence of one third of the Senate, 
those on one side having taken great pains, as 
near as we can learn, to obtain pairs before 
they went, and those on the other side having 
gone off without knowing or thinking this 
amendment was to come up; if he thinks he 
answers it in that way, so be it. Then the 
effort which I have been making to help along 


a little with the business will be added to a | 


great many unsuccessful efforts which I have 
heard other Senators make in the same way. 
The true way, I submit to the Senator from 
California, is to lay this appropriation bill 
aside informally, and let us take up business 
with which we can proceed, and on Monday 
let this bill be acted upon, if it can be, once 
for all. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a single word 
about this matter of pairs. I looked around 
the Senate this morning, and was very much 
annoyed to think that the opponents of this 
amendment had gone away as | believed with- 
out pairs. I think the Senate is in as faira 
condition to vote upon this matter to-day as it | 
will be on any other day. I know nothing 
zbout whether A, B, or C is paired. I know 
of bat one individual who votes as I do on 
this measure who is paired, and { doubt if he 
would have been if I had not spoken to him 
when he was going away a few moments. ago. 
As | said before, if this measure is voted upon 
now, we can decide it one way or the other. 
if the Senator, however, in despite of succes- 
sive votes and- numerous votes in condemna- 
tion of the amendment, chooses. to renew itj 


H 


f 


i 


upon every appropriation bill: that comes:ap: < 
here, the responsibility of doing so. will: rest- 
upon him. 
ment should pass here, that it will become-a:: 
law—not the slightest. ; 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, why not let it 
ass? ; 

Mr. COLE.. If I can obtain unanimous 
consent. to have the vote takea on this bill 
at some hour on Monday, say two or. three 
o’clock—two o'clock, unless somebody else 
suggests a different hour—giving both sides.an 
opportunity to rally their forces, I should be 
willing to agree to that, provided we could go 
on with some other appropriation bill now 
and up to that time or so much time preced- 
ing the hour fixed upon as may not be required 
by honorable Senators to discuss it. In that 
event I should be willing to entertain the prop- 
osition of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is to fix an hour. 

Mr. COLE. To fix an hour on. Monday— 
two o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. MORTON, Iagree to that. 

Mr. SAWYER. Without debate? 

Mr. CONKLING. Itis of no consequence 
whether you add that or not as the Senator 
from California states it. He fixes the hour 
for a vote, and of course the debate cannot 
extend beyond that. Let us fix the hour. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I shall 
object to any such arrangement as that unless 
I can understand what is to be proceeded with 
this afternoon. 

Mr. COLE, 
I hope. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
know, not merely a “ hope.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the present 
question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey, to reconsider the 
vote by. which the so-called Morrill amend- 
ment. was rejected. ; 

Mr, CASSERLY. I see my colleague on 
the floor. If he does not wish to speak I 
should like to say a word. f 

Mr. COLE. l should like to have some 
response to the suggestion I made, unless the 
Senator wishes to oppose it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam not in the habit of 
opposing a suggestion, especially from my col- 
league, until I know what it is. 

Mr. COLE. My proposition is that we agree 
unanimously, as the Senate can, to take the 
vote upon the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont on Monday at two o’clock, 
or some other houron Monday, and that we pro- 
ceed this afternoon with the naval appropriation 
bill. I make that suggestion in order that all 
Senators may be satisfied. In that event, of 
course, both sides can have their forces here, 
and nobody will after that complain of the 
result. : 

Mr. CONKLING. That is right. 
agree to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair). That agreement cau be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am always reluctant 
to fix a period for terminating the debate on 
any bili that is of much consequence, yet 1 do 
not know that I shall raise any objection at 
this time to the suggestion of my colleague. - 

I rose to say a few words to the Senate on 
another branch of the subject in reference to 
the remarks of the Senator from New York. 
The Senator from New York complained that 
an amendment of considerable importanee, 
certainly one which had given rise to much 
debate, was likely to be presented to the Sen: 
ate for a vote to-day in a thin Senate, when, 
as he urged, apparently upon full information, 


The naval appropriation bill, 


I want to 


Let us 


| the probabilities were that the vote to: be 


given would not be in accordance with the 
real sentiment of the Senate. : 

I am glad the Senator from New York made 
those remarks. I am glad he urged them 


I have no fear, even if the amend: >, 
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with his usual force, for more than one rea- 
son. One reason in particular I wish to state. 
It is perfectly well known to that Senator 
as itis to every Senator in this body what is 
the usual character of a Saturday session; at 
least it is well known to him and to all of us 
what it has been thus far. The attendance is 
not full, not even as full as usual upon other 
days of the week. The result is that so far as 
ascertaining the deliberately settled purpose 
of. the Senate upon any important measure 
is concerned, a Saturday session is the most 
unfit session in all the week. 

I say that is a matter of common knowledge 
and observation in this body; yet the Senator 
from New York will remember that to him 
more than to any other Senator is it duc that 
we are in session to-day. He interposed bis 
energetic and formidable opposition to any 
adjournment overte-day. By the course which 
he took the Senate is in session to-day; and 
now the Senator objects to the natural and 
indeed perfectly obvious result of his own 
course. He has brougut the Senate here to- 
day. He is responsible more than any other 
Senator, I think, for this day’s session. 

Having brought the Senate here to-day, the 
Senate being in session, the Senator says, 
doubtless with truth—I do not wish to contest 
with him on that point—that many Senators 
who are in favor of what is known as the Mor- 
rill amendment are absent to-day, and are 
absent withouta pair. { submitto the Senator 
whether, after all, it lies with him of all the 
Senators in this body to take that course with 
regard to a session of which he must have 
known beforehand that that would be precisely 
the result. Certainly he had every reason to 
believe that the session of to-day would not 
represent, if not on the one side, then on the 
other, the deliberate judgment and purpose 
of the Senate in regard to this much fought 
amendment. 

I say this now, not for the purpose of mak- 
ing any point against the Senator, but for the 

urpose of calling the attention of the Senate, 
including the Senator from New York, to the 
evils of the sessions of the Senate when itis un- 
derstood, almost as a matter of course before- 
hand, that there will not bea sufficient number 
of the Senate present to obtain by a vote the 
judgment and settled purpose of the Senate 
upon animportant question. ‘l'here is no doubt 
about the importance of this question. Iam 
willing to admit its importance is quite marked, 
I think it has been overrated, at least by 
those who support the Morrill! amendment so 
called, but it is of sufficient importance to 
give point and consequence to the view which 
1 have risen to put before the Senate, and to 
the obvious danger, when such a measure is 
impending over the Senate, to insist upon a 
session on Saturday when every Senator knows 
as well as Ido, and [ know as well as I think 
anything can be known that is to happen in 
the future, the probabilities were of precisely 
such a situation as the Senator from New 
York has risen to complain. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator let me 
make an acknowledgment to him? I wish to 
thank him for giving me the credit for having 
prevented an adjournment over to-day, as that 
accords me a usefulness here which has not 
been ascribed to me lately. And in connec- 
tion with it, L wish to say to the Senator that as 
often as I have the power to prevent an adjourn- 
ment over Saturday I shall certainly exert 
it during the residue of the session; and fur- 
ther, whenever my vote or my voice can induce 
the Senate to meet at eleven o’clock each day 
in place of meeting at twelve, my vote will be 
ready always for such a purpose; and as often 
as the Senator will commend me, even if he 
annexes to it a lecture, I shall thank him, as 
I do at this time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I know the Senator from 
New York does not mean to misrepresent me. 
: -Edid not mean to lecture him, and I do not 
think any other Senator understood me as 


attempting that. I certainly should abstain 
from any such task. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
est offense. 
ture me alittle, but on the whole, as I have 
already remarked, I feel obliged to him for 
what he has said. p: f 

Mr. CASSERLY. Perhaps, as a friend in 
front of me suggests, on the whole the Sena- 
tor rather liked it. If he did, then I am glad 
to be the means, however unconsciously, of 
giving the Senator so much pleasure. . 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly; I bave said 
that I liked it. The Senator need not be in 
doubt about that. I do like it. 

Mr. COLE. Now, while the Senate is in 
good temper, I hope they will agree to lay 
this bill aside informally and decide to take 
the vote upon it on Monday at two o'clock, 
or some other hour, and proceed now with 
the naval appropriation bill. [‘“Agreed !’’ 
‘A oreed 1") 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 


have heard the suggestion of the Senator from 


1 do not take the slight- 


California. This can be done by nnanimous 
consent. ih 
Mr. HILL. It occurs to me that legislation 


like the Drake amendment is rather too im- 
portant, as that was, to be placed away in a 
remote_place in an appropriation bill. 1 think 
the subject is large enough for special and 
distinct legislation in a separate bill and for 
that bill to be referred to the able Judiciary 
Committee of this body, to be gravely con- 
sidered by that committee and reported upon to 
the Senate.- In order that that may be done, 
and that the friends of this amendment may 
have every opportunity to perfect itandto give 
it potency and strength, if that shall be the 
result, by a recommendation of a majority of 
the Committee upon the Judiciary, I move that 


this motion to recousider be laid on the table; | 


or rather I shall conclude what I have to say 
with that motion. We already have an as- 
surance from the Senator from New York that 
he will hereafter upon other appropriation 
bills move this or some similiar amendment. 
That of course he has a rightto do. It occa- 
sions me not the least feeling; but neverthe- 
less I venture to suggest that the subject is of 
suthicient importance for it to take the form of 
a separate and distinct measure, and I prefer 
it in that shape. If it be the pleasure of the 
Senate to pass it as a distinct biil or to put it 
on some future appropriation bill that we are 
to pass, let it be so; but for the present I move 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will have to understand that motion as in the 
nature of an objection to the agreement which 
has been suggested. The motion is in order. 

Mr. COLE. Does that motion affect the 
billat all? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not 
affect the bill. 

Mr. MORTON. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I doubt whether the Sen- 


ate—— 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I object to 
debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am not going to de- 
bate—— 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Isubmit 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says he sub- 
mits; of course he does, because he must sub- 
mit to the rules. l rose to make a motion 
which I presume is in order, as I understand ; 
the Chair will correct me if itisnot. It is that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is in order. f 

Mr. CONKLING. Iask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to let me make a suggestion to 
him. Would it not be agreeable to the Sen- 
ator to change his motion intoa motion to lay 
the whole pending bill on the table to the end 


that we may proceed with any bill that he wants || 


I thought the Senator did lcc- į 


i 


to consider, or any other bill which any Sen- 
ator may wish to occupy the day with? 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well, I am satisfied 
if that is more agreeable to the Senate. I 
thought a motion to adjourn might be more ~ 
agreeable. 

Mr. MORTON. 
change it. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
me to make a motion 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. I will make a 
motion that the whole bill be laid on the table, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. On that I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the bill lie on 
the table, and on that question the Senator 
from Connecticut calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. I rise to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. Did the Chair decide that the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table was not in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not at all. 
It was superseded by the next motion, which 
was to lay the whole bill on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the yeag 
and nays on the motion of Mr. SUMNER to lay 
the biil on the table. 

Mr. STOCKTON, (when his name was 
called.) I find myself in a position in which 
I ask leave to say a word to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This can be done 
by unanimous consent. * 

Mr: STOCKTON. Yesterday I asked the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Osborn] to pair 
with me for my own convenience; I was quite 
sick and had to go home. He did so. The 
terms of the pair extended to every question 
connected with the Kentucky claim and the 
Morrill amendment, The Senator said he 
would announce it if he was in the Senate ; 
but as he expected to go to New York some 
time in the afternoon or evening, he might not 
be here, so that he wished I wouid mention ‘it 
to somebody else to state it to the Senate. I 
mentioned it to the Senator from California 
next to me, [Mr. Casser.y,] and the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawyer.] There 
was nothing said about pairing beyond last 
night or the vote yesterday, under the full 
belief on the part of both of us that the vote 
would be taken yesterday. I now learn that 
the Senator from Florida has not been in his 
seat to-day and has probably gone to New 
York. Whether he considers himself paired 
with me for to-day or not, I really cannot 
tell; butas he paired with me for my conven- 
ience yesterday, and as I presume that he 
would have asked me to pair with him to-day 
as he was going to New York, I do not feel 
justified in voting in reference to this amend- 
ment. . 

The call of the roll having concluded, 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that hav- 
ing agreed with the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. SCHURZ] in regard to this matter to pair 
him with any gentleman that I might find it 
convenient to do at any time on this bill, on 
this occasion I will pair him with the Senator 
from New Hampshire,{Mr. Parrerson, ]whois 
absent, unless heis paired with some other gen- 
tleman. If he is, that fact can be announced. 

Mr. CONKLING. The pair does not extend 
to this. This is a motion to lay the whole bill 
on the table. It does not affect the Morrill 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it does. 

Mr. BAYARD, (who had first voted in the 
negative.) I askto withdraw my vote. The 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Caawpimr] was 
paired with me yesterday on this question. 
learn that he is absent to-day, and his col- 
league intimates that he understands himself 
to be paired with me. I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 
20; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 


I hope the Senator will 


If the Senator will allow 
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| Caldwell, Carpenter, Conkling, Corbeit, Edmunds, 

Ferry of Micbigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Ham- 
jin, Howe, Mori ill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sumner, Wilson, and 
Windom—22. 3 

NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Casserly, Cooper, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, 
` Ransom, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson Trumbull, 


Vickers, and West—20. 
ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 


Brownlow, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Cra- 
in, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
enton, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Kellogg, 

Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, 

Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 

Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and 

Wright—32. 


So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the 
bill by him; which was referred tu the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

printed. 

MESSAGH FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Cuinron Luoyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution ; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix terms of United 
States circuit courts in the eighth district; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1802) granting a pension 
to John Nichman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2569) authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the accounts of James C. 
Pickett, late chargé d’affaires to Peru; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2571) to amend an act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the war 

. of 1812, who served sixty days, and to their 
widows, approved February 14, 1871; 

A bill (He R. No. 2572) granting a pension 
to Hermann J. Eble; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) toamend 
the resolution for the relief of James Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Eliza Whiting ; 

A bill (8. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutchison, minor son of Joseph 
Hutchison, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, a private of company A, 
forty-sixth regiment of Pennsylvania volun- 
teers; and 

A bill (S. No. 1014) to authorize the St. 
Joseph Bridge-Building Company to mortgage 
its bridge with the appurtenances. and the 
franchises relating thereto. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 1042) for the relief of Thomas Hollis, of 
Morgan county, Georgia, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 

Mr. MORTON, I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled “‘ An 
act to amend an act approved May 31, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of citi- 
zens of the United States to vote in the sev- 
eral States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses.’ ”? 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will not 
take that up, but will allow us to proceed with 
the naval appropriation bill. The appropri- 
ation bills are too far behind to encourage the 
hope of an adjournment at any reasonable 
day. The business is so far-back that I must 
Insist.on taking up the naval appropriation 
bill. A: bil of the importance of that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Indiana ought not 
‘to'stand in the way of appropriation bills. We 


can soon get through with the naval appropri- 
ation bill; it is not a very long bill; it can 
be read through in half an hour, and we can 
act upon the few amendments and very likely 
dispose of the bill to-day. I know that the 
Senate will feel that there is a great pressure 
off their shoulders and off mine when we 
dispose of it. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not wish to take up 
the time of the Senate, but I desire to make 
a single suggestion. We have laid aside one 
bill on which -there are differences of opinion 
for the purpose of going on with our business. 
Now the naval appropriation bill can be pro- 
ceeded with and we can make great progress, 
bat I think no question should be taken on 
which there will be much division in the Sen- 
ate. I hope my friend from Indiana will with- 
draw the proposition he has made at this time, 
and let us go on with the naval appropriation 
bill; and then f hope another thing, that in the 
morning hour we shall not bring up contested 
questions here day after day. 

Mr. MORTON. 
of its great importance. It is a bill that may 
meet with some opposition in the Honse; it 
may meet with some opposition here. I think 
it should not. The appropriation bills are 
bills that can be gotten through at any time; 
and those bills that are likely to take some 
time in the other House ought to be passed at 
as early a period as possible. 

I will state the substance of this bill, and I 
think it meets the approbation of men of all 
parties so far as I know; it did in the com- 
mittee. It is to authorize the district judges 
of the United States in congressional elections 
to appoint two men of opposite politics, one 
of each party, to be present at the registration 
and at the voting, and to remain with the bal- 
lot-boxes until the votes are counted. It is 
not a partisan measure in any sense. Itisa 
bill to promote fair and honest elections. That 
everybody, I think, ought to be in favor of. 
It is reported unanimously from the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, and I cannot 
thik it will excite much opposition here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair.) The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana, to take up 
the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: . 

A bill (H. R. No. 1802) granting a pension 
to John Nichman. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2571) to amend an act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the war 
of 1812 who served sixty days, and to their 
widows, approved February 14, 1871; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2572) granting a pension 
to Herman J. Eble. 

The following bill and joint resolution were 
severally read twice by their titles, and. re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2569) authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the accounts of James C. 
Pickett, late chargé d’affaires to Peru; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) to amend 
the resolution for the relief of James Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867. 

The bill (H. R. 1072) to fix terms of United 
States circuit courts in the eighth district was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

NAYAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. [now move to proceed to the 
consideration of House bill No. 1191, the naval 


| appropriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded. to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 


ending June 30, 1878; and for.other purposes, 


I press this bill because - 


i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` The amend- 
ments of the Committee on ‘Appropriations ©. 


will be acted upon as they are reached in the: - 


reading of the. bill. JR PEE 

The Chief Clerk proceeded ‘to-read the bill: 

The first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was in ‘section one,’ 
line ten, to strike out the word ‘or,’’ between 
the words ‘‘ mileage’’ and“ transportation,” 
and insert ‘‘ and.” : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. -This verbal 
amendment will be regarded: as agreed. to 
unless objection be made. ` : 

The next amendmént was in line fifteen, to 
reduce the appropriation for the pay of com: 
missioned and warrant officers at sea, on shore, 
on special service, and of those on the retired 
list, and for mileage and transportation, &c.; 
from $6,500,000 to $6,250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wasein line seventeen, 
to reduce the appropriation for contingent ex- 
penses of the Navy Department from $125,000 
to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line forty-three, 
to reduce the appropriation for bunting and 
other materials for fags from $8,500to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to insert after line 
seventy : 

For surveying in the Pacific, $50,000, 

For making charts, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line seventy- 


| six, in the clause making appropriations for 


fuel, lights, and office furniture ; care of build- 
ing, &c., for the Bureau of Navigation, from . 
$8,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out from 
the appropriations for the Naval Observatory, 
lines ninety-four and ninety-five, as follows : 


For transcribing astronomical observations upon 


sheets for publication, $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and five, to reduce the appropriation for 
rent, fuel, labor, stationery, &c., for Naval 
Observatory from $1,700 to $1,500. `: 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
proviso beginning on line one hundred and 
fourteen, in the following words: 

Provided, That the mechanics and laborers shall 
be employed on the selection of the heads of the 
several mechanical departments in theseveral navy- 
yards, without the interference of any naval officer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hun- 


i dred and seventeen, to strike out the: word 


“and” before, and the word ‘‘further’’ after, 
the word ‘ provided.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines one hun- 
dred and nineteen and one hundred and twenty, 
to strike out the words “‘ without dictation from 
political committees and without regard to 
their political sentiments,’’ and in lieu thereof 
to insert: 

With reference to skill and efficiency and without 


| regard to other considerations: Provided further, 


That the number of hours constituting a day’s work 
shall be the same as shall be usual and customary 
in private employments in the vicinity of such 
navy-yard. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That laborers shall be employed in the 


| several navy-yards by the proper offivers in charge, 


with reference to skill and efficiency, and without 
regard to other considerations: Provided: further, 
That the number of hours constituting a day’s work 


shall, be the same as shall be usual and. customary 
| in private employments in the vicinity of such navy- 


yard. 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to have that ques- 


: tion divided. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. You are willing that all 
before the proviso shall be agreed to. 
Mr. WILSON. Let. the last proviso come 


| by itself. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the first part, which 
is a mere change of phraseology, be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection the first part of the amendment 
will be declared adopted, and the question 
will recur on inserting the last proviso in the 
following words: 


Provided further, That the number of hours con- 
stituting a day’s work shall be the same as shall be 
usual and customary in private employments in the 
vicinity of such navy-yard. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the pro- 
viso by striking out all after the word ‘‘ pro- 
vided” and inserting: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, 

by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
commission of five persons, who shall be selected 
from civil life, solely with reference to their charac- 
ter and capacity for a thorough and impartial invest- 
igation, and of whom at least two shall be practi- 
cally identified with the laboring interests of the 
country, and who shall hold office for the period of 
two years from the date of their appointment, unless 
thoir dutios shall have been sooner accomplished, 
who shall investigate the subject of the wages and 
hours of labor, and of the division of the joint profits 
of labor and capital between the Jaborer and the 
capitalist, and the social, educational, and sanitary 
condition of the laboring people ofthe United States, 
and how the sameare affected by existing laws regu- 
lating commerce, finance, and currency; and the 
said commissioners shall receive an annual salary 
of $3,000 each, shall be authorized to employ a clerk 
at an annual salary of $2,000, and shall report the 
result of their investigation to the President, to be 
by him transmitted to Congress. 
_ Iwill state, Mr. President, very briefly what 
is proposed. Here is a provision from the 
Committee on Appropriations practically re- 
pealing the eight-hour law. Instead of repeal- 
ing that act, I propose to carry out what was 
voted in the House of Representatives—a 
labor commission. I propose to make that 
commission consist of five persons, two of 
whom shall be connected with the laboring 
interests of the country, and give them two 
years’ time, and instead of giving them $5,000 
salary, as was proposed by the House, to give 
them $3,000 ; to give them a clerk with a sal- 
ary of $2,000 instead of $1,400, because the 
clerk should be a very competent man. 

I do not think the country is ready or that 
Congress should be ready to repeal the eight- 
hour law. It is an experiment, and I think it 
should be fairly tested. Now, it seems to me 
that if we appoint a commission counected 
with labor who will thoroughly investigate all 
questions in relation to the laboring interests 
ofthe country and the effects of any line of 
policy, and put good men upon such a com- 
mission, we shall have reported to us an 
exhaustive and learned statement of the con- 
dition of the laboring interests that will bea 
guide-book to us in future legislation and will 
be of inestimable value to the country. It 
will depend, of course, very much upon the 
character of the commission appointed. They 
ought to bave full power to make a thorough 
investigation, If that is done, I think we 
shall have laid before us a work such as we 
have few of in this country and a work such 
as in England and some other parts of the 
world is considered of great value. 

Mr. COLE rose. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will consent to strike out the provision 
repealing the eight-hour law, I will not press 
this amendment now; but as the commission 
bill is pending before the Senate and the com- 
mittee that had itin charge have made a report 
in favor of it, I shall be willing to run the 
chance of calling it up at some other time. If, 
however, the proposition to repeal the eight- 
hour law is pressed, all I have to say about it 
is, that instead of repealing that act, I think 
we should have the commission to investigate 
what has been its workings and have the 
result before us. 

- Mr. COLE. I rose to make a point of order 
against this amendment. It contains a new 
item of appropriation. 

Mr.SAWYER, I wish to say a word, before 
that point is taken, in opposition to the sug- 
<, “gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

. Lhe amendment isa bill reported from the 


Committee on Education and Labor, and one 
in favor of which I am, of course; but I do not 
want the passage of that bill complicated by 
any connection with a motion to strike out or 
to reéstablish or to continue the eight-hour 
law. ‘That bill, I have no doubt, will pass by 
itself without much opposition in the Senate, 
but if it is undertaken to antagonize it with 
any proposition in reference to the continuance 
or discontinuance of the statute in relation to 
the eight-hour law, I think it will probably 
fail. I trust, thereforé, that the Senator from 
Massachusetts will withdraw his amendment, 
and let us act upon the proposition of the 
Committee on Appropriations in this bill in 
reference to the eight hour law, by itself. 

Mr. COLE. J understand that bill moved 
by the Senator from Massachusetts as an 
amendment has passed the House and is here 


now. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir, it has passed the 
House and been favorably reported upon by 
the Committee on Education and Labor of the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator 
from California will please state his point of 
order. 

Mr. COLE. That this proposed amend- 
ment contains a new item of appropriation, 
and no notice of its introduction beforehand 
has been given, and that it has not been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILSON. It makes no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the 
opinion of the Chair the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. MORTON, (to Mr. Witson.) Strike 
out the appropriation. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well; I will modify 
it by striking out the appropriation. I have 
no desire to press this amendment on this 
measure if the Committee on Appropriations 
will consent to withdraw their amendment 
repealing the eight-hour law; but £ do not 
wish that act to be repealed until we have had 
an investigation on the subject. 

Now, that committee proposes general legis- 
lation, a repeal of an existing law; but if they 
will abandon that, then certainly I would be 
willing to let this amendment lie over and take 
up the bill from the Committee on Education 
and Labor, in regard to which Í agree with the 
chairman, [Mr. Sawyer.] But Ido think this 
committee ought to withdraw their amend- 
ment now, because if we are to have that 
commission, it does seem to me the eight-hour 
law and its workings is just one of the things 
for it to investigate. I suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, that 
he withdraw this ameudment and let us go on 
and as soon as we can get an opportunity pass 
the bill for the commission and have a good 
commission appointed, and I think it will be 
of inestimable value to this country and to the 
legislation of the country in the years that are 
to come. Jask the Senator from California 
to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. COLE. I have no authority to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. WILSON. Then let us divide the 
Senate. 

a SUMNER. I move that it lie on the 
table. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot do that. 
is in the bill. Itis incorporated in it. 

. Mr. SUMNER. Iaskif the motionis not 
in order to lay it on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Itseemstome it is in order 
to move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
motion isto amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out and inserting. It would 
be in order to move to lay that on the tabie. 

Mr. WILSON. For the purpose of having 
a vote to lay the original amendment on the 
table, or with the understanding that it shall be 


It 


l| rejected, I withdraw my amendmentto it, What 


I want to do is to get this provision out of the 
bill, and we shall do that, I think, now after-” 
the expressions which have been made. There- ' 
fore I withdraw my amendment to the amend. 


ment. ! 

Mr. COLE. Ishall make no opposition to 
the rejection of this amendment of the com- 
mittee for the time being. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend from © 
Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] will withdraw hig” 
motion to lay on the table. There is a good 
deal of force in what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts nearest me [Mr. Wiison] has stated 
as to the investigation into the value of this ` 
eight-hour experiment; and it will do novery ` 
great harm if it goes on another year or so, if 
Congress should not sooner repeal it; and, 
therefore, I rather think the wisest way is to 
disagree to this part of the amendment of the 
committee for the time being ; and if, on recon- 
sideration in a full Senate, it should be thought -~ 
best not to disagree to it, it will still be open to 
be offered, and then the same question can be 
raised again. Let it go out for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, inserting the proviso which 
has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was in lines one hundred and 
seventy, one hundred and seventy-one, and 
one hundred and seventy-two in the appropri- 
ations for the Bureau of Ordnance, to strike 
out the words ‘* which shall include one store- 
clerk of ordnance at the Philadelphia navy- 
yard, at the salary of $1,400;’’ so as to make 
the clause read : 


Civil establishment: | ns 

For pay of the superintendents and the civil 

establishment of the several navy-yards under this 
bureau, $15,000. 


Mr. SCOTT. I prefer that should not be 
adopted. I understand the item was inserted 
in the House after a full hearing to correct 
what I am informed was an error for several 
years in reference to that clerk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am aware that my 
friend is quite accurately informed; but I 
hope he will not divide the Senate now.. If it 
turns out on investigaiion to be right, it can 
be settled in conference by onr receding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment striking out the words. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was to strike out, in lines three 
hundred and thirty aud three hundred and 
thirty-one, the words * which shall be paid out 
of the income from the naval pension fund ;” 80 
as to make the clause read: 


For the naval asylum at Philadelphia: 
For support of the institution, $46,100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the 


| bill. The folicwing paragraph having been read: 


For contingent expenses of the Bureau of Yardsand 
Docks, namely: For freight and transportation of 


| materials and stores; printing, stationery, and ad- 
j vertising, including the commandant’s office ; books, 


models, maps, and drawings; purchase and repair 
of fire-engines; machinery and patent-riglits to use 
the same; repairs on steam-engines, and attend- 
ance on the same; purchase and maintenance of 
oxen and horses, and driving teams, carts, and tim- 
ber-wheels for navy-yard purposes, and tools and 
repairs of same; postage on letters on public ser- 
vice and telegrams; furniture for Government houses 
and offices in the navy-yards; coal and other fuel; - 
candles, oil, and gas; cleaning and clearing up yard, 
and care of buildings; attendance on fires ; lights: 
fire-engines and apparatus; incidental labor at 
navy-yards; water-tax, and for toll and ferriages 
pay of the watchmen in the navy-yards; and for 
flags, awnings, and packing-boxes, $900,000. 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. I would like . 
to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, or some member of the com 
mittee, whether this isa larger appropriation 
than was made last year? 

Mr. EDMUNDS.” For the chairman of the . 
Committee on Naval Affairs and for his dis- - 
tinguished associates I answer that it is not. 
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The Chief Clerk continued the reading of 
the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was in lines three hundred 
and fifty and three hundred and fifty-one, to 
strike out the word ‘‘of,’? and to insert ‘for 
surgeons’ necessaries for,” and in line two 
hundred and fifty-two to strike out the word 
“fifty,” and to insert ‘ forty ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For support of the medical department, for sur- 
geons’ necessaries for vessels in commission, navy- 
yards, naval stations, Marine corps, and Coast 
Survey, $40,000. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines four hun- 
dred and two and four hundred and three, to 
reduce from $1,547,600 to $1,500,000 the 
appropriation for ‘provisions for officers, sea- 
men, and marines.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


` The next amendment was in the appropria- 
tions for the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, in line four hundred and fifty-three, 
-to strike out the words ‘‘discharge of liabili- 
ties ;’’. so as to make the clause read: 


For preservation of vessels on the stocks and in 
ordinary; purchase of materials and stores of all 
kinds; labor in navy-yards and on foreign stations ; 
preservation of materials; purchase of tools: wear, 
tear, and repair of vessels afloat, and general main- 
tenance of the Navy; incidental expenses, adver- 
tising, and foreign postages, $3,300,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines four hun 
dred and fifty-six and four hundred and fifty- 
seven, to strike out the words ‘pay of the 
timber agent and for prosecution of depreda- 
tors,” and insert ‘t protection of timber lands;’’ 
so as to make the clause read ‘‘ for protection 
of timber lands, $5,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendments were in the clause 
making appropriations for the payment of the 
salaries of the professors and officers of the 

` Naval Academy, to strike out in line five hun- 
dred and sixty-three the words ‘ clerk to com- 
mandant of midshipmen, and;’’ jn lines five 
hundred and sixty-four and five hundred and 
sixty-five, to strike out the words “apothe- 
cary, $750; and in lines five hundred and 
seventy-nine and five hundred and eighty, to 
reduce the total appropriation from $58,576 
to $56,776, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropria- 
tion for contingencies of the Marine corps, in 
lines six hundred and twenty-four and six 

“hundred and twenty-five, to strike out the 
words ‘and for staff and commanding officers’ 
officers.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end 
of section one the following proviso: 


Provided, That no money appropriated by this act 
shall be expended on account of naval engines con- 
tracted for during the war. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


_ The next amendment was in section two, 
lines four and five, to strike out the words 
“are not suitable for or capable of profitable 
use, repair, or fitting,” and to insert ‘‘ cannot 
be advantageously used, repaired, or fitted ;” 
80 as to make the section read : 


That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to sell, at public sale, such 
vessels and materials of the United States Navy as 
in his judgment cannot be advantageously used, 
repaired, or fitted out. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the proviso of 
the second section, lines twenty and twenty- 
- 008, to strike out the words ‘‘ all net proceeds 
of,”’ and to insert “the total amount received 
on ;’’ so as to make the clause read : 
, And the Secretary of the Navy shall, at the open- 
ing of each session of Congress, make a full report 
; to Congress of his acts under the authority given by 
this section, which report shall contain a statement 
‘of all vessels and materials sold, the parties-buying 
le same, and the amount realized therefrom, to- 
“gether with such other facts as may be necessary to 


H 
} 


a full understanding of bis acts; and the tòtal 
amount received on such sales shall be covered into 
the United States Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations are concluded. 

Mr. COLE. On page 24, line five hundred 
and sixty-four, I move to strike out the word 
t each.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to offer the follow- 
ing amendments to be inserted on page 21, 
after line five hundred : 

For the purchase of a license to use in all the 
works of the United States Gorman & Siegfried’s | 
process for tempering steel, for the term of their 
patents, $10,000. 

This appropriation is recommended by the 
Navy Department, and although it is pro- 
posed to attach it to this bill, it applies to 
all the public works of the United States 
in the different Departments, and also on 
all the public buildings. Perhaps it would 
be interesting to the Senate to hear read a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
on the subject. I send it to the desk for the 
purpose of being read. i 

The Secretary read the following letter : 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., March, 25, 1872. 

Sir: The Department has made acareful examin- 
ation of the merits of Gorman & Siegfried’s process 
of tempering steei, and finds that the use of thesame 
would prove a matter of great economy. By its use 
cheaper steel could be employed in making tools, 
and with this cheaper steel a better class of tools 
can be made than can now be made out of the most 
expensive steel. Besides this, the loss ‘of time to 
workmen in sharpening, redressing, and retemper- 
ing tools will be greatly diminished. It is believed 
that many times the cost of the patent can be saved 
by the use of this process, A license for working 
under the patent is offered for the term of the patent 
to the Department for the sum of $19,000, and I rec- 
ommend its purchase, and respectfully suggest that 
an appropriation for that amount be added to the 
appropriations for the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, to enable me to make the purchase. Any 
further information that may be desired will be fur- 
nished to the committee, 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Coryenivs. Cour, Chairman Committee on 

Appropriations, United Statee Senate. 

Mr. WEST. It is only as a consideration 
of economy that this appropriation is recom- 
mended by the committee. It will be observed 
that the Secretary recommends it asa judi- 
cious expenditure of money in connection 
solely with his Department, that $10,000 would 
be really an economy if the patent were used 
only in the Navy Department, but the com- | 
mittee saw proper in offering the amendment 
to embrace all the publie work of the United 
States. Although the sum itself is a very 
respectable one, $10,000, yet when the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary is considered, and 
when itis also remembered that the patent 
has sixteen years to run, and it is a purchase 
at the rate of $600 a year for sixteen years, 
or about fifty dollars a month for the purpose 
of economizing throughout all the Depart- 
ments, I think the Senate will not hesitate to 
adopt the amendment. 

The question being put, the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. WEST. I shall not call for a division 
at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no fur- 
ther amendments be proposed, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not feel authorized to 
offer amendments; but I deem it my duty to 
eall attention, before this bill is reported to 
the Senate, to the fact that the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs is absent, 
and it was not expected that this bill would 
be taken up to-day. I find on examination 
that there bave been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs three amendments at 
least, which have been submitted by the mem- 
bers. of that committee, and ordered to be 


printed—one reported by the chairman of 


the committee, another by the Senator from. 


New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxron,] and another 


by the Senator from Nevada, (Mr. Nvz:] Jf) 


it be the pleasure of the Senate. to pass. this 
bill this evening, I think justice would require 
that a motion to reconsider should be entered 
for the purpose of enabling the chairman of: 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to have the 
amendments of that committee considered. 

Mr, HAMLIN. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. Let the bill be reported to the Sen- 
ate and the amendments.of the Committee of 
the Whole agreed to, and then Jet the Dill 
stand over until Monday morning, when the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be here to 
offer his amendments. 

Mr. SCOTT. I only wished to call the 
attention of the Senate to the facts which I 
stated. $ 

Mr. SAWYER. I gave notice some days 
since of an amendment to this bill which: I 
now submit. Itis to insert after line one hün- 
dred and seventy-three ‘‘for preparing ele- 
ments and tables of new planets discovered by 
American astronomers, $3,000.’? I will sim- 
ply say that there are communications from 
the superintendent of the work at the Nauti- 
cal Almanac office, and also from the. Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in. reference to. this 
matter. If any further explanation is desired 
I can give it, but I do not suppose any ig neces- 
sary. This is a slight addition to the Nautical 
Almanac appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no fur- 
ther amendment be proposed, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I believe I am the only 
member of the Naval Committee now present. 
This is the naval appropriation bill. The 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
went to New York without any knowledge 
that this bill was coming up. The Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Ferry, }] who was herea 
few moments ago, and who is also a member 
of the committee, asked me to be careful that 
the bill was not passed out of the Committee 
of the Whole without the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs having an oppor- 
tunity to offer the amendments of which he 
has given notice. With the understanding, 
however, that those amendments ean ‘be 
offered in the Senate hereafter, I have no 
objection to the bill being reported. 

Mr. COLE. There is, of course, no dispo- 
sition on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to foreclose the bill against any 
amendments that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs may have to offer. I 
do not know the character of those amend- 
ments; but it is only fair that he should 
have an opportunity to offer his amendnients, 
as probably he did not expect that the bill 
would be taken up to-day, although I believe 
he designated Wednesday of this week as the 
day when be would be ready to proceed with 
the bill. and I stated to him that I would call 
it up as soon as I could, even before thattime, 
so that we have not taken it up without fair 
notice to him. 

Mr. MORTON. I am sorry the Senator 
from California pressed his motion to take it 
up at all, knowing that he could not finish it 
to-day. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let-the bill be reported to 
the Senate, and then it can be laid aside. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring inthe amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is understood that the 
chief amendments made in committee are re 
served. 

Mr. COLE. Not unless Senators want par 
ticular amendments reserved, re 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, and the ‘Chair 
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will inquire whether the question shall be put 


on all the amendments in gross, or on the 
amendments separately? 
Mr. POMEROY and others. On all to- 


ether. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ihad no idea, perhaps 
without sufficient reason, that the same action 
was to be had in regard to this bill as was had 
the other evening in regard to the postal code 
bill; but ofcourse I make no point. — 

Mr. COLE. I cannot think of anything in 
the amendments that, have been agreed to to 
which anybody will object. : 

Mr. CONKLING. The bill will be open in 
the Senate to further amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand that the 
body of the bill, as it stood before the amend- 
ments of the committee were adopted, will of 
course be open to amendment., 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion will be put on the amendments in gross. j 


Mr. SPENCER. Idesire to inquire whether 
the following amendment to the bill that was 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
was agreed to or not: 


Provided further, That the number of hours con- 
stituting a day’s work shall be the same as shall be 
usual and customary in private employments in the 
vicinity of such navy-yard.” 


Mr. COLE. Those words were stricken out. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, refused to 
insert that proviso. ; 

The amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. COLE. Under the statement which has 
already been made, I do not feel at liberty to 
move the passage of the bill at this time; but 
T ask that it be passed over informally for the 
purpose of proceeding with the Post Office 
appropriation bill, 
~The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion being made to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from California, the naval appropriation 
bill will be passed over informally. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 1070) making appropriations for the 
service of tle Post Oftice Department for the 
year endiug June 80, 1878. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to inquire 
how that. bill got before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Iv was taken 
up on the motion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Navy bill was be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Navy 
bill was laid aside informally to be taken up 
hereafter. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am very much opposed 
to taking up anew bill at this late hour on 
Saturday afternoon. On Saturday afternoon 
nearly every journeyman bricklayer has a little 
more time than on any other day of the week. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is not a 
bricklayer. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is true; but some- 
times I wish I was. [Laughter.] The thing 
was done very suddenly; I had just turned 
around to speak to the Senator from New 
Jersey as to what was done with his motion, 
and on my turning my face again to the Chair 
I found this bill wasup. If it be not too late, 
I object to taking it up. 

Mr. WINDOM. I suggest to the Senator 
that we may read the bill through and facili- 
tate its passage somewhat in that way. I do 
not presume we can complete it to-day. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If we are really to be- 
stow any reflection and consideration upon 
bills I do not think they ought to be taken up 


The bill is 


in this manner, so that they must of necessity 
be passed without proper reflection and con- 
sideration. I have no objection to the mere 
reading of the bill, of course. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not expected to pass 
the bill; but we thought that we might save 
time by reading it through formally. 

Mr. COLE. And acting upon such amend- 
ments as are not objected to. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The biil 
will be read. : 

The bill having been read as far as line 
forty-nine, of section one, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inquire whether it was the understanding 
that the Senate would act on the amendments 
as they are reached, or only have the bill 
read? 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘Those which are not ob- 
jected to, T suppose, may be acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the amendments will be acted 
on as they are reached in the reading of the 
bill. 

The Cuter CLERK. „The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations is in line 
forty-nine of the first section, to strike out 
the words ‘a printed request to return the 
letter to the writer,’? and insert the words 
tif not delivered in — days return to Flas 
so that the proviso will read: 

Provided, That no envelope, as furnished by the 
Government, shall contain any lithographing or 
engraving, and no printing except the words ‘‘if 
not delivered in — days, return to—.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section one, 
line eighty-three, to strike out ‘and,’’ and in 
line eighty-four, after the word “courts,” to 
insert ‘and counsel necessarily employed by 


special agents of the Post Office Department, | 


subject to the approval of the Attorney Gen- 
eral ;’’? so as to make the clause read: 
For fees to United States attorneys, marshals, 


clerks of courts,and counsel necessarily employed | 


by special agents of the Post Office Department, sub- | 


ject to the approval of the Attorney General, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


lines six, seven, and eight, after the words 
“ payable at,” in line six, to strike out the 
words ‘‘his own or at any other money-order 
office, or at any branch post office or station 
of his own, or of;’’ so as to read: 

That the postmaster of every city where branch 
post offices or stations are established and in opera- 
tion subject to his supervision, is hereby authorized, 


under the direction of the Postmaster General, to 
issuc, or to cause to be issued, by any of his assist- 


ants or clerks in charge of branch post offices or sta- | 
tions, postal money-orders payable at any other | 


money-order office, as the remitters thereof may 
direct, &e. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I did not understand 
awhile ago that votes were to be taken on 
these amendments. I understood that the bill 
was to be read for the information of the 
Senate. There are several very important 
amendments in this bill that I think ought 
not to be disposed of at this time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire to press a 
vote on apy amendment that is objected to. 
We only desire to have such amendments 
acted on as are not objected to. When we 
finish the amendments that are not objected 
to, I shall not press the bill further to-day, 
because the Senate is very thin. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Perhaps that obviates 
the objection. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will state the object of 
this amendment if the Senator desires. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. No, I will not trouble 
the Senator. I do not care about this amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The fourth 
and fifth sections of the bill will be read with- 
out noticing the amendments. 

The Chief Clerk continued and concluded 
the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 


i| which there was no disagreement. 


ments have been concurred in up to the end 
of the third section. The next amendment 
of the committee, therefore, will be the propo- 
sition to strike out and insert in the fourth 
section as printed on pages 6 and 7. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President—~ 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which I am directed to offer by the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads,and have 
it referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That order 
will be made. 

Mr. WINDOM. Is there any objection tothe 
amendments in the fourth and fifth sections? 
None has been disclosed yet. The commit- 
tee thought there ought to be none, and we 
need not assume that there are objections. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood that the 
bill was to be read for information merely. I 
did not understand that any amendment which 
was serious in its character and which in the 
judgment of any Senator required better con- 
sideration than it could have this afternoon in 
such a Senate as we now see about us would 
be pressed. f i 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator yield. to 
me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let us dispose of these 
amendments now so far as we can agree to 
them, and let the bill be reported to the Sen- 
ate. Then, on Monday morning, or whenever 
it shall come up again, the question can come 
up for separate vote on any amendment that 
any Senator may desire to reserve. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is no quorum pres- 
ent, I think, and I certainly did not expect 
this bill to come up this afternoon. There are 


amendments here which commend themselves +: 


to me by their objects, and yet, in my judg- 
ment, require a good deal of consideration 
and some changes to make them what they 
should be. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I suggest to the Senator ` 
that the course which I point out, will allow © 
precisely what he desires. Let us dispose of 


The next amendment was in section two, | the bill in committee, then report it to the Sen- 


ate, and the Senator himself, myself, orany Sen- 
ator who may be absent can have a distinct 
question taken on any amendment in the Senate, 
and can further propose to amend the bill to 
any degree that he may desire. It will only save 
alittle time. iwiilassume this: that there are 
ten amendments here, and that eight of them 
nobody will object to. If we dispose of theten . 
to-day, and on Monday morning When we take 
the bill up some Senator not now preseut 
shall desire to discuss the two othér proposi- 
tions or even some of the eight we have agreed i 
to, he can do it, but we shall save so much time : 
as would be taken up in acting upon all as to 
I cannot 
see any objection to that course. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the better way <, 
would be to have it understood that section < 
four shall not be acted on in committee ex- 
cept with a reservation of everything that is |. 
done, and section five, I think, is probably of <. 
sufficient general importance to make it fall ; 
within the same category. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Texas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from, 
Texas to yield to me for a moment. ; 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Certainly. z 

Mr. WINDOM I believe we have agreed 
to all the amendments reported to this bill, = 
except those in sections four and five. I think», 
there probably will be no objection to acting ` 
upon the amendment in section five; but if 
any Senator desires to reserve that, we might 
pass upon the rest of the bill before adjourn- 
ing. Iam willing that section four, granting 
subsidies to steamships, should be reserved. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not feel it necessary to, 
reserve the-amendments in that section. 
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Mr. WINDOM. Ishall not press the res- 
ervation after the statement I made to the 
Senator from California in the outset if he 
does not wish them excepted. 

‘Mr. CASSERLY.. I think in this condition 
of the Senate it would probably prevent dis- 
satisfaction if amendments so important were 
not disposed of this afternoon. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1070) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 30, 1873; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WEST. Task leave to report from the 
. Committee on Appropriations an amendment 

to the Post Office appropriation bill relating to 
the steamship service between New Orleans 
and ports in the Gulf of Mexico and Austra- 
lian service, for future consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The amend- 
ment will be received and printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 


GEORGE C. HAYNIE, 


Mr. WILSON. I wish to say that the other 
day when the Military Committee had a day 
one small matter was overlooked. The com- 
mittee reported that bill this morning and 
hoped to put it on its passage, but it was ob- 
: jected to by the Senator from Tennessee, who 

had failed to getabillthrough. Inow ask that 
the bill be taken up. It is the bill (H. R. No. 
206) for the relief of George C. Haynie. 

By unanimous consent, the motion was agreed 
to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
No. 206) for the relief of George C. Haynie. 
It directs the Paymaster General to pay to 
. George C. Haynie, late captain of company 
.. A, second regiment North Carolina mounted 
> infantry, out of any money appropriated for 
. the pay of the Army, the full pay and allow- 
» ances of a captain of infautry, from the 15th 
of September, 1863, to the 16th of August, 
1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS HUGHES, 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask the Senator from 
Nebraska to yield to me to call up a similar 
bill reported from the same committee. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Very well. 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask consent to consider 
the bill (S. No. 548) for the relief of Thomas 
. Hughes, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which proposes to require the account- 
ing officers of the proper Departinents to settle 
and pay to late Lieutenant Thomas Hughes, 

» regimental quartermaster of the twenty-eighth 
lowa volunteer infantry, who appears to have 
been mustered out of service nominally on 
the Ist of June, 1865, by general order No. 

~ 82, current series, War Department, but who 
actually performed service under the order of 
Colonel Bonneville, commandant at Benton 

barracks, until the 8th of July, 1865, his full 
pay and perquisites for all the time he actualiy 
served, whether he was legally bound to per- 
form such service or not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
_ out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

„Mr. COLE. “The Post Office appropriation 
bill is nowthe business before. the Senate, as I 
understand, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ` It is. 

. Mr. COLE. I move that it be laid aside 
“informally, and that we take up the deficiency { 


appropriation bill so as to leave it the unfin- 
ished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there beno | 
objection, the. Post Office appropriation bill | 
will be passed over, and the Senate resumes | 
the consideration of the deficiency bill. The | 
Chair was absent, but he sees on the bill a | 
memorandum of the Secretary that the vote is 
to be taken at two o’clock on Monday. 

‘Mr. HITCHCOCK. I renew the motion 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion wag agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock p. m.) the*Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 27, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. DAWES. If there be no objection, I 
would like to renew: my motion that on and 
after Monday next the House meet at eleven | 
o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, | 
that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the order was made; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. SARGENT. I ask perhaps only five 


minutes, but certainly not more than ten, to 
make a statement of a somewhat personal | 
character. i 
The SPEAKER. ` If there be no objection | 
leave will be granted. The Chair hears no | 
objection. | 
Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I do not | 
seek the floor to refer to the action of the | 
House in its recent legislation with regard to | 
Goat Island, or to make any argument upon 
that proposition. I will say that during my 
service for a number of years in this House, I 
have never before risen to a personal explana- 
tion except in one instance, when I spoke for | 
a committee, and at its request, with reference 
to some business which was then before it. I; 
do so now because certain dispatches which 
have been sent to the press from San Fran- | 


cisco, relating to the opinion of the State of 
California upon that legislation, reflect in some 
degree upou my colleagues and myself, and be- 
cause it was stated upon this loor—I presume 
in good faith, by gentlemen who believed it— | 
that my colleagues and myself did not repre- | 
sent the State of Californiain our action upon | 
that matter. Now, I wish tosay with reference | 
t 
| 
t 
i 


| to the press dispatches from San Francisco, | 


which l hold in my hand, that they are utterly | 
unreliable. It could not reasonably be ex- | 
pected, under the circumstances, well known | 
to myself, and in view of the authorship of 
those dispatches, and their animus, that they 
would be any more reliable upon this question 
than would be a dispatch from Salt Lake on | 
the Mormon question; or froma Mississippi | 
village upon the scourging of a negro by the į 
Ku Klux; or from Arizona upon the Presi- | 
dent’s Indian peace policy ; or from Charles 
A. Dana upon the Navy Department. 

A dispatch from San Francisco yesterday is 
as follows: 


San Francisco, April 25. 
The couniry delegates to the Republican State 
convention generally sympathize with San Fran- | 
cisco in her opposition to the Goat Island scheme, 
but oppose making it an issue in the coming presi- | 
dential campaign. 
We have this dispatch to-day : 
San Francisco, April 26. 
The Republican State convention ignores Goat 
Island, jcdorses President Grant, and has instructed 
the California delegates to Pniladelphia to vote as 
a unit for his renomination. The pressofSan Fran- 


cisco are unanimous in denouncing the Goat Island: 


|i scheme, and all the leading papers of: the: State. 
denounce it as strongly as the San Francisco press... 


Now, Mr. Speaker, before remarking. on 
these telegrams I should like to allude toa: 
previous telegram which was published all over 
the Atlantic States, and to which my attention 
was frequently called by members of the House. 
It was to the effect that my colleagues, as well 
as myself, were burned in effigy in one of. the 
wards of San Francisco on account of. our 
course in the Goat Island matter. I patiently 
endured that statement until I could get the 
local papers from’ California, after that dis- 


|| patch had reached there. That dispatch which 


had circulated all through the East was received 


; in California, and the attention of the press was 


called to it. The San Francisco Bulletin, an un- 
doubtedly reliable paper, has declared that no 
such incident happened in San Francisco, that 
having seen this notice they had sent a com- 
petent reporter to inquire into the statement, 
and they were fully satisfied there was no truth 
init whatever. Jt may bea little late to refute 
a charge which would look like a degradation, 
not only of the California delegation here, but 
of the constituents who sent them here, ‘but I 
have waited, for the reason I have given, that 
the refutation might be unquestioned and com- 
plete. ` 

I now hold in my hand a dispatch from Sac: 
ramento, in reference to the Republican con- 
vention held yesterday, from a reliable gentle- 
man, who is well known to me as an actor in 
the events to which he refers. Itis as follows; 

SACRAMENTO, April 26, 1872. 

Hon, A. A. SARGENT: 


The State convention elected eleven out of twelve 
delegates—your warm friends. The delegates from 
San Francisco finding that if they undertook to 
introduce resolutions against your course on Goat 


| Island the delegates from the interior would by a 


large majority have indorsed you in your action, 
therefore they did not introduce the matter in the 


| convention, The delegates were instructed for Grant, 


and will probably favor Wiison for Vice President. 
Everything harmonious. 

Now, sir, I say, as I have said before, that - 
outside of San Francisco the people of Cali- 
fornia and the press, perhaps with one.or two 
exceptions, are in favor of the Goat Island 
proposition. In San Francisco there isnot 
unanimity of opinion. The telegram .which 
I read the other day in the debate on that 
bill, showing a majority of six of the State 
senate in favor of the Goat Island proposition, 
was signed by one of the San Francisco sen- 
ators. The question, if of a local character, 
is referred to the members of Congress repre- 
senting those districts. My district is in favor 
of the Goat Island proposition ;. so, I believe, 
isthe district of my colleague, [Mr. Cogunan.] 
My other colleague, [Mr. HoucHron,] who 
desired to speak in that debate, but had no 
opportunity to be heard, would have. spoken 
in favor of it for his great district outside of 
San Francisco. And I believe, sir, that. San 
Francisco itself will be in favor of that Goat 
Island proposition in a year from now, when 
its benefits are being realized, as it now seems 
to be opposed to it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I advdcated it on great 
commercial principles and in behalf of the 
interests of the commerce of the whole coun- 
try that there might not be two dollars trans-. 


| shipment tax, as is now the case and has been 


for years past on every pound of freight im- 
ported into San Francisco and going through 
San Francisco to the Hast; upon every ton 
of tea sent to Chicago, St. Louis, and else- 


| where by means of the Pacific railroad; upon 
| every bushel of wheat, the great product: of 
| California, and upon the crude ores sent from 


the interior through San Francisco to find a 
market in Liverpool or elsewhere in Europe, 
or to Wales, for the reduction of those. ores. 
For these general commercial cousiderations; 
conceiving it likewise to be for the benefit. of 
the city of San Francisco itself, I favored the 
Goat Island proposition. - Further ‘than that, 
1 believe- it important: forthe. benefit: of San 
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Francisco itself, whatever local speculators | 
may think now, that that harbor should be 
crowded with the fleets of commerce; that 
San Francisco should have the business that 
grows ont of furnishing, fitting, building, and 
repairing those fleets; that she should have 
markets for her manufactures in the great 
marts of the East; that she should grow great 
by commerce, by manufactares, by the legiti- 
mate means that build up great cities, and not 
by sitting as a toll-gatherer on commerce at 
the Golden Gate. 


DESTROYED OR DEFACED BONDS. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make a state- 
ment of a nature somewhat personal, although 
not to myself. ; 

During the fire at Qbicägo last fall quite a 
number of bonds of the United States were 
destroyed in the fire. The parties who have 
suffered by their destruction desire to have 
those bonds duplicated. We have a law upon 
the statute-book authorizing that to be done at 
the Treasury Department in the case of regis- 
tered, but not of coupon bonds. ‘The matter 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. They have examined it with some 
care, and have prepared a bill which they have 
instructed me to report, and which I now ask 
permission to present to the House and have 
put upon its passage. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States was, by unanimous 
consent, introduced and read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. [ask that the bill be put 
upon its passage. 

The SPRAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objection, if any, will 
be in order, 

Mr. HOLMAN. To save time I would ask 
the gentleman if the bill has been printed? If 
not, I think it is so important a measure that 
it should not be considered now. 

Mr, MAYNARD. The bill is a very short 
one, and its terms I think ean be as well com- 
prehended by hearing it read as in any other 
way. I would be glad if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hormax] would give his atten- 
tion, for Lam aware that this is a subject in 
which he is interested. [L would be glad to 
hear any suggestion coming from him in re- 
gard to it. itis a bill which has been consid- 
ered with a great deal of care, and if the gen- 
tleman will be kind enough to hear it read and 
give it his attention, I think he will not object 
to its being disposed of now. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This is a subject which 
has been from time to time, during the last 
three years, before the Committee of Claims. 
It isa very important measure. I feel satis- 
fied that some such bill should pass; but no 
measure ought to pass which is not carefully 
guarded. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The Committee of Ways 
and Means thought it better to have a general 
law by which these cases should be examined 
atthe Treasury Department under the regu- 
lations established there, than to have indi- 
vidual cases brought here from time to time 
to Congress, wherethe examination must neces- 
sarily be imperfect and not as satisfactory or 
conclusive as it would be in the way here pro- 
posed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I approve of the object 
of the bill, but I desire to have the measure 
very carefully guarded, and I would suggest 
that we order it to be printed, with a view to 
its consideration on Monday. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will say further that I 
submitted the bili tothe chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, who examined it with some 
care, and who I presume is ready to express 
the opinion he formed of it on such examin- 
ation as he gave it. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not desire to throw 
any obstacle in the way of the passage of the 
bill; but I think it ought to be printed, that 


members may have an opportunity of exam- 
ining it before it is put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is printed and 
recommitted the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp]} to 
bring it up on the earliest occasion next week. 

The biil was ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the bill be also 
printed in the Globe. . 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. ‘The bill is as follows: 


| A bill to provide for the issue of bonds in lieu of 


destroyed or defaced bonds of the United States. 

Beit enacted, &c., That whenever it shall appear 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, by clear and un- 
equivocal proof, that any interest- bearing bond ofthe 
United States has, without bad faith upon the part 
of the owner, been destroyed wholly or in part, or 
so defaced as to impair its value to_the holder, the 
Secretary of the Breasury shall, under such regula- 
tions, and with such restrictions as to time and re- 
tention for security or otherwise as he may prescribe, 
issue a duplicate of such bond of the same date, to 
beso marked, and bearing like interest as the bond 
so proved to have been destroyed or defaced: Pro- 
vided, That the owner of a destroyed or defaced 
bond shall surrender the same, orso much thereof as 
remains, and shall file in the Treasury a bond ina 
penal sum equal to the amount of said destroyed or 
defaced bond, and the interest which would accrue 
thereon until the principal thereof isdue and pay- 
able, with two good and sufficient sureties, residents 
of the United States.to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with conditions to indemnify and 
save harmless the United States from any claim 
because of the said destroyed or defaced bond. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. KING asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe some remarks on the question of recon- 
struction in the late insurrectionary States. 
[See Appendix. } 

Mr. GARRETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe some remarks on the tariff. [See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

ARMY OFFICERS’ RECORD. 


On motion of Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 867) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to correct the Army officers’ 
record, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


COTTON ILLEGALLY SEIZED. 


Mr. NIBLACK, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2566.) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay out to the owners thereof the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of cotton illegally seized and 
converted after the 30th of June, 1865 ; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. NIBLACK entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted. 

ARMS FOR MONTANA SETTLERS. 


Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize 
the shipment, of arms to the Territory of 
Montana; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, instructs the Sec- 
retary of War, without delay, to cause five 
hundred Spencer carbines and one hundred 
thousand cartridges to be forwarded to and 
placed at the disposal of the Governor of the 
Territory of Montana, delivered at Virginia 
City, in said Territory, for distribution among 
the settlers of the Gallatin valley and other 
exposed localities in said Territory, for home 
defense against Indian raids; and the Governor 
of said Territory, in making said distribution, 
shall take from the parties to whom they may 
be distributed, good and sufficient security for 
the return of said arms to the United States 
after the necessity for their use has ceased. 

Mr. CLAGETT. I will simply state that 
my information from my Territory is that the 


Indians have already commenced making raidg 
The settlers have an insufficiency of arms for 
the purpose of self-defense. This bill simply. 
authorizes the Secretary of War to send out 
five hundred repeating rifles for use by the set- 
tiers for self-delense, if necessary. It will take 
some three weeks for the guns to get there, - 
after this bill shall have passed. By passing 
it now, millions of dollars will be saved. 

Mr. BIRD. Has this bill been considered 
by a committee? 

Mr. CLAGETT. It has been submitted 
to the chairman and two other members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DONNAN. Iwould suggest that it would 
be best to refer this bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with authority to report it 
back at any time. 

Mr. BIRD. I will not object to that. 

Mr. CLAGETT. Very well; let that be 
done. 

No objection being made, the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
with leave to report thereon at any time. 


CIRCUIT COURTS IN EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 


Mr. GOODRICH, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that the 
same do pass, House bill No. 1072, to fix the 
time of United States circuit courts in the 
eighth circuit. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, in its first section, provides that 
the circuit courts in the eighth judicial circuit 
shall be held hereafter in the several districts 
as follows: in the district of Missouri com- 
mencing on the third Monday of March and 
the third Monday of September; in the east- 
ern district of Arkansas on the second Monday 
of April and the fourth Monday of October; 
in the district of Nebraska on the first Mon- 
day of May and the second Monday of No- 
vember; in the district of lowa on the seeond 
Monday of May and the second Monday of 
October; in the district of Kansas on the first 
Monday of June and the fourth Monday of 
November; and in Minnesota on the third 
Monday of June and the second Monday of 
December of each year. 

The second section provides that this act 
shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1872; 
and all acts prescribing other times for hold- 
ing the terms of said court are hereby repealed ` 
so far as they conflict with this act. 

The third section provides that no action, 
suit, proceeding, or process in any of the said 
courts shall abate or be rendered invalid by 
reasou of this act; but the same shall in the 
several districts be deemed to be returnable 
to, pending and triable in the terms of the cir- 
cuit courts hereby established next after the ` 
return day thereof. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Is this bill reported 
for present consideration? 

Mr. GOODRICH. It is. 

Mr.. FINKELNBURG. Does. it make any 
change in the times for holding court in 
Missouri? : 

The SPEAKER. That portion of the bill 
will be again read. 

The Clerk read that portion of the bill fixing 
the time for holding the circuit court in Mis- 
souri on the third Monday of March and third 
Monday of September in each year. 

Mr. GOODRICH. This bill is reported by 
the Judiciary Committee, upon the request 
of the judges of that court. There seems to 
be no sort of question about the propriety of 
the times proposed by this bill. ; 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Does this refer to © 
the district court or circuit court? 

Mr. GOODRICH. The circuit court. 

Mr. McCRARY. As the law now stands 
the times fixed for holding the circuit courts ` 
in the several States embraced in this circult . 
conflict, so that it is impossible for the courts. ` 
to be all held at the times now fixed. ` i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and © 


1872. 
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read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GOODRICH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


` Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask that a 
Senate bill on the Speaker’s table be taken up 
for consideration now. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object, 
and call for the regular order of business. If 
everybody gets their bills off the table we can 
never get to business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences at twenty-nine minutes past twelve 
o’clock, and reports of a private nature are in 
order from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


J. ROSS BROWNE, 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 878) 
for the relief of J. Ross Browne, late minister 
to China. 

The Clerk commenced to read the bill, which 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to J. Ross Browne, late minister of the United 
States to China, $3,774 11 in full compensa- 
tion 

Mr. HOAR. I[rise to a question of order 
on this bill. Tt makesan appropriation, and 
must have its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill is referred to the 
epumilles of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. ` 

On motion of Mr. BANKS, by unanimous 


consent, the report of the committee in the 


case was ordered to be printed. 
JOHN BLACK. 


_ Mr, WILLARD, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
» 2568) for the relief of John Black, late consul 
` of the United States at the city of Mexico; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 


of the Treasury to pay to John Black, late | 
consul of the United States at the city of Mex- | 
ico, the rate of compensation allowed by law | 
to a secretary of legation for his diplomatic | 


services to the United States in Mexico dur- 
ing the suspension of diplomatic intercourse 
between Mexico and the United States from 
September 15, 1868, to April 15, 1869, inclu- 
sive. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order on 
that bill that it makes an appropriation, and 
must have its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill is referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

JAMES O. PICKETT. 

Mr. DUELL, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2569) 
authorizing the proper accounting officers to 
revise and adjust the accounts of James ©. 
Pickett, late chargé d'affaires at Peru; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to revise and adjust the 
aecounts of James O. Pickett, late chargé 
d'affaires at Peru. 

The bill was ordered to be ‘engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, ‘and passed. 

Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by. which the bill was passed; and also moved 
aat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

able, ; 
_... The latter: motion was agreed to. 
iD. H: HOLDERNES. 


Mr. DUELL also, from thesame committee, 
42p Coxe, 2p Suss.—-No. 179. 


| 


reported a bill (H. R. No. 2570) for the relief 
of D. H. Holdernes, owner of the British ship 
Duke of Edinboro; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to D. H. Holdernes, 
owner of the British ship Duke of Edinboro, 
the sum of $3,350 45. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order 
that that bill contains an appropriation, and 
must have its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill is referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

By unanimous consent, the bill and the 
report accompanying it were ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES KEENAN. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 141) to amend the resolution for 
the relief of James Keenan, late consul at 
Hong Kong, China, approved February 18, 
1867; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides 
that the joint resolution for the relief of James 
Keenan, deceased, late consul at Hong Kong, 
China, be amended by striking out all after the 
words ‘several balances due him,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘on his accounts for 
the relief of seamen.” 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


8. FERNANDEZ. 


Mr. PACKARD. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to move that they be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the claim of S. Fernandez, a Spanish subject, | 
and that the papers relating to the same be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES J. SANDS. 

Mr. PACKARD also, from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, reported back, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. 
R. No. 916) for the relief of Charles J. Sands, 
late marshal of the United States consular court 
at Chin Kiang, China; and the bill was laid 
on the table. 

MRS. M. S. MORSE. 


Mr. PACKARD also, from the same com- | 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 388) for the 
relief of Mrs. M. S. Morse, administratrix and 
widow of Isaac E. Morse, deceased. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Mrs. M. E. Morse, administratrix and widow 
of Isaac E. Morse, for his full compensation 
while employed as special commissioner of the 
United States to the republic of New Gra- 
nada, in the years 1856 and 1857, at the rate 
of $7,500 from the 6th day of November, 1856, 
to the Ist day of June, 1857, for his salary as 
commissioner, and at the rate of fifteen dol- 
lars per diem during the same time for his 
traveling expenses incurred in the discharge 
of the duties of his mission. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that 
this bill contains an appropriation, and must | 
go to the Committee of the Whole-on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. PACKARD. I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will not press 
that point. This bill has beer before the 
House a long time. 

The SPEAKER. The point cannot be | 


argued. Does the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts insist upon it? Cee 

Mr. HOAR. I do. ean sty 

The SPEAKER. The bill must go to the. 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cab., 
endar. Reports are still in order from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BANKS. I believe our committee ha 
no further reports this morning. ; 


SURVIVORS OF WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. WILLARD. I ask leave to report from 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and War of 1812, for the purpose of printing 
and recommitment, a Dill (H. R. No. 2571) 
to amend an act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the war of 1812 who served sixty 
days, and to their widows, approved February 
14, 1871. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that bill is not long, I 
hope it will be reported. 

Mr. WILLARD. It is a public bill and we 
do not ask action upoh it now; but I have no 
objection to its being reported. f 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
the bill will be read, 

There being no objection, the bill was read. 
It provides in the first section that the first 
section of an act granting pensions to the sur- 
vivors of the war of 1812 who served sixty 
days, and to their widows, approved Febru- 
ary 14, 1871, be hereby amended so as to read 
as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-ro}i the names of the surviving officers and 
enlisted and drafted men, including militia and 
volunteers, of the military and naval service of the 
United States who served in the war with Great 
Britain of 1812, and were honorably discharged, and 
the names of the surviving widows of such officers 
and enlisted and drafted men: Provided, That such 
widow shall have been married prior to January 1 
1825, to such officer or enlisted or drafted man, an 
shall not have remarried. 

The second section amends section two of 
the act of February 14, 1871, so as to read as 
follows: 

Src. 2. That this act shall not apply to any person 
who is receiving a pension at the rate of eight dol~ 
lars or more per month, nor to any person receiving 
a pension less than eight dollars per month, except 
for the difference between the pension now received 
and eight dollars per month. Pensions under. this 
act shall be at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
except as herein provided when a person is receiving 
a pension of less than eight dollars per month, and 
shall be paid to the persons entitled thereto from 
and after the passage of this act for and during the 
term of their natural lives: Provided, That widows 
pensioned under this act shall, if they become wid- 
ows after the 14th day of February, 1871, be entitled 
to a pension only from the date when they became 
widows. 

The third section provides that all applica- 
tions for pensions under the act to which this 
is an amendment, heretofore or which may 
hereafter be made, shall be considered and 
decided as though made under this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill is so manifestly 
just that I hope there will be no objection to 
putting it on its passage at once. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Lunderstand the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] to say there 
is no objection? i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be none. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If we havehis assurance, 
of course there will be none. 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, before the 
vote is taken upon the passage of the bill [ 
desire to state the changes in the present law 
contemplated by it. i 

In the first place the bill amends the law of 
14th February, 1871, by striking out the limit- 
ations both as to length of service and as to 
participation in rebellion. Under this bill all 
who served for any length of time during the 
war of 1812, including Indians, will be en- 
titled to a pension; and it is estimated that 
by removing. these limitations in the law at 
least ten thousand persons in addition to those 
now entitled will be entitled to pensions. 

The bill also changes the limitation as to the 
date of marriage of widows, and provides that 
all widows married prior to January. 1,.1825, 
may have pensions. “Iwas opposed to thia 
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change in the law, as I was opposed in the 
last Congress to including widows in the law 
then passed. Iam unable to see that the ser- 
vice of a man in the Army gives any one who 
may be married to him a fair claim upon the 
bounty of the Government. In this, however, 
I was overruled by the committee, and agree- 
ably to their instructions I have reported the 
bill, It is impossible to make an estimate 
approaching accuracy of the number of per- 
sons who, if this provision should become a 
jaw, would be added to the pension-roll; but 
it must be several thousand at least. F 

The bill farther provides that all applica- 
tions for pensions already made under the 
law already in force shall be considered and 
decided as though made under this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed fo. 

ELLIS LEWIS BROWN, ETC. 

Mr. WILLARD also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the following cases; and 
the same were referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions: 

The papers relating to the petition of Ellis 
Lewis Brown fora pension; and 

The petition of Jedediah Gay, for pension 
for services in the war of 1812. 

JOSEPHINE MILLS, ETC. 

Mr. WILLARD also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the following cases; which 
were referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims: 

The petition of Josephine Mills and Martha 
R. Mills, heirs of Captain Daniel W. Mills, for 
commutation and bounty for services in the 
war of the Revolution; and 

The petition of Mrs. Jane Hunter asking for 
a pension. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WILLARD also, from the same commit- 
tee, made adverse reports in the following 
cases ; and the same were laid upon the table: 

The petition of James Fleming fora pen- 
sion for wounds in the war of 1812; and ' 

The petition of Davis Tucker. 

HERMANN BILE. 

Mr. SPRAGUE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 2572) granting a pen- 
sion to Hermann Ehle ; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll of the United States the 
nameof Hermann J. Ehle, and pay him a pen- 
sion, at the rate of fifteen dollars per month, 
commencing February 4, 1871, and to con- 
tinue during his natural life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly‘read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. SPRAGUE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLARD. I think some of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and War of 1812 did not expect the 
committee would be called this morning, and, 
indeed, some of them perhaps did not expect 
the House would be in session for business. 
There are other bills to be reported, and sev- 
eral matters have been referred to the com- 
mittee demanding Some investigation. I ask 
that that committee shall have the next morn- 
ing for private bills. 

Mr. DAWES. In order that the gentle- 
man’s committee may have the two morning 
hours to which it is entitled I will relieve him 


from his present difficulty, and move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the tariff. 
Mr. WILLARD. That will answer my pur- 
poses. 
ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title ; when the Speaker signed 
the same: : 

An act (S. No. 1014) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri river at or near 
St. Joseph, Missouri,” approved March 5, 
1872. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD in the chair) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports and to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. WOOD. I had no expectation of having 
an opportunity of addressing the committee 
to-day. Indeed, I had supposed we would 
have heard from the members of the committee 
itself before others would be called upon to 
discuss the bill. We want to beinstructed. We 
desire to hear from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or from some of the 
intelligent members who have reported the bill 
to the House, so as to be informed of its char- 
acter much more fully than under existing cir- 
cumstances we can be. However, sir, as [have 
been applied to to take the floor, and as I am 
prepared to go on, I will do so. 

This is a bill to modify the existing tariff 
and revenue laws, It is not an original meas- 
ure, but one to revise laws now in existence; 
to modify and change particular items, and 
alter the taxes and rate of duty on particular 
articles imported from foreign countries. I 
propose to speak more particularly of the 
tariff. Were it an original proposition, I should 
have something to say as to the theory upon 
which the adjustments should be made. Much 
discussion might be had which would be perti- 
nent to such a measure that would seem out 
of place in this. Besides, I doubt whether 
anything new can be said on the theory of 
either side. I think that the generalizations 
invariably presented on both sides have been 
so often argued that it would be folly to revive 
them now. For myself, I am obliged to admit 
that I cannot devise any new argument in be- 
half of free trade, or a revenue tariff, for or 
against protection, direct or indirect, incidental 
or accidental, other than those which have 
from time to time been discussed in Congress 
and elsewhere. Nor do I believe any one else 
can, While the ever-changing course of trade 
and alterations in productions, natural and 
artificial, affect items and modify policies, the 
underlying principles npon which a tariff should 
be adopted remain unaltered, and cannot be 
enunciated in any clearer or more forcible 
light than has been done by the advocates of 
Opposite doctrines for the past hundred years 
in this country and Europe. ‘Therefore, I shall 
not attempt it now. i 

I shall endeavor to be practical, confin- 
ing myself entirely and altogether to what I 
deem essential to a proper consideration of 
the bill before the House. As I have said, it 
is a bill to revise the existing laws; to change 
the duties upon some articles and to sbolish 
it altogether upon others, the whole to be in 
the interest of a reduction of revenue from 
this source. It appears to be universally con- 
ceded that a reduction is desirable. Even the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his friends in 
Congress have been at last forced to concede 


that lower duties must be adopted. We are 
now, therefore, on the descending scale. A 
few years ago, when the civil war began, the 
opposite policy was necessary. We then began 
the ascending grade, and have kept it up 
pretty much ever since until last year, when 
the engine was reversed under a pressure of 
public opinion and we lowered the rate 
slightly. Now we are to have a further reduc- 
tion, at least such is ostensibly the policy. 
Whether it will be realized in practice by the 
passage of this billremains tobe seen. There 
are some who doubt whether the majority of 


i| both Houses of Congress are sincere in their 


intention to doso. ‘here is an apprehension 
that a secret influence is operating bigh up in 
the Government to retain the present enorm- 
ous receipts of the Treasury for partisan 
purposes at the coming presidential election, 
and that this power is sufficiently great to pre- 
vent the final adoption of any tariff bill at all. 
Ido not know whether this suspicion is well: 
founded, but if so, it may be doubted whether 
the effect upon the public mind may not be 
more disastrous to the Administration than 
any disposition of the surplus toward the pay- 
ment of the public debt, or in any other .way, 
will prove beneficial. But assuming that it is 
intended to pass a bill, and that the object is - 
a reduction of revenue, the question arises: 
how great a reduction can be made consistent 
with the public requirements? This is the 
great underlying basis upon which we are to 
revise the tariff. Before we can proceed to 
consider the bill, it must be decided how much 
revenue can be safely lost. g 
THE REVENUE REQUIREMENTS. 

In order to get intelligently at a fair esti- 
mate of the necessities of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, (the 
period for which we now desire to provide 
revenue, ) it is but proper that we should begin 
by taking the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as derived from the reports of the sev- 
eral bureaus and from other sources. While 
I do not concede that these estimates are cor: 
rect or should be allowed, yet it is well while 
on this point to show how much is asked for 
by the Departments. 

EXPENDITURES. 
Estimates of the Treasury Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873. 
Legislative establishment... 
Executive establishment.. 
Judicial establishment., 


Military establishment.. 
Naval establishment.. 


$3,421,812 40 
17,443,531 38 
3,883,350 00 - 
31.422.509 88 
18,946,088 95 


Indian affairs... 5,445,617 97 
Pensions... 30,480,000 00 
Public works under— 

Treasury Department 33,104,500 00 
Interior Departmen 244,800 00 
War Department. 4,609,662 97 
Navy Department 1,483,100 00 
Agricultural Department, — 26.500 00 + 

i ————~—— 19,468,562 97 
Postal service... 5,474,001 00 
Miscellaneous ... 4 


11,258,325 4 

126,281,974 00 

22895,9830 00 
5,783,333 00 


—— 


$301,705,036 99 


fun 


This is the amount estimated for, but it is 
not that which should or will be granted. 
do not think that Congress can or will concede 
this sum. Itis greater than should be allowed 
under any circumstances, certainly very far 
in excess of what can be justly appropriated 
where we know the Departments have very 
large sums at their command in addition to 
the appropriations of Congress. Of the items 
composing this aggregate estimate of $301,- 
705,086 89, it will be seen that the War and 
Navy Departments ask for $50.368,598 88, 
or over one sixth of the whole. ‘They ask this 
in addition to the sums which they have re- 
ceived or have now on hand, or should have, 
(for they have not been covered into the 
Treasury,) for materials sold. The following 
isan exhibit of sums acknowledged to have 
been received, I am indebted to the honor- 


s. The amount expended by the 
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able member from Kentucky [Mr. Becx] fo 
these figures: : 


Oficial report of the. War Department for sales of j 


Government property during the years indicated. 
Received by Quartermaster’s Parani 


18 $30,470,579 44 
186 3,442,918 

1867 16,246,716 46 
1868. 6,841,270 61 
1869... 1,071,264 96 
1870. 1,039,264 96 
1870 . 9,291,111 01 
1871. 1,875,728 84 


Motala vaarana aee- 69,278,849 56 


Received by Bureau of Ordnance: 
OG sei levies sae SENA . $1,079,987 B 


sees seeseenes 17,843,971 67 
Freed- 
men’s Bureau since June 30, 1865, in 
addition to amounts appropriated by 
Congress, 1S: cccvdecinscses scenes iresi troerez sses 


Totalne 


1,835,074 35 
Ar A E cessseceressisessoee 


Under date of March 18, the bureau reports 
to the War Department that the proceeds of 
sales of Freedmen’s Bureau property were 
never ‘‘ covered into” the Treasury, but ‘‘ac- 
counted for’’ to the Treasury, and expended as 
other funds belonging to the bureau. 
letter Secretary of War to House Representa- 
tives, March 18, 1872, Executive Document. 
No. 200.) 

The Navy Department thus far has refused 
to account for the large sums received for sale 


of old vessels, materials, arms, é&c., or, if off- 


cially reported, it has not been covered into 
the Treasury according to law. Like the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, it is claimed that they 
have been “accounted for.’’ How ‘‘account- 
ed for?’ By making up an account current 
in which certain sums are admitted to have 
been received, but disposed of according to the 
personal willof the Department without law 
or the knowledge or sanction of Congress. 
Thus an officer of the Government becomes 
the disposer of property and disburser of the 
proceeds both at the same time. How great 
are the inducements to fraud and peculation 
in practices of this kind! Certainly, the fre- 
quent exposures of official delinquency under 


- this Administration does not warrant the be- 


lief that the exercise of such discretionary 
power over public property and money can be 
secure in the hands of the present officials. 
Besides, there are laws which forbid this. It 
is a penal offense for any officer of the Gov- 
ernment to make himself or any private insti- 
tution a ‘depository of funds coming into 
his hands. The Secretary of the Treasury can- 
not do so under the law. The Constitution 
article one, section nine, declares that— 


“No money shall be drawn from the Treasury 
but in consequence of appropriations made by law, 
and aregular statement and account of the receipts 
and expenditures of all public money shall be pub- 


lished from time to time.” 


This provision is shamefully disregarded. 
A call upon the President for an account of 
the moneys received for the sale of material by 
the Navy Department since the close of the 
war has received no other attention than a 
curt letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
saying that he could not furnish it unless an 
appropriation was made to bear the expense 
of preparing it, thus adding insult to the pal- 
pable violation of a direct and explicit require- 
ment of the Constitution. The balances now 
on hand and lying over from unexhausted ap- 
propriations, and the amounts undisposed of 
for property sold, cannot be obtained. The 

epartment not giving the information, it is, 
of course, impossible to ascertain it. It may 
be one og fifty. million; but, more or less, it is 
evident Phat Congress is required to prepare 


` for the total sum asked for the support of the 


Government without reference to it. 


(See | 


asese oeae $19,179,046 02 |} 


| charge as that. 


H 


Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a remark? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentlemen has 
some data upon which he makes so grave a 
I am prepared to say, sir, 
that there is not the slightest foundation for 
any such statement as the gentleman has made. 
I say that there has not a dollar gone into the 
Treasury of the United States from the pro- 
ceeds of any property whatever that is not ac- 
counted for to the utmost farthing. Any gen- 
tleman who will take the time to examine it, 
can ascertain that fact to his entire satisfac- 
tion. ftis true that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] has found some difficulty, 
aud it is true that the Department has found it 
impossible to bring before us copies of ail the 
vouchers that have been given in the mass of 
business since 1865. But neither the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, nor any other gentleman, 
nor any voucher produced, has shown that 
there is any considerable sum of money, or 
any sum of money whatever, unaccounted for 
from the proceeds of property sold. 

Mr. BECK. As my name has been called, 
I desire to say to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that the official returns of the War 
Department alone show receipts and expendi- 
tures of over $188,000,000 in excess of appro- 
priations, and that the War Department has 
up to this time failed to tell the House or the 
country what has been done with it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. BECK. In a moment. I wish to 
say further, that the House, by a resolution 


passed at my request, called on the Secretary | 


of the Treasury to tell us what portions of 
those sales had been paid into the Treasury, 
or had been redrawn; and although nearly 
three months have elapsed and the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, so far as the 
War Department is concerned, has been made 
out and ready for nearly three weeks and been 
sent to the War Department, it has been with- 
held and is now withheld, because, according 
to reliable information which I have from the - 
Department, they cannot account for the 
money for which they have sold that property. 
And if gentlemen want to contradict this state- 


ment let them insist upon the Departments | 


giving the official information; and if they 
can account for it I will retract anything { 
may have said. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, and Mr. KEL- 
LEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Woop] yield? 

Mr. WOOD. To the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. KELLEY. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 


man will allow me but one moment I wish to 


give notice that, as regards those particular 


points to which the gentleman has now been 
referring, I desire to take an early occasion, 
when | may have some time which I do not 
take from another gentleman, but have iu my 
own right, to give a specific reply to the state- 
ments recently made. 

Mr. BECK. And I want to give notice that 
I will insist that the Secretary of the Treasury i 
shall return what has been paid by those De- 
partments and redrawn. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] yielded to 
me. Finding such an interpellation and wrang- 
ling as this arising in the early part of this dis- 
cussion, induces me to make the suggestion | 
that the majority of the committee owe it to 
the House to give it some exposition of their 
bill, and to present their views, that the mem- 
bers of the House generally may kuow what 
they are discussing. ‘That, I believe, is the | 
usual practice and custom. , 

Mr. BECK. When the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY} shows that he is 
able to answer the speech made yesterday he 
will hear more; but until the gentleman from 


i 


Pennsylvania does that he has ño right to 
open his mouth in complaint as to not heat- 
ing from the other side. 

Mr. KELLEY. When three of the major- 
ity shall have spoken, they will hear from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and he will 
leave four to cover his rear. ` 

Mr. WOOD. i must resume the floor. In 
addition to what I was stating when I yielded 
the floor to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
I will say that Į} hold in my hand a letter from 
the Secretary of War, Executive Document 
No. 200, which goes very far to prove my alle- 
gation, so faras the War Department is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman point 
out what there is in that letter which justifies 
his statement that any property has been dis- 
posed of and not accounted for? That the 
Secretary of War has not given a bill of par- 
ticulars item by item, I admit, although that 
he has given good reason for not giving that 
bill of particulars it seems to me every fair-: 
minded man will agree. But that the Secre- 
tary of War has admitted anywhere, that he 
has not denied everywhere, that a dollar of 
money has been received by the War Depart- 
ment and not accounted for, I should like to 
have the gentleman read to that effect. 

Mr. WOOD. Sir, I propose to answer the 
gentleman from Massachusetts very briefly, 
and [ admire his ingenuity and the happy facil- 
ity he has of using phrases calculated to mis- 
lead. Now, the Secretary of War, in bis let- 
ter, denies nothing. Hesendsto this House 
certain reports and statements from certain 
bureaus in his Department. All he refers to 
at all is the total amount, which, I think, is 
$107,000, 000. l 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts says 
that he accounts for everything, and that there 
isnothing that he has not accounted for. How 
accounted for? I will explain to the com- 
mittee what that means. Jt means that sub- 
ordinates under the Secretary of War assumed 
the responsibility of selling these war mate- 
rials and accounted for them intheir own way 
by disposing of the money as they pleased, and 
rendering to the Treasury such accounts as 
they pleased. That is the way he accounts 
for it. Now, that is a gross and palpable vio- 
lation of law. The War Department has 
received over $100,000,000 of the proceeds of 
the sale of munitions of war and other prop- 
erty, and the officers in that Department have 
assumed the responsibility of not making a 
deposit of that money in the Treasury, but 
of considering and treating it as an appropria- 
tion by Congress and expending it and account- 
ing for it in their own way without any official 
return. Why, sir, let me refer to one particu- 
lar item in the statement on page 23, Executive 
utive Document No. 200. Here isa statement 
from Albert J. Myer, brigadier general and 
chief signal officer of the Army. He says: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF Stenan OFFICER. 


Sır: In pursuance of instructions contained in 
circular letter from your office of this date, I have 
the honor to submit herewith a detailed report of 
such public property pertaining to the signal service 
of the Army as has been disposed of by sale since 
June 30, 1865, and to inform you that the proceeds 
of said sales were deposited by First Lieutenant L. 
B. Norton, then property and disbursing officer of 
this office, with the Treasurer of the United States, 
and afterward drawn out and expended by him in 
replacing the articles sold, thus disbursing the ag- 
grogate of these sales, $3,562 32, in addition to the 
amounts appropriated by Congress for the service 
of the several fiscal years commencing July 1, 1865. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALBERT J. MYER. 

Accompanying this is a table showing that 
this same head of the signal service is set down 
as seiling to himself signal equipments belong- 
ing to the Government in 1870, by private sale 
to himself, to theamount of $148 96, and thus 
taking to himself the public property. and 
making such return as in his judgment is ajust 
compensation. Now, this isa clearand palpa: 
bie violation of the law, cS : 
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On page 22 I find this statement under the | 
head of ‘‘ Freedmen’s Bureau :” 
Wasuineton, March 18, 1872. 
Sir: The proceeds of sales of Freedmen’s Bureau 
property were never “covered into ”’ the Treasury, 
but “accounted for ’to the Treasury, and expended 
as other funds belonging to the bureau. 


fully, ‘S, 
Very respectfully, yours E. WHITTLESEY, 
Acting Assistant Adjutant General, 
And Acting Commissioner. 


O Whatdoeshe mean by that? I will tellyou 
what he means by it. He says that the proceeds 
of sales of the Freedmen’s Bureau property 
have been expended in addition to the amount 
appropriated by Congress, and the bureau has 


been discontinued since 1868; that is to say 
that the Freedmen’s Bureau have been selling 
Government property to the amount of nearly 
two million dollars, and have made just such 
disposition of the proceeds of that property as 
it saw proper, without rendering any account 
to Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. LI regret exceedingly that a 
diversion of this kind should have taken place 
upon this bill, but of course the gentleman can- 
not expect that he can make these charges 
without isgue being taken. He has accounted 
for it by saying that it was the subordinates 
who sold the property, as I supposed every- 
body expected would be the case, and that 
they have accounted for the money, as I sup- 
pose everybody also expected. Now, their 
accounts go to the Treasury Department, go 
through the Auditor’ sand Comptroller’ s offices 
of the Treasury Department, and their vouchers 
lie there. Now, if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky or the gentleman from New York will put 
his finger on any one of these subordinates who 
have been dealing inthis property, he can go 
to the ‘lreasury Department and show by his 
vouchers where the money has gone. 

Mr. WOOD. But the head of the Depart- 
ment is responsible. 

Mr. DAWES. I have a letter from the 
Quartermaster General which will throw some 
light on this question. 

Mr. WOOD. Lhope you will give me all 
the time you take from me. 

Mr. DAWES. Ofcourse I will, I ask the 
Clerk to read what I send up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER GRNERAL’S OFVICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 8, 1872. 


My Dear Sir : I notice the debate upon the sales 
of property by the quartermaster’s departmont and 
other bureaus, and the disposition of their proceeds. 

As I seo you are called upon to reply to attacks 
founded on Mr. Brcx’s resolution of inquiry, I de- 
sire to say to you that the true place in which all 
detailed information on the subject is to be found, 
is tho Treasury of the United States. 

Whenever an officer of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment sells the smallest articles belonging to tho 
United States, he is compelled, in order to clear 
bimself of accuuntability, to make a full report of 
the name and nature of the article sold, the sum 
received therefor, and the disposition made of that 
money with which ke charged himselfin his accounts. 

All these papers are sent to the office of the Quar- 
termaster General, and after being examined hore 
are transmitted to the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, whero by law all accounts are settled, and where 
all papers relating to accounts are finally filed and 


passed. 

In the files of the Third Auditor’s office there will 
be found accounts of every article, from a shoe-tie 
to a steamer, which has been sold during or since 
the war by the quartermaster’s department, and if 
in the triple scrutiny of the accounts, first by this 
office, secondly, by the Third Auditor’s office, and 
thirdly, by the Comptroller, itappears that any arti- 
clo has been sold contrary to Jaw, or that any money 
arising from proceeds of such sale, or coming into 
the hands of any disbursing officer in any other 
way, has been expended without authority of law, 
the officer is brought to a strict accountability there- 
for. Tam happy to say that the instances of such 
illegal expenditure or misappropriation by officers 
of this department have been very rare. 

A military sterekeeper last year, having misap- 
propriated, the sum of $608 20 proceeds of sale of 
some public property, was, upon detection, com- 
pelled to refund, and then brought before a court 
martial and dismissed theservice. 

All the information asked for by Mr. Beck is 
already on file in the Treasury Department, but 
instead of being conveyed to the House by a truck 
and span of horses the papers would probably fill a 
railroad freight train. . To go over them ail, and to 
analyze them and pick out and arrange in concise 
form for reference the particular class of inform- 


ation called for would employ a goud corps of 


accountants for many months. These papers and 
accounts are public archives, open at all times to 
inspection and examination by any authorized per- 
son. They are so kept thatif a question is aske! 
as to the disposition madeof any particular piece of 
property, it ean generally be quickly answered; but 
to give specific information as to each and all of 
millions of items is a labor involving great expend- 
iture of timo and money, iali a Py 

“Tam, very truly and respectfully, yours, 

A ne pect N.C. MEIGS, 


Quartermaster General. 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOOD. I am disposed to give full 
credit to the statements made in that commu- 
nication. And the letter itself, upon its face, 
is conclusive proof of the statement I was 
making to the committee at the time of the in- 
terruption of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes, ] that the Secretary of War 
has not given the information called for by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck. | 

Mr. BECK. I hope the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] will yield to me for one word 
more, and then J will not trouble him furtber. 

Mr. WOOD. Very well; I will yield tothe 
gentleman. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say only this: I 
never have made any charge of personal defal- 
cation against either the Secretary of War or 
any of his subordinates, and I do not intend 
to be dragged into that position. I said they 
had spent one hundred and thirty-odd million 
dollars. And the Quartermaster General, 
whose letter has just been read, says: 

“The total amount received by this department 
since June 30, 1865, in excess of its appropriations, 
$107,959,416 62. All of this has been used in payment 
ot indebtedness of the departmeat, except, as before 
stated, the sum of $2,277,807 61.” 

Now, what I charged is that $105,500,000 
had been received and expended by a single 
bureau of the War Department in excess of 
the appropriations made for it in the last six 
years, and that Congress and the country 
ought to know how and in what way it had 
been expended. I called upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as the Quartermaster sug 
gests, for that information. The chief clerk 
of that department told me that that informa- 
tion has been ready for over two weeks, and 
turned over to the War Department for them 
to examiue, and it has not yet been given to 
us. Now I want it; the House ought to have 
it. And if gentlemen will show how it is all 
done {Í have not a word to say. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman to withdraw the charge that it has not 
been accounted for. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, I do not; I do not 
know whether it has or not. 

Mr. DAWES. ThenI commend to the gen- 
tleman the letter of General Meigs. Neither 
that gentleman nor any other fair-minded man 
will expecta train of carsto come in here with 
copies of all the vouchers, in order that he 
may look them over and see if there is any- 
thing he can find fault with. 

Mr. BECK. The other side of the House 
has contended that the Departments have been 
run upon appropriations made by Congress. 
Your Quartermaster General has said that that 
is false so far as his bureaus concerned. Have 
you not time and time again asserted that your 
Departments have kept within your appropri- 
ations? And have you ever admitted, until 1 
dragged it out, that the Quartermaster has had 
$105,500,000 which he has expended in addi- 
tion to allthe appropriations you have made 
for him? hat is what I want the country to 
understand. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman knows that 
when this Administration came into power, we 
passed a law, which that gentleman and my- 
self drew up, to cut off the use of every dollar 
of money, except by an express appropriation. 
in the Administrations before this, according 
to the law of the land there was the right to 
dispose of property and take its avails for the 
expenditures of the various Departments. 
That was just as plain as could be. And it 
was because such was the unwise law of the 

= 


land that with the incoming of this Administra. 
tion a Jaw was enacted that at the end of the 
fiscal year cut off all appropriations for that 
year that were then unexpended, and turned 
them overinto the Treasury. During the vast 


expenditures consequent upon the winding up: 


of the war, those Departments were obliged to 
use this money. The question is whether they 
have or not properly acconnted for it. It is 
not whether it is $102,000,000, or whether it 
is $502,000,000. The gentleman knows why 
it is that it is so many millions of dollars, and 
it ig time for the gentleman to make the 
charge, when he has proof of his allegation, 
that there is any official now in the Executive 
Departments who has resting upon him the 
expenditure of any dollar not properly ac- 
counted for. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, one word fur- 
ther. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts is 
obliged to admit that all this money has been 
spent outside of the appropriations. There is 
no doubt about that fact to begin with. T 
admit that when I was on the Committee on 
Appropriations with the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts we did recommend, and Congress 
passed a law, requiring that not a dollar 
should be spent by the Departments in excess 
of the money appropriated. I believe that 
much of this money was spent before the pres- 
ent Secretary of War came into power. [ 
never have made, and never will make until 
I know more than I do now, any intimation 
against the present Secretary of War, for 
whom personally I have the very highest re- 
gard. But I simply charge what the facts 
prove. Although the law referred to by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means was passed by us, requiring that no 
more money than was appropriated should 
be expended, yet during the last fiscal year, 
in defiance of that law, the War Department, 
as is shown by the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, expended $8,000,000 in excess 
of the appropriations, and sold arms to the 
French to make good the deficiency; and the 
proceeds of those arms are now deposited in 


the Treasury to thecredit of that Deparment, - 


subject to be drawn ont by it. 1 have this 
information from a leading official of the 
Treasury Department; and the report from 
the ‘Treasury Department in reply to my reso- 
lution, which is now written and ought to be 
here, and would be here but for the fact that 


it is held back in the War Department, will . 


show the fact that $8,080,000 in excess of the 
appropriations was expended by the War 
Department last year in violation of law; and 
the French arms were sold to make good the 
deficiency. . 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, the books 
of the Department show that the $10,000,000, 
to which the gentleman refers, not $8,000,000, 
le turned into the ‘reasury—every dollar 
of it. 

Mr. WOOD. I must resume the floor. 
There are, in connection with this subject, 
several facts which cannot be disputed: frst, 
that the appropriations of Congress ure based 
upon the estimates of the Departments, and 
the estimates of:-the Departments are based 
upon the estimates of the bureaus of those 
Departments. Now, we have had sent to us 
annually (and we are in the fourth year of this 
Administration) all these estimates. It has 
been represented to us that the War Depart- 
ment and its bureaus required so much money 
for certain specified purposes; and in no one 
of these official communications to the See 
retary of the Treasury, and tbrough him to 
Congress, has any reference been made to 
these immense balances, which I say are not 
accounted for, and which, in the War Depart- 
ment alone, as has been stated by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] amount to 
over $100,000,000, received for materials, &e.s 
sold. Never before has that fact Wen com- 
municated to Congress in any form or shape 
whatever. ; 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 


Chairman 

© Mr. WOOD. 

< further. 

= Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 

ča question of order. ° 

` Mr. WOOD. Well, sir, state your point 

© of order. 

= Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will. 

~ My point of order is, that I am unable to see 

© what the expenditures of the War Department 

from money acquired outside of the appropri- 

ations of Congress have to do with the tariff. 
Mr. WOOD. Well, sir, I will tell the gen 


tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. ; 

Mr. WOOD. I will show the gentleman 
the pertinency of this discussion, if he has 
“not intelligence enough to see it without an 
explanation. 

o . Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. I really 
do not see that it has anything to do with the 
question before us. 

Mr.WOOD. Iam endeavoring to show how 
much money should be voted by Congress in 
order that we may ascertain how much tariff 
we should impose on bunting or any special 
article in which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has peculiar interest. 

Now, sir, 1 propose to resume my remarks. 
Tam willing to waive all this. For the pur- 
pose of reaching aconclusion as tothe amount 
of money required, I will assume that every 
man connected with this Administration is 
perfectly conscientious, loyal, patriotic, and 
honest, and that there isno money iu the Treas- 
ury which can be used to meet the necessary 
expenditures for the next fiscal year. 

Bat, assuming that the amounts asked for 
should be appropriated by Congress, I pro- 
ceed to show the source whence it is to be pro- 
cured, We require, as stated, $301,705, 036 99. 
-Let us see how to provide it. 

RECEIPTS. 

The Secretary of the Treasury furnished 
me with a statement of the receipts from all 
sources for the first eight months, or two 
thirds of the present fiscal year ending 
. March 1, 1872, presented by me to the House 
on the 13th of that month. It is as follows: 
From all sources... $250,504,988 59 


Balance of year 
. 125,254,994 29 


ratio... 
Total. . 875,764,982 88 
. 801,705,036 99 


Deduct estimates 
$74,059,945 89 


To this amount should be added at least 
$100,000,000 out of the cash kept continually 
on hand in the Treasury, in disregard of the 
public interest. 

Mr. DAWKS. 
gentleman further. 

Mr. WOOD. I cannot yield. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact that-—— 

Mr. WOOD. Iwill anticipate what the gen- 
tleman is going to say. I know that the Sec- 
retary has recently put forth a statement that 
black is white, attempting to prove that he 
keeps this money there because he may 
at some time or other be called upon to use 
some of it, I know he says that he keeps 
$30,000,000 of gold certificates permanently 


I cannot be interrupted any 


I rise to 


E L T sic E EEN 


I dislike to interrupt the 


outstanding—— 
Mr. DAWES. Thirty-three million dollars. | 
Mr. WOOD. Iknowhe says he keeps those 


certificates outstanding to meet obligations 
which are no more likely to be presented than 
this building is liable to fall before night. 
Yet he keeps that money stowed away in the 
public Treasury to provide for some contin- 
gency that may never arise, 
_ Mr. DAWES. The gentleman ignores the 
fact that $26,000,000 are required for coin 
‘Interest due, $83,000,000 for coin certificates, 
and $50,000,000 to meet called bonds, making 
“BN aggregate of $109,000,000. 


} 


Mr. WOOD. I know the Secretary says he 
must hold a part of this to provide for the 
interest on the public debt which falls due the 
lst of July. He has been for six months 
keeping it in his strong box to meet the inter- 
est on the public debt which is not due until 
the ist of July! How absurd! While he is 
in receipt, in gold, of duties on imports into 
the country and of $500,000 which come into 
this city every day from internal taxation, he 
is in receipt of large sums of money enough 
to warrant him in keeping no reserve balance, 
because the daily accruing receipts are suff- 
cient to protect him in any possible difficulty 
or contingency. Nevertheless he has had at 
atime in the Treasury $133,000,000 in coin 
and $26,000,000 in currency. 

Instead of raising large sums by hard ex- 
actions upon the people, by putting our hands 
violently into their pockets and taking from 
them their hard earnings—I say, instead of 
doing that, let us take $100,000,000 of the 
cash reserve in the Treasury and pay it out in 
disbursements for the maintenance of the Gov- 
ernment, or buy up to that extent our out- 
standing obligations, and to that extent lower 
taxation. That, Mr. Chairman, would bemy 
policy, and I submit, with all respect, ought to 
be the policy of the Government. Although 
the Government is in debt to the amount of 
twenty-three to twenty-five hundred million 
dollars, yet we are hawking our credit in 
Europe, and still inflicting enormous and bur- 
densome taxation upon the people, and yet we 
have $140,000,000 in the Treasury drawing no 
interest whatever. Why should we continue 
to pore any such policy? 

say we have $75,000,000 more than we 
require. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means told me the other day that he 
was in favor of the reduction of $12,893,000 
on the internal taxation. J am sorry he will 
not go ferther. I will go much further. 

Mr. DAWES. When did I say that? 

Mr. WOOD. In a paper you read to the 
House last week as reported in the Globe. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon. The gentle- 
man has looked at it, and of course must know; 
but I will say now what I will do. I would, 
if I could have my own way, strip internal 
revenue off of everything except the tax on 
tobacco and on spirituous liquors. 

Mr. WOOD. I agree with the gentleman 
fully. But I wouldgo much further. J would 
vote to abolish the Internal Revenue Bureau 
altogether. In the better days of the Repub- 
lic we had no such system. Imposts defrayed 
the expenses of the Government. This inter- 
nal revenue taxation system is a child of the 
Republican party. It is unjust, inquisitorial, 
and in my judgment unconstitutional. But 
we will take any reduction we can get from 
any source whatever. 

it will be seen that there is a balance of 
nearly $75,000,000 to spare from taxation 
according to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means proposes a reduction of 
$12,893,123 on the internal taxes. I concur 
with him in this, and would be satisfied with 
it. Taking, therefore, this reduction from the 
$75,000,000, it would leave about $62,000,000 
to be taken off the revenue derived from duties. 

Having thus determined the amount to be 
reduced in the aggregate, the next and great- 
est question is as to the particular items upon 
which the reduction shall fall. As a general 
principle, the reduction should be confined to 
those articles which directly or indirectly enter 
into subsistence or which are of popuiar con- 
sumption. IĮ include in this everything which 
is necessary for human life or comfort. In my 
judgment this is the just and only correct 
principle upon which to legislate in this mat- 
ter. it is not a question of making a new 
tariff or of adjusting the standard upon which 
duties shall be levied in the interests of reve- 
nue or protection, direct or indirect, visible 
or invisible, but simply one of a reduction of 


existing duties so as to obtain all the revenue 
wanted without imposing an undue proportion 
upon the great body of the people. There are 
fifteen or sixteen hundred articles enumerated 
in the present tariff as dutiable. Of these a few 
contribute nearly the entire revenue.: Accord- 
ing to the official returns the following articles 
produced the sums stated for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 18717 


Amount of duty received on fourteen articles for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871. 
7 we $29,690,521 58 
« 17,965,819 85 
14.353.853 


. 853. 38 
. 13,766,121 32 


Sugar of all kinds sete 
Silk, and manufactures of silk. 
Dress FOOdS.....siscrssevessecseseeesevoaes 
Tron, and manufactures of iron. 


8,322,994 67 
7,941,509 77 


6,475,958 72 
6,430.226 41 


1,176,857 00 
543,257 88 


ssscsessseriue$140,270,222 77 


Dress and piece goods. A 
Flax, and manufactures of flax, linen, 


Total cnni iiaii 


The whole sum received for the same period 
from duties was $206,270,408 05, which shows 
how large a proportion was deriyed from the 
articles enumerated in the above table. 

Before proceeding to consider the particular 
articles which should bear the reduction, I 
propose to indulge in some general remarks 
pertinent to a consideration of that question. 

To legislate on the subject of the tariff at all 
is most difficult. The question, when it comes 
up in detail, is as multifarious as the inter- 
ests to be considered are intricate and compli- 
cated. We may determine to have a tariff for 
revenue solely, but when we sit down to talk 
over the matter in detail, and as to the pre- 
cise adjustments for each article, upon this 
principle, we may not agree as to what con- 
stitutes a revenue standard for one of them. 
Again, we are the victims of private interests 
without knowing it. Tbe man who is inter- 
ested in the importation of a particular arti- 
cle will ery lustily for free trade, which means 
that he is in favor of admitting, at little or no 
duty, the goods or wares he imports or uses, 
so that he can increase his profits. Thus 
the importers of or those who use foreign 
iron favor low duties on this article, and 
instruct us accordingly. So with cutlery and 
woolens, and other manufactures of foreign 
production. On the other hand, the home 
manufacturer, whose want of skill or capital, 
or otker disadvantages, prevents him from 
competing with the foreign article, asks for 
protection. He talks of American manufac- 
tur&8 home industries, favoring the interests 
of our own country against the ‘‘ pauper labor’? 
of Europe, &e. He also wants tariff legisla- 
tion favoring the particular interest he repre- 
sents, not caring much for any other indus- 
tries, whether American or foreign, but the 
one out of which he wants to make money. 
Both. sides, therefore, are actuated by purely 
selfish and personal considerations, and each 
individual connected with either side in the 
general contest, as between free trade and 
protection, struggles for himself and that par- 
ticular employment or business in which his 
personal advantage is to be promoted. 

Astute dogmas are enunciated, giving im- 
possible theories and any quantity of false 
facts, based upon misapplied figures, to show 
exactly how the case stands, and expressing 
great disgust with the want of intelligence 
upon the part of the people generally, and 
Congressmen especially, with the subject of 
tariff legislation, and the real workings of the 
‘visible’? and ‘*invisible’’ protection from an 
Atkinsonian, Wellstonian, or Greeleyonian 
pinnacle of superhuman intelligence. Nor 
is this kind of discussion the only sort of 
effort we have. There is another. power at 
work for and against free trade in the daily 
and weekly press. Some of them are acta- 
ated by political or party motives, others. by 
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the moneyed considerations which prompt the 
position assumed, and not unfrequently from 
a desire to appear to know more on the ques- 
tion than any one else. Then we bave our 
lobbies filled with emissaries from the parties 
interested. Members are supplied with any 
quantity of information — statistical, argu- 
mentative, and oratorical—some of which is 
interesting, but little new. Every mail brings 
us tracts, pamphlets, proceedings of Cham- 


bers of Commerce, trade societies, agricul: j 


tural colleges, universities, and a thousand 
other methods of teaching us our duties. 
And, last of all, we have members of Con- 
gress who are sometimes not only the repre- 
sentatives of particular interests, either im- 
porting, producing, or manufacturing, but who 
have a direct personal interest in some espe- 
cial industry or article comprehending directly 
or affected indirectly in some one or more of 
the many articles comprised in the fifteen 
hundred items of a tariff bill. This one isa 
director or large owner of railroads, and docs 
not want high railroad iron; another is inter- 
ested in iron steamships, and does not wish 
high duties on the particular kind of iron con- 
sumed in their construction; another repre- 
sents woolen or cutlery, and is opposed to 
high duties thereon for obvious reasons; another 
coming from the iron and coal regions has his 
patriotism highly excited at the mention of 
admitting the foreign article in competition 
with the American, and so with cotton and 
weolen manufacturers and the many other 
home industries, all of whom want their par- 
ticular case attended to and taken care of by 
Congress, whatever may happen to others or 
to the country in consequence. Certainly the 
disinterested, however intelligent member, 
finds himself confused by all this. It is 
dificult for him to determine the right be- 
tween these contending and conflicting influ- 
ences. He isata loss to know what to do. 
But then he is told that free trade is a Dem- 
ocratic doctrine, and protection is Republican. 
His party fealty is appealed to, and certain 
vague threats are delicately hinted that if he 
does not dot every ‘i’ and cross every “4” 
of the political alphabet he may not—to use 
a congressional phrase--‘' come back again.”’ 
This argument is conclusive ; he had been 
in doubt heretofore. The vast quantity of 
stuff he had read; the ten thousand appeals 
to hig sense of justice and national pride to 
which he had listened, had confused his rea- 
son and confounded his judgment, but when 
at last the solid, intelligent argumént had 
been addressed to him which affected the dura- 
tion of his congressional term he ‘‘caved’’ 
at once and surrendered at discretion. “Che 
matter is thus settled, and he votes as his 
party votes, without reference to the merit of 
the bill, or indeed as to knowing or caring 
what the proposition may be. 

Now, the man who can avoid all this; intel- 
ligently and honestly conduct his course so as 
to discriminate between right and wrong, and 
-Maintain this discrimination independently of 
all influences—personal and impersonal —de- 
serves respect, to say the least. Instead of 
being censured as a demagogue if he votes for 
the interests of the people at large, who have 
no such agencies at work to lead him, he should 
be honored as an independent Representative 
who discharges his duty according to the best 
of his understanding, freed from the ten 
thousand selfish considerations which con- 
tinually surround him. All this is directly 
pertinent to a recent occurrence in the House 
of Representatives. The House, by two de- 
cisive votes, resolved to place tea and coffee 
upon the free-list, that is to place these arti- 
cles among those which are now admitted 
“duty. free.” The proposition to do this 
came from a “particular” source; that is 
from a member who is well known to be in the 
interest of protection. The fact that it ema- 
nated from sucha quarter excited the suspicions 


in some quarters that mischief was intended, | 


and this objection was stated as a reason why 

Democratic members should not vote for the | 
proposition. There are men whom such rea- 

sons may influence, and indeed there is no 

doubt good reason for suspecting the object 

of such a proposition coming from such a 

source, but it is far from being conclusive. 

“The devil may quote Scripture, but it is 

Scripture nevertheless.” 

The real merits of a question do not de- 
pend upon the source from which it emanates. 
If it can be shown that it is right, wise, and 
politic to take the duty off tea and coffee, the 
fact is not changed because a protectionist 
advocates it. But the proposition is assailed 
on other grounds. The duty derived from these 
articles is about nineteen million dollars, and 
in reducing the tariff it is said that we can- 
not spare that sum without keeping up the duty 
on other articles, such as iron, woolens, cut- 
lery, carpets, threads, and many other things 
of general consumption; that to take off 
$19,000,000 on tea and coffee is to compel the 
retention of this duty as it is on these articles ; 
that they also enter into the necessities of the 
poorer classes, and should be considered as 
well. I propose to reply to these positions 
thus: to take off the $19,000,000 collected 
from tea and coffee does not necessarily imply 
that other reductions may not be made, as to the 
principal of the public debt, it is unjust to the 
present generation that it should defray an- 
other dollar of it. Posterity should bear the 
balance of this burden. I am opposed to the 
payment of any more of it at this time, when 
it is to be procured only by the imposition of 
an unjust exaction upon the industry of the | 


country. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentle- 
man from New York has expired. 

Mr. DAWES. I have taken up consid- 
erable of the time of my friend from New 
York, and I hope he will be permitted to con- 
clude his speech. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I will 
take the floor, and yield to the gentleman 
from New York so he may conclude his 
speech, 

Mr. WOOD. 
for his courtesy. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe this generation has 
contributed its fair share of treasure and 
blood. which has accomplished the unity of 
the Confederacy. We have in the short pe- 
riod intervening since the war paid a large 
proportion of the public debt. The Adminis- 
tration does not deserve the credit for that. 
It came from the pockets of the people, not 
from the savings of the Government. Indeed, 
it has been wrung from them by an unjust, 
severe system, through force and violence, 
against their remonstrance and in spite of 
their protests. 

if the whole of the duty, therefore, now 
received from tea and coffee should be abol- 
ished by placing these articles upon the free- 
list, it would yet leave about forty-three mil- 
lion dollars surplus over and above the Treas- 
ury requirements. The principal articles be- 
sides tea and coffee which enter into general 
popular consumption are the following, to || 
which I have appended the amount of duties | 
received for the last fiscal year: 

Amount of duty recet wing ei j |! 

PAL E A vear lind AEE | 
Balt ununi 51,176,857 77 | 
Coal and culm of coal... s ae 3 | 
Tron—manufactures of iron ». 13,766,121 32 
Raw wool of all kinds... Bs i 


I am obliged to the gentleman 


È 4,515,103 72 || 
Flannels 5,074 65 | 
Blankets. 17,292 93 | 
Hats, of w 81,007 57 | 
Manel 309,195 54 3 

goods. 12.55 ji 
Ready-ma 1,208°308 z ij 


Hides and skins 
Steel, and manufactures 
Leather, and manufactures of le: 
Potatoes 


1,343,178 14 |) 
4,892,562 63 || 
3,339,679 50 | 

107,985 50 | 


$31,818,444 64 || 


This is the aggregate of receipts from these, 
articles, and with areduction of duty on some 
articles and adding others to the free list it ig 
quite certain that under any decrease of im- 
portations, which is not anticipated, this would 
still remain mere than the required sum. It 
will be seen, therefore, that according to this 
estimate the duty can be taken altogether off 
of tea and coffee, salt, coal, woolens, and other 
articles consistent with the publie revenue 
requirements. And there ig the best of reasong 
for believing that a reduction of that on sugar 
and iron could be made without lessening the 
revenue therefrom. To reduce this duty would 
have the effect of increasing the importations, 
and this increase would probably make up for 
the loss by the reduction of duty. This has 
been the case in many articles, and as a gen- 
eral principle it is an established fact that the 
reduction of duties in the tariff of 1870, which 
went into operation on the 1st of January, 
1871, increased the total amount received from, 
that source, instead of decreasing it. This is 
shown in the increased importation of tea and 
coffee, sugar, pig iron, and metals in the first 
six months of 1871 over the first six months 
of 1870. The Secretary of the Treasury states 
that the increase in tea was fifty-five percent. ; 
in coffee, twenty per cent. ; brown sugar, one 
hundred and twenty per cent. ; in pig iron, 
one hundred and eighty-six per cent. ; and in 
metals one hundred and thirty-nine per cent. 
On each of these article there was a reduction 
of duty. The reductions were: in tea, from 
twenty-five cents to fifteen cents per pound; 
coffee, from five cents to three cents per pound ; 
brown sugar, three cents per pound ; pigiron, 
from nine to seven dollars per ton. 

The receipts for 1871 were $11,782,028 61 
more than in 1870, although the rate of duty 
fixed in the present tariff, under which the col- 
lection was made, was lower on many leading 
articles than in the tariff under which the col- 
lection of 1870 was made. From this fact it- 
is fair to infer that a like effect could be pro- 
duced by a further reduction, if judiciously 
made, on the articles to which { refer in this 
connection. But suppose this position is not 
tenable, and that the naked question arises as 
to which articles of general consumption shall 
be exempt from duty—iron and woolens, or 
coffee and tea. I group these together because 
the argument is thus printed by the frec-trade 
opponentsof free tea and coffee. They say that 
we do not see that if the $19,000,000 is taken 
off of tea and coffee that iron and wool must 
continue to be protected and made high by the 
present duty, and that these articles are used 
by the great body of the people, who should be 
freed from the burden imposed; that iron 
enters into the construction of houses, tools of 
all kinds, farming utensils, &c.; and that 
woolens comprise nearly every article of cover- 
ing for men, women, and children, all of whom 
are interested in the price they payfor this. I 
admit the full force of this argument so far as 
it complains of the present severe exactions 
growing out of the existing tariffon these goods. 
l am ready to vote for a material reduction 


|| of duty on them, and will go further, aud vote 


to take it off altogether, if we can get revenue 
enough by so doing. But when it is asserted 
that the cost of iron and woolens is as import- 
ant to the producing classes as that of tea and 
coffee, I take issue. Itis not the fact. There 
is little analogy in the cases. The poor man 
spends ten dollars for tea and coffee where 
he spends one for iron and woolen. To illus- 
trate this, take for instance the workingman or 
laborer. Suppose him to be a man of family. 
He requires woolen clothing and blankets, 
and, it may be, working tools, on all o 

which this Government tax is an element of 
the cost to him. But the aggregate amount 
of these to him is very much less than tea at 

coffee. A pair of blankets costing five dol- 
Jars will last five years. The ordinary con: 
sumption of woolen clothing will not exceed 
$100 per year for an ordinary workingman’s 
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family, and the iron, steel, and cutlery used 
by him would be of trifling expense. 

“It is true he is the consumer of all these 
articles, but the whole tax upon them, directly 


or indirectly, by duties levied upon like for- | 


eign articles, whether in the raw state of man- 
ufacture or not, is so little as to be imper- 
ceptible. Not so with the tax on his tea and 
| coffee. 


` but by every member of his family. They are 
the common beverages of the poor man’s 
household, and daily becoming more so. In- 


stead of the habitual use of strong drink to | 


` invigorate his-power of labor, as was the cus- 
tom a few years ago, he now finds an equally 
stimulating substitute, and not intoxicating, 
“in his cup of tea or coffee. And this fact 
brings me to a yet stronger reason, which is 
that the poor man’s family is a larger con- 
sumer of these articles than that of the rich 
man. The latter can procure his wines and 
- fine liquors, of an expensive character, and in 
» these finds his principal beverage. 

Thus, the largest proportion of the consump- 
tion of tea and coffee in this country is with 
the middling and poorer classes, who are thus 
made to contribute by far the greater portion 
of the revenne collected by the Government in 
the duty imposed uponthem. Certainly there 
can be no justice in this. Instead of discrim- 
inating in favor of labor we are discriminating 
against it; instead of collecting the taxes from 
those who are most able to bear them, we are 
taking them from those who are the least able. 
For every pound of coffee used, about one fifth 
of its cost is paid to the Government, and for 
every ponnd of tea about one fourth is paid. 
For the latter article no substitute bas been 
found ; thus the consumer must use the foreign 
article or none. Not so with reference to wool- 
ens and other household necessities. These 
can be substituted by a variety of methods 
which relieve. the poorer classes from the duties 
levied upon the foreigu article. Whole fami- 
lies in the western States grow their own wool, 
from which they weave the cloth to make 
their own clothes. 

‘The votes recently given in this Housein favor 
of free tea and coffee have excited much com- 
ment. Some leading Democratic newspapers 
have been exceedingly indignant that the Dem- 
ocratic members of this House should have 
almost unanimously voted for the proposition. 
We were denounced as demagogues or fools, 
who either did not understand the question or 
were afraid of a popular prejudice among the 
people. For myself, without accepting the 
control of others over my official acts, | am 
willing to take the responsibility of my vote 
upon that occasion, Although I did not deem 
ita party question, nor act upon it from par- 
tisan motives, I am, nevertheless, willing to 
accept and sustain it on that ground. The 
Democratic party, from the beginning of the 
Government until now, when in power in Con- 
gress never passed a tariff bill that imposed a 
duty upon tea and coffee. Andrew Jackson is 
considered as tolerably good Democratic au- 
thority. We recognize him as the father of 
our present organization. From 1832 to 1861 
the Democratic party, with the exception of 
short intervals, held control of Congress and 
the Government. During this period there 
were seven tariff bills passed, as follows: July 
18 and 14, 1882; July 4, 1836; January, 11, 
1841; June 30, 1842; August 30, 1842; July 
30, 1846; March 2, 1861. In all of these tea 
and coffee came in altogether free, except a 
nominal duty in the acts of 1832 and 1836. 

Thus for twenty-five years the Democratic 
party supported the Government altogether 
from revenue collected from imported goods, 
withoutany internal revenue, without duty upon 
tea and coffee, and without any debt. The 
Republican party came into power March 4, 
1861, and then, for the first time in a quarter 
of a century, four and five cents per pound 


These are articles of daily and hourly. | 
~ consumption. They are used not only by him, 


{ 


H 


an 


| was laid on coffee, and from fifteen to twenty- 
five cents per pound on tea; and thus it has 
continued ever since, with the exception of a 
light reduction made in the acts of 1870. 
Therefore, if Democrats who sustain the ex- 
emption of these articles now are demagogues 
or fools, we are following in the footsteps of 
illustrions predecessors. During the period 
to which I have referred the legislation in 
Congress was in the hands of some of the 
ablest statesmen this country has produced, 
and if, in following their example, we are dem- 
agogues and fools in the estimation of those 
who now assume to sit in judgment upon our 
acts, we can only say that we would rather 
submit to abuse from our present revilers than 
to depart from and forget the teachings of our 
illustrious predecessors. 

Another ground of opposition is the appre- 
hension that the loss of $19,000,000 will com- 
pel the continuance of the income tax. I do 
not believe this to be well founded; but even 
if it is, if the question is presented to my 
mind which of the two we shall part with L 
am for tea and coffee as against the income 
tax. Asa Representative I believe it to be 
my duty toactin all things for the greatest good 
1 of the greatest number, and I believe that fifty 
people contribute to the tax imposed in the duty 
on tea and coffee to one imposed on the income 
tax. If they cannot both fall together, let us 
abate the greater of the twoevils. Iam in favor 
of the entire abolition of the internal revenue 
system, and of relying altogether upon imports 
and revenues from imports. But if this is 
impossible, in view of the public requirements, 
I would discriminate as to both systems. I 
have heretofore beea persistent in my demand 
for the repeal of the income tax, looking upon 
it as unconstitutional in theory, inquisitorial 
in practice, and unjust in collection, but yet 
would vote against its repealif an even greater 
evil should be continued in consequence. 

Another reason given in this case against 
the vote for repeal is the fact that the propo- 
sition emanated from a Pennsylvania Repub- 
lican who is well known as being in favor of 
protection, aud that his object is to have an 
excuse for the retention ‘of the high duties 
on iron, coal, &c. Doubtless such were his 
motives, but it does not follow that such will 
be the result. I am sure it need not be of 
necessity, because a large reduction can be 
made in those articles without reducing the 
revenue of the Government below its wants. 
We must deal with propositions in Congress 
upon their merits, and not upon the presump- 
i tion that they are good or bad according to 
the source from which they emanate. When 
I moved the repeal .of the duty on coal last 
winter two thirds of the Republicans voted for 
| it. They did not vote ‘‘nay’’ because a Dem- 
ocrat proposed it. In this they evinced good 
sense. The same argument applies to this 
case. Because a protectionist favors this re- 
peal from, as it is alleged, bad motives, it 
does not follow that we shall reject it. Ido 
not accept such reasoning as worthy a mo- 
ment’s consideration. 

I do not propose at this time to refer es- 
pecially to the items composing the bill before 
the committee. When it comes up for con- 
sideration upon these especially I shall have 
something to say. In many respects the Dill 
itself in these regards is crude and imperfect. 
It appears to have satisfied no member of the 
committee which reported it, I cannot learn 
that there is one member of the committee 
who is satisfied with it. Even the chairman 
has taken care in advance to disown it, and 
while all of the members had a hand in it not 
one acknowledges its paternity. 


one. Under the circumstances, the proba- 
bility is that it will be short-lived. A produc- 
tion ushered into the world in this manner, so 
contrary to nature, if not still born must con- 
tain so much inherent disease that its exist- 


It is there- | 
fore a child of many fathers and still without | 


i 


ence must necessarily be brief and its demise 
inglorious. Notwithstanding, however, Ipro- 
pose to treat it fairly, and to give it all the con-. 
sideration to which a revenue measure is always. 
entitled at the hands of those who are to pass 
upon it. : 

Mr. BURCHARD rose. . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Ilinois (Mr. Burcuanp] has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
state why I make this motion. I desire to go 
to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let us go on 
with the tariff debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


insist on my motion, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and, the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsow, one of its 
clerks, was received, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 626) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Ambrose Morrison, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1496) to carry out certain provis- 
ions of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for 
the relief of seftlers on the Cherokee lands in 
the State of Kansas. 

TARIFF. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the pres- 
ent erais preéminent for its wonderful progress 
in facilitating commercial intercourse. To se- 
cure the easier interchange of dissimilar pro- 
ducts gigantic enterprises have been planned 
and consummated, and vast public improve- 
ments undertaken and laboriously executed. 
Lavish expenditures have been incurred to 
lessen the difficulties and cost of transportation, 
and thereby cheapen the price of commodities, 
Natural impediments to traffic have been sur- 
mounted or avoided. The paths of commerce 
have been straightened and shortened. The 
telegraph, railroad train, and steamship may 
fitly personify the nineteenth century, They 
were born with this generation, and exemplify 
its mission and aspirations. Themselves but 
agencies employed to that end, they mark the 
world’s progress toward a wider commerce 
and unobstructed trade. 

The beneficial effects of enlarged facilities 
for exchanges between consumers and pro- 
ducers are more marked in our own.country 
than any other on the globe. I cannot dwell 
upon the magnificent results these agencies 
have accomplished. It would be profitable to 
trace the growth and development of the two 

reat federal nations of the world, the United 

tates and the North German Union. It 
would be instructive to analyze the sources 
of their prosperity and see the impetus free 
interstate trade has given to their progress in 
national greatness. 

Our own nation is a miniature world. The 
different States, like the nations of the earth, 
have dissimilar productions. In one lies the 
ore, in another the coal. Fertile prairles with- 
out timber in one State supplement vast forests 
in regions incapable of tillage. The cheap 
power and easy transportation and nearness 
to centers of distribution in New England 
invite the products of the field, the mine, and 
forest of other States. Her swift streams fur- 
nish unrivaled manufacturing facilities. The 
long sea-coast line of the Atlantic affords spa- 
cious harbors, and builds up commercial cities 
for the convenient receipt and distribution of 
supplies and finished products. We span a 
continent ; we. stretch from the Arctic seas ta 
the climate of the tropics. The diversity’ of 
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our soil, climate, and productions, and the free 
intercourse and free interchange of the pro- 
ducts of the labor of our people, is one of the 
secrets of our growth and strength. 

In antagonism with this spirit of the age a 
school of economists maintain that the road to 
national prosperity is in exclusion and isola- 
tion; that trade should not be left free to seek 
jts own channels and methods of exchange. 
They advocate the creation of artificial imped- 
iments, and desire tolls and tariff dues to be 
imposed for the enhancement of prices. Ex- 
changes profitable to indviduals they believe 
to be calamitous to the nation. Although the 
millennium of commercialindependence grows 
year by year more remote, extreme protection 
prophets stiil find followers. . 

These theories would be of little importance 
did they not concern and underlie our system 
of taxation. It is conceded that the necessi- 
ties of the Government require the imposition 
of duties on imports. A revenue tariff regards 
the wants of the Treasury as the measure and 
end of governmental interference. The pro- 
tective system, purely such, would assume the 
supervision of the business of the country and 
a parental care for its capital and Jabor. 
The one leaves the laws of trade to regu- 
late industrial enterprise; the other relies 
upon congressional legislation. The latter 
asserts that prohibition is the road to na- 
tional wealth. It discourages foreign trade, 
although profitable, shuts our market against 
commodities cheaply produced abroad, and 
aims to stimulate their home production even 
at enhanced cost. It concerns itself for a 
few favored producers, and ignores the rights 
and claims of consumers; it would force the 
establishment of manufactories, though unre- 
munerative, and support them by public con- 
tribution. A revenue tariff permits commerce 
to flourish, seeks exchanges with the cheapest 
and most desirable markets, and leaves capital 
and labor free to avail themselves of natural 
advantages affording the most profitable em- 

ployment. The extreme protectionist’s ideal 
is constrained diversification of industry, com- 
mercial independence, Japanese isolation. 

I cannot stop to discuss the merits of these 
different theories as abstract propositions. I 
but state the apparent aim and effects of the 
systems, and leave protection and free trade 
as questions of political economy to essayists 
and logicians. 

TARIFF LAWS CONSIDERED. 

It is a legal maxim that to interpret a statute 
correctly, the old law, the mischief, and the 
remedy must be considered. Such also must 
be the statesman’s order of procedure of pro- 
viding new legislation. Among the statutes 
we find enactments for the collection of rev- 
enue to support the Government. Whether 
framed upon this or that notion of govern- 
mental policy, it is our duty as legislators to 
inquire into the effects of existing laws and 
devise relief for their hardships or oppressions. 
It is undeniable that our rates of tariff duties 
are now higher than ever before in the history 
of our people, and far exceed those of any 
civilized nation on the face of the globe. 

The debt-burdened monarchies and empires 
of Europe dare not oppress their subjects with 
such tariff taxation as we impose. 

FORNER TARIFFS. 

Under the protective tariff of 1842, in force 
four years, the average rate of duty upon 
dutiable imports was only 30 per cent. The 
people were restive under what they consid- 
ered its unreasonable and oppressive discrim- 
inations, and swept it away. The lower tariff 
of 1846 followed. This withstood all assaults 
in Congress and before the people, and for 
eleven years collected only an average rate of 
25} per cent. It yielded in 1857 to a less protect- 
ive tariff, which for four years more collected 
but 203 per cent. upon the dutiable imports. 

The necessity for greater revenue furnished 
a reason, and the secession of southern Sen- 


atorsand members of Congress an opportunity 
to reéstablish protective duties, and secured 
the passage of the act of March 2, 1861, some- 
times called the Morrill tariff. 
WAR RATES. f 

The enormous expenses of the war of the 
rebellion demanded increased taxation. Higher 
duties from year to year were imposed. _ 

The average rate of duty upon dutiable 
imports, which was 19 per cent. during the 
fiscal year ending June, 1861, ran up to 38 


per cent. under the tariff of that and the fol- ; 
lowing year, and to 49} per cent. under the | 
tariffs of 1864 and 1865, and the special tar- | 


iffs subsequently passed, and was 44 per cent. 
for the last fiscal year. : 

The average rates per cent. on certain manu- 
factured articles before the war and at the 
present time are as follows: 


Se 1860. 1871. 
Article. Rate of duty. Rate of duty. 

Tron manufactured......... 24 43} 

TaT O 12 to 24 43% 
Cotton manufactured 15 to 24 40 
Woolen manufactured.. 15 to 24 69 
Silk manufactured.......... 19 to 24 60 

Leather manufactured. 15 to 24 36} 
Glass manufactured.. 15 to 24 53 

15 101 
24 48 
15 to 24 30 


INTERNAL TAXATION DURING THE WAR. 

In 1864, when most of the present high 
duties were established, the exigencies of 
the Government to carry on a gigantic war 
required revenues to be raised from every 
possible source. Internal taxes were directly 
assessed upon domestic manufactured articles, 
and indirectly by special taxes upon occupa- 


tions, and sales, and the means of doing busi- |; 
Under the provisions of internal rev- | 
simultaneously with the! 
tariff of that year, in 1856, $234,000,000 were į 


ness. 
enue laws passed 


collected from sources of revenue that have 
expired or will expire at the close of this year. 

Domestic pig iron paid a tax of $2 per 
ton; bar iron from $2 to $5 per ton; steel 
from $5 to $12 50 per ton; textile fabrics and 
other manufactures, five per cent. ad valorem. 
T append a statement showing the internal rev- 
enue and compensatory tariff duty. Within 
one year this internal taxation was increased 
one fifth by the act of March 3, 1865: 


. Internal Tarif 
Article. revenue increase in 
tax. 1862 and 1864. 
Pig iron, per ton... $2 00 33 00 
Blooms, per ton.... 3 0) 5 00 
Railroad iron, per ton 3 00 5 00 
Bar iron, per ton....esseossasee 5 00 7 40 
Manufactures of iron, per 
LOD cevae os ceosaesssseseone ses ccveus 5 00 5 percent. 
Steel, valued at 7 cents...... 5 00 $10 00 
Steel, valued at from 7 to 
TL Cents... ccs ssecesseceseees 10 00 10 00 
Stecl, valued at over 11 
CONES. ..cuccrreres coreecrsecsces — 12 50 20 00* 
Manufactures of steel 5 percent. 10 per cent. 
Tanned leather.. 5 percent. 5 percent. 
Cotton fabric . percent, 5 per cent.t 
Woolens....... 5 percent. l5pereent.f | 
Salt, per ewt.. . Scents. 6 cents, i 
SUK... eee . Spercent. 15 per cent. 
Flax and jute. . percent. 10 percent. 
a. percent. 5 percent. 


These burdensome taxes on American pro- 
duction of course were properly compensated 
by high rates of duties upon similar imported 
commodities. The rates of duties with slight 
exceptions remain to-day unchanged. Yet the 
internal revenue taxation upon the American 
product has been wholly removed. The chair- 
man of the Senate Finance Committee, whose 
orthodoxy as a protectionist will not be ques- 
tioned, lately remarked that— 


“During the war these duties were increased to | 


counterbalance the internal taxes 
domestic industry.” 


He asks: 


“ Will the producers in other forms of industry 
consent to the maintenance of excessive rates of 
duty on mechanical fabrics? The result of such 
duties is to secure to mechanical industry higher 
wages than can be earned in other kindred employ- 
ments. Such excessive protection ceases to diversify 


levied upon 


* And ten per cent. + Specific. 


| expense of and by taxing another. 
| sation for this burden is sought to be given by 
! imposing duties and protecting the products 


| production, but forces labor into protected employ- 


ments.” 

This candid admission confesses the oppor- 
tunity for oppression in the protective system 
and the injustice of present tariff rates, 
Excessive rates of duty secure to mechanical 
industry higher wages than can be earned in 
other kindred employments. How? Surely 
only by increasing the price of their products 
to consumers. Otherwise there is no pro- 
tection or advantage. What are these kin- 
dred employments which excessive protection 
oppresses so that labor is forced from such 
avoeations into protected employments? 

CLASSIFICATION OF INDUSTRIES. 

There are two classes of producers that 
encounter foreign competition: tbe one in 
foreign markets, the other in ourown. The 
first produce such articles as we export, the 
second such as are imported. A third and 
middle class render services or produce arti- 
cles neither exported norimported, and there. 


| fore unaffected directly by foreign competi- 
| tion. 


Among the first class we find not only 
farmers and planters, but a large number of 
manufacturing industries exporting products 
abroad; in the second, manufacturers of tex- 
tile fabrics and workers in metals, and gen- 
erally articles easily transported and pro- 
duced in other countries as well as our own; 


‘| in the third, al! engaged in local industries, 


builders, such as carpenters, masons, &c., 
tailors, shoemakers, blacksmiths, and the long 
list of trades, occupations, and professions 
required for the local convenience of the peo- 


; ple in every town and village. 


To fully appreciate the effect of our tariff 
laws upon the industries of the country, it is 
all important to bear in mind the number 
engaged in these three classes respectively, 
and their mutual relations io each other; the 
first class, producing exports, and the third 


| class producing commodities incapable of im- 


portation, cannot be protected by tariff laws. 


i The benefit to the second class arises solely 


from securing higher prices for their producta, 
The enhanced prices are a tax that some- 
body must pay. One industry gains at the 
Compen- 


of other industries. In endeavoring to make 
this extension the inequality and favoritism 
of the system becomes evident, for tariff 
duties can prevent competition from foreign 
imports but cannot aid our exports. “The 
latter must be sold at the prices in the markete 
abroad. The producers of exportable com: 
modities can secure no compensating price 
to make up for the taxation imposed upon 
them., They cannot throw the tariff taxation 
upon consumers of their products, nor can 
other producers of similar commodities, find- 
ing a market at home as well as abroad. All 
these must stand the tax imposed by the tariff. 
They cannot raise the prices of their products 


| to meet the increased cost of production occa- 


sioned thereby. Other non-protected indus- 
tries. unaffected by foreign competition, such 
as those engaged in building, inland trans- 
portation, traffic, trades, and professions, and 
the hundreds ef unprotected employ ments, can 


| raise the price for their services to compensate 


for the tax imposed upon them by the tariff 
duties. They can charge other industries, both 
protected and unprotected, higher prices for 
their own labor or products. 

AGRICULTURE DOUBLY BURDENED. 

But a double burden falls upon those the 
value of whose products must be measured by 
the price in the foreign market ‘The enhanced 
price occasioned by the duty bears directly 
upon them as consumers, and ultimately they 
pay a portion of the tax imposed upon articles 
consumed by non-protected trades whose ser- 
vices they require. The cotton-planter, and 
wheat and corn-grower, pay the duty not only 
on their own clothing, wares, and implements, 
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“put also the increased price upon the goods 
“and tools used by the carpenter, blacksmith, 
© and workmen they employ. Go.through the 
= jist of our exports and see the millions of value 
_ produced by the labor, skill, and capital of our 
| country that must compete with the labor, 
| ekili, and capital of foreign lands. Regard- 
less of cost of production, of dear labor, capi- 
“tal, or any other disadvantage, these exports 

must be sold at the ruling prices for our own 


and foreign products. We exported in 1870-71 
to foreign countries: 

Breadstuffs... 79,120,147 
Provisions. 38,845,214 
Cotton... 218,327,108 
Tobacco., «18,908,797 
Petroleum. sores 30,959,538 


NUMBER NON-PROTECTED. 
Those engaged in producing these commod- 
jties outnumber those engaged in all other 
“industries. Next numerous are the various 
jocal trades and industries which every town 
-and village affords, likewise taxed but not 
benefited by tariff duties. 
The number engaged in industries claiming 
protection against foreign competition are com- 
. paratively tew. They comprise only those 
whose products are easily transportable ; such 
as manufacturers of textile fabrics, metals, 
earthenware, glass, salt, paper, &c., miners, 
and owners of coal and ore beds. Not onein 
` twenty of the laborers in all the employments 
and industries of the country is benefited by 
the high tariff duties. Enumerate the trades 
and pursuits of this country. See how many 
are burdened, how few aided by tariff laws. 
The distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl 


vania, {Mr. KELLEY, } the fearless advocate of | 


protective duties, who may well be styled the 
apostle of the faith, addressed himself lately 
to this theme, Should Congress compel Ameri- 
can Jaborers to work for lower wages? He 
mistakes the object of maintaining present 
tariff rates. The question is, shail thirty- 


eight million consumers in this country be 
exorbitantly taxed to keep the profits of capi- 
tal and wages of labor excessively higher in a 
few employments than in others? The main- 
tenance of high tariff rates means nothing else. 
Its aim is to divert capital to certain pursuits. 
Tt seeks to keep manufactured products dear 
in order to induce investments in their pro- 
duction. It affords higher rewards in new 
fields of industry, by burdening production 
and lessening profits in the accustomed em- 
ployments. 

For ten years past the unavoidable results 
of a necessary war tariff of duties have been 
uncomplainingly endured. The practical ques- 
tion presents itself for our consideration, is 
the continuance of present rates necessary or 
defeusible? 
advantageously lowered without serious dis- 
turbance of industries or injustice to invested 
capital and impairment of the revenue? 

The capitalists engaged in mining and man- 
ufacturing profess to ask high tariff duties for 
the interests of their operatives as well as 
their own. If their laborers secured these 
bounties, other laborers taxed but unprotected 
by the tariff might well complain of its par- 
tiality and injustice. 

TARIFF BOUNTIES. 

How much is the per capita bounty to his 
operatives each manuiacturer claims should be 
paid to him to maintain bis establishment, it 
is not difficult of computation. The statistical 
tables of importations and of domestic produc- 
tion in this country give the total consump- 
tion, the census statistics the number of per- 
sons employed, and the tariff laws the rate 
of duty by which the price of the domestic 
article ig sought to be enhanced above the 
foreign. I append a table giving the bounty 
allowed by present Jaws to manufacturers 
engaged in producing some of the most neces- 
sary articles of comfort, health, and enjoyment: 


Tariff pensions. 
Value domes- Annual 
Articles. tie produc- Duty Increased j Persons em- bounty 
tions 1870. cost: ployed. per capita. 
| 
Cotton... $165,0°0.000 40 per cent. $51,241,000 171,000 f $300 
Pig iron.. 1,850,000} | $7 per ton 12,950,000 79,900 162 
Siik.. 30,000.000 60 per cent. 11,20,00) i 16,000 703 
Salt 2,289,504" 101 per cent. | 1,431,687 | 2.213 647 
Wire. 5.000.000 - 1,063,000 1,800 | 590 
Woolens. 176,000,000 69 por cent. 50,286,000 120,600 i 419 
Railroad iron. 620,000 $7 per ton 4,340,000 = ` | - 
Wrought iron. 710,000 $13 per ton 9.230.000 - | 422 
Bteel ... 11.250,000 - 2,387,340 4,000 fi 397 
Paper... | 21,216,802* 20 per cent. 3,536,132 11,001 | 321 
* Census of 1860. } Tons. 


TARIFF PENSIONERS. 

The Commissioner of Pensions reports 
92,667 Army and Navy pensioners. He states 
the total number upon his rolls, including 
widows and others, at 207,495, requiring the 
annual expenditure of $22,804,994. This is 
not half the number for whose support pen- 
sions are claimed and the people taxed—not 
a tenth of what is paid. Those who lost 
health and limb in their country’s service are 
the rightful recipients of the nation’s bounty. 
The orphans’ or widows’ scanty allowance 
does not requite the debt due to the dead 
soldier. The loyal tax-payer sanctions with- 
out murmur the transfer of his hard earnings 
to provide for such pensions. But who are 
these drawing pensions from the general 
wealth? Where are they maintained? They 


are the protégés of the present tariff Jaws, | 


the owners of coal and ore beds, and manu- 
facturing capitalists, who exact contributions 
from consumers to swell the profits of their 
investments. They resist reductions in ex- 
cessive rates; they ask that high duties shall 
be perpetual. Their exactions cease to be 
temporary bounties; they ask life pensions. 

_ The tariff taxes are assessed and the boun- 
ties paid through the laws of trade, instead of 


j ment; not objects of charity, 


passing through the Treasury and the Pension 
Bureau. The tabies I submit show nearly 
four hundred thousand able-bodied men for 
whom manufacturers ask tariff pensions; not 
those worn-out or disabled in the public ser- 
vice, but those still vigorous in private employ- 
suffering and 
in distress, but surrounded with comforts and 
abundance. Why should these men be placed 
upon the pension-rolls that manufacturers may 


swell their own profits? Why should farmers’ | 


sons and farm laborers toil from the rising to 
the setting sun to contribute for the support of 
manufacturing establishments in distant States? 

How liberal the pensions the manufacturer 
asks and appropriates! The half-disabied 
soldier must be content with four dollars per 
month; fifty dollars a year is more than can 
be afforded to aid him. ‘The soldiers’ widow 
is considered entitled to eight doliars a month. 
That sum is deemed sufficient to make good 
her pecuniary loss. But the owners of coal 
and ore beds and iron-masters draw for 
each miner, smelter, and puddier employed as 
much as the widow and half-disabled soldier 
together receive. The one-armed or one- 
legged veteran is entitled to his fifteen dollars 
a month, while the cotton manufacturer takes 


How far can they be safely and į 


i 


' tented. 


: 
for his operatives twenty-three. The glass 


manufacturer deems. himself well-entitled to a 

dollar a day from the general bounty for each 

blower he requires. A yearly bounty of $845 

is none too high, while the disabled commander 

of a regiment is limited to $800. , 
PENSION FRAUDS. 

The country was startled by the announce- 
ment that great frauds had been discovered in 
the administration of the Pension Bureau; 
Fictitious names were upon the rolls. The 
ghosts- of deceased pensioners quarterly, as 
pay day came, revisited the pale glimpses of 
the moon and left legible iden in regular 
receipts for the Government bounty their un- 
substantial forms were supposed no longer to 
require. An Indian pension was sufficient to 
induce virtuous traders to forego the sweets 
of civilized life and doff the trappings of the 
Ute or Camanche. Only a few thousand dol- 
lars was thus fraudulently drawn, but how 
indignant the feeling that sacred trusts were 
thus betrayed or careless officials overreached! 
Yet all the while millions upon millions of 
the bounty claimed for the laborers in favored 
industries have been misappropriated and 
diverted by capitalists and employers. 

No wonder that mechanical labor is discon- 
If we believe their employers, the 
pay-roll here is higher than abroad for the 
same labor, and yet strikes and unions, Asa 
distinguished agitator says, the nation is slum- 
bering upon a volcano, New England asks 
a labor commissioner to investigate these sub- 
terranean rockings and mutterings. Gentie- 
men, the laborer sees the result of your system 
but cannot apprehend the cause—adventurous 
mauufacturers amassing fortunes, building 
palatial residences, immense warehouses and 
factories, becoming large landed proprietors, 
and investing surpius wealth in bonded securi- 
ties or mortgage loans. In contrast, the laborer 
sees his seeming liberal wages absorbed in 
increased expenditures. At tbe end of the year 
no richer, or at best but a few dollars remain- 
ing of the scanty savings of weekly toil, he sees 
there must be injustice and wrong when eapiral 
grows rich and swollen upon his earnings, and 
no share of the profits comes to him. Hebas 
heard that making the products of labor dear 
is a protection to industry, and, credulous and 
unreasoning, he believes the tariff and the 
debt which requires it national blessings. He 
knows not that this system grinds upon 
national industry to fatten wealth. He sup- 
poses it is the currency, the use of coin, the 
rate of interest, congressional land grants or 
railroad oppressions that keep him poor and 
have made his employer rich. He has never 
investigated to ascertain the enormous boun 
ties paid by the nation through the protective 
system to manufacturing capitalists, and how 
little comes back to him. 

But our farmers are threatened that in case 
these bounties stop manufacturing States will 
cease to consume farm products. as though 
food could be dispensed with. Who believes 


| that coal-mining, or the making of iron, steel, 


ortextile fabrics would materially decrease if 
the duties were reduced? Who supposes they 
would wholly cease if duties were restored toa 
revenue basis? 
MANUFACTURED EXPORTS DIMINISHED. 

See the effect in diminishing exports of 
manufactures from the United States. 

‘The exports of certain articles in 1860 and 
1871 were as follows: 


1860. 1871. 
Ashes, pot and pearl... $822,820 $103,249 
Copper and brass... we 1,664,122 402,034 
Candles .. 78,6 48,368 
Cotton... 10,934,796 ` 3,598,135 
Gunpowder .. 487.77: 95,397 
Tron, and manufactures of. 5,712,999 4,815,541 
Earthen and stoneware. 65,086 37,383 
Boots and shoes .... 693,320 445,466 
Salt.. aid Fasian: 129,1717 47,115 
Tobacco, manufactured. 3,383,428 2,087,160 

India-rubber goods.. 240,84 163,36 

Whale and fish-oil. 2,326,636 452,33) 
` Whalebone .... 846,293 . 251,562 
Wearing apparel....... 525,175 318,085 
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SHIP-BUILDING. 

See the effect upon commerce and ship- 
building where it encounters foreign compe- 
tition. 
navigation laws, our ship-builders have the 
exclusive market, But ship-building for the 
foreign trade, the registered tonnage ander 
present tariff laws, has fallen off and is almost 
annihilated. Note the decline in foreign ship- 
building: 


Shipping built in— 
PESE 1860. 1874 
Registered tonnage........ 97,350 83-95 48,998 42-95 
Enrolled and licensed....115,841 60-95 221,112 


I do not object to this bounty system in 
States or localities that desire thereby to di- 
versify their production. If a city or State 
sees fit to tax all its inhabitants to create or | 
encourage a new employment, other cities and 
States untaxed cannotcomplain ; but the ben- 
efits of manufacturing establishments to agri- 
cultural pursuits are necessarily local. ‘The 
bounties exacted of agriculture and non-pro- | 
tected trades and employments accrue to those 
portions of the Union where manufactures ex- ; 
ist. The contributions from Alabama cotton- 
planters and Minnesota wheat-growers swell 
the profits of New England and Pennsylvania 
capitalists. 

Our tariff laws are unjust, not only in their 
exactions and discriminations as to the trades 
and industries of the country, but in the dis- 
tribution of their benefits to different sec- 
tions. The southern States are chiefly engaged 
in the production or tobacco and cotton; the 
Northwest in agricultural products, while the 
chief export of the Pacific slope consists of 
the precious metals. No tariff duties can 
enhance the value of their products. 

COTTON PRODUCTION, 

The cotton States, according to the census 
returns of 1870, produced 8,011,996 bales of 
cotton, which at eighty dollars per bale would 
be worth $240,000 000; the greater part of 
which was exported abroad. The following 
table shows the value of the products of each 
State: 


Number of bules of cotton produced in the United } 
States in 1870, and value. 


States. Bales. Value. 
Alabama... $34,358,060 | 
Arkansas. 9,837,440 
Florida, 3,183,120 
Goorgia. 37,914,720 
Louisiana, 28,066,560 
Mississippi. r 45,195,040 
North Carolina. 44,935 11,594,800 || 
South Carolina, 224,500 17,960,000 
Tennessee 81,842 14,547,360 
Toxas.. 0,628 28,050,240 
All others 3,148 251,840 


WHEAT PRODUCTION. 


The northwestern States exported from their | 
own borders im 1870, 81,627,000 bushels of 
wheat. I submit a table giving the surplus 
produced by each of those States and required 
by other portions of the Union, and the amonnt 
shipped to Great Britain and other foreign 
countries. 

Table showing the surplus wheat product 
and deficiency for home consumption of cer- 
tain States and divisions of the United States 
for the year 1870: 


States producing surplus. 


Of our coastwise trade, under our i 3 


| the pro rata share of her citizens. 


Northwestern Bushels wheat 
tates, raised, Surplus. 
Obidos 19,150,000 6,409,000 
Indiana 20,200,000 11,043,000 
Michigan.. 15,288,000 8,916,000 
Hlinois... 27,115,000 13,566,000 
‘Wisconsin. 20,485,000 13,973,000 
Minnesota. 16,022,000 12,682,000 
dowa......... 20,445,000 18,224,000 | 
Nebraska.. 1,848,000 1,163,000 
Kansas 2,343,000 651,000 
DOU eatensies roamed 142,896,000 81,627,000 
Pennsylvania 17,115,000 888,000 
Delaware 626,000 32,000 
Maryland. 4,792,000 927,000 
Pacifie Sta 18,371,000 18,298,000 
Border State 28,955,000 828,090 ` 
United State: 235,884,000 52,582,000 


States consuming more than produced. | 
Bushels wheat pefeiency. i 


Northeastern 
States. raised, 


i 264,000 2,270,000 ; 
Now tian 174,600 1,118,000 | 
Vermont 409,000 . 949,0 i 
Massachuse 35,000 5,797,000 
Rhode Island 1,000 869,000 | 
Connecticut.. 38,000 2,115,000 | 

Total.. .ssssssreseseeseses osese 921,000 13,118,000 | 
New York. .. 9,133,000 9,391,000 | 
New Jersey . 1,680,000 2,141,000 | 
Cotton Stat 11,396,000 18,966,000 | 


New England takes 13,000,000, New York 
and New Jersey 11,000,000 more, and the 
southern cotton States nearly 19,000,000 bush- 
els; while Great Britain and her possessions 
took 43,405,000 bushels of wheat and flour,com- 
puted as wheat, in exchange for her products. 
We actually supplied over ten million of ber 
people with bread, which Pennsylvania refused 
to take, sending three fourths of a million | 
bushels to compete with ours. 


STATES BENEFITED BY THE TARIFF. 


What portions of the Union receive the ben- ; 
efits resulting from tariff duties? Where, | 
chiefly, are the iron, cotton, and woolen fab- 
ries, salt and glass, and other protected arti- 
cles produced ? 

SALT. * 

The salt bounty amounts annually to $2,850,- | 
000 upon 20,000,000 bushels produced, of | 
which the Onondaga Salt Company claim 
to have made 8,000,600 bushels, and con- 
sequently receive a bounty of $900,000; no 
insignificant bonus to a single county, and 
appalling should the Empire State multiply 
its demands by the number of its Represent- | 
atives. 

IRON, | 

The secretary of the Bar Iron Association | 
estimates the value of the pig, railroad, bar, 
and other iron manufactured in the United 
States during the year 1871 at $184,022,500. | 
The enhancement of price upon the pig iron į 
is $18,000,000, and upon the whole at least i 
$40,000,000, and probably more. 

Pennsylvania in 1860 produced sixty-two per 


li cent. of the pig iron, and sixty-four per cent. | 


of other iron manufactures in the United States. | 
Her production has increased with the general ; 
increase in the country, so that the duties on | 
iron secure for her citizens over $24,000,000, | 
and more than $20,000,000 of bounty above 


Our tariff laws, at present rates, exact fifty | 
cents for every man, woman, and child in the | 
nation to help work the mines and furnaces | 
aud support the miners and iron-workers of | 
that State. 

PAPER. i 


According toa statement furnished me by 
Mr. Augustine Smith, a very intelligent paper 
manufacturer of New York, there are 1,107 | 
paper-mills in the United States, manufactur- 
ing, according to his estimate, $110,700,000 
worth of paper annually. 

New England has 367 mills, and three States, | 
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, 
500, being four fifths of the whole number. | 
The duty on printing paper is twenty per cent. | 
ad valorem, and on writing paper thirty five 
per cent. ad valorem. The proportion manu- | 
factured of each kind is not given in the state- | 
ment furnished me. It is safe to estimate that 
the price of the whole quantity is increased 
one fifth by reason of the duty. The bounty 
paid to the paper manufacturers would exceed | 
$22,000,000. This sum is assessed upon and 
paid by the readers of books, periodicals, and 
newspapers in the United States. 

The New England States and the three States 
named receive over $17,000,000 of this sum, 
and over $10,000,000 above what their own 
readers pay. 

The following statement shows the total 


amount of bounty received by certain States 


! in 1867 and 48,741 in 1871. 


through tariff duties, and paid by other States 


to the manufacturers of paper: 


Number — Total Contributi 
i States. milla. bounty. aae 
|| New England... 367 $7,340,000 $5,337,000 
|| New York..... 283 "5,760,000" 3,243°000 
| New Jersey s 86 1,720,000 1,200,000 
Pennsylvania... 126 2,520,000 498, 
Total, nine States... 867 $17,340,000 $10,278,000 


The other twenty-eight States and the Ter- 
ritories have 240 mills. Their tariff bounty 
received would be, according to the estimate, 
$4,666,000, and their contribution $14,938,000, 
and their readers pay $10,278,000 more than ~ 
their manufacturers receive. . 

WOOL. 
The wool tariff of 1867 was intended to give 


| twenty cents per pound protection on fine 


domestic wool. 

As the wool clip of 1870, according to the 
United States census, was 101,000,000 pounds, - 
the protection, therefore. or enhanced price ` 
to consumers of wool, would be $20,000,000, 
This benefit accrues almost entirely to seven 
States in the Union. Vermont is able to 


| obtain $448,000; Ohio, $2,717,000; Michigan, 


$1,151,000; Wisconsin, $446,000; and the 
Pacifie States about two million dollars more 
than their own people pay. Seven States 
obtain from the remaining thirty States of the 
Union $7,000,000. 

The consumption of wool is at least five 
pounds per capita, and perhaps more in the 


| Northwestern States, and if the wool tariff 


secured the designed cffect it would tax each 
man, woman, and child one dollar on the wool 
in the garments worn by them. The num- 
ber of sheep in Ilinois has diminished from 
2,549,998 in 1867 to 1,073,497 in 1871. The 
wool tariff seeks to tax the people of Illinois 
$2,500,000 and pay her wool-growers $600,000, 
taking from her citizens $1,900,000 for the 
wool-growers of other States. ‘The third con- 
gressional district. of Illinois had 120,178 sheep 
The wool-grow- 
ers of that district are promised by the wool 
tariff $30.000, while its citizens are expected 
to pay $157,299, being a loss to the district of 
$128,054. What equity or justice is there 1u 
this! 
WOOLENS. 
The best estimates of woolen manufacturers 


| place the value of the product of their indus- 


try for the year 1870 at $175,000,000. The 
average duty for woolen cloths was sixty-nine 
per cent. in gold, which would be about equal 
to seventy-five per cent. in currency; so that 
if the tariff secures the protection designed, 
three sevenths of the value of this product is 
the increased cost resulting from the tariff. 
Deduct $25,000,000 as the enhanced cost of 
domestic and imported wool consumed by 
manufacturers, and two sevenths of the value 
of the production is tariff bounty. In other 
words, manufacturers of woolen goods, under 
the present tariff laws, secure from the people 
a bounty exceeding $50,000,000, of which 
over $20,000,000 are collected by seven States 
from the remaining States of the Union. Mas- 
sachusetts receives over $7,000,000 from other 
States, besides what her manufacturers collect 
from her own farmers and producers. 
COTTONS. F 
The value of the domestic cotton produced in 
the United States in 1870 is estimated at 
$165,000,000, on which the duty is equal to 
forty per cent ad valorem in gold, or forty-five 
per cent currency, and now the enhance 
price charged to consumers equals $41,000,000. 
The cotton manufacturing is carried on prin: 
cipally in the same States as the woolen. 
the cotton bounty received by manufacturers, 
$35,728,566 is paid to those States. Rhode 
{sland collects $7,165,262, Massachusetts 
$17,147,617, and the other New England States, 
except Vermont, $35,486,488. I submit & 
table showing the bounties received and con- 
tribution paid by different States and portions 


1872. 
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= of the Union under our tariff laws relating to 

© cottons and woolens. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

=. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 

“Oregon [Mr. SLATER] is entitled to the floor. 

< Mr. SLATER. 

to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Borca- 

ABD. : 

: Me KELLEY. While I supposed the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [ Mr. BURCHARD] was lim- 

ited to his hour, I did not like to interfere 

with him. I wish to take the liberty now of 


saying to him—referring to a matter he alluded | 


| to some time ago—that instead of Pennsylvania 
exporting grain in competition with the West, 
the Lehigh valley alone for the last ten years 
has required annually from six to ten million 
bushels of wheat for her iron-workers brought 
from the fields of the West. 

Mr. KERR. And it pays less for that wheat 
to-day than it did in 1860. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois can get on without the aid of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr. ] 


Mr. KERR. So he can without the aid of | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The table I have sub- 
_mitted is prepared from the reports made by 
the Department of Agriculture. lt furnishes 
a statement of the production in 1870 of every 
State in this Union. Pennsylvania produced 


over seventeen million bushels of wheat, as | 


the table will show. The aggregate produc 
tion of the United States was two hundred 
and thirty-five million bushels, Subtract from 
that, the grain exported abroad, and used for 
seed, and you have the amount consumed in 
this country for food. Divide that by the pop- 
ulation, and you have the per capita consump: 
tion of every man, woman, and child. Penn- 
sylvania, unless she consumes more bread- 
stuffs than the other States did, was unable to 
consume all that her own farmers produced, 
and left a surplus in that year according to 
these tables of eight hundred and eighty thou- 
sand bushels, which she sent into competition 
- with the grain of the West. 

Mr. KELLEY. I speak from no tabulated 
statements of officers. [speak upon no theory. 
I speak from a knowledge of the fact when I 
say that there are consumed annually in the 
Lehigh valley alone more than six million 
bushels of western grain. And J add thatin 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania, at the western base 
of the Alleghany mountains, more western 
grain has been consumed year by year for the 
last ten years than is consumed in the city of 
London with its three million population. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is possible that grain 

grown in the West may be consumed n the 
Lehigh valley and elsewhere, that western 
Pennsylvania may buy some of our grain 
moving eastward while eastern Pennsylvania 
ships some of her wheat to go abroad. But it 
is the fact that the State of Pennsylvania, 
according to official figures, produced more 
wheat than her pro rata consumption, and 
that she had a surplus to export from her own 
borders to supply New England, New York, 
or foreign countries. 
_ Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman’s calculation 
is based on the theory that the freedmen and 
other non: wheat-consuming people of the 
South, who live on Indian corn, consume as 
much wheat per capita as the well-paid labor- 
ers of Pennsylvania. Take the non-wheat- 
consuming population of the South from your 
divisor, and then see where the consumption 
of wheat of Pennsylvania will stand in com- 
parison with her production. 

Mr. BURCHARD., Well, reduce the amount 
consumed in the South, and increase the 
amount consumed in the northwestern States, 
where it is abundant, and you still see that in 
Pennsylvania the consumption above the pro- 
duction must be very insignificant. New Eng- 
land produces less grain than she consumes, 
and the produets of her farms are consumed 
at home, 


I yield a portion of my time | 


„Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman cannot 
cipher down the facts of the daily life of a peo- 
ple numbering three millions by any sum the 
elements of which he cannot giveand no man 
can ascertain. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Ihave prepared a table 
showing the consumption and production of 
woolens and cottons in the States I have enum- 
erated. It will be for the gentleman to ex- 
plain the facts and figures. The estimates 
and statistics are furnished by men whoare not 
interested in misrepresenting or overstating 
the amount. Itake their figures and I give to 


7 


each man the per capita consumption through- 
out the Union. Doubtless we in the Northwest, 
in a colder region of country, consume. much 
more largely of wooleus, and therefore a-higher: 
tax is imposed upon us. Cotton goods are 
consumed in the southern States, but. these 
figures will show that the bounty received by 
the New England States on woolen goods is 
$16,000,000, and on cotton goods $35,000,000, 
making $51,000,000; by the middle States 
$1,000,000 on woolens; in the border States, 
a large deficiency of consumption over pro- 
duction: f 


Table showing the amount of tariff bounty on cottons and woolens paid and received by each 
State, deducting its pro rata share, based on census returns of spindles and sets of cards 


in each State. 


Bounties received. 


Contributions exacted. 


if he is not aware that more than two fifths of 
the woolen industry in this country has grown 
up in the northwestern States since the war, 
and why does he leave that out of his com- 
putation? 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is not true that two 
fifths of the woolen industry bas grown up in 
the West. It is true that more than three 


fourths of the woolen bounties are received in | 


New England, as this table will show. The 


border States pay of this bounty to New Eng- | 


land $8,500,000 and $7,000,000 on cottons, 
making $10,500,000. Thenorthwestern States 
pay $5,000,000 on woolens and $14,500,000 
on cottons, making nearly $20,000,000. The 
cotton States pay $7,000,000 on woolens and 
$7,000,000 on cotton, making $14,000,000. 
The Pacific States pay $950,000 on woolens 


‘and $1,244,000 on cottons, making over two 


million dollars, 

Pennsylvania statesmen are concerned for 
the poor laborers. Why tax the laborers and 
producers of other regions and States?. Why 
should Ohio farmers pay bounties to keep Con- 
necticut mechanics from pauperism ? 


States. pct 
Woolen. Cotton. Total. Woolen. Cotton. Total 
Maine.ws...cceeceseaes $1,169,000 $2,517,000 | $3,686,000 - - - 
A ew Hampshire 2,61500 5,044,000 1,059,000 - - - 
SYMON ..veceese i = ; - $358,000 358, 
Massachusetts. 6,303,000 | 17,147,000 23,450,000 - - $ K 009 
Rhode Island 2,531,000 | 7,165,000 9,696,000 - - - 
Conuestiout 260, 8,564,000 6,824,000 $ - > ~ 
New York. - - - 708,000 2,269,000 2,975,000 
New Jerse 217,000 217,000 695,000 - 695, 
Pennsylvar 3,572,000 - 3,572,000 - 1,759,000 1,759, 
Delaware.. 17,000 | 75,000 92,000 - = = 
Maryland.. - - - 663,000 541,000 1,204,000 
irginia - - 942,000 1,321,000 2,268, 
West Virginia 128,000 - 128,000 - 590,000 390,00 
Tennessee... - - - 584,000 1,476,000 | 2,060,000 
Kentucky - - - 1,415,000 1,733,000 3,148,000 
Missouri - - - 695.000 2,175,000 | 2,870,000 
hio.. - - - 1,330,000 3,387,000 4,717,000 
Indiana - - - 114,000 2,116,000 2,230,000 
Michiga - - - 847,000 1,580,000 2,427,000 
Plinois., - - - 1,785,000 3,268,000 5,048,000 
- - - 88,000 1,407, 1,995,000 
- - - 459,000 587,000 1,046,000 
6 z - 0,000 1,551,000 1,981,000 
E a - 1,000 486,000 17,000 
- - - 160,000 164,000 324,000 
- - - 976,000 1,164,000 2,140,000 
- - - 769,000 641,000 | 1,410,6 
BID. oo. - - - 1,135,000 971,000 2,106,000 
- - - 239,000 239,000 478,009 | 
Alabama... - - - 1,155,000 ! 1,126,000 2,281,000 
Mississippi - - - 1,001,000 i 1,051,000 2,052,000 
Louisiana. - - - 875,000 | 875,00 +750,00 
H > - 892,000 | 1,027,000 1,919,000 
- - - 529,000 | 638,000 1167,00 
- - - 418,000 | 718,00 1,131,000 | 
Nevada.. - - - 55,000 | 57,000 113,000 il 
Oregon.. - - - 22,000 | 121,000 143,000 | 
Territories ......... - - | - 455,000 | 843,000 798,000 | 
Total.cscccssesscescsereeene | $20,215,000 | $35,729,000 | $55,944,000 | $20,215,000 | $35,729,000 | $55,944,000 j 
SSS SSS a: to zn = = ae Ioma: 
i Summary. i 
‘| New England States...... $16,498,000 | $35,079,000 | $51,577,000 | - = | - | 
Middle States... 1,525,000 ” 1,525,000 = $4,277,000 $4,277,000 | 
Border States... - - Š | $3,508,000 ; _ 7,295,000 10,803,000 | 
Northwestern St: - - - 5,994,000 | 14.541.000 | 20,535,009 | 
Southern States. = = $ | 7,871,000 | 7,732,000 | 03,000: | 
Pacific States an | | . i 
Tei ah 1 TA - - - | 950,000 1,234,000 ; 2,184,000 | 
Total Geata $18,023,000 | $35,079,000 | $53,102,000 | $18.023,000 | $35,079,000 | $53,102,000 | 
Mr. HOAR. Idesire to ask the gentleman EFFECTS OF TARIFF. 


For the benefit of mining and manufacturing 
regions it taxes the rest of the country. It, 
accumulates wealth in the former atthe expense 
of the latter. 

The census returns of 1870 make some start- 
ling revelations, among them none more strik- 
ing than the following: 


Table exhibiting the share per head of the wealth of 
each State, distributed among the population. 


New York $1,483 27 
Massachuset 1,463 93 
Connecticut.. 1,441 30 
Rhode Island.. 1,386 28 
California..... 1,140 15 
Pennsylvania 1,081 31 
New Jersey.. 1,088 49 
io.. 838.73 
Illinois 835 34 
Marylan R24 37 
New H 793 66 
Delaware Vit 35 
Indiana. 754 58 
Missou 746 48 
Nevada.. 782 TE 
Vermont... TLE 99 
Wisconsin. 665 20 
Michigan .. 607 41 
OW B.....6. 601-03 
Oregon 567 06 
Nebraska, 
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Maine se + $555 85 
Minnesota... . 520 60 
Kansas. ... ~ 518 36 
Kentucky 457 46 
Louisiana... 444 5l 
West Virginia.. 431 32 
Tennessee... 395 89 
Virginia 334 31 
Arkansa: g a 
A a i 
South C a 
243 39 

235 23 

226 47 

202 46 

. 194 30 


Compare these tables and observe the accu- 
mulation of wealth in manufacturing States 
like Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connec- 
ticut, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, and it 
is not difficult to comprehend where the bene- 
fits of tariff bounties are received. 

DUTIES INCREASE PRICE. 

But gentlemen say, ‘‘You assume that the 
duty increases the price. Wedeny it. Thecon- 
sumer pays no higher for his goods by reason 
of the present tariff.’’. Absurd as the state- 
ment appears, it is asserted with a boldness 
that marks sincerity of conviction. 

Manufacturers themselves insist that the 
waterial they consume is increased in price 
to the extent of the tariff duties. Protection- 
ists admit it to be true as to articles wholly 

roduced abroad. ‘These they consent shall 
te free, to make them cheaper. Why would 
not the duty enhance the price upon articles 
produced both at home and abroad? The 
object of a protective duty is to increase the 
price. If it does not, how is the domestic 
producer benefited? A reduction of duties is 
asked only to reduce prices. The gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania and Tennessee concede it, 
or otherwise why do they take ten per cent. off 
of the present rate of certain duties? Statistics 
show it. The true method of ascertaining the 
effect of duties is not to select particular years 
and exceptional prices, but to take the average 
price during different tanif rates. 

The Treasury reports give prices on lead- 
ing articles from 1825 to 1863. The average 
prices on salt and rates of duties were as fol- 
lows: 


Duty, centa aon Turks 
Salt. per bushel. Liverpool.* Island.* 
xm a a 
1831 to 1842.0... 10 177} 374 
1842 to 1846.. 8 139+ 32} 
1846 to 1857...... 6 124} 294 
1857 to 1861...... 3 17 19 


I give no quotations for the last decade, as 
the price should be reduced to gold for a fair 
comparison ; but the tariff duties amount to 
ten cents per bushel on salt in bulk and thir- 
teen and a half cents in bags, and the price 
of Turk’s Island has ranged from thirty-eight 
to forty-two cents. 

Evidence might be multiplied. Here is the 
statement of Mr. Samuel Fay, superintend- 
ent of the Lowell Manufacturing Company, 
‘Massachusetts, at the second joint conven- 
tion of wool-growers and manufacturers held 
December 20, 1871. I read from page 55 
of the March number of the Bulletin of the 
Wool-Growers’ and Mauufacturers’ Associa- 
tion. Mr. Fay observes: 

“A comparison of selling prices of ingrain car- 
Pets, cost of wool, and cost of labor, in the years of 
860 and 1870, the prices of the latter year being re- 
duced to gold which averaged 114.94, shows an in- 
erease in 1870, 37.7) per cent. in selling prices of car- 
pets; 36.94 per cent. in cost of wool, and 48.99 per 
cent. in cost of labor.” 

It has been asserted and repeated until per- 
haps believed that a reduction of duties results 
in an advance in pricesabroad. Where duties 
on a single articie have been diminished, and 
subsequently a temporary rise in the price of 
that article has occurred, it has been insisted 
that the reduction of the duty occasioned the 
advance. Even in cases of a general rise in 
prices affecting all commodities the general 
fact is overlooked, and the article upon which 


* Average price, 


duties have been reduced is pointed out as 
proof that prices abroad go up when duties 
are lowered. The duty upon pig iron was re- 
duced two years ago two dollars per ton. Pig 
iron and all iron have lately advanced. This 
has been claimed as another proof cf the 
assertion that the duty does not increase the 
price. The fact is disregarded that all prices, 
wages, fabrics, metals, &c., have advanced in 
England and on the continent; that unlock- 
ing and distributing through Germany gold 
hoarded in the Bank of France has inflated 
prices ; that the demand to supply the waste of 
war is exceedingly heavy in both those nations; 
that their own disordered industries are unable 
to supply home wants as readily as heretofore, 
and the drain upon Great Britain is unusually 
large. The real cause of the advance here is 
stated in the report of the secretary of the 
Bar-Iron Association, which is as follows: 

“ Iron.—The convention of the National Associa- 
tion of Bar-lron Manufacturers at the same time 
was also in session at parlor C, Continental Hotel, 
James I. Bennett, esq., in the chair; Thomas Dun- 
lap, esq., secretary. . 

“ Mr. Dunlap, seeretary, then read a voluminous 
report, giving statistics of the production and con- 
sumption of iron throughout the world, from 1870 to 
1871, as compared with the previous years, and the 
comparison of the wages paid in Europe and Amer- 
ica; the number of furnaces and iron-works in Eng- 
land and the United States, and the number of 
laborers employed. The production of pig iron in 
the United States for 1871 will probably not exceed 
1,850,000 tons, or 250,000 tons less than would have 
been the case had it not been for the strike of the 
miuers in Peunsy!vania in 1871, during which period 
thirty furnaces were out of blast. | : g 

“The consumption of iron is rapidly increasing, 

and in all probability ror 1872 it wiil be írom ten to 
twenty per cent, greater than tor1871; in other words, 
greater than the world will be able to supply. 
_ © In the United States the production of wrought 
iron for 1870 was 620,000 tons rails; other than rails, 
710,000 tons, or a total of 1,330,000 ions. The return 
for 1871, although not fall, is expected to be larger 
than that of 1870, which was a total of 1,400,000 tons. 
‘Lhe number of roliing-mills in the United States is 
between two and three hundred. The production 
of wrought iron for 1871 was somewhat interfered 
with by the coal strikes.” 

We have been repeatedly told that ultimately 
protected articles would be produced in our 
own country as cheaply as abroat; that pro- 
tection might be withdrawn, and the industries 
grown to strength and maturity would be able 
to maintain themselves agaiust foreign com- 
petition. Has not that favorable time now 
arrived? Within the last year, by reason of 
the disturbance of business on the continent, 
prices in foreign markets of all commodities 
have largely advanced, and goods cannot be im- 
ported as cheaply as heretofore. These high 
rates of duties were imposed as temporary 
compensation for the internal taxes since 
repealed. Is it not possible to make a reduc- 
tion since the Treasury no longer requires high 
rates for its necessities? The Secretary in his 
report shows that a large reduction can be made 
without impairing the ability of the Govern- 
ment to meet all anticipated demands. 

m : 

Taxation ought to be reduced to the lowest 
point consistent with the national credit. A 
plethoric Treasury is a fruitful source of ex- 
travagance. Until the surplusis diminished the 
doors of Congress will be besieged for subsidies 
aud bounties by greedy schemers, seeking to 
appropriate the public treasure for private gain. 
We find two systems of taxation, the customs 
and internal revenue ; the onecollecting in the 
next fiscal year, according to the Secretary’s 
estimates, $212,000,000, and the other $126,- 
000,000, aud with other sources of revenue 
permitting the payment of $50,000,000 upon 
the national debt, including the sinking fund, 
and a reduction of $36,000,000; thus raising 
at least $57,000,000 more than is required by 
the absolute necessities of the Government. 
Neither system will alone yield sufficient rev- 
enue. — Upon which and where can conceded 
reductions be most judiciously and advantage- 
ously applied? 

To continue the enormous bounties secured 
by present duties, an effort is being made to 
throw all the reductions upon the internal 
revenue and place upon the free list all arti- 


| 


cles that afford revenue without protection, 
In furtherance of this object clamor has been 
raised from time to time against the internal 
revenue system. J have not time to enter at 
large upon the discussion of the relative ad- 
vantages and disadvantages of the customs and 
internal revenue systems. It is conceded on 
all sides that both must to some extent be 
maintained. 
TAXATION OF THR SYSTEMS, 


First, internal revenue taxation falls upon 
luxuries and non-essentials, and the expendi- 
tures and the means of the rich. Customs 
duties chiefly tax articies of absolute necessity, 
comfort, or utility. Tobacco and spirits are 
increased in price by the one, food and cloth- 
ing by the other. The internal revenue pays 
to the Treasury the fall amount that it takes 
from the people. A high protective tariff does 
not fill the exchequer, but the pockets of the 
manufacturers. The perfection of an internal 
revenue tax is attained when the greatest 
amount is secured to the national Treasury by 
the least diversion. That protective tariff is 
the most efficient which exacts the heaviest 
contribution from the people with the least 
advantage to the public revenues. The taxa- 
tion of the internal revenue is seen and known; 
customs taxation may be excessive, and yet 
invisible. 

COMPARATIVE COST OF THR SYSTEMS, 

Extravagant and erroneous statements have 
been made in regard to the cost of the internal 
revenue system. It has been charged with 
keeping an army of officers. The books of 
the Treasury Department show that it has in 
the past collected its portion of the revenues 
at a less per cent. of expenditure than is 
required by the customs or State and local 
taxes, and fewer employés are required by 
the internal revenue than by the customs 
revenue. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informed the 
House at this session that during the last fiscal 
year there were, not including those in either 
case in the bureaus, employed in collecting 
the customs, 4,409 persons, and in collecting 
the internal revenue 4,171; of the latter of 
whom 987 were gaugers, specially employed 
and paid by the distillers or rectifiers, and 367 
surveyors, since discharged, leaving the real 
force at only 2,817 men. Second, the internal 
revenue ofticers are appointed by the Depart- 
ment and distributed through the country, 
while in the customs revenue we find from 
the same statement 1,285 subordinates in New 
York, 507 in Boston, 894 in New Orleans, 229 
in Baltimore, 209 in San Francisco, and 249 in 
Philadelpbia, each appointed by and depend- 
ent for the tenure of his office upon the col- 
lector of the port. The Secretary’s statements, 
published in Executive Documents Nos. 39 and 
139 of this session, show the cost of collecting 
the customs, including expenses for revenue- 
cutter service and customs buildings, ‘‘ shares 
of fines,” &c., for the last fiscal year, was 
$9,012,199 51; while, for the last calendar 
year, the statements show the whole expenses 
of the internal revenue, including the expenses 
of the bureau in Washington and amount of 
shares of fines, were $5,835,128, The inter- 
nal revenue cost 4.05 per cent. of the amount 
it collected, and the customs 4.87 per cent. of 
its collections, 

These figures show that notwithstanding the 
crafty attacks upon it the internal revenue sys- 
tem is less expensive, less corrupting to the 
civil service, employs less force, and imposes 
less taxation and burdens upon industry. 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 

There is great unanimity upon the question 
of reducing duties. The President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury recommend it. ‘The 
press advocate and the people demand it. The 
Committee of Ways and Means agree upon this 
point, and each member seems to vie with the 
other in making the greatest strides in that 
direction. For what purpose is this reduc- 
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tion? Is it simply to deplete the Treasury ? | 
Is payment of the debt an evil? Would not | 
every citizen rejoice at its diminution if 

accomplished without taxation? Is not the 

demand for reduction universal, because it 

is:-known and felt that the duties are a tax 
npon consumers? If foreign producers pay 

„the duties, as some protectionists claim, why | 
reduce them? The bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means does not make as 

- heavy reductions as some perhaps may desire. 
They have, perhaps, followed too closely the rec- 
ommendations of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary as to the amount that should be taken from 
tariff duties. The reductions proposed in the 
bill would, on last year’s importations, lesser 
the customs revenue nearly twenty million 
dollars. 

lt seemed to the committee wise to apply 
the reduction by a judicious and intelligent 
revision of the rates of duties on leading arti- 
cles in general use. They desired to leave 
the duties upon such articles as were revised 
at rates satisfactory to the country, and at 
the same time consistent with the business 
prosperity of the industries affected. Stabil- 
ity is as essential to the mannfacturer as rates 
of duties, and the committee hoped that such 
reasonable reductions would be secured as 
would relieve such manufacturers from the 
agitation of proposed changes by the next 
Congress. They commenced with salt, coal, 
leather, iron, steel, lumber, cotton, and wool- 
ens, making some changes in chemicals, and 
prepared a free list which embraced a number 
of articles from which very slight revenue had 
been collected. 

The duty upon salt during the war was twice 
largely increased. The committee have reduced 
it to less than half the present rates. Upon 
manufactured articles the committee could 
have adopted the method proposed in the 
Senate bill and preferred by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, scale down duties a given 

er cent. But this would have been a con- 
ession of unwillingness or incapacity to adjust 
to a proper standard rates out of proportion 
or exorbitantly high. i 


PER CENT. REDUCTION. 


On some classes present duties range above 
one hundred per cent., while others are only 
twenty or thirty. In the one case the duty now 
prohibitory would be still prohibitory ifreduced 
ten per cent., andinthe other, thelowest rates, | 
already perhaps too low, would be farther 
reduced. Would not the committee deserv- | 
edly have become the derision of the House | 
and the country had it stultifed itself with a 
report that, after daily sessions and protract- 
ed hearings for over four months, it was inca- 
pable of making an intelligent revision or 
readjustment of duties upon a few leading 
articles? Well might the Senate assume io | 
itself the initiation of revenue measures, if | 
the House committee, organized solely to con- 
sider such subjects, confessed its utter inca- 
pacity. It would be idle for the House to 
insist upon a constitutional prerogative which 
its leading committee, or the House itself, 
acknowledged its inability to exercise. 

COTTONS. 

Io the adjustment of the tariff in 1864, the 
specific rates on the cheaper grades of cotton 
were advanced from one, two, three, and four 
cents per square yard, according to fineness, to 
five cents a square yard, and the more expen- 
sive cottons from thirty per cent. ad valorem 
to thirty-five per cent. ad valorem, this latter 
being intended as the highest rate of daty. 
With the decline in value the specific rate | 
became higher than: the thirty-five per cent. | 
ad valorem, and now ranges from fifty to 
sixty per cent. Raw cotton, both domestic 
and imported, was taxed five cent per pound, 
and was worth from sixty cents to a dollar a 
pound. Cheap cotton cloths were worth from 
twenty to twenty-five cents per square yard, 


and a duty of five cents per square yard 
amounted only to an equivalent ad valorem 
of twenty to twenty-five per cent., and those 
rates were considered sufficiently protective. 

Upon the more expensive goods, unbleached, 
valued at sixteen cents a square yard, bleached 
at twenty, and printed, colored, stained, or 
painted, at twenty-five, the higher rates ‘of 
duties were imposed at thirty-five per cent. 
ad valorem. The subsequent decline in the 
price of cotton, and consequently of cotton 
goods, bringing down the cheap fabrics to ten 
cents per square vard, brings the same specific 
duty to an ad valorem of forty-five to filty per 
cent., making the duties upon cheap goods 
prohibitory and largely increasing their cost to 
the poorer and middle classes who chiefly use 
them. The bill before the House applies 
these reductions to the exorbitant rates, leav- 
ing the thirty-five per cent. duties unchanged 
upon cotton fabrics. i 

WOOL AND WOOLENS. 


The committee bill makes a reduction in | 


wool of twenty per cent. applied both upon 
the specific and the ad valorem, reducing 
wool costing less than thirty-two cents per 
pound from ten cents a pound and eleven 
per cent. ad valorem, to eight cents a pound 
and nine per cent. ad valorem. In the wool 
tariff of 1867, the wool manufacturer was com- 
pensated for the supposed increased cost of 
wool occasioned by the tariff by a specific duty 
upon cloth of fifty cents a pound. The duties 
upon woolen goods prior to the war had been 
fifteen per cent. ad valorem, and during the 
war increased to twenty-five per cent. ad va- 
lorem. In asking for the enactment of this 
tariff in 1867, the manufacturers claimed that 
ten per cent. should be allowed them as com- 
pensation for the internal revenue six per cent. 
(ax they were compelled to pay upon their 
manufactures. They confessed that twenty- 
five per cent, was all the protection they 
required. They said in their report, asking 
for the enactment of the present law— 

“ The provisions proposed by the committee, and 
rendered necessary by the proposed change in the 
duties on wool, aim to accomplish two objects: first, 
to fix the specific duties at rates which shall be sim- 
ply compensatory for the duties on the wool and 
other materials; and secondly, to establish an ad 
valorem duty which, besides providing for the rev- 
enue tax on manufactures, shall leave the manufac- 
turer simply a net protection of twenty-five per 
cent. With some exceptions, the reason for which 
will be specially explained hereafter, the ad valorem 
duty on manufacturers of wool and worsted is fixed 


at thirty-five per cent., ten per cent, being fixed as | 
au equivalent for the internal revenue tax of six || 


per cent. on manufactures and on articles consumed 
in manufacturing, aud twenty-five per cent. as pro- 
tection to the manufacturer.” 

The six per cent. internal revenue tax was 
repealed in the following year. The commit 


that this ten per cent, should be entirely re- 
pealed. The bill proposes to take off but five 
per cent. from this tax, leaving the duties still 
specific and ad valorem, but reduced. 
HIDES AND LEATHER. 
Hides have been placed upon the free list, 
and leather reduced from thirty to twenty per 


cent., sole leather from thirty-five to fifteen | 


per cent. These reductions are in the interest 
both of the manufacturers and consumers of 
bootsand shoes. The tanners appearing before 
the committee conceded that if hides could be 
free, ten to fifteen per cent, wasall the protec- 
tion that their business would require. These re- 
ductions exhaust ten million dollars of thesum 
proposed by the committee to be applied upon 
the tariff duties. As the domestic production 
of similar articles is from five to six times the 
imports, the estimated advantage and real- re- 
duction of taxation to the people exceeds 
$50,000,000. 

The committee could have gone further and 
made some reductions upon the excessive duties 
upon glass, crockery, and many other articles 
of ordinary use, ‘but there has been a disposi- 
tion to reduce, if not wholly repeal the duties 


on tea and coffee. The committee did not 
suppose that the House intended that all tariff 
reductions should be made upon tea and 
coffee. =i 

I desire to say buta word more in con¢lusion. 
It is not necessany nor proper that I should 
now enter upon a discussion of the details of 
the bill that is before this committee. I have 
endeavored to present the principal reasong 
that actuated the Commitiee of Ways and 
Means in adopting their method of making 
reductions in the present tariff duties. A bill 
is now pending which some gentlemen perhaps 
advocate which proposes to put these reduc- 
f tions chiefly and firstiy upon the internal rev- 
enue system, and to make all the reductions that 
are to be made upon, about the same articles 
that the committee’s bill proposes, but upon a 
different principle. 

We ask that this reduction shall be applied 
inteiligently and wisely, so that the consumers 
in the country may be benefited, while the 
resources of the ‘l'reasury shall be as little 
interfered with as possible. I have made these 
rematks thus hastily at this time because it 
seemed to be desirable that some of these 
facts should be presented for the considera- 
tion of this committee. Ido not claim that 
in all cases the bounty received is to the ex- 
tent of the tariff rate; but the intention and 
purpose is to give that bounty and protection, 
and itis in that proportion. Ifthe advantage 
on cotton is to the manufacturer thirty instead 
|| of forty per cent., the tariff rate, three quarters 
of the bounty, showu by these tables, go to the 
eastern manufacturers, and are paid by the rest 
of the country. : 

The reductions upon manufactures proposed 
by the bill are not heavy. No industry can 
be disturbed by them. Many Representatives, 
perhaps a majority of the House, will feel that 
the rates of duties should have been ‘still 
lower. ; 

If the reductions proposed by the bill are 
not sufficiently heavy, as appears to be claimed 
by members of the committee, if itis deemed 
prudent to reduce the revenues to the extent 
of fifty or seventy-five million dollars, there 
are other items, such as glass, earthenware, 
and other articles of general use upon which 
some of the present duties are exorbitanuy 
high. The five per cent. duties imposed by 
the act of 1864 upon manufactures other than 
those embraced in our bill might be reduced. 

The reductions in the bill of the duties upon 
| but six classes of manufactures lessen the rev- 
enue not quite ten million dollars, bat lighten 
taxation $55,000,000. A comparison of the 
domestic production with the imports will show 
as follows: ' 


1 | Reduction on 
tee have not recommended at the present time | 


Reduction af cost of do« 
revenue, mestie pro- 

duction, 
Salt sees $015,522 $1,175,900 
Leather.. 329,258 3,890,000 
Tron... 2,135, 223 10,583,000 
Steel... 748,539 1,726,000 
| Woolens 4,967,452 28,000,000 
Cottons... . 788,724 5,000,000 
He) MOU ab EE EE $9,581,718 $45,333,000 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my col- 
league on the committee, says that he d sires 
to reduce taxation $75,000,000. I desire tò 
reduce taxation double that sum $150,000,000, 
j and itean be done without reducing the customs 
revenues $80,000,000. He has offered his 
scheme of reduction ; itis adroitly arranged to 
avoid reductions upon manufactured articles. 
His assaults areintended to be made firstly upon 
internal revenue duties to deplete the Treasury 
lest prohibitory duties should be lowered, He 
would relieve suffering chewers and smokers 
though their ill-clad children are pinched with 
cold. He would relieve $16,000,000 taxation 
upon tea and coffe, costing each consumer bas 
| fifty cents a year, but has no word of sympathy 
for the burdened laborers, taxed four dollars 


| for each person they support ox the clothing 
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they wear, to pay $120,000,000 annually to 
cotton and woolen manufacturers and their 
operatives, while the Treasury receives but 
$40,000,000. If tea and coffee can be made 
free, Pennsylvania’s annual iron bounty of 
$20,000,000 perhaps will remain unharmed. 

Do gentlemen propose to reduce the taxes 
on tobacco, which are paid by the consumer 
and not in the a 
raised, and leave these high bounties on 
manufactured products? Do the Representa- 
tives of the southern States suppose it right 
thatthere should be no reduction of dulies on 
woolens, and on cottons, and that the whole 


reduction shall be made on tobacco and the. 


internal revenue system? Do they propose to 
aid any plan to further that idea? 

I appeal to New England. Her career has 
been glorious in the past in her resistance to 
wrong and oppression ; her voice loud and earn- 
est in protest against injustice and the infringe- 
ment of personal rights. Do her Representa- 
tives insist upon the maintenance of the present 
excessive duties? Must other portions of the 
Union continue the annual tribute of $56,000,- 
000 on but three items of her manufactures, 
paper, cottons, and woolens? Is not eighteen 
dollars bounty for each of her inhabitants 
more than she should exact? Will Massachu- 
setts Representatives not accept the olive 
branch this bill offers, or do they desire to 
await the statistics of the Census Bureau to 
arouse a tribute-paying people? Shortsighted 
is the protectionist’s policy who refuses mod- 
erate reductions toward a revenue standard. 
Wise and timely concessions have averted 
revolutions. 

The Republican party increased these duties 
during the war on account of the necessities 
of the Government. Being no longer re- 

uired for revenue, a Republican Congress 
should propose their reduction, Legislators 
of every political faith ought to unite in an 
honest effort to reduce excessive and unneces- 
sarily high rates of duties and equalize the 
burdens of their taxation. 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. Chairman, now that 
a general revision of our tariff laws is under 
consideration, it will be well to consider the 
condition of the country as affected by its fis- 
cal operations and legislation in the past and 
up to the present time. It is a time, sir, that 
should engage the attention of each member 
vpon this floor, and should secure his best 
efforts to correct acknowledged wrongs and 
manifest abuses, which affect the country 
through its legislation and the administration 
of its affairs. 

It will not be denied, I think, that there is 
discontent abroad in the land, that the people 
are chafed and wearied with the burdens 
which the laws and their administration im- 
pose upon them. Thisis fully attested by that 
cry which comes up to this Capitol implor- 
ing and demanding relief, retrenchment, and 
reform. 

Wherefore, sir, is it that our ship-yards -are 
idle, that our commerce has declingd, and 
that our carrying trade is now in foreign 
hands? How is it that the profits of labor 
and capital are so unequally divided, that 
capital concentrated in monopolies is favored 
and protected, while labor is forced to an 
unequal contest and with difficulty ekes out 
a scanty and precarious subsistence? These, 
sir, are the questions of the hour; they con- 
cern the people, and the evils they suggest 
find their root in your fiscal legislation, and 
their thrift in an extravagant, profligate, and 
vicious administration of public affairs. 

It is not enough that your Treasury is filled 
to overflowing by excessive taxes wrung from 
the sweat and toil of the people, but, after all 
the legitimate needs of the Government are 
supplied, swelled to extravagant proportions, 
there is retained in its vaults from year to year 
a surplus of many millions of the public funds, 
equaling forty per cent. of our annual reve- 


States where the tobacco is | 


nues, wbich is thus rendered unproductive 
and idle, for no other apparent reason than 
to invite to extravagant appropriations and 
reckless expenditure. Spies and informers 
stalk abroad, infesting every avenue of busi- 
ness, filching through moieties, fines, and pen- 
alties, wrung from their victims, often by de- 
ception, bribery, and corruption. Incompe- 
tent and dishonest men find asylum and office 
in every grade of the civil service, while the 
Federal Executive and his chief officers are 
openly accused, and not without reason, of 
complicity with rings formed or existing for 
the purpose of furthering peculating schemes 
upon the Treasury. Sir, this isa picture of 
the demoralization of public affairs more 
truthful than pleasing, and presents @ condi- 
tion of the country, in all its varied machinery 
of governmental administration and its multi- 
plied relations with business, which challenges 
the considerate attention of its legislators, 
both as to the cause of these public disorders 
and as to the remedy to be made use of to 
effect their cure. 

It requires no argument to demonstrate the 
proposition that if the ills and misfortunes 
which now afflict the country are to be cured 
or abated, it can alone be done by a prompt 
and effectual removal of their promoting cause. 
This may be said to be self-evident. Wisdom, 
then, would dictate that thorough search be 
made for such promoting cause, and when 
found, that it be at once and effectually re- 
moved, root and branch. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be boldly asserted as 
a proposition susceptible of proof to reason- 
able minds that the disorders and evils so 
much complained of, such as the depression 
of labor, the rapid growth and dominance of 
monopolies, the decline of American tonnage 
and commerce, and the unequal division of 
the joint accumulations and profits of labor 
and capital, have their origin directly and 
solely in the financial legislation of the coun- 
try and in the administration of those laws. 
An examination of the financial operations 
and fiscal legislation of the country for the 
past few years will most fully verify this 
declaration. 

At the close of the last fiscal year the vol- 
ume of currency in the United States could 
not have exceeded $1,000,000,000. In this are 
included gold and silver, national bank notes, 
currency, and fractional currency. 

Over $700,000,000 of this volume was the 
representative of money, a mere shadow of the 
substance, and rested for its ultimate redemp- 
tion upon less than $800,000,000 of metallic 
currency. ‘Lhe fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment for that single year required seventy 
per cent. of all the gold and silver in the coun- 
try to pass through the hands of its receivers 
of customs in payment of the duties upon for- 
eign importations, and full thirty-eight per 
cent. of all the moneyin the United States, 
whether metallic or paper, was required of the 
labor and industries of the country in the 
payment of Government taxes. 

But we gain an inadequate conception of 
the magnitude of these fiscal operations, and 
their necessary effect upon the business of 
the country, if we confine our view to a single 
year. It is only when a period of years are 
grouped together that the vast proportions of 
aggregates and results are clearly made appa- 
rent. The last six years of fiscal operations 
in the United States present, in the magni- 
tude of results and effects, a spectacle with- 
out a parallel in the history of fiscal opera- 
tions in this or any other country. The value 
of figures is lost in the magnitude to which 
aggregates are swelled, as the mind is incapa- 
ble of grasping the total of results. 

During the period of six years ending June 
80, 1871, and to the present time, there has 
been no want of experiment in the direction 


of taxation. Under the operation of your 
fiscal legislation the tax-gatherer has been 


Į 


omnipresent, exacting tribute from every clasg 
and condition of society. He has been made 
to relentlessly pursue the people, and to exact 
contribution of their substance in the increased 
cost of every article of prime necessity or luxury, 
Rising up or sitting down, waking or sleeping, 
in their enjoyments and in their necessities, in 
health and in sickness, in life and in death,. 
they have known no escape from assessments 
and exactions made and effected through the 
operations of your laws. Excessive taxation, - 
producing enormous revenues, has invited itg 
concomitant evil, extravagant and reckless 
expenditure in wasteful and unusual appropri- 
ations of the public funds; and yet, with all 
the profligacy of a confessedly corrupt ad- 
ministration of the public revenues, there has 
been for the past six years constantly retained 
in the Treasury unused a vast surplus of pub- 
lie funds. 

Mr. Chairman, daring the past six years 
ending June 30, 1871, there was drawn from 
the labor and industries of the country from 
all sources of taxation the sum of $2,608,- 
823,003—a sum equal to more than two and 
a half times the entire volume of the cir- 
culating medium of the country, including 
all the gold and silver, with all the green: 
backs, all the national bank notes, and all 
the fractional currency of the country. Of 
this amount the sum of $1,180,780,027 was 
derived from daties upon foreign imports, 
and was paid in gold, being an amount equal 
to about four times the volume of the metallic 
currency in the United States. It is also to 
be remembered that during this entire period 
from thirty to forty per cent. of the metallic 
currency, and from twelve to sixteen per cent. 
of the combined currency of the country was 
withdrawn from circulation and business and 


| retained in the Treasury. 


This surplus so withdrawn from circulation 
and the business of the country is stated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury at the close of each 
year of this period. The balance was, in— 


Making an averagesurplus of $141,487,265 
constantly retained in the ‘Treasury afier de- 
ducting the sum of $28,101,122 deposited with 
the States. Is ita matter of surprise that there 
is a restiveness among the people in view of 


these facts? Is it to be wondered at that the 
industrial interests of the country are and have 
been depressed, and that a demand comes up 
from the toiling millions, and is somewhatim- 
perative, for immediate relief, when the mag: 
nitude of the burdens imposed upon them by 
legislation here enacted is considered ? 

_ Mr. Chairman, let us glance at some of the 
industrial and commercial interests of the 
country and see how they have prospered 
during this period of excessive taxation and 
enormous fiscal operations, and discover, if 
possible, to what extent these interests have 
been depressed by taxation. In the year end- 
ing June 80, 1865, the year preceding the 
commencement of the period referred to, the 
Register of the Treasury reported our total 
tonnage at 5,096,781 tons. The same officer 
reports our tonnage in 1871 at 4,282,607 tons, 
showing a decline in our tonnage of over 
800,000 tons, equal to fifteen per cent. of our 
entire tonnage. 

_But while this positive decline resulted in 
six years there was an increase in our popula- 
tion of at least fifteen per cent.; so that to have 
maintained our relative rank of tonnage with 
population there should have been an increase 
in our tonnage corresponding to the increase in 
our population. It is therefore apparent that . 
the actual and relative decline of our tonnage 
in the six years was equal to thirty per cent. 
From the same source we learn that in the 
year 1865 the tonnage of vessels built in -our 
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‘tonnage has declined thirty per cent. 
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ship-yards amounted to 383,805 tons against a 
tonnage of 273,226 tons built in the year 1871, 


a decline of thirty-one per cent., and as com- | 
‘pared with population a decline of forty-six 
per cent. g , . | 
2 During this period our foreign imports rose 
from $284,484, 167 in 1865, to $541,493,708 in 


1871, showing that we purchased in the last 
year largely more than double from foreign 
countries what we did in 1865. More exactly 
stated, our imports increased in six years one 
hundred and thirty-one per cent. Our ex- 
ports rose from $306,306,758 in value in 1865 
to $562,518,651 in 1871, showing an increase 


‘of $256,211,893, an increase equal to eighty- 


three per cent. Thus it appears that our 
increase of imports was fifty-eight per ceut. 
greater than the per cent. increase of our 
exports. These figures and statements show 
very clearly that while the people have re- 
sponded to your tax gatherers, and your 
Treasury has been filled to overfowinig, oür 

ur 
ship-building, then depressed, has failen off 
forty-six per cent., and the per cent. increase 
of our foreign purchases largely exceeds the 
per cent. increase of our sales to foreign 
countries; but, sir, they do not so clearly 
disclose the burdens which are imposed upon 
the shoulders of the consumer and tax-payer. 

Gold is the only measure of values known to 
the commercial world, and in estimating the 
weight of taxation in any given period, unless 
the fact ghat gold is the only recognized meas- 
ure of values is considered, a very incorrect 
conclusion must of necessity be the result, and 
especially so when a depreciated paper cur- 
rency enters into the fiscal operations of the 
country. In 1865 the customs receipts into 
the Treasury were $84,928,260 in coin. The 
receipts from all other sources of revenue 
amounted to $287,075,897 in currency, which, 


‘when reduced to its gold value, with gold at 


160, or above, as it was in the fiscal year 1865, 
amounted to $148,172,410, which, added to the 
receipts from customs, made the whole reve- 
nues of the Government for that year in gold 
$238,182,670, while for the fiscal year 1871 there 
was collected from customs the sum of $206,- 


, : 210,408 in coin, and from other sources $168,- 


160,695 in currency, which, reduced to coin 
value, with gold at 112, would make the sum of 
$150,145,437, making the whole revenues of 
that year, estimated in gold, the sum of $356,- 
318,845, showing an increase of $123,181,176, 
being over fifty-two per cent, increase of tax- 
ation in six years, and making due allowance 
for increase of population, the taxes of 1871 
was thirty-seven per cent. greater than in 
1865. And yet, sir, the people have been con- 
stantly assured by men in high position, speak- 
ing for the Administration and for the domi- 
nant party, that the country was prosperous, 
the Government honestly and economically 
administered, and that taxation was being 
reduced. 

Mr. Chairman, during the period I have 
been speaking of the duties imposed by our 
tariff laws were the highest ever known in any 
period of the existence of our Government. 
They have been confessedly protective in their 
character, and if there’is any virtue in the 
principles of protectionas advocated by A meri- 
can protectionists, such virtue ought to be found 
flourishing since 1865. We have already seen 
that the first result of these high tariff exac- 
tions has been to largely increase the burdens 
of the people by swelling their taxes; a closer 
examination will disclose the further fact, that 
under the operation of these laws they have 
been made to bear vastly greater indirect and 
Onerously unequal burdens. 

The contributions which are levied upon the 
people to secure the néedful revenues for an 


honest and economical administration of the 


Government, when so levied as to rest uni- 
formly upon all without favoritism toward any 
class or condition, are not to be complained 
of by the citizen ; butwhen they are so levied 


and exacted that capital is relieved at the ex- 
pense of labor, when monopolists are favored 
and enriched at the expense of and to the det- 
riment of the consumer, then there is just 
cause of complaint, for the reason that tax- 
ation is not uniform, and does not rest with 
equal weight upon all. 

The theory of protection is based upon the 
assumption that it is necessary and a wise 
political economy to foster home manufac- 
tures by imposing a tax upon all manufactured 
articles of foreign countries offered for sale in 
the United States, so that they shall be so 
increased in price when placed in the Ameri- 
can market that the American manufacturer, 
selling his wares at the same price as the for- 
eign article, increased by the addition of the 
tariff tax, shall be able to realize a profit, and 
thereby be induced to continue and extend 
his manufactures. Without stopping to in- 
quire into the correctness of this theory at this 
point, I will call attention to the cost which 
the great body of the people have been paying 
as the price for protection under our present 
tariff laws, which are arranged upon the prin- 
ciple that it is a good and wise policy to lay 
burdens upon the whole people for the benefit 
of ten per cent. of our population, as it is 
well known that less than ten per cent. of our 
population are connected with protected in- 
dustries. 

The value of foreign importations iuto the 
United States of iron and steel, and their 
manufactures, which entered into consump- 
tion in the year ending June 30, 1871, was 
$48,425,995, and the import duty paid upon 
these imported products and manufactures 
amounted to $18,658,683. During the same 
year there was produced and manufactured 
in the United States, which also entered into 
our home consumption under the heads of 
pig iron, railroad iron, merchantable bar and 
rod iron, plate, sheet, and hoop iron, nails 
and spikes, axles and like articles, old rails 
and scrap iron and steel, all of which may 
be classed as primary products, in value not 
less than $200,000, 000. 

To protect these primary productions and 
manufactures of iron and steel in that year we 
imposed a tax of $18,658,683 upon foreign 
importations of iron and steel and their man- 
ufactures, a tax equal to forty-three per cent. 
upon invoice valuation, before allowing the 
imported article to be placed on sale in our 
markets. And now, sir, what was the result of 
the imposition of such duty? We added forty- 
three per cent. to the value of foreign imports 
of iron and.steel at the custom-house, and pus 
$18,658,683 coin drawn from the consumer into 
the Government Treasury, and in doing this 
enabled our own iron-masters to place upon the 
market and sell their product for $286 ,000,000, 
which without this daty they would have sold 
for only $200,000,000, or the cost and reason- 
able profits of its production, thereby enabling 
them to put into their pockets $86,000,000, 
which was also drawn from the consumer. 

Thus the protection of ouriron interest and 
industries in only their primary productions 
cost the whole people in one year $18,658,688 
in duties paid to the Government, and $86,- 
000,000 in the enhancement of the home pro- 
duct consumed by the people, which went as 
a royalty to the protected iron-master. In this 
way forty million people are made to pay a 
protective tribute upon the primary produc- 
tions of iron and steel, that the one per cent. 
engaged iu their production may be enriched 


at the expense of the ninety-nine per cent.; | 


taking, by the operation of your tariff laws, 
$86,000,000 in one year from the whole body 
of consumers, and giving it to the one per-cent. 
engaged in the production of iron and steel, 
in the enhancement of the value of their pro- 
ductions. 

Now, let us look at another article, and its 
manufactures of large consumption in this 
country, one of prime necessity among all 
classes and. conditions of the people—wool 


and the manufactures of wool. In the fiscal 
year 1871 the importation of wool and woolen 
manufactures consumed in the United States’ 
at invoice values amounted to $52,766,068. 
The domestic manufactures of wool for that 
year may be safely estimated at $175,000,000, 
including cost of production and the usual in- 
terest for capital invested ; so that this amount 
represents the cost value of the manufactured 
product in first hands, when ready to be placed 
upon the market. We collected at our cus- 
tom-houses. in 1871 upon imported wool and 
woolen fabrics $33,539,574, equal to sixty- 
three per cent. upon the invoice price of the 


| whole importation entering into our consump- 


tion. The imported article and the domestic 
article were sold in the same market at equal 
prices for the same quality of goods. One was 
enhanced sixty-three cents upon each dollar 
of its first cost by the tariff daty which it paid . 
at the custom-house, while the other was sold 
to the consumer at sixty-three cents advance 
upon each dollar of its cost value above what 
it would have been sold in the absence of pro- 
tection. The result is the people paid into 
the Treasury. $33,539,475, and to the manu- 
facturers of domestic woolens, in the enhance- 
ment of their fabrics to the consumer, the 
further sum of $110,250,000 in currency, as 
the price of protecting our industries in wool 
and manufactures of wool for one year. 

Take another article of universal consump- 
tion, the manufactures of cotton. In the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1871, the value of 
foreign importations of the manufactures of 
cotton entering into our consumption, as shown 
by the custom reports, was $28,587,994, 
upon which we paid import duties amounting 
to $10,778,832, anaverage of over forty per cent. 
The value of our home manufactures in first. 
hands is estimated by competent authority at 
$70,000,000. The foreign and domestic pro- 
duction were sold to the consumer in the same 
market, like articles at equal prices; the one 
pays as a privilege of entering such market 
forty per cent. upon its invoice value, which is 
supposed to be its cost value, which is added 
to its price to the consumer; the other is 
thereby enabled to add forty per cent., the 
margin of its protection, which is also exacted 
ofthe consumer. In thisway, sir, under the 
the operations of your revenue laws in 1871, 
the consumers in the United States upon their 
consumption of the one article ofcotton manu- 
factures, paid for protection $10,778,832 coin 
into the Treasury, and $28,000,000 into the 
pockets of the owners of cotton-mills in this 
country. 

Take one more article ag an illustration of 
the operation of protective tariff: in the 
same year the value of imported hides, leather, 
and the manufactures of leather consumed in 
this country amounted to $23,988,826, upon 
which we paid duties to the Government to 
the amount of $5,282,857, an average of 
twenty-two per cent. The value of the home 
product of hides, leather, and the manufactures 
of leather for that year may be safely stated 
at $175,000,000, which is cost in first hands. 
The margin of protection being twenty-two 
per cent., enabled the home manufacturers 


| to add that to their product, and exact it of 


the consumer. Otherwise the importer would 
be compelled to sell the foreign article at a 
loss, and importations would at once cease. 
Thus again, in addition to the $5,282,857 
which the people paid as the price charged 
importers of hides, leather, and the manufac: 
tures of leather for offering their wares in 
American markets, they also paid the home 
manufacturers some $88,500,000 in the en- 
hancement of their wares under tariff protec- 
tion. 

In this. way,in order to protect the four 
great manufacturing interests, the production 
of iron and steel, the manutacture of woolens, 
cotton, and leather, the people of the United 
States who consume these products and man- 
ufactures in one year-paid into the Treasury 
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$68,254,946 in coin, and by the enhancement 
of these great leading and primary articles of 
consumption produced and manufactured at 
home they also paid to the American pro- 
ducer and manufacturer the sum of $262,500,- 
000 in currency. i 

It may be urged that these estimates are 
more of a theoretic character than a matter 
of actual or practical result under the opera- 
tions of our revenue laws. But, sir, whether 
the amount of $262,500,000 is really a correct 
estimate and measure of the actual profits and 
clear accumulations of those engaged in these 
manufactares or not, it cannot be doubted that 
it does represent the amount which these 
products and manufactures have been in- 
creased in cost to the consumer. ; 

When you lay forty-three per cent. protective 
duty upon the importations of iron and steel 
and their manufactures as a means of protect- 
ing the American producer, it cannot be 
denied that such a regulation enables him to 
sell for one hundred and forty-three cents that 
which without such protection he must other- 
wise sell for one hundred cents. And when 
you lay sixty-three per cent. upon wool and 
the manufactures of wool coming into our 
marketsfrom foreign parts, it cannot be denied 
that you put it in the power of the home manu- 
facturer to compel the consumer to pay one kun- 
dred and sixty-three cents for that which in the 
absence of your tariff he would be able to buy 
atone hundred cents; and so of every other 
article which is the subject of protection by 
the imposition of a tariff duty. This is the 
very intent and purpose of the law; this is 
what protection means when stripped of all 
its sophistry and false reasoning and assump- 
tions. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here a list of articles 
of every-day consumption with the per cent. 
of duty which each article pays annexed. I 
have prepared it with care, and it will be found 
correct, PF ihink: 


Per cent. 


Sal 

Plain bleached domestics 
Plain brown domestics... è 
Denima, bed-tickings, and ginghams. 
Prints. o 
Linens.. 
Glass, common window 
Gunpowder... ees ce 
Hats nnd bonnets of straw, chip, or palm- 


405 

50s @ 643 
Tron, railroa 4 
Tron, boiler and otber plat Olt 
Tron, balter and trace-chains 93@ 60 

teel wie 2 @ 53} 

Leather 30 @ 35 
Wool, raw S @115} 
Wool, cloth 85 
Wool, shawl 533 


53. 

653@113s 
Wool, hats... 613@101 
Wool, clothing 
Wool, carpets 


5 
; 40 @ 89 

It requires but a glance at this list to be able 
to see the extent to which the consumer is 
burdened by tariff duties which relentlessly 
exact iribute from the wants and necessities 
of the peuple instead of the wealth of the na- 
tion to supply your ‘Treasury. All, the poor 
as well as the rich, must eat, be clothed and 
have shoes upon their feet, while the artisan, 
the mechanic and the farmer must have the 
necessary implements to pursue their avoca- 
tions, and it is upon these necessities that the 
heavy hand of protective exaction is placed, 
so that pressed upon the one hand by their 
daily wants, and upon the other by taxation, 
which only makes their needs a greater bur- 
den, the middle and poorer classes of the 
country are ground as “between the upper and 
nether millstone,” while wealth, aggregate, 
corporate and individual wealth, enjoying an 
immunity of protection, laughs at their op- 
pression, and year by year makes new additions 
of ill-gotten gains. 

To further illustrate the operation of the 
tariff laws under which we have been living 
and are now living, I have prepared a table, 


or rather bill of goods which every mechanic 
and farmer having a family must frequently 
procure. The price of each article, tbe per 
cent and amount of duty upon each, and cost 
without duty, is given : 

Coat of wool cloth ready made ... 
Duty 53 per CONt...cccrrersecesrserseeeees 
Cost without duty........ IR aan cal siei EES $7 84 


Pair of woolen pants ready made.. 
Duty 53 per cent......se- eseo. Sispa 


Cost without duty... serere seresesssesseeeseerenorsasesee se $3 92 


Knit drawers and undershirt of wool.. 
Duty 86 6-7 per Cent......csecersesceereenee reses 


Cost without duty... ceecesceeceseee ceseen reeesanenee 


Wool hat 
Duty 61 3-8 per cent.. 


Cost without duty... esecscscseseess ten ererserseeesassna $1 85 


Vest of wool cloth... 
Duty 53 per cent 


«$12 00 
416 


Cost Without Cuty issorisiisrs nesinnes 


Twenty yards of flannel at 60 cents. 
Duty 65 per cent 


Cost Without Auty cscs riesis s 


Twenty yards unbleached domestic, 12) cents. $2 50 
Daty SS per Cen bss cess ke aa AEAN 65 
Cost without dutyi rosenia aana SL 85 
Twenty yards calico at 15 cents... vee $3.00 | 
Duty 60 per cent 112 


Cost without Quty 0... iseenesest 


Ten yards delaines at 25 cents.... $2 50 
Duty 65 por Cent...ccscecsvesseeeceeeee . 99 


Cost without dutana en senses aiias 


One pair ten-pound all-wool blankets............. $10 
Duty 10lY per Conies issi rasani aiina D 


Cost without daty visionnet ceeeseeereeeenensee 


Twenty yards common wool carpet... 
Duty 89 per cent......ccscssrcrcersese soseseee 


Cost without Auty sessssessssessoresonsensassee senner sosseans 


Total cost... 
‘Total duty 


Total cost without Cuty.... ccs cee cannes $45 865 


Mr. Chairman, the injustice of such a sys- 
tem of taxation is difficult of reconciliation 
with any principle of equity or just statesman- 
ship, aud can in fact only be justified upon 
the principle that might makes right. I know 
that the plea is made in favor of high tariffs 
as a means of protecting American labor 
against the pauper labor of Europe and to 
sustain our own industries against the cheaper 
industries of other countries; but, sir, pro- 
tective laws defeat their own declared object, 
except so far as they are the means of filling 
your Treasury with gold wrung from the labor 
of the country. Ever since the close of the 
war of 1812 we have been experimenting with 
tariff legislation. We have had high tariffs 
and low tariffs, protection and free trade, and 
the statistics of fifty-six years, from 1816 to 
the present time, alternating with periods of 
protection and non-protection, will verify the 
statement that our greatest strides of pros- 
perity and the most rapid development of our 
industrial and commercial interests have been 
notably during non-protective periods, or in 
times of our lowest tariff laws. 

And, sir, an examination of the workings, 
and even the principles as claimed of protect- 
ive tariffs will at once disclose the reasons for 
this. A high-tariff law is enacted, laying 
duties upona wide range of articles professedly 
to foster industrial pursuits. Everything it 
touches is enhanced, for this is the purpose and 
object of the law, and also its necessary effect. 
Now, mark the results. The mechanic, artisan, 
and operative having to pay higher prices for 
all they consume, must have higher wages in 
order to keep body and soul together, the 
effort to secure higher wages not unfrequently 


ending in strikes and-a general interruption || 


of business. On the other hand, the manu- 


facturer, paying more for his labor, higher.” 


prices for the materials which enter into hig 


manufactured products, must charge all these 5 ` 


advances in the cost of his wares, only to find 


that when he thought himself securely pro... 


tected the foreign manufacturer enters the 
market, paying high duties, and sells in com- 
petition with bim at the very door of his own 
establishment, and forthwith the home mana- 
facturer flies to Congress for more protection, 

Ag an illustration of this fact look at the 
statistics of only the last fiscal year. Take the 
article of leather. Nearly everything which 
enters into the manufacture of leather is taxed 
from ten to thirty-eight per cent., and the 


l| eurrier, working under a tariff averaging from 


forty-four to forty eight per cent. upon over 
three thousand articles, finds his labor en- 
hanced in cost, and when his leather is ready 
for the market, he enjoys thirty-five per cent, 
protection, and yet the French, the German, 
and other foreign manufacturers pay this 
thirty-five per cent. duty and compete with 
him in his own market. Follow the produet 
into another form of manufacture, boots and v 
shoes. Nearly thirty per cent. additional mate- ‘' 
rial is used which pays duty or is enhanced in 
value from twelve to one hundred per cent; 
new additions of labor are made, also enhanced 
by the operations of tariff laws; so that at 
every change in the form of the product the 
weight of tariff exaction is increased, and itis 
found necessary to give additional protection, 
and yet afteryou have piled protection upon 
protection, repeating it atevery stage of trans- 


| formation from the crude material to the fin- 


ished article, the American manufacturer finds 
the foreign article paying all your duties and 


| competing with him in the market, while all 
| export is rendered impossible. 


Why, sir, in 
1871 the foreign imports of leather and the 
manufactures of leather which went into the 
consumption of this country, paying all your 
duties, were $10,552,155. 

Take the article of wool and 
of wool. You impose a duty 
forty-two and a half per cent. on unwashed 
wool to one hundred and fifteen and a half on 
washed, as a protection to wool-growers. The 
manufacturer of woolen fabrics pays heavily 


manufactures 
ranging from 


; in advance cost of his machinery into the con- 


struction of which iron so largely enters wnich 
is heavily protected; he employs labor which 
is necessarily enhanced in price by a tariff 
upon everything the laborer consumes. ‘Thus 
taxed at every turn, upon his raw material, 
upon his machinery, and his labor enhanced 
in cost, he finds, when his fabries are ready 
for the markets, and his profits added, that a 
protection of sixty three per cent. upon his 
manufactured product will not keep out the 
foreign fabrics. Why, sir, with all your ma- 
chinery of tariff duties to prop, sustain, and 


; encourage American manufactures of woolens 


and to hold the home market for home man- 
ufaciures, foreign importations keep a steady 
pace with your tariff laws. 

In 1871 there was consumed in the United 
sites $42,860,037 worth of foreign woolen 
fabries, paying an average of forty-three per 
cent. Huty, which aggregated $29,024,372 ; 
and witi: gold at 112 these products estimated 
in currency could not have been worth less, 
with importer’s profits added, than $80,000,000. 
In this I have not included the raw wool 
imported in that year which amounted to 
$9,906,031, and paid $4,515,103 duty. If we 
look at our iron manufactures and their sta- 
tistics we shall find similar results. 

_ The first form of the crade material, pig 
iron, 1s protected by a tariff of forty and seven 
eighths per cent. It goes to the rolling-mil., 
is transformed to bar, rolled, or hammere 

iron, and is again protected from fifty and one 
eighth to sixty-four and three quarters pet 
cent., according to size and shape. If wrought 
into railroad -iron it is protected forty-three 
per cent. And yet, sir, with all this imposi- 
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tion of duties as so many securities to our 
iron interest and its attendant industries, and 
with twenty-five per cent, natural protection 
in addition, foreign importations are not less- 
ened but constantly increase. The statistics 
of our customs show that in 1871 we consumed 
of foreign iron and steel and their manufac- 
tures $68,084,172 in value, which, if reduced 
to currency, and importer’s profits added, would 
bave wade the foreign product in value not 
less than $75,000,000 or $80,000,000. 

* Mr, Chairman, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in his last annual report very tersely states 
the condition of our shipping interests in these 
words: 

“Returns for the fiscal year 1870-71 show that the 
ocean commerce of the United States is passing 
rapidly into the handsof foreign merchants and ship- 

owners.” * * + + “Phe history of our own 
commerce, as shown in the statistics already given, 
renders it certain that without some efficient action 
on the part of the Government, the entire foreign 
trade of the country will soon pass into the hands 
of our rivals. 

T “The monopoly of the trade between the United 

1 States and Europe, by foreign merchants and ship- 
: þuilders carries with it the monopoly of ship-build- 


< jing for the entire world, and, as a consequence, the 
© Atlantic trade, the trade of the Pacific, and the seas 


adjacent thereto, will be carried on in English-built 
steamers.” 

Mr. Chairman, this is a very plain statement, 
of an unpleasant fact. A little over ten years 
ago we ranked side by side with England as a 
maritime Power,but now we are officially told 
that ‘‘without some efficient action on the part 


> of the Government the entire foreign: trade of 


the country will soon pass into the hands of 
our rivals.” By what means, sir, have we 
- reached this deplorable condition? The hon- 
© orable Secretary says the causes are twofold: 
. “First, the destruction of American vessels by 
rebel cruisers during the war; and secondly, the 
substitution of iron steamships for the transporta- 
tion of freight and passengers upon the ocean, in 


“place of sailing vessels and steamships built of 
wood.” — 

The first of these causes, however potent 
it may have been during the late war, ceased 
to operate when the Alabama went down before 
the Kearsarge. 5 

The statistics of American shipping and 
ship-building show that confederate cruisers 

“had far less to do with the decline of American 
‘commerce than your tariff laws. At the close 
of the fiscal year 1861 the tonnage of the 
United States was 5,539,812 tons. At the 
‘close of 1865 it was 5,096,781 tons—a decline 
of 848,032 tons in four years. In the next 
four years, ending with 1869, our tonnage had 
declined to 4,144,639 tons—a decrease of over 
one million tons in four years. During the first 
four years referred to, there were transferred 
of American tonnage to foreign nations 
774,652 tons; and there was built in our ship- 
yards tonnage to the amount of 1,285,506 tons. 
From 1865 to 1869 the tonnage sold to foreign 
countries was. 64,025 tons, and the tonnage 
builtin our ship-yards was 1,180,210, showing 
that the decline has been more rapid since the 
close of the war than during its progress. 

Mr. Chairman, the ‘‘ efficient action on the 
part of the Government’’ now proposed as a 
means of stopping further decline in Ameri- 
can shipping and of regaining our commercial 
rank is the subsidizing of American-built 
steamships at the rate of thirteen dollars per 
ton for five years. It has come to this, that 
while we have been protecting every other 
‘judustry and interest, our shipping interests 

have been perishing, and Congressis now asked 
to increase still further the burdens of the peo- 
ple by subsidizing ship-building to save Ameri- 
can commerce already dying under American 
protection. 

From 1846 to 1861 the tonnage of the United 

tates rose rapidly. from 2,562,084 tons to 
5,589,813 tons—a commercial growth unparal- 
leled in any age of thé world. This rapid growth 

occurred under a strictly revenue tariff, which 
was so low as to be stigmatized as a British 
free-trade tariff. From 1846 to 1857 the aver- 
: age duty was.twenty-four per cent, and from 
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1857 to 1861 only 18.8 per cent. upon all im- 
ports, and nineteen per cent. upon dutiable 
goods. Then our ship-yards were busy; night 
and day the sound of. the. shipwright was 
heard all along the indented Atlantic sea-board 
from Maine to Georgia. Our ship-builders 
and artisans were prosperous and contented, 
and our seamen laughed to scorn the boasted 
supremacy of the cross of St. George. 

After sixteen years of low tariffs there came 
in an evil hour a change. In 1861 the tariff 
was revised and increased to an average of 26.7 
per cent.; in 1862 it was further increased to 
an average of 32.2 per cent.; in 1863 it was 
again further increased to an average of 37.2 
per cent. ; in 1864 it was again increased to 
48.7 per cent.’; in 1865 to 46.06, and in 1867 
finally raised to 47.86 per cent. And the 
statistics of ship-building during these ten 
years of high protection show that just in pro- 
portion as we have increased our tariff exac- 
tions, in that proportion have our shipping 
interests declined. i 

From 1846 to 1861, at least for a greater 
part of this time, ships could be built in the 
United States cheaper than in any part of the 
world, and a considerable per cent. of our 
ship-building was tor foreigu countries; but 
since the protective era began all tbis is 
changed. And how could it be otherwise, 
when everything of which ships are built must 
pay heavy tariff duties? Why, sir, the very 
timbers which enter into the construction of 
ships so largely must pay 20 per cent. duty; 
its iron not less than 48 per cent.; cables and 
chains, 44 per cent.; copper,45 per cent.; hemp 
cables and cordage, 37% per cent.; rope from 
17% to 273 per cent.; sail ducking, 85 per cent.,; 
oils and paints from 87 to 51 per cent.; and 
the very bunting which floats at the mast-head 
is taxed 117} per cent. 

Depression, decline, and decay of our com- 
merce is the legitimate and necessary results 
of these high protective tariffs, as they are 
termed. This conclusion is abundantly sup- 
ported by the statistics of our shipping and 
ship-building all along from 1816 to the pres 
ent time. These records show that under low 
tariffs our commercial interest and ship-build- 
ing have prospered most, while they have in- 
variably retrograded or come to a stand-still 
during periods of high tariffs. 

We are told, however, that it is not the tariff 
which so injuriously affects our ship-building, 
but that its decline in late years is entirely 
owing to the change from the use of wooden to 
iron ships for ocean service, which these apolo- 
gists say occurred in the early years of the war. 
A slight examination of this apology will at 
at once dispel the illusion. 

The building of iron ships began in 1858, 
and not in 1861. In 1856 the building of iron 
ships had go far succeeded in England as to cause 
a marked decline in ship-building in the Uni- 
ted States, which decline, accelerated by the 
financial crash of 1857, continued until 1859, 
after which ship-building began to revive, and 
at the opening of the war irou ship building 
had been successfully aud profitably entered 
upon in our yards. But since the war, under 
the operations of our excessively high tariffs, 
the bniiding of iron steamships has aimost, if 
not quite, ceased. ‘here is no good reason 
why we caunot build iron ships as cheap as 
any other nation upon earth. No other coun- 
try has the material in such inexhaustible 
quantities as ours, and oar laborers and arti- 
sans are certainly not behind any in the 
world; in fact, a superiority is almost univer- 
sally claimed and accorded to them. 

Why, sir, before the revolutionary war we 
produced iron for export to the mother coun- 
try, and since the organization of the Govern- 
ment under the Constitution its production 
has always steadily, and [ may say rapidly, 
increased under low tariffs; in fact, it is shown 
that the production of pig iron has increased 
more rapidly in periods of low tariff than in 
periods of high tariffs, Thus, from 1882 to 


1840 there was an increase in the amount of 
pig iron produced of seventy-three and.a half 
per cent., and from 1852 to 1860 there was 
an increase of seventy-five per cent. Both 
periods were under low tariffs, the last being 
the lowest of any since 1816, while from 1860 
to 1869 the highest estimated increase is sev- 
enty-seven per cent. for nine years, being a 
less average per cent. than in either of the 
other cases. : 

The average price of pig iron in the city of 
New York, from 1850 to 1860, was $26 39 per 
ton, and sold in the last year, 1860, at an 
average of $23 15 per ton. This was under a 
low tariff, but under the increased tariff it rose 
to $46 25 per ton in 1865, equal to thirty dol- 
lars coin, and is now selling for fifty dollars, 
equal to $44 64 coin, an increase of nearly 
one hundred per cent. These facts and figures 
demonstrate that there is but the one obstacle 
inthe way of the successful and profitable build- 
ing of iron or wooden ships in the United States, 
that is our tariff laws. With an average duty 
of forty-three per cent. upon the materials 
which enter into the construction of ships, 
and labor enhanced at least thirty per cent. by 
tariff exactions, it isnotto be wondered at that 
American ship-building has declined. If we 
would revive our commerce, we must repeal 
our protective tariff laws and return to low 
and strictly revenue duties. If we do this we 
shall again see our flagupon every ocean. The 
proposition to subsidize the building of Amer- 
ican ships to engage in foreign commerce as a 
means of regaining our lost commercial rank 
is the crowning act of this vicious system, 
and a fitting end to this comedy of errors, 

Mr. Chairman, another plea that is always 
in the mouth of tbe protectionists is the sav- 
ing of our laborers rrom competition with the 
pauper labor of Europe, and doubtless this 
argument has drawn more support to the side 
of high tariffs than any other, and yet, sir, what 
benefit results to the laborer to increase his 
wages from one dollar per day to $1 50 or two 
dollars per day, if at the same time the cost of 
living is so increased that his increase of wages 
will haye no greater purchasing power than 
his lower wages? This is precisely the result 
and working of high tariffs. A careful exam- 
ination of the wages in 1860, and the price of 
necessaries and cost of living, as compared 
with 1871, will disclose the fact that the day’s 
wages of 1871 will buy scarcely so much of the 
necessaries or luxuries of life as the day’s 
wages would in 1860, and this is not only the 
practical but the logical working of protective 
tariffs. 

There is another class, however, larger than 
all the others combined, which constitute by 
far the larger part of the great body of can- 
sumers, which have not been remembered by 
the protectionists. They are that large class 
engaged in agricultural parsuits. If they have 
been remembered it has been only that they 
could bear burdens and pay taxes. I know, 
sir, that it is claimed. that by fostering our 
manufacturing interests, higher prices are 
secured for farm products. Here, again, the 
sophistry is answered by the fact that that 
which the farmer and farm laborer must pur- 
chase is also enhanced, often even beyond any 
incidental increase of the value of the pro: 
duct of their labor. Besides, sir, the great 
staples of the farm and plantation, such as 
wheat, corn, and cotton, must always, at least 
for a long period of time to come, depend 
upon foreign markets, 

The history of tariff legislation and the oper- 
ation of tariff laws entirely refute and over- 
throw the idea that protection has ever in 
any way benefited agricultural pursuits. It 
may be shown that in addition to the increased 
cost of everything, the farmer must buy under 
high tariffs, his staple productions have almost 
invariably brought him a-lower price in pro- 
tective periods than in periods of non-protec- 
ition, As a illustration of this I have here a 


| table which gives the prevailing price of wool 


` dition of the country and the effect of tariff 
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in the city of New York from 1825 to 1860, by 
periods of time corresponding to the continu- 
ance of the different tariff enactments: 


Common. Merino. Pulled. 

Cents. Cents, Cents. 
1825 to 1828, high tariff...... 284 423 27, 
1829 to 1832, high tariff...... 26 44ł 385 
1833 to 1841, low tariff. 34 49 42 
1842 to 1846, high tari 23% 82 27 
1847 to 1856, low tariff. 32 39, 3L 
1857 to 1860, low tariff. 5+ 44h $ 


These prices are the averages for each pe- 
riod. Now compare the prices of wool in the 
same city in 1860, at the close of sixteen years 
of nou-protection, with the price in 1869, after 
eight years of protection: 


1860. 1869—gold. 
Saxony fleeces FO LESO 53 FO 46 @is0 50 
Full blood Merino. aw B@ 52 39 @ a4 
Pxtra pulled...... 42@ 46 32:@ 375 
Superfine pulled.. 37@ 40 35 @ 38 
No. 1 pulled....... B@ 30 2% @ Mi 
California unwashed. A 32 22@ 2% 


Asa further illustration, take the article of 
wheat. The market reports of our principal 
cities show the remarkable fact that with re- 
markable regularity for more than fifty years 
this staple product of the farm has uniformly 
gone up as our tariffs went down, and declined 
as our tariffs advanced. L have here a table 
showing the price of wheat in the city of New 
York from 1820 to 1869 by periods of ten years: 
1820, under protection: per bushel... 
1830, under protection per bushel 
1840, non-protection per bushel... 
1850, non-protection per bushel... 
1860, non-protection per bushel... . 
1869, protection, gold, per bushol.......... oh 

I have here another table which I find in a 
work entitled “Does Protection Protect?” 
from which also the data in the two last tables 
I have given were taken, giving the price of 
flour during various periods from 1889 to 1867: 

Avenuge price of flour. 
Four years, from 1839 to 1842, (free trade,)... 
Four years, trom 1843 to 1846, (protection, ).. 
Bight yours, from 1854 to 1801, (freo trade,).. 
Six yours, from 1862 to 1807, (protection,).... 
Average price for twelve years under 
Avorngo price for ten years under protection... 

These illustrations might be extended, but 
they ure quite sufficient to establish the fact 
that the great staple products of the farm have 
always found the best market under the lowest 
tariff; and therefore it is true that every 
effort to levy protective duties is so much tax 
upon agriculture. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the whole burden is not, 
as I have heretofore shown; confined to the 
duties levied. Who, sir, can estimate the 
burden which is imposed upon the agricultur- 
ists of this country in the increased cost in the 
removal of their products to market caused by 
the enhanced cost of railways, every mile of 
which pays some $3,000 duty upon its iron, 
or what is equivalent, if of American manu- 
facture, the enhancement in price to the full 
margin of its protection; with which, enorm- 
ous as it ig, the iron-masters are not content, 
but having grown insolent with their accumula- 
tions, have the impudence and audacity to ask 
that new lines of projected railway, seeking 
congressional action, shall not have the poor 
privilege of paying the duties and laying down 
foreign iron, but have been required as a con- 
dition upon which the favors of Congress have 
been awarded that they shall lay down none 
butiron of American manufacture? 

Mr. Chairman, having referred to the con- 
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legislation, I desire to say in conclusion that 
the reforms which are demanded as the neces- 
sity of the hour are radical in their nature, and 
should be thorough and sweeping in their 
application if relief to an overburdened peo- 
ple is to be expected as a result. In the last 
fiscal year our receipts from customs revenues 
were $206,270,695, being an average of forty- 
four per cent. upon all dutiable goods. The 
bill now under consideration proposes a reduc- 
tion in grossof $18,952,438, which is not one |!| 


third of what it should be. Sir, a reduction 
of at least $60,000,000 of the customs duties 


should be at once effected, or upon such notice 
to the country as not to too suddenly disturb 
the business of the country. 

Twenty-five per cent. duty, as an average, 
upon foreign importations would give a rev- 
enue, upon the basis of last year’s imports, of 
$130,000,000; but with the known elasticity 
of the revenue, as evidenced in past years, 
together with the increased importations of 
articles now practically prohibited, we might 
with certainty expect the revenue from cus- 
toms in the first year after such reduction to 
reach at least $150,000,000. This amount, 
with our revenues derived from internal taxes, 
even after the reduction proposed by the pend- 
ing bill, will give $280,000,000, a sufficiency 
for an economical administration of the Gov- 
ernment and the payment of the interest upon 
the publie debt. 

Then, sir, having put your system of taxation 
upon a sound basis, ahrust the pruning knife 
of reform into the civil list. Turn out the 
supernumeraries who infest every depariment 
of the civil service. Dismiss the incompetent 
from place, thrust from office with the brand 
of dishonor the dishonest mercenaries who 
cling to power ‘that thrift may follow fawn- 
ing’? Break up the plundering rings which 
infest your capital and pursue their nefarious 
schemes of peculation upon the Treasury. Give 
amnesty to the South in the removal of their 
disabilities, and peace to the country, and then 
reduce your standing Army for which you will 
no longer have need except upon the Indian 
frontier. These reforms effected and you will 
have from $25,000,000 to $40,000,000 to apply 
to the reduction of the national debt. Public 
confidence will be restored, the industries of 
the country will no longer be depressed ; labor 
no longer plundered by your unjust and iniqui- 
tous tariffs, will receive a fair recompense in 
the just divisions of its joint earnings with 
capital. Your ship-yards will again resound 
with the clangor of the shipwright, and our 
national ensign will again float from the masts 
of our ships upon every sea. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that pursuant to the order of 
the House the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DU BOSE was granted leave of absence 
for ten days from Monday next. 

. Mr. YOUNG was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 

Mr. BEATTY was granted leave of absence 
for one week. : 

Mr. GARRETT was granted leave of absence 
for fifteen days from Monday next. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Members will take notice 
that on and after Monday next the House will 
meet at eleven o’clock a. m. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at four o'clock and twenty-five 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
Monday next at eleven o'clock a. m. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rale, and referred to the appropriate com- 
muitees: 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of J. M. 
Curry, J. M. Watson, Minor Colvin, and 60 
others, growers of and dealers in leaf tobacco 
in the couuty of Pendleton and State of Ken- 
tucky, protesting against any advance on the 
present tax on smoking tobacco, &c. 


Also, the petition of T. J. Oldham, W. 
H. Roberts, A. I. McKinney, and 59 others, 
growers of and dealers in leaf tobacco in 
the county of Pendleton and State of Ken- 
tucky, protesting against any advance on the- 
present tax ou smoking tobacco, &e. > 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Thepetition of Mrs. 
Emma Husgrove, widow of E. R. Husgrove, 
of company F, eighth Tennessee cavalry pray- 
ing Congress to remove her political disabili- 
ties, by reason of which she is prevented from 


! drawing a pension. 


Also, the petition of William R. Duncan, of 


i Tennessee, late of company G, third Tennes- 


see volunteers, asking Congress for a pension. 
By. Mr. E. H. ROBERTS: The petition 


| of citizens of Utica, New York, for the increase 


of pensions to soldiers of the Union perma- 
nently disabled during the war by the loss of 
eyes or limbs. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, April 29, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. Joszpn M. Trimaue, D. D., 
of Columbus, Ohio. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia objects, and the read- 
ing will be proceeded with. : 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate, after the morn- 
ing business is concluded, to call up Senate 
bill No. 522, the bill regulating the sale of 
coal lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
call of petitions, the Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent to take up the bill 
in regard to the sale of coal lands, subject 
to the morning business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. i object to that, not 
because I have any objection to the bill, but 
because I think we can get on best by fol- 
lowing the regular course of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made. Petitions and memorials are in order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
Wiley A. Hagler, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabil- 
ities. 

He also presented the petition of Claude H. 
Masten, praying payment for the use of a pri- 
vate hospital occupied by officers of the Uni- 
ted States Army in 1865; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
memorial of George W. Anderson, asking for 
reimbursement of proceeds of the sale of cer- 
tain mining stock sold under illegal decrees of 
the United Staies district court for the south: 
ern district of New York; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
and merchants of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
praying the removal of the political and civil 
disabilities of Presley T. Glass, of Lauder- 
dale, Tennessee; which was referred to the 
select Committee on the Removal of Political 
Disabilities. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present a memorial 
very numerously signed by officers of the Navy, 
headed by the Admiral, respectfully but 
earnestly remonstrating against the transfer 
or restoration of officers from the retired list 
to the active list without recommendation 
from the Department; and also against the 
practice of advancing officers by personal legis- 
lation over their seniors without recommenda- 
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tion from the Department, and officers who 
“have not come, in the opinion of the Execu- 
tive, within the law which authorized them to 
be advanced certain numbers for gallant con- 
duct. In presenting this memorial I desire to 
say that the sentiment of it meets my hearty 
concurrence. I believe that nothing is more 
prejudicial to the integrity, to the efficiency, 
“to the discipline of the Navy, than personal 
legislation, giving to one man preference over 
his seniors without the recommendation of his 
superiors or of the Department. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of 
Charles E. Carr, great grandson and heir and 
for the coheirs of Thomas Dennis, deceased, 
late of Newport, Rhode Island, praying in- 
demnification for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the year 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a memorial of the Colum- 
bia ‘Typographical Union of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
repeal of the eight-hour law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage of 
the bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training 

© School Association; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 
<. Mr. CONKLING presented two petitions 
- of citizens of Tompkins county, New York, 
praying the passage of a bill for the relief of 
William El, Akins and Jacob D. Felthousen, 
inventors of a sewing-machine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
John W. Wickham, jr., Job B. Beverstock, 
= and Oscar B. Smith, praying the enactment 
` ofa law changing the spelling of the name of 
` the schooner La Pette to that of La Petite ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


ree, 2 
ce ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


-. Mr. SUMNER. I ask the Senate to take 

up Senate bill No. 865, the District school 
. bill, and then they can proceed with the morn- 
ing business. I shall make no objection to 


that. 
‘. The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
call for reports of committees, the Senator 
from Massachusetts asks that the District 
school bill be taken up. R 
Mr. CONKLING. To determine whether I 
shall object or not, I ask the Senator whether, 
_ when one o’clock arrives, he will insist that 
that bill shall retain its place, or will allow it 
to fall then if not disposed of before that time? 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall expect it to fall, 
then, for the day. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I make no objec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 

“made. Reports of committees are next in 


order. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 
Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 325) to aid in the execution of the law 
against polygamy, and to prevent that crime 
in the Territory of Utah, reported it with an 
amendment, 
be printed, and the bill, as amended, recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Territories. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1046) in relation to the United States 
courts in Alabama; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 


The amendment was ordered to’ 


Mr. SPENCER. I am requested to intro- 
duce a bill, and I ask leave to do so without 
having fally examined its provisions, and I 
desire that it be read twice and referred to the 
District Committee. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1047) in relation to the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas railroad ; 
which was read twice by its title, and'referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1048) for the relief of Dr. Claude H. 
Masten; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to call up for considera- 
tion House bill No. 1030, being a bill to regu- 
late the time of holding the elections in the 
Territories of Washington and Idaho. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must ask the Senator 
to wait until we are through with the regular 
morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The introduc- 
tion of bills is still in order. i 

Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1049) to regulate the compensation of 
registers and receivers of consolidated land 
offices; which was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I ask leave 
to introduce a bill at the request of a friend. F 
know nothing in regard to its merits. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1050) to repeal a cer- 
tain provision in the charter of the Metropol- 
itan Street Railway Company of Washington, 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. . 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1051) for the relief of the heirs of Lee Hard- 
esty; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1052) referring the claim 
of J. H. Russell to the Court of Claims; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

EXTENSION OF PATENTS. 


Mr. WRIGHT. On the 8th of this month I 
introduced a bill (S. No. 941) to authorize the 
extension of patents in certain cases, which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
They thereafter reported it back adversely, I 
believe, on the 11th of this month, when I was 
either absent from the Chamber or it escaped 
my observation, and it was indefinitely post- 
poned. With the consent of the chairman I 
have the privilege of moving a reconsideration 
of the vote indefinitely postponing the bill and 
that it be placed on the Calendar. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to reconsider at this time the 
vote indefinitely postponing the bill. If there 
be no objection, that order willbe made. The 
Chair hears no objection. The vote is recon- 
sidered and the bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution 
which I offered on Friday last, limiting debate 
on amendments to appropriation bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, If there be no 
Senate resolutions, that motion is now in order. 
The resolution will first be read for informa- 
tion. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, te move 
to confine debate on the pending bill and amend- 
ments thereto to five minutes by any Senator on the 
pending motion, and the motion to limit debate shall 
be decided without debate. 


The VICK PRESIDENT, The motion is to 


i! ber of the body. 


take up this resolution for consideration. | It 
is not yet before the Senate for general debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am not. very much 
disposed to prolong unduly the debate on ap- 
propriation bills. This. proposition, although 
not perhaps altogether without precedent, is 
too important a thing to be madea rule of the 
Senate without full consideration. I ask the 
Senator whether he desires to press it to a-vote 
now ; and if he does I ask him to state whether 
it is reported from any committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do desire to press it to a 
vote now; but I will state to the Senator from 
California thatsince the resolution was offered 
I have concluded to so far amend it as to strike 
out the words ‘‘ on the pending bill and ;” so 
that it will read: 

That during the present session it shall be in 
order, pending an appropriation bill, to confine 
debate on amendments thereto to five minutes, é&c. 

The resolution ‘is not reported’ from any 
committeee. I offered it to the Senate on 
Friday, and upon objection made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. BLAIR] it went over. 
I think there can be no objection now at this 
stage of the session to confining debate on 
amendments to appropriation bills to five 


“minutes, 


Mr. POMEROY. Task the Senator whether 
it is confining debate on 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas will suspend. The Chair will 
state, as debate has opened on taking up this 
resolution, that he finds it somewhat difficult 
to decide to the satisfaction of the Senate ex- 
actly what is debate on the merits of a proposi- 
tion, He will wait until some Senator makes a 
point of order on this debate on taking up 
various propositions for consideration. ‘Then 
the Senate may decide the question as they 
prefer to do themselves, 

Mr. POMEROY. I was only going to ask 
the Senator from Pennsylvania whether the 
proposition is that the debate shall be limited, 
or only that the remarks of any one Senator 
shall be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot tell until we 
get it up. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suppose before any- 
thing is taken up every Senator has a right to 
know what it is; and after listening to the 
remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania [ 
must beg the Clerk to read the resolution: now 
as amended by the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
amended, 

Mr. CASSERLY. As it is proposed to be 
amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read as the Senator from Pennsylvania 
proposes to amend it if it should be taken up. 

The Curur CLERK. As proposed to be 
amended, the resolution will read: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debate on amendments thereto to five min- 
utes by any Senator on the pending motion; and the 
motion to limit debate shall be decided without 
debate. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that resolution 
will not be taken up. It would evidently lead 
to a protracted debate before it could be 
adopted ; and a reason why I think it ought 
not to be taken up would be that 1 do not 
think we should waste the time of the session 
in the struggle that would undoubtedly take 
place over an attempt to limit debate in the 
Senate. Itis not appropriate to go into rea- 
sons on this motion to take up, but it unques- 
tionably would lead to some discussion before 
such a resolution could be adopted in the 
Senate. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from IHi- 
nois will allow me, this motion is precisely 
similar to that which has been adopted several 
times in the Senate since I have been: a mem- 
At the close of a session it 
is the easiest way to expedite business, arid it 
never has led to the slightest embarrassment. 
The bill itself is open to general debate, and 
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if a Senator desires to make a prepared 
specch on the general subject of the bill, or 
upon auy subject indeed, he can do so on an 
appropriation bill ; but when amendments are 
peuding it is much better to confine the debate 
npon the pending amendments strictly to short 
speeches of five minutes. I think the practi- 
cal working of this rule, (which only applies 
during this session, and only to appropriation 
bills,) which has been so beneficial in the past, 
will be found equally so in the fature. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 must call my friend from 
Ohio to order. I agree with him entirely, but 
he is evidently discussing the merits of the 
question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont will state his point of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is that the Senator is 
making a very powerful argument in favor of 
the thing that we propose to take up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio has resumed his seat. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio 
gave as a reason for taking up this resolution 
that this had often been done. There cer- 
tainly would be an issue between the Senator 
and myself upon thatpoint. Ifa thing of this 
kind was ever done it was never done with 
my knowledge. Wehave sometimes had some 
understanding by unanimous consent, or per- 
haps by agreeing thata motion might be made ; 
but a general rule appplicable as this is to all 
appropriation bills was never adopted to my 
knowledge in the Senate, and [ think it would 
be a waste of time to force such a rule upon 
the Senate now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution of the Senator from Penn 
sylvania. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Peunsylvania now modifies the resolu- 
tion as he has stated, and it will be read as 
modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That during tho present session it shall 
pe in order, ponding an appropriation bill, to move 
to, confine debate on amendments thereto to tive 
minutes by nuy Senator on the peuding motion; and 
the motion to limit debato shall be decided without 
debate. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. The vote for taking up 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Scorr] is of such a character as to 
mike me apprehend the adoption of it. [shall 
regret such a result, The Senate has never 
been found unwilling, whenever the condition 
of business required it, to adopt by unanimous 
consent the five minutes rule upon appropria- 
tion bills. It has done it several times—T[ do 
not uow remember how often—during my time 
in the Senate. L am sure there is no disposi- 
tion with the minority of the Senate to refuse 
such imanimous consent in any proper case, F 
think had it been asked for by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, [Mr. Corg, ] 
really asked for by him, it would have been 
conceded at the proper time on any one of his 
bills. I believe he once suggested it, but failed 
to press it in such a manner as to make the 
Senate understand that he regarded it of much 
consequence at that time, if Lam in error, I 
shail be very happy to be corrected. I see my 
colleague rising as if to say something. 

Mr. COLE. I was going to remark that I 
have seen the necessity of this rule for a long 
time, and have called the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it more than once, and | have urged it 
over and over that there should be some limit 
to debate on appropriation bills. My colleague 
will allow me to add, that during the session 
thus far the takiug up of an appropriation 
bill has been the signal for general and pro- 
tracted discussion. I do not know that such 
is the case, but possibly propositions have 
been moved on the appropriation bills for the 
purpose of leading to discussion, for the pur- 
pose of affording an opportunity for speeches 


argument to convince them of the necessity 
of some such rule as this to apply to the appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask my colleague 
whether he wishes to be understood that he 
ever during this session pressed a motion or 
request for limiting debate to five minutes by 
unanimous consent? My point is, that if my 
colleague had really urged such a limitation of 
the debate at any proper stage, the Scuate, I 
doubt noi, would have conceded it to him. 

Mr.COLE. I have not presented this-rule ; 
it was reporied by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania; but [have suggested to the Senate and 
urged upon them the necessity of having a 
rule of the kind, and { remember now that I 
once suggested to the Committee on Rules pub- 
licly in the Senate the adoption of a rule like 
this. 1 think [have on more than one occa- 
sion, two, three, or four times, mentioned the 
propriety of something of the sort, Have I 
answered my colleague fully ? 

Mr, CASSERLY. ‘The statement of my 
colleague leaves my impression about as it 
was ‘That is to say, that my colleague did 
not expressly call for a limitation of debate to 
five minutes by unanimous consent. {think 
if he had, so far as the minority are concerned 
there would have been no objection. 

Mr. COLE. I certainly have asked that 
very thing. My colleague was absent during 
a portion of the session attending to duties in 
another city, and it may have occurred duriag 
that time; but [ have asked unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate for that very thing, and I 
think two or three times, but it was always 
refused because of the opposition of some one 
Senator. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague says amend- 
ments have been put upon appropriation bills 
as if to provoke debate. I beg leave to remind 
my colleague and the Senate that such amend- 
ments did not come from the minority. ‘They 
came universally from some Senator of the 
majority here. tn nearly every instance they 
were amendments in the highest degree objec- 
tionable, because they were new legislation. 
The very amendment which is now hanging 
over the Senate on a motion to reconsider is 
of that class. It produced a debate which 


extended through more than a week of the | 


time of this body. 

An amendment still more objectionable in 
every respect was the amendment which the 
Senator trom Oregon, [Mr. CORBETT,] now 
absent from his seat, put upon the deficiency 
bill last Friday. That was a case of legisla- 
tion pure and simple, which by no possibility 
could have any reference to the appropriation 
of money or the expenditure of money. It 
was a measure changing for the benefit of a 


special class in the State of Oregon the eutire | 


system of naturalization now in force in’ this 
country, declaring a number of British sub- 


jects to be citizens without any proof of resi- | 
That amendment did lead | 


dence or choice. 
to some discussion. It would have led to 
more but for the very late hour of the day 
when the Senator from Oregon brought it for- 
ward, and in a thin, perhaps an inattentive 
Senate, succeeded in getting it upon the bill. 
The real evil lies there, 1 beg my colleague to 
remember, in the practice of putting new and 
inappropriate legislation upon appropriation 
bills. The function of an appropriation bill is 
to supply the moneys necessary for subjects 
of expenditure which have already been made 
a part of the law of the Jand. 

Mr, COLE. I suppose my colleague does 
not refer to me now as holding me responsible 
for legislation upon appropriation bills? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Not in the slightest de- 
gree. But my colleague seemed, though re- 
motely, to imply that Senators with whom I 
act in this body were respousible for the prac- 
tice which he condemns, and justly con- 
demns, of introducing general amendments 
to appropriation bills as if for the purpose of 


perhaps. I am certain the Senate need no |; producinga prolonged debate, Hence I thought 


j| tection of minorities. 


it necessary to say what I have said, to unite 
my voice with his in condemnation of the 
practice, and to vindicate the conduct of the 
minority. I repeat, whenever my colleague 
will give the Senate to understand that the 
necessities of the Government, the necessities 
of the country, and the just economy of the, 
time of this body require a limitation of de. 
bate upon amendments to appropriation bills, 
J think it will not be on this side of the Cham. 
ber thai he will meet objection, 

Mr. President, standing here, one of a slen- 
der minority, less than one fourth of the Sen- 
ate, J am, of course, deeply interested in the 
freedom of debate. It is in fact the only 
power we have in this Chamber to affect legis- 
lation beyond the accidental circumstance 
of our votes, independent of the will of Sen- 
ators on the other side in politics. For that 
reason I am against this resolution. Į am 
glad to see that it applies only to this session 
and is not to be a standing rule of the Senate, 
as Lhad at first supposed. But I suggest to 
my friend from Pennsylvania, of whom lam 
happy to say here and always that I never 
have witnessed iu him the slightest disposition 
to limit or embarrass the entire freedom of 
debate upon any subject, whether. he may not 
safely rely on the same fair and candid pur- 
pose of ihe Senate which has been manifested 
so often already in giving unanimous consent, 
at all proper times, for the five minutes limit- 
ation of debate. The Senate has more than 
once very emphatically expressed its prefer- 
ence for making such a limitation of its own ` 
free will, that is, by its unanimous consent at 
thetime, rather than by the will of a majority 
vote, and still less by means of a standing 
resolution. I submit to my friend who has 
offered this resolution whether the method of 
unanimous consent is not far more consider- 
ate of the rights of the minority, more condu- 
cive to freedoin of debate, and more in accord- 
ance with the practice, the traditions, and the 
dignity of the Senate. l 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I regret 
that this proposition should be brought seri- 
ously to the notice of the Senate. Since my 
service here there have been on one or two or 
perhaps more occasions suggestions that it 
would be well to limit debate in this body; 
but after some little discussion or consider- 
ation the effort has ulways been abandoned, 
and it has been thought better to leave it to 
that sense of propriety and decorum which 
has always governed the members of this 
body to determine for themselves how long 
and when each member should speak, When 
we have had (which has been very seldom) 
the case of an attempt to prolong debate and 
impede and obstruct the transaction of busi- 
ness, there has been such a public sentiment 
in the Senate as has enabled it, though with 
some inconvenience to its members, to bring 
the question to an issue by doing what is called 
‘sitting it out,” and it takes a very bold Sen- 
ator to stand up in this body against the publie 
sentiment of the body and attempt to prolong 
the action of the Senate by irrelevant matter 
and simply interposing delays. 

I shail regret very much wheu an arbitrary 
rule is adopted in this body putting it in the 
power of the majority, as is intended here, to 
force through any measure without discussion. 
We have in this body no rule prohibiting the 
offering of amendments to appropriation bills. 
Some of the most important measures that 
have ever passed this body have been in the 
shape of amendments to appropriation bills. , 
The rules are adopted here chiefly for the pro- 
Although it may be 
very convenient and very pleasant for the 
present majority of the Senate to force meas- 
ures through without allowing the minority to 
discuss them, the time may come and wil 
come when those in the majority here will be 
ina minority. The political character of the 
Senate has changed many times since its or- 
ganization, and the rule that is to be applied 
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to minorities to-day may to-morrow be ap- 
plied to those who are in the majority now; 
and the question is, shall the Congress of the 
United States, shall this body legislating for 
this great people, in both its branches adopt 
<irules by which a majority may force to a vote 
without consideration and without discussion 
< any measure they think proper? 

Ifthis resolution is adopted it is the beginning 
= of an arbitrary rule that shall crush out debate 
“in the Senate. Why, as I said, some of the 
< most important measures that ever passed this 
: body have passed upon appropriation bills. 

The Senator who sits near me [Mr. Wizson] 
+ got a bill reorganizing the whole Army passed 
* on an appropriation bill within the last two 
| years. Am I not correct? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; it was offered 
: as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 
.. Why, sir, any bill of a political character, or 

of any character, muy be offered as an amend- 
© ment to an appropriation bill, and then a ma- 
: jority can adopt the gag rule upon it, and but 
> five minutes’ debate is to be allowed in refer- 
+ ence to it. 
|- Is the Senate prepared to adopt such arule 
‘-asthat? Is the Senator from Pennsylvania 
. whose service in this body, although it has 


been short, (for he is serving I believe his ; 


i first term in the body,) bas been one of great 
' distinction and great credit to his constituents 
and to the country, to come in here and adopt 
a rule that shall choke down discussion? I 
' beg of him to desist. I beg of him not to 
attempt to enforce such a rule here. 
» Jt was said by the Senator from Ohio that 
! thishad been done before. I dislike to raise 
* any issue with the Senator in regard to a mat- 
¿© ter of fact, but I really think he must be mis- 
“taken. I hope he will turn to the rule, if 
. there ever was such a one adopted. 
» Mr. SHERMAN, I did not say the Senate 
> had adopted a rule of this kind, but I said the 
Senate had on particular measures adopted a 
- limitation of debate precisely like this; that 
is, a particular proposition as applied to a 
. particular measure, and the Senator will see 
: that this is applied only to appropriation bills. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That has been done, 
‘and I was coming to that to show that there 
: was no necessity for this rule. We have pend- 
¿ing here a deficiency bill; and I apprehend 
H that if the Senator having that matter in 
© charge had asked in reference to amendments 
i to that bill, assuming, of course, that they 
: would be amendments having some connec- 


: tion with the bill, debate should be limited to | 


five minutes, we all would have assented to it. 
. Sir, it has been the boast, and to the greas 
ņ credit of this Senate, that it has always been 
© ready by the unanimous conseut of all its 
: members to adopt any reasonable rule for the 

transaction of business. We have never had 
: a rule that would compel the attendance of a 
| Senator here. There is no such thing known 
> of the Senate of the United States as a call 
. of the Senate that shall force members to 
i attend, and fine them if they do not attend. 
<- But have we had any difficulty about a quo- 
> rum? Why, sir, in the other Honse of Con- 


“gress, where they have a rule that enables the | 


` officer of the House to go and drag members 
by force into the Chamber and fine them, they 
: have calls of the House and much more difi- 
culty in keeping a quorum than we have in 
“this body. Here a Senator stands on his 


į honor, and when notified by the Senate that | 
his attendance is desired he hastens to his |! 


_ place in the Senate; and the time never has 
i been when we have had any considerable dif- 
» ficulty in having a quorum of this body. They 
< have bad far more difficulty in the other House 
zand calls of the House much more frequent 
» than in this body. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from !linois 
permit me to cali his attention to what I think 
proposed? 


18 a misappreherision as to what is 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 


Mr. SCOTT. The resolution does not pro- 
pose an absolute limitation upon debate, but 
it only puts itin the power of the Senate, when- 
ever we shall arrive at that time when we 
think the limitation ought to be imposed, to 
make the motion, and then all the considera- 
tions which the Senator is urging can be urged 
upon the Senate at that time; but as we are 
now situated, when we are considering an 
appropriation bill, we have all seen that a 
limitation upon debate is desirable. Now, 
however, the rules of the Senate prohibit the 
motion being made. This resolution simply 
permits the motion to be made; it does not 
put it in torce absolutely as a rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am aware of that; but 
it puts it in the power of a majority of the Sen- 
ate to enforce a gag upon the Senate at any 
time it thinks proper. Let me appeal to the 
experience of the Senator from Pennsylvania: 
has there been any difficulty in coming to a 
reasonable understanding in reference to an 
appropriation bill in his whole experience 
here? His experience is shorter than mine; 
but I cannot now recall the case where it has 
seemed to me that there has been an effort to 
protract debate by Senators throwing obsta- 
cles in the way of action. The debate that we 
have had on this deficiency appropriation bill, 
the Senator must be aware, has been legiti- 
mate in reference to a controverted question. 
I do not know who has taken up most of the 
time; I am sure I have occupied but little 
in reference to it; but I cannot recollect the 
remarks of any Senator that seemed to me to 
be protracted after he had expressed what 
was legitimate and pertinent in his opinion to 
the pending measure. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. I would answer that appeal 
made to me, by the Senator’s permission, by 
recalling the fact that there has been at least 
one effort made to fix the time when the ques- 
tion should be taken on that amendment; my 
recollection is that there were two, but there 
certainly was one, and we failed in the effort 
to secure any agreement whatever as to limit- 
ing the time when that debate should cease. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It may have been. It 
is often difficult to fix a time when you shall 
vote, but it is never difficult when reasonable 
and fair debate has ceased upon a question to 
agree as to its disposition. ‘Thisis an attempt 
in advance, before your appropriation bills 
are considered, before the subject has beeu 
brought up and we know what the questions 
are to be, to put it in the power of a majority 
of the Senate to fix a limitation the moment 
that a bill is called up, and then to spring 
some amendment of the most important char- 
acter. I instanced the case a moment ago of 
the bill reorgauizing your whole Army which 
was offered as an amendment to an appropri- 
ation bill. I may offer as an amendment to 
an appropriation bill a provision that shall 
remodel the judicial system of the United 
States. We have bills now pending here effect- 
ing very great changes in the judicial system. 
I may offer them as an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, and if I can get a majority 
of the Senate to stand by me on a five min- 
utes’ discussion, I may put through those bills 
without their being understood scarcely by 
the Senate, and without their ever having been 
subjected to the discussion which bills of that 
character ought to receive before they are 
voted upon in either House of Congress. 

Now, sir, if this was confined to a particu- 
lar bill, it would not be so objectionable ; but 
it is in reference to all appropriation bills, and 
itis at astage of the session before any day is 
fixed for adjournment. Now, in April, with- 
out any time fixed for adjournment, while we 
are sitting heresindefinitely, it is proposed to 
introduce this new proposition into the Sen- 
ate. I plead, sir, in behalf of minorities, for 
whose protection our rules were established. 
The majority can always take care of itself; 
but if minorities are to have an opportunity to 
understand the measures that are brought for- 


ward, they must not be limited to five minutes’. 
consideration of a bill that is presented here. 

Be not misled, Senators, by what is said: in: 
reference to this resolution applying only to 
an amendment to an appropriation bil. Re 
member that you may put upon an approptia- 
tion bill any bill that ever passed this body, 
and you may be forced to vote upon it under 
a five minutes rule if this amendment is per- 
mitted to be adopted. Remember further, 
Senators, you are reversing the practice and 
the rules of this Senate from the foundation, 
and you are doing it without any necessity for 
it; you are doing it at a time when there has 
been manifested in no portion of the Senate 
auy disposition unnecessarily to protract the 
business of the Senate. You are attempting 
to enforce such a rule upon a minority which 
has not obstructed public business. When 
they shall do so, when the time comes that a 
few Senators in this body and a minority set 
themselves up by useless, irrelevant discussion 
to protract the business of the body, I will 
unite with the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
devise some means by which we can bring 
questions to a vote in that particular case; "1 
will sit with him through the night. I have 
often done it at personal inconvenience. I 
have remained here through the night until 
the sun rose in order to obtain a vote upon a 
bill; and I would rather subject myself to that 
inconvenience two or three times during a 
session than to adopt a rule which shall prevent 
the discussion of questions which may come 
up in the Senate or that shall put it in the 
power of a majority toadoptsuch arale. What 
the Senator from Pennsylvania called my at- 
tention to is only a mode of doing this thing 
by indirection. When it becomes in order for 
a Senator to rise and move that debate be 
limited to five minutes there is no protection 
for the minority. 

I shall regret exceedingly, Mr. President, if 
this rule shall command a majority of the Sen- 
ate. I move that the further consideration of 
it be postponed until to-morrow, that the Sen- 
ate may reflect upon the importance of the 
step some Senators seem disposed to take. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I quite agree with the 
Senator from Illinois, that it would be very 
improper for the Senator from. Pennsylvania 
or any other Senator, whether his service be 
long or short, to attempt to force this rule 
on the Senate. I do not suppose the Senator 
from Pennsylvania proposes to do any such 
thing. I do not know of any way in which he 
cau do it. I suppose that he proposes to have 
the Senate decide whether it will force that 
rule upon itself or not. 

Now, Mr. President, we have a rule, and I 
think no Senator here would desire to repeal 
it; which allows us to dispose of an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill without any de- 
bate at all, and this rule proposesto give every 
Senator five minutes to speak, and if every 
Senator speaks five minutes it will take two 
days for the amendment to be disposed of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Rhode Island allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He certainly does not 
wish to be misunderstood. He does not mean 
to say that we have a rule that enables an 
amendment to be disposed of without debate, 
except by a motion to lay it on the table; but 
you cannot pass it without debate. If this 
rue is adopted, you must pass the most im- 
portant bill that was ever inthis body on a 
five-minutes debate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Not unless a majority of 
the Senate wish it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
That is whai I object to. 
Mr. ANTHONY. This only cuts off debate 
on amendments. When the appropriation bill 
is on itsthird reading cr has been passed to its 
third reading, itis open to debate as- longas 
any bill is now, without any restriétion, and the - 
debate can beupon any-particular amendment 


f course, I know that. 
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that hasbeen adopted, and then if any Senator | 
can. convince the Senate that the amendment | 


ought not te have been adopted, he can move 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed to its third reading and the amend- 
ment can come before the Senate again with 
a full knowledge of the information which he 
has given the Senate upon it, or the whole 
bill may be defeated. 

This does not cut off debate in any sense to 
the impediment of business. _ We have repeat- 
edly had five-minute debates in this body, and 
they are the best debates I ever listened to. I 
remember well a five-minutes speech that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Stockton] 
made; and it is sayinga great deal when I 
declare that it was the best speech I ever heard 
him make here. The debates under the five- 
minutes rule have been always confined to the 
subject; and if any Senator had anything to 
say upon the subject pending which he could 
not say in five minutes, 1 never kuew unani- 
mous consent to be refused to him to proceed, 
and { should be quite willing to have the pro- 
posed rule so amended that a Senator might 
proceed by a majority vote if that vote could 
be taken without debate. 

There is no disposition in this body, there 
never hus been any disposition since I have 
heen a member of it, to cut off any debate 
that was really intended to throw light on the 
subject under discussion; but! think it is time 
that we cut off debate on matters irrelevant; 
and although it may not be the intention of 
such dehate, the effect of it is merely to post- 
pone business and to retard the operations of the 
Government, Take the case of the deficiency 
bill, which ought to have been passed a fort- 
night ago. The Senator from California (Mr. 
CASsERLY] says that not the minority but the 
majority have been to blame for bringing for- 
ward these irrelevant matters, or matters not 
proper to be considered on the deficiency bill, 
and for cousuming time. I quite agree with 
him. It is not because the minority have 
sinned against the restriction of this rule that 
I wish to have it adopted, It is the majority 
that we are after. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Illinois, to 
postpone the further consideration of this reso- 
lution until to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [withdraw the motion 
for the purpose of receiving av amendment that 
the Senator from Maryland wishes to offer. 

Mr. VICKERS. I move to amend the reso- 
lution by inserting, after the word *‘thereto,”’ 
in the third line, the words ‘germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill;’’ so as to read : 

Thatduring the present session it shall bein order 
ponding an appropriation bill, to move to confine 
debate on amendments theroto, germane to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill, to five minutes by any Sona- 
tor, &e. 

THE VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

The question being put, it was declared that 
the ‘‘noes’’ appeared to have it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The vote on this amend- 
ment discloses what the intention is. This 
amendment proposes to limit the debate to 
five minutes on matters germane to the bill, 
if I understand it, and it is now proposed not 
to adopt it; and then what is the intention ? 
The inteution is to have a rule by which you 
can put any sort of legislation on to an appro- 
priation bill under a five minutes rule and not 
allow debate on it. ‘Tf this amendment is 
voted down, it shows that an arbitrary aud 
despotic rule in reference to measures not 
germane to the appropriation bills is to be 
enforced here for the purpose of forcing them 
upon the country without discussion. Let us 
see if the Senate of the United States is pre- 
pared to vote that matters not germane at all 


to the bill, and which can be laid on the table 
on motion, are to be forced through this body 
under a five minutes rule. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I think 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland 
is eminently just. When an appropriation 
bill is before the body the general scope of it 
is intelligible. Amendments, therefore, that 
are germane are also to be understood almost 
as soon as presented. As to them, therefore, 
there may be some color for a limitation of 
debate. But, Mr. President, was itever before 
heard of in a body claiming freedom of debate 
that an amendment not germane, an amend- 
ment which is pure legislation on some sub- 
ject a thousand miles away from an appro- 
priation bill, should be put through under a 
limitation of debate? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California will please suspend. The 
morning hour has expired, and the unfin- 
ished business of Saturday is before the Sen- 
ate, being the deficiency bill, the pending ques- 
tion being on the motion of the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. HILL, ] to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN] to reconsider the vote by 
which the so-called Morrill amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the experience we 
have already had upon this deficiency bill 
will justify me in moving to lay it on the 
table for the present, that we may dispose of 
this resolution. 

Mr. COLE. Let it pass over informally. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; let it pass over 
informally. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
over informally, 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I move to lay it on the 
table for the purpose of proceeding with the 
consideration of this resolation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that the deficiency 
bill be laid on the table. 

Mr. CASSWRLY. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to state on behalf 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayard] 
that bis absence this morning is accounted 
for by the fact that the state of his health 
has obliged him to go to Philadelphia to con- 
sult a physician. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, 


I object to its passing 


Kellogg, Morton.’ Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, | 


Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Windom, and 
Wright—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Cole, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hiit, Jounston, Kelly, 
Norwood, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, 
and Viekers—14. 

ABSIEN'T—Messrs. Bayard, Biair, Brownlow,Cald- 
well, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, 
{Lamilton of Texas, Harlan, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, West, and 
Wilson—32, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate re- 
sume the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by me. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland, upon which the yeasand nays 


have been ordered. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from I[lliaois 
was undoubtedly right when he said that the 
vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Vickers] would be a test of 
the objects of the majority in offering the reso- 
lution for the five minutes limit. And now, sir, 
we have had another vote, which. is, if possi- 
ble, a more emphatic and significant test of 
those objects. Why, sir, whatdoes it all mean? 


[Laughter on the Republican side.] When I 
came here this morning 1 heard around the 
Capitol rumors of one of those dark assem- 
blages for coercing and whipping in the majority 
by means not known to the Constitution norto 
the laws. . , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in violation of both ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. It may be, though I -do 
not say in violation of both; but they do not 
help either. They are a standing menace, if 
not an obstruction, to both the Constitution 
and the laws, just as they have been, as I once 
had occasion to show, a menace and an ob- 
struction to all freedom of opinion in legisla- 
tion in this body, to all free action on the part 
of Senators in this body. Sir, as we all see 
now, there can be no doubt of the trath of the 
rumor. There was a caucus of the majority in 
the Senate this morning. The first vote, solid, 
compact, all but unanimous, from the other 
side of the Chamber in respect of the resolution 
gave strength to the rumor. Now, I have no 
doubt of it. : 

What is it that is going on before our eyes? 
Here is the Senator from Pennsylvaniain front 
of me, | Mr. Scorr,] of whom we thought a` 
few days ago that he had but one object in life 
in staying in the Senate, and that was to get 
his free tea and coffee bill up and passed, 
as the sole relief of a country shrieking in 
agony. On the other hand, there is my col- 
league, who has not been precisely ‘shriek- 
ing in agony’? over his appropriation bills, 
though he has been very near it. - L may say 
in justice to him that in season and out of 
season he has been pressing his appropriation 
bills upon the Senate, urging them early and 
late, the first thing in the morning and the 
last at night; yet the very moment it is sug- 
gested to him by the Senator from Peunsylva- 
nia that he wiskes to get up his resolution, he, 
too, discards at a word his pressure in favor 
of the appropriation bill for the resolution 
to which my friend from Pennsylvania had 
already sacrificed tea and coffee and a shriek- 
ing community. The wonder of it all is that 
the resolution is by no means pressing. If it 


should not pass before to-morrow l do not > i 


fear that the Capitol will fall in, nor that the 
Union will be in danger of dissolution. Even 
the Administration party will manage to 
survive the delay. So far as the new rule 
is concerned, ag a very distinguished citizen 
used to say, ‘‘there is nothing a breaking or 
a burning” that anybody should get in a 
tempest over it. Mycoileague for once yields 
at the word, and gets out of the way of this 
resolution. It is true, he voted against the 
motion to lay on the table, but it was a very 
safe vote with such a majority as was shown 
on the other side of the Chamber. 

The programme was perfect and the per- 
formance complete. ‘The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, at the expiration of the morning 
hour, moves his resolution putting aside my 
colleague and his appropriation bills, From 
his seat, the Senator from New York [Mr. 
CoyKLInG] exclaims ‘that’s right? ‘ What 
Cato did and Addison approved cannot be. 
wrong.’’ What the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Scorr) moved, and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Conxiine] indorsed, 
went through by a great majority. The ma- 
chinery works to perfection. i 

Mr. CONKLING. Does it not? 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. It does; no doubt about 
it. The chief engineer yonder has reason to 
be proud of his work. 

Now, sir, we of the minority have little, if 
anything, to do with the private arrange- 
ments, the secret caucuses, of the majority 
here, in or out of the Capitol, except all goo 
men must deplore the dangers of such forcing 
processes in legislation. What is plain to us 
all is that on no other ground except the co- 
ercion of a caucus can we explain the votes < 


| given here this morning. Senators have voted .: 


for this resolution who never would cast such 
a vote except in the bondage, if we can judge 
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at all by all their past lives. Senators who 

over and over have made their influential | 
voices heard in this Chamber and throngh the | 
-eountry against every proposition to limit | 

‘debate, except by free and unanimous consent 
of majority and minority, have sat silent here | 
to-day, or have evén voted for the resolution | 
to muzzle the Senate at the arbitrary will of 
the majority. 

Now, sir, where is the slightest necessity | 
for the passage of this resolution in such hot 
haste? I am sure the appropriation bills will | 
be passed in due season, even if this resolu- | 
tion should lie over for proper discussion until | 
to-morrow. What is the motive, then, for put- į 
ting this new rule through under whip and | 
spur? Is it that some one proposes to pass 
without debate (because a debate of five min- | 
utes must be no debate, or worse than none, 
on many amendments offered on the appropri- 
ation bills) the most important and difficult | 
measures, measures which should never be 
passed without the most thorough discussion? | 
Or is it that some party exigency demands a 
disposition of public business in the shortest 
time, no matter how? What is the object at 
the bottom? f 

My friend, the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Vioxers,] has sought to limit the resolution 
to such amendments as are not germane to the 


bill. I have stated what seemed to me the 
obvious propriety and justice of his amend- 
ment. ‘hose who have attended to the appro- 


priation bills will be reasonably familiar with 
the nature of any amendment that is germane. 
To that extent there may be some color for 
this enforced limitation of debate. But, sir, 
when you refuse to fix that limit to the power 
vested in the majority of the Senate, by this 
resolution, then you say in so many words that 
you intend, however foreign the proposition 
may be to the object. of the bili, however seri- 
ous it may be in its nature, however large the 
field of discussion that it may require, however 
novel and startling it may be, however unpre- 
pared the Senate may be, nevertheless it is to | 
be. put through, practically without debate, 
certainly without any debate that would throw 
light on the subject. Such is the edict of the | 
caucus. ; 

Sir, I speak as a member of the minority. 
That is a fact which all of the minority cannot 
well forget. We are made to feel it in too 
many ways ever to forgetit even for a moment. | 
Of course the majority here can impose what- | 
ever shackles upon us in the way of rules and 
resolutions it sees fit. Itcan passthis resolution. | 
But for one I intend to lift my voice in protest, 
however unavailing, against such an invasion 
of the rights of the minority, such an invasion 
of the rights, practices, traditions, and—yes, 
I will say it—the courtesies of the Senate in | 

| 
} 
| 


| 


debate. I protest against it; for you are taking 
away from us the only great right we possess 
here, beyond our right to our seats and votes, 
. the right to debate a subject. You know that 
we have not abused it upon appropriation 
bills. Not one Senator will on the responsi- 
bility of his position before the country say 
that the minority in this Chamber has ever 
abused the freedom of debate upon appropria- | 
lion bills. his rule of restriction is therefore | 
unprovoked; it is unjust to us; it is unjust 
to yourselves, and to the great interests com- 
mitted to us all here. | 
Thereare Senators listening to me, Senators 
who voted for this resolation, who remember | 
the time when they were members of a minority | 
in this body themselves. I ask them if iu those | 
days any such gag as this rule was ever put 
into their mouths? Icall upon them now, I! 
challenge them to say, if in the fiercest heats | 
of party in those days the majority have when | 
it was most absolute ever undertook to limit 
debate by force of a general resolution? Why, 
sir, if I know myself and I were a member of 
the majority in this Chamber, I never would 
consent to such a resolution. No caucus of 


| unless we would discuss it at unreasonable 


my party, were it ever attempted on such a 


4 


i 
subject, could bind me to what I regard as a 
gross violation of the constitutional rights of | 
this body in spirit, if not in letter. 

Such a resolution is of evil omen in the | 
Senate. If you can limit debate upon one | 
class of bills, you can limit it on any or all 
classes of bills. You may get a general gag 
of a ten-minute or half-hour rule which will | 
very soon stifle all true parliamentary discus: | 
sion of great questions and will make debate | 
impossible. You will reduce the minority of 
this body and perhaps the mags of the major- | 
ity also, to a mere collection of Senators who, | 
though they may vote, will be no better than | 
what the Romans used to call, with a Roman’s | 
contempt, pedarian senators—senators who | 
had no way of expressing their views except by | 
going to oneside or the other of the chamber. 
All this you may do by and by, and by this 
precedent you make an authority for doing it. 
The immediate result is that you place the 
minority under foot. You hold us at your 
arbitrary will on all subjects, on all bills. 

For all these reasons I am against the reso- | 
lution and for the amendment of the Senator į 
from Maryland as some mitigation of its evils. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the man- | 

| 


ner in which this resolution is sought to be ji 


forced through the Senate isin entire harmony | 
with the object of the resolution, So import- ; 
ant a matter as changing the rales of the Sen- 
ate from the foundation of the Government, is | 
called up in the morning hour. The ordinary | 
business of the Senate, an appropriation bill, | 
is laid aside iu order to force it through with- | 
out consideration and without opportunity for | 
discussion. It is well, and I wish the intelii- | 
gent people of this country to kuow it, that a 
despotic rule for the first time sought to be 
brought to bear upon the Senate, should be í 
forced through in a despotic manner. It is 
well that a rule does not obtain in the British 
Parliament, that has no place in the French 
Assembly, that is sought to be forced through 
the free Congress‘of America, should be forced 
through without debate and without consider- 
ation. 

A motion to postpone this important matter, 
changing, as I say, the whole condition and 
rules of the Senate since it existed, is voted 
down. Not a day’s consideration is to be 
given to the subject. The reasonable request | 
that it should go over until to morrow for fur- 
ther consideration, that we might see if per- 
haps some amendment or some change of it 
might not be adopted which would be satisfac- 
tory, is voted down. The deficiency appro: | 
priation bill is postponed, a bill, of which the 
Senator from California has charge, a bill 
which the public service requires to be passed, | 
for I will say to the Senate, and I wish my 
voice was loud enough to reach every man in | 
the land, that he might hear and know what 
this bill is, that is thrust aside for the purpose 
of forcing a gag upon the Senate when there 
is no necessity for it. That deficiency appro- 
priation bill is necessary for the public service 
to-day. Happening to be at the Department 
of Justice this morning, I was informed that 
the courts in some portions of the country | 
would have to adjourn without the transaction 
of the public business before them for want of | 
the passage of that appropriation bill, And | 
yet the Senate votes to lay aside the appro- | 
priation bill, when it is confessedly admitted 
that no one is trying to prolong the disposition | 
of it by needless debate, for the purpose of 
forcing upon the body this arbitrary and des- 
potic rule. 

Senators, I wish to say to you this morning | 
that I served here once in a minority. I was | 
here in Lecompton times. Twas here when | 
the domineering majority that then ruled this 
body undertook to force the, minority to vote 
upon the Lecompton bill without discussion 


hours. The Senator who sits behind me [Mr. 


| 


Suun] I am sure will remember when 4 
Senator, then representing the State of New | 


Hampshire, (Mr. Clark) desired to express 
his views on that Lecompton measure and the 
majority refused to adjourn io allow him to do 
so, and were for compelling bim to speak-at 
an unreasonable and unanswerable hour in 
order to force the billthrough. Even they, in 
their power, never thought of this gag rule that 
is now attempted to be adopted; they never 
attempted to enforce that ; but they undertook, 
by voting down reasonable motions to adjourn, 
to compel the minority to discuss that Lecomp- 
ton measure at unreasonable times; and I am 
sure the Senators from Massachusetts will re- 
member when we sat here and the Senatur 


‘| from New Hampshire sent: for bis cup of tea 


and had it on his table before him and com- 
menced his speech, and we moved to adjourn 
and to adjourn, and continued the struggls 
until we forced that majority to give usa reason- 
able opportunity to discuss that measure, which 
turned out to be, and was, so unjust and òdi- 
ous to the nation. Sir, it never entered into 
the heads of that domineering majority to at- 
tempt to violate whathad been the settled prac- 
tice of the Government from the beginning in 
this body by forcing upon it a gag rule.” No, 
sir, that was reserved to the majority of to-day. 

And now is the request that 1 made of this 
Senate to lay this over until to-morrow to see 
if we cannot by egreement arrive at an un- 
derstanding as to the pending bill, unreason- 
able? I would readily agree, and I think 
every member of the Senate would, that the 
Senator from California should proceed with 
his deficiency bill, and we could by a general 
understanding limit debate upon the amend- 
ments to it to five minutes aud let him finish 
it; there would be no sort of difficulty in 
doing that. But that is not what this major- 
ity is seeking to do; and [ warn you, Senators, 
that this is the beginning of a despotism in 
the Senate. Iam astonished that a measure 
like this should be sought to be forced through 
here in this manner. 1s ita small thing that 
free discussion isto be cut off; so smali a mat- 
ter that you arc to call up the rule that lays 
the foundation for doing it in every case, and 
pass it in the morning hour the first time that 
it is ever brought to the notice of the Senate? 
I suppose the rule must have heen proposed 
before; but E had never seen it, I had vever 
read it, and I did not know it was. pending 
until it was called up for passage here. Then, 
when I asked the Senate to lay it aside until 
to-morrow, that was refused, and a motion 
was made to lay on the table a public measure, 
an appropriation bill, in order to force through 
a gag measure by a gag this morning. A ma- 
jority may do it; but, Mr. President, I warn 
this majority that you are taking a step that 
was never attempted here before, and a step 
that in my judgment you will have to retrace 
or bring the Senate of the United Stages into 
disrepute with the people. 

It is not, Mr. President, because I have any 
speech to make on the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, or any of these bills, that 1 make 
this opposition. I do not know that I have 
one word to say upon any of them, certainly 
nothing unless it should be in some current 
debate in reference to the question which msy 
be pending at the time. 1 have no desire to 
delay the passage of those bills one moment; 
I will help to hasten them forward. Nobody 
that [ know of has any desire to delay them. 
Why, then, are they laid aside bya rule not 
at all for the business of the Senate, but which 
shall- put it in the power of a majority to force 
through the most important measures without 
consideration ? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I would 
like to have the proposition read. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator yield to me 
a moment? ` : 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. : 

Mr. COLE. Ihave to state in reply to the 
Senator from Illinois that on the 19th of this 
month the present pending amendment to this 

. A . a 
appropriation bill was moved, and the Senate 
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has on several successive days during a whole 
week endeavored to dispose of it. That, it 
seems to me, should be a sufficient reasou 
why some effort should be made on the part 
of this body to expedite the business. ‘The 
Senator from Illinois gives it as his opinion 
that the Senate would acquiesce in a propost 

tion to bring this debate to a close. That has 
been tried and has been refused, and I do not 
think the Senator can make that suggestion in 
seriousness with a belief that the Senate would 
acquiesce in the proposition he suggests. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. Has any proposition 
been made to limit our discussions upon this 
pending amendment to the deficiency bill to 
five minutes ? 

Mr. COLE. Heretofore. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. That is the pending prop- 
osition now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am speaking of the 
bill we have had under consideration, and the 
particular measure offered as an amendment 
to it. 

Mr. COLE. A proposition has been made 
to fix upon the time for taking the vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a very different 
thing. 

Mr. COLE. Now, itseemsto me the demon- 
stration we have had this morning presents a 
stronger reason still why some rule like this 
proposed uow should be adopted by the Sen- 
ate. As soon as a nomination is made at 
Cincinnati we can see readily that the dis- 
cussions upon every proposition will be turned 
into a political channel, and unless we get 
away from here before the last of the next 
month f am sure there will be very little 
opportunity to do any business, even il it 
were but to pass a pending appropriation bill, 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have the 
proposition before the Senate read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
gtHony in the chair.) The resolution and 
amendment will be reported, 

The Cnine Cerk, The resolution is as 
follows: 


Resolved, That during tho present session it shall 
bo in order, ponding an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debato on amendments, thereto to five 
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minutes by any Senator on tho pending motion; and 
tho motion to limit debate shall be decided without 
debate. 

It is proposed to amend the resolution by 
inserting after the word ‘‘ thereto” the words 
t germane to the subject-matter of the bill.” 

Mr. WILSON. I do not see how this pre- 
vents debate in this body and the fullest de- 
bate. Upon the bill itself the debate may run 
as many days as Senators choose to indulge in 
it. his applies, as I understand it, to amend- 
ments; and I do not think there is anything in 
it to alarm the country or to alarm the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ipterrupt him? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Suppose I move tosus 
pend the writ of habeas corpus for the next 
five years as an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill, you can debate it but five minutes and 
the majority can pass it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. A majority can lay it on 
the table without debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis the majority that 
want to pass it; they want to force it through 
` over the heads of the minority, and then you 
compel the minority to limit their debate to 
five minutes. 

Mr. MORTON. If the amendment is 
adopted, you can discuss the whole bill for 
weeks. 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill say in regard to that, 
that when an appropriation bill is before us 
and any motion is made, you may discuss the 
general question involved in the bill; you can 
discuss the bill in all its parts; but the limit- 
ation of debate now proposed is confined 
simply to amendments. I think the Senator 
from Iliinois is mistaken in supposing that 
there is any peril or any davger whatever in 
this,.or that anything is intended by way of 


gag, and I hope that in the Senate and in the 
country no such idea as that will prevail. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator. He does not understand this as 
J do. Does not the Senator from Massachu- 
setts understand that (in order to illustrate) 
when he brought in a bill remodeling the 
Army as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, if this rule were in force, it would have 
been in the power of the majority to force 
a vote on that great measure of reorganizing 
the Army under a five-minute debate? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator want 
to put the minority of the Senate in that posi- 
tion in reference to the most important meas- 


ures? 

Mr. WILSON. But is there anything in the 
rule that prevents your discussing the bill itself 
in all its parts as amended, before il passes, or 
anything else? So that there will be the fullest 
discussion upon it. ‘he Senate can reconsider 
its vote, or do anything that it pleases, I do 
not see any danger in it, and I supposed that 
all or nearly all the Senators in this body 
would heartily concur in this as a practical 
measure to hasten our business. I supposed 
it was offered with that view, and not with a 
view of checking debate in any degree. But, 
gir, rather than have that impression prevail 
in this body by any number of members of it, 
I would prefer to pass the weary hours in 
debate and let this resolution lie over for future 
consideration, and 1 think we may agree on a 
large number of the bills that come up here to 
limit debate to five minutes. We have done 
it before. We did it at the last session of 
Congress. We have got to have a general 
consent to hasten our business, or we must 
before long resort to some general rule of this 
kind or we cannot do our business alongside 
of the House of Representatives. As to the 
effect of a political debate, L do not care any- 
thing abont it. If anybody wishes to indulge 
in it here after the Cincinnati nomination or 
any other nomination, let us have it. For 
my part, I shall welcome any contest of that 
kind if anybody chooses to engage in it; but 
I think we had better spend no more time about 
this matter and let it go over and take it up at 
some future time. { do not believe it is wise 
to-day to press this resolution to a vote under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. SCOUT. Mr. President, having intro- 
duced this resolution for the purpose of limit- 
ing debate, I shall not set the bad example of 
indulging in any protracted debate. J will 
first answer the question which my friend 
from California [Mr. Casseruty] put, when, 
after reciting what had occurred, he asked, 
t What does this mean?’ T answer it in tie 
short phrase, “It means business.” ‘The Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. TRumMBuLL] bas con- 
ceded the propriety of all that is aimed at 
in this resolution; he agrees that we have 
reached a point in the consideration of the 
deficiency bill where it is proper that there 
should be a unanimous understanding that 
debate shall be limited to five minutes. 
Now, whenever it is proper that that should 
be done, it is proper that the Senate should 
have the power of doing it; and that is all we 
propose to give them, that when that time 
does arrive in the consideration of an appro- 
priation bill, the Senate shall be clothed with 
the power of saying by a vote that that time 
has arrived, and that henceforth an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill shall be dis- 
cussed in five minutes speeches. 

Now, all the eloquence that has been ex- 
pended by the Senator from Illinois on this 
resolution is founded upon the assumption 
that great vital measures will be introduced in 
the form of amendments to appropriation bilis, 
and that then this Senate, which has the tra- 
ditional reputation of courtesy and fair deal- 
ing toward its members, will at once act the 
tyrant and apply the gag when any such great 
measure ig under consideration. The charac- 


ter which the Senator himself has given to the 
body of which he has been so long an orna- 
ment ig an answer to the aspersion which he 
would cast upon it. There need be no fear 
that if any measure of general legislation ig 
introduced upon the appropriation bill the 
Senate will be wanting in that courtesy and 
in that justice. It will always be extended to 
any member of the body who desires to discuss 
any measure at general length that ought to 
be kept before the body; for, bear it in mind, 
the power now exists in the body of putting 
it at onee on the table without permitiing any 
man, friend or foe of the measure, to open his » i 
mouth upon it. That is a greater power than 
this. ; 

The intention of this, as I said before, is 
that it means business, and it is intended to 
be applied to those amendments which are 
the proper subjects of consideration upon an 
appropriation bill, and I trust we shall have 
very few of any other character offered to the 
appropriation biils during this session. That 
being the case, I can see no harm in the Sen- 
ate doing now by resolution what the Senator 
from Illinois concedes it is right should be 
done. 

Mr. MORTON. In the first place, Mr. 
President, this resolution is to be confined to 
this session, now, we hope, very near its close ; 
five months have already elapsed. In the next 
place, itis confined to appropriation bills only. 
In the next place, it is confined to amend- 
ments on appropriation bills. On the bill 
itself discussion is unlimited, After all amend- 
ments have been adopted or rejected, it is the 
right of any Senator to discuss the bill for 
days, or as long as his strength will allow him 
to doso; buton the mere adoption of amend- 
ments before the bill is finally put upon its 
passage debate is to be confined to five min- 
utes. Iask, where is the danger? I ask if 
this is not a mere alarm? Iam not fright- 
ened. I cannot for my life feel solemn over 
this. If there is any deep laid scheme against 
constitutional liberty, I am not aware of it, 
and I cannot be convinced that there is. 

Why, Mr. President, this is not, when once 

adopted, to extend to all appropriation bills ; 
but the motion may be made as to any one bill; 
aud when that bill has been passed or disposed 
of, then the rule has exhausted itself; but the 
motion may be renewed upon the next bill. 
That is all there is of it. We understand that 
itis merely to expedite business. If this rúle 
had been adopted the deficiency bill would 
have been passed before this time; we should 
have had other measures passed; and it is to 
get business through and to avoid the com- 
plaint that is madeagainst the Senate of delay 
and of too much debate that this resolution is 
brought forward, 
. It is a mere pretense that there is a despot- 
ism, some deep-laid scheme, something dread- 
ful to be done under cover of this rule; and I 
scout that pretense entirely. I know of no 
foundation for it. 1 think every member here 
understands what this means, and what the 
purpose of itiş; and the attempt to alarm the 
country, to make the impression that there is 
something dreadful about to be done under 
this five minutesrule, I think is wholly without 
foundation. {hope weshallact, and act now. 
For one, I do not propose to be deterred from 
doing what I think is right by the danger of @ 
sensation being created in the country without 
any foundation for it at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AN- 
THONY.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator trom Maryland, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from indiana says he is not afraid of the 
working of this resolution. Why, who said kg 
was? He isnot only a member of the three 
fourths majority of this body, but a leader of 
that majority. Can the Senate make a resolu- 
tion in regard to debate which it would not 
suspend for him by the requisite vote if he 
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‘desired it? He forgets that what is sport for 
bim may be death for us of the minority. 

The Senator is not afraid! Of course he is 
‘yotafraid; and if the rale were twice as harsh, 
*itwould have no terrors for him, TI have been 
speaking for the rights of the minority in this 
body. I have been speaking also for some- 
thing perhaps higher and better than that, for 
“the dignity of the Senate, for its rights and 
freedom in debate and in legislation, and in 
all the relations which the members of this 
body should occupy to each other and to the 
country. Yet the Senator from Indiana con- 
siders it an answer to everything that has been 
said against this new rule that he can tell the 
country that he is not afraid of it or its work- 
ings. Of course not. Rules of order in this 
Senate, rules to limit debate in this Senate do 
not oppress the leaders of the majority. For 
them they are without terrors, The majority 
which made can unmake them. They are 
cause of alarm, and of much alarm, for the 
members of a feeble minority, sixteen or sev- 
enteen out of seventy-four. ` 
>i Jasked, sir, what did the singular unanimity 
"i and manifest concert of the vote and of the 
action taken here this morning mean? The 
Senator from Pennsylvania, I learn, while I 
was out for a few moments, informed us that 
it all meant business. Yes, sir, I do not 
doubt it meant business—business which may 
be of the kind that the Senator described, 
and which may be of a very different kind. It 
may be of a kind well calculated to alarm not 
only the members of the minority here, but 
all well-wishers of the country. Why, sir, as 
one Senator suggested, you could put on an 
appropriation bill a suspension of the habeas 
corpus act for the next election, after five min- 
ites’ debate, by means of this rule. Is the 
rule meant for that? If it is not meant for 
that, but is meant for the legitimate business 
of the money bills to the country, why not con- 
sent to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland? Why not consent to the poor con- 
session of one day longer to consider the 
resolution? 

Mr. President, I certainly did not intend 
to detain the Senate at any length when I 
first rose, and I should not have done so had 
not the great importance of this measure grown 
upon me since. The whole argument for it 
appears to be first that the leaders of the 


majority here are not afraid of being oppressed, 


by the rule, and next that we ought to trust to 
them. Well, sir, what is the object of a Con- 
stitution, what is the object of laws, and what 
is the object even of the rules which you make 
for yourselves in this body, except that no 
man and no set of men even in the Senate of 
the United States are to be trusted with too 
much power? It is not a good argument in a 
free conntry, it is not a good argument in the 
Senate of a limited government, it is not a 
good argument in the midst of American insti- 
tutions, for Senators of the majority to inform 
us in regard to a rule so capable of being so 
abused that we must trust theni. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I was 
not in the Chamber when this debate com- 
menced ; and I rise for the purpose of making 

-aninguiry. Do | understand that this resolu- 
tion is pending now as proposed originally, or 
has it been amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The mover 
of the resolution modified it by striking out the 
words ‘‘the pending bill and,” so that the 
proposed rule applies only to amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [trust that this pro- 
posed rule will not be adopted. It is the first 
innovation upon free debate in the Senate of 
the United States ever attempted by any polit- 
ical party since the Constitution was adopted. 
We have seen the hour rule adopted in the 
House of Representatives; fr:e discussion has 
been limited in other deliberative bodies; but 
it has hitherto been the pride and boast of the 
American people that in this Chamber of 
equals of Representatives of the sovereign 
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States of the American Union, the privilege 
óf free discussion was sacred and secure. But 
now for the first time in the history of the 
Government a political party, which has had 
the complete and unrestricted control of this 
Government for the past eleven years, makes 
an effort, and that, too, during a year in which 
the presidential election is to take place, to 
restrict debate upon appropriation bilis, and 
to gag Senators in the expression of their views 
or in their efforts to arduse the popular heart 
to the abuses or corruptions which may have 
taken place in the various Departments of this 
Government; and for what purpose and to 
what end? 

Where do we stand to-day? What appro- 
priation bills have been passed? The naval 
appropriation bill has not yet been passed 
upon by the Senate; the Army appropriation 
bill has not-yet been reported to the Senate. 
Suppose the Army appropriation bill were 
to-day before us for discussion, and I moved 
to amend it by asking that appropriations 
asked for should cease until the Secretary of 
War should give information to this body of 
what had become of the various millions of 
money for which the publie property, arms, 
and munitions of war had been sold, and how 
the same had been disbursed —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from 
Kentucky allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STEVENSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that in a 
case of that kind, if we wanted to cut him off 
from debate, we would move to lay his amend- 
ment on the table and he would not have the 
chance to say anything about it. It seems to 
me the whole of this is getting to be an exag- 
geration; | am listening to find some real 
calamity. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I remind the honora- 
ble Senator, who is a much better parliamenta- 
rian than Iam, that he could scarcely move 
to lay it on the table when I had the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No. 

Mr STEVENSON. And then no gag like 
this attempted rule could limit me to five min- 
utes in what I had to say, or to restrict me in 
any recital of facts which my duty might 
prompt me to present to the American people, 
tending to establish misrule or corruption. 
Are the dominant party afraid of light? Do 
they shrink from free discussion ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken 
about that. The rule will not bear any such 
construction. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was abont to remark 
that whenever I can get the floor I can make 
either motion; and in one case I could cut 
the Senator off without making a five minutes’ 
speech, and under this rule 1 could not pre- 
vent him from making a five minutes speech. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. But under 
this rule one motion wiil answer all purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI do not interrupt the 
Senator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iam glad to hear the 
Senator’s expianation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No doubt Senators are 
sincere in the conviction that there is some 
effort by the majority to trample on the rights 
of the minority. In voting for this proposition 


i I desire to prevent too much speaking by the 
! majority as well as by the minority. 


This is 
simply a business proposition in conformity to 
a previous practice of the Senate that kas been 
repeatedly acted upon, not only as to appro- 
priation bills, but as to tariff and other import- 
ant bills, and it is intended to faci:itate the 
public business, to enable the Senate when an 
amendment is moved to confine debate, accord- 
ing to the rule of the other House, to the sub- 
ject-matter of the amendment, leaving the hill 
open to the widest debate. 
In the case put to the Senate a moment ago 
the Senator from Kentucky, if the amend- 
ment was voted up or voted down, in either 
event the bill would still be subject to the 
broadest and most unlimited debate. LT assure 


Senators that there need be no real féar; that 
this excitement or pretended excitement on: 
account of any fear that the rights of. minori- 
ties are to be trampled upon, has no -founda-: 
tion. This rule will not affect them in’ the 
slightest... They will have just as many rights: 
after its adoption as before. This. will expe- 
dite the public business, probably enable us ‘to. 
close the session a little sooner, and: probably 
confine our debates legitimately to the subject- 
matter before us. That is the way L regard it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I beg leave to assure 
the honorable Senator from Ohio that lam 
not seriously alarmed so far as this side of the 
Chamber is concerned. Jam notspeakiug for 
party. The restriction of free discussion in 
the American Senate is above party... This 
rule may gag the minority to-day; but the domi- 
nant party may have good reason hereafter to 
lament its adoption. “Political majorities are 
not perpetual when the people are free; the 
dominant party of to-day may be the minority 
in less than a twelvemonth. But whether in 
the majority or in the minority, I stand here 
as an American Senator, representing the free 
people -of sovereign Kentucky; to protest in 
their name against. any and every effort to re- 
strict freedom of speech or free debate on 
every public measure of legislation on which 
we are called upon to act. I deny the right 
of any party caucus to restrict the right of any 
Senator to discuss freely, without gag, any 
appropriation bill or any amendment thereto 
in which the personal or political rights of his 
constituency are directly involved. 

Mr. President, allow me illustrate the dan- 
ger that I conceive to be involved in the adoption 
of this extraordinary proposition. The Senate 
for ten days past has been considering the 
deficiency bill. The honorable Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. Moxxitu]} proposed an amend- 
ment striking directly at the independence 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
nay more, an améndment that in its practical 
effect strikes at the Constitution of the United 
States in filtering away the power of pardon 
conferred upon the President by that instru- 
ment. Hitherto the right of every Senator to 
discuss that amendment and to expose its 
danger was unquestioned: The proposed rule, 
if adopted, closes the lips of every Senator to 
show the danger of that amendment to liberty 
and to free institutions. This rule is a viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States, 
which was ordained to perpetuate and to pre- 
serve our liberty. There can be no liberty if 
the representatives of the people are gagged. 
One of the exactions of that Constitution 
is that the Supreme Court within its. pre- 
scribed jurisdiction was to be independent 
both of the executive and of the legisla- 
tive department; and yet when the legislative 
branch of the Government, by an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill, attempts to 
strike at the independence of ‘the judiciary, 
Senators are to be limited to five minutes in 
the discussion, and their rights to expose 
the utter unconstitutionality of the proposed 
nmendment is silenced by the edict of a party 
caucus. I protest against it. I say, against the 
exercise of such power hy any majority, I 
shouldbe as much opposed to it if proposed 
by the Democratic party if in power, as by the 
party who have now the control of the Senate 
and are to-day seeking to revolutionize its 
roles. T cherish the hope that free discussion 
is the last safeguard of liberty which the 
American people will ever surrender. I recog- 
nize the truth of the sentiment of that great 
apostle of American liberty, that error ceases 
to be dangerous when reason is left free to 
combat it. Itis by muzzling free discussion 
that despotism always takes its first steps in 
enforcing out its exactions. 

Senators on the other side say that this rule 
is only to extend to this session. Admit it. 
How many vital measares of legislation; how 
many ponderous appropriation. bills; are yet 
to be acted on? How many amendments will 
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be proposed seeking to reduce appropriations 
in the Army and Navy bills? And yet no Sev- 
ator is to be allowed more than five minutes’ 
discussion. Charges have been floating upon 
the popular surface for months that there has 


Deen a great misuse of the public money in | 


no charge 


several Departments. I make y 
I wish 


against any official, but I desire light. 


to know the amounts of receipts in both the | 


War and Navy Departments. Months and 
months ago the Secretary of the Navy Depart- 
ment was called upon to furnish the Senate 
Appropriation Committee with certain inform- 
ation of what ships and naval stores had been 
sold in the past five years, the amounts of 
such sales, and what had become of the pro- 
ceeds. We knew that several hundred ships, 
costing hundreds of millions of dollars, have 
been sold and the money received, and before 
making further appropriations we desired this 
information. No answer has been made to 
that resolution; and yet when this naval ap- 
propriation bill comes up this new rule pro- 
poses to confer on the dominant majority of” 
the Senate the power to limit every Senator 
who attempts to show either malappropriation, 
fraud, or corruption, or extravagance in the use 
of the public money in any Department, should 
it exist, to a five-minutes speech. 

Mr. COLE. I wish to call the attention of 
my colleague ou the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, for whom that information was asked, 
to the fact that the Secretary of the Navy did 
respond that he had furnished nearly all that 
information upon a resolution passed by the 
llouse of Representatives, which would soon 
thereafter be printed, and which probably has 
been printed by this time, and further that the 
Secretary stated it would require a very large 
force of clerks to go over the work again. 

Mr. STMVENSON. It has not yet reached 
me, and L have not heard yet that it has been 
made or printed, although L bave made daily 
inquiries for it. lam quite sure the honora- 
ble Senator from California, the chairman of 
the Appropriation Committee, had not himself 
received it two days ago. I propose to make 
no charges unless the facts reported authorize 
it, But L confess my great disappointment in 
failing lo obtain information so essential to 
the Senate and the country, and which it seems 
ought to have been made long since. But 
that is not the point under discussion. When 
the information does come are Senators to be 
gagged by this rule in free criticism and dis- 
cussion of such gigantic expenditures of the 
meney of the people? 

Mr. EDMONDS. It was made to the House 
of Representatives some weeks ago. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I donot know whether 
it has ever been made to the House or not; I 
say it has uot reached the Senate; and so faras 
I know, or believe, it has not reached any 
member of the Senate Appropriation Com- 
mittee. But suppose it had, l want time to 
examine that report, and if my duty and my 
judgmeut prompt me to show that there hag 
been (of which L express now no opinion) a 
malappropriation of the public money in any 
department of this Government, {` protest 
against any despotic limitation upon my right 
to do so. I protest against any party curb by 
any majority to limit debate to five minutes 
ou proposed reductions to these appropriation 
bills. 

Now, Mr. President, the same power which 
proposes to adopt this restrictive rule, and 
therehy destroy the latitude of debate in the 
Senate, can at any time stop any Senator 
when his exposure of maladministration by any 
Departinent becomes injurious to the dominant 
party. The rule takes away the right of free 
discussion. You had a great deal better adopt 
the hour rule. I would hail the hour rule as a 
great improvement on this proposed measure. 
1 should have a privilege of tree discussion toa 
certain extent under the hour rule; and free 
discussion would to some degree be preserved 

where every Senator possessed the right to 


| discussion. i l 
concurrence of the honorable Senator from | 
| Tiinois (whose experience is as large as any in 


speak for an hour. 
I am glad to know | have the 


this Senate) that this is the first attempt that 
has ever been made, especially during the 
pendency of a presidential election, when the 
people who are the recognized source of 
power have the right to be informed as to the 
actions and doings of their agents, and espe- 
cially in regard to the expenditure of the pub- 
lic treasure, to stop and cut off debate when- 
ever the majority shall elect to say so. I am 


| still more rejoiced to hear that distinguished 


Senator [Mr. TRUMBULL] raise his eloquent and 
powerful voice in manfally protesting as a 
Republican against this dangerous procedure. 

My honorable friend from Indiana frequently 
arraigns the Democratic party for alleged 
abuses and maladministration of the Govern- 
ment. Sir, there is at least in the history of 
that noble and orthodox party one thing that 
even the Sevator’s existing prejudice against 
it cannot mar or take away. For sixty years 
the Democracy managed the affairs of this 
Government with honor, with discretion, with 
ability, and with a dominant majority fre- 


quently in both branches of this national Legis- | 
During most of that period it never | 


lature. 
was reduced to the alternative of attempting 
to stifle free discussion in the Senate of the 
United States, or to confide to a majority of 
the Senate the dangerous power of stifling the 
exposure of auy fraud or maladministration 
by public officials of this Government. 

But, Mr. President, this proposed rule is 
not a party measure. I think that the Senate 
ought to be chary in the adoption of any line 
of procedure that may at any time, either now 
or hereafter, give such au arbitrary power to 
any dominant majority, whether it be Repub- 
lican or Democratic, to destroy the freedom 
of debate. [ protest against curtailing that 
frcedom of debate which has always been one 
of the clustering glories of this Senate, and is 
the breath of free institutions. I bope, there- 
fore, the Senate will hesitate befure making 
such au innovation on the usage and rules of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, E had 
hoped this proposition when introduced would 
be accepted with very little if any debate, that 
we should try the experiment during this ses- 
sion, and 1 believe if it is tried no member of 
the body will ever desire to go back to the old 
field .of unlimited debate. Every restraint 
that has been made upon debate heretofore in 
this body has been sanctioned aud approved, 
and has expedited the public business. Is 
there a member of the Senate that would vote 
now to repeal that rule which authorizes a 
motion to lay an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill on the table? Not one; and yet 
there was a great clamor when that proposi- 
tion was made. Ig there any member who 
would go back to, for instance, the old ques- 
tion about the quorum of thisbody? Fortwo 
years | heard some of the oldest and most elo- 
quent Senators in this body denounce the prop- 
osition to make a majority of those entitled to 
take their seats here a quorum of this body ; 
and for two sessions they kept us here in un- 
easy sittings night after night in order to pass 
bills. When we had but fifty-two members of 
this body it required thirty-six to be here pres- 
eut to pass the most insignificant bill upon 
which any one might desire to call a division 
of the Senate. But after two years’ weariness 
and delay we finally adopted the rule of com- 
mon sense, declaring that a majority of those 
entitled to seats were a quorum of this body 
and competent to transact business. 

if I had the power I say openly that I would 
pass a previous question under certain limits 
to control debate; and if you take the judg- 
ment of the country on this question they 
would decide that the Senate has lostits char- 
acter somewhat by its long, extensive, unrea- 
sonable debates upon almost every question 


Bat five minutes defeats į 


that is presented to it. If there is anything 
upon which there has been a gradual change’ 
in the Senate for the last thirty or forty years, 

it has been in the procrastinating debate upon. 
every question, great or small, that comes up. 
in the Senate Chamber. When I first became’ 
a member of this body it was very rare for an 
appropriation bill to take more than one day. 

I have bad myself charge of appropriation 
bills and seen them pass in one day with very 

little objection. Here is a deficiency bill, a 
bill that we ought to have passed in a single. 
day, a bill the pressure of which is greater 
than that of any other appropriation bill I 

have ever known in my life, a bill the delay 
of which we are told withholds from the 
courts of the United States the means of 

carrying on the publie business, which is pro- 
tracted day after day, and day after day, and 
day after day, till more than ten days have 
transpired in this most important session upon 

a bill that ought not to have taken more than 
one day, aud would not have done so ten years 
ago. 

“Why, sir, the signs of this very debate, the 
feeling, the excitement growing up on a mo- 
tion of this kind, the talk about cutting off the 
liberty of speech and the rights of minorities, 
all indicate that there ought to be some rea- 
sonable limit to debate. Jt ought to be in the 
power of the Senate at any time to fix the hour 
when the vote shall be taken. If there is any 
respousibility for it, the responsibility rests 
with the majority. The majority oughtto have 
the power to control the debates and actions of 
this body. Now, a single Senator sometimes in 
a fitof spleen, sometimes because he is disap- 
pointed in a vole, sometimes for this cause or 
for that, may hold the body here day after day 
and night after night in wearisome, absorbing, 
constant session. Sir, this prolonged debate 
upon various measures has done more harm 
to the Senate, has cost the people of the Uni- 
ted States more sums of money, and has led 
to more improvident legislation than all else 
beside. 

Why, sir, I have seen myself a single Sen- 
ator rise here and make a proposition, debate 
it, show persistence, determination to carry it 
out, and having the ability to talk one or two 
hours about it, I have seen him carry his 
proposition against a majority of two thirds 
of the Senate by mere persistence and phys- 
ical weariness. All of us have seen that. I 


‘have seen amendments added to your appro- 


priation bills by the determined will of three 
or four Senators when a large majority of the 
Senate were against them, simply because we 
cannot sit day after day and night after night, 
and stay here to vote down these various prop- 
ositions. I have seen more evil legislation, 
more vicious, more extravagant legislation, 
more that is bad in legislation, caused by weavi- 
some night sessions by the physical pain that 
men somewhat advanced in years sometimes 
suffer by being compelled to wait here long 


-hours because some Senator desired to carry 


a particular proposition. 

Sir, I say to my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, and I know he wili believe me, that 
when I support this proposition I have not the 
slightest idea of seeking to cut off any debate 
of a political character that is germane or 
proper or rational on an appropriation bill or 
any other bill. My idea was this: leave the 
debate upon the general bill broad, without 
limit, so that any Senator can discuss the po- 
litical bearing of the question, whether the 
amount of the appropriations is too great or 
too small, whether any appropriation should 
be made for the subject-matter ; but to confine 
the debate on amendments to the particular 
amendment pending before the body, and to a 
reasonable statement in regard to it pro or ccn. 
It seems to me that that is just and right. 

_ Why try to get up a scare that here isa great 
innovaiton on the rights of the minority? 
will not say that this talk is designed, but its 


result is simply buncombe; and if anybody 
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appeals to the people of the United States on 
that ground, they will say to the Senate and to 
“Senators, ‘‘Gentlemen, you talk too much; 
your debates ought to be limited; no one of 
seventy men ought to have it in his power to 
prolong and procrastinate and delay and talk 
forever upon every question, great or small.” 
Why, sir, itis a remarkable fact that there is 
no legislative body in the history of the whole 
world that has not some form of a previous 
question. The Chamber of Deputies of France, 
the legislative bodies in Germany, the House 
of Lords and the House of Commons in Eng- 
land, have their previous question. It is very 
rare that a single question in the House of Com- 
mons goes beyond two days’ debate. Nearly 
all the important questions are decided after 
one day’s debate, and it was noted as an extra- 
ordinary fact some three or four years ago that 
one of the most important questions, which in- 
volved the defeat of a ministry, occupied three 
days’ debate in the House of Commons. In 
the House of Lords the subject-matter under 
discussion is always closed before the session 
ends uniess there is some extraordinary reason 
for its delay; and yet in the Senate [ have 
seen small questions debated day after day 
aud day after day. 

I know the reluctance of the Senate to 
change its rules. This body commenced with 
some twenty-six members in secret conclave, 
when it was rather in the nature of a cabinet 
ora caucus. In a few years the sessions were 
opened. Then the old habit grew on, and 
these unlimited rules which allowed anybody 
to debate at any length were preserved as a 
partof the traditions of the Senate. We have 
now seventy-four members. We are getting 
to be quite a numerous body, almost as numer- 
ous as the popular branch of a State Legisla- 
ture. The most popular branch of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio has but one hundred and four 
or one hundred and five members. We can- 
uot maintain and carry on the business of this 
great country, growing year by year, without 
some power in the majority to control debate. 
Therefore, I say for myself that I am willing 
now to vote for a proposition that will, aftera 

-reasonable time, place the previous question 
in the power of the majority, so that the pub- 
lic business may be expedited after a reason- 
able chance for the minority to express their 
opinion. To make all this clamor about this 
little proposition to confine debate to five 
minutes on an amendment to an appropriation 
hill during this session, it seems to me, is 
making a mountain out of a mole-hill. Why 
is it to be supposed in the first place that the 
Senate will order debate to be limited until we 
are all weary and tired out, until every Sen- 
ator ought to be ashamed to say anything fur- 
ther? This five minutes rule cannot apply 
until the Senate by a majority vote decide that 
it shall apply. The Senate never will apply 
it until they are wearied out, and until there 
ought to be a final vote. : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I ask him 
his construction respecting this resolution. 
Willa motion to suspend all debate apply to 
all the pending amendments and all that may 
be offered thereafter, or will it apply only to 
the particular amendment pending at the time 
it is offered ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It willapply to allamend- 
ments that may be offered to a bill, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
the effect of it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mary- 
land was a member here when the tariff bill 
was under consideration :in 1870. I intro- 
duced this -particular proposition. After a 
litle debate, some Senator said it. opened a 
broad question, but let us agree unanimously 
to adopt it, and it was adopted nem. con: and 


Is that 


entered on the Journal that we should act on 
a five-minutes rule precisely like this; and we 


went on and considered the important subject | 


of the reduction of the revenue, external and 
internal, in a five-minute rule. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. But allow 


-me to say to the honorable Senator that then 


that consent was limited to the amendments 
germane to that question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 
before me. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Iso under- 
stood it at that time, and that was generally 
understood. Here it applies to all amend- 
ments and to the bill generally. 5 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me read the reso- 
lution to show that the Senator from Mary- 
land is wrong. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That was 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Journalis: 

“On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate pro- 


ceeded to consider the following resolution sub- 
mitted by him on the 23d instant ”— 


This was on the 28th of June, 1870— 


“* Resolved, That the debate on the bill (H. R. No. 
2045) to reduce taxation, shall after to-day be con- 


I have it 


fined to debate, not exceeding five minutes by cach* 


Senator, on the amendment pending when such 
debate arises. 

“ Theresolution having been modified by Mr. SaR- 
MAN by striking out the words‘ after to-day.’ 

““ An amendment being proposed by Mr. SPENCER 
to strike out ‘five’ and insert ‘ten.’ 

“ Pending debate thereon the Senate came to a 
unanimous understanding that debate should be 
limited to five minutes to each Senator on any 
amendment proposed to the bill.” 

To the 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
tariff bill. 

-Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mary- 
land sees that there was the very thing, itself 
adopted by unanimous consent on a tariff bill, 
and it applied not only to amendments but to 
the bill itself. The Senator says it did not 
apply unless an amendment was germane. 
What is germane in the Senate? 1 could show 
you decisions without number that anything is 
germane in the Senate. When you say a thing 
is germane in the Senate you mean anything 
that can be written in the English language. 
There is no rule in the Senate requiring 
amendments to be germane. Therefore you 
introduce language which is not known to the 
rules of the Senate. Inthe House an amend- 
ment must be germane to the subject-matter, 


but in the Senate there is no such thing, and | 
that is one of the evils that have grown out of | 


the fact that the Senate grew ‘from a small 


| secret body without any rules at ali, until grad- 


ually it expanded itseif into a representative 
body of seventy-four members, representing 


thirty-seven different States or communities. | 


Why, sir, there ought to be a rule that noth- 
ing should be offered as an amendment to a 
bill but whatis germane, and no appropriation 
bill ought.in any case to be amended except 
by a proposition that relates to an appropria- 
tion; and if the Senate desire it, let us vote 
for such a proposition and correct a great and 
growing evil. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to 
say to him that I would thank him very much if 
he would introduce such a rule? I would like 
to vote for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have introduced such 
a rule, but it never will be adopted in the 
Senate because it is a violation of the old 
courtesies of the Senate. The idea that a 
Senator should be confined by the rule to have 
his amendment relate to or be pertinent to 
or germane tọ a bill would be undignified 
and wrong! [Laughter.] That was the idea. 
I did propose a rule of that kind during the 
war when we were under the press of business, 
but the Senate said that it was a departure 
from the privileges and rights and dignity of 
the body to adopt such a rule as that. And 
yet that rule isa part of the constitution of 
every State in this Union, so far as I know. 
Now, under the constitution of Obio, and I 
believe of Kentucky and nearly all the States, 


no bill can be passed to be constitutional amless 
the object of the bill is stated in the title, but 
we cannot adopt a rule that will limit our 
amendments to something germane to.the-bill 
because that would be undignified! > 

The truth is that the Senate of the United 
States has, by the vast growth of our-country, 
by. the increase of the number of States; by 
the increase of the number of the body, of the 
subjects-matter brought before ‘us, and the 
great diversity of objects of legislation, grown 
beyond the clothes that bound the old Senate. 
Then it was a great debating body, where a 
few leading questions occupied the time of the 
Senate; now it is a legislative body, where 
everything is debated; and we refuse to 
change our clothing, because, forsooth, it may 
affect our dignity. 

Now, sir, this little rule proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to authorize a 
majority of the Senate, with all our vague 
notions about senatorial dignity, to allow: a 
majority to say, when they get thoroughly 


“tired out, that after this, until the pending bill 


is disposed of, we will confine the debate on 
pending amendments to five minutes, is a rev- 
olutionary proceeding, and one upon which 
my honorable friend from Illinois is going to 
appeal to the country, to take the decision of 
the coantry upon it. Why, sir, if you leave 
it to a plain countryman, a blacksmith or 
a farmer or a mechanic, he will say that the 
great fault he has to find with the Senate 
is that they talk too much, and that they 
have not limited their debates long ago. You 
can never get a plain countryman to under- 
stand why we have to sit here during the long, 
weary, watching hours of the night, in order 
to pass any biil that three or four determined 
men are opposed to. You cannot get a plain 
countryman to understand why our appropria- 
tion bills may be loaded down with incongru- 
ous, and impertinent, and ungermane amend- 
ments, merely because the dignity of the Sen- 
ate demands that we should not change our 
rule. 

l hail the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania as a business proposition, not 
intended, as my honorable friend from Cali- 
fornia supposes, to be an advantage to a 
political party, to take advantage of a minor- 
ity, but as a proposition looking to the 
prompt disposal of the ordinary business of 
the Senate, its regular and proper disposi- 
tion, without any attempt to impair the rights 
of the minority or take any advantage for the 
majority. You never could get a majority in 
ihe Senate to agree to apply this five-minute 
rule to an amendment where grave political 
interests were involved. It is an imputation 
upon the majority for the minority to say that 
we wish. to use this five-minute rule to pass 
some political proposition as an amendiwent 
to an appropriation bill. Ithink the majority 
would not dare to do such a thing as that. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Allow me 
to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Suppose 
the rule is applied before the proposition 
arises. Here you undertake to pass a pro- 
vision upon an appropriation bill that all de- 
bate on amendments to that bill shall be 
confined to five minutes. The proposition 
is not then here; when it comes, how are 
you to reverse your action? The proposition 
is all at once put before the Senate, and what 
are you to do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The order may be re- 
scinded at. any moment; and if there is any. 
doubt about it, put that in. I suppose no Sen- 
ator will object to this order being rescinded 
at any time by an order of the Senate. All 
we claim is this, that after a reasonable debate 
upon amendments which are often thrust in, 
incongruous and having no relation. to the sub- 
ject-matter, there should be some limit to 
debate, and that the majority should say when 
the time has arrived when .the business of the 
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Senate must be disposed of. That is the view i 4 ‘ 
Salk , | poses that Í have any personal interest in the 


J take of it. : 
I trnst, therefore, Senators will not find 
& Gorgons, and hydras, and chimeras dire’’ 


in a si > sition like this, but will look |: 
E E Anais rere A : cordially in a good deal that has fa!len from 


at it as a business proposition. If itisadopted 
now, next session, if it does not work satis- 
factorily. [ for one will agree to vote against 
it, but I believe that when this proposition is 
once applied to amendments to appropriation 
bills, no Senator on either side of the House 
will desire to be rid of it, but it will be adopted 
session after session as a gradual improvement 
in our rules tending to expedite the public 
business, and save us from the wearisome, long 
delays of night sessions at the close’ of the 
session. 

Mr. STEWART. I simply want to remark 
that [ heartily concur in what the Scnator 
from Ohio has just been saying. 
tion has taught me that we have spent the 
time in arguing small and immaterial ques- 
tions, frequently up to the period of adjourn- 
ment, and then for the last day or two import- 
ant matters go through without any oppor 
tunity of discussing them at all. Everybody 
sees, the whole country knows, that the last 
two or three days of a session are liable to all 
sorts of legislation on appropriation bills, and 
in every other way in irregular form, for the 
reason that we do not have time to discuss 
them; the time has been previously occupied 
with unimportantbills. If there could be more 
business-like order about this thing, if the 
Senate had power to cut off irrelevant debate 
so as to give us time to see to the legislation, 
J think there would be much less harm done. 
J heartily concur in this, and 1 think the Senate 
ought to have the power to limit debate by 
some form of previous question, so that the 
time may bedistributed according to the sense 
of the majority of the Senate upon all import- 
ant questions, so that they could all come 
under review and not be thrown through here 
for want of time to consider them. 

1 do not think it should be in the power of 
one or two men to occupy the time on some- 
thing that the majority ot the Senate regards 
as unimportant, and thereby force the major- 
ity to pass bills that they have no time to con- 
sider, That is particularly so at the short 
session, and it is often the case at the long 
session, almost always after the day for 
adjourument is fixed. 
the importance of disposing of the public 
business, If the time has been spent on irrel- 
evant matter against the sense of a majority 
of the Senate, that majority that have stood 
by and seen this done without any power to 
stop it must vote for crude legislation that 
they would not vote for if they had time to 
point out its defects. Bills go through that 
you do not Have any opportunity to read on 
the last night of the session. Conference 
committees come in here with reports that it 
will take a day to read, and you have to take 
them without any consideration. Often im- 
portant legislation comes from conference 
committees; we hear complaints about it at 
the next session because laws that nobody 
understood had ever been passed are found on 
the statute-book; and it all results from time 
being consumed on irrelevant matter. There 
is time enough if we conduct our business in 
an orderly way and divide the time in any 
reasonable manner; and E do believe there is 
sense of propriety enough in the majority of 
the Senate never to cut off debate on import- 
ant matters. I believe the Senate can be 

- trusted to judge whether the matter is im- 
portant or not, and whether time should be 
extended to it or not, and that they must 
judge of it, because the country is getting so 
large your crude legislation will continue to 
increase, if yon do not have rules that will 
allow the sense of the majority to control our 
proceedings and reduce them to regular order 


that: we can:see the whole body of legislation. - 
“Mr STEVENSON. TheSenatorfrom Ohio + 


My observa- | 


Everybody then feels | 


: the Senator offers it. 
i the Senate will sustain the utterance I am 


[Mr. SuerMmay] is greatly mistaken if he sup- 


rejection of this rule. I bave occupied very 
little of the time of the Senate since I have 
had a seat in this Chamber. I agree most 


the Senator from Ohio as to the delay of the 
public business, but I should like to ask that 
Senator, with fifiy-seven Republican Senators 


! inthis Chamber, and with but seventeen Demo- 


cratic Senators, why the prevailing abuses 
which he characterizes with so much clearness 
and so much truth have not been long since 
remedied by the adoption of rules confining 
amendments to appropriation bills to matters 
germane to such measures ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the minority, the 
Democrats, to use the Senator's own phrase, 


i will vote tor that proposition. 1 think I can 


get enough others to do so to carry it; but 


, they have always opposed it heretofore. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I will pledge myself 
to support the proposed amendment whenever 
Ithink the record of 


about to make, that whenever the question of 
order has been raised on any incongruous 


! amendment to an appropriation or deficiency 


bill as not germane to the bill, that question has 
been sustained with great unanimity on this 
side of the Chamber, while the irrelevant 
amendmert has been generally put on the bill 


: by the vote of the dominant majority in the 


Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My own impression is 
that that depends entirely on what the amend- 
mentis. Lremember that my honorable friend 
from Kentucky only the other day offered an 


: amendment on the deficiency bill to pay to the 


State of Kentucky five or six handred thousand 
dollars on some claim that had been rejected 
finally by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 


| certainly he did not vote to lay that on the 


table. 

Mr. President, this is not a party question. 
These amendments to appropriation bilis do 
not depend upon party. Very rarely are the 
amendments of a political character. Fhe 


! amendments that are put upon appropriation 
i bills are mainly of a money character, and 


members vote according to the interests of 
their constituents, or according to their sense 


‘of what is right and just. 


Mr. STEVENSON. It is true, I did offer 
what I believed was a legitimate amendinent 
to the delicieney bill, it was a claim which 
had been audited by the War Department and 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, and 
which the arbitrary conduct of the Secretary 
of the Treasury alone prevented the State of 
Kentucky from realizing. I should like to 
inquire if that amendment, audited and passed 
upon, and for which a warrant was drawn, 
was not germane and a legitimate amendinent 
to the deficiency bill ? 

But it was not to that character of amend- 
ment that I referred. Upon this very defi- 
ciency bill a quasi naturalization law has been 
added. The question of order was raised as 
to whether the naturalization of certain per- 
sous in Oregon was a legitimate subject to be 


; attached to the deficiency bill, and the amend 


ment was sustained against the vote of every 
Democratic Senator. So I might pass to the 
Morrill amendment, and to the civil rights 
bill of the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Sumwer,] to the amnesty bill, 
which the minority attempted to exclude as 
not germane to the bills to which they were pro- 
posed as amendments, but we were overruled. 
Many weeks were spent in the discussion of 
these incongruous measures, but the record 
will show that the minority were not responsi- 
ble. The dominant majority are alone re- 
sponsible. The record shows that their votes 
have been thrown always in favor of amend- 
ments which were not germane to the bill. 


But when the honorable Senator from Ohio 
and others on his side of the Chamber per- | 


ceived that so much time was wasted upon 
amendments that are not germane, why have 
they not proposed a rule confining all amend- 
ments to appropriation bills to those that were 
germane? 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose I might answer 
that by saying for the same reason that the 
Democrats in the sixty years that the Senator 
referred to awhile ago, did not propose any 
such rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will par- 
don me a moment, I will state to him that a 
committee of this much-abused majority of 
the Senate reported a rule substantially and 
exactly of that character about two years ago, 
and the very men who are now voting against 
this little rule to get on with one or two bills, 
together with the body of the Democrats, as 
1 recollect, although I speak now after two 
years, put it aside and refused to pass it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the honorable 
Senator from Vermont while he is up tell me 
when he saw that report from the Secretary 
of the Navy, which he assures us has been 
made, giving us the amount of the sales of 
ships and naval stores during the past five 
years? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Idid not understand the 
question my friend addressed to me. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In a few remarks I 
made when first up I said I was not aware that 
the information called for from the Navy De- 
partment had yet been received. The honor- 
able Senator from Vermont said it had been 
sent some three weeks ago, as I understoodhim, 
to the House. I wish now to know from the 
Senator whether he has seen that report. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I bave not; and I 
do not mean to devote my time to seeing it, for 
the reason that I have known enough about 
the action of the Navy Department for the last 
four or five years since | have been hereto ` 
make it to me entirely uninteresting reading, 
because [ know thatthe Navy Department has 
behaved itself with propriety. Let those who 
wish to pick a flaw somewhere, if they can, 
devote themselves to that kind of reading. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That is not the point. 
I did not say a word about picking a flaw in 
the operations of the Navy Department. I 
spoke of a matter of fact in illustration of the 
danger of the adoption of this rule. I hypothe- 
cated a case of a report from some of these 
Departments, and by way of illustration I 
stated that certain information had heen called 
for from the Navy Department, which as far 
as | knew had not yet been communicated, 
and that information was as to what had be- 


come of millions upon millions of dollars for 


which the public vessels and naval stores of 
this Goverument had been sold. My distin- 
guished friend from Vermont said that that 
report had been made three weeks ago to the 
House of Representatives, as I understood him. 
l have sent to the document-room, and they 
say that no such report has yet reached the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My information is only 
that which I derive from the newspapers. Un- 
less Lam very greatly mistaken, having heard 
of the subject in the committee of which my 
friend and I are members, within two or three 
days after the matter was spoken of in com- 
mittee I saw in a newspaper tho statement that 
this report was made to the House of Rep- 
resentatives with the explanation of its having 
been delayed on account of the great amount 
of clerical force required to be devoted to 
bringing together the information desired. Tt 
may be that I am entirely mistaken; but such 
is my recollection. 

But I will say to my friend, if he will par- 
don me, because I do not wish to provoke the 
prolongation of this debate, that this rule bas 
no application to that question either way, for 
the reason that it does not undertake to pre: 
vent unlimited and illimitable debate upon the 
general provisions of any appropriation bill, 
naval or otherwise, or upon any specific pro- 
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vision that is in thebill; so that my honorable 
friend from Kentucky will have an opportunity 
for any Jeugth of time that he may desire, (and 
I know he will not abuse it,) to address him- 
self to the Senate upon the subject of the naval 
“appropriation bill in entire conformity to this 
rule that is proposed. 
Mr, STEVENSON. I do not know that I 
shall have anything to say upon the naval 
appropriation bill, but I can assure the Sen- 
` -ator from Vermont that I think he is mistaken 
in supposing that this rule could have no appli- 
cation in restricting discussion. If I were to 
move to strike out certain appropriations for 
the Navy Department, and insist that no appro- 
“priation should be made until we had received 
the information called for, that would be an im- 
portant amendment which, under this proposed 
tule, I should not be allowed to discuss longer 
than five minutes if the majority thought proper 
to enfe.ce it. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
a word? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator would have 
time enough to discuss it for a week if he 
pleased after the bill was ready to be passed 
upon by the body. He could then discuss the 
whole bill or any feature of it for an indefinite 
period of time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. What good would dis- 
cussion do when the proposed amendment had 
been voted down. The honorable Senator 
would pass a measure and then allow its oppo- 
nents to discuss it. This is a new phase of 
` free and enlightened discussion. I prefer to 

discuss a pending amendment, and not be 

stopped in five minutes, . 

Mr. SAWYER. At that point stopped, 
but not stopped when the bill was on its final 
passage. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But I sbould like, 
when offering an amendment, to have the 
privilege of discussing it at that time. 

But the honorable Senator from Ohio thinks 
that this is a mere scare-crow. He thinks that 

>` we are unnecessarily alarmed. I agree with 
the honorable Senator that there are a great 
many abuses connected with the appropriation 
bills, but they can be corrected by confining 
all amendments to propositions that are ger- 
mane, and I say to my honorable friend that 
we had— 

“Rather bear those ills we have, 

Than fly to othors that we know not of.” 

Tf in the eighty years of the operation of 
this Government no party in this Chamber has 
ever thought proper to offer any such rule as 
the one now proposed, that fact constitutes the 
highest argument that can be offered against 
the propriety of this rule, and wisdom admon- 


Will the Senator allow me 


ishes ns not to change rules of procedure which | 


have received the sanction of such an uniu- 
terrupted course of usage. 

, I have not discussed this rule in a party 
light. I have briefly addressed myself to the 
intelligence of the Senate, without attempting 
to arouse party feeling. I regard it as a dan- 
gerous encroachment upon that free discussion 
and unrestricted debate which has ever been 
allowed in this Chamber. I hope that free 
debate will continue. I think that that which 
the majority seeks to accomplish can be at- 
tained by a rule which shall confine amend- 
ments to appropriation bills that are germane 
lo such measures. I am quite sure that the 
discretion and judgment of the Senate can be 
trusted to a free discussion without attempting 
to hamper them by a rule which in high party 
times either on one side or the other of the 
Chamber may lead to dangerous consequences 
and be attended with mischievous results. 

_ Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I am sure the adoption of this rule will 
not have any particular effect so far as I am 
personally concerned. Iam not one of those 
who take up much of the time of the Senate 
ly innecessary discussion, and therefore, so far 
as lam personally concerned, it is all one to 
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me whether it is adopted or not, But, sir, I 
regard it as so bad in itself that I cannot avoid 
here on this occasion entering my protest 
against it, not because of party politics or of 
its party aspects. I do not undertake to as- 
cribe to gentlemen who. seek to enforce this 
rule upon the Senate that they are actuated by 
any such motives. I presume they support 
the rule for the good of general legislation. 

We have heard what the honorable Senator 
from Ohio and the gentlemen who advocate 
the adoption of this rule have said in its favor; 
but to what must it necessarily tend? They 
say that under this rule we shall have unlimited 
and illimitable debate upon the appropriation 
bill itself. ‘That is true; but what is there in 
the general bill, and what do we propose to 
consider? The measures therein set forth. As 
soon as this rule is adopted, therefore, propo- 
sitions of every sort which were not subject to 
our consideration before may be at once sprung 
upon the body; and then where are we? The 
rule itself is inexorable. It is impossible for 
us to alter it without a rescission by a majority 
of this body, and we know it will be utterly 
futile for any one to obtain that rescission at 
the close of adebate. The consequence will be 
that the most important and material proposi- 
tions may be sprung upon us at that period of 
time, and we shall have no opportunity of dis- 
cussing them atall. Upon the general bill we 
know we have an opportunity of discussing 
them ander this rule without limit. There- 
fore, there is no occasion for the rule, nor is 
there any efficacy in the rule respecting that. 
But the moment the rule is adopted, the mo- 
ment it is once known in this body that you 
can no longer debate propositions beyond 
five minutes, then will be sprung upon you all 
kinds of propositions, propositions of the most 
material consequence to the country. 

The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
and my honorable friend from’ Ohio say that 
the adoption of this rule means business. 
Sir, the adoption of this rule may mean jobs, 
and it will mean jobs. As soon as it is as- 
certained that this rule is adopted, and that 
there is no opportunity of discussion, that 
there is no chance of delay and procrastina- 
tion, jobs will be sprung before this body, all 
kinds of jobs concerning local interests and 
personal interests, and you will find us over- 
whelmed with that class of legislation, and 
in that condition of things you may have 
no opportunity of preventing the passage of 
local measures and measures of personal con- 
cern that we otherwise would prevent under a 
discussion. In fact, a free and open discus- 
sion as to amendments not then proposed 
would prevent the introduction of measures 
that would tend to delay legislation. If it was 
once known to the body at the close of a ses- 
sion that the introduction of an amendment 
was likely to create discussion which would 
procrastinate the bill to a dangerous conelu- 
sion, it would not be offered; but when gen- 
tlemen know that under this resolution they 
can offer any proposition and ten minutes may 
be sufficient to determine that proposition, or 
nearly so, it can be offered with impunity and 
without fear as to the probable consequences 
of their action. 

Is not such a rule dangerous to the legisla- 
tion ofthe country? You already have a quasi 
naturalization law appended to an appropria- 
tion bill. You have the amendment ofthe hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. MORRILL] 
pending to an appropriation bil. You may 
have the habeas corpus bill. In fact the whole 
South may be Ku Kluxed inten minutes of time 
under this amendment. What are you to do? 
Adopt it, and my honorable friend from Ohio 
says the Senate will never interpose its veto to 
the discussion of great political topics, that 
they will sooner rescind the rule than do that. 
My honorable friend is mistaken, as time will 
When a proposition of that sort is 
under discussion and the majority of the Sen- 
ate are determined to pass it; they never will 


į posed of under a five minutes’ debate. 


rescind the rule for debate, and: therein. licy 
the danger of this whole thing. ; 

Now, my honorable friend from Ohio says 
he would incline to the establishment of the 
previous question in this-body, . Sir, I would 
prefer the previous question to this. resolution, 
because the previous question cuts off all 
amendments when once sustained. The mo- 
ment the previous question is ordered, you 
can only vote upon the bill and upon the then 
pending amendments, and you can have no 
other amendments. Therefore, up to that 
period of time we have an opportunity of dis- 
cussing the bill and all the amendments of- 
fered, which we know something about and 
can examine, The previous question prevents 
gll new amendments being sprung upon: the 
House, and therefore would I infinitely prefer 
the previous question, taking a vote when I 
have a knowledge of the question, than a 
proposition of this sort allowing amendments 
to be sprung upon me of which I know noth- 
ing and which I cannot. have the opportunity 
of discussing at any length. 

My objection, therefore, to this resolution 
is that it will be deleterious to our legisla- 
tion, that we shall have important propositions 
passed here after five or ten minutes’ discussion, 
when Senators are not. acquainted with their 
general character and their details, measures 
of interest to the public, money measures, land 
measures, measures that ought not to be ae 
tis 
against the genius of our Government, against 
the spirit of our institutions. f 

Fullknowledge and a fair discussion of every 
proposition is all that we require. Then, if 
my honorable friend from Ohio is earnest in 
his views that he would prefer the previous 
question to this proposition, let the majority 
agree that this limitation of debate shall apply, 
only to those propositions of which we have 


| knowledge, those propositions that are pend- 


ing at the time, and that it shall not apply, 
unless by special order of the Senate, to any 
amendment of which we know nothing at the 
time. Is not thatjust? Is it not fair to the 
measure, is it not fair to the interests of 
the country, that we should have some such 
amendment to this resolution? ` Itis but proper 
that we should ask it in order that-we may know 
upon what we are voting, and that we may 
bave security that we may know and debate 
those propositions upon which we are to vote. 

Mr. President, one of the great evils of 
legislation is the offering of amendments to 
appropriation bills that are not germane to 
those bills. New, why not, when you have 
the opportunity, amend this resolution so asto 
cover that matter? We understand your ap- 
propriation bills, They are for the appropria- 
tion of money. We have our attention directed 
to them. We understand them perfectly, and 
all the amendments that are made with refer- 
ence to those appropriations. Why, then, 
leave this resolution open so that under this 
limitation any Senator ean get up before this 
body and offer any proposition looking to gen- 
eral or local legislation? If this body is sin- 
cere in regard to the passage of these appro- 
priation bills and desires to be in harmony 
with the general interests of the country re- 
specting that class of legislation, let it adopt 
the amendment of my colleague which limits 
this resolution to the consideration of amend- 
ments germane to the bill and excludes all 
others. Iam sure lam in favor of that ex- 
clusion. I am opposed to general iegislation 
on appropriation bills. I will vote for any 
amendment that will preclude it. It is all 
wrong in itself. It is vicious, injurious, and 
wiil not answer the just purposes of Govern- 
ment or of legislation. Therefore, I think, 
in accordance with the views of my honorable 
friend from Ohio, if he desires upon this ocea- 
sion to limit legislation to matter pertinent to 
the bill itself, be will not only vote for the 
amendment of my colleague, but he will move 
one in reference to our action that will make 
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us conform our action accordingly in all future 
appropriation bills before this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland, {Mr. Vickers,] upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. After this amendment 
shall have been disposed of, will it bein order 
to offer a substitute for the resolution as it will 
then stand? _ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be. 

Mr. GILBERT. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey, 
[ Mr. Stockton. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 36; as follows: 

Y@AS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Davis of West 
Virginia, Goldth waite, Hamilton of Maryland, John- 
ston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—ll. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 

ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Connec- 
ticut, Ferry of Michigan, Managan, Frelinghuysen, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pome- 
yoy,Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Windom, and Wright—36. 
ABS I) NT—Mcessrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cam- 
eron, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, Morrill of 
Vermont, Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, West, and Wilson—27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understaud the suggestion 
which | made has modified the resolution so 
that it is now pending with the words ‘the 
pending bill and’? stricken out. I wish, be- 
fore any further proceedings, to offer an addi- 
tional amendment, for heretofore 1 was under 
the impression that that amendment was pend- 
ing. l wish to insert after the word ‘ order,” 
the words “at any time to move a recess, 
and,” so that it will read: ‘that during the 
present session it shall be in order at any time 
to move a recess, and pending an appropria- 
tion bill,” &e. 

And, iu order to make the resolution con- 
form to that amendment, | moveto strike out 
the words “the motion to limit debate,’ and 
insert ‘such motions;’’ so as to read : ‘such 
motions shall be decided without debate.” 

Mr. CASSIERLY. ‘That is an entirely new 
element in this discussion, and 1 hope some 
Senator with more experience here than I 
have will explain to the Senate what will be 
the operation of that ameudment if adopted. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
California that it only obviates the uecessity 
of requiring unanimous consent to make the 
motion for a recess, and permits that motion 
to be made at any time during the session. 

Mr. CASSIERLY. J sce no objection to 
that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let the resolution be 
reported as it will read as amended. 

The Cuter Crusek. The resolution, if 
amended as proposed, will read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the present. sossion it shall 
bein order at any time to move a recess; and, pending 
an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate on 
amendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen- 


ator on the pending motion; and such motions shall 
be decided without debate. 


Mr. SCOTT. Yhe words ‘to limit debate ” 
are stricken out, and ‘‘such motion,’’ before 
“shall be decided without debate,” inserted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand if this 
amendment carries it limits debate to five 
minutes on the bill as well the amendments. 
That is the object. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; it does not change the 
phraseology of the resolution in that respect. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. SCOTT. At the suggestion of Sen- 
ators around me who are apprehensive that 
this provision shall be at any time in order to 
move a recess, might apply to a recess for a 
longer period than during the same day, I wish 
to state there is no such design, but it is in- 
tended to authorize the Senate at any time to 

‘receive a motion to take a recess for that day. 


1 will say to the Senator from | 


Mr. CASSERLY. I understand the reso- 
lution now is as the Senator who moved it 
wishes it to be; in other words, he has made 
all the amendments in it he desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion has not been taken on the last amend- 
ment which he moved. The Chair was about 
putting the question when the Senator from 
California rose. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I thought that 
adopted by general consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If it be in order I wish 
to offer a substitute to the resolution. It is to 
strike out all after the word “resolved,” and 
insert the following: 

Thatno amendment to an appropriation bill shall 
be in order unless it is germane to the bill, and pro- 
vides for an appropriation of public moneys in pur- 
suance of existing law. 

I offer this as a substitute for the original 
resolution. 1 do so because I think it will 
meet the real evil that it should be the object 
of this resolution as presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to meet; that is to say, it 
will obviate long discussions upon amend- 
ments to bills which involve important and 
strongly contested questions in government 
and in legislation. {1 understood the Senator 
from Ohie and the Senator from Vermont 
both to say that a similar amendment to our 
rules had been offered ; the Senator from Ohio 
did not say when ; the Senator from Vermont 
said about two years ago, and that it was 
resisted by the minority. I think each of 
those Senators must be mistaken as to the 
fact. I speak with some certainty on the sub- 
ject for the reason that I have always opposed 
as an objectionable, if not obnoxious practice, 
the putting into an appropriation bill of 
amendments which made new law. There- 
fore I think it is hardly possible that such a 
rule as I have now presented could ever have 
been offered in this body without its attracting 
my earnest attention, or without my giving it 
my most hearty support. It isa principle that 
i have always believed in, and I have felt 
more than once that it had been violated to 
the great damage of the public service, not 
only in the inordinate consumption of time in 
debate, but in other respects perhaps still 
more material. 

While I am on the floor let me say another 
word. It seems to be considered that because 
by the resolution of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, as it now stands, there may be indefinite 
debate upon the appropriation bill, therefore 
the evil is to that extent diminished; but I 
submit it to the candor of Senators who are 
listening to me what avail is it to discuss the 
bill at large after the Senate has become com- 
mitted by its votes for the amendment? It is 
then too late. The theory of diseussion and 


was 


the object of discussion is to convince and to } 


carry votes; but after you have had your dis- 
cussion limited to five minutes and the Senate 
has acted, we all know, such is the constitu- 
tion of human nature among Senators as well 
as others, that practically in nine cases out of 
ten the question is decided. Men do not 
change their votes as a rule, and a Senator 
who changes his vote after he has once given 
it, after it has once gone on the record upon 
a call of the yeas and nays, is the exception 
and the rare exception. ‘Therefore, your allow- 
ance of debate after the amendment is dis- 
posed of by the votes of Senators, amounts to 
nothing. i 

On the contrary, I suggest to my friends who 
believe in this resolution, and who think it 
will accomplish an economy of time, if the 
resolution allows unlimited debate on the biil 
at large, and every amendment included in it, 
what good object is accomplished ? 
avowed by any one that there is any other 
good object in it except to economize time; 


Itis not | 


time, which 1 do not. 


| ble with the 


but when upon the bill itself the whole thing 
is at large, and debate is indefinite and unlim- 
ited, how do you economize time? You have 
got all the evils of the present system, as far 


‘as wasting time is concerned, and you have 
i this evil in addition, that you open the way 


to embodying provisions of law in appropria- 
tion bills on insufficient debate and insufficient 
consideration, which nine times out of ten 
you will not be able to take out of the bill 
after it gets into the Senate. 

I submit my substitute in lieu of the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to take up 
the time of the Senate. This matter has been 
talked cut. unless people wish to talk against 
[ only wish to say that 
this particular amendment goes a great deal 
further than the Senator from California him- 


| self would be willing to go, for it prohibits 


all legislation unless the amendment proposed 
contains an item of appropriation. Now, 
when the Committee on Rules reported what 
he wished two years ago, or whatever the time 
was, it was found necessary to devote a great 
deal of time and care to using such phraseol- 
ogy as would enable the Senate to control the 
expenditures of the moneys to which the ap- 
propriations referred, by sections which might 
be added to the bill or by legislative provis- 
ions to those which related to the expenditure 
and management of the moneys covered’ by 
the appropriation, or something of that kind, 
This amendment, if adopted, would absolutely 
cut us off from making any limitation or pro- 
vision in regulating the subject of that general 
appropriation on the bill, when it would be 
perfectly proper that it should be. So that it 
would not do to adopt the amendment at ail. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I think 
if may very well be, and after what the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has just said I do not doubt 
that what I have written there is capable of 
improvement. [wrote it in a hurry during the 


i debate. I do not understand this matter, how- 


ever, as the Senator from Vermont does. [ 
understand the object of an appropriation bill 
to beto provide the sums of money necessary 
for the carrying on of the Government in re- 
gard to subjects already ordained by law; in 
other words, the appropriation bill supplies 
the money called for by existing law. I do 
not understand that the language of my substi- 
tute limits the action of the Senate in the man- 
ner suggested by the Senator from Vermont. | 
I will ask the Clerk to be good enough to read 
it once more. I certainly did not intend 
unduly to limit the power of the Senate. I 
meant merely to say that nothing should be in 
order in the way of an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill which was not germane to the 
general object of the bill, that is, as to whether 
it was for the Navy or the Army, in the first 
place, and, in thé next place, which did not 
provide for an appropriation of public moneys. 
Of course the question whether it reduces the 
appropriation or increases it ig not incompati- 
ew language providing for the appro 
pitation. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. - 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If the desire be to fa- 
cilitate the business of the Senate, some such 
amendment as that proposed by the Senator 
from Califorvia could be adopted without en- 
croaching upon the privileges of the Senate. 
That would certainly not be objectionable in 
that point of view. Whether he has the pre- 
cise words that would carry out the object, 
am not prepared to say. I had in mind some 
proposition of the same kind, and I had writ- 
ten an amendment in these words: 


And no amendment proposing general legislatiou 
shall he received aa an amendment to an appropria- 


tion bill. 

T do not know that that language is as well 
adapted to accomplish the object as the words 
which the Senator from California has made 
use of; but if the object be simply to prevent 
obstructions to the passage of appropriation 
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bills, certainly that object would be attained 
by some.such proposition as is now pending 
before the Senate, and it would be attaincd 
without depriving the Senate, or any member 
of the body, of the freedom of debate in ref- 
erence to the questions that are pending be- 
fore it. 

Mr. President, whenever it is attempted to 
sustain a proposition by false reasoning, by 
assuming positions that cannot be maintained, 
and by an erroneous presentation of that propo- 
sition, you may inter that it is not a sound 
proposition. How is it sought to maintain 
the original proposition? It has been repeat- 
edly said, and by different Senators, that when 
an amendment 1s offered a majority can move 
to lay it on the table, and that this limitation 
of debate upon an amendment that is offered 
does not apply toa discussion of the bill. Is 
that asound proposition? I think the Senator 
from Ohio made use of such an argument as 
that. In other words, after a bill has passed 
you may discuss it as much as you please. 
Let us pass it first, and then you may discuss 
it if you want to! After the amendment is 
adopted aud put upon the bill, then you can 
discuss the bill, says the Senator from Ohio! 

What, pray, is the object of discussion? It 
is to point out the meaning of an amendment, 
and, if the speaker is opposed to it, to show 
why it ought not to be adopted. You deprive 
him of that right and give him the glorious 
privilege after it is adopted of speaking against 
it! Is not that an absurdity? 

Oh, but you can reconsider, says the Sen- 
ator. But the majority do not want to recon- 
sider; the majority of the Senate desire to 
force a measure through the body without 
consideration, and this rale provides thé ma- 
ehinery to do it. Rules and constitutions are 
established for the purpose of protecting the 
rights of minorities. Majorities can take care 
of themselves. The only liberty that is worth 
having is liberty that is regulated by law; and 
when you put it in the power of the majority 
to do what they please there is no protection 
for the minority. It is of the very essence 
of despotism when you confer upon the ma- 
jority the right to do whatever it pleases, and 
it is the beginning of despotism in the Senate 
of the United States. 

The Senator from Qbio has boldly avowed 
what the intention is. It was asked where is 
the danger from this proposition, and directly 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Nevada said they were for a previous question. 
This is the beginning. If this rule shall be 
adopted, this will be the first time that debate 
has ever been limited in the Senate of the 
United States by the rules of the body. It is 

- the beginning, and plausible reasons are sought 
to be given for this first encroachment upon 
free speech, as you will always find plausible 
reasons given for the first encroachments of 
despotism everywhere. It is to be followed 
up, and we are so notified by Senators urging 
this amendment, that they are for a previous 
question in this body; they are for choking 
debate. 

Why, Mr. President, many of the most im- 
portant measures that ever passed the Con- 
gress of the United States have passed as 
amendments to appropriation bills. The fam- 
ous Wilmot proviso, if I recollect aright, was 
passed as an amendment to an appropriation 
bill; and if this rule is adopted, these appro- 
priation bills will be resorted to for the pur- 
pose of forcing upon the body the most ob- 
noxious measures which the majority are 
willing to indorse without discussion. Why, 
sir, we shall have offered as amendments to 
appropriation bills all these subsidy bills; tbe 

< bills to give subsidies to steamboat lines in 
every direction, the bills to give subsidies to 

¿railroads all over the land, the bills to give 

~ away the public lands, to take the money out 
of the Treasury and bestow it upon pampered 
monopelists. They will all be offered as 

amendments upon appropriation bills. - 


But, says the Senator, if the majority is not 
for them, they will not pass. Of course not; 
but the minority that is opposed to them will | 
have no opportunity to expose their iniqui- 
ties. Are you; Senators, ready to adopt arule 
that shall confine you to five minutes to 
expose the iniquity of some steamship subsidy 
bill? I do not say that all those bills are 
iniquitous; bat I say that many bills have/| 
been introduced into Congress that ought to || 
have no sanction at all; and are you willing to 
tie up your hands in advance that you shall 
have but five minutes to expose one of those 
measures? You do it if you adopt this rule. 

But, says the Senator from Ohio, you can 
discuss the bill afterward. There is very |! 
little encouragement to discuss a measure after || 
it is passed. ‘‘ Butif you show it is wrong] 
you can get it reconsidered.’’ Not at all. 
Then comes in the pride of opinion. Men/|! 
who have voted to put an amendment on a 
bill are noi. indifferent after they have given 
that vote, but their feelings and their inclina- 
tions are to sustain the vote which they have 
once given. That is human nature, and it 
will operate in the business transactions of the 
Senate. 

So, sir, the reasons that Senators have given 
in support of this proposition, that the ma- 
jority may lay an amendment on the table 
under the present rules, or it may be discussed 
upon the bill after it is adopted, are found on | 
examination to be unsound reasons. They do 
not bear the test of examination. 

Some Senator has said that the majority 
ought to have the power to limit debate. If 
| you put that power in the hands of a majority 
j they may cut off the minority from all rights 
and ail debate. Debate is not pleasant when 
a majority of the Senate want to pass a par- 
ticular measure. The debates of the minority} 
in this body fifteen years ago were not pleas- 
ant to the majority when they were attempt- | 
ing to force Lecompton down our throats. f 
The debates in this body when an attempt was |! 
made by an appropriation bill to prevent the |! 
money that was being appropriated for the |i 
support of the Army being used to put down |! 
the free-State men of Kansas were unpleasant 

| 


| that the money taken out of the Treasury of | 


United States by taxation should not be used | 
| forthe purpose of murdering the free-State men | 
of Kansas? He and I stood together then. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
| [Hinois will allow me to correct him. The) 
j amendment he refers to was put on by thej 
House of Representatives, was sent to the} 
Senate, and was stricken out. I remember | 
the history of that’amendment very well. I| 
i was then a member of the other House. 


| 
| 
Mr. TRUMBULL. lt was put on in the | 
House and we were voted down in the Senate, | 
and now the Senator from Ohio wants to make }} 
a rule that would have gagged us against || 
exposing it. i| 
Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, that} 
very bill under this pending proposition would | 
have been open to unlimited debate. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithought I had answered |! 
that question aboutits being open to unlimited |; 
debate after the amendment was adopted. The | 
amendment of the Senate was to strike your |! 
proposition off; and if the Senator from Ohio 
had been here in that day, would we have 
found him championing a rule that would have || 
denied the Senator from Massachusetts and |) 
myself more than five minutes to show the! 
iniquity of the amendment that proposed to 
strike out this provision in the House bill?), 
But after it had been adopted in the Senate, |: 
the Senator from Ohio says, you could have |: 
discussed the bill. Yes, pass a measure first || 
|l and discuss it afterward! Why, I need but} 


: hausted. 


state such a proposition to have its absurdity 
apparent to every intelligent man in Christen- 
dom. The child will laugh at you when you 
tell him that he has got the right to discuss a 
bill or an amendment after it has been adopted? 

No, Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio 
had occupied a seat here in 1856, we should 
not have found him advocating a change of 
the rule that should gag him and myself against 
exposing the amendment that the Senate 
sought to make to that appropriation bill of 
the House; and we stayed here and we dis- 
cussed the measure. 

Now, this is no party question, this is no 
question affecting one party more than an- 
other, but it is the beginning of striking down 
freedom of debate in the Senate of the United 
States. The Senator says that this is an at- 
tempt togetup a scare, When a proposition 
is made and sought to be adopted that is new 


i in the history of the Government, and opposi- 


tion is made to it, that is getting up a scare; 
and the Senator says, ‘‘Oh, but the Senate will 
always allow debate ; the majority willalways 
aliow debate upon a public question.’ Some 
Senator said that now we have had an illustra- 
tion this morning of what a majority willallow. 
l wanted to put this resolution over until to- 
morrow. Itisanew measure sprung upon the 
Senate. I asked postponement. See what the 
majority will allow! They will force you to 
act upon it, and if the Senator from Ohio could 
have had his way, he would have had a previ- 
ous question, and we should nothave discussed 
this change in the whole history of the Senate 
for even five minutes. He and the Senator 
from Nevada would have adopted the gag 
game this morning by the previous question, 
You see what a majority will do to-day. Here 
is a very important bill, an appropriation bill, 
that we ought to pass; the public interests 
require action upon it; but you lay it on the 
tabie for the purpose. of adopting here a rule 
that is to gag the Senate. ‘Oh, no, it is not 
intended to do that,” says the Senator from 


! Ohio; “you can talk on the bill just as long 


as you could before.’ Then what have you 
gained? Why cannot we go on with this ap- 
propriation biil to-day? I venture to say 
we could have passed it before this hour. 
The discussion upon that bill is exhausted, 


| and there never has been any difficulty in the 


Senate of the United States, when the discus- 
sion upon a subject has been exhausted, in 
coming to a vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only exhaustion, I 
remind the Senator, is the exhaustion of every 
Senator, not of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nearly every great 
measure that has passed the Senate and become 
a law in the last fifteen years has been voted 
upon by common understanding in the Sen- 
ate after the debate had been exhausted upon 
it. There was no difficulty in this body in 
getting that common understanding. Senators 
have been chalienged to show wherein anybody 
has unnecessarily prolonged debate in refer- 
ence to these bills, where anybody has abused 
the privilege of free debate, and they can point 
out no instance. Butinstead of going on with 
the deficiency appropriation bill, finishing it, 
the day is to be consumed in attempting to 
force upon the Senate a rule to restrict debate 
which shall end in a previous question, and 
gag the representatives of the States in this 
body for the future. 

We have been reminded thatan understand- 
ing was come to upon a tariff bill wheu it was 


| pending here on some occasions, by which we 


limited ourselves to five minutes in discussing 
amendments toit. That ig an illustration of 
the courtesy and good understanding among 
the members of this body, which will adopt 


‘by unanimous consent the necessary arrange- 
, ments to bring to a vote a pending question 


when the debate upon it shall have been ex- 
But here is a proposition to adopt a 
rule in advance, to put it in the power of the 
majority to cut off discussion. Beware, Sen- 
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ators, of adopting such a rule in this body. It 
will come back to plague you. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I had originally no 
wish to participate in this discussion, but now 
I am disposed to do so. In the first place, to 
simplify the proposition, it seems to me that 
the test is, shall the majority or the minority 
of the Senate prevail? Ihave heard much 
said pro and con, but it seems to me that that 
is the question simply stated, and thatis the 
only issue. : 

True, the resolution contemplates business, 
and that means speedy action upon all the 
great questions that arc necessarily before us. 
That certainly is not improper. The prop- 
osition is, however, opposed with great ability ; 
and the distinguished Senator from I}linois 
throws himself in the front, as he often does, 
with great success, and never without great 
ability ; but, sir, upon this occasion, as upon 
many others, I think heisinerror. The prin- 
ciple that he advocates will not prevail. It 
is not in the spirit of ourGovernment. There 
is nothing here that hecan invoke, that he can 
build upon, to secure his argument. Had I 
time I would canvass this question to some 
extent. 

But, again, I am reminded of the positions 
invoked by the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky. He reminds the Senate that they 
had better move slowly; two years hence there 
may be a change of circumstances so far ag 
parties are concerned, so far as power is known 
in the Senate of the United States. That may 
be. In his able remarks on that subject he 
instauced the great Democratic party that he 
said existed and prevailed triumphantly for 
about sixty years. Now, sir, it occurs to me 
that when any one, through the blessing of 
the Almighty, has been permitted to live sixty 
years, particularly when he had been a bad 
man, as I think the Democratic party has 
been, and it is now being understood that the 
party is dead, I propose not to come to the 
xescue and resurrect it. We are told that it 
simply sleepeth, that itis not dead. I accept 
theadmonition. Itis the understanding of that 
party to resurrect itat the first possible oppor- 
tunity, whether it be by a third party or under 
any name, Liberal Republican, Conservative, 
or forty aliases that E might introduce on this 
occasion, but J meet the proposition without 
any further ceremony and say that the majority 
must look Lo this fact, is the proposition we 
are advocating correct? If ithe correct, L tell 
you unmistakably that you are losing time 
when you extend courtesy that is beyond the 
limits which you are authorized to extend 
when you know whom you are dealing with. 

They say were they in power thus and so 
would be meted out to us. Now, they are 
not in power, and I am never going to give 
them an opportunity, so far as Lam concerned, 
to come into power, because I tell you that the 
very moment the Democratic party prevails, 
whenever it comes into power, there is the end 
of the Republican party, and that is not the 
worst feature, it is the end of the Republic; 
it is the end of the greatest Government that 
man has ever been blessed with, and I, for 
one, silently, or with my voice as loud as it 
can be extended, will always stand up and ad- 
vocate the principles of the Republican party 
aud the perpetuity of this great nation, and in 
doing so we must look to the fact that we are 
now in the majority. [loware we thus placed ? 
By whom are we undertaken to be rebuked 
to-day? By those whoata very recent period 
did all they could, sacrificed lives, millions, 
nay billions of treasure, to do and failed to do 
that which now they require at our hands in 
courtesy to extend to them. It is not due to 
them, and I, for one, shall not accord it to 


them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ramsey 
in the chair.) ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. 

oe VICKERS. Let the amendment be 
Teac, 


I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Cuter Clerk. The proposed amend- 
ment is to strike out all after the word ‘f re- 
solved,” and in licu thereof to insert the fol- 
lowing: : 

That no amendment, to an appropriation bill 
shall be in order unless it is germane to the bill and 
provides for an appropriation of public money in 
pursuance of existing law. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senator from 
California, as some objection is made to the 
phraseology of his amendment—I am in favor 
of the general purport of it—if he will listen 
to the form in which I have put it, and see if 
it does not accomplish the object, and perhaps 
avoid an objection that some Senators have 
made: 

That no amendment proposing general legislation 
not germane to the bill shall be received as an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 

It was objected to the Senator’s amend- 
ment that it had the word ‘appropriation in 
pursuance of existing law,” and that that 
might perhaps narrow it too much. [ shall 
vote for the Senator’s amendment, but I did 
not know but that by changing the phraseol- 
ogy a little and having it as I understand the 
Committee on Rules once reported it, it might 
perhaps command more votes if in his opin- 
ion it would accomplish the object he desires. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will cheerfully accept 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois 
in place of my own, and offer it in that shape. 

Mr. CONKLING. [ believe the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. I object to the mod- 
ification of the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have heen ordered upon the substitute as 
offered, and therefore it cannot be modified by 
the Senator from California in consequence of 
the inhibition of the tenth rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will offer it subse- 
quently, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I believe it to be quite 
unusual to object to any consent to the mover 
of a resolution or an amendment to amend it 
so as to suit him. I concede the power of a 
Senator to make the objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 think the Senator is 
quite right, but this whole proceeding is so 
unusual that I want it to be harmonious. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I quite agree with the 
Senator. I do not know anything more un- 
usual than the proceeding which the Senator 
has been sustaining since before the expira- 
tion of the morning hour this morning. 


Mr. CONKLING. We will not discuss that 


now, 

Mr. CASSERLY. The objection undoubt- 
edly isin harmony with the original proceeding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered on the amendment of 
the Senator from California. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS--Mesers. Alcorn, Casserly, Davis of West 
Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, John- 
ston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Stockton, and 
Vickers—1l. 

. NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, llitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—7. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cam- 
eron, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morton, Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, and West—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nowl offerthe amend- 
ment that I prepared as a substitute for the 
resolution, striking out all after the word 
‘t resolved,” and inserting; 

That no amendment proposing generat legislation 
not germane to tho bill shail be received as an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say one 
word about this. Asthe Senator from Hli- 
nois has proposed this, it is a great deal worse 
than the amendment to the rules that the 
Committee on Rules reported in 1870, two years 
ago, and which met with very decided opposi» 
tion from the honorable Senator from Mlinois, 
aud which was luid upon the table by a close 
vote of the Senate, by his vote and by that of: 
every Democrat present except one. As itis 
drawn, however good it might be if it were put 
in proper shape—and [think it would be good 
if put in proper shape—it would defeat en- 
tirely the object we have of keeping schemes 
off appropriation bills. : 

The Senator bas been careful to use the 
phrase “‘ general legislation,” but any special 
legislation in the way of a subsidy, or any par- 
ticular contrivance for any particular man, or 
corporation, he is very careful to omit, which 
is reason enough for my voting against this 
amendment as it stands. If the Committee 
on Rules, as I hope they will, shall report the 
amendment that they reported two years ago 
in substance, which was carefully framed after 
study and consideration, and drawn so as 
to provide for keeping an appropriation bill 
what it ought to be, I should be very glad to 
go for it. But when the gentlemen who have 
made the display they have here this morn: 
ing undertake to shape an amendment to the 
rules on a sudden in this way, without its hav- 
ing been introduced as the resolution of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was same days 
ago, for one I must be excused from following 
that‘sort. of lead. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not recollect the 
action which I took at the time referred to. I 
have generally been opposed to tampering with 
the rules of the Senate; but if the Senate is 
determined to adopt a five-minutes rule I think 
the Senate ought to see the propriety of pro- 
viding that general legislation should not go 
upon appropriation bills. The Senator from 
Vermont says that notwithstanding theamend: 
meut which I have offered private schemes 
might be adopted. My impression was that 
we had a provision in our rules already that 
no amendment providing an appropriation for 
a private purpose was in order, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; for a private claim. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, I do not recol- 
lect the language of the rule. I submitted the 
amendment which I drew to the Senator from 
Kansas, who, I think, is chairman of the Com: 
mittee on Rules, or one of its members at any 
rate, and at his suggestion made a change in 
it, and supposed I had it substantially as the 
committee had recommended it. I may, be 
mistaken in that respect. My object certainly 
is to make the amendment broad enough to 
prevent important amendments being offered 
to appropriation bills, whether in the way of 
subsidy (which was a case of which I had 
spoken when up before) or in the way of gen: 
eral legislation. I hoped I should have had 
the codperation of the Senator from Vermont 
in that purpose, for I think he and I harmon- 
ize in our views as to the impropriety of pul 
ting on appropriation bills schemes of any 
kind or general legislation; and I ghould be 
glad to have his skillful assistance in wording 
the amendment so that it should accomplish 
that object. a 
object, and so far as general legislation 18 
concerned I think itis. Perhaps, however, it 
ought to-be amended, and I should be obliged 
if the Senator would have read the rule as 1t 
was proposed by the committee, if he has it 
petore him, and perhaps that would be a better 
orm. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not rise to make 
any reply; we have had debate enough for my. 
purpose to-day, though I am very glad it has 
taken place. I rise only to say a word in 
ll reference to harmonizing the views of my 


On that I ask for the 


f 


I desired it to accomplish that ` 
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friend from Illinois and my own on the sub- 
ject of keeping legislation from appropriation 
bills. If he has come over to my views, I am 
glad of it. I find he sometimes changes his 
mind where he thinks he has been wrong be- 
fore. J hope he has on this occasion ; but on 
every occasion before when we have been try- 
ing for the past three or four years, and nota- 
ply only. two years ago, on the 9th of June, 
1870, to do this very thing, but not in this par- 
ticular form, which discriminates in favor of 
private schemes against the general proprie- 
“Hes of legislation; when we undertook to do 
that in a proper form on a careful considera- 
“tion by the committee, reported to this body, 
“J find the honorable Senator from Illinois 
making a war upon it. 

Now, when the Senator from Pennsylvania 
< gome days ago submitted a proposition of this 
“kind merely to limit debate upon amendments 

to appropriation bills, the Senator from Illi- 
pois attacks it with all his might and main; 
‘and then, in order to defeat it or to break it 
up, or to put it into such confusion that nobody 
“ean understand it—no, I will not say ‘‘in 
order,’ because that might not be polite, but 
“having that effect—proposes this suddenly, 
“© which reverses all his previous action. I wish, 
< as he says, that every man in the country 
`. could hear my voice when I speak of it, The 
< trouble is that our voices will not reach every 
man in the country; it is a great pity, par- 

ticularly this week ; but it is so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The provision will cer- 
tainly cut off general legislation, and it does 

not give any additional rights to put on any 
— legislation. It is good as far as it goes. 
© Mr. CASSERLY. I simply wish to say a 
< word on a question of fact. The Senatorfrom 
Vermont asserted awhile ago that a rule or 
` resolution similar to that which I offered had 
-< been reported here, and had been resisted and 
© defeated with the aid of the Senators of the 
. minority. He repeated that a few moments 
ago. The Senator, [still think and must say, 
is mistaken in the assertion in the shape in 
© which he made it. I have made such inquiry 
as the brief time allowed,and I am entirely 
satisfied that if such a proposition was de- 
feated in the manner in which he describes it 
was because it carried with it and involved in 
itself some other measures that were objec- 
tionable. I mean to say that I do not remem- 
ber any time when a proposition pure and 
simple to limit an appropriation bill and amend- 
ments to it to the legitimate object of an ap- 
propriation bill could have been offered here 
in the Senate without obtaining my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The memory of my friend 
from California is short. The Committee on 
Rules reported in June, 1870, an amendment 
to the thirtieth rule, by adding thereto various 
provisions separately, so that votes could be 
taken on each separate one. One of them 
read in this way, which if the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois is disagreed to I 
shall offer as an addition to, not as a substi- 
tute for, the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and we will test the sincerity 
of Senators who have been discussing this 
question this morning upon this subject : 

“ And no amendment to any such bills”’— 

Speaking of appropriation bills— 

“making legislative provisions other than such as 
directly relate to the appropriations contained in 
the bill, shall be received or adopted without a two- 
thirds vote.” 

We did not undertake to cut them off abso- 
lutely, as Senators are so anxious to do now, 
but we only undertook to take one step in the 
direction of repressing this kind of legislation. 
Ishould have been glad to have had it absolute; 
but we wereafraid that the Senate would not be 
willing to take so radical a step, and we there- 
ore merely proposed that, instead of a simple 
majority, two thirds should be required; and 
what happened? After a discussion for a day 

or two—I do not mean all the time, but running 
salong from day to day—on the 9th of June it 
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was moved by the Senator from Massachusetts 
to table the whole subject. ‘“And-after de- 
bate,’ which showed that the Senator from 
Illinois and our brethren upon the other side 
were opposed to all these propositions which 
we had introduced, on the motion to table 
the whole subject every Democratic Senator 
present but one, to wit: Mr. Casseriy, Mr. 
Fowler, Mr. Jounston, Mr. McCreery, Mr. 
Ross—if he was a Democratic Senator, and 
he was about half way—Mr. Saulsbury, Mr. 
Srocxroy, Mr. TRUMBULL—I beg my friend’s 
pardon ; he was a Republican Senator in those 
days, [laughter]—and Mr. Vickers, voted in 
the affirmative, and the only Democratic Sen- 
ator who voted in the negative was Mr. Davis, 
of Kentucky. I am reading from the Journal, 
Mr. President. 

Now I repeat, that if this amendment of the 
Senator from Ilinois shall be defeated, I will 
move as an addition, not.as a substitute, as 
he does, to destroy the five-minutes rule, this 
amendment which we reported, as may be 
agreeable to the Senate, either to have it lim- 
ited to a two-thirds vote or to have it absolute. 
I should prefer it te be an absolute prohibition. 
I will try it as an absolute prohibition first, and 
then if it fails I will try it with two thirds. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Willyouread the names 
in the affirmative? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
all the names read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can do his 
own reading. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
himself vote that way? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The honorable Senator 
is mistaken. I can read the negative so far as 
I am concerned, and that is ‘“ EpMunps’’ in 
the negative. It is not very often that I change 
my mind so as to vote three or four ways on 
the same proposition ; and inasmuch as I was 
one of the committee that reported it, I think 
my friend will probably believe the Journal 
when it says that I voted in favor of going on 
to consider and adopt those propositions. But 
as l say, I do not want to occupy time. If this 
amendment is defeated, I will move this as an 
absolute prohibition in addition to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and 
then we cau have the yeas and nays and see 
where we are. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Ver- 
mont, while seeming to dispute what I said, 
admits it. WhatI said was that if any proposi- 
tion was ever presented for limiting the amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill to the legiti- 
mate object of an appropriation bill which 
was opposed by me or by my political asso- 
ciates, it was because it was accompanied by 
and linked with others that were obnoxious. 
Now the Senator gets up, and with the book 
in his hand reads a part of the general body 
of propositions then presented, and he says 
there were other things which he does not 
read. That is precisely what I said, that there 
were other things that were so objectionable 
that the whole scheme was rejected. 

Now, as for the Senator’s avowal that he 
contests the sincerity of those who do not agree 
with him, I submit to him whether he has a 
right to suggest that there is any man on this 
floor whose motives will suffer by comparison 
with his own. 
cere and acting from proper motives. The 
correctness of my position may be contested 
by the Senator properly, but I deny his right 
to contest my sincerity 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did [Isay anything about 
contesting the Senator’s sincerity? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood the Senator 
to contest the sincerity of gentlemen to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I only said that I 
would test their sincerity. I trust it is no 
argument against a man’s virtue to say you are 
going to test it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then I misunderstood 
the Senator. 


I have read the names. 
I should like to have 


Did not the Senator 


We are all supposed to be sin- | 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend’s sincerity 
is so tender that he is afraid to have it tested, 
I will withdraw the observation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. So far as that is con- 
cerned, I think my sincerity will be able to 
stand before even so robust a trier as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As the Senator seemed 
to suppose that the Democrats voted down 
his propositions formerly, but declined to state 
who did vote them down, I see, on looking 
at the record which he has brought into the 
Senate, that twenty-nine Senators voted to lay 
his series of propositions on the table. I voted 
that way. Il recollect that this Committee on 
Rules came into the Senate two years ago with 
a lot of conundrums that were calculated to 
embarrass our business just about as much as 
the rules in the House do. Nobody could 
understand them, and they were connected to- 
gether. We tried some of them for a few 
days, I think, and the whole Senate became 
impatient in regard to them. The Senator 
from Massachusetts, not very much of a Demo- 
crat I think, nor in the interests of the Democ- 
racy, very properly moved to lay them on the 
table, and on to the table they went. 

It seems the Senator from Vermont has 
been sore about it ever since; and he thinks 
because they were laid on the table it is a 
great inconsistency now that we should adopt 
such a rule when you are proposing a five- 
minutes limitation of debate, that renders it 
necessary to meet it with something. I would 
much prefer even one of the rules that was in 
that series that the Senator from Vermont got 
up to having this five-minutes rule adopted, 
and when I see that I cannot get rid of the 
five-minutes rule in any other way, I would 
take one of those he proposed some time ago. 

But he was troubled about the Democracy 
having put it on the table. Now, I want to 
read to you some of the Democrats that 
tabled the Senator’s conundrum. The first 
one was ‘‘ Mr.. BUCKINGHAM,” the second was 
& Mr. CAMERON,” the third one was ‘‘ Mr. 
Carpenter;’? then ‘Mr. Cuanpusr,’’ then 
“Mr. Drake,” then ‘‘Mr. GILBERT,” and so 
on! Glorious Democrats these! [Laughter.] 
And I voted with them, and so did “Mr. 
Yates.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
voted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And Mr. Somyer voted 
that way. You will find a great many. So 
it was Republicans—at least they were sup- 
posed to be Republicans at the time, as the 
Senator says—who voted it down. It seems 
he has set himself up to determine what is a 
Republican, and to pass upon other people and 
call them ‘‘such Republicans, if they were Re- 
publicans.”? I do not know that because the 
Senator comes from Vermont he has any more 
right to determine who is a Republican than if 
he came from any other State. I do not myself 
recognize the Senator from Vermontas any bet- 
ter Republican than the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, | Mr. BuckinenaM,] and a great many 
other Senators who did not vote with him, and 
Ido not know when he was elevated to the 
position of determining ex cathedra who was a 
Republican and who was not. Iam in hopes 
myself that he will so act that we can keep 
him within the pringiples of the Republican 
party and not have to turn him out, [Laugh- 


I said the Senator so 


ter. 

MA EDMUNDS. Ifanybody will keep me 
within the principles of the Republican party, 
it is my good friend from Illinois; there is 
no doubt about that, because I shall always 
know exactly how to behave when I have him 
as a guide. Whether we shall be riding in the 
same direction may depend upon events which 
are not yet quite certain. 

But, sir, my friend, with bis usual adroit- 
ness, has undertaken to lead you away from 
the precise point. The point was not who laid 
this proposition upon the table before. The 
point was what had become of the people 
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who are making war upon us, who were in 
favor of the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, by undertaking to defeat it and 
circumvent it by another proposition as to 
legislation upon appropriation bills. That was 
the point. And now we find that every Demo- 
crat who has yet spoken comes forward in 
favor of this proposition on the subject of 
general legislation, ably seconded by their 
ally, the honorable Senator from Illinois, and 
T only called attention to the fact which had 
arisen in the debate before I spoke of it, that 
these same Senators, when they had an oppor- 
tunity to enter into this method of reforming 
legislation upon appropriation bills, took pains 
unanimously and as a body to resist it. I did 
not assert that all Republicans had voted in 
favor of it. I did notintroduce a party ques- 
tion about it. I only undertook to hold up 
the mirror to those Senators who had suddenly 
become so very anxious upon the subject of 
legislation on appropriation bills, and so anx- 
iousthat they were able to reverse their former 
action, like the Senator from Illinois, and go 
for things which they had condemned within 
two years as being unsuitable; that was all. . 

Mr. President, Í do not want to enter into 
any controversy with the honorable Senator 
from Illinois. He says that I am sore about 
this matter, and have been for two years. Well, 
Mr. President, if I have joined the party of 
soreheads, I submit that it is not his business 
to undertake to read me out of that party. I 
can tell him that I am just as good a sore- 
head asif [ lived in Illinois I can tell him 
that I have just as good a right to be sore be- 
cause my amendment is not adopted as he has 
or any other Senator has a right to be sore 
because he cannot dictate appointments. Why, 
Mr, President, thisis the land of equal rights, 
and my honorable friend need not arrogate to 
himself the right to have blisters on his back 
without my taking someof them. (Laughter. ] 
There is no personal allegation about this 
thing which entitles him to precedence that 
I know of over a member even trom the State 
of Vermont. So that I accept with entire 
cordiality his description of myself as being 
sore upon the subject of amendments to appro- 
priation bills. l am sore, and [am glad to 
join his party, even in order now, as we have 
got a spasm of virtue, it seems, to protectthese 
bills from improper legislation, and so 1 give 
notice that if the honorable Senator’s amend- 
mentis rejected in the form that it is, as itis 
altogether crude, L will move, not as a substi- 
tute for the pending resolution, this amend- 
ment which was reported two years ago making 
it absolute instead of dependent upon a two- 
thirds vote, and the amendment will then 
read: 

And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions other than such as directly relating 
to the appropriations contained in the bill shall be 
receivod or adopted. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
apply to existing amendments. 
apply to the Morrill amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it would not apply 
to any amendment of the bill that isalready on. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The amendment 
says ‘‘ adopted.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ceived” simply. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am in favor of the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania; and if it could be moved as an 
amendment to that, rather than as a substitute 
for it, I would yote even for this. It is in the 
direction we have been trying to labor for 
years, and that is to confine our appropriation 
bills to the subject-matter of appropriations 
and have the amendmentsto them germaneand 
legitimate. I cannot vote for it as a substitute 
for the proposition of the Senator fromPennsyl- 
vania; but if the Senator from Illinois will 
move it as an amendment to it by way of ad- 
dition, I will vote for it. I have always voted 

` for it. I am opposed to making the appropri- 


That would 
That would 


Then I will say ‘‘re- 


ation bills carry everything in the world that 
Senators have a right to move to them; and I 
will move any hour of the day to put the 


amendment of the Senator from Hlinois on || t 


to our rules for that purpose. I will vote to j 
put it on this rule limiting debate to five 
minutes, DO 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ilii- 
nois, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. ; ‘ 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Wisconsin, | 
(Mr. CARPENTER,] who desired me to state 
that if he were present he would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 
and I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Davis of West 
Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Trum- 
bull, and Vickers—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Ora- 
gin, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—32. . 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 


Logan, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, |} 


Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spen- 
cer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
man, ‘Lipton, and West—30. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to add to the 
pending proposition: 

And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill shall be 
received. 

Mr. SCOTT. I inquire of my friend from 
Vermont the effect the adoption of that would 
have on the amendment which has already 
been discussed for seven days on the defi- 
ciency bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have no effect on 
that, for that has already been received, and 
has been subjected to the jurisdiction of the 
Senate. Ido not propose to go back on any- 
thing that the Senate has done. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to make 
an inquiry of the Chair. If the proposition 
of the honorable Senator from Vermont is 
adopted, will the amendment of the other 
Senator from Vermont, known as the Mor- 
rill amendment, be in order as an amend- 
ment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
has been received, acted upon in Committee 
of the Whole, agreed to there, that action re- 
versed in the Senate, rejected there, and a 
motion to reconsider pending, aud therefore 
it would not be subject to its provision; but 
any other amendment moved hereafter would 
be subject to the provisions of this addition 
if it should be agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to say that 
if this amendment is adopted, and I think it 
ought to be in the interest of the whole coun- 
try, I believe it will be the most important 
progress to keep our appropriation bills free 
of extraneous matter that has ever been 
adopted. J think it will probably be the most 
useful act of legislation to the people of this 
country at this session. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Is this an amendment 
to the rule permanently or simply for this 
session ? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is qualified 
by the opening part of this resolution, which 
is confined to ‘‘during the present session.” 
Bit for that it would be an amendment io the 
rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why not say “the thir- ! 
tieth rule shall be amended so and so?” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Alt that is understood 
when you read it in connection. 


Mr. SHERMAN. But the Chair has already 
said that this will be governed by the words in || 


the previous part of the resolution, “daring 
this session.’” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it is limited by 
hat. ; : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink it ought tobe an 
amendment to the thirtieth rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My object in putting it 
in that way was this: there is so much opposi- 
tion to undertaking to take any step which 
facilitates business, particularly in the year 
when a President is to be elected, that I want 
to try it for this session in order to see, just 
as you do the five-minute rule, how it will 


work, 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to ask the Chair 
does this language, ‘‘any such bill,” mean the 
bill as it comes from the House or as it comeg 
from the Committee on Appropriations? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It refers to 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is an appropriation 
bill when it comes from the House and an 
appropriation bill when it comes from the com- 
mittee. The committee proposes amend- 
menis. I want to know whether that will 
apply to the bill as it comes to the Senate 


|| from the committee. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that neither House has ever made points 
of order, within the recollection of the Chair, 
on amendments made by the other House ex- 
cept as to the disputed question on revenue 
bills. The Chair is not aware of any point of 
order made in the Senate upon an amendment 
of the House of Representatives to a Senate 
bill, or in the House upon an amendment of 
the Senate to a House bill; except on the dis- 
puted question as to revenue bills. 

Mr. POMEROY. Thatis not whatI mean. 
Our appropriation bills go to the Committee 
on Appropriations; then they come back to 
the Senate with a large number of amend- 
ments sometimes. When this amendment 
speaks of the bill, does it mean the bill as we 
take it up after the report’of the Committee. 
on Appropriations? I shall vote for it with 
the understanding that the language contained 
in this amendment means the bill as it is 
reported to us from the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Senator 
from Kansas that all ambiguity might be re: 
moved by striking out the word ‘* such” and 
say ‘‘appropriation bill.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that puts it into the 
thirtieth rule for all time. 

Mr. POMEROY. Lunderstand this to mean 
the bill as we have it after the Committee on 
Appropriations report it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas has propounded a question as to the 
effect of this amendment if adopted. It will 
certainly bind the committee of the Senate as 
it binds the members of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others. It ought to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to ask a ques- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio, whether it 
would not be better to try this for this ses: 
sion anyhow, and not seek to amend the rule 
permanently ? 

_ Mr. SHERMAN. Either form would do 
it; but the word ‘such’? could only refer to 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why not try it for the 
rest of this session, and we can amend the 
rule afterward if it works well. 

My. SHERMAN. Either form of language 
will do to make it apply to this session. $ 
Mr. MORTON. Iask whether notice has 
to be given of a proposition to amend a rule 

of the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Upon notice given to 
amend one rule, is it eémpetent to amend 
another? > 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In thefirst place 
this is not a notice to amend a rule. It is@ 


resolution in regardto the order of businessin < 


the Senate ; and being before the Senate, there 
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is no question but what it.is competent to 
mend.it. Asto what extentit may beamended 
is a question for the Senate to determine by 
heir votes. It is certainly before the Senate, 
“having laid over the time required. . 
= Mr. MORTON. The resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania was in regard to the 
` limitation of debate. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. It was inregard 
to legislation on appropriation bills ; that was 
“the scope of it; it referred specifically to the 
five-minutes rule, but it was in regard to appro- 
priation bills. The proposition of the Senator 
‘from Vermont is certainly in regard to appro- 
priation bills also. ; 

Mr. MORTON. The rule in regard to de- 
bate is applicable to all bills. The rule in 
regard to amendmentsis applicable to all bills. 
It seems to me the latter proposition refers to 
the alteration of the thirtieth rule. For cer- 
tain reasons I would not favor the amend- 
ment now proposed. I do not think it is wise 
to take away the power of the Senate to putan 
amendment of a general character on an appro- 
priation bill. The abuses that have arisen 
from that are, I think, greatly exaggerated. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the Senator from Indiana 
who is to decide the question of what is ger- 
mane and what is not? 

Several Senators. The Chair. 

Mr. NYE. That subject is then still left 
open to debate, is it not? 

Mr. MORTON. I suppose the Chair will 
> have the decision of that question, and upon 
. an appeal from the Chair it would be for the 

Senate to settle. 

Mr. NYE. Who decides the question of 
whether the several propositions submitted are 
germane or not—the Chair? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the question of an amendment being exactly 

| germane does not now come up. The ques- 
tion is as to the right of the Senate to amend 
this resolution offered by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania ia the manner indicated. The 
Chair thinks by usage they certainly have a 
_ Tight to amend it in this way. The Chair will 
_ state furthermore to the Senator from Indiana, 
. in further response, that having examined the 

amendment, he thinks the proposition of the 

Senator from Vermont does not conflict with 

the thirtieth rule. The thirtieth rule is a rale 
“of a negative character; that no amendments 

shall be received except under certain condi- 
tions. This adds anotherone. It does not con- 
flict with the thirtieth rule, but says some other 
amendments shall notbereceived. The Chair 
does not understand any rule of parliament- 
ary law or any usage of the Senate by which 
he could exclude this amendment. The thir- 
tieth rule excludes certain amendments unless 
made to carry out the provisions of law, or re- 

ported by a standing or select committee, &c., 

and this adds another one to the exclusions. 

Messrs. NYE and BOREMAN. Let the 
amendment be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amermmentof Mr. 
Epuunps. 

Mr. NYE. Now, with great diffidence I sug- 
gest that that leaves that question an open 
question, worse than the original. The argu- 
ment upon these questions of pertinency 
will consume more time, I venture to say, than 
the thing would be subject to, leaving it as it 
is. Thope, therefore, it will not be done. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Task for the 
yeas and nays on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall vote on this 
proposition without any reference to its merits. 

am for it by itself; I have voted for it at 
other times, and have been in favor of it fora 
long time; but I shall vote against it now, and 

Or a reason which I beg to state. 

# The Senator from Pennsylvania, making an 

earnest effort to facilitate the business of the 

Senate drew a resolution which he offered and 

showed to me, and I think to a number of 
other Senators, and I told him that I approved 


of it, would stand by it, and give it my vote. 
That I am going to do; and therefore I am 
going to resist all amendments foreign to it. 
I repeat that this proposition, either in these 
words or in equivalent words, by itself, having 


hereafter; but still I am going to voteto keep it 
off the proposition of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, to the end that we may maintain that 
by itself and leave it to do the good it will do. 
If amended in this way some other Senator 
will move some other amendment that may be 
proper in itself, and what in the end may be 
| the fate of it we cannot tell. I am not going 
to stop to inquire into that, but will stand by 
it ag it is. 

Mr. SCOTT. I had risen when I sought the 
floor a few minutes ago to say about the same 
thing. I introduced the original resolution for 
the purpose of facilitating the dispatch of 
business by limiting debate on the appropria- 
tion bills. . For the proposition of the Senutor 
from Vermout as an independent proposition, 
and especially at the commencement of a 
session, when we shall all start out with a 
knowledge of it, I shall vote; but I do-not 
feel at liberty to vote to incumber this reso- 
lution with that additional amendment now. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPENTER] on 
all questions concerning this resolution. If 
he were here I suppose he would vote ‘ nay,” 
and I, if at liberty, would vote ‘‘ yea’? on this 
amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows: 


XYHAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Casserly, Clayton, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice, Sherman, 
Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman.Caldwell, Chand- 
ler, Conkling, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermout, Morton, Nye, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, Sumner, and Win- 

om—19, : 

ABSENT—Messrs.Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Penton, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, and West—30. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. f 

Mr. HARLAN. I should like to hear the 
resolution read as it now stands. ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It will be re- 
ported as amended, 

The Cuter Cierx. The resolution as amend- 
ed reads: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move arecess; and, pend- 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine dcbate 
on amendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen- 
ator on the pending motion; and such motions shall 
be decided without debate. 
any such bill making legislative provisions other 
than such as directly relate to the appropriations 
contained in the bill shall be received. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us have the yeas 
and nays on the final passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I was out of the Senate 
when the vote was taken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. I should have 
voted for it if I had been in the Chamber. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the passage of the resolution as amended. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Ilowe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—33. y 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Casserly, Davis 
of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Sum- 
ner, Trumbull, and Vickers—13. 1 

SENT —Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair,Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 


i Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 


been in favor of all along, I shall bein favor of || 


And no amendment to Í 


it 
H 


ton, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Morrill of Maine, 

Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Robertson,Saulsbury, Schurz. 

Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and 
est—28. : 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa. 
tives, by Mr. Ciinron Liovn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 712) supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company, and to aid in the construc- 
tion of its road, and for other purposes,” 


| approved March 8, 1871, with amendments; 


in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2617) to remove the legal 
and political disabilities of Sion H. Rogers. 

The message further. announced that the 
House had recommitted the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (A. R. 
No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 80, 
1878, and for other purposes. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the ease 
of Charles K. Tuckerman be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to tho Committee on 

aims. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and asked for its present consideration: 
Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the hour 


for the daily meeting of the Senate shall be eleven 
o’clock a. m. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihope not; that changes 


a rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itchangesa reso- 
lution, not a rule. If there is objection, it will 
lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object. 

Mr. SCOTT. I give notice that I will bring 
it up to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will lie over. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. VICKERS submitted the following 


resolution ; which was considered by tinani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of 
the Rules be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of so amending the thirtieth rule of the Senate as to 
confine amendments to appropriation bills to mat- 
ters germane or pertinent to such bills. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC , APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following resolution of the House 
of Representatives : 


In toe Houss or REPRESENTATIVES, 
April 29, 1872. 


Resolved, That thereport of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H, R. No. 1060) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 39, 1873, 
and for other purposes, be recommitted to the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate concur 
in the resolution of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COLL. Imove that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The deficiency 
bill is before the Senate. Tle pending ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator irom 
Georgia, [Mr. HILL, ] to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the rejection of the Mor- 
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rill amendment made by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Fretinesuysen,] upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations that + 
we have an evening session. We have not 
accomplished much on the appropriation bill 
to-day. 

Mr COLE. I am disposed, of course, 
always to deter to the wishes of the Senate in 
a matter of that kind. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am willing to go on 
until five o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
motion is to lay on the table the motion to re- 
consider the vote on the Morrill amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Isuggest to the Senator 
from California that that vote ought not to be 
taken now; and for the reason that our being 
here at this moment to vote is an accident not 
expected by anybody. It was thought the vote 
would be taken earlier in the day; and now 
the Senate is to a large extent empty. I sug- 
gest, therefore, that we had better take a recess 
and have an evening session or adjourn until 
to-morrow. 

‘The objection to taking a recess now is that 
so meny Senators are absent who will not 
receive notice of the proceeding, and we shall 
find ourselves with a small number of Senators 
this evening, whereas if the motion had been 
made while the Senate was full everybody 
would have bad notice of it. Therefore, I sug- 
gest to the Senator that the best way on the 
whole is to adjourn until to-morrow. I was 
in hopes that we could get an order to meet 
at eleven o'clock to morrow, but a single 
objection has arrested that. ‘Therefore, if we 
adjourn we shall have to adjourn until twelve 
o’clock to-morrow, but I think it is the best 
thing we can do under the circumstances. 
We shall have so thin a Senate this evening 
that nobody will rest content under the dis- 
position made of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. FRIELINGHUYSEN. There certainly 
will be fewer here afier a recess than now, 

Mr. CONKLING. I am afraid that is so, 
and very clearly those who have gone already 
will receive no notice in season to come; and 
we can hardly expect all those who are pres- 
ent now. Therefore, to test the sense of the 
Senate, I move that the Senate do now ad- 


journ. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I interposed an objec- 
tion against meeting at eleven o'clock because 
there 18 some committee business todo. The 
Committee on the Judiciary meets on Wed- 
nesday. If we could meet at twelve o’clock 
on Wednesday, 1 have no objection to meet- 
ing to-morrow, when we have no committee 
meeting at eleven o’clock. I should like to 
have Wednesday on account of a meeting of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdraw my motion, 
and suggest that all the committees of this 
body, save only the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the Committee on Finance, have 
discharged in a great degree all their duties in 
relerence to new measures. Now, the Com- 
miitee on the Judiciary and other committees 
of the Senate which shall have matters before 
them bereafter will no doubt be obliged to 
hold sessions in the evening, possibly to hold 
oue in order to hasten business occasionally 
while debate goes on in the Senate, or to meet 
a little earlier. J think that consideration is 
entirely subordinate to the other considera- 
tion of advancing the business of the Senate. 
Therefore I shall insist for one that we meet 
at eleven o’clock if such be the pleasure of 
the Senate whenever the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania can get a hearing for his motion; 
and now if the Senator from Illinois does not 
object to the consideration of the resolution. 
As to our meeting to-morrow at eleven o'clock, 

` of course that is another matter. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to it if it is 
adopted asa rule for every day; but I would ll 


not object to it for to-morrow simply. Iam 
willing, as far as I am concerned, that the 
Senate shall adjourn until eleven o’clock to- 


morrow. ; l 
Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that by unani- 
mous consent we agree to meet at eleyen 
o'clock to-morrow. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There will be 
no notice given to those who bave gone away. 
Mr. SHERMAN. They will see it in the 
morning papers. f 
The ViCE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania has gone on 


the Calendar, but the Senator from Illinois ] 
yields to the suggestion that to-morrow, by 


unanimous consent, the Senate meet at eleven 
o'clock. Is there objection to that proposition? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Isthat forasingle day? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisfor a single 


day. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest 
that if we meet at eleven o'clock. to-morrow 
the question of laying the motion to reconsider 
on the table’ be taken at one o’clock. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I shall object, and for 
this reason: the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have not got through their regular ap- 
propriation bills. It is impossible with the 
regular appropriation bills, like the Army and 
other large bills which have not yet been ma- 
tured, for the Senate to meet at eleven o'clock 
and give the committee time to do them justice. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the motion now is to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the Morrill amend- 
ment. If the Senate meet at twelve o’clock 
to-morrow they must vote at one o'clock ac- 
cording to the suggestion now made. The 
debate is progressing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. Wecannot get unanimous 
consent, itseems, to meet to-morrow at eleven 
o'clock. If we could there is some doubt 
whether all Senators would get notice of the 
changed hour. We can to-morrow, the Sen- 
ator trom Pennsylvania haviug given notice 
to-day, take up his resolution, and if it be the 
pleasure of the majority to make eleven and 
not twelve o’clock the hoar, it will be within 
the power of that majority todo so. There- 
fore, as the best mode of solving the present 
question, I renew my motion that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on 
a division—ayes 28, noes 17; and (at four 
o'clock and fifty-three minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 29, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
pager by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order will be the call of the 
States and Territories, begianing with the State 
of Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for reference to their appropriate 
committees, and not to be brought back by 
motions toreconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures are in order. The morning hour 
now begins at thirteen minutes past eleven 
o'clock. On Monday last the morning hour 
expired with the call resting with the Siate of 
Tennessee. It is the duty of the Chair to com- 
mence the call this morning with that State. 

CLAIMS FOR RENT, 


Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2578) to provide for the payment of claims 
for rent arising in States declared in insurrec- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL COMMERCE. ‘3 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced’ a bill. 
(H. R. No. 2574) to facilitate internal com: 
merce; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 142) proposing au 
amendment to the Constitution of the United =: 
States in relation to public lands ; which wag <- 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. s 


LAND GRANT FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No, 143) granting lands to 
the State of Tennessee for purposes of public 
education ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. A 

ELLA DAVIES. ; 

Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2575) for the relief of Ella Davies, 
administratrix de bonis non of William H. 
Calhoun, deceased, of Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to thè 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be <- 
printed. : 


W. J. WALDRON. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2576) for the relief of W. J. Waldron, 
of Tennessee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH J. EWING. 


Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. ori i 
granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Ewing, of © 
Sparta, Illinois; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE called for the reading of 
the bill, and it was read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [rise toa question of ` 
order. I suppose that the first thing in order, 
during the morning hour to-day is the reading 
of the bill which was commenced last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. During last week the fur- 
ther reading of that bill was dispensed with, 
and by unanimous consent it was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. That may have been 
done; but I certainly did not consent. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
genueman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELprepce] as 
being included in the unanimous consent. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2578) to relieve James H. R. 
Cundiff, Reuben Kay, and James Carbry, of 
St. Joseph, Missouri, from the political dis- 
abilities imposed upon them by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States ; which was read a first and second 
lime, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


J. W. BOWLING AND J. 8. GOLLADAY. 


Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2579) for the relief of J. W. Bowling and J. 
S. Golladay, citizens of Kentucky ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Sale Sit gt a 


CALEB KERR. 


Mr. COMINGO introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2580) for the relief of Caleb Kerr, of 
Jackson county, Missouri; which was read 4 
first and second time, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. Ps 


å. E. COWLES. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill : 
(H. R. No. 2581) for the relief of A. E. Cowles; 


1872. 


which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
‘to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR MILITARY SUPPLIES, ETC. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2582) making an appropri- 
ation for the payment of claims reported 
and allowed by the commissioners of claims 
under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. É 

LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2583) for the restoration of 
certain lands to market in the State of Michi- 
gan; which. was read a'first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


W. J. HUNT, 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2584) for the relief of W. J. Hunt, post- 
master at the city of Tyler, State of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COLORADO CENTRAL RAILROAD, 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2585) granting the right of way over the pub- 
lic domain and confirming corporate powers 
to the Colorado Central Railroad Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


FREE IMPORTATION OF LUMBER. 


Mr. WALDEN presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, request- 
ing that lumber be added to the free list; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed, 


STATUE OF HON. E. D. BAKER, DECEASED. 


Mr. SARGENT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2586) providing for a life-size marbie 
statue of the late Senator E. D. Baker from 
the marble model in possession of the family 
of the deceased Senator; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. BETTER. 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2587) for the relief of William H. Bet- 
ter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ZANH’S ISLAND, ONIO RIVER. 


Mr. DAVIS presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of West Virginia, 
‘praying for the passage of an act authorizing 
the construction of a causeway across the west 
branch of the Ohio river from a point at or 
near the head of Zane’s Island to the west 
bank of said river, for the purpose of improv- 
ing the navigation of said river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN FORK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. KENDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2588) granting to the American Fork 
Railway Company the right of way through 
the public lands for the construction of a rail- 
roud and telegraph; which was read afirst and 
second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. TI ask that that bill be 
read, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. KENDALL. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lobject. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Public 
‘Lands, and ordered to be printed, 


The bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN TRIBES NORTILERN SUPERINTENDENCY. 


Mr. TAFFE, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2589) for the relief of certain tribes of Indians 
in the northern superintendency ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STATE FENCIBLES, PIKILADELPHIA. 


Mr. TAFFE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2590) donating condemned ordnance to 
the State Fencibles of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PREEMPTION SETTLERS. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2591) for the relief of preémption set- 
tlersin the Territories of the United States ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DAKOTA GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2592) granting the right of way to 
the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WESTERN BOUNDARY OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2598) to readjust the western 
boundary of Dakota Territory ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed.. 

J. W. DONELLAN, 


Mr. JONES introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 144) relative to the pension of 
John W. Donellan, late lieutenant colonel 
twenty-seventh regiment United States colored 
troops; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALLY TRIPE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HIBBARD introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 145) for the relief of Sally 
Tripe and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2594) referring the claim of John H. Russell 
to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2595) to regulate and facilitate the payment 
of duties on imported merchandise; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBANY A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. WOOD also submitted a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, asking that Albany be made a port of 
entry; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


UNITED STATES NOTES. 

Mr. MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2596) to authorize the substitution of 
United States notes for three per cent. loan 
certificates; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking 
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and Currency, and ordered to be printed. | 
: i 
DOMESTIG PRADE-MARKS. ! 


Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. | 
2597) to protect domestic trade-marks; which | 


was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York, submitted the 
following resolution ; which was read, consid- 
ered, relerred to the Committee on the Rules, 
and ordered to be printed: 

„Resolved, That the Committee on the Rules be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of so amend- 
ing the rules that in all committees of the House all 
business shall be done in committee; that a quorum 
of a committee shall agree to reporta bill botore any 
report can be made; that no bill or resolution shall 
be put on its passage by general consent unless one 
day’s notice is first given in the Globe, except on 
the last three days of the session. 


LIGHTS AND BUOYS IN WESTERN RIVERS, 


Mr. McCLELLAND presented a joint reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
memorializing Congress in reference to the 
establishment of lights and buoys in western 
rivers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN PRINTING HOUSE FOR THE BLIND. 


Mr. MeCLELLAND also presented a joint 
resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
requesting the Senators and Representatives 
from the State of Pennsylvania to vote in favor 
of granting aid to the American Printing House 
for the Blind; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 


HOMESTEADS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2598) toamend an act entitled “An act 
to enable honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors, their widows and orphan children, to 
acquire homesteads on the public lands,” 
approved April 4, 1872; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for the reporting. 
of that bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I move, in amend- 
ment, that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, which already has this 
subject under consideration. 

The question being taken on Mr. Stovcn- 
TON’s ameudment, there were—ayes 28, noes 
52; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and Mr. Srovenroy and Mr. B. F. 
MEYERS were appointed. à 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I would like to say a 
single word in reference to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot even ask 
unanimous consent for that purpose in the 
morning hour of Monday. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. I withdraw the motion 
to refer the bill to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and am willing it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I renew the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The question recurred on Mr. Stoucuron’s 
amendment to refer to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, on which tellers had been ordered. 

The tellers having taken their places, the 
House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
71, noes 54. 

Mr. DUNNELL called for the yeas and 
nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were— 
ayes ten; not a sufticient number. 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. I think the question is not under- 
stood. 

On ordering tellers there were—ayes four- 
teen; nota sufficient number. . 

So tellers were refused, the yeas and nay: 
were refused, and, the amendment having been 
agreed to, the bill was referred to the Com 
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mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 
SETTLEMENT OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. NEGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2599) providing for the settlement of the 
accounts of sundry railroad companies; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROSS WINANS AND THOMAS WINANS. 


Mr. SWANN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2600) for the reliefof Ross Winans and Thomas 
Winans; which was read a first and second 


time, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask that the bill be 
read in full. My friend from Maryland never 
prepares anything that is not good reading. 

The billwas read atlength, and was referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PORT OF BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA. 

Mr, McINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2601) to declare the port of Brunswick, 
Georgia, a port of entry and delivery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2602) to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities of Wade Keyes, of Florence, Ala- 
bama, and other persons therein named; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO ALABAMA. 


Mr. HANDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2603) to grantto the State of Alabama all 
the public lands within the State remaining 
undisposed of for the benefit of the free public- 
school fund of said State; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HORTICULTURAL GARDENS. 


Mr. HAYS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2604) to regulate the control of the horticul- 
tural gardens ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LOTY. 
Mr. MORPHIS introduced a joint resolution 
H. R. No. 146) to refer the claim of William 
ott, administrator of the estate of Aaron Lott, 
to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee of Claims. 


JOSUPH JAMES, 


Mr. PERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2605) granting a pension to Joseph James ; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIO SCHOOLS. 


Mr. PERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No: 2606) to provide for the greater efficiency 
of the publie schools in the several States, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [I ask that that bill be 
read. : 

The bill was read at length, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LOUISIANA, ETC., RAILROAD. 

Mr. LAMISON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2607) to incorporate the Louisiana, Ark- 
ansas, and New Mexico Railroad Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. McKINNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2608) granting bounty to certain soldiers 


therein named; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on 

Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
FLEXIBLE OCEAN TELEGRAPH SHIELD. 

Mr. READ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2609) appropriating money to James Story 
for the purposc of enabling him to perfect 
his discovery and patent known as the flexible 
ocean cable shield; which was read a first 
and second time. i 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask that the bill be 
read. 

The bill was read at length, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. The Chair will entertain proposi- 
tions to refer bills and joint resolutions by 
members who were not in their seats when 
their States were called. 

STEEL GUNS FOR SHA-COAST DEFENSE. 

Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2610) to provide for the sale of useless 
arsenals, and the construction of an arsenal 
for the manufacture of steel guns for sea-coast 
defense; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES C. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2611) to grant a pen- 
sion to Frances C. Elliott, widow of Commo- 
dore Jesse D. Elliott; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 


ANTOINE BROSSA. 


Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2612) for the relief of Antoine Brossa, of 
company 1, eighty-third regiment New York 
volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY., 


Mr. BOLES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2613) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved 
March 2, 1867, and the several acts amend- 
atory thereof; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws of the United States, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ST. LOUIS, SALEM, AND LITTLE ROCK RAILROAD. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2614) granting the right of 
way through the public lands of the United 
States to the St. Louis, Salem, and Little 
Rock Railroad Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AARON ARCHER, 

Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2615) restoring Aaron Archer to the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

TROUBLES IN CHEROKEE COUNTRY. 


Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President b t in- 
form the House of all the facts connected en the 


recent difficulties in the Cherokee country, in the 
Indian territory. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKLAND, MAINE. 


Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Rockland, 
Maine; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 


The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase at private 
sale a lot of land situate in the city of Rock- 
land, Maine, suitable for a site for a public 
building to accommodate the custom-house, 
post office, and any other office of the General 
Government in said city, and to erect thereon 
a building, the cost of site and building being 
limited to $50,000, of which amount $25,000 ` 
is hereby appropriated, provided that no money 
appropriated shall be expended until a good 
title to the land is obtained and the State of 
Maine shall cede jurisdiction over the same to 
the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I will say that the port of 
Rockland, one of the largest in the State of 
Maine, has no custom-house or post office 
building. This bill has been submitted to all 
the members except one of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, who have con- 
sidered it informally and authorized me to 
present it now, which is the only opportunity 
of doing so. 

There being no objection, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REAPPOINTMENT OF A WEST POINT CADET. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 147) 
to authorize the appointment to the West Point 
Military Academy of Paul St. Clair Murphy; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous 
consent that this resolution be put on its pas- 
sage now. 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes 
the President, in his discretion, to reappoint 
Paul St. Clair Murphy, of New York, as a 
cadet in the United States Military Academy, 
provided that he be nominated for such re- 
appointment by the Representative in Congress 
of the district in which he may be an actual 
resident. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
consideration of this joint resolution now? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I object. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I move that the 
rules be suspended and the resolution passed. 

‘The question being taken on agreeing to the 
motion, there were—ayes 64, noes 68; less 
than two thirds voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I call for tellers. 
I am satisfied that if this resolution were un- 
derstood there would be no objection to it. 
This young man was six months in the 
Academy, and was declared deficient on ac- 
count simply of some recitation marks. In 
everything else. personal conduct, character, 
&c., he was unexceptionable. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
charge of just such a case, in which I would 
like to have the same action taken that is now 
proposed here. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I have not the 
slightest objection to the adoption of a similar 
resolution with reference tothat case. This res- 
olution provides simply for the reappointment 
of this young man upon the recommendation 
of the member from his district. 

Mr. COBURN. Why not refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Military Affairs? * 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. It cannotbe reported 
back in time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I under- 
stand this young man comes from my district, 
and I will say that I am perfectly willing to 
reappoint him. A mere informality prevents 
his reappointment. l 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cosurn and 
Mr, W. R. Ropers were appointed. 


Mr. RANDALL, I understand it is not 
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proposed to put this young man back in his 
old class, but merely to let him commence 
over again. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Certainly; that is 


all. 

Mr. RANDALL. So that no injustice will 
Þe done to anybody. 
=. Phe House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes sixty-two, noes not counted. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I am willing this 
joint resolution shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, with leave to report 
it back at any time. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I object to that. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I move to suspend 

the rules, so as to allow the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back this resolution 
at any time. 
. The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. W. R. Roperts, there were—ayes 84, 
noes 45; less than two thirds voting in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS called for tellers. 

. Tellers were ordered; and Mr. W. R. Ros- 
© ERTS, and Mr. Borterof Massachusetts, were 
: appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 79, noes 43; less than two thirds 
voting in the affirmative. 

So the motion of Mr. W. R. Rozerrs was 
not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The joint resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. -The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. W. R. Rozerts] that as 
the committee is next but one on the call of 
committees, the adoption of his motion would 
not materially have expedited the resolution. 

DISABILITIBS OF SION H. ROGERS. 


Mr. PETERS. The Committce on the Judi- 
ciary, who have had under consideration the 
case of Mr. Rogers, a member-elect from the 
State of North Carolina, have directed me 
to report a bill (H. R. No. 2617) to remove 
the legal and political disabilities of Sion H. 

- Rogers. 

T'he bill, which was read a first and second 

time, proposes that, with the concurrence of 

` two thirds of each House of Congress, all polit- 
ical and legal disabilities be removed from Sion 
H. Rogers, of the State of North Carolina. 

Mr. PETERS. I will state that the gentle- 
man who has been contesting the right of Mr. 
Rogers to a seat retires from the contest, and 
the friends of Mr, Rogers on both sides of the 
House are very anxious that this bill shall be 
passed. 

Mr. DICKEY. Was not Mr. Rogers a mem- 
ber of Congress at the time of secession? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; he was attorney 
general of Nerth Carolina during the rebel- 
hon. He has petitioned for the removal of 
his disabilities, and the petition is indorsed 
by Governor Holden, Governor Caldwell, the 
judges of the State courts, and other influen- 
tial citizens, ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and, two thirds 
voting in favor thereof, was passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
at the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution ; which 
‘was read, considered, and agreed to: 


. Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds are hereby directed to inquire and 
report to this House to what extent purchases have 
een made for public buildings erected, repaircd, 
or furnished, otherwise than in pursuance of adver- 
tisements and bids duly made for the same. 


_ CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 
, Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. E. No. 2618) relative to 


‘the centennial international exhibition to be. 


ger, Peter Naylor, William M.. Vermilye, Henry 


held in the city of Philadelphia, State of 
Pennsylvania, in the year 1876; which was 
read a first and second time. . 

Mr. L. MYERS. I desire to say but one word. 
This bill has. been drafted by the centennial 
commission, is printed, and presented here at 
their request. I-desire to accept any amend- 
ments which may be offered to the names 
included in the bill, and for that purpose I ask 
that the bill be read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Whereas Congress did provide, by an act entitled 
“An act to provide for celebrating the one hundredth 
anniversary of Américan independence by holding an 
international exhibition of arts, manufactures, and 
produets of the soil and mine in the city of Phila- 
delphia and State of Pennsylvania in the year 
1876,” approved March 3, 1871, for the appointment 
of commissioners to promote and control the exhi- 
bition of the national resources and their develop- 
ment, and the nation’s progress in the arts which 
benefit mankind, and to suggest and direct appro- 
priate ceremonies by which the people of the United 
States may commemorate that memorable and decis- 
ive event—the Declaration of American Independ- 
ence, by the Congress of the United Colonies assem- 
bled in the city of Philadelphia, on the 4th day 
of July, A. D. 1776; and whereas such provisions 
should be made for procuring the funds requisite for 
the purposes aforesaid as will enable all the people 
of the United States, who have shared the common 
blessings resulting from national independence, to 
aid in the preparation and conduct of said interna- 
tional exhibition and memorial celebration under 
the direction of the commissioners of the United 
States: Therefore, 

Section 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States in Congress 
assembled, That Robert M. Patton, Levi W. Lawler, 
John Reid, John: W. Durr, Joseph if. Bradley, David 
P. Lewis, James Fitts, G. T. McAfee, of Alabama; 
Levi Bashford, C. T. Hayden, of Arizona; Frederick 
Kramer, Charles Miller, H. P. Coolidge, of Arkan- 
sas; William Alvord, Thomas H. Selby, Peter Don- 
ahoe, Tyler Curtis, Richard Ogden, Claus Spreklos, 
John Bidwell, Charles Maclay, Edgar Mills, Wil- 
liam ©. Ralston, A. S. Hallidie, Milton S, Latham, 
D. Jarrett White, of California; Edward M. Me- 
Cook, Jerome B. Chaffee, James Archer, Henry M. 
Teller, George M. Chillcott, William Gilpin, of Col- 
orado; Ward Cheney, Charles Parker, Charles 
Benedict, Nathaniel W heceler, John W. Slater, Eu 
Whitney, of Connecticut; C. Thompson, S. B. 
Stough, Albert Smith, of Dakota; Job A. Jack- 
son, Washington Jones, Edward Betts, Joshua 
T. Heald, John W. Evans, Abraham Shannon, 
H. Russell, John Ponder, of Delaware; H. 
D. Cooke, A. R. Shepherd, N. B. Fugitt, J. L. 
Horne, Jobn Q. Evans, R. O. Fox, Moses Kelley, of 
District of Columbia; Ambler D. Grifiitth, C. Park- 
hurst, William Curry, J. Brosnahan, A. Hopkins, 
of Florida; H. Brigsam, G. E. Thomas, jr., Octavus 
Cohen, John McDearmid, E. W. Crocker, $, T. 
Coleman, J. B. Ross, of Georgia; J. W. Griffin, Mor- 
gan Morgan, of Idaho; William F. Coolbaugh, 
Norman B. Judd, William B. Ogden, J. M. Adsit, 
H.O. Armour, D. J. Eiy, J. W. Bunn, John Wil- 
liams, George Bruner, Charles Fisher, Johu C. Proc- 
tor, L. C. Bull, of_Dlinois; W.C. DePan, Jonn C. } 
Culbertson, H. C. Newcomb. John S. Newman, J. P. 
Siddall, of Indiana; B. F. Alien, James E. Wilson, 
James M. Tuttle, of Iowa; John J. Ingalls, C. W. 
Babcock, of Kansas; John S, Walton, John G. 
Gaines, ©. H. Slocomb, of Louisiana; M. F. Dick- 
inson, jr., John G. Drake, Samuel Abbott Green, Wii- 
S. Appleton, Francis B. Hayes, James Savage, 
Charles W. Upham, Oliver Wendell Holmes, Samuel 
Foster Haven, Charles Deane, Lorenzo Sabine, bd- 
mund Hamilton Sears, Charles Brooks, James Ras- 
sell Lowell, of Massachusetts; Samuel F. Hersey, 
Charles P. Kimball, of Maine; Enoch Pratt, George 
E. Franklin, William R. Goodman, James Andrews, 
Horace Abbott, F. L. Brauns, A, S. Abell, Alexan- 
der Brown, of Maryland; R.A. Alger, J. A, Jerome, 
George F, Bagley, of Michigan; Russell Blakeley, 
Dorilus Morrison, of Minnesota; William G. Biliot, 
Matthew Foster, ©. F. Lohman, Beauvais Reno, 
Samuel C. Davis, of Missouri; A. Warner, John A, 
Klein, Thomas E. Helm, J. A. Miller, W. J. Sykes, 
ot Mississippi; Frank C. Deimling, of Montana; 
Alvin Saunders, John F. Redick, William H. James, 
of Nebraska; J. C. Hampton, R. S. Egbert, J. P. 
Smith, S. Cole, A. W. Campbell, of Nevada; Samuel 
W. Hale, Joseph B. Walker, of New Hampshire; 
Charles S. Olden, John R. Mullaney, Marcus L, 
Ward, Joel Parker, Courtland Parker, Theodore F. 
Randolph, Alexander G. Cattell, A. S. Hewett, Ben- 
jamin Q. Clark, Thomas R. MeKeen, Jesse E. Pey- 
ton, John H. Lyon, Thomas M. Gopsill, D. B. Grant, 
George Peters, William Moore, of New Jersey ; Wil- 
liam H. Appleton, Join Taylor Johnston, Moses 
Taylor, Cornelius Vanderbilt, Nathan C. Ely, Sam- 
uel J. Tilden, William A.,Whitebeck, Henry San- 


Clews, Howard Potter, A. T. Stewart, William B. 
Astor, William C. Fowler, Demas Barnes, Jobn A. | 
Griswold, John Crouse, J. M. Warren, Charies 
Bliven. S. F. Pratt, Sidney Shepard, Homer Rams- 
dell, Samuel Shethar, E. Ketcham, J. FE. Terrill, 
James Bogardus, Samuel H. Vance, George H 
Moore, James Lennox, John B. Moreau, Edward L. | 
Henry, C. Baldwin, of New York; James B. Hughes, 
L. H. Adams, James IH. Chadbourn, L. A. Hart, of 
North Carolina ; John Welsh, J. Edgar Thomson, 
Adolph E. Borie, Morton McMichael, William M. 


Lyon, John O. James, B. F. Jones, Matthew Baird, 
John Shoenberger, William Sellers, A Drexel, 
George W. Cass, Jay Cooke, Thomas A. Scott, Georga 
W. Childs, John L. Shoemaker, Edwin. H. Fitler, 
William Semple. Robert F. Layior, William W. 
Harding, Daniel M. Fox, Samuel H. French, James 
L. Claghorn, James A. Freeman, JohaPrice Weth- 
erill, William Frew, J. Vaughan Merrick, William 
Thaw, John W. Forney, George W. Hill, d. Gilling- 
ham Fell, George G. Meade, Charles S. Wood, Frank 
M. Etting, William J. Horstman, Eli K. Price, 
James Thompson, Alexander M. Fox. Joseph E 
Tobias, Theodore Cuyler, Franklin B, Gowen, H.E. 
Kenney, L. M. Thompson, James M, Robb, Henry 
M. Phillips, Henry C. Gibson, Jacob Riegel, William 
L. Scott, Frank Wells, Dr. E. H. Morwitz, Frederick 
Fraley, A. H. Franciscus, John H. Michener, John 
Rice, F. A. Comly, M. Hall Stanton, Thomas H. 
Powers, Conrad S, Grove, Samuel M. Felton, Joseph 
Wharton, Henry C. Carey, A. L. Crawford, Charles 
H. Stinson, Dr. Joshua T. Jones, Joshua Lippincott, 
of Pennsylvania; William 8. Slater, Albert 8. Gal- 
lup, Ambrose E. Burnside, Seth Padelford, Amos C. 
Barstow, James T. Smith, of Rhode Island; George 
W. Williams, Andrew Simonds, D. T. Corbin, L. D. 
Childs, R. K. Scott, C. W. W. Dudley, H. P. Ham- 
mett, Thomas J. Pickins, Reuben Tomlinson, 
of South Carolina; Oliver -P, Temple, Edmund 
Cooper, Henry G. Smith, William H. Brown, W, 
M. Farrington, R. W. McClellan, R. 8. Jones, 
of Tennessee; W. Jockusch, H. Rosenberg, J. P. 
Davie, T. T. House, W. J. Hutchins, of Texas; 
Samuel S. Walker, John P. Taggart, of Utan; Horace 
Fairbanks, Lawrence Barnes, James Saxe, Joel 
Fletcher, D. Taft, Stephen L. Herrick, of Vermont; 
Williams C. Wickham, Joseph R. Anderson, J. G. 
Cecil, Hugh Blair Grigsby, J. E. Roller, John B. 
Minor, A. B. Cochran, Edward Mayo, Barton Hax- 
all, Peter V. Daniel, jr., of Virginia; Lewis Apple- 
gate, James McCluneys, Q. C. Dewey, J. N. Camden, 
John Hall, John P. Hale, Alen T. Carpenton, 
Charles J. Faulkner, Benton Despard, of West Vir- 
ginia; C. ©. Washburn, Alexander Mitchell, Phi- 
letus Sawyer, Jobu Lawler, D. A. Baldwin, James 
H. Howe, ©. G. L. Meyers, James Campbell, of Wis- 
consin; John A. Campbell, Stephen F. Nuckolis, 
Frank Walcott, William T. Jones, William A. Car- 
ter, Edwin Dawson, Luther Fillmore, Orlando North, 
George W. Corey, of Wyoming Territory, their asso- 
ciates and successors, are hereby created a body- 
corporate, to be known by the name of the cen- 
tennial boart of finance, and by that name to 
have an incorporate existence until the object for 
which it is formed shall have been accomplished, and 
it shall be competent to sue and to be sued, plead 
and be impleaded, defend and be defended, in all 
courts of law and equity in the United States; and 
may make and have a corporate seal, and,may pur- 
chase, take, have, and hold, and may grant, seil, and 
at pleasure dispose of all such real and personal 
estate as may be required in carrying into effect the 
provisions of an act of Congress entitled “ An act 
to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anni- 
versary of American independence, by holding an 
international exhibition of arts and manufactures 
and products of the soil and mine, in the city of 
Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876,” approved March 3, 1871, and all acts 
supplementary thereto. ~ i 

SEC. 2. The said corporation shall have authority, 
and is hereby empowered to secure subscriptions 
of capital stock to an umount not exceeding 
$10,000,000, to be divided into shares of ten dollars 
each, and to issue to the subscribers of said stock 
certificates therefor under the corporate seal of said 
corporation, which certificates shall bear the sig- 
nature of the president and treasurer, and be trans- 
ferable under such rules and regulations as may be 
made for the purpose. And it shall be lawful for 
any municipal or other eoporate body existing by 
or under the laws of the United States to subscribe 
and pay for shares of said capital stock, and all 
holders of said stock shall become associates in said 
corporation, and shall be entitled to one vote on 
each share; and it shall be the duty of the United 
States centennial commission to prescribe rules to 
enable absent stockholders to vote by proxy. The 
proceeds of said stock, together with the receipts 
from all other sources, shall be used by said copora- 
tion for the erection of suitable buildings, with their 
appropriate fixtures and appurtenances, and for all 
uther expenditures required in carrying out the 
objects of the said act of Congress of March 3, 1871, 
and which may be incident thereto. And the said 
corporation shall keep regular minutes of its pro- 
ceedings and full accounts, with the vouchers there- 
for, of all the receipts and expenditures, and the 
same shall be always open to the inspection of the 
United States centennial commission or any mem- 
ber thereof. 

Sxc. 3. Books of subscription shall be opened by 
the United States centennial commission, under 
such rules as it may prescribe, and an opportunity 
shall be given, during a period of one hundred days, 
to the citizens of each State and Territory, to sub- 
scribe for stock to an amout not exceeding its quota, 
according to its population, after which period of 
one hundred days stock not taken may be sold to 
any person or persons or corporation willing to pur- 
chase the same. 

Suc. 4. After the expiration of said period of one 
hundred days the United States centennial com- 
mission shall issue a call for a meeting, by pub- 
lication in one or more newspapers published at the 
capital of each State and ‘Territory, not less than 
thirty days prior thereto, of those who may then 
have subscribed for stock, to be held in the city of 
Philadelphia, for the purpose of electing a board of 
directors, to consist of twenty-five stockholders, 
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whose term of office shall be one year, and until 
their successors shall have been qualified ; at which 
meeting those who may be present in person, or by 
proxy, shall be competent to organize and elect said 
officers. The said board of directors, and every sub- 
sequent board, shall be chosen by the stockholders 
out of a list of one hundred stockholders, selected 
and nominated by the United States centennial 
commission. Nine members of the board of direc- 
tors shall constitute a quorum for the transaction 
of business, but no election or change of officers 
shall take piace unless at a meeting of the board of 
directors, at which a majority shall be present. 

Sxc. 5. Said board of directors shall elect, from its 
own number, a president and two vice presidents, 
whose term of office shall be one year, and until 
their successors shall have been duly qualified, and 
shall appoint a treasurer, a secretary, and such other 
officers as may be required to carry out the purposes 
of the corporation, which elected and appointed 
officers shall hold their respective offices during the 
pleasure of the board, receiving such compensation 
as the board may prescribe; and the board shall 
also adopt such by-laws, rules, and regulations for 
its own government, and for the government of its 
officers, as may be deemed expedient, provided, that 
the same shall not be inconsistent with any act of 
Congress, or the rules adopted by the United 
States centennial commission, 

Suc.6, As soon as the board of directors shall have 
peon duly organized, as provided for in section five 
of this act, it shall be the duty of the United States 
centennial commission to deliver to the said board 
all. stock subscription books, with the papers and 
records of any kind in its possossion, pertaining to 
the same. 


Sxc.7. The grounds for the exhibition shall be i 
| exhibition is an international one. I movethat 


prepared and tho buildings erected by the said 
corporation, in accordance with plans which shall 
have been previously adopted by the United States 
centennial commission, and the rules and regula- 
tions of said corporation, governing rates for ‘‘en- 
trance,” and “admission” fees, or otherwise affect- 
ing therights, privileges, or interests of the exhib- 
itors, or of the public, shall be fixed and established 
by the United States centennial commission; and 
no grant conferring rights or privileges of any de- 
scription connected with the said grounds or build- 
ings, or relating to said exhibition or celebration, 
shall be made without the consent of the United 
States centennial commission, and said commis- 
sion shall have power fo control, change, or ro- 
voke all such grants, and shall appoint all judges 
and examiners, and award all premiums. 

Sro. 8. The centennial bourd of finance shall 
have authority to issue bonds, not in excess of its 
capital stock, and secure the payment of the same, 
principal and interest, by mortgage upon its prop- 
erty and prospective income, 

Sro. 9. It shall be the duty of the Seeretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, as soon as practica- 
ble after the passage of this act, to cause to be pre- 
pared, in accordance with a design approved by the 

nited Stutes contennial commission,  sullicient 
number of cortificates of stock to mect the require- 
monts of this act, and any person found guilty of 
counterfeiting, or attempting to counterfeit, or 
knowingly circulating false certificates of stock, 
herein authorized, shall be subject to the same pains 
and penalties as are or may bo provided by law for 
counterfeiting United States currency. 

Sro, 10, As soon as practicable after the said ex- 
hibition shail have been closed, it shall be the duty 
of said corporation to convert its property into cash, 
and, after the payment of all its liabilities, to divide 
its remaining assets among its stockholders, pro 
rata, in full satisfaction and discharge of its capital 
stock. And it shall be the duty of the United 
States centennial commission to supervise tho 
closing up of the affuirs of said corporation, to audit 
its accounts, and submit, in a report to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the financial results of 
the centennial exhibition. 

Suc. 11. The commission created by tho actroferred 
to in the preamble of this bill is hereby made and 
constituted a body politic and corporate in law, 
with power to do such acts and enter into such obli- 
gations as may be promotive of the purposes for 
which such commission was ostablished. Its title 
shall be “The United States Centennial Commis- 
sion.” Itshall havea common and corporate seal, 
and possess all the rights incident to corporate 
existence. 

Sxo. 12, The alternate commissioners appointed 

ursuant to section four of the act approved March 

, 1871, referred to in the preamble to this act, shall 
have all the powers of a commissioner when the 
commissioner is not present at any meeting. When 
the commissioner is present the alternate may par- 
ticipate in the debates and serve on committees, but 
shall have no vote. 

The appointments of all commissioners and alter- 
nate commissioners made since March 3, 1872, are 
hereby ratified and confirmed; and all vacancies 
now existing or which may hereafter exist shall be 
filled at any time hereafter in like manner as is pro- 
vided in said act of March 3, 1871, for the appoint- 
ment of commissioners. 

Suc. 13. It shall be the duty of the United States 
centennial commission to make report from time to 
time tothe President of the United States of the 
progress of the work, and in a final report present a 
full exhibit of the result of the United States cen- 
tennial celebration and exhibition of 1876. 


During the reading of the bill, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, said: There are 
a large number of members who propose to 


| 


offer amendments to the names included in this 
bill. Iask my friend from Pennsylvania to 
allow the bill to be recommitted to some com- 
mittee with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We can finish it here 


now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me that 
the bill should be left at the Clerk’s desk until 
every member can have an opportunity to see 
the names from his own State. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the bill be 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I do not yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In order to 
save time, I hope the gentleman will refer the 
bill to some committee. , 

Mr. L. MYERS. If the House will hear me 
for a moment, I will make a suggestion. The 
desire is that all proper names shall þe ac- 
cepted. There is a very proper anxiety on 
the part of members to amend it. Now, in 
order to save time, I will myself move that 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
with foreign affairs? 

Mr. L. MYERS. 


What has it to do 
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jibe recommitted to that commiftee, with 
leave to report at any time. ee, 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the committee 
be instructed to report a provision that the list 
of incorporators shall comprise one name 
from each congressional district. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to in- 
quire of the mover of this bill why he proposes 
this immense corporation with $10,000,000 of 
stock? 

Mr. L. MYERS. If this were the time for 
discussion I could easily satisfy the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I suggest an amendment 
to my colleague. The ninth section of the 
bill provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall issue stock in ten dollar shares. That 
will make a million of certificates of stock. I 
do not know how much it will cost, but the 
amount must be considerable. 

Mr. L. MYERS. He can issue one certifi- 
cate for a large number of shares. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I think the corpora- 
tion ought to print their own stock. I hope 
that whatever committee has the matter under 
consideration will look to that matter. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is that the 
bill be referred to the Committee ou Foreign 
Affairs,and the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
ConcGER] moves, as instructions to the Com- 
mittee, that when the bill is reported back the 
list of incorporators shall be confined to one 
from each congressional district. 

Mr. CONGER. I will modify that motion 
by striking out one and inserting two from 
each congressional district. 

Mr. KELLEY. I should like to suggest 
an amendment that it shonld read not less 
than one or two, or whatever the number 
may be. 

Mr. CONGER. My motion fixes the num- 
ber at two. 

Mr. KELLEY. I trust the motion will be 
so amended that there shall not be less than 
two from each congressional district. 

Mr. KING. And that those names shall be 
furnished by the member representing the dis- 
trict in Congress. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope that will be left 
to the discretion of the committee. 

Mr. LOWE, Allow me to make this sug- 
gestiou, that the member shall be according to 
the new apportionment, as there are many States 
entitled to more Representatives under the 
new apportionment than they have now, and 
if it be according to the congressional districts 
as at present, it will not be just to those States. 
My own State, which has only one member, is 
entitled under the new apportionment to three 
members. I therefore suggest that it be so | 


F Michigan, to provide that there shall not b 


amended that there shall be not less than two 
from each congressional district according to 
the new apportionment. , 

Mr. CONGER. That is the object of my 
motion. 

Mr. LOWE. That it shall be according to 
the number of members under the new appor- 
tionment, and not according to the number of 
districts. i 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me say one word. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And we should also 
add one member each for the States of Ver- 
mont and New Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POLAND. 1 should like to suggest in 
reference to these various plans that they are 
quite unimportant. If these gentlemen in the 
pill sign for stock they become members of 
the corporation, and if they do not, they cease 
to be members of the corporation, so that the 
putting in of these names is quite unimport- 


ant. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I wish to say that the 
admission of whatever number of names does 
not hurt. The very object contemplated is 
that this great national undertaking suould be 
represented from every State and Territory in 
the United States. Iam willing, therefore, t 
‘accept the suggestion of the gentleman fro 


less than two from each congressional district 
in the United States. No power is particu- 
larly vested in these men. The act itself 
confers powers for the legitimate purpose for 
which the commission has been created, and 
that power is in the commission itself, and not 
specially in these incorporators. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must demand 
the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. This is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. a 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make this state- 
ment: if this is to be a national corporation 
it should be represented by congressional dis- 


tricts, and not all be swallowed up by a great — i 


crowd of names from New York or Pennsyl- 
vania or any other locality. If itis not, tben 
let us take all the incorporators from the city 
of Philadelphia. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The object is to make it 
a great national undertaking. That was the 
original design, and that is the reason why this 
bill is now introduced. The gentleman has a 
very narrow vision if he sees anything else, as 
he generally does, 

Mr. CONGER. My amendment is that 
there shall be two from each district. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I say not less than two. 

Mr. TYNER., I move to amend that there 
Pial be from each State four at large in addi- 
jon. 

_Mr. SARGENT, And two from each Ter- 
ritory. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. Tynur,] that there shall be four 
from each State at large in addition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 
on the motion of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan as amended, ; 
_ Mr. SARGENT. I move to further amend 
by providing that there shall be two from each 
Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend by pro- 
viding there shall be not less than two from 
each district. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. COBURN. As the gentleman from 
Michigan has not yet put his amendment in ` 
shape, as it stands now there may be more . 
Representatives from some States than there 
are districts in those States. In some States 
members are elected at large. From Illinois 
one Representative is elected at large. 1 sug: 
gest that the motion be so amended as to pro- 
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names of the number of Representatives to 
which the State is entitled under the new 
apportionment. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has already 
been ameuded by providing that the names 
shall be under the new apportionment. 

Mr. CONGER. They shali be from the 
States and Territories and not from the dis- 
| tricts. 

Mr. Conesrg’s motion, 
agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 
upon the motion to refer to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs with these: instructions, with 
the right to report back at’ any time. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Irise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Will the committee be lim- 
jted to these instructions, or can they amend 
the bill in other respects? 

The SPEAKER. They can amend it in all 
other respects, except where the instructions ! 


as amended, was | 


apply. 

The bill was referred with the instructions 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, with 
leave to report at any time. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was referred to the com- 
mittee, with leave to report at any time; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WHEELER. Pursuant to notice given 
on Friday last, I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking from the Speaker's table 
and bringing before the consideration of the 


House the bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to || 


an act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid 
in the construction of its road, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1871. To save 
the time of the House, I suggest that the Sen- 
ate bill as printed on my motion, with the Sen- 
ate amendments offered by the Committee on 
the Pacifie Railroad, be read in lieu of the 
engrossed. bill of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
this course will be taken. 

The bill was read, as follows, the amend- 
ments of the committee being printed in | 
italics : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the name, style, and title | 
of the Texas Pacific Railroad Company shall here- | 
after be" the Texas and Pacific Railway Company ;” 
and the said the Texas and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany shall have, possess, and enjoy ali the rights, | 
privileges, and franchises heretofore conferred upon 
the said Texas Pacific Railroad Company. | . 

Sec. 2. That the said the Texas and Pacific Rail- 
way Company shall have power and authority to 
issue the construction and lund bonds authorized by 
the eleventh section of said act of incorporation for 
such amounts, not exceeding $40,000 per mile of said | 
road of construction bonds, as said company may 
deem needful to provide for the construction and 
equipment of its line, and to include in the mort- 
gage or mortgages to secure said construction bonds 
all or any portion of the lands granted in aid of the 
construction of said railroad; and in the mortgage 
or mortgages to secure said land bonds any portion 
of said lands not so used to secure the construction 

onds aforesaid; and all or any portion of the lands 
acquired by the terms of consolidation lawfully 
authorized by the fourth section of said act of March 
3, 1871, with any railroad company or companies to 
whom grants of lands may have been made (or may 
hereafter be made) by any congressional, State, or 
territorial authority, or who may have purchased 
the same previous to any such arrangement or con- 
solidation, and within the time limited for the com- 
pletion of the road, and all such lands of every 
description shall be subject to all limitations and 
conditions now by law existing in relation thereto 
and as modified by this act; and this act shall not 
be construed to revive, enlarge, extend, or create 
any jand grant whatever beyond that heretofore 
granted by Congress, and which shall only inure to 
caid company upon compliance with the terms of this 
act in relation to the times fixed for completion of said 
railway, and all such mortgages shall be subject to 
all the conditions and limitations by law existing 
under this act and the actsto which it is supplementary 
in respect to such lands, and shall not be held to 
vest any title in the mortgage or create any licn 
on such lands, other than such company is or may 
become lawfully entitled .to vest or create thereun- 
der; but the amount of said land bonds shall not 
exceed $2 50 per acre for all lands covered by the 
mortgage or mortgages securing the same. 

Sec. 3. That all the mortgages made and executed | 
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by said railroad company shall be filed and recorded 
in the Department of the Interior, which shall be a 
sufficient evidence of their legal execution: Pro- 
vided, That the aforesaid bonds and the authorized 
capital stock, or the proceeds thereof, shall be ap- 
plied only for the purpose of securing the construc- 
tion, operation, and equipment of the contemplated 
railroad line, under lawful contracts with such par- 
ties, and on such terms and conditions, as said com- 
pany may deem needful, and for the further purpose 
of purchase, consolidation, completion, equipment, 
and operating of the other roads, as contemplated 
by said act and specified therein, being a part of the 
aforesaid railroad line, and for the expenses neces- 


| sary and incident to the works authorized thereby: 


Provided, however, Thatsaid road and itsequipment 
shall be of the standard heretofore required by the 
United States Government for the existing Pacific 
railway lines: And provided further, Thatsaid mort- 
gage or mortgages shall in no wise impair or affect 
any lien existing on the property of said company 
or companies at or before the time of such consolida- 
tion. 

Sec. 4, That said road shall be constructed of iron 
or steel rails manufactured of American ore, except 
such as may have been contracted for before con- 
solidation by any railroad company which may be 


! purchased by, or consolidated with, this company. 


Szo. 5. That the said Texas and Pacific Railway 
Company shall commence the construction of its 
road at or near Marshall, Texas, and proceed with 
its construction, under the original act and this 
supplement, or in pursuance of the authority de- 
rived from any consolidation as aforesaid, westerly 
from a point near Marshall, and toward San Diego, 
in the State of California, on the line authorized by 
the original act, and so prosecute the same as to 
have at least one hundred consecutive miles of rail- 
road from said point complete and in running order 
within two years after the passage of this act; and 
so continue to construct, each year thereafter, a 
sufficient number of miles, not less than one hun- 


| dred, to secure the completion “of the whole line, 


from the aforesaid point on the eastern boundary 
of the State of Texas to tho bay of San Diego, in the 
State of California, as aforesaid, within ten years 


| atter the passage of this act; and said road from 


Marshall, Texas, throughout the length thereof, 
shall be of uniform gauge; Provided, however, That 
the said company shall commence the construction 
of said road from San Diego eastward within one 
year from the passage of this act, and construct not 
lesa than ten miles before the expiration of second 
year, and, after the second year, not less than twen- 
ty-five miles per annum in continuous line there- 
after between San Diego and the Coloradoriver until 
the junction, is formed with the line from the east at 
the latter point or east thereof; and upon failure to 
so complete it, Congress may adopt such measures 
as it may deem necessary and proper to secure its 
speedy completion; and it shall also be lawful for 
said company to commence and prosecute the con- 
struction of its line from any other point or points 
on its line; but nothing in this act contained shall 
be so construed as to atithorize the grant of any 
additional lands or subsidy, of any nature or kind 
whatsoever, on the part of the Government of the 
United States: Provided, That said Texas and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company shali be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and required to construct, maintain, con- 
trol, and operate a road between Marshall, Texas, 
and Shreveport, Louisiana, or control and operate 
any existing road between said points, of the same 
gauge as the said Texas and Pacific railroad: and 
that a'l roads terminating at Shreveport shall have 
the right to make the same running connections, 
and shali be entitled to the same privileges, for the 
transaction of business in connection with the said 
Texas and Pacific railway, as are granted to roads 
intersecting therewith: Provided further, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as changing the 
terminus of said Texas and Pacific railway from 
Marshall as provided in the original act. 

Suc. 6. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
with this supplement be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire that the printed 
bill, as now read, shall be considered as offered 
by the Committee on the Pacific Railroad as 
a substitute for the Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the better course 
would be to act on the amendments. They 
are very brief. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the bill is to be opened 
for amendment and reasonable consideration, 
I have no objection to the gentleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Houtman] suggests that the bill be 
opened for amendment and consideration. 

The question being on suspending the rules 
and bringing the bill before the House for con- 
sideration, it was agreed to, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] wish that the question 
shall be taken on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad separately or as 
a whole? 


I have no objection to 


Mr. HOLMAN. I guggest that the question 
be taken on the amendments separately. 
object to the amendment in line twenty-three, 
section, two, ‘‘and as modified by these acts.”’ 
I do not understand the effect of that amend- 
ment. I hope the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Wueter] will explain what it does mean. 

Mr. WHEELER, Gentlemen who followed 
the reading of the bill will have seen that it is 


| an act supplementary to an act passed by last 


Congress to incorporate the Texas Pacifie 
Railroad Company. The first section stmply 
changes the name of the company, making it 
‘©The Texas and Pacilic Railway Company.” 
The second section is in respect to the issu- 
ance of the bonds. The former act provided 
that the construction bonds should be secured 
by mortgage only on the construction and the 
road, This section permits the company to 
use so much of the lands as they may have 
received, or may receive under the act of the 
former Congress, as may be necessary to secure 
the bonds and the balance of the lands, and 
such other lands as they may receive from cor- 
porations with which they have a right to con- 
solidate, may be held subject to limitations 
now existing by law; andthe words ‘‘as modi- 
fied by this act’’ are simply intended to make 
this section harmonize with the section in the 
original bill by suitable qualifying words. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN | will see, if he followed the reading of the 
bill, that nothing can inure to the benefit of 
the company under this section that did not 
inure in the former bill. And I assure him 
that no new land grants or subsidies are 
intended to be given by this act. 

Mr, WILLARD. I desire to know what the 
forceis of the amendment inserted in the fifth 
line of section two. 

The amendment to the second section was 
agreed to. : 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad was to insert after the 
word ‘‘ whatever,” in Hne twenty-five of the 
printed bill, the following : 

Beyond that heretofore granted by Congress, and 
which shall only inure to said company upon com- 
pliance with the terms of this act in relation to the 
times fixed for completion of said railway. 

Mr. WILLARD. I desire to know what 
the force is of that amendment. I. suppose 
there is nothing in this act. which revives, 
enlarges, or extends any grant heretofore. 
granted by Congress which has lapsed. 

Mr. WHEELER. A road with which this 
has consolidated has received a grant of lands 
from the State of Texas. 

Mr. WILLARD. Then this does not revive, 
enlarge, extend, or create any new land grant? 

Mr. WHEELER. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLARD. Then it seems-to me 
that the language is unfortunately selected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I still insist that these 
words be inserted in this amendment, after 
the words ‘this act,’’ in line twenty-seven of 
the printed bill, ‘(and the act to which this is 
an amendment.” 

Mr. WHEELER. If that amendment has 
the effect to limit the time for the completion 
of the railway I do not wish to admit it. 

Mr. SYPHER, I will remark to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that if he has reference 
to the time within which the road shall be 
completed, the chairman does not desire to 
admit the amendment for the reason that the 
time fixed in the original biil was fifty miles 
from the eastern and fifty miles from the west- 
ern terminus in a year. ‘This bill proposes 
that the road shall be constructed at the rate 
of one hundred miles a year from the eastern 
terminus and of ten miles from the western 
terminus the first year, and twenty-five miles 
a year thereafter. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York admits the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] there will be a 
conflict in the terms of the two bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. T believe my amendment 
is not necessary, and I withdraw it. 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

., Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the sec- 
tion further by striking out in line seventeen 
the words ‘‘ or may hereafter be made ;’’ so 
that it will read: 

And all or any portion of the lands acquired by 
the terms of consolidation lawfully authorized by 
the fourth section of said act of March 3, 1871, with 
any railroad company or companies to whom grants 
of lands may have been made by any congressional, 
State, or territorial authority, or who may have pur- 
chased the same previous to any such arrangement 
or consolidation, and within the time limited for the 
complction of the road, and all such lands of every 
description shall be subject.to all limitations and 
conditions now by law existing in relation thereto, 
and as modified by this act. 

I do not wish to contemplate any further 
grant of land for these purposes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope that amendment 
will not be made. The original billauthorizes 
this corporation to consolidate with other cor- 
porations. [hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon his amendment. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thereare vast powers con- 
ferred upon this company, powers of consoli- 
dation, which are very dangerous powers, in 
the original bill. I hope the powers of this 
corporation will be some time or other defined, 
and not extended beyond what they seem to 
be at this time, l f 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope the House will 
not take from this corporation any of the rights 
heretofore conferred upon it, and which are 
absolutely necessary to secure the completion 
of the road, 

The question was taken on the amendment, 
and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the 
second section by inserting, after the word 
“‘made,’’ in line seventeen, the words “by 
any State;’’ so that it will read: 

And all or any portion of the lands acquired by 
the torms of consolidation lawfully authorized by 
the fourth soction of said act of March 3, 1871, with 
any railroad company or companies to whom grants 
of lands may have been made (or may hereafter be 
made by any State) by any congressional, State, or 
territorial authority, or who may havo purchased 
the same provious to any such arrangement or con- 
solidation, and within the time limited for the com- 
pletion of the road, and all such lands of every do- 
scription shall be subject to all limitations and con- 
ditions now by law existing in relation thereto, and 
as modified by this act. 

I hope gentlemen do not contemplate any 
further graut of lands to this corporation. By 
adding the words “by any State’’ I believe 
the sense is complete. 

Mr, COGHLAN. Does not that already 
exist there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in express terms. 

Mr. COGHLAN. It says so by express 
terms immediately afterward. 

Mr. WHEELER. I apprehend the gentle- 
man does not understand the object of this 
section. There is not a power given in this 
section that was not given in the original bill, 
beyond this: it authorizes this company to 
secure its construction bonds by usiug a portion 
of the lands which it may take from the United 
States, and to secure its land bonds by using 
such portion of the Government lands as are 
not already used for the other purpose, aud 
such other lauds as they may receive from 
States or other corporations with which they 
may be consolidated. This section was care- 
fully drawn by the Senate, and I trust the lan- 
guage of it will not be disturbed if the House 
intend to give this road the aid here asked. 

` Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does this in- 
crease the land grant in any degree? 

Mr. WHEELER. Not an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendment is to trans- 
pose the words in parenthesis, “ or may here- 
after be made,’’ and to add to them the words 
tt by any State,” and to insert the entire phrase 
after the words ‘‘or territorial authority.’ I 
hope that Congress does not propose to con- 
template by the terms of this act any further 
increase of land grants. 

Mr. RANDALL, This bill so provides in 
express terms, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know that Mr. Scott is 


over and over again, and called special atten- 
tion to that fact. But this bill does contem- 
plate other land grants by Congress. , 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the gentleman point 
out that provision? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isin this very section, 
which contains these words: ‘any railroad 
company or companies to whom grants of land 
may have been made, or may hereafter be 
made, by any congressional, State, or terri- 
torial authority.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Very weil; if some com- 
pany shall hereafter procure a grant from Con- 
gress as an original proposition, then under 
the act of last Congress this company by con- 
solidating with it may have the benefit of that 


rant. 
S Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There may 
be grants already made to companies with 
which this company may consolidate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We know that in a bill of 
this character all does not clearly appear in 
the terms made use of in the bill that may be 
intended. It was not very long since that a 
bill was passed by this House, and now mem- 
bers are under a misapprehension as to the 
effect of that bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
bill. I take it for granted that the gentleman 
who drew this bill knows exactly what it means. 
From the experience we have had with the 
Northern Pacific railroad we may be sure that 
we are called upor to pass an act the effect of 
which we are not now able to perceive. If 
the object of the gentleman from New York 


What bill is that? 


accept the amendment I have offered, to limit. 
the power here granted to lands already granted 
by Congress, or that may hereafter be granted 
by any State. When 1 proposed to strike out 
the words in parenthesis, ‘or may hereafier 
be made,” the gentleman said at once, ‘The 
State of Texas may make a grant; we do not 
wish to interfere with that.” Now, if the 
object is simply to enable the State of Texas 
to wake further grants to this corporation, and 
not for the purpose of getting further grants 
from Congress for the benefit of this corpora- 
tion, I think the gentleman from New York 


the grants hereafter to be made to States and 
not to Congress. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not desire to stul- 
tify myself, or to have the House stultify 
itself by assenting to any such amendment. 
It is not for Mr. Scott, or even for this House, 
to construe the language of this bill, It any 
controversy shall arise in regard to it, it is to 
be settled by ihe courts, This House certainly 
can anderstand plain Saxon language. It is 
provided in section five of this bill ‘that 
nothing in this act contained shall be so con- 
strued as to authorize the grant of any addi- 
tional lands or subsidy of any nature or kind 
whatsoever on the part of the Government of 
the United States.” : 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is true, then what 
is the objection to the limit which I propose, 
that further grants shall be confined to States? 

Mr. WHEELER. Because it is already in 
the bill, and I do not believe in tautology. 

Mr. SYPHER. There is another reason, 
and that is the general doctrine of constitu- 
tional rights, under which we ought not to 
interfere with what States shall do in matters 
of internal improvement. If they desire to 
subsidize this corporation still further by 
grants of their own lands, it is not for us to 
say that theyshall not have that right. Under 
the gentleman’s own doctrine and creed it ig 
not for us to do that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 do not intend the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Syrusr] shall 
pretend he does not understand my proposi- 
tion. Ido not object to recognizing grants 
| of the State of Texas of any other State that 

may choose to grant lands to this company, 


I refer to the Michigan | 


(Mr. Wuexener] is what he has said, he will | 


should readily accept the proposition to limit | 


the ground, and has explained that |, 
A ee : : : to this company hereafter by Congress. 


but I propose to prevent any anticipated grant 


Mr. SYPHER. On that point the gentle- 


' man has been fully answered by the gentleman 


from New York, [Mr. WHEELER. ] 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from New 


| York may talk as much as he pleases about 


“ tautology ;’’ but if the real purpose of this 
bill is what the gentleman explains it, (and as 
no doubt he believes,) the substitution of the 
words ‘or may be made hereafter by the 
authority of any State’? accomplishes fully 
bis purpose. 

Mr. CONNER. Does the gentleman ex- 
pect that by any language which he may insert 
in this bill he can control the action of any 
future Congress? The Congresses who may 
follow us will make grants or not, just as they 
please. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Colonel Scott has men- 
tioned that argument several times, that thig 
Cougress cannot bind any future Congress ; 
and Í concede that such is the fact. But, sir, 
what Congress may do hereafter is one thing; 
what we contemplate doing by the provisions 
of this bill is a very different thing. This isa 
question as to our own action. If this bill be 
passed in its present form, we shall hear before 
Congress ends the argument that by the very 
provisions of this billit was contemplated that 
the powers of this corporation should be in- 
creased by further grants. I say, therefore, 
that if the gentleman from New York under- 
stands the bill as meaning only what he says, 
(and I must assume he does, ) if he only desires 
that the State of Texas or any other State may 
be at liberty to make further grants to this cor- 
poration, then he should at once assent to my 
proposition, to insert the words ‘or hereafter 


| may be made.” 


Mr. WHEELER. Asa limitation of that 
kind is already in the bill in express language, I 
cannot assent to the amendment. I ask fora 
vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Horman, there were—ayes 41, noes 
74; no quoram voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; aud Mr. HOLMAN and 
Mr. WHEELER were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 84, noes 91. 

So the amendment of Mr. Homan was not 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The fact that the tellers 
have counted fewer affirmative votes than the 
Chair counted upon arising vote is, as the 
Chair will suggest, doubtless explained by the 
fact that so many gentlemen upon the floor 
are constantly standing without any reference , 
to a vote. 

The next amendment recommended by the 
committee was read as follows + 


Strike out in lines twenty-one and twenty-two of 
section five the words “ not less than ten miles before 
the expiration of second year, and.” 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to state that 
this amendment was proposed in the commit- 
tee by the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
Hovcutow, ] a member of the committee, and 
met the approval of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave some further amend- 
ments which I wish to offer, 

Mr. STEVENSON. If it is in order, I 
move to amend the third section by striking 
out the words ‘which shall be a sufficient evi- 
dence of their legal execution,” where they 
occur in the following clause of section three: 

Sec. 3. That all the mortgages made and executed 
by said railroad company shall be filed and recorded 
in the Department of the Interior, which shall be a 
sufficient evidence of their legal execution. 

The words which I propose to strike out 
provide that the filing and recording of any 
mortgage executed by the company in the Inte- 
rior Department shall be sufficient evidence 
of its legal execution, This provision strikes 
me as extraordinary. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is. the language 
used in several other acts of this kind, 
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Mr. STEVENSON. I do not care from 
what act the language may be adopted. Sup- 
pose a mortgage should be executed in fraud 
of the rights of this company, then, if it is 
filed and recorded in the Interior Departinent, 
‘that is to be considered, according to this sec- 
ion, sufficient evidence in law of the validity 
‘of the mortgage. 

` Mr. SYPHER. It may seem strange to the 
gentleman, but itis a fact that the language 
of this section is identical with that of the 
Northern Pacific act and the Union Pacific 


act. 
Mr. STEVENSON. That may be so, and 


we may have trouble from those acts here- 


after. 

Mr. WHEELER, I have no objection to 
qualifying that by saying it shall be deemed 
presumptive evidence. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Strike out the word 
“ sufficient.” 

2 Mr. WHEELER. Yes; strike outthe word 
o “sufficient ’? and insert the word ‘‘ presump- 
tive.” 

Mr. STEVENSON. I accept that. 

Mr. MAYNARD. We had better consider 
before we make that change. This is to ob- 
viate the necessity of any legal registration 
laws. 
which furnish the mode of having documents 
of this kind authenticated. This merely pro- 
vides that the recording and filing with the 
Secretary of the Interior shall have the effect 
to show that such documents were executed. 

Mr. WHEELER. On examination of this 
phrase, I sec it relates only to the execution, 
and not to the substance. {I prefer, therefore, 
that the gentleman shall put his question to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
to strike out the words ‘‘ which shall be a suf- 
ficient evidence of their legal execution.” 

Mr. STEVENSON. I modified my amend- 
ment so as to strike out the word ‘sufficient ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ presumptive ;’’ so it will read, 
“which shall be a presumptive evidence of 
their legal execution.” 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. That amend- 
ment should not be adopted. ‘The House will 
observe the section as it reads does not make 
the filing and recording of a mortgage conclu- 
sive evidence of the validity of the mortgage, 
bat merely evidence of its legal execution. It 
does not provide that it shall be sufficient evi- 
dence that the proper party made the mort- 
gage, but merely that it was legally executed. 
it does not say it shall be proof of the validity 
of the mortgage, and it does not prove any- 
thing like that. It does not cover the objec- 
tion-of the gentleman from Ohio that it would 
make a bad mortgage a good mortgage. All 
that is done here is that it is made sufficient 
evidence on being filed and recorded in the 
Department of the Interior to admit it in evi- 
dence in any court where it may be necessary 
to use it. ‘he amendment should not he 
adopted. It would lead to the greatest incon- 
venience. The language of the section now 
is right and proper, and ought to be allowed 
to stand. 

_ Mr. STEVENSON. 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER. Execution according to 
the forms of law. 

y Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
is all. 


What is a legal execu 


And that 


Mr. STEVENSON. Execution according | 


to law. This section as it now stands would 
make the mere filing and recording of the 
mortgage in the Department of the Interior 
proof 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. It would 
not make a forged mortgage a legal and valid 
mortgage. : 

Mr. STEVENSON. If a mortgage is exe- 
cuted according to law it is a legal mortgage. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Not unless 
executed by the party authorized to make it. 


Several States have registration laws |! 


It may be according to the forms of law, and 
yet not by the party authorized to make it. 

Mr. StRVENSON. A mortgage cannot 
be executed according to the law unless exe- 
cuted by the parties authorized to execute it 
and according to the forms prescribed by law. 
There can be no distinction taken there. This 
does provide if any mortgage purports to have 
been filed and recorded in the Department of 
the Interior it shall be proof in any court of 
law of its legal execution. It would open the 
door wide to fraud. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me ask the gentle- 
man a question. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


unless it were legally executed? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Secretrry of the 
Interior might be misled. He is not immacu- 

ate. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
execution of a paper other than is done by the 
ordinary registration laws all over the country ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not know any 
registration law which provides that the filing 
and recording of a paper shall be considered 
as proof of its legal execution. I do not 
know any such law, 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. From the 
earliest period in the State of Massachusetts 
the registration of a deed, except in one espe- 


| cial case, is always sufficient evidence in any 


court of its execution according to law. We 


have found no difficulty under that system. 


Mr. WHEELER. And the gentleman from | 


Ohio, on my left, says it is also the law of 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHEELER. Í demand the previous 
question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. KING. I wish to know what is meant 
by “a sufficient evidence.” We admit that it 
is prima facie evidence in all the States, but 
we claim that itis not sufficient. It is open 
to attack. That is the position we havea right 
to claim. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. You have 
the right of attack under this section. 

Mr. WHEELER. I must now demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. AMBLER. Beforethe gentleman calls 
the previous question, will he permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. WHEELER. 
for that purpose. 

Mr. AMBLER. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from New York, what is the 
estimated cost per mile of this road? It seems 
to me that the amount for which the company 
is authorized to issue bonds, secured by a mort- 
gage oy the road, is unreasonably high. It is 
$40,000 per mile, which it seems to me will 
more than cover the actual cost of construc- 


tion. 

Mr. WHEELER. There have been no 
definite surveys from the Colorado river to 
San Diego; but it is known that a portion of 
the-road is very difficult, and the cost of con- 
struction will be very great. Probably an 
average of $40,000 per mile is a very low 
estimate. 

Mr. AMBLER. Assuming that $40,000 per 
mile is a proper estimate of the cost of the 
construction of the road, I inquire whether it 
is a proper thing to permit a mortgage for the 
entire cost of construction ; whether the cor- 
poration that undertakes to build the road, and 
which is to have the benefits resulting from it, 
ought not in fact to-have some interest of its 
own in the work, and to furnish some money 
toward the construction of the railroad? 

Mr. WHEELER. This amount of $40,000 
per mile is in bonds, which are not to be 
counted as so much cash on hand. They will 
necessarily be sold at some discount. I de- 
mand the previous question. 


It is the law 


I yield to the gentleman 


How does this affect the | 


j 


} 


1 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before the previous ques- 
tion is seconded, I wish to move to strike out 
the proviso from lines thirty-four to forty-four 
of the fifth section. Task the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That said Texas and Pacifie Railroad 
Company shali be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
required to construct, maintain. control, and oper- 
ate a road between Marshall, Texas, and Shreve- 
port, Louisiana, or control and operate any existing 
road between said points of the same gauge as the 
said Texas and Pacific railroad; and that all roads 
terminating at Shreveport shall have the right to 
make the same running connections, and shall be 


! entitled to the same privileges, for the transaction 
i| of business in connection with the said Texas and 
ij Pacific railway, as are granted to roads intersecting 


Would the Secretary of | 
the Interior receive it for filing aud recording | 


therewith. 
Mr. WHEELER. 


amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I understood that the bill 


I do not yield for that 


| was brought before the House subject to amend- 


ments. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to 
determine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Wuxever] that unan- 
imous consent was obtained to bring the bill 
before the House on the understanding that 
when it was brought it would be open to any 
amendments on which members might desire 
the decision of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Every amendment which 
has been proposed by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Horman ] has been of a tendency 


j to impair the original rights granted to this 


company, and Icaunot consent to yield further 


| to admit such amendments. 


Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I raise the question 
of order that if the bill comes before the 
House open to amendment, while there is an 
amendment to be proposed to the bill the pre- 


| vious question cannot be sustained without 


bad faith. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the 
House and not for the Chair to determine. 
The gentleman from Indiana must see thatit is 
a point on which the Chair cannot rule. The 


| gentleman from New York having demanded 


the previous question it is the duty of the 
Chair to submit it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
sustain it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I ask the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] to 
allow to be read an amendment which I desire 
to submit. 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot yield to the 
gentleman for that purpose. 

On ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes $8, noes 20; no quorum voting. 
The SPEAKER. Is further count insisted 
on? $ 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my amendment is not 
admitted I think it is a case of bad faith, and 
ĮI insist on further count. 

No quorum having voted, tellers were 
ordered, and Mr. Wuweter and Mr. HOLMAN 
were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 106, noes 21. 

So the previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered, which was first 
on Mr. Srevenson’s amendment, to. strike 
out, in line three, section three, the word ‘‘suf- 
ficient’? and insert the word ‘‘ presumptive.’” 

The question being taken on the amendment, 
it was not agreed to. 


The question recurred upon ordering the 


I hope the House will not 


| Senate bill, as amended, to be read the third 


time. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The question recurred upon its passage; and 
being put, there were—ayes.103, noes 23. 
So the bill was passed. 
Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the 


| vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WHEELER. I move to amend the 
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title of the bill by striking out the word ‘ rail- 
road,” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“railway? 

Mr. MOREY. TI object to that. Ifthe gen- 
tleman will reflect a moment he will find that 
this is an act supplementary to an act to incor- 

orate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company. 
Bre cannot by his amendment change the title 
of the original bill. ae 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is right, 
and [ withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. Por- 
TER, his Private Secretary, announced thai the 
President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. No. 1930) relating to pro- 
posals and contracts for transportation of the 
mails, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the bill 
(H. R. No. 528) for the relief of Augustine 
Bacon had been received by the President on 
the 18th of April, 1872, and not having been 
returned within ten days (Sundays excepted) 
after presentation has become a law under the 
Constitution of the United States. / 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed an act (H. R. No. 1803) to amend the 
first section of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of useless military -res- 
ervations,’’ approved February 24, 1871; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of 
Martin Watkins, of East Windsor, Connec- 
ticut. 

Mr. Porter also communicated to the House 
of Representatives a message in writing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I pro- 
pose to go to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, I move to suspend 
the rules to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to give notice that 
in relation to the centennial exposition mem- 
bers are requested to send names from their 
respective districts to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, and also the names of members 
of the committee at large, between this day 
and Thursday. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] is of 
higher privilege than that of his colleague, 
because it is a motion to suspend the rules. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrretp] 
desires to report from the committee of con- 
ference on the legislative, &c., appropriation 
bill. Itis for the House to decide between 
these points of business as to which it will 
proceed with. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to trench 
upon the business of the House if they will 
allow us one hour for discussion in Committee 
of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If we do that 
the House will go off, and we shall not have 
anybody here when the gentleman is through. 

Mr. DAWES. I am sure that the House, 
anticipating the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, | the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, would stay here any number 
of hours. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
delightful, but unfortunately it is not true. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire but one hour to- 
day in Committee of the Whole on the tariff. 
It does not make any difference with me. The 
time for general debate is limited, but the 
speakers are multiplying very fast. 

The SPEAKER. The highest question of 
privilege is that made by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] who presents the con- 
ference report, but the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] would 
take him off the floor after the report was 

‘made, even. 


That is very 


Mr. DAWES. I think I must withdraw my 
motion, to allow the conference report to be 
made, and I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts who desires to raise the ques- 
tion of going to the Speaker’s table withdraw 
his motion in favor of the conference report? 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I call up the 
report of the committee of couference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, and for other purposes.” 
I do not suppose it is necessary to read the 
report, as it has been printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I prefer that it shall be 
read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows : 


The committce of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 87, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78, one 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree to the 
same. hae 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
totheoamendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of tho Senato, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “titty,” down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu the following words: * three thousand 
Jour hundred and twenty-two dollars” and the House 
agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Sonate, and agree 
to tha same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “ after,” in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word * Con- 
gress,” in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: “the 4th of March, 1875;’’ and the Senate 
ugreo to the same. 

That the Jfouse recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment, 

That the Senate recede trom their disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the fifty-fitth and 
sevonty-sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 
with the following amendment: in Jine three of 
said House amendment strike out the word “ forty ” 
and insert in lieu tho word “thirty,” and the House 
agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amondment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ninety-two.” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “eighty,” and the 
liouso agreo to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out 
insert the following: for one clerk of class four, two 
clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and two 
laborers, additional force in the noney-order office, 
$7,240; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment where it first occurs the word 
“two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “four Rad 
and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the eighty -fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out all after 
the word “three,” where it occurs the second time 
in line eight of said House amendment down to and 
including the words “per annum,” inline nine; and 
in line nine strike out the word “three” and insert 
in lieu the word “seven ;” and in line seventeen of 
said House amendment strike out the words “six 
thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof "fifty-six hun- 
dred ;’’ and the House agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “fifty” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ twenty-five on 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 


to the amendment of the Houseto theninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same | 


with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu of ee 


the first clause of said House amendment the follow, 
ing: “that a commission, consisting of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, an 
the officer in charge of publie buildings and grounds 
is hereby authorized and directed to examine and re 
port to Congress, prior to the second Monday of Decem 
ber next, a plan by which the locomotie rartroad traé 
in front of the western entrance of the Capitol shali b 
removed, with due regard to the rights of all parties ` 
concerned, and by which proper connections with other 
railroads may bemade,;’”’ and the House agree to the 


same. AE) 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agrce to thesame with an amendment as follows: 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: "thut from 
and ajter the lst day of July, 1872, the annual salaries 
of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, and of the 
supervising architect of the Treasury Department, 


| shall be $4,000 each; and the annual salary of the 


Judges of the Court of Claims shalt be 54,500 each, and 
a suficientsum to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section to the end of the fiscal year ending June 30,1873, 
is hereby appropriated,’ and the Senate agree to the 


re JAMES A. GARFIELD, 
F CLARKE, 
WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 


Managers onthe part of the House, ` $ 


Cc. COLE, 

JUSTIN S. MORRILL 

FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The question is now upon agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to state 
briefly the effect of this report. The House 
will remember that when the legislative appro- 
priation bill came back to us from the Senate 
there were ninety-three amendments which 
the Senate had put upon it. All those amend- 
ments were considered by the Committee on 
Appropriations, and were reported to the 
House for concurrence or non-concurrence, 
according as the judgment of the House might 
be. When the bill was returned to the Senate 
there were fifty-six matters of difference be- 
tween the two Houses. ‘his report represents 


the conclusions arrived at by the committee -` ` 


of conference, who held four or five sessions 
and went over the subjects of difference with 
a great deal of care, for some of them were 
difficult. 

Of the fifty-six amendments of the Senate 
in difference between the two Houses it curi- 
ously happens that exactly twenty-eight have 
been receded from by the House and twenty- 
eight have been receded from by the Senate. 
There was no intention of balancing matters 
so as to,come out in that way. There were 
twenty-four cases where the House receded 
absolutely, and twenty-three cases where the 
Senate receded absolutely. There were five 
cases where the Senate receded with amend- 
ments, and four cases where the House re- 
ceded with amendments. 

The material put in by the committee of 
conference is very slight, and is found: only 
in the words of this report printed in italics. 
If there are any especial points on which any 
gentleman desires to ask a question, I will 
now yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I find 
this in the report of the committee of con- 
ference: 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “after,” in line two of said 
amendment down to and including the word ‘‘ Con- 
gress,” in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: “the 4th day of March, 1875;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That amendment relates to the publication 
of the laws in the newspapers. Is the effect 
of the recommendation of the committee of 
conference that after the 4th of March, 1875, 
the law will be repealed for publishing laws 
in newspapers? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 
_Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
like to ask further, then, as the House has 
twice over voted against this repeal, why the 
committee of conference, against the judg- 
ment of the House, consented to that repeal? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. To answer the 
gentleman, all I have to say is that where two 
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` pide the same horse one must ride behind, and 
`. where the House has voted one way and the 
© Senate another there must always be a giving 
upon one side altogether, ora mutual giving up. 
“<The Senate put into this bill a clause that re- 
 pealed, after the end of the present session, all 
= Jaws for printing statutes in newspapers. The 
Senate conferees were very firm in the matter, 
and although I myself, as a matter of personal 
opinion, would have been willing to let their 
view of the matter prevail, yet my associates on 
the conference will bear me witness that I 
jnsisted that some giving away on the part of 
the Senate should be had, and on my own sug- 
gestion it was finally agreed that the day of 
repeal should be put off until the 4th of March, 
1875, instead of the 4th of March next. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Another 
question on another point. Did we ride be- 
hind in the matter of the civil service commis- 


sion? 

. Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Unfortunately, 
in my view of the case, we were akead in that 
matter. The Senate gave way from $50,000 
down to $25,000, and the House gave way 
from $10,000 up to $25,000; that is, the Sen- 
ate gave way $25,000 and the House gave way 
$15,000, I think the Senate rode behind in 
that case. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
the voice of the House was the other way. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. FarnswortH] 
for ive minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think this confer- 
ence report is made up very much as the 
Dutch justice in New York decided his cases. 
His plan was to weigh the parties to the case, 
and give his decision in favor of the one who 
weighed the most, aud divide the costs accord- 
ing to the weight. And in those cases where 

- the parties were of the same weight he decided 
that the costs should be divided between 
them. That seems to be the plan upon which 
the committee of conference has made up the 
report which we are now asked to adopt. 

But this report contains two or three things 
to which I cannot assent. The Senate amended 
the bill by increasing the salaries of all the 
district judges of the United States. ‘The con- 
ference committee have changed that amend- 
ment so as to provide for increasing the sala- 
ries of the judges in the District of Columbia, 
but cutting off everybody else. That is the 
shape this question almost always takes. If 
any salaries are to be increased we always 
begin right here in the District of Columbia. 
This report proposes to increase the salaries 
of the judges of the Court of Claims, as well 
as the judges of the United States court in this 
District. ‘Lhese gentlemen, some of whom are 
scarcely warm jn their seats, some of whom 
have resigned positions of even more dignity 
to accept these offices, are to have their sala- 
ries increased. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed at 
the present time to increasing the salary of 
anybody, unless occasionally where you may 
find. aroverworked judge, and there are some 
such to my knowledge; there is one in the 
northern district of Illinois. Where there is 
presented to usa case of an overworked judge 
who is obliged to labor day and night, taking 
no vacation either in the heat of summer or at 
any other season of the year, who must work 
constantly to keep up his docket, and whose 

uties require exalted talents and great judicial 
experience, it may be well fcr us in such case 
to grant an increase of salary. But to provide 
for increasing the salaries of the judges of the 
Court of Claims, and for making a distinction 
between the presiding judge and the associate 
justices, appears to me all nonsense. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Obio.. There is no 
such distinciion made. All the judges are 
placed upon a level. The gentleman is read- 
ing from an old report, not the last. The last 
report does not provide for increasing the sala- 

< ties of the judges of the supreme court of the 

district. The salaries of the judges of the 


Court of Claims are increased; butthose judges 
are all placed on a level. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I of course 
take back what I have said about an increase 
of the salaries of the judges of the other court. 
But my objection holds good as to the Court 
of Claims.. The judges of that court are not 
very much overworked ; their labors are not so 
arduous as to entitle them to this increase of 
salary. 

Sir, I do not believe in this method of in- 
creasing salaries by riders on appropriation 
bills, and I think the House should not asseut 
to any such proposition, If the salary of any 
judge ought to be increased, let the Judiciary 
Committee so determine, and let the House 
act upon their recommendation. If the sal- 
aries of the officers of any other department 
are to be inereased, let there be a report from 
the appropriate committee. There are some 
officers in the Post Office Department who are 
certainly as much entitled to an increase of 
salary as some of the gentlemen named in 
this bill. Bat the increase of the salaries of 
those officers is struck out; on that point the 
Senate recedes. 

I object also to that. part of the report of the 
committee of conference which allows the 
Senate amendment to stand, authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commis- 
sioners or agents for the purpose of gathering 
up certain property. J understand that the 
Secretary of the Treasury does not wish the 
enactment of any such provision. I am op- 
posed to a proposition of that kind on the 
ground I have always advocated that weshould 
abandon the system of spies and informers. 
These commissioners are, as I understand, to 
be appointed as spies or informers.. 

Mr. AMBLER. And the proposition is not 
for a general system of spies, but for a monop- 
oly of spies, if I may so express it. Certain 
gentlemen are to have a monopoly of the spy 
system of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, when we are pro- 
posing to abolish about two thousand revenue 
officers, here comes a proposition to increase 
them. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suppose that per- 
haps, if we are to have any spies, we might as 
well have a monopoly of them. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
to have any, the fewer the better, I think. 

Mr. AMBLER. It seems to me that the 
thirty-fourth amendment ought not to be 
agreed to. The House has voted, I do not 
know how often, in distinct opposition to the 
moiety system and the spy system. This 
proposition, it is true, does not contemplate 
the moiety system properly so called, but a 
system by which the Secretary of the Treasury 
may divide with three gentlemen to be named 
‘by him the proceeds of prosecutions. Sucha 
provision seems to be entirely wrong. 

Mr. GARFLELD, of Ohio. I yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Hate. ] 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I can -readily 
understand that a committee of conference on 
an important bill like this must labor under 
very great difficulty as to some of the amend- 
ments. So far ag this report goes I agree, I 
believe, iu almost every particular with the 
conclusions to which the conference commit- 
tee has arrived. 

But the object of that has just been men- 
tioned. I wholly dissent from amendment 
thirty-four, and that amendment came in this 
way: the proposition first came to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the House, and 
was voted down. It was put on in the Senate. 
It came back to the House, and being sent to. 
the Committee on Appropriations, was struck 
out. The committee going further in the right 
direction, not only struck out the Senate 
amendment, bat struck out and repealed that 
act of June 21, 1870. When it went back to 
the Senate that body insisted, aud in the con- 
ference the committee of this House, for the 


If we are going ! 


sake of harmony, and acting, I have no doubt, 
as they believed judiciously, consented to put 
this clause in. ` 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is it? It provides 
that from and after the passage of this act the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to 
employ not more than three persons to assist 
the proper officers of the Government in dis- 
covering and collecting any money belongin 
to the United States whenever the same shal 
be withheld by any person or corporation, 
upon such terms and conditions as he shall 
deem best for the interests of the United 
States ; but no compensation shall be paid to 
such persons except out of the money and 
property so secured. 

The history of the subject-matter of paying 
informers and giving them a monopoly, as it 
has been well characterized by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER,] is this: in 1870 
Congress did pass an act giving to the Secretary 
of- the Treasury authority to contract with 
persons who had knowledge about wrecked 
property, abandoned property, or confederate 
property which should come to the knowledge 
and the possession of the United States. It 
was conceived in the direction of this amend- 
ment. ‘ 

The history of the operation of that law has 
been this: that from time to time men have 
come to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
have assured him they had knowledge where 
there were old arrearages of money and 
property due to the United States Treasury, 
and by that assurance have got the authority 
of the Secretary to go abroad over the land 
and to make contracts to get back that prop- 
erty, and from that day to this the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with the exception of a few 
hundred dollars which have been paid into the 
Treasury, has never heard from these men. 
With slight exceptions he has never secured 
but a few hundred dollars for the Treasury 
and never heard of these men afterwards. 
These men came to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and they claimed to have knowledge of 
old arrearages, whatever their character may 
be, which as good citizens they were bound to 
inform the Government of, but they made a 
trade of their knowledge. The knowledge of 
these men is their capital. They refuse to in- 
form unless they are paid for it. They present 
themselves in the most offensive way as in- 
formers, and when they receive the authority 
of the Secretary, they go to the parties who 
they claim are delinquent and they say the 
Treasury will give us twenty-five per cent. if 
we inform on you, and if you do not give us 
fitty per cent. we will inform, and when it is 
given to them they are never more heard of by 
the Government. Thisamendment, ifadopted, 
will lead to that in a greater degree than under 
the late law. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let me supplement the 
remarks of the gentleman from Maine with an 
instance which occurred some years ago. A 
party came to the Treasury and wanted to com- 
municate to the Treasury information of a large 
deposit of money belonging to the Government 
of the United States on condition that one half 
should be given to him for ihe information. 
The officers of the Government refused to 
comply, and it afterward came out that the 
deposit which belonged to the Government of 
the United States, and which was to be recov- 
ered by that information, was really an old 
deposit locked up in one of the banks in this 
city, which by some change in the books had 
escaped the notice of the Government officers. 
By merely crossing the street and giving the 
information of this deposit of money in the 
bank it was expected one half of the whole 
amount would be received by the informer. 

Mr. HALE. I can imagine a good many 
modern instances of that kind. 

Mr. MAYNARD. ‘This was not a modern 
instance. 

Mr. HALE. What I object to is this: that 
these informers should be paid for assisting 
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the proper officers of the Government. What 
are the proper officers to do if they are not to 
detect these things and to execute the laws? 
What are the district attorneys and the whole 
paraphernalia, of our courts, what are they all 
for unless to enforce the law and collect the 
money and property belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States? Shall we estab- 
lish this most vicious system for the discovery 
of information? I object wholly to this feature 
in the conference report. I am aware of the 
difficulty of getting at these things. It is a 
question of accepting or rejecting a full report. 
The committee in their deliberations of the 
conference of the Senate ought to have taken 
their stand on this point. l have reason to 
believe the members of that committee, had 
they been required, would have yielded this up 
as a matter of concession. I wish for one that 
something else less important than this had 
been given away asa concession, and that the 
United States Government should uot appear 
inthis attitude of confessing that its officers are 
incompetent and have not attended to their 
duties in the past, and that they are forced 
now to make contraets with informers, who 
come to them trading upon their knowledge; 
and that being in their hands, they have to 
give them a commission to go forth every- 
where and sell out, as [ believe they would, 
to the parties against whom they intend to 
inform. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. l yield for a 
few moments to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. BUTLER. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
desire to communicate certain facts to the 
House which caused me, in the Congress I 
think before the last, to advocate a resolution 
by which wrecked and abandoned property 
and moneys should be collected by the Uni- 
ted States. The committee, upon the ex- 
planation given them, recommended the reso- 
akion, Jn the House the word ‘morey” 
was struck out, and struck out generally in 
the interest of whisky distillers who had not 
paid their taxes. They were willing that 
everybody’s property should be collected, but 
that there should be no means of collecting 
what was due to the United States from them. 

But the matter [ intended to allude to is 
this: when the confederate States collapsed 
they were alleged to have large credits in the 
hands of their bankers in Europe, and there 
were private credits to the insurrectionary 
States on their stocks. Those credits could 
not. be drawn out, as the depositor had ceased 
to exist. They now belong to the United 
States. The bankers do not come forward to 
say where they are, because unless somebody 
calls on them for the money they do not feel 
bound to pay these uncalled-for deposits; and 
those who know where the credits are are not 
80 patriotic as to come forward and give the 
information so that the money may go to the 
United States. 

Knowledge of this kind is trading capital 
with most men. ‘Those who have this knowl- 
edge and choose to trade upon it will so do, 
as they have the right to do. Some time since 
a man came to me and convinced me that he 
knew where such large sums of money were 
lying; but the bill failed, and he did nothing; 
and since that time he has died, and, so far 
as I know, his knowledge died with him. 

_ Now, it is said the Secretary of the Treasury 
is against this proposition. What is the pro- 
vision? That the Secretary may appoint any- 
body if he sees fit, not more than three, to 
collect these lost moneys. Well, if he does 
not wish toappoint anybody, he need not. He 
is a pretty cautious and careful man, and will 
take good care to know where the money is 
coming from, and how it is coming, and with 
whom he is dealing, before he makes any con- 
tracts, I have never seen any objection to 
this proposition. Itis agreed here that nobody 
knows of any abuse of the resolution to col- 
leet. derelict and abandoned property. All 
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that is said against it now is that it has been į 
productive of no result. [have told the House | 
one of the reasons—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. NIBILACK. ] 

Mr. NIBLACK. For myself 1 have from 
the beginning opposed this amendment, No. 
34, to which the gentleman trom Maine [Mr. 
Hae] and others object. [regret very much, 
personally, that we felt compelled to include 
tbis in our report, and to recommend the 
House to recede from their amendment to this 
amendment of the Senate. 

It was a subject, however, over which the 
committee of conference spent considerable 
time; and I think that under all the circum- 
stances, in view of the representations which 
were made tothe committee of the House, both 
by members of the committee of conference 
on the part of the Senate, as well as by other 
persons, in respect to the objects to be accom- 
plished by this amendment, we did right in 
agreeing to recede from our amendment and 
recommending concurrence in the amendment 
of the Senate. 

No man objects more. strenuously to per- 
petuating the late and present system of spies 
and informers than I do. This, however, 
seems to rest upon ground a litile different 
from the case of ordinary informers and spies. 
It is represented to us, very earnestly, too, that 
there are certain great corporations in the 
country—I[ need not to name them here— 
which have so managed their business during 
the last eight or ten years, since the Jaw in 
regard to income tax has been enforced, as 
not to return all the incomes for which they 
ought to pay taxes to the General Govern- 
ment; in other words, that large amounts of 
money, by systems of either false entries in 
books, or by some other means equally for- 
tunate, have been covered up, representing 
considerable amounts to which the Govern- 
ment of the United States is fairly entitled 
under our internal revenue Jaw. 

It is further alleged thatspecific information 
upon these subjects is in the possession of cer- 
tain experts, certain gentlemen who are unwill- 
ing to communicate this information and give 
the Government the benefit of it, unless upon 
such terms by which they shall be compen- 
sated for this information. Now, I agree that 
this is an awkward relation for the Government 
to occupy in regard to a matter in which it has 
au interest. It would be a much more manly 
way for the persons possessing the informa- 
tion to come forward and communicate it to 
the proper officers ; but it is alleged that these 
persons will not do so, and itis for the pur- 
pose of allowing the Government officers to 
avail themselves of the knowledge thus pos- 
sessed by certain experts that this amendment’ 
was offered. We are assured that it will be 
the means of recovering a considerable sum of 
money now withheld by corporations and per- 
haps by individuals, who are really indebted to 
the Government a large sum of money. 

Mr. WOOD. I would ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he is not aware that the De- 
partment is already provided with every facil- 
ity for the investigation of such matters where 
there is any reason to presume that there is 
any intention to evade the law, either the 
income tax or any other, and whether ex- 
perience has not taught us that the system 
recently introduced of spies is not inconsist- 
ent with our institutions, and also if the large 
corporations to which the gentleman refers 
have not the means of convincing the agents 
that they can be of more advantage to them 
than the Government can be, and whether the 
system has not failed and been of no advan- 
tage to the Government whatever ? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have nottimeto answer 
the points suggested by the gentleman from 
New York fully. Perhaps if he had heard the 
opening of my remarks he would have ascer- 
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tained that I was not in favor of the proposition 


contained in the report of the committee of 
conference, and apologized for recommending 
that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment. I am opposed to this 
whole system: but I say that in view of the 
extraordinary siatemeuts made to us as to 
what would probably be accomplished by the 
amendment, I did not feel justified in stand- 
ing out longer against it. If anything comes 
of it of course no harm is done. If any good 
comes of it of course it will be worth whatever 
itamountsto. Onthe contrary, if this particu- 
lar measure shall prove to be not for the in- 
terests of the Government then it will be the 
end of such legislation. In fact it isthe ex- 
piring effort on the part of the Government to 
get hold of such information as the Govern- 
ment is entitled to but cannot get in any other 
way. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield fora 
moment to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. MAYNARD. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to say a word 
in relation to the ninety-second amendment of 
the Senate. An amendment was passed by 
the House requiring that the railway track 
in front of the west gate of the Capitol shall 
be taken up. The committee of conference 
report as follows: 

That a commission, consisting of the Secretary of 
the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, and 
the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, 
is hereby authorized and directed to examine and 
report to Congress, prior to the second Monday of 
December next, aplan by which the locomotive rail- 
road track in front of the western entrance of the 
Capitol shall be removed, with due regard to the 
rights of all parties concerned, and by which proper 
connections with other railroads may be made; and 
the House agree to the same. 

I would inquire of the gentleman who has 
charge of this report whether it is contem- 
plated that the track shall not be interfered 
with until that commission makes a report? - 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will answer 
the gentleman by saying that the Senate ob- 
jected to the House proposition on the ground 
that it required an unconditional removal of 
the track, and did not provide any method of 
affording a communication between Virginia 
and the northern railroads. They agreed that 
a commission should be appointed to make a 
proposition by which there should be located 
another track, and reportto usnext December. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has it come to this 
that Congress has to indicate to a railroad 
company where it shall form its connections ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. It runs over 
our property. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is not necessary 
that it should go over our property; they can 
go outside of the Government property. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say to 
the gentleman if he will-allow me-—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. A railroad engin- 
eer is the proper man to make a report on 
this subject. 

Mr. GAREIELD, of Ohio. I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon; I do not propose to let any 
railroad engineer say where in Waslsington 
under or over the property of the United States 
a road shall go. 

’ Mr. FARNSWORTH. He can ask our per- 
mission where to go. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The trouble is 
that Congress has given these people the right 
to put down the road there. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Congress not only 
gave the right to build the road, but they built 
it, and paid for itthemselves, in order to secure 
connection with the roads south. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentle- 
man is mistaken about that. The conference 
committee had before them the statute of 1863 
and the later statute of 1866, and they consid- 
ered them carefully, and found that in order to 
do justice to all concerned it was best that the 
Government itself should indicate where the 
connection should be made, and then require 
the track to be removed and put down in the 
new place according as Congress may determ 
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ine when the commissioners make their report. 

The gentleman who first introduced this prop- 

osition Iam sure is entirely satisfied with the 
resent form of it. ‘ 

Mr. MAYNARD. Allow me to say that my 
object in calling attention to it was to enable 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to 
say what he has said, and to relieve any soli- 

‘citude that might be felt by the business com- 
munity that use this track so largely. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire now-——- 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield to me fora moment. It was on 
my motion. last Friday that this report was 
postponed until to-day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RANDALL. I never occupy a great 
deal of time; but the gentleman seems to 
have studiously avoided hearing my request 
for a little time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. My dear sir, take 
all the time you want, but do not be too long. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have repeatedly asked 
the gentleman to yield to me, and he did not 
appear to notice it. 

Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
floor to the gentleman entirely. 

Mr. RANDALL. What are the provisions 
of this thirty-fourth amendment? I am en- 
tirely unwilling that the statements of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Nipracx,] who 
was a member of the committee of confer- 
ence, shall go without any reply. He tells 
us distinctly that personally he disapproved 
of this provision, but found himself so much 
embarrassed in the couference that he had 
to yield his personal opinion in order to 
secure a report. What does this amendment 
propose? It proposes the creation of three 
new officers, and that, too, at a time when the 
honorable gentleman who was just now occu 
pying the Speaker's chair [Mr. Dawes] has 
introduced here, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as I understand, a 
bill to reduce the number of revenue officers 
by fifteen hundred or two thousand. In view 
of this fact, this proposition is to my mind 
very objectionable. Admit ail the good that 

as been suggested, and still, in view of the 
fact that this same proposition has been over 
and over again before us for two years past, 
and we have heard these same stories about 
these mythical amounts of money that can be 
secured by these spies and detectives, still I sub- 
mit that the Department which proposes now 
so immense a reduction in their number of 
officers must certainly have a sufficient force 
at present to perform all the duties contem- 
plated by this amendment. ‘his is one objec- 
tion, 

But there are still stronger objections to this 
scheme of pouncing down upon merchants 
and corporations by designing men whose 
interest it is to plunder them and to black- 
mail them. You will observe that itis adroitly 
made to appear that the Government shall 
expend no money in the way of salary. But 
there is a further provision which makes it 
desirable for one of these men to squeeze out 
of any man whom he may be able to frighten, 
Just as you saw it in the early part of the 
collection of the revenue, as large a sum of 
money as possible. There were not a few 
such cases; there were cases in my own city 
where the officers had that right as is provided 
in this proposition. What was the result? 

y, sir, in very many instances, these offi- 
cers went to merchants and demanded their 
books, and then, upon some flimsy pretext, 
declared that the merchants had violated the 
law and they were going to proceed to arrest 
them. I know of one instance in which a 
merchant, who was subsequently shown to 

e an upright man, who it was subsequently 
shown had never either intentionally or unin- 
tentially committed any wrong against the 
revenue laws, in order to avoid the exposure 
and arrest at that time of these black-mailers, 
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absolutely paid $1,000. That money was paid ; 
but the merchant subsequently caused the arrest 
of those two revenue officers, and they not only 
gave the money back, but were tried for what 
they had done; and it was only by a sort of 
subterfuge that they were acquitted in the 
United States court at Philadelphia. 

Now, this provision may have reference to 
a higher class of plunderers ; but the opera- 
tion of such legislation must be the same; and 
at atime when we are proposing to simplify 
the collection of the revenue, to raise revenue 
from a reduced number of articles and to col- 
lect it solely by stamps, there can be no pos- 
sible necessity for any such provision as this. 
I hope the House will have the good sense to 
vote down the proposition, as it has repeatedly 
heretofore voted down almost unanimously 
propositions of the same kind. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add 
two or three words, which perhaps I ought to 
have said before taking my seat a few moments 
ago. This bill is, to use a common phrase, 
one of the cleanest that we have bad for years 
under this title. Everybody understands that 
when the two Houses disagree upon a measure 
of this kind, and there are numerous amend- 
ments, there must be mutual concessions. 

I repeat most distinctly that I am opposed 
to the proposition now under discussion, as I 
have been whenever it has been presented. 
Still, I was overruled, as were the other con- 
ferees on the part of the House, by the repre- 
sentations made to us on the part of the Sen- 
ate. ‘I'he question now presented to the House 
assumes this form: shall we reject this report 
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on account of this single objectionable propo- 
sition, when it is provided that no compensa- 
tion shall be allowed to these officers unless 
they recover money for the Government? In 
other words, they are to get fortheir services 
a portion of the money they recover. Under 
these circumstances, I for one have felt con- 
strained to yield my personal opposition to 
this single provision and to sign the report. I 
would regret to see the bill lost on this ac- 
count, though Ido not wish to be considered 
as at all responsible for the provision now 
under discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no danger of 
losing the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER. Is not the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself opposed to this provision? 

Mr. NIBLACK. [ am not authorized to 
say that the Secretary of the Treasury is op- 
posed to it; but he has been represented to 
us as opposed to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to ask a parlia- 
mentary question: whether it would not be 
competent for the House to recommit this 
report with instructions to strike out this sec- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. A conference under such 
instructions would not be a free conference; 
but the House, of course, can have a limited 
conference if it so desires. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the Speaker guide 
me in making a motion which will accomplish 
my object ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion which the 
gentleman has statcd would be a competent 
motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
slightest danger by our rejection of that 
amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire, before 
calling the previous question, to say a word 
upon two points which have been referred to 
in this discussion. First, as to salaries ; the 
Senate sent over to us amendments increasing 
seventy-nine salaries, the increase amounting 
in the aggregate to $116,000. The conference 
committee brings you back a report proposing 
an increase of only eight salaries, and two ot 
these are salaries in which the House, in other 
votes on this and other bilis, has already indi- 
cated its purpose to increase. So that. besides 
these two salaries we concede an increase of 
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but six salaries, instead of the seventy-nine 
proposed by the Senate. : 

Mr. HOLMAN, Is not the gentleman mis- 
taken as to the action of the House? Was 
not our action confined to one office, that of 
Second Comptroller? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In this bill 
there was in another form an increase of the 
salary of the Register. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Simply for a single year. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. No; the gen- 
tleman is mistaken. On motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] an in- 
crease was granted to the Register in the form 
of fees for signing bonds. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that was only a tem- 
porary increase—not permanent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Now, I say to 
the House that we bring back to it a bill with 
the increase of salaries struck out in seventy- 
one out of those seventy-nine cases in which 
the Senate proposed an increase. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The Senate struck out 
our provision for a percentage, and included 
the Register in this increase. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly; so 
that now the five judges of the Court of Claims, 
the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, the 
Register of the Treasury, Mr. Allison, and the 
supervising architect are the only .officers 
whose salaries are raised by the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I turn for a moment to 
the other point. No member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations was more opposed or is 
more opposed to the idea of moieties than I. 
I was opposed to putting on the clause to which 
the several gentlemen have referred. We 
found the Senate making this statement. The 
Senate conferees told us they had reason to 
believe single corporations had covered up 
under the form of stock accounts and other 
bonds $500,000 which ought to have been paid 
into the Treasury as an income tax. And they 
had reason to believe this provision would 
enable tbe Secretary of the Treasury to secure 
the repayment of that sum. ‘The Senate 
conferees were a uniton this subject, and not- 
withstanding all the representations we made, 
they would not give way. 1 do not believe a 
better result can be had if we vote a dozen 
conferences. I have no personal pride in this 
conference report; but J say at this stage of 
the session, when this report has cost five ses- 
sions of the conference committee to produce 
the result, I should be sorry to see it defeated 
in this single point. I demand the previous 
question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. lask the gentleman to 
let me move to amend. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot. : 

Mr. RANDALL.  Thopethe previous ques- 
tion will be voted down. I desire to ask a 
parliamentary question, whether we have not 
the right to have another conference to take 
out that portion of this report? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House so order it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Isit nota free conference? 

The SPEAKER. It is; at the same time 
it is better to recommit a bill, because the con- 
ference committee will know precisely on what 
point the House voted to recommit. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is not that course quite 
unusual? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BANKS. | desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio whether the amendment in refer- 
ence to removing the railway track near the 
Capitol gate provides for the removal of the 
track or defers the matier entirely? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1t provides for 
the removal of the track and for the sending 
in of plans for any other proposed location, 
which is to be subject to the approval of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to move to 
recommit the bill if the previous question be 
not seconded ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
previous question. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 
66, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. RANDALL tellers. 

The House again divided ; and there were— 
ayes eighty, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 81, not voting 
79; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Bingham, Austin 
. Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, Dunnell, 
Elliott, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hamble- 
ton, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. 
Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, Maynard, McJunkin, 
Merriam, Monroe, Morphis, Negley, Niblack. Pack- 
ard, Patmer, Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Platt, Poland, 
Porter, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sessions, Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John A. 
Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, Snyder, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, 
Stowell, Swann, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Town- 
send, Twichell, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, 
Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiuna, and John 
T. Wilson—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker. Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Bell, Beveridge, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
James Brooks, Caldwell, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Conner, Crossland, Davis, Duke, Hames, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Getz, Golladay, 
Haldeian, Handley, Hanks, Harper, Hay, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lewis, 
Manson, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Grew, McHenry, Mcintyre, Mercur, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Mitcholl, Leonard Myers, Orr, Hosea W., 
Parker, Bli Perry, Price, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Scofield, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Storm, Suth- 
erland, ‘Jerry, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Waldron, 
Whitthorno, Joremiah M. Wilson, and Wood—81. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barber, 

arnum, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, Biggs, Boles, 
Bright, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Cox, Crobs, 
Creoly, Criteher, Do Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duoll, Bly, Forkor, Charles Foster, Henry D, Foster, 
Garrett, Goodrich, Griflith, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, 
Harmer, Georgo lè. Harris, Jobn P. Harris, Havens, 
Horetord, Kellogg, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lansing, Leach, Lynch, Marshall, MeKeo, Meltin- 
ney, McNeely, Merrick, Moore, Morey, Morgan, 
Packer, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, 
Potter, Prindlo, Ritcbic, Robinson, Sawyer, Seeley, 
Sheldon, Shallabarger, Snapp, Thomas J. Spoer, 
Strong, St. Jobn, Sypher, Van Trump, Walls, War- 
ren, Wolls, Whiteley, Williams of New York, Win- 
chester, and Young—79, 


So the report of the committee of confer- 
ence was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to recommit the 
report to the committee of conference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not see 
how that can be done, the Senate having 
already acted upon the report. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Would not the 
proper course be to appoint another commit- 
tee? 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the 
rules preventing the recommittal of the report 
the same committee. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let it go 
back to the same committee. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think it should go back 
to the same committee. I believe there has 
never been a better conference committee 
appointed on the part of the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Have reports ever 
been recommitted under such circumstances? 

The SPEAKER. Very frequently. It has 
been done with this bill once already. 

` Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has it been done 
after a report has been acted upon by the 
Senate? 

‘The SPEAKER. That does not interfere 
at ali with the question of recommittal. 

Mr. WOOD. I wish to inquire if it would 
be in order to express a hope that the com- 
mittee will stand by the action which the 
House has just taken? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ex- 
preni that hope in public orin private. [Laugh- 
ter. 


The question being taken on recommitting 
the report to the committee of conference, it- 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report was recommitted to 
the conference committee ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BEAVER LAKE, INDIANA. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, by 


unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back the bill (S. 
No. 616) to authorize the survey and sale of 
the lands forming the bed of Beaver lake, in 
the State of Indiana, with a substitute. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, 
only the substitute reported by the Committee 
on the Public Lands will be read. : 

There was no objection; and the substitute 
was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause all that part of the publie domain known 
as the bed of Beaver lake, and situated in the 
county of Newton, in the State of Indiana, forming 
parts of township thirty north, ranges eight, nine 
and ten west, and of township thirty-one north, 
range nine west, to besurveyed and offered for sale 
in legalrubdivisions at the court-housein the county 
of Newton, first giving sixty days’ notice of the time 
and place ofsuch sale, by publication in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in the city 
of Indianapolis, Indiana, and also in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in said county 
of Newton. 

Src. 2. ‘That all actual settlers upon,and inhabit- 
ants of, any parts of the lands forming said bed of 
Beaver lake on the Ist day of January, A. D. 1871, 
who have made permanent improvements there- 
on, upon proof, satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Interior, of such settlement andimprovement prior 
to that date, shall have priority of purchase of the 
full amount of said lands so occupied and improved 
by them, at the rate of $1 25 per acre for said lands 
and improvements; and that all holders of any 
parts of said laads, by purchase in good faith and 
for a valuable consideration, mediately or imme- 
diately from the State of Indiana, or its assigns, or 
from Michael @, Bright, or his assigns, or by devise 
or inheritance from such purchaser, shall be entitled 
to enter the lands so held, in legal subdivisions, at 
the land office at Indianapolis, Indiana, at the price 
of $1 25 per acre, in preference to all other persons: 
Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to make any vendor liable 
to his vendce for any purchase-money that may 
have been paid, excepting to the extent of the 
amount that such vendeo may be required to pay in 
order to perfect his title under the provisions of this 
act; nor shall anything herein contained be so con- 
strued as to prevent any vendor from recovering 
from his vendee any unpaid purohase money, ex- 
cepting that such vendec may have an abatement of 
such purchase-money, to the extent of any sum he 
may havo paid, pursuant to the provisions of this 
act, for tho purpose of perfecting his title. 

Sro. 3. That the residue of said lands shall be dis- 
posed of at public sale to the highest bidder at a 
price not less than $1 25 per acre. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask leave to offer the 
following amendment, to go in at the end of 
the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, directed ont of the proceeds of said land to 
pay to the State of Indiana the sum of money actu- 
ally oxpended by said State in draining said lake, 
not exceeding, however, $18,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be no 
objection to that amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 
to admitting it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will 
not object. The money which has made this 
bad valuable ought to be refunded to the 

tate. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. That 
question has been considered, and I cannot 
admit the amendment. 

The substitute reported by the Committee 
on the Public Lands was agreed to. . 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I object 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also 
moved that the title of the bill be changed so 
as to read: ‘fA bill for the sale of lands 
reclaimed by the drainage of Beaver lake, 
Indiana.” 

The motion was agreed to; and the title was 
changed accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 
move that the House proceed to the considera. 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the rules be ©. 
suspended, and that the House proceed to the. 
consideration of the concurrent resolution of 
the Senate, tendering the thanks of Congress to 
the people of the State of Connecticut for the 


statues of Jonathan Trumbull and Roger < 


Sherman, and accepting these works of art in 
the name of the nation. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
will be three hours of speeches on that reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. LTunderstood 
that Monday, ‘luesday, Wednesday, Thursday, 
and Friday of this week were set apart for 
debate on the tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. I have been very desirous 
of moving that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. BUTLER, | to 
proceed to business on the Speaker’s table, 
is privileged. The motion of the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. KeLLOcG,] being a 
motion to suspend the rules, is of higher 
privilege. 

The question being taken on Mr. KELLOGG’ S 
motion, there were—ayes 53, noes 71. 

Se (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof ) the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. COBURN. I move to suspend the 
rules for the consideration of the bill to enable 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors, 
their widows and children, to obtain home- 
steads on the public lands of the United 
States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish 
to know how the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Cosurn] got the floor to make that 
motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The moment the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BUrLER] moved 
to proceed to business on the Speaker’s table 
his possession of the floor was exhausted. 
He does not now occupy the floor, and the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Copurn] moves 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of bring- 
ing before the House the bill whose title be 
has given, : 

The Chair would further say, and he desires . 
the attention of the gentleman from Massachu-. 
setts, that he has the right to make his motion 
to proceed to business on the Speaker's table 
by a suspension of the rules. That would take 
precedence of any other suspension of the rules. 
If the gentleman desires to try the sense of 
the House on that, the Chair would entertain 
the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
desire to make my motion so that it will 
require a two-thirds vote to suspend the rules, 
unless it be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Then, so long as any one 
desires to move to suspend the rules, of course 
the gentleman’s motion cannot be put. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, I 
will move to suspend the rules to go to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. We have not 
been to the business on the Speaker’s table 
this session, and many Senate bills have not 
been referred to the committees which have 
to consider them. 

Mr. RANDALL, Will the gentleman con- 
fine his motion so that we shall go to the 
Speaker’s table to consider bills for reference 
only and such as are not objected to? 

Mr. SARGENT. There are bills upon the 
Speaker's table that passed the House and in 


1872. 


which the Senate has made some amend- 
ment. There is no necessity to refer those 
bills. 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion is made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] that the House proceed to the busi: 
ness on the Speaker’s table for the purpose of 
considering such bills as there is no objection 
to, and such as are to be referred only. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
modify my motion in that way. I move to 
suspend the rules to go to business on the 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can I move to amend 
that motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend 
the rules is not amendable. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will confine his motion to refer- 
ences and to the passage of such bills as there 
is no objection to, I, for one, should have no 
objection to his motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. When 
there is objection to a bill the House willhave 
it all in their own hands. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, they will not. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
Burer, of Massachusetts ; and there were— 
ayes 84, noes 44. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, called for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. RANDALL, were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 85, noes 41. 

So the motion to proceed to business on the 
Speaker's table was agreed to. 

TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER, as the first business on 
the Speaker's table, laid before the House 
the following message from the President of 
the United States; 


In answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of yesterday, I transmit a report of the 
Secretary of State and copies of the British counter 


ease, and the volumes of appendices to the British 


case which accompany it. 
U. S. GRANI. 

WASHINGTON, April 26, 1872. 

The message was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me sug- 
gest that we ought to make some arrangement 
for the printing of the counter case. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs will undoubtedly 
immediately report a resolution for that pur- 


ose. 
z Mr. BROOKS, of New York. He will have || 


no opportunity unless it be by unanimous con- 
sent of the House. 

The SPEAKER, It will have the same 
opportunity that exists now. f 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I suggest 
that the report be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will 
frame a resolution for that purpose, he can 
have it referred to the Committee on Printing. 


NEW JERSEY SURFMEN. 
The next business on the Speaker's table 


was the bili (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the | 


appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
at alternate life-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1872, to be expended in employing crews 
at such stations, and for such periods, and at 
such compensation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem reasonable, not to exceed 
forty dollars per month for each person em- 
ployed, returned from the Senate with an 
amendment. 

The amendment cf the Senate was read as 
follows: s 

On page 1, line two, after the word “dollars,” 
insert ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


42p Cone. 2p Suss.—-No. 182. 


FANNIE M. JACKSON. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the bill (H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Fannie M. Jackson, of Tennessee, returned 
from the Senate with an amendment. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Fannie M. Jackson, of the State 


of Tennessee, the sum of $1,890, in fall for | 


twelve bales of cotton seized by officers of the 
Treasury Department and the proceeds cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States. 

The amendment of the Senate was to strike 
out ‘t $1,890, and insert in lieu thereof 
‘+ $698 68." 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Claims to move to non- 
concurin that amendment, and ask a commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


G. $. BAKER. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the Senate amendment to House bill No. 
112, for the relief of G. S. Baker, of Maryville, 
Missouri, for the reissue of a certain bond. 

The amendment was to strike out the word 
tt identity” and insert the word ‘‘ indemnity.” 

The SPEAKER. Itis to correct an error 
of enrollment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


SPECIAL COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table. 
was the amendments of the Senate to House 
bill No. 1149, to authorize the commissioners 
of claims to appoint special commissioners to 
take testimony, and for other purposes. 

The amendments were, in fine seven, page 
1, strike out ‘‘five dollars’’ and insert ‘‘ ten 
cents per folio ;”’ in line nineteen, page 1, strike 
out all after ‘‘them’’ down to and including 
“amount” in line twenty, page 2; at the end 
of section three insert the following : 

But no claim where the amount exceeds $10,000 
shall be examined, decided, and reported by the 
commissioners to Congress, except the testimony on 
behalf of the claimant in such ease shall have been 


taken orally before the commissioners, or some one 
of them personally, or shall have been taken pre- 


| vious to the 3d day of March, 1871, to be used in tho 


Court of Claims or before some Department of the 
Government. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I move thatthe 
amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT WILLIAMS, JR. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to House bill 
No. 1948, for the relief of Robert Williams, 
jr., collector of third district of Ohio. 

The amendment was to add to the bill the 
following: 

And provided further, That such accounting offi- 
cers shall be satisfied by competent testimony that 
all such stamps were stolen without any default or 
negligence on the part of said Williams or hig 
agent. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. {I move that the 
amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SETTLERS ON OSAGE LANDS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to House 
bill No. 878, for the relief of settlers on the 
Osage lands, in the State of Kansas. | 


The amendment was to strike out all after jj 


line seventeen, page 1, down to and including 
“Land Office,” in line twenty. 

Mr. LOWE. I move that the amendment. 
be concurred in. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


i 


l son” might take up a mining claim. The 


i| House. 
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po 
| Mr. STEVENSON. Let the words be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Prior to the 15th of November, 1871, as required 


by the instructions of issi y “ 
Crt Pee TO of the Commissioner of the Gen 


Mr. DICKEY. Why are those words 
stricken out? 
Mr. STEVENSON. I had charge of this 


bill, and I have examined this amendment, 
| and move that it be concurred in. 

Mr. DICKEY. For what reasons? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ifthe Clerk will read 
the section as it will stand if the amendment 
is concurred in, the gentleman will see the 
reason for it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That any actual settler upon these lands who may 
have failed to pay for and enter the land settled 
upon by him under the act of July 15, 1870, shall 
have three months from the date of this act in which 
to file his declaratory statement, and shall be re- 


quired to prove up his claim and pay for the land 
before tho 1st day of January, 1873, &e. 


Mr. STEVENSON. The original bill lim- 
ited the benefit of this clause to those who had 
settled prior to November 15,1871. Striking 
out those words extends the benefits of this 
act. 

Mr. DICKEY. Extends them how far? 

Mr. STEVENSON. To all who are set- 
tlers at the time of the passage of this act. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. LOWE moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PREEMPTORS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to House 
bill No. 864, to extend the time of payment for 


|| their lands by persons holding preémptions. on 


the public lands in the State of Minnesota. 

The amendments were to strike out ‘“ State 
of Minnesota” and insert ‘States of Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and Territory 
of Dakota; in line four strike out ‘‘two years,” 
and insert ‘one year; amend the title so that 
it will read: 

An act to extend the time cf payment for their 
lands by persons holding predmptiongs on the publie 
lands in the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan, and the Territory of Dakota. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the amend-, 
ments be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the 
vote just taken; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEVELOPMENT OF MINING RESOURCES. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1016) to promote the development 
of the mining resources of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. The amendment which 
comes from the Senate is in the form of a 
substitute; yet the variations from the bill as 
passed by the House are very trifling. | will 
say that the original bill was reported in this 
House unanimously from the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, and, after an explanation, 
was passed without a division. In the Senate 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, and the 
Delegates and members of the House from the 


i| mining Territories and States, aided that com- 


mittee in perfecting the bill and improving its 
machinery. The bill is now entirely satisfac- 
tory to every Delegate and every member from 
the mining States and Territories, as well as 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining of this 
The substitute can be read at length 
if it be desired; yet the amendments are really 
merely verbal except as to one or two points, 
; upon which I can make an explanation. 

| “The House bill provided that “any per- 
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Senate has struck out the words ‘‘any per- 
són?’ and substituted ‘‘any citizen of the 
United States or person who has declared his 
intention to become such.” We are satisfied 
with that modification. Another amendment 
of the Senate reduces the length to which a 
quartz claim may extend from three thousand 
to fifteen hundred feet. We assent also to this. 
We are satisfied that a quartz lode of fifteen 
hundred feet will be. perhaps as much as any 
company can profitably work. 

There is also in the Senate substitute a pro- 
vision that placer claims upon surveyed lands 
shall conform wherever possible to the legal 
subdivisions. We believe this provision will 
operate well enough, and do not object to it. 
Another provision put on by the Senate, and 
J believe the last one of any materiality, is 
that where by the segregation of a mining 
claim in a section of forty acres there shall 
be left twenty or thirty acres of merely agri- 
cultural land, that land may be entered under 
the homestead or preémption laws by any per- 
son authorized to do so. 

These are-all the substantial variations of 
the Senate substitute from the House bill, and 
I ask that the amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for the reading 
of the substitute. 

The substitute was read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the following: j an 

That all valuable mineral deposits in lands be- 
longing to the United States, both surveyed and 


unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free and | 


open to exploration and purchase, and the lands in 
which they are found to occupation and purchase, 
by citizens of the United States and those who have 
declared their intention to become such, under reg- 
ulations prescribed by law, and according to the 
local customs or rules of miners, in the several 


abandonment of the right to all undiscovered veins 
on the line of said tunnel. ae tact 
Src. 5. That the miners of each mining district 
; may make rules and regulations not in conflict with 
the laws of the United States, or with the laws of 
the State or Territory in which the district is situ- 
ated, governing the location, manner of recording, 
amount of work necessary to hold possession of a 
mining claim, subject to the following requirements: 
the location must be distinctly marked on the 


or claims located by reference to some natural ob- 
ject or 
claim. i! 
this act, and until a patent shall have been issued 


during each year. 
be performed or improvements made for each.one 


shall have been issued therefor; but where such 


comply with these conditions, the claim or mine 
upon which such failure occurred shall be open to 
relocation in the same manner as if no location of 
the same had ever been made: Provided, That the 
original locators, their heirs, assigns, or legal repre- 
sentatives, have not resumed work upon the claim 
after such failure and before such location. Upon 
|| the failure of any one of several coéwners to con- 
tribute his proportion of the expenditures required 
ij by this act, the codwners who have performed the 
labor or made the improvements may, at the expir- 
ation of the year, give such delinquent coOwner 
personal notice in writing, or notice by publication 
in the newspaper published nearest the claim, for at 


| piration of ninety days after such notice in writing 
or by publication, such delinquent should fail or 
refuse to contribute his proportion to comply with 
‘this act, his interest in the claim shall become the 
property of hiscodwners who have made the required 
expenditure. } 

Sec. 6. That a patent for any land claimed and 


following manner: any person, association, or cor- 


mining districts, so far as the same are applicable 
pad not inconsistent with the laws of the United 
States, 

SEC. 2. That mining claims upon veins or lodes of 
quartz or other rock in place bearing gold, silver, 
cinnabar. lead, tin, copper, or other valuable de- 

osits, heretofore located, shall be governed as to 
ength along the vein or lode by the customs, reg- 
ulations, and laws in force at the date of their loca- 
tion. A mining claim located after the passage of 

. this act, whether located by one or more persons, 
may equal, but shall not exceed, fifteen hundred 
feet in length along the vein or lode; but no loca- 
tion of a mining vlaim shall be made until the | 
discovery of the vein or lode within the limits of 
the claim located. No claim shall extend more 
than three hundred feet on cach side of the middle of 
the vein at the surfice, nor shall any claim belim- | 
ited by any mining regulation to less than twenty- | 
five feet on each side of the middle of the vein at 
the surface, except where adverse rights existing 
at tho passage of this act shall render such limita- 
„tion necessary. The end lines of each claim shail 
be parallel to each other. 

Sec. 3. That the locators of all mining locations 
heretofore made, or which shall hereafter be made, 
on any mineral vein, lode, or ledge, situated on the 
public domain, their heirs and assigns, where no 
adverse claim exists at the passage of this act, so 
long as they comply with the laws of the United 


States, and with State, territorial, and local regula- | 


tions notin conflict with said laws of the United 
States governing their possessory title, shall have 
the oxclusive rigat of possession and enjoyment of 
all the surface included within the lines of their 
locations, and of all veins, lodes,and ledges through- 
out their entire depth, the top or apexof which lies 
inside of such surface lines extended downward ver- 
tically, although such veins, lodes, or ledges may 
so far depart from a perpendicular in their course 
downward as to extend outside the vertical side 
lines of said surface locations: Provided, That their 
right of possession to such outside parts of said Veins 
or ledges shall be confined tosuch portions thereof 
ae lie between vertical planes drawn downward as 
aforesaid, through the end lines of their locations, 
so continued in their own direction that such planes 
will intersect such exterior parts of said veins or 
ledges: And provided further, That nothing in this 
section shall authorize the locator or possessor of a 
vein or lode which extends in its downward course 
beyond the vertical lines of his claim to enter 
upon the surface of a claim owned or possessed by 
another. 

Suc. 4. That wherea tunnel isrun forthe develop- 
ment of a vein or lode or for the discovery of mines, 
the owners of such tunnel shall have the right of 
possession of all veins or lodes within three thou- 
sand fect from the face of such tunnel on the line : 
thereof, not previously known to exist, discovered 
in such tunnel, to the same extent as if discovered 
from the surface; and locations on the line of such 
tunnel of veins or lodes not appearing on the sur- 
face, made by other parties alter the commence- 
ment of the tunnel, and while the same is being | 


prosecuted with reasonable diligence, shall be in- |: 


valid; but failure to prosecute the work on the 


$unnei for six months shall be considered as an | 


poration authorized to locate aclaim under this act, 
having claimed and located a piece of land for such 
purposes, who has. or have, complied with the terms 


application for a patent, under oath, showing such 
compliance, together with a plat and field-notes of 
the claim or claims in common, made by or under 


claims, which shall be distinctly marked 
ments on the ground, and shall post a copy of such 
plat, together with a notice of such application for 


application for a patent, and shall file an affidavit 
of at least two persons that such notice has been 
duly posted as aforesaid, and shall file a copy of said 


entitled to a patent for said land, in the manner 


and affidavits, shall publish a notice that such 


days, in a newspaper to be by him designated as 
published nearest to said claim; and he shall also 
post such notice in his office for the same period. 
The claimant at the time of filing this application, 
or at any time thereafter, within the sixty days of 
publication, shall file with the register a certificate 


of labor has been expended or improvements made 
upon the claim by himself or grantors; that the plat 


accurate description, to be incorporated in the pat- 
ent. At the expiration of the sixty days of publica- 
tion the claimant shall file his affidavit, showing 
that the plat and notice have been posted in a con- 
Spicnous place on the claim during said period of 
publication. If no adverse claim shall have been 
filed with the register and the receiv 
land office at the ex 
publication, it 
is entitled to th 
| proper officer of five dollars per acre, and that no 
_ adverse claim exists; and thereafter no objection 
from third parties to the issuance of a patent shall 
be heard 
failed to comply with this act. 

Sec. 7. That whe 
during the period of publication, it shall b 
oath of the person or person: 
shall show the nature, 
such adverse claim, an 
publication of notice 
affidavit thereof, shal 
i versy shall h 


d all proceedings, except the 


H be stayed until the contro- 
ave been settled or decided by a court 
of competent jurisdiction, or the adverse claim 
waived. Itshali be the duty of the adverse claim- 
ant, within thirty days after filing his claim, to com- 
mence proceedings in a court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, to determine the question of the right of pos- 
session, and prosecute the same with reasonable 

iligence to final judgment; and a failure so to do 
shall be a waiver of his adverse claim. After such 
judgment shall have been rendered, the party enti- 
tled to the possession of the claim, or any portion 


i 


nd tl erofthe proper || 
xpiration of the sixty days of | 
shall be assumed that the applicant i 
he patent, upon the payment to the |! 


, except it be shown that the applicant has 


re an adverse claim shall be filed | 
e upon : 
s making the same, and | 
boundaries, and extent of ` 


and making and filing of the ; 


Hs 


ground so that its boundaries can be readily traced. . 
All records of mining claims hereafter made shall : 
contain the name or names of the locators, the date , 
of the location, and such a description of the claim | 


ermanent monument as will identify the : 
n each claim located after the passage of : 


therefor, not less than one hundred dollars’ worth : 
of labor shall be performed or improvements made 

On all claims located prior to the ` 
passage of this act ten dollars’ worth of labor shall : 
hundred feet in length along the vein until a patent ' 


claims are held in common such expenditure may be ; 
made upon any one claim; and upon a failure to | 


least once a week for ninety days, and if at the ex- | 


located for valuable deposits may be obtained in the ` 


of this act, may file in the proper land office an | 


; the direction of the United States surveyor general, | 
showing accurately the boundaries of the claim or , 
by monu- , 


a patent, in a conspicuous place on the land em- ; 
braced in such plat previous to the filing of the ° 


noticein such land office, and shall thereupon be | 


following: the register of the land office, upon the | 
filing of such application, plat, field-notes, notices, | 


application has been made, for the period of sixty | 


of the United Statessurveyor general that $500 worth | 


| 
| 
i 
: 
! 
I 
i 
| 


rs; t ‘| ation under ex 
|| is correct, with such further description by such | 
reference to natural objects or permanent monu- | 
ments as shall identity the claim, and furnish an | 


i! provisions of this act a 
; to amend an act 


: other purposes,” approved 


thereof, may, without giving further notice, file a 
certified copy of the judement-roll with the register 
of the land office, together with the certificate of the 
surveyor general that the requisite amount of labor 
has been expended, or improvements made thereon, 
and the description required in other cases, and shall 
pay to the receiver five dollars per acre for bis claim, 
together with the proper fees, whereupon the whole 
proccedings and the judgment-roil shall be certified 
by the register to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and a patent shall issue thereon for the 
claim, or such portion thercof as the applicant shall 
appear, from the decision of the court, to rightfully 
possess, If it shall appear from the decision of the 
court that several parties are entitled to separate 
and different portions of the claim, each party may 
pay for his portion of the claim, with the proper 
fees, and fiie the certificate and description by the 
surveyor general, whercupon the register shali cor- 
tify the proceedings and judgment-roll to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, as in the pre- 
ceding case, and patents shall issue to the several 
parties according to their respective rights. Proof 
of citizenship under this act, or the acts of July 26, 
1866, and July 9, 1870, in the case of an individual, 
may consist of his own aiiidavit thereof, and in cage 
of an association of persons unincorporated, of the 
affidavit of their authorized agent, made on hisown 
knowledge or upon information and belief, and in 
case of a corporation organized under the laws of 
the United States, or of any State or Territory of the 
United States, by the filing of a certified copy of 
their charter or certificate of incorporation; and 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to pre- 
vent the alienation of the title conveyed by a patent 
for a mining claim to any person whatever. i 

Src. 8. That the description of vein or lode claims, 
upon surveyed lands, shall designate the location of 
the claim with reference to the lines of the public 
surveys, but need not conform therewich: but where 
a patent shall be issued as aforesaid for claims upon 
unsurveyed lands, the surveyor general, in extend- 
| ing the surveys, shall adjust the same to the bound- 
aries of such patented claim, according to the plat 
or description thereof, but so as in no case to inter- 
| fere with or change the location of any such patented 
; claim. 

sec. 9. That sections one, two, three, four, and six 
of an act entitled “An act granting the right of way 
to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 26, 1868, are 
hereby repealed, but such repeal shall not affect 
existing rights. Applicationstor patents for mining 
claims now pending may be prosceuted to a final 
decision in the General Land Office: but in such 
; cases where adverse rights are not affected thereby, 

patents may issue in pursuance of the provisions of 
this act; and all patents for mining claims hereto- 
fore issued under the act of July 26, 1836, shall con- 
vey allthe rights and privileges conferred by this 
act where no adverse rights exist at the time of the 
passage of this act. A 

Src. 10. That the act entitled “An act to amend 
an act granting theright of way to ditch and canal 
owners over the public lands. and for other pur- 
| poses,” approved July 9, 1870, shall be and remain 
| in full force, except as to the proceedings to obtain 
; a patent, which shall be similar to the proceedings 
prescribed by sections six and seven of this act for 
obtaining patents to vein or lode claims: but where 
said placer claims shall be upon surveyed lands, and 
conform to jegal subdivisions, no futher survey or 
platshail be required. And all placer mining claims 
| hereafter located shall conform as near as practica- 
ble with the United States systetn of public land 
surveys and the rectangular subdivisions of such 
surveys, and no such location shall include more 
than twenty acres for each individual claimant; 
but where placer claims cannot be conformed to 
legal subdivisions survey and plat shall be madeason 
unsurveyed lands: Provided, That proceedings now 
pending may be prosecuted to their final dccermin- 
isting Jaws; but the provisions of this 
act, when not in conflict with existing laws, shall 
apply to such cases: Provided also, That where by 
the segregation of mineral lands in any legal sub- 
division a quantity of agricultural land less than 
forty acres remains, said fractional portion of agri- 
cultural land may be entered by any party quali- 
fied by law for homestead or preémption purposes. 

Sec. 11. That where the same person, association 
or corporation isin possession of a placer claim, and 
also a vein or lode included within the boundaries 
thereof, application shall be made for a patent for 
the placer claim, with the statement that it includes 
such vein or lode, and in such case (subject to the 
nd the act entitled ‘An act 
granting the right of way to diteh 
canal owners over the pablis lands, and for 

uly 9, 1870) a patent 

aim, including such vein 
of five dollars per acre 


and 


shall issue for the placer c} 
or lode, upon the payment 
for such vein or lode claim, and twenty-five feet of 
surface on each side thereof. The remainder of the 
placer claim, or any placer claim not em bracing 
any vein or lode claim, shall be paid for at the rate 
of $2 50 per acre, together with all costs of proceed- 
Ings; and where a vein or lode, such as is deseribed 
in the second section of this act, is known to exist 
within the boundaries of a placer claim, an appli- 
cation for a patent for such placer claim which does 
not include an application for the vein or lode claim 
shall be construed as a conclusive declaration that 
the claimant of the placer claim has no right of pos- 
session of the vein or lode claim; but where the 
existence of a vein or lodein a placer claim is not 
known, a patent for the placer claim shall convey 
all valuable mineral and other deposits within the 
boundaries thereof. 
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Sec. 12. That the surveyor general of the United 
States may appoiut in each land district containing 
mineral lands 23 many competent surveyors as shall 
apply for appointment to survey mining claims, 
The expenses of the survey of vein or lode claims, 
and the survey and subdivision of placer claims into 
smaller quantities than one hundred and sixty acres, 
together with the cost .of publication of notices, 
shall be paid by the applicants, and they shall be at 
liberty to obtain the game at the most reasonable 
rates, and they shall also be at liberty to employ any 
United States deputy surveyor to make the survey. 
fhe Commissi#mer of the General Land Office shall 
also have power to establish the maximum charges 
for surveys and publication of notices under this 
act; and, in case of excessive charges for publica- 
tion, he may designate any newspaper published in 
aland district where mines are situated for the pub- 
lication of mining notices in such district, and fix 
the rates to be charged by such paper; and, to the 
-end that the Commissioner may be fully informed on 
the subject, each applicant shall file with the regis- 
ter a sworn statement of all charges and fees paid by 
said applicant for publication and surveys, together 
with all fees and money paid tbe register and the 
receiver of the land office, which statement shall be 
transmitted, with the other papers in the case, to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. The fees 
of the register and the receiver shall be five dollars 
each for filing and acting upon each application for 


patent or adverse claim filed, and they shall be | 


allowed the amount fixed by law for reducing testi- 
mony to writing, when done in the land office, such 
fees and allowances to be paid by the respective 
parties; and no other fees shall be charged by thera 
insucheases. Nothing inthis actshali be construed 
to enlarge or affect the rights of either party in 
regard to any property in controversy at the time 
of the passage of this act, or of the act entitled 
“An act granting the right of way to ditch and canal 
owners over the public lands, and for other pnr- 
poses,” approved July 26, 1866, nor shall this act affect 
any right acquired under said act; and nothing in 
this act shall be construed to repeal, impair, or in 
any way affect the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act granting to A. Sutro the right of way and 

* other privileges to aid in the construction of a drain- 
ing and exploring tunnel to the Comstock lode, in 
the State of Nevada,” approved July 25, 1866. 

Sc. 13, That all affidavits required to be made 
under this act, or the act of which it is amendatory, 
may be verified before any officer authorized to ad- 
minister oaths within the land district, where the 
claims may be situated, and all testimony and 
proofs may be taken before any such officer, and 
when duly certified by the officer taking the sume, 
shall have the same force and effect as if taken 
before the register and the receiver of the Jand 
office. In eases of contest as to the mineral or 
agricultural character of land, the testimony and 
proofs may be taken as herein provided on per- 
sonal notice of at least ten days to the opposing 
party; or if said party cannot be found, then by 
publication of at least once a week for thirty days 
ina newspaper, to be designated by the register of 


the land office as published nearest to the location | 
of such land; and the register shall require proef || 


that such notice has been given. 

Sec. 14. That where two or more veins intersect 
or cross each other, priority of title shall govern, 
and such prior location shali be entitled to ali ore 
or mineral contained within the space of intersec- 
tion: Provided, however, That the subsequent loca- 
tion shall have the right of way through said space 
of intersection for the purposes of the convenient 
working of the said mine: And provided also, That 
where two or more veins unite, the oldest or prior 


location shall take the vein below the point of | 


union, including all the space of intersection. 

Seo. 15, That where non-mineral land not contig- 
uous to the vein or lode is used or oceupied by the 
proprietor of such vein or lode for mining or milling 
purposes, snch non-adjacent surface ground may be 
embraced and included in an application for a pat- 
ent for such vein or lode, and the same may be pat- 
enied therewith, subject to the same preliminary 
requirements as to survey and notice as are applica- 

le under this act to veins or lodes: Provided, That 
m location hereafter made of such non-adjacent 
and shall exceed five acres, and payment for the 
same must be made at the same rate as fixed by this 
act for the superficies of the lode. The owner of a 
quartz-mill or reduction-works, not owning a mine 
h connection therewith, may also receive a patent 
or his mill-site, as provided in this section. E 
a 16. That all acts and parts of acts inconsist- 
ae erewith are hereby repealed : Provided, That 
imr ing contained in this act shall be construed to 
Mpair, in any way, rights or interests in mining 
Property acquired under existing laws. 


Mr. SARGENT. The substitute having 


ie been read, I call for a vote on its adop- 
n. 


The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in, 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate amendment was con- 


curred ir ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 


E) . 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PERPETUATION OF TESTIMONY. 


; The next business on the Speaker's table 
vas the Senate amendment to the bill (H. R. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


No. 286) to perpetuate testimony in the courta |! r : 

i; or assigns, without collusion on his or their part, by 
| the judgment of any United States court, by reason 
| of a failure, without his or their fault or neglect, of 
| the title of the purchaser derived from said sale, 


ofthe United States. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out sll after the enacting clause of the bill 


and insert the following: |, 
That hereafter all depositions taken de bene esse, 


: to be used in any civil cause depending in any court, 


in any district court of the United States for the 
causes and before the officers mentioned in section 


| thirty of the act to establish the judicial courts of 


the United States, approved September 24, 1789, 
shall be taken upon reasonable notice, to be given 
n writing by the party or his attorney proposing to 
take such deposition. to the opposite party or his 
attorney of record, which notice shall state the 
name of the witness and the time and place of the 
taking of his deposition. And in all cases in rem, 


the person having the agency or possession of the i 


property atthe time of seizure shall be decmed the 
adverse party until a claim shall have been put in. 
And whenever, by reason of absence from the dis- 
trict and want of an attorney of record, or other 
reason, the giving of the notice herein required 
shall be impracticable, it shall be lawful to take 
such depositions as there shall be urgent necessity 
for taking, upon such notice as uny judge author- 
ized to hold courts in such circuit or district shall 
think reasonabie and direct. But this act shall not 
be consirued to affect the power of any such court 
to cause testimony to be taken under commission, 
according to the course of the common law, to be 
used therein. 


Mr. POLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill came | 


from the Committee on the Revision of ihe 
Laws. They have examined this substitute, 
and recommend that the House concur. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
JAMES A. BELL. 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2036) for the relief of James A. 
Bell. . 

The Clerk read the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows : 


Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, 
and in lieu thereof insert the following: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, | 


authorized and directed to issue to James A, Bell 
registered stock of the several loans and_claszes 


specitied below in lieu of five-twenty United States | 


six per cent. coupon bonds as follows, to wit: N 
80499, five-twenties of 1862, fourth series, is 
under act of February 25, 1862, for $1,000; No. 151606, 
consols of 1885, issued under act of March 3, 1865, 
for $1,000; No. 76709, consols of 1865, issued under 
act of Mareh 3, 1865, for $500; Nos. 174731 and 174732, 
each for $1,000 consols of 1867, issued under act of 
March 3, 1865; No. 95415 consols of 1867, issued 
under act of March 3, 1865, for $500; Nos. 202274, 
252275, and 225337, consols of 1867, issued under act 
of March 3, 1865, for $100 each; No. 112311, consols 
of 1887, issued under act of March 3, 1865, for fifty 
dollars, upon proof satisfactory to the Secretary 


of the Treasury of the destruction of the originals, | 
and upon said James A. Bell giving bond, with | 
sufficient surety, to indemnify the United States | 


against any loss resulting therefrom. 

Mr. MERRIAM. 
unanimously by the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is meant in this 
bill by consols? Where in the statutes is it 
provided for? I think this amendment of the 
Senate ought to be referred. 

Mr. DICKEY. Let it be referred to the 
Committee of Claims, with power to report 
at any time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the bili and 
Senate amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill and amendment was 


referred; and also moved that the motion to | 


reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
DIRECT TAXES IN INSURRECTIONARY STA'TES, 
The next business on the Speaker's table 
was Senate amendments to an act (H. R. No. 
106) for the relief of purchasers of lands for 
direct taxes in the insurrectionary States. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as 
follows: 


Page 1, line twenty-one, strike out after “any,” 
in said line, down to and including “jurisdiction,” 
in line one, page 2, and insert * United States court. 


That bili was passed ; 


| House that that bod 


shall recover the same from the purchaser, his heirs 


the Secretary of the Treasury, on the payment into: 


; the Treasury, by the clerk, of the money deposited 
i with him as aforesaid, and on being satisfied that 
: any purchaser, his heirs or assigns, without his or 


their collusion, has been evicted from or turned out 
of possession cf any such land by the judgment of 
any United States court in the manner before men- 
tioned, is hereby authorized, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to repay 
to the person or persons entitled thereto a sum of 
money equal to that originally paid by the pur- 
chaser of the land_so recovered, if the same has 
been paid into the Treasury. 

The amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendments were con- 
curred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The laiter motion was agreed to, 


ELIZABETH HARDING, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was un amendment of the Senate to an act 
(H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Harding. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out “the lst day of January, 1870,” and in- 
sert “passage of this act;” so it will read; 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place upon the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth 
Harding, mother of Jasper H, Harding, late a pri- 
vate in company A, seventy-sixth regiment Penn- 
syivania volunteers, to take effect from the passage 
of this act. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message -was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
had passed without 
amendment a bill (H. R. No. 106) for the 
relief of George C. Haynie. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 548) for the 
relief of Thomas Hughes; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the 
Sevate had adopted the concurrent resolution 


i of the House recommitting the report of the 
| committee of conference on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 
1060) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 380, 1873, 
and for other purposes, 


JONATHAN TRUMBULL AND ROGER SHERMAN. 


The SPEAKER. The following concurrent 
esolutions of the Senate are the next busi- 
ness in order on the Speaker’s table. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives conecurring,) That the thanks of Congress are 
presented to the Governor, and through him to the 
people of the State of Connecticni, for the statues 
of Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sherman, whose, 
names are so honorably identified with our revo- 
lutionary history. 7 g 

Resolved, That these works of art are accepted in 
the name of the natjon, and assigned a place in the 
old Hail of the House of Representatives, already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citi- 
zens, and that a copy of this resolution, signed by the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, be transmitted to the Governor 
of Connecticut. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on con- 
currence. ; 
Mr. STARKWEATHER. Mr, Speaker, 


in accordance with the invitation of Congress 


to the State of Connecticut to furnish statues 
of two of her eitizens ‘‘ who have been illus- 
trious for their historic renown or for distin- 
guished civil or military services,” it has be- 
come the duty of my colleagues of the two 


: Houses of Congress and myself to present to 


Page 2, line eigh:, strike out “court of competent i 


jurisdiction,’ and insert “ United States eourt;” so 


itwill read: | . 
Src. 2. That in all cases where the owner of any 


the nation, in the name of the General Assem- 


“bly and the peeple of the State of Connecticut, 
the marbie statues of Jonathan Trumbull and 


land sola for taxes as aforesaid, his heirs or assigns, | of Roger Sherman. 
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These statues, beautiful in design and work- 
manship, representing these illustrious char- 
acters, have been placed in the old Hall of the 
House of Representatives, and are appropri- 
‘ately located by the side of the marble effigy 
of the great Washington, and that Chamber, 
rich in precious memories, is already conse- 
crated anew by their presence. 

Here the illustrious dead speak to the 
living, and hereafter the foram which was 
filled but yesterday with the eloquent utter- 
ances of the great statesmen that have passed 
away is to witness in their stead the silent 
assemblage here gathering from all the States 
of this Republic. These, who in their lives 
have made its annals illustrious, will by their 
presence inspire our patriotism and animate 
us by their example. The Commonwealth 
since its first settlement as a colony, two cen- 
turies and a half ago, in every period of its 
history presented an ample field for selection. 
Here were the early founders of the State, 
the statesmen, the divines, and the military 
heroes of the Indian and French wars. 

Looking back to the first settlement of the 
colony, there were Haynes, the first Gov- 
ernor, and Hopkins and Winthrop, Ludlow 
and Hooker, men of powerful and cultivated 
minds, originating and constructing the first 
written constitution in the New World; the 
pattern for all that followed and the type of 
the Federal Constitution itself. Then came 
the revolutionary period with a multitude of 
illustrious names in civil and military life. 
There were Trumbull and Sherman, and Ells- 
worth and Huntington, and Putnam and War- 
ner, and Silliman and Wooster, and Knowl- 
ton, the memory of all of whom is held in 
affectionate veneration by the people. The 
selection of Trumbull and Sherman from a 
list so crowded with names that challenge the 
grateful admiration of every son of Connec- 
ticut is no common honor, 

Jonathan Trumbull was born in Lebanon, 
Connecticut, on the 12th of October, 1710. 
His advantages for acquiring an education were 
all that could be desired, and at the age of 
thirteen he entered Harvard College and grad- 
uated in 1727. ** By his college-mates,’’ says 
his biographer, ‘‘he was universally beloved. 
The great solidness and sincerity of his con- 
duct particularly attracted respect.’ Soon after 
he attained his majority he became prominent 
in the politics of the colony, and his counsels 
were highly prized. In 1783, at the age of 
twenty-three, he was elected by his fellow-cit- 
izens of Lebanon to represent them in the Gen- 
eral Assembly. He was chosen to fill the same 
office for several years in succession, and was 
three times chosen speaker. [t was a success 
rarely attained in those days that any one at 
the age of twenty-nine should be called to pre- 
side over such a body. ; 

From 1740 to 1750, Trumbull, by a vote of 
the people, held the office of assistant. For 
four years he was judge of the county court. 
During this time he was actively engaged in 
business as a merchant. Hesenthisown ships 
to the West Indies, and to London and Liver- 
pool. The difficulties that arose between Eng- 
land and Spain in 1739, and between England 
and Brauce in 1744, which continued until the 
peace of Aix-la- Chapelle, threatened the com- 
mercial interests of the colonies. During all 
this period Trumbull was constantly engaged 
in raising and equipping troops, and in other 
active military service. 

In 1756, and again in 1758, he received the 
appointment of colonial agent to Great Britain, 
and as a merchant extensively engaged in 
foreign trade with London and Liverpool, and 
with Amsterdam and Hamburg, and in avaried 
public service, his life was one of ceaseless 
activity and labor. “So that,” says his biog- 
rapher, ‘‘with the thirty-seven years that 
elapsed from 1783 to 1770—covering thus far 
the whole sphere of his public life—Trumbull 
seven times represented his native town as 
deputy in the General Assembly of Connec- 


i 


ticut, during three of which he occupied the 


honorable post of speaker of the house; was į 


chosen assistant for twenty-two years; was 
chosen for one year aside judge, and for seven- 
teen years chief judge of the county court of 
Windham, and for nineteen years judge of pro- 
bate for the same district; was twice made 
justice of the peace, was once elected an assist- 
ant judge, and thrice chief justice of the 
superior courts of the colony, and twice its 
Deputy Governor,” and in 1769 he was elected 
Governor of Connecticut, and continued in 
that position until within two years of his death. 

When the stamp act was about to be put in 
execution in Connecticut, Governor Fitch 
assembled his council. Trumbull and a major- 
ity of his associates remonstrated with great 
earnestness, ‘They said : 

“Tt is in violation of your provincial oath! By 
the dreadful name of God you have sworn to labor 
for the good of this colony, and you are now prepar- 
ing to labor for its ruin.” 

From the first he maintained that the en- 
croachments of the Crown would hasten sep- 
aration, and he made active preparation to 
defend the rights of the colony. It may be 
claimed unquestionably that no one among 


the leading men in the colonies saw the ten- | 


dency of events more clearly than Trumbull, 
or was more decided in defending their rights. 
From the breaking out of hostilities to the 
close of the war there was no man in civil life 
upon whom Washington more fully relied for 
aid in every emergency. 

On his suggestion the colony was constantly 
engaged in the manufacture of clothing, arms, 
powder, and other munitions of war.. No col- 
ony furnished so much of this material for the 
Army as Connecticut. His administrative 
ability was equally manifest in recruiting. 
Connecticut, with its limited population, fur- 
nished more men for the different campaigns 
than any State except Massachusetts, and, 
counting the aggregate length of service, 
equaled Massachusetts. At no time during 


the Revolution could Connecticut number more į 


than forty thousand fighting men, yet she put 
thirty-one thousand nine hundred and fifty- 
nine in the field. Her population was but 
eight per cent. of the entire population of the 
colonies, but she furnished more than four- 
teen per cent. of the continental troops. Im- 
mediately after the British were forced from 
Boston, Putnam was ordered by Washington 
tothe command in New York. It was a time 
of great anxiety, and Trumbull thus exhorted 
the young men: 


“ Join yourselves to some one of the companies of 
militia now ordered to New York, or form your- 
selves into distinct companies and choose captains 
forthwith. March on. ‘This shall be your warrant: 
play the man for God and the cities of our God. 

ay the Lord of hosts, the God of the armies of 
lsrael, be your leader.” 


And his appeal was never unheeded. 
Perhaps no more just estimate of this re- 
markable man has ever been made or more 


fittingly expressed than by Dr. Bushnell. He 
Says: 


“He was one of those patient, true-minded men 
that hold an even hand of authority in stormy times, 
and suffer nothing to fall out of place, either by ex- 
cess or defect of serving; to whom Washington could 
say, ‘I cannot sufficiently express my thanks, not 
only for your constant and ready compliance with 
every request of mine, but for your prudent forecast 
in ordering matters so that your force has been col- 
lected and put in motion as soon as it has been 
demanded.’ 

~ Neither let us forget in this connection what ap- 
pears to be sufficiently authenticated, that our Trum- 
bull is no other than the world-renowned Brother 
Jonathan, accepted as the soubriquet of the United 
States of America. Our Trumbull was to Washing- 
ton what the Scripture Jonathan was to David, a 
true friend, a counselor, and stay of eonfidence— 
Washington’s brother.” 


_ And this mutual confidence between Wash- 
ington and Trumbull continued to the close 
of the war, so that the biographer of Washing- 
ton truly says: 

“Washington relied on him as one of hi i 
pillars of support, and that he was always foremost 


in vigorous action, as well as in zeal and public 
spirit.” 


During his public life, and especially during 
the Revolution, his influence was controlling, 
His was the great organizing force in the col- 
ony, and he inspired all the people with a 
grand measure of patriotism, and with faith 
and zeal that were unconquerable. In private 
life he was a model—a model in integrity, 
public spirit, and generous charities. He, 
fostered common schools for the general edu? 
cation of the people, and the building of 
churches with a faithful, educated ministry; 
and he has left the sanction of his great name 
and example to every good work. To-day, 
everywhere within the limits of our Common- 
wealth, the memory of Jonathan Trumbull ig 
revered only second to the memory of Wash. ` 
ingion. 

In the brief time I am to occupy it is im- 
possible to do justice to a character whose 
life filis so large a space in history. His ser- 
vices are his best and most enduring memorial. 

On the 17th of August, 1793, at the age of 
seventy-five years, in his own home and sur- 
rounded by bis kindred, holding with a strong 
grasp the Christian faith which in his life he 
had so well illustrated, be closed his earthly 
labor. Near the old family mansion and the 
“War Office’? where Washington and La Fay- 
ette came to hold consultation with him in the 
most trying days of the Revolution; near the 
village church where gathered the patriots on 
the first call to arms, and where under his in- 
spiration in a day a full company of men from 
thatneighborhood wasraised, armed, equipped, 
and sent forward to support Putnam at the 
battle of Bunker Hill; in sight of the fields on 
the old homestead that he tilled, crowned 
with the ‘‘ cedars of Lebanon,’’ his honored 
dust reposes. No costly monument is raised 
to his memory, but he lives immorial in a 
nation’s grateful honor. 

Mr. Speaker, in considering the character 
of Roger Sherman, I shall not attempt to 
enumerate in detail the events of his life, for 
that would require a history of the principal 
events of the revolutionary period. He was 
born at Newton, Massachusetts, on the 19th 
of April, 1721. During his boyhood he en- 
joyed no advantages for acquiring an education 
except such as the common school afforded. 
His father died when he was nineteen years 
of age, and the family being in moderate eir- 
cumstances, he was apprenticed to a shoe- 
maker. The story of his eager pursuit of 
knowledge is familiar to the school-boys of 
this generation, and need not be repeated. 

In 1748 his widowed mother and family re- 
moved to New Milford, in Connecticut, and 
Sherman made the journey on foot, carrying 
the tools of his trade with him. And here, 
while at work on bis bench, he kept a book 
for study constantly before him. He soon 
became well read in history and made himself 
master of mathematics. 

He made the mathematical calculations for 
an almanac known as ‘* Roger Sherman’s Al- 
manac,’’ which was published several years 
in New York. By untiring application he ac- 
quired a thorough knowledge of the law, and 
at the age of thirty-three was admitted to the 
bar. The next year he was chosen a repre- 
sentative to the General Assembly. 

In 1761 he removed to New Haven, and the 
apprenticed shoemaker became the treasurer 
of Yale College, and in 1765 received an kon- 
orary degree. The great events of the Revo- 
lution were impending, great principles were 
discussed, and Sherman soon became the fore- 
mosi leader in the politics of the colony. Very 
few of the leading men seemed at first to com- 
prehend the vital points in the controversy. 
To Sherman's logic the whole subject, with all 
its difficulties, was an open, well-traveled road. 
He demonstrated that the Parliament of Great 
Britain was not vested with the right of legis- 
lation for the colonies. Some of the ablest 
patriots stumbled here and would have con- 
ceded the essential point in dispute. This is 
well illustrated by a quotation from the diary 
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of John Adams, made while at New Haven 
onthe 27th of August, 1774. Mr. Adams says: 
.“ This morning Roger Sherman, esq., one of the 
delegates from Connecticut, came to see us at the 
tavern of Isaac Beers. e A 
a solid, sensible man. He said he read Mr. Otis’s 
Rights, &c., in 1764, and thought he had conceded 
away the rights of America, He thought the re- 
yerse of the declaratory act was true, namely, that 
the Parliament of Great Britain had authority to 
make laws for America in no case whatever.” 

» Thus it will be seen that Mr. Sherman main- 
tained advanced ground, and was perhaps 
‘more influential in placing the issues between 
“the colonies and the Crown on a correct basis 
_ than any of the great men of thas time. He 
“was chosen and was present at the opening of 
the colonial Congress, and was selected by 

ballot with Adams, Jefferson, Livingston, and 
: -Franklin to draft the Declaration of Independ- 
ence. During all the sessions of the Conti- 
nental Congress he was associated with the 
great men of that time, and he was the peer 
of the ablest. He was constant in his attend- 
- ance, and unremitting in his labors, assuming 
his full share in its responsibilities. He ren- 
dered most important service on committees. 
~ He was a member of the Board of War and 
` Ordnance, and of the Treasury, and of the 
Marine. In all his intercourse with his asso- 
> cates he seems invariably to have impressed 
upon them his own opinions. This was done 
not by declamation, but by an appeal to their 
reason and judgment. No one was more 
capable of passing a correct judgment on his 
character than John Adams, and he speaks of 
him as possessed of ‘‘the clearest head and 
the steadiest heart.” 

In the>Federal Convention particularly he 
held a conspicuous position, and we probably 
owe a greater debt of gratitude to Mr. Sher- 
man than to any one member of that body. 
His influence in framing our national Consti- 
tution is well stated by Mr. Calhoun in his 
speech before the United States Senate Feb- 
ruary 12, 1847. He says: 

“The three States, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia, were the largest and were actively 
and strenuously in favor of a ‘national’ Govern- 
ment. The two leading spirits were Mr. Hamilton, 
of New York, probably the author of the resolution, 
and Mr. Madison, of Virginia. In the early stages 
ot the Convention there was a majority in favor of a 
‘national’ Government. But in this stage there 
were but eleven States in the Convention. In pro- 
cess of Lime New Hampshire came in, a very great 
addition to the Federal side, which now became pre- 
dominant. It is owing mainly to the States of Con- 
necticut and New Jersey that we havea ‘Federal’ 

„instead of a ‘national’ Government—the best Gov- 
ernment instead of the worst and most intolerable 
on earth. Who are the men of these States to whom 
we are indebted for this admirable Government? 
will name them—their names ought to be engruven 
on brass and live forever. ‘hey were Chief Justice 
Ellsworth, Roger Sherman, and Judge Patterson 
of New Jerscy, The other States further South were 
blind, they did not see the future. But to the cool- 
ness and sagacity of these three men, aided by afew 
others, not so prominent, we owe the present Con- 


stitution.” 

In every position Mr. Sherman possessed in 
the fullest degree the confidence of his asso- 
ciates. ‘‘ There goes a man,”’ said one of his 
colleagues, ‘‘who has more common sense 
than any other person I ever knew;’ and 
Fisher Ames said: 

“IfI happened to beabsent while a bill was under 
discussion I always felt safe in voting as Mr. Sher- 
man did, for he always voted right.” 

I think it will be seen by a careful reading 
of the history of the Convention that on more 
than one occasion, except for his good judg- 
ment and great influence, the Convention would 
have broken up in disorder, and abandoned, 
at least temporarily, its work. 

He was a member of the first House of 


Representatives under the Constitution, and: 
< was afterward elected to the Senate of the 


United States, and here, as in every other 
position, he was conspicuous for his ability, 
industry, aud independence of character. In 
private life his generous sympathies found 
beautiful expression in kindly acts for the 
poor. 

Mr. Sherman died at the age of seventy-two. 
He lived to see independence achieved and 


Heis between fifty and sixty, : 


! ervation of the Union of the States. 


the Government securely established. His 
was a true life, abundant in years and most 
abundant in usefulness, and we present this 
illustrious character, the apprenticed child of 
poverty, the incorruptible patriot and states- 
man, as a model. In the history of all the 
world we shall look in vain for a better 
example, 

And Sherman, like Trumbull, added to his 
many virtues a true Christian life, a life con- 
secrated to duty and inspired by noble pur- 
poses. He saw not alone his relations to 
society and human government, but his great 
intellect comprehended as well the authority 
of the divine. In communion with the infinite 
he walked in that pure light that comes from 
heaven. Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sher- 
man, honored names of a grateful and admir- 
ing people! The former, alone, of all the 
colonial Governors, denounced the aggres- 
sions of Parliament and the Crown, declared 
for independence, and organized victory. The 
latter demonstrated the self-governing right of 
the colonies and upheld that right with mas- 
terly power. The former became the main 
pillar of support to Washington, and our lit- 
tle Commonwealth, under his administration, 
raised twice its quota of troops, and supplied 
the impoverished army in the field during 
seven years of terrible trial as against the 
power of England they ‘trod the pathway of 
victory with bleeding feet, and upheld the 
banner of independence with hands that were 
wasted by famine.’’ The latter, associated 
with the great statesmen of the revolutionary 
period, laid the framework of this Republic, 
which we trust sball remain forever as a bless- 
ing to us and a model for all nations. 

These are the noble characters whose lives 
I have so imperfectly sketched, and while the 
State of Connecticut. holds their memories in 
most affectionate veneration, she presents to 
the nation these marble effigies of ber sons as 
worthy of the companionship of the most illus- 
trious dead, whose lives and deeds have given 
te our Republic imperishable honor and 


renown. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. Speaker, the State 
of Connecticut has intrusted to its representa- 
tives in the two branches of Congress the 
grateful duty of presenting, in a formal man- 
ner, the statues of two ‘ deceased persons 
who have been citizens thereof, and illustrious 
for their historic renown or from distinguished 
civic or military services,” such as she has 
determined to be ‘‘ worthy of this national 
commemoration.” 

The law under which these statues are pre- 
sented to the people of the United States was 
passed by Congress in July, 1864, during the 
closing year of the great conflict for the pres- 
From 
the time of its passage, as well as from the fact 
that our Staté is here with a history of nearly 
two hundred and fifty years as a State anda 
colony, and that the popular admiration always 
follows military renown, it might have been 
expected that one statue at least should com- 
memorate some one of her deceased citizens 
for his military achievements. Without includ- 
ing the wars of the present century, she had 
gone through the eight years of suffering, pri- 
yation, and blood of the Revolution ; the seven 
years’ war with the French and Indians; the 
wars of the sovereigns, William, Anne, and 
George, with France, Spain, and their colo- 
nies, and the earlier Indian wars; the latter 
so fierce and so bloody that at the close of 
King Philip’s brief war, as some quaint old 


historian tells us, ‘‘ every eleventh family was | 


houseless, and every eleventh soldier had sunk 
to bis grave.” i 
Going back to her earliest history, she might 
have selected her first great captain and sol- 
dier, Mason, who saved the infant colony in 


and around Hartford from extermination, and | 


with his little band of ninety men utterly de- 
stroyed one of the mightiest and most warlike 
of the Indian tribes of New England; and 


whom Cromwell afterward sent for to return 
to England to become a major general in the 
bravest army that had ever fought on English 
soil. Or, coming down to the period when she 
rose from a colony to her position as a State, 
she might have selected Wooster, who, with 
Greene, of Rhode Island, was among the eight 
generals first appointed by the colonial Con- 
gress in June, 1775, “lavish of his life,” as 
the historian tells us; and who was the first of 
those eight generals to fall in battle at the head 
of his troops, defending the soil of his native 
State. She might have selected her own Put- 
nam, for whom a statueis about being erected 
| in one of her capital cities, who ‘‘ dared to lead 
where any dared to follow,’’ and who, as the 
bells rang out the first alarm of actual war 
from Lexington common and Concord, left his 
| plow in the unfinished furrow and rode the 
same horse one hundred miles in eighteen 
hours, reaching the scene of war at Cambridge 
by sunrise the next morning. She might have 
selected her young patriot and scholar, Nathan 
Hale, her early martyr to the cause, who, to 
‘‘drum-beat and heart-beat,’’ trod the path- 
way to the tree of death with exultation, and 
whose only regret, as expressed to his brutal 
executioners, was ‘‘that he had but one life 
to give for his country.” Or, as I understand 
some States have determined, if she had looked 
over the long roll of her sons who in our 
own day have laid down their lives to preserve 
the Union of these States, she might have 
selected, under the terms of this resolution, 
a Sedgwick, a Lyon, a Foote, or a Mansfield. 

But no; she has chosen no one from all her 
| heroes in history, however illustrious or how- 
ever distinguished , who had won his renown 
in the confused noise of battle and with gar- 
ments rolled in blood; she brings with emi- 
nent fitness as her offering two of her greatest 
and purest men, who in their day and genera- 
tion gave their lives to the work of establish 

ing a State and a nation upon the lasting found- 
ations of virtue and liberty. Bancroft says: 

“ History has ever celebrated the commanders of 
armies on which victory bas been entailed, the he- 
| roes who have won laurels in scenes of carnage and 
rapine. Has it no place for the founders of States; 
the wise legislators who struck the rock in the wil- 
| derness. and the waters of liberty gushed forth in 
| copious and perennial fountains ?” 

Those eloquent words of the historian were’ 
written concerning two of the founders of the 
infant colony of Connecticut, one of whom was 
the author of the first of all the American 
i constitutions that deserves the name of a con- 
stitution. And yet, when she had rolled up 
| the scroll of all the names blazoned on her 
history for their military renown, there still 
remained on its open pages a list of names that 
well might have made her pause aud hesitate. 
With ‘founders of States,’’ like Haynes, Hop- 
kins, Davenport, and Eaton; with a scholar 
like Noah Webster, whose name is known 
wherever the English language is studied or 
spoken; with presidents of Yale College, like 
Timothy Dwight and Jeremiah Day; with 
theologians and pulpit orators, like Thomas 
Hooker, Jonathan Edwards, Joseph Bellamy, 
and Lyman Beecher; with statesmen, like 
William Samuel Johnson, Oliver Wolcott, 
(father and son,) and Chief Justice Ellsworth ; 
with a constellation of poets, in which shine 
Brainard, Hillhouse, Halleck, and Percival, 
as a few only of its bright stars; with invent- 
ors like Eli Whitney and John Fitch, who have 
added ages to the march of improvement and 
millions to the wealth of the nation and the 
world—she has left them all with others as 
names the world will not willingly let die, and 
| has selected her ‘‘ model Governor” at the 
| period when she emerged from a colony to a 
State, and her ‘‘ wise legislator” and eminent 
statesman of the same generation. She brings 
you the statues of Jonathan Trumbull and 
Roger Sherman. 

Tt. is well for us to pause fora brief hour 
in onr work of legislation to contemplate the 


character and services of two such men. I 
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approach the subject with trembling solicitude, 
for I know I must fall very far short of doing 
justice to their character and their fame. | 
shall be pardoned if I speak somewhat of 
the history of Connecticut at the period in 
which they lived; for the biography of these 
two men and the history of their State for 
forty years are nearly one and the same. 

Governor Trumbull was born in 1710, in Leb- 
anon, Connecticut, a town which may be well 
styled in that State as the ‘mother of Gov- 
ernors,’? and which his biographer supposes 
to have been named, like the ancient Lebanon, 
from a grove of goodly cedars. In a period 
of one hundred and two years, Governors born 
in that town have held the office thirty-four 
years. 

Entering Harvard College, ‘Trumbull grad- 
uated with high honors when only seventeen 
years of age. He prepared himself for the 
ministry, and with a ripe scholarship and 
attainments in all branches of knowledge sur- 
passed by few at that day, he was just enter- 
ing upon his work of life when the death of 
an older brother changed all his plans. He 
assumed the charge of his brother's affairs, 
in connection with his father, and became a 
merchant. At the age of twenty-three he 
was elected to the Colonial Assembly, and 
was often reélected, and was several years 
speaker of the house. At the age of thirty 
he was assistant or member of the council, 
or upper branch of the colonial Legislature. 
With his love of all useful knowledge he also 
pursued the study of law, and was for many 
years a judge of one or more of the courts in 
the colony. He was chief justice of its bigh- 
est court in 1766, Roger Sherman being one 
of his associates upon the bench. For nearly 
fifty years. until he voluntarily laid off the 
robes of office, after the peace which secured 
to the colonies their independence as States, 
he was constantly kept in public life by the 
people of his colony and State. 

In the war of England with France, which 
began in the colonies in 1754, Jonathan Trum- 
bull was one of the most earnest and energetic 
men in raising troops and supplies. Nearly 
every year during that war he was one of the 
commissioners of the colony of Connecticut 
to confer with the Governors and commission- 
ers of other colonies in planning campaigns, 
and procuring the means to carry them on, 
while he was constant in his efforts at home 
for the same purpose. Twice during this 
period was he appointed colonial agent to the 
court of King George, but he preferred to 
remain in the colony and give his energy and 
time to the work of the war. Though the 
colony of Connecticut was more remote from 
the danger of hostile inroads by the French 
and Indians from Canada than the other New 
England colonies, and though their houses and 
their firesides were comparatively safe from 
the torch and the scalping-knife, yet the little 
colony of Connecticut, by the energy of Trum- 
bull and his associates, furnished about thirty 
thousand men from its humble villages and 
scattered hamlets for the different campaigns 
of that war. 

The men were enlisted for a single campaign 
only, as hostile operations were then seldom 
carried on in the winter season; and year after 
year did the young colony send its quota of 
five thousand men, and more, into the contest. 
Though the provincial troops at the outset were 
sneered at as raw militia by the British offi- 
cers, yet they proved their efficiency in many 
a tangled ambuscade and many a hand-to-hand 
conflict with the French and their savage allies, 
when British officers with their regular troops 
were powerless. Not a forest in all the broad 
wilderness between Connecticut and the Can- 
adas, that was not threaded and trodden by 
Putnam and his Connecticut rangers. And 


from the day of disaster and gloom, when the | 


news came of Braddock’s defeat in the wilder- 
ness, down to the hour when Wolfe fell amid 
the shouts of the final and crowning victory 


i that colony; while Tryon of New York, Dan- 


| other State, and more men in fact than any 


| towns and villages were still burning to light 
| their retreating footsteps to the shelter of the 


i 
on the plains before Quebec, Trumbull devoted į 
himself to the work of defending the colonies | 
and carrying the war into the enemy’s country, | 
with an energy that never wearied and a faith 
that never faltered. 

But it was the period of twenty years suc- 
ceeding the close of that war that gave Trum- 
bull his high place in our history. Though 
engrossed with public duties, he was a success- 
ful and wealthy merchant, largely engaged in |; 
commerce with ships of his own. Ardent in | 
his patriotism, he was among the first to resist | 
the acts of Parliament for taxation of the col- 
onies. He refused to take the oath required 
under the stamp act, and would not remain in 
the room when the Governor and some of his 
associates in office proposed to take it. He 
was deputy Governor in 1766, and became 
Governor of the colony in 1769. He saw his 
wealth all swept away by disasters at sea, and || 
by the measures of the British Government 
that destroyed the trade of the colonies. He | 
might have enriched himself by taking sides | 
as every other colonial Governor did with the | 
mother country. 

While his old college classmate, the tory 
Hutchinson of Massachusetts, was harassing 


more of Virginia, and the Governors of the 
other colonies were doing their utmost to 
defeat the purposes of the patriots, and keep 
the colonies in subjection to the English Gov- 
ernment, Trumbull alone of them all resisted 
its oppressive measures. It is true that he 
was elected by the people of his colony, while } 
the others were generally appointed by the 
Crown; but some of them had been born, 
and others had lived long in the colonies; one 
of them, even, a son of the patriot Benjamin 
Franklin was Governor of New Jersey. While 
they were instruments to crush the rising spirit 
of patriotism, Trumbull was industriously gath- 
ering magazines of powder and ball and mil 
itary supplies of all kinds; for he early foresaw 
the conflict that was sure to come. To his 
unwearied exertions is chiefly due the gratify- 
ing fact in her history, that asin the old French 
war, so Connecticut again furnished during the || 
Revolution more men and supplies, in propor- 
tion to her population and means, than any 


State except Massachusetts, 

And there is another equally interesting fact 
in her history, that with repeated invasions by 
the enemy during that war, and with so many 
men absentin the Continental armies, no hostile 
force was ever suffered to remain hardly a week 
within her limits. Though her regiments held 
the Highlandsunder Putnam; though they were 
in the northern army under Gates; though 
they were in the scanty lines of Washington's 
army ; the energy of Trumbull was such that 
no invading force was ever able to hold itself 
but a few hours or days at most within the State. 
Yet she was peculiarly liable to invasion ; for 
there was always an enemy within a few hours’ 
sail of her coast. New York, in her immedi- 
ate vicinity, was held by the British forces 
from its capture in 1776, down to the close of 
the war, and their close proximity led to re- 
peated incursions into Connecticut. Trum- 
bull infused hisown spirit into her people, and 
the advancing footsteps of the enemy were still | 
fresh upon her soil in every instance of inva- | 
sion, when they were forced to retrace them to 
escape ignominious defeat; and her blazing 


vessels that had brought them to her borders. 

Trumbull bore the honored title and dis- 
tinction of ‘‘the rebel Governor” in Eng- 
land. Washington gave him the good old 
homely name of ‘ Brother Jonathan,” by 
which he and his country have been and will 
be known the world over. Washington relied 
upon him, as onan elder brother, for counsel | 
and aid ali through tke war. When he first 
assumed command of an army without ammu- 


| supplies came. 


nition and without supplies, and his council 


of war could devise no means to procure them, 
he “ consulted Brother Jonathan,” and the 
When his army was starving 
at Valley Forge he again appealed to the Go 

ernor of Connecticut, and the choicest of her 
cattle and the fattest of her flocks were sent 
to their relief. Again, in the winter of 1789; 

he relied upon Trumbull to supply his northerg 
army with provisions, and relied not in vains. 
And the final campaign that broke the power 
of the English armies and culminated in the. 
surrender at Yorktown, was planned by Wash. 

ington, with Trumbulland Count Rochambeaw . 
in council, in a house near the banks of the. 
Connecticut. 

The war was ended. Trumbull in the return, 
of peace saw his own rest from the unremit- 
ting toil of years. He had satin the State 
council of war one thousand days during its’ 
progress, with all his other duties as Gov- 
ernor and chief organizer of the work of, 
war. Though a grateful State would have 
retained him in the office which he had held. 
fourteen years, he was now past three-score 
and ten, and he felt that his work was done, 
He retired with honors such as were never 
paid to a retiring Governorin hig State betore 
or since his day; and two years after, the peo- 
ple of his State were mourning as bereaved 
children over his grave. 

I shall not attempt by any poor words of 
mine to portray his character, further than 
this brief sketch will disclose it. Bushvell, 
in his historic estimate of Connecticut, a 
speech that ought to be preserved and read 
by every fireside in the State, says of Trum- 
bull: . 


`“ He was one of those prudent, truc-minded men 
that hold an even hand of authority in stormy times, 
and suffer nothing to fall out of place, either by 
excess or defect of service; to whom Washington 
could say, ‘I cannot sufficiently express to you my 
thanks, not only for your constant and ready com- 


pliance with every request of mine, but for your 
prudent forecast in ordinary matters, so that your 
force has been collected and put in motion as soon 
as ithas been demanded.” 

Washington wrote of him, also, after his 
death : 

“A long and well-spent_life in the service of his 
country places Governor Trumbull among the first 
of patriots.” 

His biographer sums up his character: 

__ If strong intellect and extensive knowledge, 
fixed industry, the conception of great „ends, and 
perseverance and success in their execution; if an 
exalted sense of honor, incorruptible integrity, 
energy of purpose, consummate prudence, impreg- 
nable fortitude, a broad, generous, and qnenchless 
patriotism, charities ever active, wise,and fervent— 
if all these qualities, in union with a most amiable 
temper and the gentlest manners, and in affiliation, 
too, with all the noble graces of the Christian faith; 
if these constitute a great and a good man, that man 
was Trumbull.” 

Fortunate as was the country in Governor 
Trumbull’s own life, he and his country were 
also fortunate in his children, His son-in law 
was, with Sherman, a signer of the Declaration 
of Independence, His four sons, he gave 
them all to his country’s service. One of them 
was the first Commissary General of the armies 
of the United States, a place at that day of 
almost insurmountable difficulty, as the young 
States were mostly without tents. magazines, 
or supplies. His labors and anxieties in that 
trying position broke him down in heaith, and 
he died in the midst of the struggle while 
disaster and uncertainty hung over the cause. 
Another son, of his own name, rose to the rauk 
of Paymaster General, and was selected by 
Washington as his confidential secretary ; and 
after the close of the war he was elected to 
the House of Representatives in the First 
Congress under the Constitution. He was 
Speaker of the House in the Second Congress, - 
and’ afterward a Senator, His State then 
called him home to fill the executive position 
his father had so long honored. He was elected 
Governor, and filled the office by successive 
reélections eleven years, and died in the office. 
The mantle of the father had descended upon 
the son,-and never since the days of the 
prophets had it fallen upon one more worhy 
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to wearit. And the youngest son, fresh from bis | 
college studies, plunged into the war with all the | 
| fire and zeal of boybood, and at the age of nine- | 
teen marched to the army before Boston as | 
© adjutant of the first Connecticut regiment. 
> Young as he was, he was made aid-de-camp 
to the Commander-in-Chief of the Amcrican | 
forces the first year of the war, and was colonel | 
and adjutant general the second year. His 
pencil has preserved for us the scenes of some 
of the principal events of the war for inde- 
` pendence. The Trumbull gallery at Yale Col- 
lege is alike his monument and his tomb. By 
authority of Congress, in 1817, he was author- | 
ized to paint the historical pictures for the 
Rotunda of the new Capitol. So long as the : 
stones of this Capitol shall remain in their 
places let the statue of the father stand among 
the founders and benefactors of all the States 
of the Union; and so long as its lofty Dome 
shall swell toward the skies, Jet the son speak 
from the canvas of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, and of the battle scenes by which 
we gained our place among the nations of the 
earth. 

The youth of Sherman was far different 
from that of Trumbull. For him no college 
opened wide its doors; for him there was no 
royal or easy road to learning. For him, his | 
earliest youth was a toil and struggle for the | 
ordinary necessities of life. Born in Newton, | 
Massachusetts, in April, 1721, his parents || 
removed with him two years after to Stoughton, 
in that State. With no means of education, 
except the limited and meager facilities of the | 
common schools of that day, as much below į 
those of the present as the latter are below | 
the highest universities of the land, he was | 
early sent as an apprentice to learn the trade 
of a shoemaker; and at the age of nineteen | 
was left to the care and support of a widowed 
mother and a large family of younger chil- 
dren. He devoted himselt to that duty. 

There is something beautiful in the picture |! 
that is sometimes seen in life, of a youth 
hardly yet. on the verge of manhood, assum- 
ing cheerfully the duty and the burden of pro- 
viding for a dependent family, left helpless by | 
the death of a father. It is virtue, fraternal, | 
filial, and heroic as that which bore a father || 
from the flames of Troy. Roger Sherman did || 
more. Feeling deeply the disadvantages in 
his own case of a want of more facilities for 
education, as his industry afterward accumu- 
lated the means, he gave two of his younger 
brothers an education for professional life. ; 
Removing at the age of twenty-three with his | 
mother and family from eastern Massachu- 
setts to the town of New Milford, in western | 
Connecticut, it is related that he traveled the : 
whole distance on foot and carried his kit | 
of tools upon his shoulders. With a burn- | 
ing and unconquerable thirst for knowledge, | 
he became a self taught mathematician and | 
scholar. Like Washington, he became a sur- | 
veyor; like Franklin, he made astronomical ; 
calculations and prepared tables for almanacs | 
published in the city of New York. Borrow- | 
ing a law book or two, without a day’s instruc- | 
tion in Jaw school or office, he mastered the į 
principles of legal science and was admitted 
to the bar when thirty-three years old, an age 
most men would think too far advanced to 
begin the work of such a profession; yet he 
became one of the first jurists in the State. | 


he next year he was elected to the colo- || 


nial Legislature, and then began his public 
_ life, which continued almost without interrup- 
tion until his death. After a few years of | 
practice he was made judge of the county | 
court of Litchfield county. Removing to New | 
Haven in 1761, he was soon appointed to.the | 
same office in that county; and in 1766 he was | 
‘appointed judge of the superior or highest | 
court in the colony, which office he held | 
twenty-three years, until after the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution. For nineteen | 


| stamp upon its face. 


to resist the oppressive measures of taxation, 
and the encroachments of the Crown on the 
rights of the colony. The stamp tax, with 


be enforced in Connecticut. The stamps sent 
there were returned, uncanceled and unsold; 
and though her deeds at that date ran in the 
name and year of King George, no deed or 
parchment on her records bears the blot of his 


first general Congress of the colonies that 
assembled in 1774; and with all his duties as 
judge, as assistant, and as member of the Gov- 
ernor’s council of safety in bis own State, he 
was a leading member of Congress, and upon 
its most important and laborious committees. 

It is enough to show the estimation in whic 


i he was held by his associates in Congress, that 


he was selected as one of the committee of 
five, with Jefferson, Adams, Franklin, and 
Livingston, to prepare a draft of the Declara- 
tion of American Independence. The world 
knows how wellthe work was done. 
with Adams had no fear but that their work 
would stand ; his life had been one of encounter 
with obstacles that most men would shrink 
from, and he saw none to intimidate him in 
the pathway to independence. Yet those men 
all knew when they signed that Declaration, 
that their only alternative was success or a 
scaffold. Hanging was then more popular for 


| treason, as well as other crimes, than it is 


now. When young Charles Carrolli, of Mary- 
land, hastening to be in time to sign the Decla- 
ration wrote his name, it is said that some of 
the delegates remarked, ‘‘ You will get clear, 
there are several of your name in Maryland.” 
With a dash of his pen he wrote the words ‘‘ of 
Carrollton, saying, ‘‘They will know me 
now.’? And in all those fifty-six immortal 
names, with bold John Hancock’s at their 
head, there is no trace of trembling or agitation 
in a single signature save one, and his hand 
trembled only from age and paralysis, for he 
knew no fear. 

The spirit of the English law, as well as 
the rage of England at their colonies for their 
resistance, was then such as to insure sum- 


When some one sneeringly remarked, for per- 
sons spoke sneeringly of those in office then 
as well as now, that Governor Trumbull’s 


succeed.” 


pointed one of a committee of two to make the 


formed. 
city of New Haven, when her charter was 
granted in 1784, which office her citizens com- 
pelled him to hold until his death, though 
absent much of the time in discharge of the 
duties of his other positions. 

But a work of far more importance to the 
country and the world awaited Sherman. A 
common danger and a common necessity had 
held the States together during the war; but 
when that bond of union was gone, their Arti- 
cles of Confederation were found to be what 


rope of sand.’’ Outbreaks and armed resist- 
ance to law were occurring in some of the 
most patriotic States. A Convention was called 
as a last resort to devise some way to give the 


| general Congress additional powers, and to 


provide a remedy for the existing defects in 
the articles of union. Sherman, Ellsworth, 
and William Samuel Johnson, the three ablest 
lawyers in the State, were appointed delegates 
from Connecticut. l 

From May till the Convention adjourned 
| in September, 1787, Sherman was constantly 
present, aud was one of the leading minds in 


: years he was also assistant, or member of 
the upper branch of the General Assembly. | 


proposing, advocating, and adopting the great 


With Trumbull, he was among the foremost į 


such men at the head of the people, could not | 


He was elected to the 


Sherman | 


i 


i 


mary execution for the leaders, in the army as | 
well as in Congress, if they were unsuccessful. | 


family were well provided for, the younger | 
Trumbull replied, “ Yes, we are well provided | 
for;. we are sure of four halters if we do not | } 
‘| moreover to legislate in all cases to which the 
At the close of the war Sherman was ap- ; 


first complete revision of the statute laws of | 
his State, a work which was admirably per- | 
He was chosen the first mayor of the | 


| 


Lord North stigmatized them in the outset, “a | 


i 
j 
i 
j 
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| 


distinctive features of the Constitution. He 
had. made the science of government a study 
for years, and there was found among his 
papers after his death, a manuscript prepared 
several years before the Convention of 1787, 
containing provisions for remedying the defects 
of the old Articles of Confederation, nearly 
all of which were substantially incorporated 
in the new Constitution. He was thoroughly 
imbued with the doctrine of State rights in its 
true sense; not that miserable perversion of the 
term, called State sovereignty, that would in- 
elude the right of withdrawal from the bond of 
Union, dissolution and universal ruin. He 
represented the principles of his State faith- 
fully in this respect, for Connecticut was one 
of the earliest and foremost in its assertion 
of the doctrine of State rights. She was far in 
advance of the other colonies or States upon 
this question, for she had lived under a char- 
ter and form of government that made her 
substantially a free and independent colony 
for more than a hundred years. Her dele- 
gates alone of all the colonies bad refused to - 
enter into a union, proposed in convention at 
Albany, July 4, 1754, just twenty-two years 
before the Declaration of Independence, for 
the common defense of the colonies, with a 
graud council chosen by the colonies, and a 
governor general appointed by the Crown. 
They feared that it might ‘tbe employed to 
the subversion of their liberties.” In Sher- 
man’s language, as a brief abstract of it is 
found in the Madison Papers, early in the’ 
proceedings of the Convention of 1787, ‘the 
objects of the urion he thought were few: 
first, defense against foreign danger; secondly, 
against interval disputes and a resort to force; 
thirdly, treaties with foreign nations; fourthly, 
regulating foreign commerce and drawing rev- 
enue from it?’ These, with a “few lesser 
objects,” he said, were all that “rendered a. 
confederation of the States necessary; all 
other matters, civil and criminal, would be 
much better in the hands of the States.” 
Sherman’s clear conception of the rights of 
the people and the proper powers of govern- 
ment were such that he saw more plainly 
than some of his associates that neither State 
nor national Government should be recognized 
as having too broad powers of legislation. 
Early in the proceedings of the Convention 
Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, submitted a series 
of resolutions for action. One of them de- 
clared “that the national Legislature ought 
to be empowered to enjoy the legislative rights 
vested in Congress by the Confederation, and 


separate States are incompetent, or in which 
the harmony of the United States may be in- 
terrupted by the exercise of individual legis- 
lation. When the question was taken in 
Committee of the Whole upon this clause of 
Mr. Randolph's resolutions the delegates of 
every State voted for its adoption except Con- 
necticut, which was divided; Roger Sherman 
alone of all the delegates being recorded as 
voting ‘‘no.’’ Anditwas Mr. Sherman’s pen 
that afterward, in the First Congress, gave the 
tenth article of amendment its peculiar form 
and phrascology, that ‘‘the powers not dele- 
gated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

One of the propositions urged in the Con- 
vention was the power of a negative by a two- 
thirds vote of, Congress upon ull laws passed 
by State Legislatures interfering, ‘‘in the opiu- 
ion of Congress,’ with the general interests 


| and harmony of the Union; and this was ad- 
-vocated by such statesmen as Madison and 


Pinckney. Sherman vigorously opposed it. 
as subversive of the rights of the States, and 
this and other kindred propositions were finally 
defeated. ‘The question of one term only for 
the presidential ottice was repeatedly discussed; 
and a clause to that effect was adopted, with a 
longer term of office, by the votes of all the 
States but Connecticut and Georgia. It was 
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afterward reconsidered, and again adopted by 
the votes of all the States except Connecticut, | 
Pennsylvania, and Delaware. When the term 
of office was afterward reduced to four years 
the clause against reéligibility was stricken out 
by nearly an unanimous vote. Sherman op- | 
posed the restriction to one term at every stage 
of the proceedings, saying, according to the 
Madison Papers, that he ‘was against the 
doctrine of rotation, as throwing out of office 
the men best qualified to execute its duties.’ 
“Tf he behaves well, he will be continued ; if 
otherwise, displaced on a succeeding election.” 
He resisted the use of the word *‘ slave,” or | 
any admission in the Constitution that there | 
could be a property in man; for he believed 
in his heart that God had made of one blood 
all the nations of the earth. Though he was 
too strongly imbued with the principles of 
State rights to interfere with the laws of the 
Siates upon that subject, yet he believed the 
Constitution should lend it no countenance or 
color of authority. His opinion of the true 
construction of the clause for the rendition of 
fugitives, which was never designed by its 
framers to impose itsservile work upon officers 
of the national Government, may be well un- 
derstood from his language in the Convention, 
‘¢that there was no more propriety in the pub- 
lic seizing and surrendering of a slave or ser- 
vant than a horse.” ‘This was his answer, tak- 
iug those who claimed there was a property 
in the service of meu upon their own ground. 
Madison, Pinckuey, and others proposed that 
the Supreme Court should have the power to 
try all impeachments; Sherman earnestly re- 
sisted it, claiming that this grave and delicate 
duty should rest upou no judges appointed b; 
the President, but that the States themselves, 
represented and sitting as equals in the Senate, 
was the only high and legitimate tribunal for 
-trials of this important character. 

But the crowning work of Sherman in that 
Convention, with the aid of three or four other 
leading delegates, was the adoption of that 
new and anomalous feature for a national 
Government in the Constitution, the equality 
of the States in the Senate. With his deep 
convictions of the necessity of preserving the 
rights of the States, he had worked out the 
difficult problem of a permanent union of in- 
dependent States in one national Govern- 
ment. He saw that to preserve the smaller 
States from encroachments or absorption by 
the larger, they must be equal in one of the 
branches of the law-making power of the 
General Government, while the other branch 
should more directly represent the people of 


the States, according to their greatness or | 


population. He saw that a union of two 
forces was necessary, by which the system of 
States might move on together in one har- 
monious whole. He saw, certainly, what all 
afterward admitted, that the Constitution could 
never be ratified by nine of the thirteen States 
unless the smaller ones were recognized as 
equals in one branch of the central Legisla- 


ture; and that the anxicus work of months ! 


would result in its rejection, and anarchy, 
jealousy, and ruin would follow in swift 
succession, 

The larger States resisted the proposition, 
claiming that the smaller States. might com- 


bine to rob the larger of their rightful powers; | 


and that the same rule of representation should 
apply to both branches of Congress. Virginia 
resisted it; every State south of: her resisted it. 
Twice was it voted down; and twice did it 
seem they could never complete their work so 
as to secure its ratification by a sufficient num- 
ber of States. But, upon Sherman’s motion, 
after its second defeat, a select committee of 
one from each State was raised to consider 
this vital portion of the frame-work of the Con- 
stitution; and Sherman’s arguments before 
that committee were so clear and convincing 
that a majority at last consented to adopt that 
feature in the organization of the Senate, with 
® provision in the nature of a compromise, | 


that all bills for raising revenue should origin- 
ate in the popular branch of Congress; and 


| the report of the two provisions was made to 


the convention, Virginia and others of the 
larger States still resisted. Madison claimed it 
would destroy the proper foundations of Gov- 
ernment to substitute an equality in place ofa 
proportional representation; and Randolph 
called upon the Convention to adjourn, that 
‘the larger States might consider the steps 


fy 


proper to be taken in the present solemn | 


crisis of the business.’’ It was finally adopted 


| by a bare majority, and the great obstacle to 


its ratification by the smaller States removed. 

Connecticut had been ably supported in this 
struggle by Patterson; of New Jersey, and 
others ; but it was Sherman's prudence and 
sound judgment mainly that saved the Con- 


vention from splitting asunder upon this rock 


of discord. In the angry strife of days over 
this question he maintained his calmness; 


| and at just the right time, in just the right 


place, with a few well-chosen words of con- 
ciliation and sound argument, he convinced a 
majority of the delegates of the wisdom and 
necessity of this feature in the Constitution. 
! have claimed no more for Sherman than his- 
tory awards him. ‘The records and debates 
of the Convention, and all contemporary evi- 
dence fully prove it. Hollister’s history, in the 
chapter on the Constitution of the United 
States, shows clearly the great work of Sher- 
man in the framing of that instrament. Ban- 
croft, not having reached this period in his 
history, but writing one of the early chapters 
of the revolutionary struggle, and looking for- 
ward to the future years of Sherman, says of 
him, that ‘this solid sense and powers of 
clear analysis were to constitute him one of 
the master builders of the Republic.” And 
the ablest southern statesman of this century, 
Johu C. Calhoun, in bis well-known speech in 
the Senate, in February, 1847,-has given his 
full confirmation. 

There was a painting of a rising sun behind 
the chair of the president of the Convention. 
Tvis related that when the last name was abont 
to be signed to the Constitution, Franklin, 
then past four score years, but with his eye 
still undimmed, pointing to the picture and 


speaking of the difficulty of artists in distin-. 


guishing between a rising and setting sun, said 
to some of the members : 

“I have often and often, in the course of this ses- 
sion, and in the vicissitade of my hopes and fears 
as to its issue, looked at that behind the president, 
without being able to tell whether it was rising or 
setting; but now, at length, I have the happiness to 
know that it is a rising and nota setting sun.” 

A rising sun! And yet how little could 
those men, with all their broad statesmanship 
and forecast, realize the future of that coun- 
try whose sun was just rising upon their great 
work. Sherman had said in debate in the 
Convention, in providing in the Constitution for 
the admission of new States, that the number 
of new States could probably never equal or 
exceed the old, and no member had been wild 
enough in his imagination to predict a larger 
number. Louisiana with its vast valley was 
then not theirs ; the continent beyond the Mis- 
sissippi was an unknown land. If the vail of 
the future could have been lifted, and they 
could have seen that sun at the end of one 
hundred years emerged from the clouds of civil 
war, and still in its ascent, as we trust, shining 
upon forty States and forty millions of free- 
men ; or if the end of another. century could 
have disclosed to them its scores of States 
and a hundred millions of people, each bearing 
the proud title of an American citizen, filling 
up a continent from ocean to ocean, and from 
the frozen lakes that fling off the glancing sun- 
beams to the tropical seas where eternal sum- 
mer reigns, well might they have bowed their 
faces to the earth in blinding amazement, and 
prayed God to spare their aching sight the 
burning glories of the vision. 

The Constitution adopted, Sherman returned 
home to secure its ratification by his State. 


He was a member of the State convention 
called in the following January for that pur- 
pose, and by pen and speech did much to 
make his State among the first to ratify the 
work in which be had borne so prominent a 
art. Elected from New Haven as a mem- 
ber of the first House of Representatives under 
the Federal Constitution, he took a foremost 
rank among the influential men of that body; 
Connecticat then had one thirteenth of all 
the members of the House, her ‘average 
number in the old thirteen States. The won- 
derful growth of the country in less than a 
century is illustrated by the fact that now she 
has less than one sixtieth, and after this 
Congress will have less than one seventieth 
of the members. There were many amend- 
ments to the Constitution proposed during 
the first Congress that were not adopted. 
New York alone proposed thirty-two of them. 
Sherman generally opposed them, claiming 
that time should be given for the Constitu- 
tion to be fairly tested, and as defects were 
discovered the remedy by amendment could 
be applied. 

An amendment was proposed, acknowledg- 
ing the inalienable right of the people to in- 
struct their representatives upon all questions, 
in addition to the right of petition fora redress 
of grievances; a practicein the British Parlia- 
ment until the great Burke boldly resisted it 
a few years before. While sustaining the right 
of petition, Sherman strenuously opposed the 
doctrine of instraction; for he believed, with 
Burke, that a representative in Parliament or 
Congress was elected to bea “ pillar of the 
State, and not a mere weather-cock on the top 
of the edifice, to indicate the shiftings of every 
fashionable gale,’’ or point the way the wind 
blew at home. When told that a certain biil 
for raising revenue to restore the public credit 
would be unpopular with his constituents, bis 
reply was, ‘* The only way for me to know if 
popular opinion is in favor of a measure is 
to examine whether it is rights?’ words that 
might well be blazoned on the walls of this 
Chamber, for our instruction and guidance. 

He strongly supported the assumption of tne 
State debts and the great financial measures 
brought forward by Alexander Hamilton, the 
first Secretary of the Treasury, a statesman 
of whom Webster said that “he teuched the 
dead corpse of the public credit and it sprung 
upon its feet.”’ 

The States had severally contracted large 
debts during the war of the Revolution, some 
of them in much larger proportion than others. 
Iwas urged that the debts of the several States, 
that had accrued for the common benefit and 
defense of all, should be assumed by the na- 
tional Government, as the new Constitution 
had taken from the State authorities the right 
to collect duties upon imports, upon the faith 
of which the debts in a great measure had been 
created. No internal taxation could meet these 
obligations without ruin to several of the States. , 
Once adopted by a bare majority in the House, 
the vote was soon after reconsidered and de- 
feated by the votes of new members that were 
not present at the first vote. An earnest and 
bitter contest followed, and though justice to 
creditors and public necessity alike demanded . 
the assumption of the State debts by the Fed- 
eral Government, neither the wisdom and clear 
logic of Sherman nor the fiery eloquence of 
Fisher Ames could save it from defeat in the 
House. The plan of assumption, as originally 
proposed by Sherman, was finally adopted by 
the Senate before the close of the session, avd 
concurred in by the House after a long and 
exciting struggle, and the foundations of a 
national credit and a national prosperity were 
established, : 

At the clese of the First Congress Shermat‘ 
was elected to the Senate, and after two years’ 
service in that body, the debates of which 
were not published, he died in July, 1793. 
The tablet on his tomb at New Haven speaks 
of him as “ mayor of the city of New Haven, 


1872. 
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avd Senator of the United States,’’ the two 
offices he held at the time of his death. 

The great men who were associated with 
Sherman have left on record their estimate of 
his ability and distinguished services. John 
Adams, long after the death of Sherman, wrote 
of him that he had ‘‘the clearest head and 
the steadiest heart,’’ and that he was ‘ one of 
the soundest and strongest pillars of the Revo- 
lution.” Jefferson wrote of him that “he 
was avery able and logical debater, steady in 
the principles of the Revolution, always at the 
post of duty.” , f 

His purity and ifegrityas a public man and 
asa private citizen were equally eminent. His 
strongest opponents never failed to recognize 
those high qualities in his character. He would 
do right though the heavens fell. And it is 
not known that a word of slander was ever 
spoken ofhim. Washington could not escape 
the fiercest and mostatrocious libels and abuse. 
frumbull’s sensitive spirit was wounded by 
bitter and calumnious charges against his 
honesty and his patriotism near the close of 
the war; but an indignant people fully vindi- 
cated their fair fame. It was Sherman’s sin- 
gular fortune to escape even the breath of 
calumny, and he walked through the fiery 
furnace of political life for forty years without 
so much as the smell of fire upon his garments. 

T have said that Trumbull was fortunate in 
his children; the same may be said of Sher- 
man. With a good old patriarchal family of 
fifteen children, he found time in all his pub- 
lic employments to care well for their good 
training and instruction. He devoted the earn- 
ings of a life of industry to give them a thor- 
ough education, and to raise them to a con- 
dition better than his own had been in early 
life. Nor did his liberality in this respect 
stop with hig own children. A nephew, edu- 
cated by him, Roger Minott Sherman, was 
long one of the first lawyers in the land. Four 
of Roger Sherman’s daughters married four 
such men as Judge Simeon Baldwin, Jeremiah 
Evarts, Samuel Hoar, and President Day of 
Yale College. His descendants have stood in 
the front rank of the learned professions. 
One of them now represents the United States 
among the eminent counsel tor the Geneva 
conference. More than one of them have 
been in the Cabinet; they have been in the 
Senate; they have been.in this House; and, 
if the gentleman will pardon the allusion, 
there sits near me now, as a member of this 
House, a grandson of Roger Sherman, whose 
earnest zeal and eloquence on this floor in 
behalf of universal education and good gov- 
ernment is worthy of his honored ancestry. 


I should omit the cbiet and crowning ele- | 


ment of greatness in the character of these two 
men if I did not speak of their devotion and 
faith in the Christian religion. Unlike the 
fallen cardinal, they served their God with all 
the zeal they served their country. They had 
all the blessings the poet says should accom- 
pany old age: 

“ As honor, love, obedience, troops of friends.” 
But they had what was higher and better— 
the recollections of a long life devoted to the 
discharge of every religious duty. Both were 
earnest Christians from their yoath up; both 
were also well read in the whole science of 
theology. Trumbull, as I have said, had 
studied for that profession in his youth; and 
he wrote sermons after he laid off the cares of 


office in his old age. Sherman, with his thirst | 


for all good knowledge, had studied thoroughly 
the doctrines of revealed religion and the 
writings of the ablest divines. Never were 
truer words spoken on such an occasion than 
those of Trumbull’s pastor at his funeral, that 
‘bis chief glory ariseth from his truly reli- 
gious and pious character.”’ “ Know ye not,” 
said Rey. Jonathan Edwards, with equal truth 
concerning Sherman, using the words of David 
concerning Abner, ‘‘ know ye not that there 
18 a great man fallen this day in Israel.’ 
TRUMBULL and Suerman! Gratefully and 


} 


| 


gladly their State presents you two such bright 
exemplars in her history. It was a conception 
of almost poetic beauty, enacted into the dry 
details of an appropriation bill, that set apart 
that Hall for the statues of two of the illustri- 
ous dead of each State. There let their stat- 
ues stand, mute yet eloquent, surrounded by 
the representative statues of all the States of 
the Union—a senate iu marble of heroes and 
of statesmen, in that grand old Hall which for 
nearly half a century rang with the eloquence 
of theablest orators in theland; where echoes 
of the voices of Clay and of Corwin, of 
Webster and John Quincy Adams, still linger 
among its columns and arches. There let 
their statues stand forever! 


voice of authority as from the skies, enjoining 
us.to preserve and maintain the blessed insti- 
tutions of liberty and a free Government, which 
each of them gave the best years of a long life 
to establish and defend. And while American 
libertyshall survive; while Massachusetts with 


| ber wealth of great names shall honor the 


memory of her Hancockand her Adams; while 
Virginia shall remember to her undying glory 


that her soil contains the dust of ber Wash- | 


ington and her Jefferson, the names of Trum- 
bull and Sherman shall hold the same proud 
eminence, and be honored and cherished as 
household words in the hearts and by the 
hearthstones of the people of Connecticut. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on con- 
curring with the Senate in the adoption of the 
resolutions. 

The resolutions were concurred in unani- 
mously. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. HAMBLETON presented the following |! 


| ten days; and 


conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 245) enti- 
tled ‘An act amendatory of an act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas river,” 


! having met, after full and free conference, have || 


agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses as follows: : 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the first and ‘second amendments of the Fouse, and 
agree to the same. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
theirthird amendment. 
THOMAS BOLES, 

SAMUEL ILAMBLETON, 
Managers on the nart of the House. 


Z. CHANDLER, 
G.E. EDMUNDS, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 


Managers on the par to the Senate, li z 
|, committees: 


The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 


SALES OF LANDS FOR TAXES. 


Mr. VAUGHAN, by unanimous consent, | 


introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2619) to relieve 
certain persons against sales of their lands 
for direct taxes in the insurrectionary dis- 
tricts; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, į 


and ordered to be printed. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2620) relating to 
the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF HOMESTEADS, ETC. 
Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, 


introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2621) relating to |j 


the entry of homesteads and preéimptions in 
the mining States and Territories ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Minesand Mining, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE 8. FISHER. 


Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on Foreign 


Affairs the bill (H. R. No. 2106) to reimburse | 


George S. Fisher for losses sustained by the 
burning of the consulate belonging to the 


} Though their | 
lips are silent, they yet speak to us with a | 


i 


United States at Kanagawa, Japan, Novem- 
ber 26, 1866, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES DE LONG. 

Mr. L. MYERS also, from thesame commit- 
tee, by unanimous consent, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 2622) for the relief of James De Long, 
late consul at Aux Cayes, Hayti; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. i 

WHARF AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, presented a letter from the Secretary 
of War, communicating, in compliance with 
Senate resolation of March 8, 1872, informa- 
tion in relation to the wharf or river frontage 
used by the United States at New Orleans, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee 


! on Military Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. DOX obtained leave of absence for ten 
days; ; 

Mr. HANCOCK obtained leave of absence 
for five days ; 

Mr. SHOBER obtained leave of absence for 


| ten days; 


Mr. WARREN obtained leave of absence 
for one week; 

Mr. MANSON obtained leave of absence 
for two weeks; 

Mr. WELLS obtained leave of absence for 


Mr. BIGBY obtained leave of absence for 
an indefinite period. 

EDWARD BALL. 

On motion of Mr. BIRD, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of 
Edward Ball. 

And then, on motion of Mr. RANDALL, 
(at five o’clock and ten minutes p. m.,) the 


| House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule and referred to the appropriate 


By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of William 
Paul, W. T. Asbury, James M. Clark, W. B. 
Harding, L. C. Holmes, and 62 others; of 
Jobn B. Hamilton, John Barrett, John Ash- 
brook, and 42 others; of A. J. Ashcroft, 
Aaron Linville, A. M. Prather, J. J. Curran, 
and 46 others, growers and dealers in leat 
tobacco in the county of Harrison, Kentucky, 
protesting against any advance in the present 
tax on smoking tobacco, &c. 

Also, the petition of Messrs. Jennings & 
White, S. J. & V. M. Pepper, J. E. French & 
Son, J. S. Pepper, Whipps & Brother, Hiram 
Baker, and Frazee & Son, citizens of Mason 
county, Kentucky, protesiing against any ad- 
vance on smoking tobacco, &e. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY : The petition of Wiliam 
R. Keily, a citizen of Alabama, asking the 
removal of his political disability imposed 
by the fourteenth article of amendment to the 
Constitution. ` 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of Sylvester 
Bartlett and others, asking for change of mail 
route in Ritchie county, West Virgmia. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of Thomas 
Whitehead, of Virginia, asking for theremoval 
of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of E.°C. Covert and 84 others, asking the 


' restoration of certain public lands to market. 


Also, the petition of the board of supervisors 
of Muskegon county, Michigan, asking the 
restoration of certain public lands to market. 
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By Mr. HAWLEY: A protest of citizens 
of Hancock county, Ilinois, against the pas- 
sage of the bill for the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi river from Warsaw, Hli- 
nois, to Alexandria, Missouri. 

By Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts: the 
petition of Ann J. Eaton, administratrix of 
the estate of Jacob F. Eaton, for loss of crops, 
damage to land, &c., on Long Island, Boston 
harbor, Massachusetts. , 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of 667 
citizens of the western district of the State of 
Tennessee, asking of Congress the establish- 
ment of an additional circuit and district court 
of the United States within said district, to be 
located in the town of Huntingdon, in the 
county of Carroll, Tennessee. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: ‘The petition of Mrs. 


Hannah M. Lex, widow of Charles H. Lex, | 
late a private of company C, seventy-second | 


regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, for a pen- 
sion. 

Also, the petition of merchants and citizens 
of Philadelphia, for the removal of all politi- 


cal and civil disabilities of Presley T. Glass, į 


of the town of Ripley, county of Lauderdale, 
and State of Tennessee. 

By Mr. STEVENS: The petitions of John 
V. Potter, Charles R. Ladd, J. W. Couzens, 
Kirk Mendall, E. V. Bronson, O. W. Brown, 
and 205 other persons of Henry county, Ili- 
nois, praying that Congress would reduce the 
tariff to a strictly revenue basis and would 
place the system called protective where the 
publie mind will rest in the belief of its speedy 
and complete extinction. 

By Mr. WALDRON: Resolutions of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Detroit, asking 
reduction of duty on gilling twine and a draw- 
back of duty on salt used in Jake fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana: The peti- 
tion for relief of Henry S. Zumro, of Indiana. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under the 
rule and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. HANDLEY: A bill to establish cer- 
tain post routes in Alabama: from Roek Mills 
to Houston, Georgia; from Smith's Station, 
via Warcoochee, Beulah, Ossanippi, Tram- 
mell’s Factory, to West Point, Georgia; trom 
Waverly, via Rome, Walnut Hill, Melon's 
Mills, Channahotchec, to Wetumpka; from 
Dadeville, via Montreal, Mount Zion, Fish 
Pond, Saud Tuck, Cotton Store, Bulger’s 
Mills, Kowalaga, Guthrie’s, Howell’s Store, to 
Wetumpka; from Fort Mitchell to Oswichee. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuespay, April 30, 1872. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
MAN, D 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 724) supple- 
mentary to an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorpo- 
rate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and 
to aid in the construction of its road, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1871. 

Mr. STEWART. [should like to have those 
amehdments—there are only two or three of 
them—read, and then I shall move that the 
Senate concur in them. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments, 
which were on page 2, section two, line two, 
after the word è thereto,” to insert the words 
‘tand as modified by this act;” in line four, 
after the word “whatever,” to insert the 
words ‘‘beyond that heretofore granted “by 
Congress, and which shall only inure to said 
company upon compliance with the terms of 
this act in relation to the times fixed for com- 
pletion of said railway ;” in line six, after the 


f and political disabilities of Sion 


' 
word ‘‘existing,’’ to insert the words ‘ under | 
this act and the acts to which it is supple- | 
mentary ;’’ in line nine, after the word ‘‘ cre: jj 
ate,” to insert the word ‘‘ thereunder ;’’ and | 
in section five, after the word ‘‘ construct,” to | 
insert ‘‘not less than ten miles before the | 
expiration of second year, and.” l 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate | 
concur in the amendments of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
them? 

Mr. STEWART. The effect is, that they 
require ten miles to be built on the western 
end in the first two years, and the only other 
amendment that is not verbal is one prohib- | 
iting them from mortgaging the lands until 
they have complied with the conditions of the 
act so as to acquire them. They limit the 
operation of the bill as we passed it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do I understand that 
all the amendments are limitations upon the ' 
bill as it passed the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART. They are all limitations 
upon the bill except one, and that is a requisi- 
tion for more road to be completed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘hat is an additional 
requirement? : 

Mr. STEWART. An additional require- 
ment. 

Mr. COLE. TIT should like to inquire what 
the condition is in regard to the building of 
the western end of the road after the second 

ear. 

Mr. STEWART. That is left just as it was 
in the bill, only with the additional require- 
ment of teu miles to be built in the first two 

ears. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendments of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. HARLAN. I should like to hear the 
amendments read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will again 
be reported. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendments, and having read the second 
one— 

Mr. HARLAN. I should like to hear that 
read in connection with the body of the bill. | 

The Cmer Cuerx. If amended as pro- | 
posed by the House that portion of the bill 
will read as follows: 


And this act shall not be construed to revive, 
enlarge, extend, or create any land grant whatever 
beyond that berctofore granted by Congress, and 
which shall only inure to said company npon com- 
pliance with the terms of this act in relation to the | 
times fixed for completion of said railway. i 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the | 
amendments, and having read the amend- | 
ment to the fifth section— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is in re- 
gard to the western end of the road, and the 
Secretary will read the amendment in connec- 
tion with that portion of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That the said company shall 
commence the construction of said road from San 
Diego eastward within one year from the passage of 
this act, and construct not Jess than ten miles before 
the expiration of second year, and, after the second 
year, not less than twenty-five miles perannum, &c. 


The amendments were concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the | 

erection of a public building in Rockland, 

Maine, was read twice by iis title and referred | 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2617) to rem 


What is the effect of | 


ove the legal 
; H. Rogers, 
was read twice by its title, and, on motion of 
Mr. MORTON, was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON. I present a memorial signed 
by a committee, the secretary and officers of 
section twenty-three of the International Work- 


ingmen’s Association of the District of Colum- 


t 


bia, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
eight-hour law. [ move its reference to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. SUMNER. Should it not go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary? Task my col- 
league, is not that subject before some com- 
mittee? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
itis before the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and also before the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. That subject should bz 
referred to the Committee on Edueation and 
Labor. 

Mr. SUMNER. I thoufht. that committee 
had jurisdiction of it in some sort. 

Mr. SAWYER. We have some other memo- 
rials on the same subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial 
will be referred to that committee, that being 
the appropriate committee. 

Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage of 
the bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training- 
School Association ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of officers of 
the United States Army, remonstrating against 
any change in the manner of promoting lieu- - 
tenants; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of colored sol- 
diers, praying to be put on an equality with 
white soldiers in regard to bounties under the 
act of July 22, 1861; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 
A. C. McGillivray, praying to be indemnified 
for spoliations committed by the French be- 
tween the years 1793 and 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of Samuel Birdsall, jr., praying payment of 
arrearages of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
P. G. Nash, of Mobile, Alabama, praying the 
removal of his political disabilities; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
the memorial of the National Railroad Com- 
pany of Maryland, praying to be authorized 
to extend their road into and within the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of West Virginia, praying that Davis 
C. Kinnison, of Pocahontas county, West Vir- 
ginia, be relieved of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. a 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citi- 
zeus of Stanton, Tennessee, praying for the 
passage of the supple mentary civil rights bill ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of colored sok- 
diers of the Army of the United States formerly 
slaves in Kentucky, praying to be placed on 
the same footing with regard to bounties as 
white soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

_ He also presented a petition of soldiers, pray- 
ing that all soldiers of 1812 and their widows 
may be granted pensions, for equalization of 
bounties to soldiers of 1861, for payment of 
back pensions, for one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, and for the establishment of a soldiers’ 
commission; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

EQUAL RIGHTS IN SCHOOLS. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now I ask the Senate to 
be good enongh to take up the schoo! bill forthe 
District of Coiumbia, with the understanding 
that it shall be passed over informally for the 
morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
call for petitions the Senator from Massachu- 
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setts asks unanimous consent that the school 


pill of this District be taken up, subject to į 
i| of their duties pertinent and proper and legit- 


morning business. 

Mr. BAYARD, and Mr. DAVIS of West 
Virginia, rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two Senators 
have risen, apparenily to object. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to be understood 
about that. I wish it understood that I do 
not object at all to taking up the bill; but as 
J desire to make a few remarks in opposition 
to its passage, I would merely ask that when 
it is taken up I be allowed to conclude my 
remarks and not be cut off in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. I respect the desire of the 
Senator. Would it not be agreeable to the 
Senator from Delaware to have the bill taken 
upin this morning hour? 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot. say that it would 
be agreeable. 1 only say that before the bill 

asses I wish to be heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Davis} objects un- 
conditionally, as he understands. Does he 
withdraw the objection ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are in order. 

SOUTHERN CLALMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. HOWE. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 181) relating to the commissioners of 


claims appointed under act of Congress ap- | 


proved March 8, 1871, have had the same 
under consideration, and directed me to report 
it back with the recommendation that the Sen- 
ate agree to it. Thig.is the resolution which I 
reported, or attempted to report, last week. If 
there is no objection to it, lam desired on the 
part of several to ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
authorize the ‘‘ commissioners of claims ” ap- 

ointed under the act of Congress approved 
March 8, 1871, entitled ‘f An act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 80, 1872, and for other 
purposes,” to make further reports of their 
proceedings under that act whenever, in their 


judgment, they shall deem it expedient or j| 


advisable to do so. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Task the indulgence of the 
Senate for a very few moments while I state 
the objections I have to the passage of this 
resolution. 

Ju will be remembered by the Senate that at 
the last session of the last Congress the act 
was passed organizing this commissiov, and 
by one section of that act it is provided that 
these commissioners shall have power to report 
at the commencement of each session of Con- 
gress. I understand that by this joint resolu- 
tion or bill it is proposed to give to the com- 
missioners power to report at any time. By 


this act there is no command on the commis- | 
stoners to report, but they are given authority | 


to report at any time. 
sons which [ will state. 
_ In the first place, while this will not be and 
is not a command on the commissioners to 
report, it will be so accepted by those who 
ave claims pending before that commission 
and which may have been decided. The com- 
missioners themselves will esteem it as a com- 
mand upon them, and the importunity upon 
the part of persons who may have claims upon 
them to report will be such beyond all ques- 
tion as to greatly interfere with them in the 
discharge of their duties. 
, In the next place, while it is not a command 
in itself, they wi 


I object to this for rea- 


sarily be interfered with, they now being en- 
gaged in the discharge of their duties under 
the law; that is to say, they having already 
made a report to this session of Congress, they 


ll be Jed to esteem it as such, | 
and asa consequence their labors must neces- | 


d 


f 


i 


| single Senator. 


are now engaged in the consideration of other 
claims. They are engaged in the discharge 


imate. Now, if we authorize them, which will 
be regarded as a command to them, to report, 
the consequence will be that their minds will 
be diverted from the proper discharge of their 
duties, and they will be engaged in making up 
a further report to this Congress. 

Ineed not tell the Senate that though these 
commissioners may have examined a claim, 
and perhaps made up their minds as to its 
justice or otherwise, if time is given them it 
frequently occurs that testimony comes to 
their knowledge before they make any report 
as contemplated by the old law that induces 
them to change their minds either for or 
against the claim; and if we pass a law that 
shall be a command to them to report to Con- 
gress, and they are constantly importuned to 
make these reports, the consequence is that in 
many cases they will necessarily be compelled 


| to report cases here, and will report them, 


when, if they had time to investigate and ex- 
amine further, they might be led to reverse 
their first action. 

J am induced to this conclusion for a further 
reason. We have passed a law, both Houses 
having concurred in it, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of agents by these commissioners who 
can go into the localities where these claims 
origiuate for the purpose of examining and 
reporting to them further evidence. As the 
law has stood, we know very weil that there 


ave no agents on the part of the Government į 


to investigate these claims; but the commis- 
sioners themselves investigate the testimony, 
and only the claimants bring forward their 
testimony and the cases are heard ex parte. 


We have now passed a law giving them au- | 
thority to appoint men to go through the coun- | 


try and obtain testimony with reference to the 
claims which have heen examined since the 
commencement of the present session of Con- 
gress and not reported; these agents appointed 
by them can go to the localities and examine 
into the testimony and report to them, and 
thus the chances are increased that we shail 
gel correct decisions and the Government be 
protected and the claimant as well. 

There is another reason also, Mr. President. 
On the claims that have been reported here 
there has been no action by Congress up to 
this time; and why shall we be in haste to re- 


of the present session, when we have not acted 
upon the claims that have already been pre- 
sented? 

This, Mr. President, is all I have to say on 
this question. 
what } have said will influence the mind of a 
E only desired to state the 
reasons that influence my vote on this question. 
I do not believe the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. F should like to have 
the bill read again. 

The joint resolution was read. 


Mr. TROMBULL. I am very glad that 


‘quire of these commissioners that they shall | 


į 


report further claims before the adjournment | 


I have not auy thought ibat | 


the Senator from Iowa has called attention to j 


this bil. T think it ought to be thoroughly 
considered before it is passed. It will be 
remembered that we had quite a discussion 
when this commission was created. Iwas not 
in favor of the creation of the commission 


i 


myself. I thought it was very dangerous to | 


establish such a commission. 
provided a Court of Claims where parties 
having demands upon the Government might 
present them, and where they could be sub- 
jected to a judicial investigation; and then 
we created this sort of a committee, where 
there are no attorneys for the Government; 
its examination is exparte entirely. 


additional force to the powers we have already 
conferred upon this commission. 

The Senator says we have not yet made an 
appropriation to pay any claims which they 


I do not | 
think we ought to pass any law giving any | 


We had already || 


| to judgments in that court. 


i out of the Treasury. 


have reported; and when that subject comes 
up I think it ought to be thoroughly under- 
stood by the Senate before we make an appro- 
priation to pay those claims. Now, the effect 
of this, without having the other bill before 
me, I do not know that I fully understand~—— 

Mr. HOWE. Let me tell the Senator what 
the effect of this is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. Under the original act they 
can only report at the opening of a session of 
Congress. It is the sole purpose of this reso- 
lution to allow them to report at other times. 
They made a report at the opening of this 
session. They have since heard other claims. 
The claimants would like that they should 
make reports. They cannot get a dollar from 
the Treasury on those claims if they are re- 
ported until we make the appropriation. The 
only good it can do the claimants to have the 
report made is that it will show their friends 
that they have the verdict of this commission 
to the effect that so much money is due them, 
and sometimes I am told it enables them te 
get a little credit, and so affords them some 
relief. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Of course if this passes, 
that being the only object of it, every claim- 
ant the moment his claim is passed upon will 
insist upon its being reported to Congress, 
and the commission will find it very difficult 
to resist that importunity. 

Mr. HOWE. The commission, I am well 
assured, are entirely satisfied with this bill; 
they were not satisfied that the other resolu- 
tion should be adopted which instructed them 
to report, but this resolution, which passed the 
House of Representatives, and which simply 
gives them authority to report without requiring 
it of them, is entirely satisfactory to them. 

Mr. TRUMBOLL. The result of it will 
be, as we can all see, to hurry these claims 
through, The report may be made to-day 
and an effort will be made to put it into an 
appropriation at the present session, and it is 
paid at once. Congress has been so cautious 
in regard to the payment of claims after decis- 
ions of the Court of Claims that after that 
court render a judgment in favor of a claimant 
on a judicial investigation, where the United 
States provides attorneys for the Government, 
and where the witnesses are cross-examined 
and testimony is taken ander commission, we 
have provided that at any time within two 
years that court may on an application open 
the decision and grant a new trial if they think 
the Government has been injured in any way 
by the judgment, or there are any new facts 


| to induce them to believe they ought not to 


have reudered the judgmeut which was ren- 
dered. We have provided that there shall be 
two years within which to do this in reference 
Now, you propose 
to have this report made here, and that is the 
end of it, of course, with the commission. If 
it is made here, there is no jurisdiction over it 
afterward, and of course the next thing is to 
pay the claims. Congress, l presume for wise 


i purposes, when we passed the bill a year or 


two ago organizing this claims commission, 
provided that their reports should be made at 
the commencement of each session of Congress 
in order that there might be some time to con- 
sider them before they were presented. I do 
not propose myself to gò one single step fur- 
ther than we went when we established this 
claims commission in allowing these demands 
to be pressed upon the Government and paid 
I think we have gone far 
enough in creating the two tribunals which we 
have. In fact, we ought not, in my judgment, 
to have had more than the one. However, as 
we have created this commission, let it exer- 
cise the jurisdiction already granted; but I am 
certainly opposed to granting it any additional 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. HOWE. I do not know but that I ought 
to say one word. I really do not care much— 
for myself I do not care at all—whether this 
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resolution be agreed to or not. Tdo notthink 
it will do anybody much good if we agree to 
jt. I know it will not do anybody any hurt if 
we do agree to it. That is very certain. The 
Senator from Illinois assumes that if we allow 
this commission to report we shall at once 
make an appropriation to pay whatever sums 
they report. The answer to that is that at the 
opening of this session they did make a report 
of tbeir previous doings, and we have not ap- 
propriated a dollar to meet any of them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
expect to offer a bill for that purpose? f 

Mr. HOWE. Ihave no more expectation 
of offering it myself than I have that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will offer it, and I have not 
any very profound belief that he will offer it. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
Senator whether from his past experience he 
has any fear that the appropriations to pay 
tbese claims will be hurried through ? 

Mr. HOWL. No, I have not any fear of 
that. The claims which this commission can 
hear are only the claims of those who estab- 
lish their loyalty in fact. No man can go 
before the commission and lay claim to a dol- 
lar except upon the fundamental condition that 
he shows that he adhered to the cause of the 
Union. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the same in ref 
erence to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOWE. No one of these men can go 
into the Court of Claims at all if he was ever 
so loyal. I saythese men cannot get a dollar 
unless they show that they are loyal, and 
therefore I have no expectation that a bill 
will ever be hurried through to pay them. 
When a bill comes here which lets all rebeldom 
into your ‘Treasury, not to get compensation 
for property which we took to support our 
armies upon, but for property which we took 
from them because it was aiding the rebellion 
itself; property which we took from them, 
not because they were guilty, but because the 
property itself was guilty—when they come 
aud ask to be let into the Treasury, L do not 
expect their petition will be heard. J have 
scen their petitions go through here—they are 
not quite through yet, but they are going on 
tbe double quick—and I am rather inclined to 
think, though 1 have not watched the debate, 
that my friend, the honorable Senator from 
Ilinois, is rather helping them along. Ido 
not kuow how the fact is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, The Senator is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. HOWL. 
mistaken in that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have always insisted 
that the Court of Claims and all other courts 
should be shut against the claims of those 
engaged in the rebellion on account of prop- 
erty that was destroyed in the war. I have never 
voted for such a proposition. The Senator is 
entirely mistaken. I was opposed to the Drake 
amendment because I thought that was uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. HOWE. Ang I understood the Sena- 
tor was opposed to the Morrill amendment, 
which is a different thing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 was, in the form in 
which it is presented, because it has a pro- 
vision in it which I think destroys the court, 
that no money shall be paid out of the Treas- 
ury without an express appropriation by Con- 
gress subsequently ; but l was in favor andam 
in favor of the provision that is in the law, 
and I am willing it should be made stronger if 
the Senator knows how to draw it stronger, 
that no man shall have astanding in the Court 
of Claims unless he be a loyal man. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam extremely glad to hear 
my friend say that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have said so always. 
You never heard me say different. 

Mr. HOWE. J say lam extremely glad to 
hear that, and I hope he will put something 
stronger in the statute, because the news- 
papers tell us—and I know nothing that I do 


lam glad to hear that I am 


not get from the newspapers in these latter 


debating this very question involved in the 
Morrill amendment ihe Court of Claims has 
pronounced judgments which take millions 
out of your Treasury and put them into the 
hands of men who were fighting you from the 
very commencement of the rebellion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will al 
low me, I think he is unjust toward the Court 
of Claims. I understand the Court of Claims 
to have decided in an elaborate opinion—and 
if I had time I could send for it; I have seen 
the opinion—that they have no jurisdiction of 
a case unless it appears that the party has 
given no aid or comfort to the rebellion. They 
have decided that ; it is their rule of decision ; 
and if they have made any other, I do not 
know of it. 

Mr. HOWE. J understand they have de- 
cided so, but somebody or other took an appeal 
from the decision and the Supreme Court of 
the United States reversed the decision on that 


point. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator spoke of 
the Court of Claims. The decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States is another 
matter. 

Mr. HOWE. And since the Supreme 
Court of the United States reversed that de- 
cision, and while the Senate bas been holding 


new restriction upon the jurisdiction of that 
court, made necessary in view of that decision, 
I understand from the newspapers that court 
has pronounced judgments which will take 
millions out of your Treasury and put them 
into the pockets of men who never pretended 
to be loyal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am not informed 
what they have done since that decision was 
rendered. I suppose the Court of Claims 


cision in an appealed case to the decision of 
the Supreme Court. 


Mr. MORTON. 


What was the statement 


of the Senator from Wisconsin? I did not 
hear it. 
Mr. HOWK. My statement was that since 


the decision of the Supreme Court reversing 
what has been the rule of decision in the Court 
of Claims as to their jurisdiction over the 


debating this provision which we speak of as 
the Morrill amendment, the Court of Claims 
has pronounced judgments which will .take 
millions out of the Treasury on the petitions 
of men who never pretended to be loyal fora 
day during the war. That is my information, 
as I say, based upon the newspapers. But I 
must beg pardon of the Senate for being 
seduced into this debate. 

This is a very simple resolution. It does 
not call for adollar of money. It simply allows 
this claims commission to disburden them- 
selves of just so many cases as they have fully 
considered and themselves think they ought 
to report and can report safely. That is all it 
means. 

Mr. MORTON. They will have to report 
at some time. Ifso, why not now? 

Mr. HOWE. I do not know any reason. 
They must report at some time. They must 
report at the opening of each session. 
did report at the opening of this session, and 
as the law now stands they cannot report again 
until the opening of the next. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ido not see that the 
resolution now before the Senate amounts to 
anything pro or con. I was opposed to the 
establishmeut of this commission, although 
I think I was detained from the Senate by 
sickness at the time it Passed, and I simply 
avail myself of this opportunity to enter my 
protest against the whole proceeding which 
created the commission and ull the proceed- 
ings of the commission underthe act. I think 


it wasa mistake of great magnitude ever to 


days, and that must be my apology for my | 
extreme ignorance—that while we have been § p 


high debate upon the question of putting some |! 


petition of rebels, and while we have been || 


They |; 


7 
ti 
H 
Ji 
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create the commission. We have at this 
session passed a law whieh gives them the 
ower to take adverse tesumony, testimony on 
behalf of the United States, and so I fear we 
shallgo on in this proceeding, step by step, until 
we give to their proceedings all the qualities 


! of an award of arbitrators, and thereby have 


| 


the faith of the Government pledged to the 
payment of those claims reported without any 
regard to our opinion on their merits. For 
that reason. and that only, I shall vote against 
this resolution. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wouldask the 
Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Howe] whether 
there is not some advantage in this claims 
commission holding these reports in view of 
the power which has been given them as to 
taking further testimony, as to getting adverse 
testimony, as to sending agents into the local- 
ities whence the claims come? 

There is another advantage in holding these 
reports that has occurred to me which has 
not been stated. My observation, and I may 
say my experience, is that time is the essence 
of every good conclusion and judgment, and 


i that there is great advantage after you have 
i investigated a subject in having it under your 


control for a month or two. You may not 
change your opinion; but time either does 
change it or confirms it; and ualess there is 
some advantage in the proposed change, I 
should think it was better to leave the case as 
1b 1s. 

Mr. HOWE. lama little surprised at this 
opposition. I wish some Senator, if there is 
any real objection to the passage of a bill 
which is asked for by our friends, and friends 


i who have suffered as we never dreamed of 
i| suffering, and which does not relieve them, I 


admit, to the amount of a doilar, but relieves 
their feelings—and it is the only thing they 
have ever asked for that we have granted— 


|, would move to postpone the further considera- 
necessarily would have to conform their de- 


tion of this case. I will not oppose that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A single objec- 
tion will place the joint resolution on the Cal- 
endar for future consideration, as it has been 


i taken up subject to a demand for the regular 


order, 

Mr. WEST. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment that will perhaps obviate some objec- 
tions made on the other side. Jt is to insert 
afier the word “judgment,” in the ninth line, 
the words ‘‘ and upon such cases as they shall 
deem it expedient or advisable to do so.” 

Mr. HOWE. That is the same thing. It 
means that now. 

Mr. WEST. It obliges them to make an 
entire report now; but if the Senator thinks 
it means what my amendment proposes, I will 
not press the amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If it is the wish of the 


| chairman of the Committee on Claims that 


this matter should go over, I will accommodate 
him and move its postponement. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 wish it should go over rather 
than be defeated. Iam not applying to bave 
it go over; but I say if the Senate are unwill- 
ing to pass it, I would prefer that their an- 
willingness should be expressed upon a motion 
to postpone, rather than upon a direct vote on 
the biil. I cannot consent to that without a 
struggle. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the chairman object 
to passing it over until to morrow? 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT.’ A single objec- 
tion or a Senator rising with a report of a com- 
mittee, which is now the business in order, 
will place it, on the Calendar. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made to the present consideration of the bill, 
and it goes on the Calendar. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Thomas 
H. Dowling, in regard to his claim to the island of 


1872. 
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ba Buena, be taken from tho files of the Senate 
Tor referred to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. A 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. CurxtoN Lioyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 616) to release to the State of Indiana 
the lands known as the bed of Beaver lake, 
in Newton county, in said State, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills: j 

A. bil (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of G. 


S. Baker, of Marysville, Missouri, for the ; 


reissue of a certain bond; 

A bill (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the appro- 
priation for the employment of surfmen at 
alternate life-saving stations on the New Jersey 


coast for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, | 
to be expended in employing crews at such | 
stations, and for such periods, and at such | 


compensation, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may deem reasonable, not to exceed forty 
dollars per month for each person employed ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the publie lands in the State 
of Minnesota; 


A bill (H. R. No. 878) for the relief of | 


settlers on the Osage lands in the State of 
Kansas; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1016) to promote the | 


development of the mining resources of the 
United States ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the | 


commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) for the relief of 
Robert Williams, jr., collector third district 
Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 194 
to Elizabeth Harding. 

REPORTS OV COMMITYEES. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 1023) granting the right of way 
through the public lands for the construction 
ofa railroad and telegraph to the Utah, Idaho 


6) granting a pension 


and Montana Railroad Company, reported it į 


with amendments. 
He also, from the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the cou- | 


struction of a bridge and to establish the same 
as a post road, reported it with an amendment. 
Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of David 
Kleinman, praying compensation for property 
_ taken by United States troops at Washington, 
District of Columbia, in 1865, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration ; 
Which was agreed to; and he submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Brotton Davis, 
moved that the petitioner have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers, the case having 
been settled by the Department. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPRAGUE, from the Committee on 
Ppropriations, to whom was referred the bill 
No. 1661) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiseal year ending June 80, 1878, reported it 
With amendments. : 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1028) to incorporate the Hel- 


* 


j 


ena and Northern Utah 
and grant the same th 
the publie lands, 
ments. 


DEPREDATIONS ON TEXAS FRONTIERS. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Committee on 


Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
joint resolation (H. R. No. 186) appointing 
commissioners to inquire into depredations on 
the frontiers of the State of Texas, have in- 
structed me to report it without amendment, 
and if there is no objection, as it isa short 
bill, I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. The preamble states 
that there are complaints of many depreda- 
tions having been committed for several years 
past upon the frontiers of the State of Texas 
by bands of Indians and Mexicans who crossed 
the Rio Grande river into the State of Texas, 
murdering the inhabitants or carrying them 
into captivity, and destroying or carrying away 
the property of the citizens of that State; as 
also that bands of Indians have committed and 
continue to commit like depredations on the 
property, lives, and liberty of the citizens along 
the northern and northwestern frontiers of 
said State. The joint resolution therefore 
proposes to empower the President of the 
United States to appoint three persons to act 


Railroad Company, 
e right of way through 
reported it with amend- 


j as commissioners to inquire into the extent 


and character of these depredations, by whom 
committed, their residence, or country inhab 

ited by them, the persons murdered orcarried 
into captivity, the character and value of the 


property destroyed or carried away, from what, 


portions of the State of Texas, and to whom 
the same belonged. The commissioners, or a 
majority of them, are, as soon as practicable, 
to proceed to the frontiers of Texas, and take 
the testimony, under oath, of such witnesses 
as may appear before them, after having given 
notice for ten days previous, by publication in 
the nearest newspaper, of the time and place 
of their meeting, of all such depredations, 
when, where, by, and upon whom committed, 
and shall make up and transmit to the Presi- 
dent full reports of their investigations. The 
commissioners are to receive as compensation 
for their services the sum of ten dollars per 
day each, and their traveling expenses to each, 
for and during the time they shail be engaged 
in the service; and the sum of $6,000 is ap- 
propriated to pay the expenses of the investi- 
gation and of the commissioners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
singular proceeding to organize a wandering 


| commission to roam along the border. 


Mr. HAMLIN. It is confined to one local- 
ity. 
"Mr. SHERMAN. How many miles? 

Mr. PATTERSON. f will say to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, what I presume he is well 
aware of, that the President in his last two 
annual messages has called the attention of 
Congress to this subject, that already the sub- 
ject has been before one committee for invest- 
igation, and we have ascertained that frauds 
and outrages upon the peopie and their prop- 
erty are constantly being perpetrated on that 
southwestern frontier, and there ought to be 


more definite knowledge as to the character | 


of those outrages and the parties committing 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does it involve an appro- 
priation to pay the claims? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all; it is a 
mere inquiry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the committee have 
investigated it, [ will not interpose an objec- 
tlon. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio that the passage of this resolution 
will have the effect of satisfying the minds of 
the people to a certain extent and allaying 
excitements now existing there in consequence 
of these troubles. 


It seems to me to be a | 


| 
f 
! 
H 


j 
j 
i 


if nothing should be done, |; 


collisions might occur which would cost the 
Government a great deal more than this com- 
mission will cost. It is a commission fer 
peace upon that border and to ascertain. facts 
to enable the Government to act. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the provis- 
ions of this resolution ought to extend not 
only along the border but to Arizona. There 
has been a great deal of trouble there of the 
same kind, The investigation ought to extend 
all along the Mexican border. 

Mr. PATTERSON. This applies to diff- 
culties along the Rio Grande. The Senate 
may remember that President Juarez brought 
this subject to the attention of the Mexican 
Congress, asking them to abrogate what is 
called the Zona Libre which extended partly 
; up the Rio Grande. There was a long discus- 
sion in the Mexiean Congress, and instead 
of abrogating the decree establishing the Zona 
Libre, they extended it to El Paso, the whole 
length of that frontier, so that Matamoras, 
being a free port, admits goods from all parts 
of the world free, and the free belt runs six 
miles wide up the entire length of the Rio 
Grande to El Paso, and goods are constantly 
heing smuggled across. 

Mr. STEWART. T think it ought to be 
amended so as to extend along the whole Mex- 
ican border. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the resolution is 
amended it will have to go back to the House. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1053) relating to the disposition 
of certain lands to be reclaimed in sections 
fourteen, twenty-three, and twenty-six, in 
township sixteen north, of range twenty, in 
the county of Sheboygan, State of Wisconsin; 
| which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committe on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1054} to reimburse the State of 
Kentucky for moneys expended for the United 
States in enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and trans- 
porting militia forces, to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion ; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let it lie on the table 
for the present. 

The bill was ordered to lie on the table. | 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1055) to authorize the ex- 
i tension and use of the National railroad of 
Maryland into and within the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALCORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 1056) to grant right of way through the 
public lands of the United States to the Mo- 
bile and Northwestern Railroad Company ; 
|| which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introdue a bill (S. 
No. 1057) for the relief of Mrs. M. S. Morse, 
| administratrix and widow of Isaac E. Morse, 
deceased ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1058) to prohibit contracts for servile labor 
and to amend and enforce existing laws against 
the cooly trade; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That bill is in pursuance 
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of the memorial of the Legislature of California 
presented by me awhile ago. That memorial 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, as it involved the construction of 
treaty stipulations. I move that the bill take 
the same course, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the resolution offered by 
me yesterday, fixing the hour of daily meeting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
South Carolina was first upon the floor. If he 
insists on his right, the Chair recognizes him. 
If he yields, the Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAWYER. It will not take more than 
a minute to pass Senate bill No. 964. Itis 
simply a bill to extend for two years the time 
for compliance with the conditions of the agri- 
cultural college act. Itis absolutely necessary 
to several States, 

Mr. NYE. Will not the Senator from South 
Carolina allow me to appeal to him to pass a 
little bill that is very important; it should be 
known whether it is to be passed or defeated ? 

Mr. SAWYER. ‘This will take buta moment. 
I insist ou my motion, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 964) to amend an act 
entitled ‘' An act to amend the fifth section of 
anact entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts.’ approved July 2, 1862, 
so as to extend the time within which the pro- 
visions of said act shall be accepted and such 
colleges established,” approved July 23, 1866. 

The time within which the several States may 
comply with the provisions of the act of July 
23, 1866, wutitled tAn act to amend the filth 
section of an act entitled ‘An act donating 
public lands to the several States and Terri- 
tories which may provide colleges for the bene- 
fit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’ ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, so as to extend the time 
within which the provisions of that act shall 
be accepted and such colleges established,” is 
by this bill extended so that the States which 
have not complied with the provisions of these 
acts in establishing colleges shall have the 
period of two years, after the Ist day of July, 
1872, within which to provide at least one col- 
lege, as described in the fourth section of the 
act of July 2, 1862. 

Mr. STEWART. 
what this means. 

Mr. SAWYER. It simply extends for two 
years the time within which a college may be 
established by a State. ‘There are some States 
which have not had time to get properly in 
working order. ‘I'he original law required that 
it should be done bya certain time, which was 
subsequently extended. The time will expire 
on the lst of July of this year, as the statute 
now stands. This is to cover the case of Flor- 
ida, Indiana, and some other States. It does 
not give anether acre of land, and does not 
injure the prospects of the settlement of the 
West. 

Mr. STEWART, 
already? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. Ithink the time ought to 
be three years instead of two. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator ought to 
strike out the words ‘‘at least, which imply 
that they may establish more than one college. 
They ought not to be permitted with that fund 
to establish more than one college. If so, 
you will get two little feeble colleges, whereas 
if you strike out the words “at least’? you will 
confine them to one college in a State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I should like to know 


Have they got their scrip 


| 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
fixing the hour of daily meeting. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to let me offer a resolution call- 
ing for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will exhaust 
the morning hour. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
I shall not ask it, 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator will have no 
difficulty in getting a vote on his resolution 
after the morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the resolution called up; but the 
morning hour is just about expiring. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the hour 


of daily meeting of the Senate shall be eleven 
o’clock a. m. 


Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me that it is 
rather early in the session for us to adopt that 
rule. I say it in reference to the business of 
committees. So long as the committees are 
in the habit of meeting and have important 
business before them, it is not customary for 
the Senate to interfere with their sessions. 
Now, it so happens that there is an important 
meeting of a committee on which I am serving, 
to-morrow morning, to consider matters in 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania is largely 
interested. They will need all the time until 
twelve o’clock. But if the Senator’s motion 
should prevail they would be cut off. I hope, 
therefore, the Senator will allow it to lie on 
the table a little longer until we are a little 
further along in the business of the session 
and the committees have made their reports. 
So long as important matters are before the 
committees [do not think it is expedient to 
interfere with them, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the deficiency bill is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. NYE. I want to call up a little bill 
which it is very important should be con- 
sidered. I trust the Senator from California 
will let me call it up. 

Mr. COLE. Will it occupy more time than 
the time consumed in its reading and pas- 
sage? 

Mr. NYE. It can take but a few minutes. 

Mr. COLE. If if does not give rise to de- 
bate I will not object. 

Mr. NYE. I will state to the Senator from 
California that it is in relation to elections in 
Washington and Idaho Territories. 

Mr. COLE. If it can pass without debate 
T shall not. object. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
oppose this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires 
unanimous consent to take up a bill at this 
time unless the deficiency bill is laid on the 
table. 

Mr. NYE. It is important this bill should 
be acted upon, very important to both these 
Territories, and | trust the honorable Senator 
from California will let it be taken up. It will 
take but a moment to presentit, and certainly 
no one can have any opposition to it but the 
honorable Senator from Oregon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The deficiency 


If it leads to any debate, 


I shall feel it my duty to 


bill is before the Senate; and the unanimous | 


consent to lay it aside seems to be declined. 

Mr. NYE. I move to lay the appropriation 
bill temporarily on the table for the purpose 
of considering this other bill. 

Mr. CORBETT. I hopeit will not be done. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 21, noes 17. 

Mr. CORBETT. I call for the yeas and 
nays, and on that I wish to make a statement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
lay on the table is not debatable except by 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. CORBETT. Wedo not wantthechange, 

Mr. WEST. [ doubt whether the Senate 
understands the question. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again state the question. The deficiency bill 
coming up as the unfinished business, the Sen- 
ator from Nevada asks unanimous consent to 
take up a bil! in regerd to electious in Idaho 
and Washington ‘Territories, passing over iv- 
formally the deficiency bill. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Corsert] objected to this, stating 
that he desired to oppose the bill, whereupon 


i| the Senator from Nevada moved to lay the 


deficiency bill on the table for the purpose of 
considering the bill which he has in charge, 
stating that after it shall be takeu up he will 
then move to take up the deficiency bill and 
proceed with its cousideration, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The motion 
is to lay the deficiency bill on the table, and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Coldwell, Cam- 
eron, Casserly, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, 
Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Nye, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Vickers, and Windomu—26, 

NAYS—Mezsrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Carpenter, Ciayton, Cole, Conkling, Çor- 
bett, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sprague, West, Wilson, and Wright—29. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Chandler, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Lewis, Osborn, 
Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Schurz, Stewart, Thur- 
man, Tipton, and Lrumbull—19. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr, NYE. 1 will try to call up the bill 
to-morrow in the morning hour. 


PACIFIC RATLROADS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [ Mr. CasserLY] desires, pend- 
ing the deficiency bill, to introduce a resolu- 
tion. If there be no objection it will be 
received. f 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


and he is directed to transmit to the Senate a state- 
ment of the following particulars in regard to cer- 


I offer the following 


| tain railroad companies respectively, namely, the 


Central Pacific and Western Pacific railroads; the 
Union Pacific railroad; the Kansas Pacific; the 
Pongal Branch Union Pacifie; Sioux City and 
acific : 

_ 1. The whole amount of bonds of the United States 
issued to each company, and for what number of 
miles; and of the interest paid thereon by the 
United States. 

2, The credits allowed to each company on inter- 
est account, and for what services rendered, together 
with the arrears of interest unpaid and the per- 
centage of credits allowed to each company on the 
whole amount of interest due by the company. 

3. The total sum due to the United States on 
account of principal and interest of bonds. 

4. The total amount of principal and interest 
accruing on such bonds at maturity, at the rate of 
payments thus far made on account of interest. 
_5. The amount of bonds or other obligations 
issued by each company constituting a mortgage 
or lien on its road and other property prior to the 
claim of the United States. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Tinquire what that is? 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is a resolution calling 
fer information in regard to the condition o 
the accounts between the United States and 
the different Pacific railroad companies to 
which the United States has given bonds. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. Itrequires unan- 
imous consent for its present consideration oF 
to receive the resolution. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should not feel war- 
ranted 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would like to state—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not subject 
to debate unless the Senate unanimously re- 
solve to consider it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iwas going to remark 
that I am not warranted in saying that all the 
information called for is already contained in 
printed and published documents ; but I know 
that a large part of it is, and I am opposed te 


» 
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imposing on any Depariment, and the Treas- 
ury Department perhaps more than any other, 
unnecessary burdens of this sort. There are 
other resolutions, adopted long ago, calling 
on the Treasury Department for a response 
which, with all the clerical force at command, 
. they have not been able to answer up to this 
time; and all the Departments complain of 
the evil of calling for voluminoas information 
which has been furnished once and printed, 
and which can readily be resorted to, but which 
it requires a great deal of labor to reproduce, 
Therefore, I think this had better lie over 
until we can see how much of it, if any, re- 
mains to be called for. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution 
will lie over. The Senate resumes the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I simply wish to state 
that I endeavored as much as I knew how to 
get that resolution up in the morning hour, 


aud it reached the desk in the morning hour, | 


but was cut off by the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would require 
unanimous consent if offered in the morning 
hour. The Chair recognized the Senator, so 
that he should lose no right by the fact that 
the morning hour expired, as he sent his reso- 
lution up. 
the consideration of any resolution on the day 
it is offered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand then the 
resolution stands over until to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tt stands over 
until to-morrow and—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. As it is a resolution 
calling for information, I hope no Senator will 
object to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ed, if there be no objection. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


It will be print- 


The Senate resumed the consideration of | 
the bil (H. R. No. 1654) making appropria- | 


tions to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 


ations for the service of the Government for ! 


the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
question is a non-debatable one, being the 
motion of the Senator 
Hir, ] to lay 


so-called Morrill amendment; and upon this 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am paired with the 


Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurmann] on the | 


amendment, and I suppose that would include 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
am paired with the 
(Mr. Epuuyps. ] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No; the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Epmounps] is 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
SCHURZ. 

Mr, FERRY, of Connecticut. Then Iam 
at liberty to vote, and vote tnay.” 

Mr. WILSON. 
ator from Nor 


I think I 


Senator from Vermont, 


th Carolina, [ Mr. Raxsox ] 


Mr. CALDWELL. On this question Ì am 


paired with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Buam.] If he were 
‘yea, and I should vote “ nay.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


desired by the absent Senator from Tennessee 


[Mr, Browxtow] to state that he is absent at | 


Ome on account of iliness of his wife. 
The question being tuken by yeas and nays, 
resulted-yeag 25, nays 27; as follows: 


YHAS— Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Clayton, 
aes ot West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Ham- 
one Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Jobnston, Kellogg, 
. Y. Norwocd, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sauisbury, 
eyo, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
tumbull, Vickers, and West—25. 
NA 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, 
tagin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 


It requires unanimous consent for | 


The pending || 
from Georgia, [Mr. : 


l on the table the motion to recon- | 
sider the vote by which the Senate rejected the | 


Iam paired with the Sen- į 


here he would vote | 


The Chair was : 


—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- : 
Chandler, Corbett, ` 


f . 

|: sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
‘i rill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, 
|| Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Windom, and 

Wright—27, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Ed- 
| munds, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, 
| Hitehcock, Lewis, Logan, Osborn, Ransom, Robert- 
i gon, ae Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 

son—22, 


i 
F 
| 
| So the motion was not agreed to. 

|; The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
i recurs upon the motion of the Senator from 
| New Jersey [Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN] to recon- 


i the Morrill amendment. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
| have the yeas and nays upon that question. 
| Mr. HILL. Before the yeas and nays are 
| taken I will ask that the rule which was 
| adopted yesterday in regard to amendments to 
appropriation bills may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 
The chair will first take the sense of the Sen- 


{ 
i; ate on the demand of the Senator from Mary- 
i 


by veas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Georgia now asks that the rule adopted 
; yesterday be read. 
| Mr. CONKLING. 


I suggest to the Senator 


read that rule in connection with this amend- 
ment, as he will remember the Chair ex- 
| plained expressly in advance that the rule 
would not apply to this amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I merely wish it read in 
order that the spirit of the rule may be very 
| vividly before the body, for ifit be a good rule, 
I should think it is a good reason why this 
i| amendment should not be incorporated on 
|| this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
| objection, the Secretary will report the rule. 
The Chief Cierk read as follows : 

| “Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
| bein order at any time to move a recess; and pend- 
‘| ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate 
f on amendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen- 


|! ator on the pending motion, and such motious shall 
f be decided without debate. And no amendment to 
| 


any such bill making legislative provisions, other 
ii than such as directly relate to the appropriations 


? 


contained in the bill, shall be reecived. 


Mr. POMEROY. 
that that rule, if adopted, would control my 


| speaking, it does not bind any one on this par- 
ticular vote, but the spirit of it prevails with 
| me, and that is what will control my vote on 
| the pending motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The latter part of 
this rule as first proposed by the Senator from 
| Vermont was copied from the report of the 
Committee on Rules two years ago, and read, 
‘‘ no amendment shall be received oradopted.” 
Tf those words ‘or adopted” had been in- 
| cluded iu this rule, the Chair would have ruled 
that this Morrill amendment would not be in 
| order. 
press understanding in the Senate that it was 
done so that the rule should not be at all ex 
post facto in regard to ihis amendment, which 
was then pending, hanging upon a motion to 
reconsider, and therefore had been received, 
and was, in the technical parliamentary lan- 
guage, pending. It is therefore before the 


the motion to reconsider, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. i am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. Tuurmay.] 

Mr. CALDWELL. On this question I am 

paired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Buarr.] He would vote ‘‘ nay,” and I should 
| vote ‘‘yea,”’ 
) Mr MORRILL, of Vermont. On this ques- 
i tion my colleague [Mr. Epuunps] is paired 
with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. Scuurz. ] 
My colleague would vote ** yea,”’ and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri would vote ‘ nay.”’ 


i sider the vote by which the Senate rejected | 


Let us | 


| land that the vote upon this motion be taken | 


from Georgia that it is hardly worth while to | 


I remarked yesterday | 


vote on this question. [ know that, technically Í 


They were stricken out with the ex- | 


Senate, and the cuestion is upon agreeing to | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 
_ YHAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Corbett, 
Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, 
Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Windom, and Wright—2%, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn. Bayard, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—2%, 
|| ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Conkling, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hitch. 
cock, Lewis, Logan, Osborn, Pratt, Ransom, Rob- 
ortaon, Sohurz, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 
son—22, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair votes 
in the affirmative. The motion to reconsider 
prevails, and the question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam advised that if I talk I 
shall kill this amendment, and I believe I will 
do it. {Laughter.] Iama little surprised at 
the attitude of the Senate this morning. Dur- 
ing “the late unpleasantness’ it became the 
duty of the Government to do several things 
that it had never done before. Among other 
things that it was compelled to do was to get 
property for the support of large armies, pro- 
| visions, forage, transportation, military sup- 
plies of different kinds, and such supplies it 
was in the habit of taking sometimes without 
purchase and sometimes of taking by pur- 
chase; and when your armies were operating 
in that portion of the United States which was 
then in rebellion, which was then most un- 
pleasant, they habitually took these supplies 
without purchase, and they took those sup- 
plies from two classes, both the friends and 
the enemies of your Government. Those who 
were the friends of the Government, and from 
whom supplies were taken for your Army, 
thought they were entitled to pay, and they 
have been trying to get it ever since. A year 
ago you reluctantly consented to allow a com- 
mission appointed by yourselves to examine 
these claims and make a report upon them. 
They have been at work examining them. 
This very morning I asked the Senate to con- 
sent that the commission might report from 
time to time as they thought fit. That poor 
privilege was not obtained. It was asked on 
behalf of loyal men, men who had incurred no 
guilt whatever. 

There was another thine the Government 
had to do that it never did before. It found 
in the theater where this war was a kind of 
property which was giving strength to the 
rebellion, taore strength than it had from any 
| Other source. It found there cotton, which 
was the very life and soul of the rebellion. If 
j it had not been for that accursed commodity 
you : ever would have had any rebellion, and 
you know it. If it had not been for that com- 
imodity, the rebellion, after it was waged, 
would not have lasted six months, but it lasted 
| for years, and cotton was the strength of it, 
and your Government concluded to bring that 
cotton in and have it on our side, and passed 
an act for that purpose requiring it to be cap- 
tured, irrespective of the question whether the 
owner of it was himself a rebel ora loyal man, 
irrespective of the question whether he was 
criminal or not. 

They held that the property itself, as I said 
a little while ago, was criminal; it was guilty ; 
and because it was in that predicament, that 
it made the rebellion strong and the Union 
weak, they would take it from that predica- 
ment, take it into our own hands; but they 
provided in thai act, inasmuch as they did 
not want to oppress our friends by this neces- 
sary measure, that our friends might follow 
that cotton so far as it was taken from them, 
and if at any time they could establish that 
they were the owners of any portion of it and 
that they bad continued loyal, they might have 
Judgment in the Court of Claims for the pro- 
ceeds of so much of it as belonged to theni- 
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selves; but that was a privilege guarantied 
only to those who had been friendly, not to 
those who had been hostile. That act has 
stood upon the books. There never was any 
intention on the part of Congress that a rebel 
should have the benefit of that act. 


A recent decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, however, has declared that | 


that intention was not clearly expressed in the 
act, and you have been struggling for days to 
get an act put upon your statute-books which 
shall clearly express the intention of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that this money 
which we have derived from cotton, which 
cotton was not only guilty itself, but the owners 
of which were guilty, shall not be drawn out of 
the Treasury on behalf of those guilty owners. 
We have been struggling to get such a provis- 
ion as that; and we find this Senate, which 
has not yet accorded the poor privilege of a 
report on behalf of the loyal men in that strug- 
gle, almost evenly divided upon this question 
of paying the rebels for this cotton of theirs! 

Mr. President, this is for all the world just 
like a proposition to take from the Treasury an 
amount of money to refund all the fines you 
have assessed upon the guilt of the citizens 
of the United States. Nay, it is worse than 
that, for taking $1,000 out of your Treasury 
simply because it has been put in there as a 
fine, remedies that one act; but we had to take 
the cotton for a double reason: first, because 
its owner was criminal; and, second, because 
the cotton itself was a criminal. You had to 
take it for your life as well as for the weakening 
of the rebellion. 

T will inquire, are we under the five- minutes 


rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Avn- 
THONY in the chair.) No, sir; we are not. 

Mr. HOWK. Now, sir, I do feel a little 
anxiety that those men who a few years ago, 
when everything was dark around us, were our 
friends, should be able to feel that they had 
been as favorably considered in the Senate of 
the United States as the rebels were; and I 
did want to add one word to my friend from 
Illinois, (Mr. ‘'rumpuu.,] who I see is no 
longer in his seat. Speaking rather carelessly 
this morning I alluded to him as one of those 
who had been throwing obstructionsin the way 
of this very amendment, and he repudiated 
that idea. But since I called his attention to 
that attitude of his, he has in the face of the 
Senate und in the face of the heavens voted 
twice on that side of the question, when from 
him we could not get any consent that the 
loyal people of the United States should have 
even the poor pittance of a report in their 
favor. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg pardon for hav- 
ing said so much. It is the first time I have 
said anything in the course of this debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. Irise to a question of 
order, I desire to know when the rule adopted 
yesterday does go into effect if it does not go 
into effect on this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go 
into effect whenever the Senate shall order the 
debate to be confined to five minutes. The 
rule does not confine the debate to five min- 
ates, but enables the Senate to order it to be 
so confined. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then the Chair under- 
stands that the rule we adopted yesterday does 
affect this bill. I have been voting under that 
apprehension, and I supposed I did right. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, it is neces- 
sary in order to place this question properly 
before the country that we go back to the true 
point in issue here to-day on this amendment 
called the Morrill amendment. 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin { Mr. 
Hower] says that the proposition here is to 
open the Treasury to all rebeldom. I was not 
aware that there were any rebels in this coun- 
try just at this time. 1 had supposed that 
rebeldom in this land was amoug the things 


great nation feel that the rebellion has passed, 
has ceased to exist. That feeling, taking its 
rise among the people, wends it way slowly to 
the Congress of the United States. That feel- 
ing has manifested itself in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the popular branch of this Gov- 
ernment. It comes here, and it will establish 
itself here by and by, with or without the con- 
sent of Senators. 

A Senator upon this floor the other day 
said—I think I am not mistaken in this—that 
he did not regard the war as yet at an end ; 
and from the manner in which this question 
has been discussed J apprehend that he is not 
alone in that belief. 

It has been argued here that the Supreme 
Court disputed the right of Congress to or- 
ganize courts and define their jurisdiction. 
The Supreme Court has held no such thing. 
The Supreme Court has not denied that Con- 
gress may establish any court, and that it 
may establish and define the jurisdiction of 
that court. Congress may say that no one 
under ‘sixty years of age shall go into that 
court. Jt may say that no unmarried person 
shall go into that court. It may define pre- 
cisely the jurisdiction of the court; and the 
Supreme Court have not intimated that they 
will not recognize the power of Congress to so 
define the jurisdiction of that court. The 
Supreme Court have simply passed upon a 
law that was enacted by Congress. They have 
undertaken to explain and define that law. 
They have said that the Congress cannot un- 
dertake to define the effect of a pardon; that 
the power to pardon resis with the Executive 
by the Constitution of the country, and that the 
Congress has no power to define the limits of 
a pardon. 

Bat, sir, let me come to the point now be- 
fore the Senate; and I wish the Senate to 
understand precisely how this case exists. 
While the war was going on it was necessary, 
for the purpose of enforcing the power of the 
nation, that cotton should be seized. {t was 
necessary jor the commercial interests of this 
country that cotton should be taken. 
were given by this Government to seize cot- 
ton, but at the same time that the order was 
given to seize cotton a trade was encouraged 
between the rebels of that day and the loyal 
men oy that day, and the Federal Government 
sent its agents into the heart of the rebellion 
for the purpose of encouraging the cotton trade 
and inducing the people there to bring their 
cotton into the lines, that the Government of 
the United States might have the benefit of it. 
Speculators were sent there, men who were 
given a price to go forward and induce the 
rebels to send their cotton into the Federal 
lines to sell it. Some of those who were 
inside of the other lines, who were in the re- 
bellion, were encouraged to believe that all 
cotton which came into possession of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, their private 
property, would be held in trust by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and that when 
the war should end they would be entitled to 
come forward and make claim for their prop- 
erty. I say persons, those who had been en- 
gaged in the rebellion, who had been at one 
time in the rebellion, and who had recanted 
of the rebellion, and had sworn allegiance to 
the Government of the United States, accepted 
the invitation, and did give whatever aid they 
could give to the Government of the United 
States in advancing their desire to have cotton 
from the rebel States brought into the Federal 
lines. 

Was it the policy of the rebel government 
to encourage this trade? By no means. The 
rebel government ordered the cotton of the 
confederate States whenever it came within 
the reach of the Federal Army to be burned, 
and thousands and tens of thousands of bales 
vf cotton within the rebel lines were burned 
under confederate orders. Why, sir, I have 
seen the Mississippi river flowing like a blaze 


that had been, and I believe the people of this |] of fire with that great staple of the South upon 


Orders | 


i 


its bosom, lighting the night into a huge glare 


from the burning cotton of the rebels of the : A 


land. 

At that time the Federal Government wag 
encouraging the people of the South to trade, . 
saying to them, ‘‘Bring the cotton into our 
lines and you shall have the money forit.” 
Do I state the fact? I do state the fact; and 
you paid for cotton from rebels as well ag 
Union men. Yes, sir, confederate officers, 
who were known to your officers to be officers 
of the confederate government, if they had 
but a bale of cotton had a passport and a 
safeguard into the Federal lines to go and 
come as long asthe cotton lasted. Your Fed- 
eral gunboats came along the Mississippi river, 
and while they were bristling with guns they 
sent out their agents into the rebel dominions 
saying, ‘‘Come forward with your cotton,” and 
the confederates were corrupted, and that gov- 
ernment complained of it. Companies went 
under the command of their officers to your 
gunboats with their cotton wagons, and there 
the trade was carried on and the cotton de- 
livered, and arms and clothing and everything 
else that was necessary to the confederate 
government was given in exchange. 

Seeing this thing, observing that this charac- 
ter of trade was discouraged on the part of the 
confederate government, the people were en- 
couraged to believe that it was not the purpose 
of the United States to destroy their property, 
and go it was that they concealed their cotton, 
and made arrangements to have their cotton 
taken by the Federal Government; and much 


| of the cotton, the proceeds of which are now 


held in the Treasury, was cotton that was taken 
with the consent, under the counsel, and with 
the advice of men who to-day cannot take the 
oath you demand of them, tåken under that 
promise on the part of this Government that 
that cotton shouid be held in trust by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and when the 
war was ended they should have the money 
for it. 

No one here desires that you shall pass a 
law to return that cotton, which was properly 
confiscated by this Government, to the people 
of the South; that would be unfair, and in 
my place here I would not ask any such thing. 
You confiscated, by your order, that property 
which belonged to the confederate government. 
It was a prize in your hands which, when 
seized, you were entitled to have. We make 
no complaint over that. But the cotton of 
the private individual you have not confis- 
cated; you took that cotton in many instances 
without his consent; you brought it here; 
you sold it; you placed the proceeds in the 
Treasury of the United States; and to-day 
you propose to hold it without any proceeding 
in court, without any proceeding in law by. 
which you will confiscate that property and 
make it the property of the Government of 
the United States. I say when you do that, 
you do it by the strong hand of power, and 
not hy any law that is known to writers upon 
the law of nations or upon the rights of citi- 
zens or individuals. 

Afterward, when the South was without rep- 
resentation in Congress, or when there was 
no ove here who had been among the class 
of rebe's, you passed a law governing the 
proceedings before the Court of Claims with 
regard to this cotton. The South complained 
not. It made no protest against that legis- 
lation. It stood quietly by. To-day, because 
a.decision has been rendered favorable to 
those who in equity are entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of the cotton now in the Treasury, after 
an adjudication has been had, after we have 
gone through all the forms of law and incurred 
ail the expense necessary under the ruling 0 
the courts to establish our case, after we have 
established clearly that we are entitled to have 
the proceeds of that property returned to us, 
Congress comes in with a bill and interposes 
obstacles, throws obstructions in the way, an 
Says to the claimants, ‘ Regardless of your 
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pardon, regardless of contract and everything 
else, you must purge yourself of all disloyalty 
before you can be heard in the courts of this 
country.” : 

I will not dispute, and have not disputed, 
the power of Congress to pass a law in estab: 
lishing a court saying who shall go into it. 
You have power to do that. But you have 
established this court, and I make the point 
that having established the court, you now 
seek to pass a Jaw in the nature of an ex post 
facto law, a law after the fact, to affect the 
litigants who have already gone through the 
court that you have made for them and invited 
them to come forward and be heard in. ‘ 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to 
state the difference between my position and 
his right on that point? 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly. ` 

Mr. HOWE. My positionis that we are not 
trying to pass an ex post facto law at all, but 
we are trying to say distinctly and explicitly, 
go that it shall be intelligible to me and to the 
Supreme Court, what we thought we had said 
in the act of 1864—-no more and no less. 

Mr. ALCORN. Asto what Congress thought 
Tum not capable of explaining. As to what 
Congress did, I have the authority of the Su- 
preme Court for saying. You passed the law, 
you passed it to your own satisfaction when 
there was nobody here to object, and you 
referred it to the highest court of this nation to 
explain and to construe, and that court has 
construed it; and now what we complain of is 
that after the court has construed it, and after 
under that construction of the court the south- 
ern people have gone on and have presented 
their claims, you say not one word until the 
case is heard and has passed through all the 
forms of adjudication, and then, when the de- 
cision has been declared in favor of the claim- 
ants, I hold that this action of yours is in the 
nature of an ex post facto law. Itisan unjust 
law, and a law that perpetrates a fraud upon 
the people who have gone through this court, 
now to come in and say to them ‘‘ You shall 
not have the benefit of your judgment.” If 
you will, say so in plain language; you have 
the power to say it; but I put myself before 
the people of this nation in the equity and jus- 
tice of their nature that itis notright to do so. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Mississippi 
and myself I think will not differ essentially 
as to what is in itself right or wrong. He 
seems to think this is a fraud; but if this ach 
says no more than what we conscientiously 
believe we had said in 1864, is there any fraud 
on anybody unless it be the fraud which was 
perpetrated in effect by that decision which 
declared that we did not say what we all 
thought we had said? - 

Mr. ALCORN. Again I repeat, that as to 
what the gentleman thought I shall not dis- 
pute or cavil with him; but that hẹ did not 
think exactly right is very apparent from the 
fact that the decision of the Supreme Court 
does not supporthim in his view of the law of 
the case. The Senator contends that there is 
yet a land of rebellion. He shakes bis head ; 
but he said awhile ago that he did not propose 
to open the courts of the country to all rebel- 
dom, That implies that there is a land of 
rebellion. 

Mr. HOWE. I think the Senator will agree 
on reflection that it does not imply any such 
thing necessarily, but simply implies nothing 
more than that there was such a land once. 
IfI spoke of rebeldom, if I used that term, 
and I think very.likely I did, I spoke of it 
with reference to that class of men who in a 
late unhappy period of our existence were in 
rebellion, and as to that very class which for 
that very reason we meant to keep out of the 

ourt of Claims, I used that term. I did not 
Mean to say that there was any portion of the 
Country in rebellion now. 

Mr. ALCORN. Iam glad that the Senator 
puts the rebellion at a period of time that has 
passed. But the Senator says that the object 
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is to keep out of the Court of Claims the peo- 
ple who have been engaged in rebellion. But 
having invited those people, under the ruling 
of the Supreme Court, to go into the Court of 
Claims, after they have passed a long and 
weary way in litigating these questions before 
the Court of Claims, I contend that it is now 
an act of injustice to that class of people who 
have obtained judgments under the acts of Con- 
gress and the construction of the Supreme 
Court, to interpose new conditions; and the 
Morrill amendment does interpose other con- 
ditions than that which the Supreme Court 
declares to exist now as the law stands to-day. 

But, more than that, property was taken 
after the war had ceased. As I stated the 
other day, cotton was taken by the agents of 
the Treasury Department after the war had 
ceased, and after the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident had been made reviving the commercial 
relations between the sections, and after the 
property of the citizen was under the civil 
law, as we propose to show to the Senate. 
Then agents of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, agents of the Treasury, seized upon 
this cotton. They had so long regarded it as 
the subject of seizure and speculation that for 
five long months after the war had ceased 
every one of them, whenever he saw a bale 
of cotton, felt himself privileged to pounce 
upon it, and if there was any resistance to 
call upon the military forces of the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of protecting him in 
the seizure. Cotton was seized after the war 
had ended, after the commercial relations of 
the two sections had been revived under the 

roclamation of the President and the circu- 
ar of the Secretary of the Treasury Depart- 
ment declaring such seizures to be in violation 
of military orders and of ail civil law. Then 
those who were not yet acquainted with their 
rights and who were powerless to protect 
themseives had their property taken before 
their eyes, their cotton seized, under the 
promise that it was to be held‘in trust; but 
they were rebels! Are they entitled to.pay 
for that cotton? 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to 
answer him right there? 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. Unquestionably entitled to 
pay. Two remedies are open to them, or 
rather one remedy is open and another is being 
opened. They have a plain remedy to come 
here. There never was any authority in the 
world for taking that cotton. They have a 
plain remedy to come here and ask for com- 
pensation, just as if my horse had been taken 
{ should have no other remedy than to come 
here and ask compensation. I cannot go to 
the Court of Claims any more than I can go 
to the Kingdom of Heaven—on that petition, 
I mean. Another remedy is being opened. A 
bill is before this House, and I think before 
the other, proposing to remit them to the 
Treasury Department to have their claims 
settled there. That is a distinct thing entirely 
outside of the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, even according to the decision of the 
Supreme Court, and is not affected at all by 
the original act of 1864. 

Mr. ALCORN. They have their remedy, 
the Senator says. Yes, sir, they have their 
remedy; they can come to Congress; they 
can go to the Treasury Department; but have 
not these people been appealing for. the last 
seven years for the proceeds of their cotton 
after the expenses of the Government have 
been deducted from it? Have they not for 
the last seven years appealed here and impov- 
erished themselves lying around Congress, 
and begging that they might have that which 
belonged to them? Why, sir, within my own 
knowledge there are some of them who have 
been before Congress at every session; there 
are some of them here now who are seeking 
relief from the-Government, and yet none has 
come. They have their remedy, we are told. 
Yes, to apply to Congress or to apply to the 
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Secretary of the Treasury, but their applica- 
tion is the end of the case; and that is a com- 
plete answer to the suggestion that there is a 
remedy. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator does not mean 
to do any injustice certainly? 

Mr. ALCORN. Not at all. 

Mr. HOWE. I do not know—~I wish my 
colleagues upon the Committee on Claims 
would support or defeat me with their testi- 
mony—I do not remember when such a claim 
as that has been presented to the Committee 
on Claims of the Senate and has been denied. 
The Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. BORE- 
MAN] has not been so long on the committee 
as some others, but I am under the impression 
that there are one or two claims of that sort 
before the committee now; but I do not 
remember that a claim of that kind has ever 
been denied by that committee. 

Mr. ALCORN. Not being a member of 
the committee, I am not prepared to speak 
except generally. I certainly do not wish to 
say anything that is improper. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ifthe Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will allow me, as remarked by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, I have but recently 
been appointed upon the Committee on Claims, 
about a year since. J have heard nothing of 
any claim of this sort since I have been on 
that committee. There may have been such 
claims presented ; but if so, I have not heard 
of one within a year, and I have been a mem- 
of the committee about a year.’ 

Mr. ALCORN. Some of these claimants 
have been very unfortunate or they misrepre- 
sent the facts to me. A gentleman from Geor- 
gia, Mr. Hamilton, the other day told me that 
he had had a claim before the committee here 
for quite a time; he asserted that he had a 
large amount of cotton seized after the war 
ended, and he assured me that that claim had 
been in the hands of the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin who responded but a few mo- 
ments ago; but the Senator’s answer is suffi- 
cient on that point, as a matter of course. 

7 Mr. HOWE, What part of Georgia is he 
com? : 


Mr. ALCORN. From Atlanta, I think. He 


! had a large claim amounting to several hun- 


dred bales of cotton, and he assured me that 
he had been here; that the cotton was taken 
after the war ended, and that he had been to 
the Department again and again, and that he 
had been before the committee, and that’ the 
Senator from Wisconsin now had that matter 
before him, and that he hoped at some time 
during the present session he would report it, 
and he assured me that the Senator was friendly 
to the consideration of his measure. 

Mr. HOWE. There is some mistake about 
it; I cannot undertake to say precisely where 
it is; but I have no recollection of Mr. Hamil- 
ton or his claim. 

Mr. ALCORN. What the Senator from 
Wisconsin says is satisfactory to me in regard 
to any participation he may have had in this 
matter. I only know generally about this, and 
I speak here for the reason that I have not 
understood that it was the purpose of the Gov- 
ernment to do a wrong to any one. I speak 
here as one who comes from the land that was 
in rebellion; I speak here as one who was 
engaged in the rebellion; and I speak plainly, 
and I have a right to speak. We ask nothing 
that the Government of the United States 
seized as the property of the confederate gov- 
ernment ander its confiscation law. We ask 
nothing that you destroyed by the Army as it 
went forth. It was our misfortune to be in 
the path of the Army and to have our houses 
burned, our fields laid waste, our property 
taken. It was one of the misfortunes that 
belonged to our position; it was one of the 
misfortunes that grew out of the revolution. 
It was ours. Mournful, painful though it was, 
it was for us to bear it, and we bore it without 
murmur and without complaint. 

But that property which belonged to the 
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private individual, that which is regarded by 
all civilized nations, being the property of in- 
dividuals, as sacred and to be held untouched, 
civilization having demanded that even in time 
of war private property shall be respected ; 
property that was respected by this Govern- 
ment as it marched triumphantly through 
Mexico; property that was respected by Wil- 
liam as he marched victoriously toward the 
city of Paris ; property that has been regarded 
as sacred from the touch of an invading 
army under all civilized Governments—we 
ask simply that this property shall to-day be 
paid for under what we conceive to have been 
the policy of the nation, under a policy that 
we have accepted and understood as being 
that of the people of the United States, that 
this shall be paid for under the law of Con- 
gress which settled the revolution and pro- 
vided a Court of Claims for adjusting between 
the citizen of the United States, who was a 
rebel nevertheless, and the Government of the 
United States, in order to define and adjudi- 
cate the distinction between private and pub- 
lic property. j 

Now, tbe private citizen comes with the 
judgment of that court which you have estab- 
lished, whose jurisdiction you have defined, 
-whose decision he holds in his hand, pointing 
to the proceeds of his property in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and bearing up in 
his hand at the same time the act of Congress 
and the adjudication of the Supreme Court 
upon that act, and he asks that you shall 
throw here no obstruction in his way in carry- 
ing forward the judgment to its legitimate re- 
sult, This is all he asks. He cannot ask less 
than this. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have not the 
slightest personal interest in this question. 
wish I had, for I wish that a great deal of cot- 
ton of my own that was burned had gone into 
the Treasury of the United States; 1 wish it, 
even if it had never been given back to me; but 
it was not my good fortune to have mine go 
there. Inever had abale sold and the pro- 
ceeds put into the Treasiry. I had many a 
bale burned in the march of Sherman’s army 
at different places. I have told General Sher- 
man himself that I did not think there was any 
good in burning that cotton; that the destruc- 
tion of the railways through the country by 
his army put it out of the power of individuals 
to send it to the sea-board, and more than that, 
he was marching with a strong force upon our 
principal sea-port at the time this burning took 
place, and the cotton would have been left 
behind him. From Savannah, crossing the 
river at that point, he turned up into South 
Carolina, and destroying the railroads that com- 
municated between Augusta and Richmond he 
made cotton as useless to the rebels as the 
pines that it was lying among in the South. 

There was an immense amount of colton 
captured at Savannah, not captured until 
Savannah fell before the victorious army of 
General Sherman. ‘That cotton remained 
there until after active hostilities had ceased, 
mainly, before it was carried away. It cannot 
be said with propriety that while the United 
States’ forces occupied Savannah, it a con- 
quered city fully in their possession, with the 
possession of its harbor, no means of egress 
or ingress on the part of the confederates any 
longer, that it was a means of repressing hos- 
tilities to take the cotton that was found in 
that city, and it does not strike me that it was 
necessary or that it accomplished anything in 
that way. Georgia had been overrun, Savan- 
nab had fallen, and the cotton was captured. 
There was no way on earth for the rebels to 
take that cotton away from Savannab. Itwas 
afterward transported to New York, and what 
was left of it sold and the proceeds carried 
into the Treasury of the United States, where 
they now lie. 

As I said on a former occasion, I can see 
no difference in the seizure of cotton under 
such circumstances, and the seizure of treas- 


ure, of gold and silver, or of household goods. 
One might as well have been done as the 
other, if the object had been to raise money 
for the Treasury of the United States. And 
long after active hostilities had ceased, seiz- 
ures of cotton were continued in the State of 
Georgia in the interior, and in the interior of 
other southern States. It was seized upon 
pretexts of doubtful ownership, and some- 
times I have no doubt rightly seized as the 
property of the confederate States, but not 
very often. Very frequently there was a mis: 
take in that particular. 

It does seem to me that it would-have been 
better never to have taken the cotton away at 
all, better to have left it there in the desolate, 
impoverished condition of that country and 
of that people. Since that was not done, but 
in the heat and excitement incident to war 
the cotton was seized and taken away from 
them and the proceeds put into the Treasury, 
it is better to day, I think, (better than to 
keep the few millions that compose the amount 
of money which was derived from such cotton, ) 
that the proceeds be returned to the original 
owners whenever they can be ascertained. Sir, 
I think there are Senators here who, if they 
could go through the districts of country where 
some of this cotton was seized, if they could 
have known those sections as I knew them 
before there was any war, if they could have 
seen the freshness and the beauty that the 
country exhibited at that time, and look upon 
it now in its desolate, ruined state, scarcely a 
straggiing fence to be seen, rarely any evidence 
of repairs; and even the fine old mansions of 
the country, once the abodes of almost princely 
hospitality, destroyed and gone, and with their 
beautiful grounds all left desolate, all mere 
marks of ruin and decay— 

“And not a rose left to bloom on the stalk, 
To tell where the garden had been,” 
would awaken some cmotions in the generous 
heart other than those of vindictive feeling and 
bitter-memories of the wrongs of former years. 

Better to give to these deluded people, if 
they were all rebels, that owned this cotton 
the money that arose from its sale and help 
them to rise again from their impoverished 
helpless condition. 

I hope, sir, that the new rule adopted yes- 
terday, the excellent regulation in regard to 
amendments inappropriate to appropriation 
bills, will be signalized to-day by the rejection 
of this amendment, and that it will not go 
upon this bill to mar its symmetry. Let us 
make this the distinctive point, beginning here 
in that good work. If there is to be any legis- 
lation upon upon this subject, it might be well 
to determine whether there should be some 
discrimination between the cotton of claim- 
ants takes during flagrant war and that which 
was taken after hostilities had ceased. There 
seems to me there may be something in 
that. No one complained of seizures while 
war raged. While they were fitting out little 
vessels and running the blockade and carry- 


ing cotton secretly to Nassau, and bringing in | 


goods, it was certainly proper for the Govern- 
ment to seize the cotton and prevent its being 
used to its detriment; butafter this had ceased, 
as it did cease at Savannah as soon as Sher- 
man took the city, and could no longer be 
done, [ can see no reason why there should 
have been seizures of cottonin Savannah. It 
was well known by General Sherman when he 
garrisoned that city that there was not force 
enough anywhere in the South to retake it 
and occupy it and expel or capture the garri- 
son. He had no apprehension of that, and he 
marched away through the Carolinas, destroy- 
ing as he went the railways behind him, so 
that there was no longer means left for 
furnishing supplies for the government at 
Richmond. The whole edifice was tottering 
to its fall, and had absolutely gone down, was 
prostrate in the dust at the time a large por- 
tion of this cotton was seized, the proceeds of 
which are now in the Treasury. 


Mr. COLE. I move that further debate on 
amendments to this bill be restricted to five 


minutes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Aw: 


THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Cali- 
fornia moves, under the rule adopted yester- 
day, that farther debate on amendments to 
this bill be restricted to five minutes; and 
that question must be taken without debate, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows; 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler,’ 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Sherman, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—30. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Davis 
of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbary, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, 
Trumbull, and Vickers—18, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Clayton, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Tamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pool, ansom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and West—26, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL. ] 

Mr, STEVENSON. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The amendment was to add the following as 
an additional section: 

Sec. —. That the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims under the act approved March 12, 1863, en- 
titled “An act to provide forthe collection of aban- 
doned property, and for the preventisn of frauds in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States,” 
and any act amendatory thereof or in relation there- 
to, shall extend only to cases duly commenced in said 
court within two years after the suppression of the 
rebellion, in which it shall be established as a fact, 
by proof satisfactory to said court, that the owner 
of such property has never, in fact, given any aid or 
comfort to said rebellion; and no judgment of said 
court, in any casc, under said acts shall be paid un- 
less such finding shall be stated as a proven fact in 
the judgment of said court: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this section shail not apply to or embrace 
judgments heretofore rendered by the Court o 
Claims in which it has been found as a proven fact 
that the claimant has not given aid or comfort to the 
rebellion: And provided further, That proof of loy- 
alty to the United States. or of not giving aid and 
comfort to the rebellion, shall not be required of any 
party to a suit cognizable by the Court of Claims 
founded on contract with the United States entered 
into since the suppression of the rebellion: And pro~ 
vided further, That on any judgment heretofore ren- 
dered in favor of claimants in which the question of 
loyalty was not passed on, the court on application 
of the claimant may hear, determine, and certify as 
to the question of loyalty as shown by the evidence 
on tho record, 


Mr. CALDWELL. I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Bram.] If present, he would vote ‘nay,’ and 
I should vote ‘tyea,’’ 

_ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On this ques- 
tion my colleague [Mr. Epmunps] is paire 

with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. Scnurz.] 
If present my colleague would vote ‘tyea,” 
and the Senator from Missouri would vote 

nay.” l 
_ Mr. CONKLING. Iam paired on this ques- 
tiou with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. TAUR- 
MAN.] I should vote for the amendment, of 
course, and he would vote against it. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom.] If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and he 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

The question being taken by yéas and nays,’ 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 26; as follows: 

_ YEAS—Messrs Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buek- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Cragin. Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert. Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Windom, and Wright—2. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Davis of 
West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stoven- 
son, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—26. 
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ABSENT — Mossrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 


Clayton, Renton Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, 
Howe, Logan, Nye, Osborn, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Stewart, Thurman. Tipton, and Wilson—22. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas are 
96 and the nays are 26. The Chair votes 
“Gn the affirmative, and the amendment is 
agreed to. ; 
Mr. ALCORN. I moveto amend the bill 
by adding to the section in regard to the hours 
; labor—— 
tthe VICE PRESIDENT. The House sec- 
tion with the proviso stricken off was agreed to. 
Mr. ALCORN. Now I propose, after the 
section as it now stands amended by the Sen- 
ate, to add: ` 


Provided, That in all cases wherein the persons 
described in the following section shall be found to 
have performed labor at the rate of ten hours a day, 
the workman, laborer, or mechanic who so worked 
shall bave his or their wages correspondingly in- 
creased, and shall be so paid. 


I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact upon the statement of the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps,] that at the 
time the eight-hour law went into operation 
the officers in charge of the Government works 
informed the workmen and laborers that, if 
they worked longer than eight hours they 
should be paid forit, and many of them worked 
ten hours during the day and received a day’s 
pay therefor. ‘The law of Congress on the sub- 
ject of this eight-hour system I propose to 
yead in order to show the jastice of my amend- 
ment: 

“All persons shall receive per diem compensation 
for the time during which they were actually en- 
gaged.” 

This was the law of Congress, and under this 
law there were workmen who performed ten 
hours’ Jabor and received compensation. Now 
the amendment that has been adopted by the 
Senate provides that those who worked but 
eight hours, those who refused to work ten 
hours, but placed themselves upon the law of 
Congress which fixed eight hours as a day’s 
work, shall have as much pay as the men who 
worked ten hours. Now, I propose to follow 
up that legislation to its legitimate consequence, 
and ifa man who worked eight hours is enti- 
tled to pay for ten hours, the man who worked 
ten hours is certainly entitled to extra pay for 
two hours exira, 

Mr. COLE. I suggest that that would make 
“it unequal. i 

Mr. ALCORN. Then the inequality exists 
now against the man who worked ten hours. 
The inequality exists against him. I know it 
is not equal; but when compensation is made 
toa workman who worked eight hours a day 
for two hours’ labor that he did not perform, is 
there any inequality in giving the man who 
worked ten hours pay for two hours that he did 
not perform? I wish that those men who worked 
ten hours shall not be rebuked by Congress 
in the legislation that has now been adopted 
upou this bill, and that they shall not have it 
said to them, ‘* Your labor has been appro- 
priated by the Government, and you bave not 
been compensated for it; you have worked two 
hours that the Government takes and appro- 
priates without giving you any compensation 
other than that which was stipulated in the 
law, while we have given the same pay to the 
man who worked but eight hours.’’ It is un- 
just to the enterprising laboring man who chose 
to devote ten hours of muscie and sweat in 
the service of the Government, and, without 
saying anything against the law giving the eight 
hour man the pay for ten hours’ work, I speak 
for the man who worked ten hours, and I say 
that he should not be thus rebuked for his 
enterprise, his industry, and his toil. 

Mr. COLE. I hope this amendment will 
not be adopted. The eight-hour law removed 
all obligation upon any person laboring for the 
Government to continue his labor beyond that 
time, because he was entitled to receive a full 
day’s wages for his day’s work of eight hours. 


It may have happened that some persons || 


Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, ; 


-than that. 


worked longer than eight hours; and some 
may have worked eleven hours ortwelve hours 
or even a larger number of hours, and we 
should find ourselves in the dilemma of being 
obliged to pay each man throughout the coun- 
try who two years ago, in the past, was in the 
employment of the Government, for odd hours 
that he may have been employed. I suggest 
to my friend that in some cases persons may 


; have wrought for twelve hours, and his amend- 


ment would not meet that emergency; in other 
eases eleven hours, and his amendment would 
not reach them. 

I suggest that in accordance with the law 
which he read it is sufficient and all-sufficient 
to pay for the day’s labor of eight hours, of 
which a party might avail himself, and where 
he was not under any obligation to labor longer. 
If he did labor for an hour or two hours be- 
yond, it was certainly gratuitous. We have 
gone to the full extent of doing justice to the 
laboring men in providing that they shall re- 
ceive’ full wages for eight hours’ labor, and 
that is already provided for in this bill, and 
there can be no necessity for going further 
I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. ALCORN. One wordin reply. As to 
the sequences—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Av- 
THONY inthe cbair.) The rule under which we 


are acting allows a Senator to speak but five 


minutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. I willnot speak half of five 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
has already spoken five minutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. Five minutes at one time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not understand that a Senator.can speak 
repeatedly, five minutes each time. 

Mr. ALCORN. I submit to the ruling of 
the Chair; but just there I would ask the 
egret whether when I have spoken once 

ve minutes on any question I am precluded 
from again appearing on the floor. If that is 
the ruling, I will submit, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the rule. The Chair prefers 
that the Senator shail be satisfied. 

Mr. ALCORN. Iam entirely willing that 
the Chair should decide what the rule is, and 
I will submit to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks there is no doubt about it. The rule 
is that ‘‘during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move a recess; 
and, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debate on amendments thereto to 
five minutes by any Senator on the pending 
motion.’? i 

Mr. ALCORN. Ithen move to strike out 
the last word in my amendment, and upon that 
I will speak briefly with the consent of the 
Chair, if I have a right to make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has the right to make that motion. 

Mr. ALCORN. And to speak on it. I 
merely want to make one single point. Lam 
not responsible for the sequences or results 
of this legislation. The law declared that 
“all persons shall receive a per diem com- 
pensation for the time during which they were 
actually engaged.” 

Under this some workmen chose to work 
eight hours, others chose to work ten hours, 
and were so paid. Now we give the man who 
worked eight hours pay for ten hours, which 
is simply practically to increase the wages or 
pay that he received. I propose to give the 
man who worked ten hours the same enlarg- 
ment of compensation, to increase his pay, not 
exactly in the same ratio, but in a ratio equal 
to the proportion of two hours to ten, and 
that is all. 1 speak not of anything that 
has been done for the eight-hour men; I am 


content with that; but E speak for the ten- | 


hour men, whose labor and muscle you have 
had for two hours without any compensation. 


% 


Mr. WEST. I rise toa question of informa- 
tion and perbaps somewhat of order. The . 
five-minutes rule was applied by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations to the 
motion to adopt the Morrill amendment, so 
called.. If I understand the language of this 
new rule that has been adopted by the Senate, 
it requires the same motion to be made on 
every pending motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. WEST. Then what do the words ‘ on 
the pending motion”? mean? 

Mr. COLE. ‘The motion under considera- 
tion at any particular time. 

Mr. WEST. Is not this a new motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A new mo- 
tion is now pending. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi moves to strike out the last word of 
his amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. Lask leave to withdraw that. 
I intended to do so before I took my seat. 

Mr. WEST. As I was not here at the final 
adoption of this rule yesterday, I merely wanted 
to get at the construction of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘That very question was 
suggested yesterday in the debate. Several 
Senators, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Hawston] especially, inquired whether the 
rule did not mean that one motion would in 
advance confine debate on all future amend- 
ments, and the Chair answered that it would 
have that effect, and so the resolution undoubt- 
edly, as we all understood, meant and was 
adopted in that sense. 

Mr. WEST. | beg pardon for interrupting, 
then—for interposing. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Secretary to 
read the resolution. I did not hear any such 
debate yesterday, or rather it escaped my 
attention. I think that is rather a novel view 
to take of such a resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution adopt- 
ed yesterday, as follows: 


“Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move a recess; and, pend~- 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine de- 
bate on amendments thereto to five minutes by any 
Senator on the pending motion ; and such motions 
shall be decided without debate, And no amend- 
ment to any such bill making legislative provisions 
other than such as directly relate to the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill shall be received.” 


Mr. CASSERLY. IT agree that that is the 
proper construction of the resolution. [did not 
understand it exactly as it seems to have been 
passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. Ancorn] to the 
second section of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There was 
an amendment, of which I gave notice to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, for lighting the Capitol grounds. I 
offer that amendment now, to insert on page 
28, after line six hundred and sixty: 


For additional lamps and service-pipe in the east 
and west parks, Capitol grounds, $4,000, 


I will say that there is absolute necessity for 
this. It may be that our police are remiss in 
doing their duty; butatany rate, the portion of 
these grounds that are unlighted are subject to 
night-walkers, and I take it there will be no 
objection on the part of either House to hav- 
ing an appropriation made so that these walks 
shall be properly lighted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I offer the following 
amendment: 


After line five hundred and eighty-three, on page 
35, insert: 
So much as may be required for the payment of 


| expenses incurred by order of the Secretary of the 


Interior inthe investigation of certain charges of 
fraud in the payment of bounties and back pay to 
the members of the first, second, and third regiments 
of Indian home guards, $2,000, 

I will simply state that the authorities of the 
Cherokee and Creek Indians made complaints 
of fraud against an agent appointed by the 
Secretary of the Interior to investigate. the 
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payments which had been made of bounties 
_ and pay for their home guards. The Secre- 
tary appointed a commission to make inquiry 
into the matter and report. This amendment 
proposed to make an appropriation to pay the 
expenses of that commission. 
dr. COLE. I do not know but that this is 
in the nature of a private claim. I raise the 


question. ; ite 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I believe it is not 
in the nature of a private claim. Itis to liquid- 
ate expenses incurred by the Secretary to 
carry out a special object. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not understand that this order was issued under 
any law. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I understand that 
the investigaiion was made under a law, and 
this is for the expenses incurred in conse- 
quence of the investigation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the law au- 
thorized the investigation, this is not a private 
claim. Ifthe law did not authorize the invest- 
igation, in the apprehension of the Chair it 
is a private claim, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have here a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior 
on the subject, which can be read. 

TheChief Clerk read the following letter: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasuinoron, D. C., April 25, 1872. 

Str: During the last fall and winter a commission, 
authorized by this Department, was engaged in the 
investigation of certain charges made by the author- 
ities of tho Cherokee, Creck, and Seminole nations 
against a former agent of this Department in the 
matter of tho payment of bounties and back pay 
due the members of the first, second, and third 
regimouts of Indian home guards. or 

In ordor to meet the expenses of this commission 
I have the honor to submit the accompanying esti- 
mute of appropriation, amounting to $2,000, and 
respectfully request tho favorable action of Congress 
upon the same. > : 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

B. R. CO 


Acting Secretary. 
Hon. James HARLAN, Chairman of the Committee on 

Indian Affairs, Senate of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This letter does 
not state that the law authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior generally to investigate charges 
in regard to Indian matters. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘The law does confer that 
authority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If he has au- 
thority of law to order investigations, it is for 
Congress to decide how much or how little 
shall be paid or not to pay at all; but it is not 
a private claim if it is authorized by law. The 
question is ^n agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. COLE. Ig it reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs ? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 

Mr. COLE. Ihave not had an opportunity 
to examine it. No notice was given. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. After the word 
“dollars,” in line one hundred and sixty- 
two, page 8, I move to insert ‘*‘ for this amount 
(deficiency in the construction of the assay 
office, Boisé City, Idaho Territory, ) $2,092 05.” 
I will state that an appropriation was made 
for that assay office, but in consequence of 
the heavy bills for transportation the expense 
has been rather more than the appropriation, 
and this is a deficiency. The Secretary of the 
Treasury asks that it may be put in the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. COLE. Itis accompanied by a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury with 
specific items, I remember distinctly. 

Mr, BUCKINGHAM. I have the specific 
items here. 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. COLE. [It is not worth while to read 
them. I have examined them carefully. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. I offer the following 
amendment from the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses: 


On page 2, line thirty-six, after the word “ appa- 
ratus,” insert “for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1871;” so as to read: “for expenses of heating and 


| 


ventilating apparatus for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1871, $4,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. On page 3, after line forty- 
five, I am instructed by the same committee 
to move to insert ‘‘ For clerks of committees, 
pages, horses, and carryalls, $10,000. Iwill 
state that there are not funds enough to meet 
these payments which are due, and unless the 
appropriation is made the pages and other 
employés cannot be paid. 

Mr. COLE, This is a deficiency bill pro- 
viding for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. WINDOM. This is for the present 
fiscal year, a deficiency for this year. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses have inquired carefully 
into the amount of the deficiency. I have 
not had time myself to look into it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will state that if the 
Senate should adjourn by the 1st of June 
this would be more than would be required; 
but if it should remain in Session until the 
middle of June, as it is usual to pay for the 
entire month, the whole amount would be 
required. 

Mr. COLE. Then I think we had better 
appropriate a smaller amount, as I hope we 
shall get off by the last of May. How much 
will meet the expenses up to the Ist of June? 
Can the Senator state that ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot tell the propor- 
tion; about twenty-three hundred dollars I 
am informed. [think the whole amount had 
better be appropriated, because it will not be 
used unless we should remain in session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was réad the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting the annual report 
of the Board of Public Works of the District 
of Columbia in regard to their transactions, in 
accordance with section thirty-seven of an 
act to provide a government for the District 
of Columbia, approved February 21, 1871; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE ILOUSE. 


A message from ‘the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Crinron Lioyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in 
the resolution of the Senate tendering the 
thanks of Congress to the Governor and 
through him the people of the State of Con- 
necticut for the statues of Roger Sherman 
and Jonathan Trumbull. 


TEA AND COFFEE DUTIES. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
174, repealing the duty on tea and coffee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that when this bill was previously considered 
there was an amendment pending. 


Mr. SCOTT. Those amendments were 
moved in the morning hour. Do they come 
up now? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment pending when the subject passed over 
comes up now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have an amendment to 
offer when it is in order. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. When this bill 
was last under consideration the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] moved an amendment 
to it which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out the word ‘‘and”’ in the third 
line after the word ‘‘tea’’ and before the word 


“coffee,” and to insert the words ‘‘ 


coal.” 

Mr. SHERMAN.. I hope that amendment 
will be laid aside informally until the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee to the bill 
shall be considered. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Why not vote on the 
amendment now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No amendment 
as yet appears to have been offered by the 
committee to this precise bill. There was an 
amendment to another bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, I am told, is prepared to offer an 
amendment to the bill which has the sanction 
of the committee. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection—the rights of the Senator from IHi- 
nois will not be lost—the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will now offer an amendment in 
regard to the time of the taking effect of 
the bill, as the Chair understands. : 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. I propose in the 
first line of the bill to strike out the word. 
“from ” and insert the word ‘‘ on,” and in the 
same line to strike out the words ‘‘ passage of 
this act’? and insert * ist day of July next,” 
and at the end of the bill to add: 

And all tea and coffee which may be in the publie 
stores or bonded warehouses on said Ist day ot July 
shall be subject to no duty upon the entry thereof 
for consumption ; and ali tea and_ coffee remaining 
in bonded warehouses on said 1st day of July, upon 
which the duties shall have been paid, shali ba 
entitled to a refund of the duties paid. 

This makes the provision the same as was 
adopted in the previous bill, and I desire that 
the amendment may be considered now as 
offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To perfect the 
bill the Senator from Pennsylvania proposes 
the amendment which was offered by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to the previous bill of the 
same character. . 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to hea 
the amendment reported. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] has now come 
into the Chamber, and the Chair will state to 
him that his amendment was passed over 
informally that the Committee on Finance 
might be enabled to offer an amendment 
about the taking effect of the bill on the let 
of July, which is now pending, and the Sena- 
tor’s amendment is reserved. i 

Mr: STEVENSON. Let theamendment be 
read. 

The Curer Cisrx. It is proposed to amend 
the bill so as to make it read: 


That on and after the Ist day of July next tea 
and coffee shall be placed on the free list, and no 
further import duties shall be collected upon the 
same; and all tea and coffee which may be in the 
public stores or bonded warehouses on said Ist day 
of July shall be subject to no duty upon the entry 
thereof for consumption; and all tea and coffee 
remaining in bonded warehouses on said Ist day of 
July, upon which the duties shall have been paid, 
shall be entitled to a refund of the duties paid. 

Mr. SCOTT. I claim the indulgence of the 
Senate for not more than five minutes in offer- 
ing this amendment. 

When this bill was proposed to be called up 
before, I believe I made the statement with- 
out qualification that I hoped the bill would 
be passed without amendment. At that time 
I did not intend the statement to be as broad 
as it was interpreted to be. I did mean that 
no amendment should be adopted that added 
any new subject to this bill, but the announce- 
ment had been previously: made in the Senate, 
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
which assured the business community that any 
change that should be made on this subject 
would not go into effect until the Ist day of 
July next. [am satisfied myself that justice 
requires that that should be a provision of the 
bill, and I so intended when I made that state- 
ment in the Senate, although there were many 
persons pressing for the passage of the bill to 
go into effect immediately. ` 

I do not wish to detain the Senate, but I 


salt and 
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will state briefly the reason why this amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. There are three 
glasses who will be affected by the passage of 
> this bill: first, the importers of tea and coffee; 
‘second, the dealers of all classes, jobbers and 
gmall retailers; third, the consumers. The 
importers who have goods in bond complain 
that their trade is stagnated, that many of 
them are being ruined for the reason that 
while the subject is pending, uncertain, no 
dealers will buy. On the other hand, the 
dealers, who have their stock in hand, have 
purchased it of the importers and in their 
purchases the existing duty was an element 
in the price, and to put the bill into’ effect 
immediately would be to bring into competi- 
tion with their duty-paid tea and coffee the 
duty-free tea and coffee; so that it would be 
unjust to the retail dealers, the small deal- 
ers who have their stocks in hand. So far as 
the consumers are concerned, the amendment 
only postpones the operation of the benefits 
which will inure to them until the 1st day of 
July and brings the revenue law in harmony 
wilh the accounts of the Government in the 
fiscal year, which will end at the same time 
that this bill will go into effect. 

While there might have been, and were, 
and perhaps are yet many reasons that might 
be pressed for putting the law into immediate 
operation, I believe I am correct in stating 
that it was the unanimous opinion of the Fi- 
nance Committee, and an opinion concurred 
in by the interests generally who were affected 
by this bill, that the 1st of July should be the 
period when it should go into operation. It 
is for that reason I offer the amendment, and 
in offering it I again express the hope that this 
will be the only amendment that will be 
adopted to this bill; that the Senate will con- 
cur in this amendment and refuse to introduce 
any other subject, for I am satisfied, 1 think I 
may say more than satisfied, I feel assured if 
we do that, speedy, immediate action wiil be 
taken upon the subject in the House, and the 
great stagnation in trade and the ruin that has 
-been brought to many will-be averted from 
others by this immediate action. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate in 
reading to them the numerous dispatches that 
have come to me within the last few days 
urging immediate action, not this or that 
action, but immediate action; so that they 
may know that this subject is settled. I trust, 
then, that we may be able at once to reach a 
vote on this amendment and dispose of it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania or the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance whether 
the Ist of July would be a period long enough 
for the large importing merchants of the West 
to dispose of their stock? I have received a 
great many dispatches, I believe from every 
wholesale merchant in Louisville, which is the 
largest city in Kentucky, on this subject. I 
take it that this bill is to go back to the House, 
how long it will remain there we cannot tell. 
Now, it seems to me we cannot expect that 
this bill will pass before the 15th of May; 
and without any experience or definite knowl- 
edge myself, I submit to the gentlemen on the 
Finance Committee whether five or six weeks 
will be a sufficient time for the wholesale mer- 
chants having large stocks on hand to dispose 
of those stocks without seriousinjury. If they 
think it is, if they are satisfied on that subject, 
then I have nothing more to say. I only 
desire, so far as I can, to guard the interests 
of the large importing merchants in the State 
of Kentucky. 

_ Mr. SHERMAN, In answering the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky I can say 
all that I desire to say in regard to this bill. 
Iam opposed myself to the repeal of the duty 
on tea and coffee, although I should not op- 
pose its reduction to about one half—not on 
the ground that [ do not know it isa public 
enefit to repeal the duty on tea and coffee, 
but that I believe the repeal of other taxes 
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would be more beneficial to our common con- 
stituents. By maintaining a revenue duty of, 
say, eight cents a pound on tea and one or 
two cents on coffee, we should be enabled to 
extend the reduction of other forms of taxa- 
tion much more injurious to the people, much 
further than we shall if this bill passes. But 
both Houses having decided that tea and cof. 
fee should be put upon the free list, I am not 
disposed myself to contest the matter except 
by my vote. Therefore I shall simply vote 
against the bill, and make no. further opposi- 
tion to this repeal. 

In regard to the time when this act shall take 
effect, when the subject was first presented to 
the Finance Committee we had before us in- 
numerable petitions from all parts of the Uni- 
ted States praying a postponement of the tak- 
ing effect of the act. The importers and other 
persons interested in tea and coffee came here 
from Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore. Some of them wished the repeal 
to take effect on the Ist of May, some on the 
Ist of June, some on the 1st of July, and some 
of them wanted to postpone it until the Ist of 
January next; but finally, after a conference 
among them, they agreed upon the Ist of July, 
and at their instance, and by the unanimous 
direction of the Committee on Finance, I re- 
ported the fact to the Senate in reporting the 
bill, and, so far as I know, no complaint bas 
ever been made of the day fixed by the Senate 


committee, the Ist of July. The jobbers of . 


Cincinnati, who have a common interest with 
those of Louisville, were satisfied with, and 
indeed many of them were anxious to have the 
bill passed fixed at that date. They say that 
the stock of tea and coffee on the market in 
March when this repeal was first passed was 
rather small, that the consumption from the 
Ist of March to the ist of July will use up the 
whole stock on hand, so that the dealers will 
not be affected by the ‘sudden change of value 
of tea and coffee. So far as I know, they are 
content, and there has been no objection made 
since the announcement by me in the Senate 
that the 1st of July was fixed; there has been 
no complaint made, so far as I know, by any 
one inthe trade. On the contrary, they gen- 
erally desire to have this bill passed in order 
that they may make their purchases for the 
future in view of the repeal of the duty on the 
1st of July. 

Now, Mr. President—and this is the point I 
wish to mention to the Senate—some of the very 
men who came to us and insisted that we should 
fix the 1st of July as the time when this act 
should take effect have endeavored to create 
a clamor in the city of New York, and in other 
great commercial cities, against the action of 


the Senate on this very point, and I bave re- |! 


ceived telegrams and letters from some of the 
very men who agreed to the statement made 
here in the Senate, and who appealed to us to 
make that statement, and fix the time—some 
of those very men have used every effort in 
their power to induce us to violate that agree- 
ment made at their own suggestion. I have no 
word of complaint of them. I think to do 
tnat under the circumstances would be a viola- 
tion of a kind of quasi public faith, a violation 
of an implied understanding, a violation of an 
agreement that I would not consent to under 
any circumstances, I have been rather sur- 
prised that men engaged in this business would 
make the kind of appeals that I know they 
have made to have this law take effect imme- 
diately. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May I ask my friend 
whether that agreement extended to anything 
more than the operation of the repeal? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

In regard to the amendments of this bill, I 


believe myseif it would be well to-attach tol! 


i 


this bill the free list that was agreed upon in | 


the Committee on Finance, and was passed by 
the unanimous vote of the Senate, and of our 
right to propose which there cannot be a pos- 
sibility of doubt. The Committee on Privileges 


I 


and Elections of the Senate have unanimonsly 
reported that we have the right to add other 
articles to the repeal proposed by tbis bill. 
We have the right, in other words, to extend 
the operation of this bill to other articles, by 
repealing the duty on them. A doubt has 
been expressed by the committee as to our 
right to propose a reduced rate of taxation, 
but they unanimously affirm that we have the 
right to propose amend ments in the nature of 
an entire repeal. That right cannot be aban- 
doned without a surrender of the power of the 
Senate over the question. 

Therefore, while we have this tea and coffee 
bill before us, though I do not intend to offer 
any amendment myself, I shall certainly vote 
for an extension of the repeal to many other 
articles just as necessary to the people of this 
country, just as necessary to the manufactur- 
ing interests of the country, just as necessary 
to all branches of business in the country, as 
the repeal of the duty on tea and coffee. So 
far as [am concerned I shall vote for the ex- 
tension of the free list, and to make this bill 
what it ought to be, a free list inclading tea 
and coffee, although, as I said before, I think 
the duty on tea and coffee ought not to be en- 
tirely repealed, at least at the present stage, 
until we are able to repeal nearly all our inter- 
nal taxes. With that amendment I should be 
perfectly content. 

I believe this is all I desire to say about 
this bill except that there hasbeen agood deal 
of unnecessary complaint made in regard to 
the action of the Senate in some of the com- 
mercial papers, and | must confess I felt a 
little sensitive about it. The whole of the 
difficulty has grown out of the fact that this 
bill was passed hurriedly in the House of 
Representatives without ten minutes consider- 
ation. A single member at his desk sat down 
and hurriedly wrote the bill as it was sent to 
us, on a Monday morning, without any notice 
to any member of the House, and it was put 
through by a suspension of the rules under the 
previous question, against the united voice of 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House, against their remonstrance, and sent 
to us over a year ago. When we proposed to 
amend the bill, complaint was made that we 
proposed to amend it, and complaint is also 
made that we did not pass it. Jf we had passed 
it in the form in which it was sent to us by the 
House of Representatives it would have con- 
fiscated property of more than $20,000,000 in 
value. The amount of tea and coffee on hand 
then in the hands of dealers upon which the 
duty has been paid was probably worth from 
ten to twenty million dollars. The value of 
the tea and coffee consumed in this country 
amounts to nearly one hundred million dollars 
a year, and it is presumable that at the time 
this bill was passed $25,000,000 of that kind 
of property was in the hands of people of the 
United States upon which they had paid duty, 
and if we had passed the bill on the very day it 
passed the House of Representatives we should 
have confiscated all the duty that had been 
paid on the goods on hand and brought free 
tea and coffee into direct competition with 
$25,000,000 of property inthe hands of honest 
dealers who had bought the articles and paid 
the tax on it. Such an injustice would be 
without a parallel. Therefore it has always ` 
been the custom, never departed from except 
in time of war, to fix some future day when these 
bills shall take effect. Because we have not 
hurried through this bill in utter disregard of 
the rights of the people of this country engaged 
in this business, at the demand of those who 
hold these articles in bond as importers ready 
to sell at reduced rates to the injury of the 
dealers of the country, we have been harshly 
criticised and complained of. wis 

I desired to make these remarks in justice ` 
not only to the Committee on Finance, but to 
myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
roy in the chair.) The Chair must remind 
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the Senate that the immediate question before 
the Senate is the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I ask the chairman of 

the Committee on Finance what in his judg: 
ment is the opinion of the other branch of 
Congress on our power to add the free list to 
this bill? Would they be likely to concur in 
that? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I willsay that each House 
must judge of its own power in this respect. 
I ask the Senator himself, does he doubt the 
power of the Senate to add the free list? 

Mr. BOREMAN. I do not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose there is not a 
Senator here who would question our power 
to add the free list; and if the Senator has no 
doubt about it, would he surrender that power 
merely because the House of Representatives 
would not be satisfied with the exercise of it? 
That is the question. 

Mr. BOREMAN,. I am a practical man, 
or try to be. We passed a bill here a few days 
since that had come to us from the House—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it his duty to say that to allude to the 
House in any way to affect legislation here is 
against the rules. 


Mr. BOREMAN. 
way. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I did not hear the 


hair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been 
held that to allude to any action in the House 
of Representatives as affecting our legislation 
here on any pending bill is out of order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I. beg to remind the 
Chair that the action of the House to which 
my friend from West Virginia is alluding was 
communicated by the House, and is expressly 
in order under our rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not allude to this particular remark, but 
to remarks which have been made before, and 
what has been frequently said in the Senate 
about the action of the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. [submit with great defer- 
ence to the Chair that the Senator from West 
Virginia cannot if he tries transcend the rule 
by referring to what the House did with the 
other bill, because the House having sent its 
proceedings here, not only is it in order to 
refer to what it did in result, but every word 
of that debate is the proper subject of com- 
ment under our rules; and at another time [ 
intend for one to insist upon my right to com- 
ment on that debate, although not now. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I rose for the purpose 
of being informed as to what the result of our 
action might be in view of what had taken 
place heretofore and which had been commun- 
icated from the House to the Senate. It 
seemed to me it would be unprofitable to 
spend time in adding amendments to this bill 
which would be fruitless in their effect. I 
said we had heretofore received a bill from 
the House and had made some amendments 
to that bill by way of a free list and a reduc- 
tion of duty on some articles. 
ments went to the House, and we have had 
communicated to us that that was the end of 
that bill. My understanding is, that the House 
denied our right either to add articles as free 
to a tariff bill of theirs, or to reduce the duty 
on articles upon which a duty was already im- 
posed. Then my question to the chairman of 
the committee was to get his view of what 
probably might be the result in this case, 

- whether it would be profitable for us to add 
anything to this bill in the way of a free list, 
whether it would accomplish anything or not 
as a practical question. ' 

Mr. STEVENSON. MayI ask the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, what has become of 
the committee’s report on the subject of the 
disagreement between the Senate and the 


House as to their respective powers touching 
bills of this kind? 


ĮI am not using it in that 


Those amend- | 


Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand, it has 
been submitted and laid on the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No action has been 
taken at all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Noaction hasbeen taken 
by the Senate; and I do not know that any 
action is proposed by the Senate. When a 
difference of this kind exists between the two 
Houses, both Houses asserting their position, 
it would be idle for us perhaps even to debate 
the question. I think it would rather tend 
to create irritation. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then I suggest to the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, if we pass this 
bill and amend it in any essential particular. 
will not the same result follow? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. I will say 
to the Senator from Kentucky that I think I 
know the difficulty between the two Houses 
grew out of the fact that we inserted on that 
bill an amendment in the nature of a radical 
reduction of internal revenue, although that 
certainly is not a question of want of power, 
because we undoubtedly have the right to pro- 
pose a reduction of internal taxes as well as a 
repeal of external taxes; yet still that was the 
real point. ‘The House considered that we 
had taken advantage of a bill affecting only 
tea and coffee, to largely change the internal 
revenue, a different branch of taxation. They 
also took the point that that bill to repeal the 
taxes on tea and coffee was extended by the 
Senate so asto change and levy taxes on other 
articles. Although that was in exact accord- 
ance with the position they had taken two 
years ago on the income tax bill, they seem 
suddenly to have changed their opinion and 
taken the ground that a bill to repeal taxes 
was not such a bill as enabled us to propose 
new taxes, even at reduced rates, So it does 
not involve the question now. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will allow me to suggest to 
him, that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections did recommend a specific course of 
action, and that was that the report presented 
by the committee should be delivered to the 
House. I think it was confined to that. 

Mr. MORTON. I simply desire to make 
an inquiry of the Senator from Pennsylvania in 
regard to the concluding part of this amend- 
ment, which provides for refunding duties that 
may have been paid upon tea and coffee remain- 
ing in warehouses on the 1st of July. That 
may be equitable and proper; I do not know. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not understand the ex- 
act scope or purpose of the Senator’s inquiry. 
He is aware that under the law as it now exists 
importers have the privilege of keeping their 
goods in bond during one year. We propose 
that this bill shall go into effect on the 1st of 
July. It sometimes happens that importers 
pay the duties in advance of the time that they 
take their goods out of bond, although gener- 
ally they pay the duties at the time they take 
the goods out of bond. The provision to 
which the Senator refers is intended to putall 
; tea and coffee in bonded warehouses on the 
ist of July upon an equality; that that on 
which the duty hag not been paid shall be 
admitted free, and that upon which the duty 
has been paid, still remaining in bond, shall 
have the duty refunded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They have the right to 
pay the duty instead of giving the bond, and 
they find it convenient in some cases to do 
so. There is very little involved in that pro- 
vision. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis the form that has always 
been adopted in bills of this character. 

Mr. VICKERS. A committee of merchants 
from the city of Baltimore, who are deeply 
interested in this subject, called upon -me 
yesterday. One of them was the largest im- 
porter of coffee in the city. They were all 
very anxious that this bill should go into effect 
immediately. ‘They said that the agitation of 


| this subject had cost the dealers $250,000. 


My colleague has received letters from some 


engaged in the trade desiring that the bill 
shall go into effect on the ist of July ; butthey = 
are all very anxious that the bill shall pass in. 
some form or other. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. My impression ig 
that no more injury can occur by rejecting 
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania than by adopting it. The importers who 
have large stocks of tea and coffee on hand 
will have their business checked completely 
until the ist of July if that amendment is 
passed, and the question is who will be bene- 
fited? The claim is those who have tea and 
coffee on hand, and those who are to consume 
them ‘hereafter. My own impression is that 
the moment you put this bill on the statutes 
book, and make it a law, and say to the world 
that on the Ist day of July tea and coffee shall 
be-as much less in the market as the duty now 
imposed, from that very moment the price of tea 
and coffee in the handsof those who now have 
them will be depressed by that amount. Iam 
not very particular in regard to the amend- 
ment, but 1 think the least loss would be by 
letting the bill go into operation immediately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Pensylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The Chair under- 
stands, and desires to state, that there may be 
no mistake about it, that this vote includes the 
whole of the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Several Senators. That is understood, , 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am op- 
posed to the entire repeal of the duties on 
tea and coffee, for the reason that I do not — 
consider it wise to part with what I regard as 
a solid source of revenue, and to rely entirely 
upon silks, laces, and fancy articles, that may 
be in a short time very largely reduced in 
point of consumption. If any crisis should 
come on by which our foreign trade should 
be curtailed, as most likely it may in the 
course of a year or two, we shall sadly miss 
the resources of sugar, salt, tea, and coffee. 
But regarding the exprezsion of the Senate as 
decisive on that matter, I do not propose to 
argue that question, 

But, sir, as to the jurisdiction of the Senate 
over this question, I think our Committee on 
Privileges and Elections have gone too far in 
conceding away the rights and privileges of 
the Senate. The Constitution expressly de- 
clares that ‘all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives ; but 
the Senate may propose or concur with amend- 
ments as on other bills.” Now, the only ques-: 
tion is whether the House have sent us in any 
case a revenue bill. If it is a revenue bill, 
the question as to degree as to what amend- 
ments may be proposed is for our own discretion, 
no matter whether the bill is for increasing or 
reducing revenue. I concede that the House 
has the power exclusively of originating such 
bills; but when we get such a bill as that we 
can propose any amendment as to raising OT 
reducing the revenue, and to any extent. 8 
can go through the whole catalogue of articles 
that are enumerated in the tariff and impose - 
one duty or different duties upon all. It is 
entirely a subject for our discretion. I con- 
cede also that we have not the right to intro- 
duce a bill repealing duties, for that is a reve- 
nue bill; but the right of amendment to any 
bill is a question left entirely to our discretion, 
it only resting upon the point whether it is or 
is not a revenue bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to call his attention to the precise words 
of the Constitution ? i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
here, 

Mr. CARPENTER. It does not say ‘‘ rev- 
enue bills,” but “hills for raising revenue.” 
Now, is a bill which abolishes all revenue 8 
bill for raising revenue? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


I have them 


I do not 
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undertake to quarrel in relation to words. I 
believe that a bill for reducing revenue is a 
pill that might fairly be considered as a bill 
for raising revenue, and | think also it was 
intended by the fathers of the Constitution to 
allow the House the primary consideration of 
those bills. If we contend that we havea 
right to introduce bills for repealing revenue, 
we may take away that power from the House. 
I am not for contending for anything that will 
abridge in the least the powers of the House ; 
but I am for contending for all that belongs to 
the Senate of the United States. 

I now offer as amendments to this bill two 
additional sections, which I send to the Chair. 
One section I will state is the free list adopted 
by the Senate on the other bill, and the other 
section is making the same provision in rela- 
tion to it as has already been made in relation 
to tea and coffee. Before the amendment is 
read, I will say that my apprehension is that 
we may not be able to pass any other bill at 
this session in relation to the tariff. 1 hope 
we may; I have strong hopes that we shall; 
but it may be that we shall not, and 1 know 
in relation to this matter there is no difference 
of opinion on either side of the House. All 
are in favor of the free list as it was passed by 
the Senate before, and there can be no ques- 
tion with the other House in relation to this 
as to the question of privilege. Therefore, I 
take it, it will be received with’ favor, and it 
will take no longer to pass it bere or in the 
House than it would on the other bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let the amendment be 
reported. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Itis the same 

` þill that was introduced before, but it ought to 
be reported, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendment, being to add as a new section: 


_ Sno. —. That on and after the 1st day of July next 

the importation of the articles enumerated and de- 
‘scribed in this section shall be exempt from duty; 
that is to say: 

Acid, chromic and citric; 

Adiantum ; 

Agates, unmanufactured ; 

Alabaster and spar; 

Ahnond shells ; 

Aluminium, or aluminum; 

Amber beads and amber gum; 

Amianthus, manufactured or not; 

Ammonia, muriate of, or sal ammoniac ; 

Ammonia, sulphate of, and carbonate of; 

Ammoniac, gum or grains of: 

American manufactures, the following, to wit: 
casks, barrels, or carboys, and other vessels, and 
grain-bags, the manufacture of the United States, if 
exported, containing American produce,and declara- 
tion be made ofintent to return the same empty, shall 
be admitted free of duty, under such regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 

Angelica root; 

Aniline; 

Aniline oi], crude; 

Animals brought into the United States tempo- 

` rarily and for a period not exceeding six, months, 
for the purpose of exhibition or competition for 
prizes offered by any agricultural or racing associa- 
tion: Provided, That bond be first given, in accord- 
ance with regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, with the condition that the 
full duty to which such animals would otherwise 
be liable shall be paid in case of their sale in the 
United States, or if not reéxported within said six 
mouths ; 

Animals specially imported for breeding purposes 
from beyond the seas: Provided, That satisfactory 
proof thereof be given, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; 


Annatto, roncou, rocou, or orleans, and all ex- 
tracts of; 


Annatto seed; 
Antimony, ore, and crude sulphuret of ; 
Aqua fortis; 
Argal dust; 
Arrow-root à 
Arsenie, in all forms; ; 
safetida; 
Asbestos; 
Balm of Gilead; a 
alsams, namely, copaiba, copavia, or capivi, fir, 
or Canada, Peruvian, tolu, aud all other crude 
medicinal balsams; 
<, Bamboo reeds, no further manufactured than cut 
into suitable lengths for walking-sticks or canes, or 
for sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sun-shades ; 
amboos, unmanufactured: 
Bass, or bast, for matting; 
Bath brick and bristol stones; 


Bed feathers and downs; 

Bees, in swarms or plain hives; 

Bezoar stones; 

Birds, stuffed ; 

Black salts; 

Black tares; $ 

Bleaching-powders, or chloride of lime: 

Bluing-powders, for laundry uses; 

Bladders, crude, and all crude integumenis of 
animals not otherwise provided for; 

Bologna sausage; 

Bones, crude and not manufactured ; 
burned, calcined, ground, or steamed; 

Books which shali have been printed and manu- 
factured more than twenty years at the date of im- 
portation; 

Brass, old, having once been used, and fit only for 
remanufacture ; 

Brazil paste; 

Brazil pebbles for spectacles, and pebbles for spec- 
tacles, rough; 

Bristles; 

Brooms; 

Bulbs, and bulbous roots for planting; 

Burgundy pitch; 

Cameos, not set; 

Camphor, crude; 

Castor, or castoreum ; 

Cat-gut strings, or gut-cord, for musical instru- 
ments; 

Chalk, white, red, French, and all other unmanu- 
factured ; 

Chamomile flowers ; 

Charcoal; 

China root; 

Chronometers, box and ship, and parts of; 

Chrysolite; 

Cinchona root; 

Cinnabar, native or artificial; 

Citron, green or dried: 

Clippings and waste of brass, bronze, or Dutch 
metal, fit only for remanufacture; 2 

Coal stores of American vessels: Provided, That 
none shall be unloaded; 

Cobalt, ore of; 

Cocoa, crude, and butter, fiber, leaves, and shells 
of, and racahout; 

Cocoa, wine, medicinal only; 

Coir; A 

Colcothar, dry, or oxide of iron; 

Coltsfoot; 

Contrayerva root; i 

Copper, old, taken from the bottom of American 
vessels compelled by marine disaster to repair in 
foreign ports; 

Cow or kine pox, or vaccine virus; 

Cowhage down ; A 

Cream of tartar and tartar emetic; 

Crocus coleothar; 

Crucibles of sand or earth, or pots of black lead, 
plumbago, in whole or in part; 

Cubebs; © 

Curling-stones or quoits; 

Curry and curry-powders; 

Cyanite, or kyanite; 

Dried blood; 

Dried bugs; 

Dulce, prepared or manufactured; 

Dyeing, all barks, berries, flowers, nuts, plants, 
woods, and vegetable, animal, or mineral substances, 
crude or ground, used exclusively for dyeing or 
for composing dyes, including all crude decoctions 
thereof; 

Elecampane root; 

Enamel; 

Ergot; 

Fans, common palm-leaf; 

Farina; 

Feather beds; 

Feldspar; é 

Felt, filtering and polishing, for marble cutters’ 
use; 

Felting-stones; 

Fibrine, in all forms; 

i Perna Monet, manufactured or unmanufac- 
ured; 

Finishing-powder; 

Firewood; 

Fish, living; 

Fish-skins, raw or unmanufactured ; 

Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones; 

Flowers, dried, and flowers, natural; 

Fossils; a £ 

Fowls, living, land or water, and live poultry of 
all kinds; 

French sand; T 

Fruits, namely, bananas, plantains, and Zante, 
and all other currants; 7 

Furs, unmanufactured, of all kinds, except cut 
furs for hatters’ use; 

Fur waste; 

Galanga, or galangal; 

Garancine ; g g 

Gelatine, prepared exclusively for culinary pur- 
poses; 1 

Gentian, or gentian root; 

Ginger root; 

Ginseng root; 

Glucose; r 

Goldbeaters’ molds and go!dbeaters’ skins; 

Gold, oxide of; 

Gold size; 

Grease, not otherwise provided for; 

Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 

Gunny-bags and gunny-cloth, old or refuse, fit 
only for remanufacture; à 

Gut and worm-gut, manufactured or unmanufac- 
tured, for whip and other cord; 3 

Guts, salted ; 


bones 


Hair, all horse, cattle, and hog, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured ; 

Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattreases; 

Harness liquid; 

Hellebore root; 

Hide cuttings, raw, with or without the hair on, 
for glue-stock; : 

Hide-rope; 

Hides, namely, Angora goat skins, raw, without 
the wool, unmanufactured; asses’ skins, raw and 
unmanufactured; ` 

Hones and whetstones; 

Honey; . 

Hop roots, for cultivation; 

Horn, stripped horn, cut for dress stays; 

Indian hem, (crude drug;) 

Indiaor Malacca joints, not further manufactured 
than cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures 
into which they are intended to be converted; 

Insect powders; 

Tridium; 

Iron liquor; 

Isinglass, or fish-glue; 

Istle, or Tampico fiber; 

Jalap, and crude resin of; 

J osstick, or josslight ; 

Jute butts; 

Jute, unmanufactured; 

Leather, old serap; 

Leaves, all, not otherwise provided for ; 

Lemon and lime juice; 

Licorice root and juice; 

Lithographic stones, not engraved ; 

Loadstones; 

Logs, andround unmanufactured timber not other- 
wise provided for; 

Logwood, in sticks or ground, and all crude de- 
coctions of; 

Lunar-caustic molds: 

Maccaroni and vermicelli; 

Madder and munjeet, ground or prepared, and all 
extracts of; 

Magnets; 

Manganese, oxide and ore of; 

Marrow, crude; 

Marsh-mallows; 

Matico leaf; 

Medicinal barks, flowers, leaves, plants, roots, and 
seeds, crude, not otherwise provided for; 

Meerschaum, crude or raw ; 

Metal, Dutch, unmanufactured ; 

Mica and mica waste; 

‘ineral waters, all; 

Moss, sea-weed, and all other vegetable sub- 
stances, used for beds and mattresses; 

Murexide; 

Muriates of gold; 

Musical instruments, strings for, gut; 

Musk, crude; 

Mustard seed ; . 

Nuts, cocoa, and Brazil or cream; 

Nux vomica, and crude resin of; 

Oil-cake; 

Oils, namely, almonds, essential and expressed; 
amber, crude and rectified; ambergris; anise, or 
anise-seed; anthos, or rosemary; bergamot; caje- 
put; caraway; cassia; ecedrat; chamomile; cinna- 
mon; Citronella, or lemon-grass; civet; cloves; or 
caryophyl; cubebs; fennel; jasmine, or jessamine; 
juglandium; juniper; lavender; mace; neat’s-foot; 
ottar of roses; sesame, or sesamum-seed, or bene; 
thyme, red, or origanum: thyme, white; valerian ; 

Olives, green or preserved ; 

Orange buds and flowers; 

Orpiment; : 

Osmium; 

Oxidizing paste; 

Palladium metal; ` 

Paper stock, crude, of every description, includ- 
ing all grasses, fibers, rags, other than wool, waste, 
shavings, clippings, old paper, rope-ends, waste 
rope, waste bagging, and all other. substances of 
whatever description, used in making and fit only 
for converting into paper; 

Parchment: F 

Pellitory root; 

Persis, or extract of archil and cudbear ; 

Pewter and Britannia metal, old, and fit only to 
be remanufactured ; 

Phanglein; 

Plumbago, or black lead ; 

Polypodium; |, 

Potters’ composition ; 

Precipitate, red; 

Pulu; 

Quick-grass root: 

Quilis, prepared or unprepared; 

Railroad ties, of wood; 

Ratans and reeds, unmanufactured; 

Rennets, raw or prepared; 

Resinous substances for ike uses as gum-copal, 
not otherwise provided for; 

Root-flour; 

Rosin, or resin; 

Saffron and safflower, and extract of; 

Saffron cake; 

Sago, crude; 

Sago and sago flour; 

Salacine ; 

Salep, or saloup ; 

Sassafras ; 

Sauerkraut; 

Sausage-skins ; 

Sealing-wax ; 3 

Seeds, namely, anise, anise star, canary, chia, 
sesamum, and sugar-cane ; 

Seneca root, crude; 

Shale; 

Shark skins; 
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Snails; 

Snakeroot; 

Soda-ash ; 

Soap-stocks and soap-stuffs ; : 

Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats and 
bonnets ; 

Sponges ; 

Spunk ; 

Stavesacre, crude 

Saint John’s beans ; 

Storax, or styrax ; ee . 

Strontia, oxide of, or protoxid of strontium ; 

Succinic acid; * 

Sugar of milk; 

Tale; 

Tamarinds, crude; 

Tar, Barbadoes; 7 

Tar and pitch, (from the pine ;) 

Teasels; , 

Terra-alba, aluminous ; 

Tica, crude; NA 

Tin, in pigs, bars, or blocks, and grain tin; 

Tonquin, Tonqua, or Tonka beans; 

Tripoli; 

Turkish red salt; 

Tyrian dye;, , . 3 

Umbrella sticks, crude, to wit, all partridge, hair- 
wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, and other sticks and 
canes, in the rongh, or no further manufactured than 
out into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol, or 
sun-shade sticks or walking-canes; 

Uranium, oxide of; 

Vanilla beans or vanilla plants; 

Venice turpentine; 

Venison, venison hams and game, and game meats 
(raw or salted) of all kinds; 

Wafers; ; Pe 

Wax, bay or myrtle, shoemakers’, Brazilian, and 
Chinese; 

Willow or ozier, crude or prepared, for basket- 
makers’ use; : 

Yams; 

Yeast-cakes ; 


Zino, old, and fit only for remanufacture. 

Sxo. —. That all imported goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise which may be in the publio stores or 
bonded warehouses on the day and year this act 
shall take effect shall be subjected to no other duty 
upon tho entry thereof for consumption than if the 
same were imported respectively after that day; 
and all goods, wares, and merchandise remaining in 
bonded warehouses on tho day and year this actshall 
take effect, and upon which the duties shall have 
been paid, shall be entitled to a refund of the differ- 
ence between the amount of dutics paid and the 
amount of dutics said goods, wares, and merchandise 
would be subject to if tho same were imported 
respectively attor thut day. 

The reading having proceeded for some time, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator if 
there is any change in those sections from the 
sections as they passed tie Senate before? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Not any. 
They are precisely as they passed the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The amendment only in- 
cludes so much of the Senate bill as provided 
for the free list ? k 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is all. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I shall not ask for 
its reading. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be read. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, it is a fine compo- 
sition, and I rather think we had better have 
it read. [{Laughter. ] 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I called for the reading 
of that amendment because I was not certain 
what it was. I have before me the bill in 
print as reported, and if some Senator who is 
familiar with it will state how this amendment 
differs from section four as it was in the bill 
reported by the Committee on Finance, I 
would not care to have the amendment read, 
but I believe it differs somewhat. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not differ in the 
slightest degree with the bill as it passed the 
Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; but we have not 
that bill, We have the bill as the Senator 
reported it. Can the Senator state how this 
amendment differs from that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot; but my im- 
pression isthat there is nothing important that 

can recall. The Senator from Vermont can 
state probably better than I can, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If any Senator can 
state how this differs from the bill as reported 

-by the Committee on Finance, I do not care 
to have it read. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
remember precisely, but there were some three 


or four articles changed, that were either put 
in or out. Ido not now remember what arti- 
cles they were, but they were unimportant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill was 
printed in the House as it passed the Senate. 
If we could get a copy of that print, it would 
have the amendment exactly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I sent for that copy, 
but I have not been able to get it. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam quite sure there is 
nothing in the amendment except what was 
understood and examined distinctly before in 
the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have sent for the bill ; 
but I cannot get acopy of the bill as it passed 
the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The bill was 
printed on the 28th of March, after the House 
received it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have senttothe doc- 
ument-room, and they continue to send me the 
bill as it was reported here by the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire the reading of the amend- 
ment to proceed ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; I will not per- 
sist in the reading. I could understand it by 
comparing it with-my copy as the Clerk read 
it; but Senators seem to think that there is 
nothing that any Senator can object to in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion, then, is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The question being put, a division was called 
for ; and the ayes were twenty-three. 

Mr. SCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not desire to debate this 
amendment at any length, but I think it is 
apparent to all those who desire that this sub- 
ject should be speedily disposed of, that send- 
ing a free list containing this number of arti- 
cles to the House of Representatives for their 
consideration will interpose such delay as to 
defeat the very purpose we have in view in 
passing the bill. A free list covering several 
printed pages must necessarily give rise to 
long controversy in the House. The bill, with 
the single amendment which we have put upon 
it, can be disposed of I think in a day, or at 
least in a few days; and I trust that those who 
desire to extend this measure of relief now to 
the business community will not run the risk 
of longer delay and further injury to that busi- 
ness interest by adding this free list to the bill. 
I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. According 
to the Senator’s idea, we may as well allow the 
House of Representatives to legislate alone, 
and not give any consideration to anything 
except what they may do. Now, I understand 
that the House are not opposed to this free list 
at all, that itis conceded even by the members 
of their committee to be a better list than the 
one they have prepared themselves, and so far 
as I know it is entirely acceptable to all parties 
in the House as much asit is here. 

Mr. HOWE. I desire to say that I shall vote 
against this amendment, not because I should 
not vote for it if it was placed before usin any 
other connection, but as we seem to be pretty 
near settling one proposition, I should like to 
stick right to that until we get it settled one 
way or the other. I will agree to take this up 
at any other time, and vote for it. 

Mr. VICKERS. I am in favor of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, but I shall vote against iton the ground 
that it retards the action of the House upon 
this bill. It is very important that the duty 
on tea and coffee should be abolished. The 
whole country is interested in that. But if 
the bill goes back to the House with this 
amendment upon it, it will probably defer the 
action of the House until a late period. I 
shall therefore vote, contrary to my own in- 
clinations, against this amendment. 


. Mr, CONKLING. I felt quite sure that I 


should not have another word to add upon the 
tea and coffee bill, nor should I but for an 
entire misapprehension or inattention which 
prevails with some members of the Senate, 
If we see no reason for acting upon the sub- 
ject of-tea and coffee, if taking a retrospect 
of the last year and a half we find no cogent 
reason for settling that question now, this 
amendment is a very appropriate one. I am 
for it upon any bill where it will answer the 
purpose with which it is ostensibly offered, 
that is, to secure freedom from import duties 
to the articles mentioned in it. I am not for 
it here, because the effect undoubtedly will be 
to bury the whole bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a long time, or it may be for- 
ever. Is there any doubt of that? 

J heard some Senator say a few moments 
ago—I think my friend from Ohio—‘‘Are we 
ready to surrender to the House our right to 
do so and so?’ No; I presume we are not 
ready to surrender. That is an act which is 
always rather irksome to me, and I should 
certainly be very sorry to surrender when | 


thought I was right, as I think we are right , 


in the position in controversy between us and 
the other House. But what has that to do 
with this? We spent a week or two, more or 
less, and we perfected a bill which I think 
wasa good bill, although it contained some 
things which I was very sorry to have go into 
it, and we sent it to the House of Representa- 
tives, and it was stranded on a motion of priv- 
ilege and prerogative. So will this bill be if 
you put on the free list. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont may reason with the rea- 
son of Bolingbroke and the rhetoric of Burke; 


he may make it so transparent that a ‘child’ 


may see he is right; still it will be stranded 
in the House; and when I say that I do not 
speak as a matter of guess, because during 
the latter days of last week I took a great deal 
of pains to inform myself on this point. It 
would not be proper to detail here conversa- 
tions had with members of the House or 
others; but I repeat (and if Senators have 
any doubt of it they can readily satisfy them- 
selves on the point) that to put the free list 
on the bill will wreck it in the House. 

But, Mr. President, suppose it should not; 
does anybody think that the House will take 
up the bill with the free list added, as they 
will take it up with nothing added but the for- 
mal amendment of my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, and pass it at once? Notatall. On 
the contrary, it will probably go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, if it be not laid on the 
table, and will at once become intermingled 
and interwoven with the whole tariff discus- 
sion of the House. Then what have we done? 
We have taken up a bill under pretense or 
promise of doing an act of justice to the two 
hundred thousand men engaged in the tea and 


coffee trade, and have put a fetter on the bill. 


which we know is to prevent its going through 
the other House in season to do them any 
good. Why, sir, I would not suppose that any 
Senator means to ‘‘paiter in a double sense” 
with these men; but there are only two alter- 
natives here: we must either make an end of 
this question, or refuse to do it. If we do not 
mean to do it, I infinitely prefer to say so here 
rather than to ensnarl the bill with an amend- 
ment which is to trip it up in the other House, 
either on the general question of privilege, oF 
upon questions of detail relating to the tariff 
and the Tree list. 

Having risen to say this, Mr. President, I 
am moved to say a single word in answer to 
the honorable Senator from Ohio. He ex- 
pressed himself by way of criticism in regar 
to complaints which had been made by those 
engaged in the tea and coffee trade. If bis 
observations apply to anybody they apply 
largely to my own constituents, to men not 
classified with either political party but be- 
longing to both, and largely engaged in trade 
in these two commodities. I should not be 
frank if I did not say to. the Senator that I 
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’ sympathize entirely with my constituents 
` touching the matter he has referred to, and in 
part I will state why. 

The House of Representatives more than a 
yeur ago, upon the motion, as the Senator is 
very likely right in saying, of asingle member, 
` and under the operation either of the previous 
question or a non-debatable motion to. suspend 
the rules, passed the so-called tea and coffee 
pill, I admit anything the Senator chooses to 
claim which impairs the significance and value 
of that action as compared with the action of 
the Committee of Ways and Means in the 
House and the more deliberate action of the 
House itself. But, sir, the Senator cannot 
forget that the bill came hereon——~ 

Mr. NORWOOD, Iam always pleased to 
hear the honorable Senator from New York; 
put I beg to inquire if his five minutes are not 


out? 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend, if 
he will possess his soul in patience, will learn 
that there is no five minutes debate applicable 
to this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, to continue what I was 
saying when the Senator from Georgia made 
that very pertinent suggestion, the Senator 
from Obio cannot forget that the bill came 
here foraction. If, owing to the improvidence 
of its passage in the House, or owing to the 
unseasonable or unwise character of the bill, we 
were opposed to it, the Committee on Finance 
ought, in the natural course of things, to have 
go said, to have reported the bill adversely and 
had it postponed indefinitely, or laid “on the 
table, or in some way or other given notice to 
men who have something to do besides watch 
the ebb and flow of the legislative tide and 
of chances here, that the market in regard 
to these two great commodities was not to 
be unsettled. What did we do? The bill 
was referred to the Finance Committee of this 
body; it remained there some time and was 
reported back. Has it ever, I inquire of the 
Senator, been reported back adversely? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I thought; it was 
reported back adversely, but put upon the 
Calendar and no action taken in regard to it. 
Pending that condition of things the House 
again months ago passed this bill, signified a 
a second time (which certainly meant delibera- 
tion) its determination to free these two articles 
from duty. What have we done since? Not 
to occupy time I omit the statement of the 
incidents which have occurred here, but it is 
not too much to say that the whole Senate has 
assumed, that members of the Senate by their 
undisputed declaration have assumed that this 
bill was some time or other to become a law. 
In the mean time the country has become bare 
of tea and coffee. 

I heard the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Srevenson] say that he wanted to 
protect large dealers in the State of Kentucky. 
i venture to say, speaking of Kentucky and 
every other State, for statistics and data inmy 
desk warrant me in saying it, that there are no 
large stocks of goods held in the country at 
this time by the class of persons of whom he 
speaks. There are large stocks held in the 
city of New York; there are large stocks held 
at other centers; but the retail dealers and the 
men holding teas usually in small quantities 
for the retail trade, taking notice, as they did 
long ago, of the coming dismissal of duties, 
stopped buying; and I am told by those best 
authorized to speak on that subject that there 
is not thirty days of tea and coffee held at 
large in the country. There is a great amount 
of stock in bond, and the importers have been 
compelled, as my honorable friend from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Buckinenam] knows better than 
Ido, to pay for that tea and coffee, not the 
duties to be sure, but the purchase-price, and 
to carry it as they have done month after 
mouth at enormous inconvenience and enorm- 
ous loss, i 


Now I think that the two hundred thousand 
men engaged in the tea and coffee trade have 
a right to complain, and I think the case, fairly 
stated, will cast no blame upon them for their 
complaints, for their outeries, (because out- 
cries they have made,) and I think on the 
other side we should not be able to prove that 
the Senate has been quite as diligent in mak- 
ing an end of this question asit well might be. 
These men have been singularly abstinent in 
one respect. They have said, ‘‘We have our 
views about the merits of this bill, but we will 
not indulge ourselves in expressing them; we 
will not say thatwe think the duties should be 
put off or kept on; all that we venture to do 


i is to ery out for a finality, for a conclusion, 


and that quickly, one way or the other.’’ 

Mr. President, that is a demand to which, I 
submit, this Senate cannot close its ears. If 
we want to defeat the tea and coffee bill, and 
say that we are not in favor of dismissing this 
tax and make an end of it, be it so; for no- 
body has a right to expect that the legislative 
judgment of the Senate would be reversed 
upon such a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust my friend from 
New York will yield to me to say that I think 
he will bear me witness that I have never for 
a single moment delayed action on the tea and 
coffee bill. 1 know it has been stated by one 
of the New York prints that myself and others 
had delayed action. I never voted against 
taking up the bill. In every stage of this dis- 
cussion | have been ready to meet this prop- 
osition. I concurred in the report of thecom- 
mittee against the adoption of this bill. Iwas 
ready at the earliest day it was called up to 
have it taken up and acted on. I voted to- 
day to take it up. What I complained of was 
this, and there is the point to which I direct 
the attention of my friend from New York, 
not that the merchants did not have a reason- 
able ground of complaint that we did not act 
on the bill, but that the very same merchants 
who had induced us to promise to the country 
that this bill should not take effect until the 
1st of July, finding that it was their interest to 
have it take effect sooner, now endeavor to 
bring about that result. That is all I com- 
plained of. I did not complain of their press- 
ing action on this bili. I think it ought to be 
acted on definitely. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish tosay two things 
in reply, one to the Senate, and one more es- 
pecially to the Senator from Ohio. I did not 
intend to impute, nor do I think anybody has 
aright to impute to the Senator from Ohio 
any opposition or any attempt to obstruct the 
way to the consideration of the tea and cofree 
bill. For one, I wish as a witness and -s a 
juror to acquit him of any offense of that sort 
so far as I know. 

Now, my honorable friend does greater 


| injustice to these dealers in the remark he 


made at last than in the remark he made be- 
fore, and I think I can show him that that is the 
case. When the question first arose of dis- 
missing the duties on tea and coffee, men in 
the trade said the ist of July, for example, 
or some future day ought to be fixed when the 
law shall take effect. Why was that? For 
reasons existing then, because men held 
stocks upon which they had paid the added 
price of the duties to the jobbers and im- 
porters, and they said it is fair that these men 
should have an opportunity to wait until the 
marketis bare. But that was a long time ago; 
days and weeks and months have rolled on 
since then, and in the mean time the market 
has become bare, and these gentlemen from 
New York and from Boston assure me that 
thirty days’ supply is more than there is 
already at large of tea and coffee. Very 
well, then delay in acting upon the bill has 
answered the purpose of delay had the bill 
been passed long ago and a future day been 
fixed, until finally the time has come when 


the most upright and the most intelligent 


| grow out of it; 


of these gentlemen say that the purpose bas 
been accomplished which was sought by their 
original request for delay. I speak now, not 
of my constituents alone, but I speak particu- 
larly of one gentleman who isa resident of 
the city of Boston, and who is not likely inten- 
tionally to mislead anybody on this subject, 
who assures me that if the bill should take 
effect to-morrow the injustice which the ori- 
ginal postponement was to avoid would not 
occur. Why? Because the delay in the mean 
time has answered the whole purpose. And 
yet the gentleman to whom I refer, and others, 
regard the fact that the Senator from Ohio 
and others have committed themselves to fixing 
a future day, and they are not disposed to make 
any complaint on that subject even if their 
complaint would avail, and accordingly the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, who, I think, 
sympatbizes largely with the dealers in his 
State and elsewhere, has submitted the amend- 
ment which we have agreed to already. 

I do not think there has been any want of 
good faith in regard to it, I think the con- 
duct of these men involves no inconsistency ; 
I do not think they are the proper subjects of 
criticism; and I hope my honorable friend from 
Ohio in reviewing the matter will see that there 
is some force in the suggestions I make to him. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to multiply 
so many words about this matter. I have one 
other remark to make and then J shall relieve 
the Senate. It is very likely that, as an ori- 
ginal question, $16,000,000 of duties might be 
dismissed with more beneficial effects in some 
respects than to dismiss it in toto from tea and 
coffee. For one, however, I am quite recon- 
ciled to selecting tea and coffee and conferring 
upon those two articles a benefit of a dismissal 
of $16,000,000. I am so reconciled for several 
reasons, but especially for one which I beg to 
state. 

The tax on tea and coffee is not a capitation 
tax, but in result it comes very near to that, and 
it involves one hardship which a capitation 
tax does not involve. A specific duty upon 
tea isa tax of a far larger per cent. upon cheap 
tea than upon the higher qualities. Accord- 
ingly the rich and the poor not only pay pound 
for pound alike, but the distinction is against 
the poor man and in favor of the rich man. 
Every consumer who uses a high quality of 
tea because he can afford to indulge himself 
in it pays no greater’ duty per pound than 
the man who uses the cheapest commod- 
ity to be found in the market. In the one 
case, the duty is a trifling percentage upon the 
high-priced article; in the other case, it is a 
very large percentage upon the cheap article 
bonght by the poorer class of consumers. 

There are some other reasons that I might 
state; but I allude now to this as reconciling 
me entirely to the dismissal of these duties. In 
addition to being almost a capitation tax, itis a 
capitation tax working injuriously and hardly 
upon those least able to pay it. But all that 
question has passed away. The House of 
Representatives, by repeated votes, has pro- 
nounced in favor of freeing these two articles 3 
the Senate, by repeated votes, has concurred 
with the House; and now I think I have a 
right to address the sense of justice of every 
Senator when I ask him to preserve the billas 
it is, to keep it clear of the quicksands and 
and rocks in the House to which amendments 
will subject it, and allow it to pass here, 
going there to await no action except action 
in concurrence with the formal amendment 
introduced by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
which amendment has been deemed necessary 
by the Committee on Finance in order to pre- 
serve their good faith. Upon concurrence in 
this amendment we have a right to count; 
for we have taken pains to assure ourselves 
that no serious delay inthe House is likely to 
but when we come to add the 
free list, even if my friend from Vermont could 
pilot the bill as it will then be clear of the 
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question of privilege in the House, he certainly 
will find it lost in the mazes of tariff confusion. 
Therefore I hope that his amendment will 
not prevail, and that we shall stand by the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
keep the bill as it is now. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I am 
decidedly opposed to surrendering the proper 
constitutional jurisdiction of this body in re- 
gard to bills for raising revenue. Iam equally 
disposed to regard and respect every preroga- 
tive of the House of Representatives on the 
subject. I think that the only way to do this is 
for the House to send us revenue bills in the 
constitutional sense, and not cross-examine 
us as they do when they send us such a bill as 
this, by which they say, in effect, ‘* Will you 
consent that tea shall be free?’ They will 
not allow us to make any change of duty upon 
anything else, but we must simply say ‘‘ yes” 
or ‘‘no” to such a bili. I have no doubt my- 
self that we may add to that free list without 
violating their privileges, but that question is 
in dispute between the two Houses. The reso- 
lution sent by the House of Representatives 
to this body has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections; a report has 
been made which lies upon the table. As 
soon as the Senator from Ohio who is on that 
committee [Mr. ‘THurmMaN] shall return, it is 
the intention of that committee to move the 
resolution which was recommended, and that 
will compel the Senate to dispose of the ques- 
tion involved in the report for the purpose of 
settling this disputed question of privilege 
between the two Houses. It would be more 
orderly and more in keeping with the privi- 
leges of both Houses to defer all these bills 
until the Senate shall have had an opportunity 
to examine and take its ground upon that 
question of privilege; but in the meantime 
here are these two great interests, tea and 
coffee, that, if we can trust the voice of the 
press, if we can rely upon the correspondence 
that comes to every Senator, are suffering, 
not for the passage of this bill, not for the 
defeat of it, but for action upon it on the 
part of the Senate. I am therefore disposed 
to let all questions of privilege slide for the 
present and pass this bill bare and naked as 
it came from the House. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, so far as 
the constitutional question is concerned, of 
the right to add to this’bill an amendment such 
as is now proposed, I have never had any 
doubt, and have none now. The point | rise 
to call the attention of the Senate to is this 
distinction: we may have the right to do con- 
atitutionally a great many things which are im- 
proper and inexpedient. The bill that wesent 
back to the House of Representatives, which 
has created so much controversy, in my judg- 
ment was amended according to the Constitu- 
tion; we had a right legally to do what we did, 
but it was certainly a bad means of legislation. 
I have no objection constitutionally to adding 
this amendment to this bill; but I think the 
adding of it to this bill at this time will seri- 
ously injure a great interest in this country. 
Being in favor atthe present moment of abolish- 
ing the tax upon tea and coffee, I feel it to be my 
duty to vote against this amendment, although 
I might vote for it. when it came up in 
proper form. In other words, I think that 
while we have the constitutional right to make 
such amendments, it is very wrong and very 
injurious to the legislation of the country to 
establish the precedent in doing it. There 
may be occasions when it may be proper; but 
to be sending back these bills constantly to the 
House of Representatives with such amend- 
ments, and clogging the progress of measures 
that we are in favor of by this course of 
amendment, it seems to me is inexpedient. 

; For these reasons I shall vote against adding 
this section to the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do notlike 
to have the Senate labor under a wrong im- 


pression as to the great amount of relief that 
the consumers are going to obtain from this 
bill. When we reduced the tariff before on 
tea and coffee the price remained the same, 


and if we reduce it now, I have no idea that | 


the price on the Ist of July will be less than it 
is to-day. There is but a small amount of tea 
and coffee in the country. ‘Those who hold it 
will be able to hold it at the present prices. 

But, Mr. President, there is another view 
of this question. The bill that we are acting 
upon came to us a year ago in March. It is 
assumed that the House remains of the same 
impression; but if we may take their organ, 
the Committee of Ways and Means, on the 
16th day of April they were of a different 
opinion; that is to say, they were in favor of 
the duty proposed by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee of two cents a pound on coffee and ten 
cents a pound on tea. Therefore, it seems to 
me that it is a very violent assumption here 
to suppose that this bill can pass easily if we 
make no amendment, if we abandon entirely 
the constitutional privileges of the Senate. If 
we send back a bill passed a year ago by the 
House, notwithstanding all the change of cir- 
cumstances, it is assumed that the bill is to go 
right through easily and without any contest. 
I trust the Senate will maintain not only its 
prerogative but its duty to say that at this ses- 
sion some more reductions shall be made in 
the tariff than that upon tea and coffee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I cannot 
understand the reason of this zeal to take up 
and pass this bill as manifested by the Sen- 
ator from New York. ‘This bill came to the 
Senate on the 14th of March, 1871, more than 
a year ago. It has laid upon our table without 
any action. About the same time a year ago 
the House of Representatives sent us another 
bill repealing the duty upon coal, and another 
bill repealing the duty upon salt. I struggled 
here more than a year ago to get action upon 
those bills. Why should we not have acted 
upon them? If I recollect rightly the very 
Senators who are now most zealously pressing 
action upon this bill were the Senators who 
forced through the Senate a resolution more 
than a year ago that no action should be put 
on this bill or the bills to which I have re- 
ferred. How does the interest of merchants 
differ in regard to tea and coffee from their 
interest in regard to coal? Why have not the 
dealers in coal the same right to demand that 
you act immediately on the coal bill as the 
dealers in tea and coffee to demand that you 
act on this bill? We hear nocomplaint. No 
effort is made here to take up the bill putting 
coal on the free list, but the country is to be 
ruined if tea is uot at once put on the free list! 

Now let us see what there is inthis, and see 
if there is anything in it. The Senate have 
by an amendment already agreed that this bill 
shall not go into effect until the Ist day of 
July next. Is not that what the merchants 
want? They know that no bill is to pass 
repealing the duty on tea and coffee so as to 
take effect until the 1st of July. What else 
do we know? We know that the House of 
Representatives are considering the whole sub- 
ject of the tariff, that they are now debating 
it, that the general debate is to end this week, 
and we shall have a bill regulating the sub- 
ject of duties, as I trust upon some general 
basis, that will make a reduction of at least 
$50,000,000, and regulate also the taxes under 
our internal revenue system. 

Now, why is this bill to be taken up by itself 
and forced through here under such circum- 
stances? Because the merchants are suffer- 
ing. Suffering for what? Not to have tea 
and coffee free, we are told, but that we should 
act, act immediately. The bill has lain here 
more than a year. Why this new-born zeal 
to-day, that everything must be laid aside to 
take up this bill, when the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which under the Constitution is 
vested with the jurisdiction to originate bills 


) 
F 


relating to the revenue and which is now en- 
gaged upon this subject, is preparing a bill 
which probably will be before us in ten days? 
Why, Í ask. this zeal? . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iwould ask the 
Senator from Illinois if the case is not very 
different from what it was a yearago ; whether 
that is stating the case just exactly as it is? 
I understand since they passed the bill a year 
ago the House have within a few months by 
a very large vote declared that they were in 
favor of abolishing the duty on tea and coffee. 
I understand the Senate has within six weekg 
by a very large vote declared the same thing, 
and that the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance gave notice to the country that he 
would not resist the adoption of this measure. 
Now, in all fairness, have not the dealers in 
these articles a right to hold their trade in 
abeyance and ask us to tell them what we are 
going to do? It does not stand at all as it did 
a year ago. I think it would be a great deal 
better for the Senate to vote down this bill 
that has come from the House, than to pass 
it with this amendment which would only have 
the effect of leaving the whole subject unset- 
tled, to the great injury of those who are 
engaged in this trade. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senate has never 
yet passed a bill putting tea and coffee upon 
the free list, as a separate proposition. The 
effort is now made to do it, and the effort was 
made before to do it; we had a contest over 
it, and the Senate by its vote decided to put 
other things upon that bill, to reduce the tariff 
upon many other articles and to make many 
other articles free. The Senate never yet has 
passed a separate bill. I regretted when the 
Senator from Ohio gave up so readily to the 
vote which was had on one occasion putting 
tea and coffee on the free list when there were 
other amendments pending, and when the sub- 
sequent sense of the Senate, as expressed by 
its vote, showed that they were opposed to pass- 
ing a separate bill repealing the duty on tea and 
coffee. I think the Senator from Ohio aban- 
doned his bill too readily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator 
when the Senate showed by any vote a dis- 
enon to put tea and coffee on the free 
ist? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As a separate proposi- 
tion. They did it by their vote when they 
added other articles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They did that, and I 
hope they will do it again. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will recol- 
lect that after tea and coffee were made free 
by a vote of the Senate, the Senate then de- 
cided that that should not go by itself, but put 
other articles upon that bill, reducing the 
duties upon some and making others free, so 
that the Senate has never yet decided as a 
Separate proposition that the duty on tea and 
coffee should be repealed. 

But what do these merchants want? The 
Senate has decided to-day that no bill putting 
tea and coffee on the free list is to go into 
effect before July. Before July our general 
tariff bill will be passed and teaand coffee will 
be made free, or the duty perhaps upon tea 
and coffee will be reduced, as I trust, without 
putting them upon the free list. It seems to 
me the merchants have all the answer they 
want when they are informed that no bill is to 
go into effect until July, and before July this 
whole subject will be settled. 

I shall vote in favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, and I 
shali vote in favor of other amendments which 
will be proposed to this bill, and I see no rea- 
son applying to tea and coffee that does not 
apply to salt. The Honse have repeatedly told 
us they are in favor of free salt; the Senate 
by its vote has shown that it is in favor 0 
reducing the duty upon salt at least one half, 
because we passed a bill reducing it that much, 
and the Senate never bas decided yet that it is 
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in favor of ‘repealing the entire duty on tea 
and coffee. It was only a preliminary vote 
that was had here ; and how often are votes 


iven in the Senate and subsequently reversed ? | 
Here was | 


We have had an example to-day. 
an amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont that was voted down by several 
majority in the Senate; the vote was reconsid- 
ered, and afterward that amendment adopted ; 
and because on a single vote the Senate de- 
cided at one time to put tea and coffee on the 
free list, itis not a decision of the Senate that 
as a separate 
do that. I should be glad to see the price of 
tea and coffee reduced to the people of this 
country by taking the duty off those articles ; 
but if you take the duty off those articles you 
reduce the revenue to that extent and you 
take away our power to reduce the duties upon 
other articles which it is more important, in 
my judgment, that we should have a reduction 
of duties upon than upon tea and coffee. 
am not only for reducing the duties to the 
extent of $16,000,000 a year, but i believe we 
can reduce them $50,000,000, and abolish the 
internal revenue taxes to a great extent be- 
sides, and dispense with all this machinery 
through the country. I was rejoiced the other 
day to see a proposition, which I believe came 


from the Secretary of the Treasury, to dis- | 


pense with the collectors and assessors of 
internal revenue throughout the country, and 


I hope Congress will not adjourn without | 


abolishing those offices and abolishing every 
feature of internal revenue taxation, except so 
far as we derive revenue from spirits and 
liquors of all kinds, including beer, and to- 
bacco, and perhaps the stamp duties may be 
retained to some extent. 

Now, Mr. President, I hope the Senate will 
not pass this bill simply repealing the duty 
upon tea and coffee, and I think it is a waste 
of time to consider it. I trust when it goes 
back to the House of Representatives they 
will put it in their general bill and let us con- 
sider this whole subject together and not take 
up this separate bill that bas lain here for 
more than a year and in reference to which 
this new-born zeal is exhibited within a few 
days, for I cannot conceive why the merchants 


have not got all they want when they are in- | 


formed that no such bill is to go into operation 
before the Ist day of July. 

Mr. MORTON. The objection that I have 
had to taking up the tea and coffee bill has 
been the fear that if this bill was passed it 
might be used as a lever to prevent the reduc- 
tion of the tariff in any other respect; but I 
am assured by its friends tlt there is no such 


purpose, and that the object of pressing its | 


consideration now is to relieve the trade. I 
can understand how the trade is embarrassed 


at this time and why it is a matter of justice | 


to the large number of men and the large 
amount of capital engaged in it that this ques- 


tion should be settled one way or the other. . 


I have had many communications from tea 
and coffee dealers; I have not had one ask- 
ing that this question should be disposed of in 
any particular way, but all that it shall be 
disposed of promptly. 

This being the reason why I want to take up 
the bill at this time, it isa good reason why I 
should not vote to put amendments on it. So 
far asthe amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is concerned, the free list, 
itis of no practical importance now. I be- 
lieve the amonnt of duty dispensed with by 
the whole free list moved by him is $1,800,000. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. More; be- 
tween three and four millions. 

Mr. MORTON. Still it is comparatively 
unimportant. If it is proposed to go forward 
and amend this bill and settle the whole tariff 
question, that is another thing; but as it is 
not proposed to do that, as the main body of 
the tariff question is still to be left behind, I 
see no particular object to be gained by 


F4 


proposition they are prepared to |j 


| $35,000,000 beyond that. 


i the rate of duty. 


putting the free list upon this bill. I think 
the Senator from Vermont has been somewhat 


- uneasy himself that by making tea and coffee 


free we should prevent any further legislation 
upon the tariff. I would suggest to him that 
that danger might be increased somewhat by 
adding the free list to this bill and stopping 
there. The best assurance we can have that 
the tariff will be modified hereafter, that this 


will not be a finality, will be to pass the tea | 
! and coffee bill by itself; but if we put the 


free list on, we furnish a further excuse for not 
doing anything more in regard to the tariff. 
Now, Í wish to say to the Senate that | am 


strongly convinced that we should go further | 


and reduce the tariff in material respects upon 
many other articles. The section reducing 
duties ten per cent. contained in the biil of 


| the Committee on Finance, I believe is right 


in itself, and I hope that Congress will not 
adjourn without passing it or some such meas- 
ure. l agree with the Senator from Illinois 
that taxation ought to be reduced at least 
$50,000,000. Iam in favor of a further re- 
duction of the tariff and the internal revenue 
by at least $50,000,000, and I think it can go 
to $60,000,000 without-at all endangering the 
ability of the Government to pay $50,000,000 
a year upon the national debt. I want to re- 


duce the debt not less than $50,000,000 a | 


year, and I would bring down taxation to that 
point where there should be surplus enough 
to pay $50,000,000 a year; and from the ex- 


| amination | have made, I am satisfied that we | 
can take off $60,000,000 of taxation and do || 


that, including the tariff and the internal rev- 
enue. Thecountry expects a large reduction; 
the country knows that it can be made; the 


| country has been promised this reduction ; 


and the dominant party here is responsible to 
the country for this reduction and will be beld 
responsible if it is not made. In agreeing 


| now to take the duties off tea and coffee, | 


am not consenting indirectly that the reduc- 
tion shall stop there. I shall expect at least 
I vote now to take 
this question up simply for the purpose of re- 
lieving what I believe to be a great embarrass- 
ment in the trade. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the mer- 


chants of this country have a right to com- | 
plain, in my opinion, of the position in which ! 
they have been placed by the action of Con- | 


gress. The table of each Senator, { presume, 
contains, as mine does, communications from 
men setting forth the great distress to which 
they have been brought by the element of 
uncertainty in regard to their business mat- 
ters. 
coffee is one of the largest known to ourcom- 
merce ; itis that which enters into the con- 
sumption of almost every human being within 
our territorial limits. These two commodi- 
ties have been subjected to revenue imposi 
tions almost always in the history of our Gov- 


ernment. ‘he importers of these articles, the | 


merchants whose warehouses now are filled 


with these imports, never complained as to | 
There was no petition before | 
| Congress from them to have it altered. Their 


business was conducted just as safely and prof- 
itably under the duties of two years ago as 
they are under the present duties, or as they 


| will be should this measure sent us by the 


House to abolish all duties whatever, become 
the law. . i 
But, unfortunately, the question of tarif 
legislation is suffering at this time, and by 
this measure from two evils. In the first 
place, Congress is undertaking to treat by 


| piecemeal that which should be a system, and 


be legislated upon as a system, To select 
from your whole list of imports one or two 


articles and deal with them by special legisla- | 


tion without regard to their relations to all 


the rest of the country’s commerce is of itself | 


because commerce isa mere net- 


impossible, s 2 
in which you 


work, a series of interchanges, 


The trade to which I refer in tea and | 


| lating for each separately. 


cannot touch one item without affecting all; 
and therefore when you attempt to deal by 
legislation with one article you must consider 
its relation to other articles if you wish to deal 
wisely with it at all. 

I say, therefore, that the interests of the 
country so far as concerns a large and im- 
portant class of our citizens, the importing 
merchants of these two articles, have a right 
to complain, and the rest of the country have 
a right to complain, that you are dealing piece- 
meal with that which should be acted upon 
only by a legislative system. 

That is not the only evil, Next to that, if 
not greater thai that, is the evil that this ques- 
tion of revenue action and this piccemeal 
action in respect to it has been made or sought 
to be made a matter of party politics. It has 
passed into the bands of the demagogery of 
politics. It is not a question in regard to 
which the business of the country has made 
application to the Congress for relief. But 
this measure which is not new, was sent here 
one year ago, and the Senate did not act upon 
it but deliberately deferred it. It was not 
thought of importance then; but it has simply 
served to fill a certain cry for what they term 
“a free breakfast table,” ‘‘free tea and 
coffee,” something for the poor man; and that 
hollow, unsound, untrne talk is indulged in 
with regard to that whichis entitled, if treated 
with at all, to be treated with strictly as a 
business measure. 

Mr. President, it was an evilday and it ever 
will be anevil day for the merchants and man- 
ufacturers of this contry when questions of 
revenue by tariffs become questions of party 
politics. If they knew their interest they 
would keep it out of that vortex. If they knew 
their interest they would demand that such 
questions be segregated from party politics. I 
do believe that this bill was originated in the 
hasty unauthorized manner that has been 
spoken of in the House, in nothing else than a 
mere spirit of party trickery. 

I consider that the merchants of this coun- 
try, or those who are termed generically the 
business men of this country, have a right to , 
ask of the legislators of the United States two 
things. They have aright to ask that stabil- 
ity shall be an element of our laws. It is not 
the rate of duty; it is not the imposition or 
the absence of atax, so much as it is that sta- 
bility which shall permit business to be formed 
and to be carried out, which shall permit a 


| plan of intelligent prevision, or an intelligent 


survey of the field of business with the cer- 
tainty that the principles of trade and the prin- 
ciples of intelligent prevision of a man’s whole 
plans in life shall be allowed to be acknowl- 


| edged without being thwarted by sudden and 


unlooked-for action on the part of the Legis- 
lature. See, sir, how Congress have wavered, 
have staggered to and fro upon the subject 
of the duty on these two very articles. For 
the first six months of 1870 and up to, I think, 
the month of September, 1870, there was a 
duty of twenty-five cents per pound upon tea, 
and on coffee of five cents. On the 14th of 
July, 1870, those duties were reduced pros: 
pectively from twenty-five to fifteen cents on 
tea, and upon coffee from five to three cents 
per pound. ` 

They stood so untilthe meeting of the pres- 
ent session. Then, in a proper spirit of tarif 
legislation, the whole question was taken up by 
the House; but suddenly this partial measure 
was sprungupon them aud came to the Senate, 
and then the Senate Committee on Finance 
laboriously and carefully proceeded to revise 
the entire system with reference, each article 
to another, not taking it piecemeal and legis- 
The result was the 
bill that finally passed the Senate, not entirely 
freeing tea and coffee from duty, but reducing 
ihe duties | believe thirty-three per cent. ; re- 
ducing the tariff generally about ten per cent. 
by what you may term a horizontal reduction ; 


2924 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 30, 


largely increasing the free list greatly to the 
advantage of manufacturers, cheapening the 
cost of collection, and in every way assisting, 
as the Committee on Finance and as the Sen- 
ate believed, the general business interests of 
the country. That measure went to the House 
of Representatives. How they have treated 
itis a matter of history. The Senate know 
perfectly well. It has simply been, I would 
searcely say laid on the table, but unceremo- 
niously kicked under it. i 

In regard to the question of collision of au- 
thority and privilege between the two Houses, 
I do not propose to say much except this: that 
if the proposition of the House of Representa- 
tives be true, the language of the Constitution 
was singularly unfortunate. The power is dis- 
tinctly given by the Constitution to the House 
of Representatives to originate all ‘bills for 
raising revenue; but the Senate has to it 
equally delegated in as positive and unrestained 
language the power “to propose or concur with 
amendments,’’ with the significant words fol- 
lowing, ‘‘ as on other bills.’’ If the proposi- 
tion of the House now, as I understand it, be 
Carried out to its natural result, the Senate 
would bold under the Constitution a simple 
power of veto. 

The language of the Constitution was well 
weighed and carefully considered by men who 
knew the meaning and the value of words, If 
they had intended that the House of Repre- 
sentatives should have the exclusive power of 
originating bills for revenue and that the Sen- 
ate should merely have a veto power, they 
would have saidso. That is the result to which 
the reasoning of the House on this position, 
it seems to me, brings us, that we have the 
right to say, ‘‘ We forbid this bill ;”’ or, ‘ We 
assent to it;’’ and that would be all. But no 
such language is found; no such result could 
have been intended; and if the doctrine con- 
tended for by the House should be true, then 
the functions of the Senate, ag an advisory 
body, or as a complementary and independent 
body of the House, would entirely be done 
away with. [ hold, therefore, ‘that while the 
Senate cannot originate a bill to raise revenue, 
yet that when a revenue bill comes to the Sen- 
ate it may be amended by the Senate without 
limit, just as other bills may be amended. On 
that subject I feel perfectly clear, but I didnot 
intend ever to say much upon it. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I consider that as 
a matter of justice to the business of the whole 
country we should not proceed to deal by 
piecemeal with the revenues of the country. 
The revenue system, it is admitted, needs 
reform. There are few men who do not ad- 
mit either that it should be reformed, or that 
it will be reformed by the voice of the coun- 
try. My own hope is that the tariff will be 
reduced to a revenue standard. I believe 
that for that purpose, and that purpose only, 
is it justified. Iam sure that you cannot deal 
with it except as a system; that the whole 
field must be considered, and that your 
scheme of reform must be based upon a view 
of the entire field on which you are to act; that 
you cannot with justice, you cannot with a 
wise economy proceed to deal piecemeal with 
a question of this character. 

or that reason, I shall oppose the measure 
as it came from the House and as now sought 
to be passed by the Senate. The labors of 
the Senate must be held to be the voice and 
the view of the Senate. I do not mean to say 
they are not to be changed, that they may not 
be retired from, may not properly be amended ; 
but I do insist that when this question of rev- 
enue reform upon the tariff isto be considered, 
it shall be considered as a whole, and not in 
the patch-work manner which is now pro- 
posed. A 

I have said that stability in our laws isa 
thing demanded by the business interests of 
this country. It is the one thing essential for 
their interests. Does any man here believe 


that tariff duties on tea and coffee will perma- 
nently remain off our list? 

Js it not almost acertainty that if tea and 
coffee were made free by the votes of Con- 
gress at the present session, within six months 
from this time, during the next session of 
Congress, propositions would be made to reés- 
tablish rates of duty upon both those articles? 
They are proper subjects for duty; they are 
proper subjects of taxation. I do not propose 
to go now into that question, but merely to so 
assert it. I know well that if tea and coffee 
should in July, 1872, be made free of duty, 
before July, 1878, should have rolled around 
the same articles would be found subject to 
taxation under our laws. We could not afford, 
upon the basis of a revenue tariff, which this 
country is approaching, which I believe it will 
at no late day certainly reach, to exempt two 
articles of such universal consumption as tea 
and coffee, articles which bring such perfectly 
net revenue, which involve none of that indi- 
rect taxation that cramps and weighs so heavily 
upon the business interests of this couutry, 
and is so deceitful also, I may add. It is not 
possible that those articles should remain free 
from tax. The experience of all other nations 
who have led the world in the van of com- 
merce shows us that they are proper and 
profitable subjects of taxation. So I believe 
the wisdom and experience of this country 
have found in the past, and so I believe the wis- 
dom of the country will declare in the future. 

I could justify my vote now for the simple 
reason that I desire in business stability that 
men may know what they are to meet, that | 
deprecate this weather-cock legislation which 
has brought this great distress at this moment 
upon the trade now in question; that is to 
say, all persons engaged in the importation 
of or dealing in tea and coffee. I say Ide- 
sire that this weather-cock legislation shouid 
cease; that permanence and stability should 
have some regard from Congress; that men may 
embark in business, knowing what are to be 
their duties in the year after their operations 
shall have been conceived, and not, as now, 
stumbling on in the dark, making fortunes, 
perhaps, suddenly one year by the sudden 
rise in duty, or losing them the next by hav- 


ing their stocks held high up in the fear that. 


the duties will be taken away. 

Jn this view, that the moderate and reason- 
able rates of duty fixed by the Senate bill may 
become the Jaw of this country, and that in 


considering this interest of tea and coffee we’ 


should consider it as we ought; as a part of a 
system of the country’s business, and consider 
it in relation of the many other articles the 
interests ofeach of which hinge upon its neigh- 
bor, the interests of which cannot be singled 
out for special legislation, as is sought by this 
bill, í shall direct my votes in such a way as 
shall bring up the whole of this subject for 
consideration at the same time and not pro- 
ceed upon it by piecemeal. Already, as we 
have a right to know, and as has been said 
here, there is general legislation in the House 
on the subject of the tariff now under consid- 
eration. Ina few days we shall have it here. 
When it comes let us see the plan proposed 
by the House, let us see what relative duties 
these two commodities should bear, what pro- 
portion of the revenue of the country is right- 
fuliy and easily drawn from these sources, and 
not undertake by this hasty, ill-considered, 


unexpected piecemeal legislation to deal with | 


the business interests of the country which 
have been in a great measure confided to our 
hands, f 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope we may be able to 


| reach the vote during the usual hour of sitting; 


but as many persons in the Chamber desire to 
dispose of this question to-night, and have sug- 
gested the propriety of a recess, I move that 
at five o’clock the Senate take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the vote on that 


“not. 


| ton, 


is put, may I ask the Senator whéther he hag 
taken any pains to learn that it would not be 
preferred by the Senate to sit this out now? 
My impression is that we can vote soon. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have not taken any pains, 
I prefer to sit it out now; but some Senators 
spoke to me and suggested a recess. If the 
Senate will remain now, I will withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I trust we can vote soon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I know that 
others intend to speak to some extent; I do 
If no Senator desires to speak we can 
vote now; butif there is to be a further de~ 
bate, I think we had better have a recess. 

Mr. ANTHONY. When we get back from 
the recess we never get more than two and a 
half hours out of the Senate; and it is much 
better for us to take those two and a half hours 
now before the evening. We can get a pretty 
good dinner here if we want to. 

Mr. COLE. Where? ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. At the restaurant below. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I inquire of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania how long it will probably 
take if we continue in session to dispose of 
the bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. On that the Senator from Min- 
nesota can judge as well as I. If the vote were 
taken on this amendment it would probably 
give some indication of how soon we may be 
able to dispose of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw his 
motion for a recess ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Having given notice of the 
intention to make the motion, if it meets the 
view of the Senate 1 withdraw it for the pres- 
ent with the hope that we may now get a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. Morru. ] 

Mr. KELLY. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Car. 
PENTER.] If he were present he would vote 
against the amendment, and I should vote 

or it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. On this question Tam 
paired with the Senator from Connecticut, 
(Mr. Ferry. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 


| Goldthwaite, Harlan, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of 


Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, and 
Wright—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Cald- 
weil, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton 
ot Maryland, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Osborn, Patterson. 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Stewart, 
Stoekton, Sumner, Vickers, West, Wilson, and Win- 

om—32. j 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 


| low, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Ed- 


munds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Thurman, and Tipton—25. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the reserved amendment of the Sen- 
ator from lHinois, if -he insists upon it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. 

ment wili be read: 
_ The Cuer Crerx. The amendment is to 
insert after the word “ coffee,” in line three, 
the words ‘salt and coal,?? and to strike out 
the word “and”? before ‘‘coffee.’? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That is in accord with 
the expressed view of the House of Represent- 
alives two or three times over. I think they 


The amend- 


| have sent us two bills repealing the duties on 


these articles, and if there is a disposition to 
harmonize with the House in repealing the 
duty on tea and coffee, I think it ought to be 
extended also to salt and coal, and Í cannot 
see why the same reason does not apply to 
those articles as to tea and coffee. 
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“Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ask the Sen- 
ator whether it is not better to take up those 
pills separately ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why take up the bills 
separately? They have all been sent here. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The House sent 
them to us separately. and I think it is always 
bad to complicate legislation in this way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think in regard to 
the tariff it is very bad to tinker with the 
tariff in this way by passing a bill as to a 
single article. No one, I apprehend, will mis- 
apprehend the purport of this bill to repeal 
the duty on tea and coffee. We all know that 
they are articles not produced in this coun- 
try, that the increased price ad§ed to those 
articles by the duty goes into the Treasury of 
the United States. It is purely a revenue 
tariff that is laid on tea and coffee, and by 
repealing the duty on these articles it neces- 
sitates a higher duty upon the articles which 
the Senator from New Jersey wishes to pro- 
tect; and no one I suppose in the Senate or 
out of the Senate is misled by this species of 
legislation or fails to understand that the 
object is by diminishing the revenue to create 
a necessity for a high protective tariff. 

Some salt is produced in this country, some 
coal is produced in this country, and some is 
brought from other countries. The salt that 
comes from abroad is more than doubled in 
price by the duty which you impose upon it. 
And while that is the case, and all the duty 
paid upon the foreign salt goes into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, we all know thatthe 
increased price upon the domestic salt, that 
which is produced here, goes to the persons 
who produce it, to the few persons engaged in 
the manufacture of salt, and none of it goes 
into the Treasury. While the people of the 
country are taxed many million dollars in 
consequence of theduty upon salt, less.than a 
million perhapsor a little more than a million 
. only reaches the Treasury of the United States, 
: while all the duty that we pay upon tea and 
coffee goes into the Treasury, and the en- 
hanced price of those articles is a tax, the 
benefits of which the Government receives to 
the full extent, 
© Now I hope, Mr. President, that the Sen- 
ate will consent to agree with the House and 
let salt and coal go upoa the free list. On 
that question I should like to have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont. I understand that the Senator is in 
favor of free coal and I am against free salt. 
{Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Vermont? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam paired a good deal 
like the Senator from Vermont, but I am 
paired with the Senator from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Ferry,] and at all events I will not vote 
for that reason. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 14, nays 88; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 

amlin, Hartan, Johnston, Logan, Norwood, Sauls- 


Spencer, Stevenson, Trumbull, and Win- 
dom—14, 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of West Wirginia, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Flanagan, Frelingauysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 

ewis, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramscy, Rice, 
Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton. Vick- 
ers, West, and Wilson—33. 

ABSENT—~ Messrs. Ames, Anthony. Blair, Brown- 
low, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Ed- 
mands, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton 
of Texas, Kellogg, Kolly, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sumner, Thurman, 

ipton, and Wright—27. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 


The Senator 


Yes, sir; 


The VICE PRESIDENT. An amendment 
has been made in Committee of the Whole 
fixing the time when this act shall take effect. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to havea distinct 
vote on that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The only argument [ 
think that is really worthy of much attention 
in the Senate in favor of the passage of a frag- 
mentary tariff bill confined to two articles like 
tea and coffee, is that the tea and coffee inter- 
ests of the country are suffering by delay. I 
say that because I have heard no other reason 
given during the debate of to-d.y. If we 
should consider the proposition to make tea 
and coffee free in the light of any theory 
of revenue that has ever been seriously pre- 
sented or seriously adhered to by the ac- 
complished men in other parts of the world 
who have studied taxation as a science, no 
argument in favor of making tea and coffee 
free can be urged that is worthy, as it seems to 
me, of more than a moment’s consideration. 
Therefore a measure to select these two arti- 
cles out of the whole list of your tariff for the 
purpose of making them free must depend for 
its favor in this Senate upon considerations of 
the alleged suffering condition of the tea and 
coffee interest throughout the country. Now, 
if there is anything in that argument, if there 
is any such suffering, if there is any such 
embarrasament, why prolong that suffering 
and that embarrassment until the Ist of July? 
Why not let this bill take effect at once, as it 
came from the House? I ask the Clerk to 
read the bill as it came from the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill, asit 
came from the House of Representatives, will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now, sir, if we are to 
give a boon to a suffering interest of great im- 
portance in the country, if the sympathies 
which have been so freely expressed here are 
to have a practical direction, let us relieve 
those interests al once, let us end the suffering, 
let us end the embarrassment. The trouble, 
whatever itis—and I do not mean to underrate 
it at all—proceeds from the inability of the 
holders of large stocks of tea and coffee to dis- 
pose of those articles with their usual facility. 
There is a difficulty that arises from the delays 
of Congress in dealing with the subject. 

In the next place, how do we know if we 
send this bill back to the House with an amend- 
ment postponing the time for its operation 
that the House will act upon it promptly or 
act upon itat all? While the debate was pro- 
ceeding I looked through the bill which-has 
come here very recently from the House, a 
most elaborate and careful bill to all appear- 
ances, and one that does undertake to deal 
with the tariff as a whole, and not by a scrap 
here and a scrap there, a system calculated to 
“ make confusion worse confounded.’’ There- 
fore, to avoid any possibility of further delay 
in the House, in order to furnish the relief 
which is called for at once, and in the only 
manner that itseems to me is adequate in the 
emergency, I propose to move that theamend- 
ment postponing the operation of this bill be 
stricken out. 

Mr. CONKLING., That is reached by the 
motion to concur. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring. Non-concurrence with the 
amendment rejects it. The question is on 
concurring in the amendment made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I make that motion with 
the greater confidence because I never have 
believed, from the slight study 1 have given to 
the subject, in the policy of postponing to a 
distant day the operation of a revenue bill, 
either tariff or internal revenue. While any 
bill which you pass making a serious change 
Jin imported articles under the tariff or the 
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internal revenue must operate hardly in cer- 
tain quarters, it seems to me that the more 
wholesome way, having regard to the general 
welfare, is to let your bill operate as promptly 
as possible. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the question 
of concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole the Senator from 
California, demands the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 41, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Howo, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Trum- 
bull, West, Wilson, and Windom—41. 

NAYS—Messrs, Bayard, Casserly, Goldin watte 

ani 


Hamilton of Maryland, Saulsbury, Stockton, 
Vickers—7. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Brownlow, Car- 
penter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of W est 
Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 


Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool. Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and Wright—26. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed 
and the bill to be read the third time. The 
bill was read the third time. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am requested by 
the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. Jonxsrtox] to 
state that he was paired with the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 39, nays 10, as follows: 

_ YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Ciayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert.Goldthwaite, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Pome 
roy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Scott, Spencer, 
Stewart, Stockton, Vickers, West, and Wilson,—39, 

NAYsS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Morrill of Vermont, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, and Windom—10, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Brownlow, Car- 
penter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry Connecticut, Hamilton of Texas, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and Wright—25, 


So the bill was passed. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate resume 
the consideration of House bill No. 1191, 
making .appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1878. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. . 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 30, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m. 
ied by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

PLANTING OF TREES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences at twenty-two minutes past eleven 
o'clock, and the House resumes the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2197) to encour- 
age the planting of trees and for the preserva- 
tion of woods on the public domain now held 
by the United States. ` Be, Vas 

Mr. HALDEMAN, I propose to have this 
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matter disposed of to-day. Although Iam con- 
vinced of the great importance of the subject, I 
know that many of the standing committees 
are ready to report, and I would not hold the 
morning hour to the exclusion of others. I 
am instructed by the Committee on Agriculture 
to accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from California, [Mr. Sarcenr, ] which I be- 
lieve takes away the principal objections sub- 
mitted to this bill, lam also instructed by the 
committee to move to amend the thirteenth 
line of the bill by striking out ‘‘two acres of 
Jand” and inserting “one acre of land.” This 
is for the purpose of diminishing the only 
thing resembling a penalty contained in any 
section of the bill, and making it still milder. 
All the other sections of the bill are bounties. 
I would say in brief that any objection to the 
bill will be, not that it grants too much, but 
too little. This is an initiative and tentative 
measure, oe f 

There is also an amendment in line six, 
section two, to strike out ‘‘the proceedings” 
and insert ‘‘such proceedings.” 

Ido not desire myself, unless it should be 
absolutely necessary, to say anything more 
upon this bill, and I desire to call the previous 
question now, and to leave the matter open to 
debate during my closing hour. I do not 
think, from the number of gentlemen who 
have spoken to me on the subject, that it will 
take more than half an hour to close the de- 
bate, aud then I hope it will go to the Senate 
and be considered there this session, or the 
next; but I want an authoritative decision of 
the House of Representatives, as the matter 
has been brought to the attention of the pub- 
lic. If it will not be considered indelicate, 
before I sit down I wish to have read a letter 
from the Commissioner of Agriculture, in 
which he, as many of the newspapers have 
done, shows his appreciation of the import- 
ance of this action at this time. 

‘The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Wasnrxaton, D. C., April 27, 1872. 

Dyar Sir: The timo is coming, if it has not already 
arrived, when the country will gratefully thank you 
for the facts and figures by which you have so ably 
pointed to their interests in the necessity of pre- 
serving and propagating the forests of America. 

The alarm which you have shown, other and older 
countries now experience from their early neglect of 
their forestlands. The causes of that alarm, in their 
threatened loss of fountains and streams, as well as 
health, supplemented by the startling figures which 
suin up our daily consumption of wood, are facts 
which you have so tersely and distinctly stated and 
verified by authority as that they must command 
tho attention of every man who has a mind capable 
of expansion beyond the length of his own arm, to 
enable him to feol the importance of preserving the 


forests while it is yet in our power to do so. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 


obedient servant, 
_ FREDK. WATTS, 
Commissioner of Agriculture. 


Hon. Rionarp J. HALDEMAN. 


Mr. HALDEMAN. 
question. : 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was first upon the amendment 
of Mr. Sargent, to add to the first section the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to mineral 
lands or to lands conveyed under town-site laws, or 
to lands granted for rights of way to railroad or other 
road companies, or to lands that may be devoted to 
commercial purposes, or on which cities, towns, or 


manufacturing establishments may be erected, and 
no forfeiture shall accrue from the lands so dedicated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Lowe, to strike out the first and second 
sections of the bill. 

The sections proposed to be stricken out, as 
amended, were read, and are as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That every grant of the public lands o 


I now ask the previous 


i 
f 


| 


the United States, now or hereafter surveyed, shall | 


be upon the express condition that the grantee or 
grantees, his, her, or their heirs, executors, and 
assigns, shali keep and preserve at least ten per 
sent, of the nimberof acres thus granted in timber 


trees, if so much thereof then be in timber at the 
date of such grant, which skall not thereafter be 
cut down or destroyed to an extent which shall re- 
duce the quantity of timber land upon such grant 
below the percentage above named, unless, at the 
time of such cutting, or previous thereto, there shall 
have been planted one acre of land with timber 
trees for cach acre so cut; ang such conditions shall 
be expressed in the body of the patent or other in- 
strument by which the litle of the United States is 
conveyed to such grantee: Provided, That this act 
shall not apply to mineral lands, or to lands con- 
veyed under town-site laws, or to lands granted 
for rights of way to railroad or other road compa- 
nies, or to lands that may be devoted to commercial 
purposes, or on which cities, towns, or manutactur- 
ing establishments may be erected, and no forfeiture 
shall accrue for the lands so dedicated. ne 

Src. 2. hat if the grantee, or any party claiming 
thereunder, shall willfully violate the conditions 
named in the preceding section, such violation shall 
work a forfeiture to the United States of the land 
so granted, and it shall be the dut of such an officer 
may be designated by the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause such proceedings to be brought when itmay 
be necessary to enforce such forfeiture. 


Mr. BANKS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
who reported this bill if the striking out of 
these two sections will not take away the merit 
of the bill entirely? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. It will take away what 
I consider very important indeed. I had no 
objection to the amendment of the gentleman 
from California, (Mr. Sargene,] but I do hope 
that these sections will not be stricken out. 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition is to strike 
out the sections as amended by the gentleman 
from California. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House should now 
strike out the first and second segtions, of 
course the amendment of the gentleman from 
California would go with them. 

Mr. LOWE. Allow me to say to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] that 
the first two sections of this bill provide for a 
forfeiture of the entire estate if a certain 
amount of it is not kept perpetually in timber. 
The remainder of the bill offers a premium or 
inducement to purchasers of the public land 
to keep a portion of it in timber. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘That is exactly the point to 
which I wish to call the attention of the 
House. 


Mr. LOWE. And the striking out of the | 


first two sections does not impair the remain- 
der of the bill, which offers an inducement for 
the preservation of or planting of trees. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ihave proposed a proviso 
that the provisions of this bill shall not apply 
to mineral land, to land selected under the 
town-site laws, or to land upon which may be 
established towns and cities, manufacturing 
establishments, or any work inconsistent with 
the continuance of trees upon it; as, forinstance, 
the mere right of way to a railroad or a 
canal, &e. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to this fact, that this bill con- 
tains two propositions. One is a provision to 
prevent settlers upon the public lands or gran- 
tees to whom we give lands from cutting off 
the forest trees upon them. The second is a 
provision to give encouragement to people to 
plant trees and to reéstablish forests. The 
proposition to strike out the first provision is 
made by the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. 
Lowse.] Now, what is the use of passing a 
bill to encourage the planting of trees upon 
lands that are now naked of trees, if at the 
same time we authorize, at icast indirectly, 
settlers to whom we give lands to strip them 
entirely of trees and forests? How can the 
House consent to pass a bill to encourage the 
planting or replanting of timber, when by the 
same bill, impliedly at least, we authorize the 
grantees of land given by the United States to 
take the timber off? 

This is one of the most important meas- 
ures that can be presented for the consider- 
ation of the House. . In New England, in 
the middle States, the climate is affected, the 
suppiy of water in the cities and towns is 
affected in consequence of the people having 
almost entirely stripped the earth of its forests, 
The people in their most common necessities 


are inconvenienced and injured by that fact, 
and this bill simply proposes that in the set- 
tlement of new regions of country where we 
give the lauds to settlers without price, orgrant 
them to railway corporations, a stipulation 


| shall be made which is for the benefit of those 


settlers as much as for the people of the rest 
of the country; that they shall leave the trees 
on one tenth of the land given them. 

Mr. LOWE. And that is to be perpetual, 

Mr. BANKS. I understood the gentleman 
in charge of this bill [Mr. HALDEMAN] to say 
that the reservation was limited to a period 
of some five years. It is just as much for the 
benefit of cities and towns established in these 
new Territories as itis for any other portion of 
the country. A 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no limit in the 
bill as to the time, and it is to apply to every 
acre of land now granted or hereafier to be 


granted. ee 
Mr. BANKS. That limitation ought to be 


made. 

Mr. SARGENT. That may be. 

Mr. BANKS. Jl understood from the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HALDEMAN] 
that there was such a limitation. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. It was suggested to 
have the provision read ‘‘ violating the condi- 
tions of tbe preceding section within five 
years,” but that was accidentally omitted. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘The idea I want to present 
to the House is that these lands are stripped 
of their timber by every sort of encourage- 
ment on the part of Congress and the Gov- 
ernment. The people seem to entertain the 
belief that trees are an evil, and that the 
sooner they are removed the better. That is 
an error that pervades all countries. Italy, 
Germany, France, and Spain have been 
stripped of their trees in this way, and it has 
cost millions and millions to replace those 
trees. They have found that the springs of 
the country have dried up, the climate has 
become arid, the soil has become unfertile 
in consequence of the stripping of the land 
of its timber. 

And I have heard it argued here within the 
past three or four years that the lands belong- 
ing to the Government were of no consequence 
because they were covered with trees. Gen- 
tlemen have spoken as if it was the greatest 
calamity that con!d befall the United States to 
acquire land with the best timber in the world. 
upon it. Such ideas have gone out from Con- 
gress and pervade the common mind, until it 
has almost become so that whenever a man 
sees a tree that does not pay him interest ora 
subsidy in some way he wants to cut it down. 

I remember an instance in my own town, 
where a majestic oak stood before the school- 
house, and many of the people desired to have 
it preserved. They said to one of the fathers 
of the town, ‘‘ Whatshall we doabout this great 
oak which standsin front of the school-house?” 
‘““Why,’’ said he, ‘there is no trouble about 
that; you can girdle it, and then it will die.” 
The only idea that possessed him was that the 
thing to be done was to get rid of that tree ; 
his object was to circumvent, by girdling and 
killing the tree, the public wish that wanted to 
preserve it. That is the idea which to a great 
extent pervades our people. 

Now, the effect of this bill will be to call the 
attention of the country to the necessity of pre- 
serving the trees and the forests, and to the 
beneficial effects which fheir preservation exer- 
cises upon the climate, and the fertility of the 
soil, and the general advancement of the publie 
convenience and welfare. 

I hope the House will not strike out the first 
section, for it would be a monstrous absurdity 
to pass a bill with the design of encouraging 
the planting of trees, and in the same measure 
to provide that settlers or railroad companies 
to whom we may give lands shall be permitted 
without any penalty to cut off the trees upon 
the lands which we give them. ` 

Mr. MAYNARD. The views of the gen“ 
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tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bayxs] on 
this subject are interesting, and entitled to 
great weight, as, indeed, is everything that he 
says. But I would suggest to him that there 


are portions of the country where the trees | 


are, to adopt his language, obstructions in the 
way of the profitable use of land suitable for 
high cultivation. In such parts of the coun- 
try it is very important we should get rid. of 
the trees. [n many cases they are useless as 
lumber, and almost useless as fuel; and until 
they are out of the way the land is perfectly 
worthless. This remark is applicable to many 
portions ‘of our country, though not to all. 


ae The error we are likely to fall into is in mak- 


ing too wide a generalization from a limited 
number of facts. The policy that would be 
applicable to one section of our country would 
be quite inapplicable to another. For in- 
stance, there is a wide difference in this 
respect between the section of country in 
which my friend from Massachusetts lives and 
the mountain region where I reside, and which 
is covered with the largest and the heaviest 
timber. The rule that would be applica- 
ble to the one case would be wholly inap- 
plicable to the other. His illustration of the 
‘great oak’? would not apply in the case of 
any number of ‘‘great oaks’? which stand in 
our fields as obstructions to the cultivation 
of the land. We should be very glad to get 
rid of them by the process he describes or 
any other. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I had no 
opportunity to examine this bill previous to 
its being brought up for consideration in the 
House; but it seems to me it undertakes alto- 
» gether too much, If I understand the bill 
` from the hasty reading and examination I 


+” have been able to give it, it provides that of 


timber lands which may be disposed of by the 
Government one tenth shall be preserved as 
. timber lands, and if the party to whom they 
are granted shall fail to preserve one tenth as 
timber lands then he forfeits the whole title. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Unless he plants an 
acre elsewhere, 

Mr. HAWLEY. If he shall remove the 
timber from the land he forfeits the title 
unless he plants an acre elsewhere. If the 
land granted be destitate of timber, if it be 
prairie or other open land, then the party to 
whom it is granted is required to plant one 
tenth of it. : 

Mr. HALDEMAN. A bounty is to be 
given if he will do so. There is no penalty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand there is to 
be a penalty. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. There is no penalty 
except in the first and second sections. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, I ask, what will be 
the effect of this bill with reference to the 
homestead law? Suppose a man, taking up 
land under the homestead law, fails to plant 
trees as required by this bill, what effect will 
it have upon his title? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. None whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What, then, will it accom- 
plish? Under the homestead law he is enti- 
tled toa patent to the land by settling on it 
for so many years. 

Mr, HALDEMAN. 
by two years. 

Mr, HAWLEY. Ihave looked over the bill, 
and I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, there is 
anything here in referenceto homestead settlers 
which lessens the time. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. If the gentleman will 
refer to section eight, I think he will find he is 
mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not understand it 
lessens the time the homestead settler bas to 
serve, 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Yes, sir; it lessens it 
‘by two years. 

Mr, RUSK. 
usiness. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is 


It diminishes the time 


I call for the regular order of 


on striking out the first and second sections, 
and as the gentleman has called for the regu- 
ular order of business the gentlemen will please 
not indulge in private conversation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was seekigg to find in his bill where 
it lessens the time the homestead settler has 
to serve, 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on striking out the first and second sections of 
the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If those two sections are 
a out it destroys the whole object of the 

Lik. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will give me two or three min- 
utes, so I may refer to a fact which escaped my 
mind when I was up before. 

Mr. HALDEMAN, - Certainly. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, the great des- 
erts between the Mississippi river and the 
Rocky mountains will be reclaimed and fertil- 
ized by the processes which flow from this bill 
if it becomes a law. Iam told by gentlemen 
from different sections that the bridges in all 
parts of the country are swept away by the 
floods which oécur from year to year in con- 
sequence of the stripping of the land of the 
forests of trees which once covered it. ‘The 
natural effect of forests is to retain water in 
the soil. By cutting down the forest trees every- 
where the land is drained, and the water is 
thrown into currents which soon become tor- 
rents, and the bridges are swept away in all 
parts of the country. Thisarises merely from 
this process of denuding the land of the forest 
trees with which it is covered in a state of 
nature, 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
NARD] has said that it is necessary some parts 
should be reclaimed, That is all very true. 
If we reclaim nine tenths and reserve one 
tenth in forest trees we shall increase the 
wealth of the country and the value of the 
property reclaimed, while we retain the land 
which remains in forest tress. 

There can beno act of Congress which will 
secure greater benefit to the country than that 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Hatpeman] in the provisions of this 
bill. It directs the attention of the people to 
preserving in some degree trees of the forest 
which seem to be recklessly cut down in every 
direction. I hope the House will never con- 
sent to strike out the provisions contained in 
the first section, accompanied as they are by 
the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Sarcent] saving ‘the interests to 
which he has referred. We should give to 
the country these general and wise provisions 
in order that forest trees may be preserved 
throughout the country, and thereby not only 
increase the wealth of the country, but the 
health and happiness of the whole people. 

Mr. MeCORKMICK, of Arizona. I ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield to me 
for a few moments. 

Mr. HALDEMAN, 
man for five minutes. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, 
I most heartily indorse all that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Bangs] has said on 
this question. Gentlemen who have traveled 
through the Territories of the United States 
are well aware there may be found in each 
Territory a vast extent of land commonly 
called desert land, but which really is not 
desert land in any true sense of the term. Ii 
is simply dry land, having rich soil and capa- 
ble of producing almost anything, but for the 
fact that it is entirely destitute of water. Gen- 
tlemen representing Territories have for years 
been trying to get Congress to offer some in- 
ducement to parties to sink upon those dry 
lands artesian wells for the purpose of irriga- 
tion, and to bring them under cultivation. I 
believe if Congress were to offer a premium 
by making grants of land for the sinking of 


I yield to the gentle- 


artesian wells, hundreds and thousands of 
acres now arid would be brought under suc- 
cessful cultivation in those Territories. Hun- 
dreds and thousands of acres now lying un- 
profitable and unavailable, if such a course 
had been proposed by Congress years ago, 
might have been made profitable and valuable 
for all practical purposes. I received a letter 
this morning from the Governor of Arizona 
calling my attention to this fact. He believes 
if such a law be passed by Congress giving a 
grant of lands for the purpose of sinking arte- 
sian wells, thousandsand millions of acres now 
entirely useless and unprofitable will be brought 
into market. 

Now, in reference to the preservation of 
forest trees upon tie public Jands where they 
now exist, at present there seems to be an 
unconquerable tendency upon the part of those 
settled upon the frontier to destroy the forest 
trees, almost every man thinks it necessary 
as his first duty to cut down his quota of 
forest trees. In the mineral Territories the 
forests are not extensive. 

It has been the custom of late years for 
almost every man who passes over the Union 
Pacific aud Kansas Pacific railroads to shoot 
a buffalo, and this is done without any inten- 
tion to use the meat or the hide. And so it 
must be said of these people along the fron- 
tier, that they burn ten cords of wood where 
there is a necessity only for burning one; they 
cut and destroy timber in every direction, and 
where timber is scarce and very valuable. I 
think Congress should do something to pre- 
serve this timber. I believe at the same time 
there should be some provision, such as the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Sarczyt] has 
proposed, in reference to placer mines, and to 
the operations in quartz mining. s : 

This bill is certainly a step in the right di- 
rection, and every man who knows anything 
of the scarcity of timber on the frontier, and 
of the benefits to be derived from the culti- 
vation of timber, must be, I think, in favor of 
this bill. Gentlemen say that the bill is not 
really practical; if so, let us make it as prac- 
tical as we can; and if it is not perfect to-day 
we can make it perfect hereafter. But let us 
take this step to-day. ` It is a step in the right 
direction, and a step which Congress, I think, 
should have taken a quarter of a century ago. 
In this way we can preserve some of the tim- 
ber which exists, and may offer an induce- 
ment to its cultivation where it is so greatly 
needed. ; f 

I hope this bill will pass in some shape or 
otber. I understand that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. HaLpemas,] who bas re- 
ported it, is not particular as to the exact 
wording of the bill or its exact features. It is 


| simply a beginning, but it is certainly a begin- 


ning in the right direction, and I hope Con- 
gress will not allow the subject to pass away 
without a most serious and favorable consid- 
ir, HALDEMAN. R: viel three minutes 
olleague, [Mr. Storm. 

ated STORM. y desire to add but a word 
to what bas been so well said by the gentle- 
man who has this bill in charge and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs.] I 
look upon the bill as one of very great im- 
portance, and I will add just two thoughts to 
what has been already so well presented. 

It is well known that although the fall of 
rain is not on the increase, the rise in the 
streams in all the hilly portions of our coun: 
try is constantly on the increase; that year by 
year they are getting higher. The bridges 
that were before supposed to be above high 
water have been swept away year after year; 
and on an average in many portions of our 
country, and especially, as I know in Penn- 
sylvania, all the bridges over the larger streams 
are swept away once in every seven years, and 
sometimes more frequently. The streams «re 
getting higher and higher each year, although 
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the quantity of rain is not so great as form- 
erly. Whyis this? It can only be accounted 
for by the stripping of the hills and plains of 
the trees, the leaves and undergrowth of which 
retain the rain, and allow the water to run 
off gradually. When the hills and mountains 
are stripped of forest trees, the rain rushes 
rapidly down their sides, raising the streams 
suddenly, and currying away the bridges and 
banks of the streams. : 

And there is another disadvantage which 
results from cutting down the forest trees. 
Just in proportion as the forest trees disap- 
pear insectivorous birds disappear. Now, it 
is well known that the pear tree, the peach 
tree, and the apple tree grow as well as ever, 
and blossom as well as ever, yet the fruit 
amounts almost to nothing in certain portions 
of the’ country where there used to be a large 
yield. The reason is that with the disap- 
pearance of the forest trees the birds disap- 
pear. As the birds disappear fruit-destroying 
insects increase ; and in the increase of these 
insects we have a correspouding decrease in 
our fruit and grain crops. The question is 
one of vital and national importance, not only 
in preserving our springs and streams, but in 
the protection of our grains and fruits. 

For these and the other reasons which have 
been given in this debate, I feel bound to sup- 
port a measure of this kind, and believing that 
this bill has been properly framed to accom- 
plish the object desired, [hope it will be passed. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I now yield four min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Haw- 
LEY, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I made some inquires a 
few moments ago of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Hatpeman,] who has charge of 
this bill, for the purpose of more fully under- 
standing the character of its provisions. I 
have never before seen the bill. Since it came 
up I have examined it as carefully as the time 
permitted, and I am satisfied that it or some- 
thing else relating to the same matter ought to 
pass. I have for a long time been impressed 
with the necessity of doing something to en- 
courage the growth of trees on the western 
prairies, and, so far ag we may by legislation, 
preserve the forests of the country. 

The effect of the growth of trees on climate 
is well known, The cultivation of soil and 
the growth of trees in the western States and 
Territories has had a great effect upon thè 
climate there. For instance, in the Salt Lake 
district, before its settlement, L believe, noth- 
ing in the shape of rain in the summer season 
was ever known, and yet when | was in Salt 
Lake three years ago they had beautiful show- 
ers, occasioned, as 1t was supposed, by the cul- 
tivation of the soil and the growth of trees; 
and so it is in all sections of our country. 

Now this bill, so far as I can judge from a 
hasty examination of its provisions, excepting 
perhaps the two first sections, is just, and must 
do great good, and I feel that the bill ought 
‘to pass for the purpose of trying the experi- 
ment, and I, for one, shall vote for it, although 
Lam not fully satistied with the first two sec- 
tions. ; 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Iyield now two min- 
utes to the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
CoeuLax.] ; 

Mr. COGHLAN. [think the principle of 
this bill is a good one. Any man that has 
ever been through the West knows that the 
forests there have been destroyed very rapidly ; 
but 1 think the machinery of the bill will 
work greater evils than the benefits which it 
could possibly confer, for the reason that the 
nature of the land laws of the United States 
is changed by this bill, and you revive the oid 
feudal law by saying that the Government of 
tho United States shall retain the title to the 
lands, and merely lease them to the people. 
l believe in granting lands to the people. 
The machinery of the bill would be a great 
injury to the people of the United States, 


especially those who are seeking homes in 
the Wesi. 

I believe that there has been a bill for the 
purpose of protecting the forests of our coun- 
try, introduced by the honorable gentleman 
from Nevada, [Mr. KENDALý, ] which is without 
this objection, and bas been’ referred to the 
committee. Certainly there should be some 
kind of provision which will do away with 
this objection. I do not believe any gentle- 
man is willing to destroy the entire land laws 
of the United States for the purpose of saving 
forest trees. oes 

Now there is another thing, and that is this: 
a man may have a farm and it may not be 
convenient for him to set off ten acres of land 
in one place for this purpose. He may plant 
five acres with forest trees in one place, and 
ten acres in another, and two in another, but 
he cannot escape these penalties which are 
imposed upon him unless he has the ten acres 
in one place. . 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I now yield two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brne- 
HAM. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the House wiil 
not understand from anything’that has been 
said by the gentleman from California that 
this bill operates upon any grants of lands 
heretofore made. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Hereafter to be made 
is what I meant. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of course it operates upon 
grants made hereafter, or it cannot operate 
on anything. dt is certainly competent for 
the people of the United States to provide 
by law as a condition upon which lands shall 
be granted for private purposes that a suffi- 
cient amount of land shall be subject to the 
condition proposed. Sir, it is a matter of great 
concern to the country. lt coucerns the 
health of the country; it concerns the wealth 
of the country. 

The East is to-day full of witnesses of the 
mad folly of peopiesweeping away their forests, 
and thereby turning their land into a desert. 
That plain which is now barren as a rock in the 
vicinity of the most ancient city upon the globe, 
Damascus, as history informs us, was once a 
garden, and if there is one cause more than 
another that has contributed to turn that garden 
into a desolation and a waste, itis the absence 
of forests. 

i am not only in favor of this bill, but I will 
go still further, and make ita crime punish- 
able with fine and imprisonment for reck- 
less men once a year to set fire to the plains 
of the great West, and consume timber enough 
annually to supply the wants of this great na- 
tion. Lam glad the Committee on Agricul- 
ture have given their attention to this matter. 
‘This bill will do no harm to any one. The set- 
tlet is not compelled by it to plantall the trees 
in a grove; he may have them planted in smail 
groves over his place, provided only that the 
aggregate amounts to one tenth of the land so 
granted to him. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know if my con- 
struction of this bill is correct. As I read it 
the grant is to be on the express and perpetual 
condition-subsequent, that ten per cent. of the 
land granted shall be kept in trees. Now, 
suppose the original grantor cuts up his land 
in small parcels and. disposes of it to ten or 
twenty persons; suppose there shall bea popu 
lous town or city, and there is an acre or less 
granted to a hundred or more persons, does 
not the title so acquired, the title which shail 
have passed to those subsequent purchasers 
fail if the original one tenth or its equivalent 
is not kept in trees? No matter who may 
acquire an acre of land, at the end of a thou- 
sand years the title to that acre will be forfeited 
to the United States if some one else does not 
keep trees on some other tract of land. 


Ie not the title of one grantee under the ori- 


Mr. BINGHAM. An-amendment has been 
made excepting town sites, &e., from the 
penalty. car 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it is not a town site, 


ginal purchase to fall, if at the end of a thou- 
sand years, perhaps, some one, else does not 
keep some other portion of the original grant ` 
of land in trees? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have this to say to the 
gentleman that it would be a very forced 
construction of the first section of this act to 
conclude that any part of the title to any part 
of the one hundred and sixty acres of land 
shail fail because perchance the first purchaser - 
from the Government had sold ten acres of 
that tract that had no trees on itatall, and that 
purchaser did not plant any trees on it. The 
section must be construed as an entirety ; it 
relates to ten per cent. of the grant, which ig 
sixteen acres, so thatif there remain anywhere 
upon any portion of the original grant what 
amounts to ten per cent. of the grant in trees, 
no part of the title fails. The gentleman 
of course might add a provision to meet his 
suggestion, that if the grant shall be subse- 
quently subdivided it shall be subject to the 
condition that the amount of land in trees 
shall, in the aggregate, amount to one tenth 
of the original granu. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That will notdo. I defer of 
course to the legal opinion of the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, [Mr. Bine- 
uam.] But I feel it to be my duty to say that 
Ihave spenttwenty years of my litein endeavor- 
ing to understand this precise class of ques- 
tions among others; and I should be con- 
strained to advise a client, if he consulted me 


under this bill, that such was the condition of || 


his title; that is, suppose a man gets one hun- ` 
dred acres of land, and plants one tenth of it 
in trees, each acre of that land that he may 
sell will be subject to the condition of the 
original grant. And the title to that acre of 
land may at the end of a thousand years fall 
entirely, if the original sixteen ‘acres upon ` 
which trees were first planted or their equiva- 
lent somewhere on the grant are no‘ kept 
in trees by somebody else with whom the 
owner of the acre of land may have no con- 
nection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I had supposed that in 
the administration of justice care would be 
taken to see to it that the person who might 
be punished had been guilty of some positive 
and deliberate offense. However, I can see 
well enough that it may be proper to make 
some provision to meet the point the gentle- 
man suggests. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Take the 
case where we grant a million acres of land | 
in one body to a single railroad company. 

Mr. STEVENSON. We shall not do that 
any more. [Laughter. J 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
know what will be done, after the passage of 
“ Yerba Buena.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. SARGENT. Trees will not grow on 
that island, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Suppose 
we grant a-million acres to a single grantee, and 
he is to keep one hundred thousand acres—— 

A Mr. HALDEMAN. I feel constrained to 
interrupt this conversational debate. Time 18 
wearing away, and I am anxious to have this 
measure disposed of. I call for a vote. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
no objection. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask the House to consent 
to an amendment in the tenth line, which will 
avoid any difficulty about the destruction of 
forests by fires or other accidental causes. 
ask unanimous consent that the following 
amendment be adopted : . 

After the word “ destroyed,” in line ten of tho 


first section, insert ‘‘by the grantee or grantees, his, 
her, or their heirs, executors, or assigns.” 


This amendment is designed to avoid any 


I have 


` ler, Caldwell, Conger, Conner, 
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question where woods are destroyed by fire or 
other accidental cause. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
he amendment will be adopted. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. 
The question recurred on the amendment of 


“Mr. Lows, to strike out the first two sections 


f the bill. f 
The motion was not agreed to, there being— 


ayes thirty-seven, noes not counted. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill be laid 


“on the table. 


The. question being taken on agreeing to 
the motion, there were—ayes forty-four, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. TAFFE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas antl nays were not ordered. 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
bill as amended to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
seventy-three, noes-not counted. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The question then recurred on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. KING called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 81, nays 87, not voting 


“72; as follows: 


YEAS--Messrs, Acker, Banks, Barnum, Beck, Bell, 
Bingham, Bird, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. But- 
Critcher, Crossland, 


uell, Farnsworth, Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Getz, 


“. Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Harmer, 


Sherwood, 


: Townsend, Tuthill, 


; eluburg, Wilder D, Foster, Frye, 


Harper, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W 


~ Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Holman, Hooper, Kelley, 


Kerr, Killinger, Lamison, Lamport, McClelland, 
MeJunkin, McKinney, McNeely, Merriam, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, 

acker, Peck, Eli Perry, Poland, Potter, Price, 
Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Ro- 
gers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
Slocum, Sloss, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Sutherland, Swann, Terry, Dwight 
À Vaughan, Voorhees, Whitthorne, 

illiams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winches- 
ter, and Young—$81. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Averill, 
Barber, Beveridge, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
Boles, Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burch- 
ard, Benjamin FP. Butler, William È. Clark, Cobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Creely, Davis Dawes, 
Donnan, Dunnell, Hames, Eldredge, Elliott, Fink- 
Garfield, Handley, 


Stevenson, Storm, 


Havens, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, Hoar, Houghton, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham. King, Lewis, Lowe, 
Maynard, McCormick, MeCrary, McGrew.. Me- 
Henry, McIntyre, Mercur, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, 
Morphis, Negley, Palmer, Hosea W, Parker, Isaac ©. 

arker, Perce, Peters, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Rusk, Shoemaker, 
Slater, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Worth- 
ington C, Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stough- 
ton, Taife, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Wakeman, 

allace, Whiteley, and Willard—87, 

NOT VOTING — Messrs, Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Beatty, Bigby, Biggs, Bright. James Brooks, Camp- 
beli, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 

rocker, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Ely, Forker, Charles Foster, Garrett, Good- 
rich, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, Hanks, George E. Har- 
ris, John T. Harris, Hays, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, 

ynch, Manson, Marshall, McKee, Merrick, Moore, 
Morgan, Orr, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Por- 
ter, Randall, Robinson, Sawyer, Scofield, Sheldon, 
ellabarger, Shober, Snapp, Snyder, Starkweather, 
Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sypher, Waddell, Walden. 

Valdron, Walls, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Williams 
of New York, John T. Wilson, and Wood—72. 


So the bill was not passed. 
, Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
Just taken ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
he latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF BRITISH COUNTER CASE. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
the following resolution; which was referred 
under the law to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 


ate concurring,) That there be printed twenty-two 
thousand copies of the message of the President, of 
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April 26, 1872, transmitting, in answer to a resolu - 
tion of the House, the British counter case under the 
treaty of Washington, and ten thousand copies of 
the volumes of appendix accompanying the case 

resented on the part of the Government of her 

ritannie Majesty; four thousand copies of the 
case for the use of the Senate, and fifteen thou- 
sand for the use of :the House; and three thousand 
copies of the appendix for the use of the Senate and 
seven thousand for the use of the House. 


CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL BXHIBITI ON. 


Mr. BANKS.. Mr. Speaker, I desire, on 
behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to give a notice in relation to a bill (H. R. 
No. 2618) relative to the centennial interna- 
tional exhibition to be held in the city of 
Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876, which was yesterday referred to 
that committee with instructions. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs requests the delegation from the sev- 
eral States to present to the committee before 
ten o’clock Thursday morning the names of 
two persons from each congressional district 
under the apportionment of the Forty-Third 
Congress, and four from the State at large, and 
the delegates from each Territory to furnish 
the names of two persons for each Territory, 
to be inserted as corporators of the “ centen- 
nial board of finance,’’ provided for by the 
bill referred to the committee ‘relative to the 
centennial international exhibition to be held 
in the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in the year 1876.” The names thus 
presented will be reported as corporators by 
the committee without revision. If the repre- 
sentation is increased by the new apporiion- 
ment, the delegations will report names for 
additional members. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I now demand the 
the regular order of business. : 

Mr. BANKS. It is understoood that the 
names in the bill as referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs will be stricken out, unless 
gentlemen choose to reserve them, and those 
presented to the committee by members of the 
House will be reported in substitution for 
those names in the bill, unless, as I have said, 
they are reserved, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Bascocg, one of 
his Secretaries, notifying the House that he had 
approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. McKinney; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1657) to amend seetion 
two act of August 30, 1852, in relation to the 
transportation and exportation of imported 
goods, wares, and merchandise in bonds 
through certain ports in the State of Texas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to take up the tariff and internal reve- 
nue bill. 

Mr. CONGER. 
the House. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
lar order of business. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business having been called for, nothing is in 
order except the question on the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports and to reduce internal taxes, 
and for otber purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has not acted in accordance with 
his promise to me. 


I desire to give a notice to 


I demand the regn- 


Mr. DAWES. Gentlemen ail around the 


House called forthe regular order of busi ness, 
and of course I could not give the gentleman 
unanimous consent. Let the gentleman give 
his notice now. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
objection to giving notice now. Iwill do now 
what I ought to have had the approval of doing 
before the House went into committee—— 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Icall for the regular 
order of business, and object to anything 
else. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to know from 
whom objection comes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It comes from members 
to the right of the House. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS addressed the com- 
mittee in remarks which will appear in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to make what is usually called a tariff 
speech ; that subject has been discussed and 
rediscussed until it is threadbare. To say 
nothing of the great debates in former days, 
since I have been in Congress my friend and 
colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Brooks] has exhibited the con- 
tents of his peddler’s wagon to the country 
until they are familiar to all. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MARSHALL] has portrayed 
in colors I could not imitate the oppressions 
heaped on the tax-ridden farmer. My col- 
league on the committee (Mr. Kerr] has ex- 
posed and laid bare the sophisms of pro- 
tection. My colleague from Kentucky [ Mr. 
CROSSLAND] has set forth with great ability 
the oppressions of the present system of tariff 
extortion. The gentlemen from Missouri and 
lilinois [ Messrs, FINKELNBURG and BURCHARD] 
and others, have with reason, philosophy, and 
fact shown how the great agricultural interests, 
as well as the labor of the country everywhere, 
have been trampled in the dust to build up and 
enrich a few favored interests, until it seems 
to me that the necessity of revenue reform 
and a withdrawal of the outrageous protection 
now existing has been made clear to the plain- 
est understanding. I shall therefore speak to 
the merits of the several bills now pending 
and do what little I can to make available the 
relief which it is possible now to obtain, rather 
than theorize about free trade and protection, 
or seek to make a parade of what little I know 
as to the true principles which ought to regulate 
the collection of customs duties and internal 
revenue taxation. 

Everybody knows and everybody admits 
that the only legitimate power Government has 
to take from the citizen the proceeds of his 
labor is to obtain the means required to 
maintain and support the machinery necessary 
to protect life, liberty, aud property within its 
jurisdiction. When money is extoried from 
one citizen to enrich another, and when still 
more is taken, after the first 1s misapplied, to 
maintain wasteful and corrupt expenditures by 
Government officials, the legitimate ends of 
republican rule are overthrown, and Govern- 
ment becomes an engine of oppression instead 
ofa shield and protection to the citizen. 

It is hardly necessary to set forth the differ- 
ence between a revenue anda protective tariff, 
which may be briefly stated thus: a revenue 
tariff seeks to put the largest amount of money 
into the Treasury that can be obtained with the 
least possible cost beyond the increase of price, 
which must necessarily be paid in order to 
obtain the sum which the Treasury receives. 
A protective tariff, on the other hand, seeks 
by taxation to diminish or exclude the import- 
ation of the protected articles from foreign 
countries, and thus enables the home pro- 
ducer to charge the home consumer the price 
it would cost in foreign countries, with the 
tariff tax added, and pocket the whole in: 
creased charge himself. When the tax imposed 
is prohibitory no revenue is obtained; when 


2930 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 30, 


eo as — — 


| 
not absolutely prohibitory, revenue is only 
obtained in the proportion that the consump- 
tion of the imported article bears to the whole 
consumption of it. 

To illustrate: if a tax of two cents a pound 
is imposed on coffee, every cent of the en- 
hanced price paid by the consumer because 
of the tax goes into the Treasury to defray 
the expenses of the Government—a strictly 
revenue tariff. If a tax of two cents a pound 
is imposed on salt, and by reason thereof no 
foreign salt is imported, the price of salt pro- 
duced at home is increased two cents a pound, 


all of which is pocketed by the home pro- | 
ducer; in other words, is taken trom the pock- |; 


etsof all who use salt to enrich a few producers 
of the article, without in any way relieving 
the burdens necessary to support the Govern- 
ment: that is the prohibitory protective tariff. 
Tf atax of two cents a pound is imposed on 
iron imported from abroad, and by reason of 
it only one tenth of the iron used is imported, 
the price of all consumed being increased two 
cents a pound, nine tenths of the tax paid by 


the people is pocketed by the producer, only || 


one tenth going to relieve them from the bur- 
dens of taxation, which they must draw on 
their other resources to meet, as they must 
sustain the Government in some way; that 
is a highly protective tariff, very much like the 
one we are now staggering under, and which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Krr- 
Lex] and his friends are struggling so hard to 
perpetuate. . 

To accomplish this end they are willing 
to remove taxation from anything that sim- 
ply produces revenue, and transfers nothing 
from the pockets of the consumer to the pock- 
ets of their friends, especially if by so doing 
they can render it impossible to sustain the 
Government and at the same time diminish 
the tariffor tax now imposed on such articles 
as they produce, and thus pocket from one 
half to three fourths of the tax the mass of 
the people are forced to pay tor their products. 
I refer by way of illustration to the repeal of 
the duties on tea and coffee, which has been 
championed with so much zeal and ability in 
both Houses of Congress by the high protect- 
ive tariff advocates from the State of Penn- 
sylvania. Those two articles, at a very mod- 
erate tax, paid into the Treasury last year 
$19,291,003 44. Nota dollar of the tax im- 
posed on them went anywhere else; no man paid 
for anything he did not get an equivalent for 
in diminished taxation elsewhere ; it was purely 
a revenue tax; hence the war that has been 
waged on it so successfully in both Houses of 
Congress. These two articles, at an average 
cost per capita to each inhabitant of about 
fifty cents, paid into the Treasury nearly two 
million dollars more than iron and all its man- 
ufactures, and leather and all ity manufactures, 
as the following table will show: 


Value and duty on imported articles for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1871. 


Value. Tar iff. 
$29,428,698 27 $10,969,098 77 


Coffee PER i 
Cotton, m tured..... 26,587,994 91 10,773,832 48 | 
Hemp, and manufactu f 

Ofi iisi 8,013,364 43 1,717,059 47 
Iron, an 

of 81,852,034 83 13,766,121 32 
Steel | 

of 11,404,084 85 4,892,562 63 
Leat 

tures o 10,552,155 34 3,839,679 50 


31,068,252 02 


17,965,819 85 


Suga 70,802,398 69 32,585,120 16 í 
Ten. 14,274,488 67 8,322,994 67 | 
Wool 

Ev anier ass a 52,766,068 37 33,539,475 93 


Each man ean tell how much it costs him to | 
get the $17,600,000 into the Treasury from | 
iron and leather manufactures when he finds | 
thatall the articles composed of either of these 
materials cost him anuually almost fifty per | 
cent. more than they otherwise would, in | 
order that his more favored fellow-citizens in | 
Pennsylvania and elsewhere may be enriched 
at his expense. J 


| 82 cents per pound on tea. 


If accurate facts and figures are preferred 


i they can be found in the admirable and ex- 


haustive speech of my colleague on the com- 
mittee, [Mr. Burcnarp, ] wherein he shows by 
facts and statistics which cannot be success- 
fully denied that the people of this country in 
addition to all the taxes which find their way 
into the Treasury pay annually to the iron 
princes of Pennsylvania and elsewhere, in 
the form of bounty, pension, tax extortion, 
robbery—call it what you will—on the manufac- 
tures of iron $24,000,000, or $4,260,000 more 
than was paid last year on tea and coffee; the 
only difference being that all the tea and coffee 
tax went into the Treasury, while not a dollar 
of this $24,000,000 on iron did, but was most 
likely invested by the beneficiaries in United 


i States bonds, on which not a cent of tax is 


paid toward the support of the Government. 
Perhaps the farmer and laborer of the South 
and West will be gratified to learn that they 
are contributing so liberally to the erection of 
the palatial residences and princely fortunes 
of their eastern brethren. They may feel that 
they are compensated for it all by having tea 
and coffee put on the free list, and it seemed 
almost cruel for my colleague [Mr. Kerr] 
to dispel the delusion by such remarks as the 
following: 


“Under our present tariff, and, indeed, so long as 
Government is supported by taxation, the promise 
or boast of a ‘free breakfast table’ is simply an 
able-bodied absurdity, no matter how free you make 
tea, coffee, and sugar, Let us see, Your table is 
held together by taxed nails and hinges, and cov- 
ered with a taxedcloth. Your breakfast is prepared 
by a cook or a good wife who is clad from the soles 
of her feet to the top of her head in taxed clothing. 
It is prepared in a stove made of taxed iron, over a 
fire made of taxed coal, kindled with a taxed match, 
and adjusted with taxed shovel and tongs. Your 
bread is leavened with taxed soda, saleratus or yeast 
powders. Your victuals are served to you on taxed 
dishes, and eaten from taxed plates, or drunk out 
of taxed cups, saucers, or tumblers, with the aid of 
taxed knives, forks, and spoons, Your food is sea- 
soned with taxed salt, pepper, vinegar, oil, or other 
condiments. Your meal way consist in part of taxed 
fruits, such as prunes, figs, raisins, or nuts, Your 
bread, potatoes, and other substantials of daily diet, 
are produced bythe farmer by theaid oftaxed imple- 


i ments of overy kind, and brought to your house over 


railroads or on wagons made of taxed iron and steel. 
Your good wifeis even compelled to seek culinary 
wisdom from a‘cook-book’ printed on taxed paper 
with taxed ink and taxed type. Let us reform or 


|| abolish all these covert, mean, vexatious, dishonest, 


and oppressive taxes, that pay much to monopoly 
and favorites and little or nothing to the Treasury. 
Then we can wisely turn to those taxes which cón- 
tribute to the support of the State alone, and never 
to monopoly, rings, or favorites.” 

I hope our laboring men will keep a mem- 
orandum of the prices they now pay for coffee 
by the pound, and of what they will pay when 
the tax is removed. I venture to predict that 
the man who buys by the pound ata time, 
especially in States like Kentucky, where pen- 
nies are unknown as change, will not be able 
to buy his coffee from the retailer one cent a 
pound cheaper after the tax is removed than 
he does now, and that the pretended relief 
will prove a delusion, Gentlemen are mis- 
taken when they assume that tea and coffee 
were not considered proper subjects of tax- 
ation during the old Democratie administra- 
tions. The fathers of the Republic, by the 
tariff of 1792, imposed a duty of 4 cents a 
pound on coffee, and 10 cents, 18 cents, and 
Under the tariff 
from 1812 to 1816 the duty was 10 cents on 
coffee, and 24 cents, 36 cents, and 64 cents 
on tea; under the tariff of 1824, coffee was 
taxed 5 cents, and tea 12 cents, 25 cents, 
and 50 cents. The tariff of 1832 taxed tea 
10 cents a pound and made coffee free. For 
the first time since the formation of the Gov- 
ernment, tea and coffee were both put on 
the free list by the tariff of 1842, after the 
rout of the Democratic party by the Whigs 
under General Harrison, and were doubtless 
made free by the managers then, as they are 


|| sought to be now, for the purpose of making 


it necessary to raise the means to carry on the 
Government by taxing articles and industries 
which were sought to be protected by the tariff 


| Senate had determined otherwise. 
‘ complain of the conduct of the House. 


imposed on similar products imported from | 
foreign countries. The high protective tariff: 
of 1842 did more than all else to drive the ` 
Whigs from power in 1844. 
tions and discriminations in favor of protected 
interests brought down denunciations loud and > 
deep upon its authors and adherents, though 


| the average duties were only twenty-eight and: ; 


a half per cent. It was repealed in 1846, and 
the average rates from that time till 1857 were 
twenty-five per cent., which, by the tariff of. 
that year, was reduced to about nineteen, « 


! which was the average on dutiables when our 


present high tariff system was inaugurated in 
1861. : 

I have been induced to make these remarks 
in advance, because the committee has ven- 
tured to ask the House to reconsider its action 
and continue a reduced tax on tea and coffee, 
which will produce, say $16,000,000 of reve- 
nue, instead of putting them on the free list. 
We have, of course, very little hope that our 
recommendation will be heeded after all that 
has taken place. Still we owed something to 
ourselves, and we have therefore resubmitted 
the question ; while doing so, we had as pru- 
dent men to make the other reductions upon 
the hypothesis that tea and coffee would be 
made free hereafter. The real reduction of 
revenue in the tariff bill, if that is done, will 
be $33,000,000, instead of about $19,000,000 
as presented and generally accepted. In the 
face of our bill the reduction on tea and coffee 
is only $5,297,948. 

If we are sustained, the other $14,000,000 


‘now derived from these articles can, by proper 


amendments, be taken from the present taxes 
onsalt, coal, and the manufactures of iron, cot: 
ton, woolens, &e., and by a greatly extended 
free list; but we could not safely assume that 
we would be sustained, as both the House and 
T do not 
I re- 
gret it, and felt at the time that the action 
taken so early in the session was a vote of 
want of confidence in the committee, which 


| seriously embarrassed all their future deliber- 


ations. It was the first time since the war that 


| any Speaker had ventured to constitute a Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means a majority of 


which was in favor of revenue reform, and 
while we expected attacks to be made in the 
House by gentlemen like Mr. KELLEY and Mr. 
MERCUR, of Pennsylvania, and in the Senate by 
Mr. Scorr, of Pennsylvania, and their high 
protective adherents, we did not expect to 


| be crippled in all oar efforts by the union of our 


own friends with the protectionists. Itisalways 
fair to assume that the representatives of pro- 
tected interests which are enriched at the ex- 
pense of the mass of the people, will take no 
step however plausible which does not tend 
to perpetuate their own monopolies. ‘ Timeo 
Danaos et dona ferentes ;'' so when Pennsyl- 
vania protectionists lead the Democratic hosts 
to reduce taxation, and paralyze the action of. 


i the Democratic and revenue reform wing of 


the Committee of Ways and Means, I fear it 
bodes no good to an oppressed and tax-ridden 
people. 

Tt is one thing to reduce revenue simply, 
and another and a very different thing to re- 
duce taxation unjustly imposed and improp- - 
erly maintained. Every form of taxation 18 
odious, and human ingenuity has ‘not, and 
perhaps never will, devise a system which will 
operate with perfect justice and equality. The 
framers of the Constitution could think of no 
better method in which to impose direct taxes” 
than to apportion them among the severa 
States according to the number of their re- 
Spective inhabitants. Yet every man knows 
that if that mode of taxation was resorted to 
to-day to raiso the revenue necessary to sup- 
port the Government, the plundered and pov: 
erty-stricken people of the southern States: : 
would have to pay five times as. much in pro: 
portion to their wealth as the inhabitants of: ° 


Its odious exac. 
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‘New York, Massachusetts, or the great manu- 
‘facturing regions. 

+ From the census reports for 1870 I take the 
following extracts: 

‘Fable exhibiting the share per head of the wealth of 
each State distributed among the population. 
New York.......... 
Massachusetts. 
Connecticut. ... 
Rhode Island.. 
California... 


Pennsylvan 1,081 31 
New Jersey.. 1,038 49 
South Carolina .. 294 99 
Mississippi...... 252 67 
North Carolina 243 39 
Florida... 5 

Georgia 226 47 


Alabam 


x plished; itis simply a question for practical 
¿ legislators, who ought to have no other object 
"in view except, to obtain the necessary revenue 
, upon the most equitable terms, to pass such 
© Jaws as will most surely accomplish that result. 
No citizen or class of citizens have any right 
` to require any other class of citizens to con- 
tribute out of their earnings to enrich them; 
-and no legislator can honestly vote either to 
¿pass or maintain laws which he knows pro- 
~ duce such results. 

However odious internal revenue taxes are 
and I confess they are extremely so, they have 


the Treasury. ‘They are avowedly levied on 
consumption, and each man pays in exact pro- 
_ portion to the amount he consumes. These 
“taxes are reduced now to tobacco, spirits, and 
‘stamps. The man who does not drink nor 

use tobacco pays nothing on these articles, 
* which pay about four fifths of the whole in- 
` ternal revenue those who do, pay exactly in pro- 
portion to the quantity used; and the Govern- 


ment, if its officials are honest, gets it all. The | 
same may be said of tea, coffee, and all that | 
darge class of imports not produced in this 


country, which are purchased with the surplus 
products of our soil, or the manufactured arti- 
cles exported by us. No man complains of 
what he is required to pay for anything he 
buys if the increased cost caused by the impo- 
sition of the tax goes into the Treasury, and 
sis honestly applied to support the Govern- 
ment. The complaint comes when the in- 
creased cost caused by the tax imposed goes 
not into the Treasury, but into the pocket of 
_ Some other citizen who has succeeded in get- 
ting laws enacted by Congress to make his 
neighbors spend their earnings for his support. 
It is because the bill of the committee 
strikes at that character of legislation, because 
it seeks to reduce taxation far beyond the mere 
-teduction it makes in the revenue, and seeks 
to lighten the oppression which bears so heav- 
ily on labor, and especially on agricultural 
‘labor, consumption, and products, that I give 
“it my support, and voted that it should be 
Teported to the House where its provisions 
¿tan be amended, extended, and corrected, so 
vas to make them conform to the wants and 
"just demands of the country. It is no bant- 
ling of mine. I would have brought tariff 
“taxation, if not back to the average of nine- 
teen per cent. as it was in 1860 when our gen- 
„eral prosperity was greater than at any other 
“period of our history, at least to twenty-five, as 
tt was from 1846 to 1857, which the rapidly 
_Ancreasing price of labor, scarcity of materials, 


one merit: all the money collected goes into | 


'| 
! 
f 
i! 
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i tion is wholly inadequate. 


and cost of articles in Europe, and especially 
in Great Britain, would enable us-to do. The 
products of our protected industries are fac- 
tures now, not manufactures as formerly. 
The machinery of this country has a pro- 
ducing power estimated as equal to one hun- 
dred and sixty million human beings. The 
product of machinery needs no protection, as 
no nation has any better than we. 

My colleague on the committee [ Mr. Brooxs] 
has submitted to me the programme of what 
he thinks the tariff ought to be; in the main I 
agree withhim. He will layit before the House 
and the country to-day, and therefore [ will 


; not consume time now by stating my ideas of 


the modifications I would suggest in detail, 
but will reserve that for the five minutes debate 
on the items of the bill. The bill of the com- 
mittee is certainly far better than either that of 
the minority or that of the Senate, and infi- 


nitely better than the existing condition of | 


things which the protectionists in both Houses 
secretly desire to perpetuate either by dividing 
the friends of reduction and reform on plaus- 


| ible but impracticable amendments and sub- 


stitutes, or by forcing an adjournment before 
any modification can be perfected, as was tried 


| the other day under the lead of another dis- 


tinguished Pennsylvania protectionist, [Mr. 


Dicxey.] Of course the object is not openly | 


avowed; such avowal would defeat it. They 
“stoop to conquer,’ and judging from the 
action of the House it is possible, I had almost 


said it is probable, they will succeed. Yet I! 


hardly think any Representative from the West 
or South would feel much confidence in the 
indorsement of his people if he abandons the 
field without making an honest, intelligent, 
and persistent effort to initiate at least a sys- 
tem of tariff reform. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BurcHarp] presents the follow- 
ing facts, which my examination of the sub- 
ject confirms: 


“The reductions in the bill of the duties upon 
but six classes of manufactures lessen the revenue 
not quite ten million dollars, but lighten taxation 
$54, 01 A comparison of the domestic produc- 
tion with the imports will show as follows: 
Reduction on 

cost of do- 

mestic pro- 


Reduction of 
revenue, 


duction. 
Baltose $615,522 $1,175,000 
Leather.. » _ 329,258 3,890,000 
Tron... © 2,185,223 10,583,600 
Steel... . 745,539 1,726,000 
Woolens . 4,967,452 23,000,000 
Cottons..... + 788,724 5,000,000 
Dota vesscissesiacevsacacecssen $45,333,000" 


$8,781,718 


That alone will commend the bill to the j 


favorable consideration of the House and the 
country, and there is no good reason why by 
proper amendments the relief may not be 


| more than doubled. The propositions of the 
|‘Senate and the minority are simply ridiculous 
Take, for example, salt in | 
| bulk, now taxed one hundred and thirty-nine 


in many regards, 


and one sixth per cent.; ten per ceni. off, as the 
Senate proposes, is child’s play. So with all 
the manufactures of leather, iron, cotton, and 
wool, as both the Senate and the minority 
propose, ten per cent. indiscriminate reduc- 
The average rate 
of reduction proposed by the committee on 
these manufactures is about twenty per cent.; 
it ought to have been much more, and ] 
hope the House will by proper amendments 
increase it. This much ‘can be safely said for 
the bill: nearly all its changes of existing 
duties are reductions; every blow struck, how- 
ever feeble, is in the right direction; some 
monopoly is aimed at, some abuse is modified 
if not corrected; an outpost here and a bastion 
there are overthrown, so that when another 
attack is made the citadel of monopoly will 
fall, it is to be hoped never to rise again, 

I know how hard it is for Democrats to 
vote against any sort of proposition reducing 
taxation in any form. Fortunately, our con- 


stituents are rapidly learning, if they do not 
now know, that mere reduction of revenue 
does not necessarily relieve burdens, while, 
asin the case of salt, a loss of revenue of a 
fraction over a million, by making it free, 
would relieve the consumers of it, and every 
human being consumes it, over three million 
dollars. The people are asking, I might say 
imploring, relief from monopoly rather than 
from mere taxation or revenue. 

We may as well look existing facts squarely 
in the face. Tne Democrats are in a minor- 
ity, and we have a few whose constituents 
require them to vote for local interests. A 
bili granting substantial relief can only be 
passed by the aid of the revenue reform 
Republican members from the West, and 
while I and most of the gentlemen on this 
side of the House think that $250,000,000 is 
ample to supply all the wants and the rea- 
sonable stealings of the Administration, we 
cannot expect that men who sustain the Gov- 
ernment, and are responsible for its siecess, 
will deprive it of the means they think neces- 
sary for its support. We would not reduce 
the revenues of the country if we were in 
power below the estimates of expenses sub- 
mitted by our Secretary of the Treasury, no 
matter how unreasonable the opposition mighi 
show them to be, and we cannot and ought 
not to expect the coöperation of the friends of 
the Administration in reducing the revenues 
below the estimates submitted by him. The 
mode of reduction and the relief from taxes 
now paid to protected monopolies in making 
reductions down to the point to which Repub- 
licans can go is the great object all friends 
of revenue reform, regardless of politics, must 
unite to accomplish, if we expect to bring about 
useful results. 

The Secretary submits the following: 
Estimates for the Treasury Department for the fiscal 
i year ending June 30, 1873. 


Legislative establishment. 
| Executive establishment. 
| Judicial establish ment, 
i Military estabiishment 
Naval establishment. 
Indian affairs 
Pensions..... 
Publie works un 


$3,421,812 40 
17,443,531 38 
8,383,350 00 


9 
5,445.6 
30,480,000 00 


| Treasury Department...... $3,104,500 00 

Interior Department......... 244,800 00 

; War Department... 4,609,662 97 

i Navy Department.. 3,100 00 

| Agricultural Depart 26,500 00 
19,468,562 97 


| Postal service... 
Miscellaneous.. 


258,325 4 
126,281,974 00 


pris 8L, 
Sinking fund... 22,895,930 00 


Interest upon the ‘Capital 
I EU E EE cctaleaddssveaden txteatersca 5,783,333 09 
ERRA 
E T E E EE EE 301,705,036 99 


The receipts for the fiscal year ending June 
| 80, 1871, were as follows: 


| Collected from customs........ REA ..$206,270,408 05 
Collected from internal revenue 143,098,153 63 
Collected from sales publie lands......... 2,988,646 68 

f Collected from miscellaneous sources... 31,566,736 89 
Amount of net receipts during last 

BSC yetilerini onis eiir aese $383,323,944 89 


The first item of $206,270,408 25 was paid 
in gold, the premium on which made the re- 
ceipts in currency considerably in excess of 
$400,000,000. The receipts from customs for 
| the first nine months of the current fiscal year 
exceed those of the corresponding period of 
the last about $8,000,000, as the following 
letter shows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU or Sravisrics, April 23, 1872. 
Drar Str: The amountreceived from customs for 
the nine months ended March 31, 1871, was $155,061, - 
255, and for the corresponding period of 1872, partiy 
estimated, $163.000,000. 
Very respectfully, . 
E. YOUNG, Chief of Bureau. 


Hon. J. B. Brox, M. C., House of Representatives. 


The natural swell from miscellaneous sources 
will also increase the revenues, while the inter- 
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nal revenue when the income tax comes in 
will not be materially decreased. 

Without going into further details at present, 
it is perfectly safe to assume that the existing 
system of taxation will produce for the next 
fiscal year over $400,000,000, even without the 
income tax, which expires with the current 
year; that tax with increased exemptions ought 
to be renewed, for reasons which I will state 
hereafter, and although I could not get the 
committee to agree with me I hope the House 
will, as I think I can convince a majority of 
this body that it can be made when divested 
of some of its inquisitorial features not only 
the most equitable of all the taxes imposed, by 
being a tax on accamulations of wealth, and 
generally wealth obtained by protected monop- 
oly, but that it is the only way in which the 
rich can be made to bear their proper portion 
of the burdens of taxation. But even if it is 
not renewed we will certainly have a surplus 
revenue of over $100,000,000 after meeting all 
the demands estimated for by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and God knows they are extrav- 
agant enough. 

Take the bill of the committee; make tea 
and coffee free, if you will have it so; adopt 
all our recommendations for reduction of in- 
ternal taxation, and the revenue will only be 
reduced a fraction over $41,000,000; add by 
amendment a further reduction of revenue 
of $9,000,000 by reducing the burdens still 
further on the highly protected manufactures, 
which can be done in such manner as to re 
duce actual taxation fourfold what would be 
taken from the revenue, and you will still have 
reached only $50,000,000. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLLey] has repeat- 
edly urged a reduction of revenue of at least 
$75,000,000. You can follow his recommend- 
ations if you choose, and take $4,000,000 more 
from tobacco and $6,000,000 more from stamps, 
and then only reach $60,000,000 of revenue 
reduction, so thatthe most ardent supporter of 
the Administration can with perfect safety and 
propriety, even from his stand-point in regard 
to expenditures, support the further reduction 
to which I now desire specially to call the 
attention of the committee. 

I have maintained in the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and hope by the aid of the House 
to make good the proposition, that a further 
reduction of at least $16,500,000 ought to be 
made, and can be made, in tariff duties with- 
out injury to anybody and to the substantial 
benefit of all, simply by permitting one haif 
of the customs duties to be paid in currency. 
We will collect, during the next fiscal year cer- 
tainly $220,000,000 from customs. We will 
only need about $110,000,000 hereafter to pay 
the interest on the public debt; we have no 
other use for gold. The Government becomes 
a jobber and a gold gambler with the citizen 
in the disposition of the surplus $110,000,000 
which he is forced to buy at not less than ten, 
really twelve per cent. premium on an average, 
so that the Government officials may speculate 
with and gamble upon it. 

I would like to hear some gentleman tell 
Congress and the country why the Govern- 
ment should continue to depreciate its own 
obligations by refusing to receive legal-tender 
notes for customs duties beyond the amount 
which must be collected in gold to pay interest 
on the publie debt. Ican see no reason for 
it except that by keeping up the demand for 
$220,000,000 annually the premium of ten or 
twelve per cent. is maintained, and the un- 
taxed bondholder not only gets his six per cent. 
interest in gold, but in addition gets at least 
ten per cent. on the interest, in the currency 
which every other creditor of the Government 
is compelled to receive, coercing it from those 
who are required to pay customs dutiesin gold. 

An amendment to the tariff bill such as I 
suggest, and shall offer at the proper time, 
(having been unable to obtain favorable con- 
sideration of bills for that purpose which 


the gentleman from New York (Mr. E. H. 
Roserts] and myself severally introdaced | 
since this session of Congress opened, ) would at 
once uniformly and equitably reduce the tariff 
taxation certainly five per cent., or $11,000,- 
000, and would at the same time stop the 
disgraceful control Government has more than 
once exercised over the business of the coun- 
try by its gold-gambling operations, while it 
would, in my judgment, by appreciating the 
value of the currency, reduce the price of 
gold five per cent., and thus diminish the tax 
on the $110,000,000 required to be paidin gold 
to meet interest, to the amount of $5,500,000, 
making a real reduction of $16,500,000, or 
two thirds as much as the Senate proposes 
to relieve the conntry from by its ten per cent. | 
uniform scale of reduction, and far more than 
the minority of the House committee pro- 
pose in their tariff bill if their free list is left 
out. Of gourse every bondholder here will 
object, and I fear they are potent on this floor, 
bat they have no right to object. We provide 
for the payment of their interest punctually in 
gold, and they have no good reason to com- 
plain because we make the money other peo- 
ple have to take more nearly on a par with 
what they receive. The public credit cannot 
suffer by it, and official morality will certainly 
be promoted, while the business community 
will not be constantly compelled to be on the 
watch to see when the heavy hand of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, with the $120,000,000 
in gold he has now locked up in his vaults, 
is about. to fall on them and break up all their 
calculations. I have tried to look at this mat- 
ter fairly and impartially, and after as careful 
consideration as 1 am able to give it, I can see 
no valid objection to the adoption of the prop- 
osition which I propose to submit, and now 
call the attention of the committee to, in order 
that its merits may be canvassed before a vote 
is asked. I will ask the Clerk to read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That all laws and parts of laws 
requiring that all duties on imports shall be paid in 
gold be, and they are hereby, so far modified that 
hereafter one half of all duties on imports may be 
paid, by the individual or corporation paying the 
sume, to the proper collecting officer of the United 


States, of such import duties, in the legal-teuder |! 


notes of the United States, and the other half of the 

duties which are required by law to be paid by such 

person or corporation shall be paid in gold; and all 

laws and parts of laws now in force are repealed so 

far as they come in conflict, with the provisions of 
ig act. 


Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, if that prop- 
osition is adopted, as it ought to be, I see no 
reason whya law should not be passed at once 
authorizing, perhaps requiring, the Secretary 
of the Treasury to loan to banks or individuals 
in the vicinity where legal-tender notes are 
collected for customs or internal taxation such 
portions of the funds as were not needed to 
pay the expenses of the Government at a 
reasonable rate of interest, payable on demand 
or on short notices, the toan to be secured by 
deposit of United States bonds in suflicent 
amount to make the Government safe against 
eitber loss or delay in payment, and thus pre- 
vent the withdrawal from circulation of an 
undue portion of the currency of the country, 
Ihave no doubt from five to seven million dol- 
lars could be thus annually made, and the 
derangement consequent upon locking up 
large sums of money in the Treasury be pre- 
vented. I have not matured any distinct plan 
by which to carry out that idea, but the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency; tne gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoopsr,] could doubt- 
less do it in an hour. 

l may as well say just here that I am one of | 
those who believe that it is extreme folly, I 
might say absolute stupidity, to impose taxes | 
to pay off any part of the principal of the 
public debt. No creditor of the Government | 
wants the mouey on his bonds. He thinks it : 
a hardship to be required to receive it. Our | 


| money worth ten per cent. from the tax-payerg 


public obligations bear five and six per cent. | 


interest. Money is worth eight per cent, at 
least, perhaps the average isten. Why take 


to discharge obligations bearing six or less 
when the holder of the obligation does not 
want the money? No man would do it in the 
management of his private affairs, and no sen- 
sible legislator would in public matters; at 
least no sensible Congress should allow it to 
bedone. We are asa people getting rich very 
fast; the receipts from customs and internal 
revenue taxation show that our revenues are 
increasing rapidly. Nine thousand million dol- 
lars of the property of the people was destroyed 
by the war, as Mr. Wells showed in his report ` 
two years ago, and we are struggling to restore 
it. We are to-day worth, say, $82,318,000, In 
teu years we will be worth $64,000,000, as the 
following statement made by Mr. Wells, when 
Special Commissioner of the Reveuue, shows: 


National P sroemage 
of de 
wealth, 4, property: 
1860... ... $16,150,000,000 - 
1870 32,318,000,000 7.84 
1880 64,636,000,000 3.92 
1890.. 129,27 2,000,000 1.96 


seetsceseee oe 258,514,000,000 -98 


Why check our steadily advancing pros- - 
perity by enormous taxation to pay debis 
which our creditors do not want paid? We 
can diminish the burden of the debt one 
half without paying a dollar, simply by letting 
it run ten years. If I, being worth $100,000 
to-day, owe $10,000 or ten per cent. of what 
Jam worth, can double my estate in ten years 
and pay the interest on what I owe, the $10,000 ` 
debt would then only be five per cent. of my 
estate. My creditors’ security would be doubled 
and my liability in proportion to my means: 
of payment would be lessened fifty per cent. 
We are, as a people, able to bring about pre- 
cisely that result now in ten years, if we are 
not taxed to death to pay a debt not demand- .. 
able and not wanted. We ean in ten years by 
doing nothing double our means of payment; 
we will increase our credit in like proportion 
and diminish the burden one half what it ig 
now; and it is supreme folly to be making pay- 
ments on the principal of what we owe when 
time is steadily and rapidly removing the pres: 
sure of the burden by our rapid increase of 
wealth. ‘Thirty years ago our present debt 
would have bankrupted the country; thirty 
years hence, if we simply let it alone, it will 
be a merc bagatelle. Therefore all the undue 
haste to tax the people to pay a portion of it 
now is a miserable waste of our resources. 
Gentlemen will not fail te remember that by: 
internal taxation we provide for all the bur- ` 
dens imposed by the war. ‘he $144,000,000 
collected from that source last year paid the 
interest on the public debt and nearly the whole 
of the pensions besides. The bounty lands. 
and homesteads donated to soldiers and set- 
tlers cost nothing. On the contrary, idle prop- 
erty is made productive, so that the tariff, nuw 
as before the war, has only to furnish ways and 
means to pay.the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. 

We collected last fiscal year $883,823,944 89, 
and while the Secretary estimates for an ex- 
penditure next year of $300,000,000, every 
reflecting man knows that we ought not to 
spend over $250,000,000, even allowing & 
big margin for the stealing which bas become 
a part of the system of government under the: 
present Administration. We all remember 
the ery of extravagance raised against the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Buchanan and the prom- ` 
ises of retrenchment and reform that were 
made by the Republican party on their en- 
trance into power, yet the total ordinary 
expenses of the last year of Mr. Buchanan's 
administration amounted to $55,901,000. We 
have increased in population since then twen~. 
ty-two per cent, yet our ordinary expenses, 
including pensions exceed $180,000,000, per: 
annum. The distinguished chairman of the: 
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Committee on the Judiciary in the Senate, 

Mr. TRUMBULL,] in a speech in New York 
the other night, said: 

“The expenses of the civil service system, so far 
from being doubled, should not have been increased 
thirty-three per cent. In my judgment, the Gov- 
ernment economically administered, need not ex- 
pend $90,000,000 a year now, exclusive of what it 
pays in interest on the public debt and for pensions; 
$50,000,000 a year ought to be saved by an econom- 
ical administration of the Government. But, as I 
said, we have been unable to bring this about through 
the instrumentalities now exercising control; and 
why? Because the machinery of the Government— 
the machinery of the Republican party—is in the 
hands of the sixty thousand officeholders of this 
eountry. They control the Republican party by 
packing conventions, and through the instrument- 
ality of members of Congress, to whom they owe 
their places, and to whom the members, in turn, 
many of them, owe their seats in Congress.” 

But I do not want to talk politics now; I 
> want 10 transact business, and only alluded to 
the statements of the Senator from Illinois 
because somebody might think I was under- 
estimating what the legitimate expenses of the 
< Government ought to be, or overstating what 
the annual expenditures actually are. [ pro- 
pose, therefore, to verify what I say as to ex- 
- penditures from official records. On page 81, 
Finance Report for 1870, there is a table pre- 
> pared by the Treasurer of the United States, 
© which shows the total expenditures of the 
Government from 1791 to 1870 inclusive, from 
© which I take the following figures: 

Expended in 1869— 
By War Department 
By Navy Department 


«++ $78,501,990 61 
+ 20,000,757 97 


For Indians... 7,042,923 06 
For pensions 28,476,621 78 
Miscellaneou 56,474,061 53 
For premiuws....cccecccesees ceseeesseeees ,674,680 05 
$192,171,037 00 
—— 

Expended in 1870— 
. By War Department... cece $57,655,675 40 
By Navy Department . 21,780,229 87 


For pensions 
Miscellaneo 
Premiums... 


28,340,202 17 
237,461 5 
15,996,555 60 
$180,418,062 75 


These are frightful figures. ‘They are net 
mine; they are the official records of the 
Treasurer of the United States; and yet, in 
the face of them, leading Republicans have 


stood up in their places on this floor and as- | 


serted to Congress and the country that the 
ordinary expenditures of the present Admin- 
istration compared favorably with the expend- 
itures under Democratic Administrations. The 
records of the Treasury Department will have 
to be destroyed before they will be able to 
make any intelligent man believe it. Yet we 
can provide for all these expenditures, steal- 
ings, or whatever you choose to call them, and 
still reduce the present taxation $100,000,000 
annually, unless we intend to continue the 
folly of taking out of the pockets of the peo- 
ple money worth to them ten per cent. to pay 
debts not due, bearing five or six per cent, 
for no other purpose than to enable the Ad- 
ministration to parade before the country the 
fact that they are diminishing the public debt 
by paying large amounts monthly on the prin- 
cipal of the outstanding bonds. 

Uhe gullibility of the American people is well 
understood by the political managers. When 
the monthly report of the Secretary shows a 
decrease of bonded debt of six or eight millions 
a partisan and often subsidized press takes it 


upand lauds the Administration asthough some | 


great financiering feat had been accomplished, 
and the people are asked if it is possible to 
distrust an Administration which performs 
such wonders. Men either forget that all the 
money which pays the bonds is wrung out of 
them bythe most odious and oppressive forms 
of taxation, or they are so accustomed to see 
all the money which gets into the hands of 
officials stolen or squandered, that they are 
delighted and amazed to find that some of it 
48 applied to pay their debts. 


i 


The amounts placed at the disposal of the 
Secretary by congressional legislation are so 
vast that he must buy bonds with the surplus 
or steal it, and not being a thief he buys bonds 
and accounts for them. I am wholly unable to 
comprehend, however, what uncommon merit 
there is in common honesty to throw the press 
and the stump speakers all over the country 
into ecstacies because a Secretary of the Treas- 
ury exhibits it. Surely it requires no ability, 
when the tax-gatherer places the money in the 
Treasury, for the Secretary to pay it to the 
bondholder and take in the bonds. 

If the mere fact of paying a large amount 
of debt is to be the criterion or test of wise 
administration, it was madness, it was wicked, 
in Secretary Boutwell and his associates to 
combine and turn President Johnson and his 
administration out of power, as he paid off 
infinitely more public debt annually than the 
most ardent friend of the present Administra- 
tion pretends is being now paid. Secretary 
Boutwell is my witness to prove that state- 
ment. He is authority, i presume. If gen- 
tlemen will turn to the Congressional Globe 
for 1867-68, part five, page 4296, &c., they will 
find the speech of Mr. Boutwell from which 
I read the following extract: 


“I wish to call the attention of the House to a 
fact deduced by careful examination of statistics ob- 
tained from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
Department, showing that during the last three 
years we have, with our resources and the revenue 
of this country, secured a large diminution of the 


-public debt. I contess that after the careful exam- 


ination I had made I felt compelled to review it, 
and see whether there was not some mistake in the 
premises, or in the calculation, so astonishing is the 
evidence thus furnished of the ability of the people 
of the country to liquidate the public debt. From 
the lst day of April, 1865, to the 1st of January, 1868, 
two years and nine months, we have paid out of the 
public Treasury $1,552,000,000 of money. Upon a 
careful analysis of the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment during these two years and nine months, I 
find that the expenses of a peace establishment, ex- 
cluding interest, pensions, and bounties, upon the 
basis of the years 1866 and 1867, when the expenses 
of the Government were $70,000,000 more than they 
are to be the present year, amounted to $485,000,000; 
showing that we paid over and above those expenses 
$1,066,000,000. On the Ist day of April, 1865, the pub- 
lic debt, liquidated and ascertained. was $2,366,000,000, 
and the $1,066,000,000 which we paid between the Ist 
of April, 1865, and the ist of January, 1868, would 
have been added to the public debt as proper ex- 
penses of the war, if we had not, out of the public 
revenue from day to day, liquidated it. In the face 
of this great fact, that in two years and nine months, 
by extraordinary taxation and extraordinary efforts, 
to be sure, we paid _$1,066,000,000 of the public debt, 


are we to assume that hereafter the people of this 4 


country are not annually to make considerable pay- 
ments of the public debt of the country? Almost 
one third of the entire public debt of the country has 
been paid in two years and nine months, and I am not 
willing to stand on the assumption that we shall not 
make large payments in each year hereafter.” 

In the face of such a statement as that, how 
insignificant the much-lauded reduction by the 
present Administration appears. In the Sec- 
retary’s circular of April 1, 1872, he sets forth 
with great pomp and circumstance that the 
public debt has been decreased from the Ist 
of March, 1869, to the Ist of March, 1872, a 
period of three years, $299,649,762 03; abeg- 


garly sum, large as it is, when compared with | 


the amount which the Secretary says was paid 
off by Andrew Johnson’s administration in 
two years and nine months. Johnson, says 
the Secretary, paid off $1,066,000,000 in two 
years and nine months. Grant pays less than 
a third of that amount in three years. Yet 
Johnson barely escaped impeachment, and 
the friends of the present Administration can 
point to nothing else in all their management 
of affairs on which they dare to ask a favor- 
able verdict from the country. 

The folly of which I complain consists in 
Congress allowing the tax-gatherer to extort 
such vast sums from the people, when they 
can use the money to so much better advan- 
tage, and I do not regard it as evidence of 
either wisdom or statesmanship , whatever effect 
it may have as mere demagogery, for the Ad- 
ministration to be taxing the people as they 
are now doing to an extent which would not 
and could not be endured in England or any 


other well-ordered Government. We talk about 
the oppressed and tax-ridden people of Eng- 
land and prate about protection against their 
pauper labor, when our own people are to-day 
taxed to an extent far beyond what these peo- 
ple are, and in forms infinitely more odious. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what I take it to be. 
Wie you complain of is that we paid the debt 
at all. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; I wish to see it paid 
honestly. I do not wish the revenues stolen. 
Will the gentleman from Massachusetts help 
me to compel those who have stolen them to 
disgorge or tell what they have done with 
them? I want it paid, but I do not want the 
revenue stolen. Will the gentleman help me 
to require those who stole the revenues to dis- 
gorge them or to say what they have done with 
them? That is all Í ask. 

Mr. DA WES rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
yield to the gentieman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BECK. No, I do not; the fling was 
made at me, and I merely answered it. 

Mr. DAWES. Why does the gentleman ask 
me a question if he does ‘not permit me to 
answer it? 

Mr. BECK. Why did you rise in your place 
and intimate I did not want to pay the debt, 
when I was arguing the folly of taxing men to 
death to pay it? 

Mr. DAWES. I only wish to tell you in 
reply that your complaint seemed to be that 
we had paid any of the debt. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; my object is to pass 
such laws as will reduce the revenue at least 
$75,000,000 a year, (I think $100,000,000 
could well be spared,) aud while doing so I 
propose to take care to give relief most largely 
in that character of taxation which compels the 
great mass of the people to contribute so 
largely from the proceeds of their industry to 
enrich a set of men who have no more claims 
on the Government than those who are robbed 
to fill their pockets have. It is because I so 
desire, that I favor the general views of the 
Committee of Ways and Means and oppose 
those of the minority. The committee will 
not fail to observe that the point of assault of 
the minority is on the internal revenue system 
of taxation, and on articles of foreign produc- 
tion, such as tea and coffee, tin, spices, and 
such fruits as are not and cannot be produced 
in this country; the object being the same 
in both attacks, namely, to strike from the 
list of revenue-producing articles everything, 
whether produced at home or abroad, the taxes 
on which all go into the Treasury of the 
United States, and to retain substantiaily the 
present enormous duties on all products the 
taxation on which goes largely into the pockets 
of their friends. ‘T'o accomplish this they start 
on a crusade against internal taxes. They 
portray the extortions and exactions of the 
tax-gatherer, the inquisitorial character of 
the laws, and the hardships to which the 
people are subjected. They know that their 
argument meets with a hearty response from 
the people, who only see and feel the personal 
oppression of the local tax-gatherer, and they 
even threaten Representatives here with the 
vengeance of their constituents if they fail to 
unite with them in removing the tax-gatherer 
from their midst. 

I expect to hear much eloquent declamation 
on that subject from the gentlemen from Penn- 
syivania and Tennessee {Messrs. Kerrey and 
MAYNARD] and their adherents. My answer 
to all their appeals is, that every dollar eol- 
lected by internal revenue taxation, unless 
siolen by Radical officials, goes into the Treas- 
ury; that the objects of such taxation are now 
narrowed down to spirits, tobacco, incomes, 
and stamps; that we have greatly improved 
both the whisky and tobacco law over that 
which was imposed on the people by the former 
Committee of Ways and Means, of which both 
the members of the present minority were then 
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shining lights, and of whose measures they i: 


were both earnest advocates. We have greatly 


reduced and made uniform the taxes on all } 


grades of tobacco; we have consolidated the 
taxes on distilled spirits; we have provided 
equitable export laws; in short, we have re- 
moved the odious and oppressive features of 
the system which these gentlemen who are 


now complaining so bitterly imposed upon ; 


the people two years ago; indeed, we have 
framed an internal revenue bill so fair and just 
that with all their disposition to attack and 
destroy it they have been unable, or have not 
dared in a bill of forty printed pages which 
they have submitted, to alter twenty lines of 
our bill, but have contented themselves with 
copying verbatim page after page of it, the prin- 
cipal change being a reduction in the rate on 
tobacco, which only affects the revenue to the 
amount of say $4,000,000, which it really makes 
but little difference whether we adopt or reject. 

Tam rather inclined at present to vote for 
the reduction they propose; but I do not see 
how the principle is affected by the mere ques- 
tion of amount of reduction. We have stricken 
off some of the more annoying taxes on stamps, 
such as on agreements in the country, bank 
checks, matches, &c. We have made gas free, 
and relieved the tax on leases. I do not know 
that any of the others are specially oppressive. 
This is certain, no man or set of men have 


asked the committee to reduce the tax on spirits. | 


Nobody complains of areasonable, uniform tax 
on manufactured tobacco. Neither producer, 
consumer, nor manufacturer of either basasked 
for anything but uniformity in taxation and 
fair treatment in the administration of the 
laws, which seems to me to answer conclusively 
ali the tirades against that part of the bill of the 
committee which have been or can be uttered. 

J wtsh there was not a tax-gatherer in the 
land. JT wish we were out of debt; but we are 
not; our debts must be paid, and our credit 
maintained. Government as such is a pauper, 
or perhaps it is better to say a trustee. All the 
money it gets comes from labor at last. The 
sweat of the poor is the origin of wealth, and 
the great struggle of the toiling millions is to 
try and have whatistaken from them honestly 
placed in the Treasury, and not put into the 
pockets of their wealthy, and therefore influ- 
ential fellow-citizens. They see and feel the 
oppressions of local internal taxation ; they are 
not equally informed as to the far greater ex- 
tortions of tariff taxation; they have not the 
means to swarm around the lobbies of Con- 
gress or haunt the rooms of its committees and 
members to obtain classlegislation. Therefore, 
they are apt to be misled by the magnitude of 
the abuses they see, and to think that those not 
brought home to them personally are not half 
so bad. I propose, therefore, briefly to show 
that there is more expense, more extortion, 
more corruptiou in the collection of the tarilf 
duties than there is in the internal revenue, 
bad as that is under the present system. 


_ Gentlemen who have kept up with the recent } 
investigation in regard to the New York cus- | 


tom-house frauds will need no argument to 
convince them of the truth of this statement; 
but the official figures are all that are neces- 
sary to prove what I say. The Secretary of 
the Treasury informed the House this session 
that we collected from customs $206,000,000, 
and from internal revenue $144,000,000; that 
the cost of collecting the customs was $9,012,- 
199, or four and thirty-seven hundredths per 
cent.; while the cost of collecting the internal 
revenue was $5,885,128, or four and five hun- 
dredths per cent. Forty-four hundred and nine 
persons are engaged in collecting customs, while 


only twenty-eight hundred and seventeen are | 


engaged in collecting internal revenue. The 
great mass of the subordinates of the custom- 
houses are dependent on corrupt and irrespon- 
sible officials at great central points, whose 

olities they are expected to control, while the 


internal revenne officials are isolated from | 


{t 


each other, and the head of the Department || 
‘is directly responsible to Congress and the 


country for their conduct. 7: 

I must not be understood as defending or 
seeking to maintain a moment longer than 
imperative necessity demands it the internal 
revenue system; but it is no worse, itis not 
so bad, bad as it is, as the custom house 
bands and cliques either in the corruption of 
the officials or in the cost of its machinery; 
while the great fact which every true revenue 
reformer keeps constantly in view remains 


| unshaken, and cannot be and will not be con- 
troverted, which is that not a dollar over and | 


above the $144,000,000 thus collected was 
exacted from the tax upon or went into the 
pockets of any monopolist or favored ring. 
It was just that much collected for revenue at 
a cost of four per cent. to the people. How 
is it with the tariff taxation, from which we 
received, as I said, $206,000,000 last year? 
Of course, all the taxes imposed on tea, cof- 
fee, spices, &c., went into the Treasury, hence 
the war by the protectionists on that character 
of taxation. But on iron and its manufactures, 


of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


[Mr. Kerer] is the special champion, while 
$18,766,121 of the taxation imposed found its 
way into the Treasury, at least $24,000,000 
went into the pockets of the manufacturers, 
of which the iron kings of Pennsylvania got 
the lion’s share, or $20,000,000. We received 
as revenue by the taviffon woolens $38,539,475, 
and the people paid over $50,000,000—I think 
$100,000,000—in the shape of bounties on 
woolen goods, principally to the manufacturers 
of New England. We received $10,778,832 
as revenue last year from the manufacturers 


of cotton and the consumers of cotton fabrics ! 


paid in addition as bounties or exactions 
imposed by Congress for the benefit of 
New England, $51,000,000 in order to obtain 
$10,000,000 to support the Government; and 
so I might go through the list of protected in- 
dustries, as they are called, aud show the same 
system of robbery in the legislation of Con- 
gress as to all of them. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. As one of the committee 
which has reported this tariff bill, and the con- 
sistent friend of reduction of the tariff, why 


| has he reduced coal in Pennsylvania seventy- 


five per cent. and increased the duty on 
hemp from thirty to forty per cent. ? 

Mr. BECK. The duty on hemp is not in- 
creased or touched in any shape or form. The 
gentleman has the bill in his hands, and I say 
tbat is not the fact. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. It seems to be so, from 
an examination of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. It is not so. 
looked at nor touched. 

Little wonder the advocates and representa- 
tives of such monopolies want to remove all 
taxes imposed solely for revenue, either by 
tariff or internal taxation, so as to force us to 
let the present duties on their specialties re- 
main. No wonder the lobbies of Congress are 
thronged and the room of the Committee of 
Ways and Means crowded day after day by 
paid advocates of protection or by interested 
members of the favored rings. No wonder 
that the press pours forth its praises of pro- 
tection to American industries against pauper 
competition from abroad. The hundreds of 
millions annually filehed under the forms of 
law from the pockets of a defenseless and 
tax-ridden people are sufficient to subsidize 
ali that can be subsidized to prevent a change 
or diminution in this system of plunder. I 
repeat, if Representatives from the South and 
West, with the power in their hands to give 
relief, either fail to do it or agree to adjourn 
this session of Congress until all reasonable 
hope of obtaining it is exhausted, they will 
not, in my opinion, deserve from their con- 
stituents the grateful welcome of “ Well done, 
good and faithful servant.” 


Hemp was not 


I know that the high protective-tariff meñ: - 
in both Houses feel confident that they cag). ` 
defeat the passage of any bill reducing tariff 
taxation, and combinations are being formed; 
if indeed they are not perfected, for that pur 
pose. The Senate resolution fixing May 29 
for adjournment had that significance. The 
moment a day for adjournment is agreed og 
by both Houses, the struggle will begin te 
prevent definite action on the tariff till the?. 
day arrives. The merchants and manufac, ~: 
turers now think the victory is won and that.” 
monopolies are safe for another year. During 
the winter and early spring they expected 
reduction, and prices ranged lower prepara: 
tory to it. They knew it ought to be done, 
and they thought Congress had sense enough.’ 
to do it. Within a few weeks they have come’ 
to a different conclusion, and prices have: ` 
advanced accordingly. It is in the power of 
the House to overthrow all these schemes, < 
and I trust we will stay here till we succeed, © 
i The men of the West and the South will be>- 
false to themselves and their people if they. 

i longer submit to the extortions of New Eng- 
laud and a few of the nabobs of the eastern $7 
States. Q 

I was struck with the fact that during all the . 
hearings which the Committee of Ways and ©: 
Means gave to the representatives of the vari- 
ous interests, while hundreds of men were 
heard, almost every interest being represented 


more than that; yet that tariff has been 


i| Per cent. dutiable 


! and continued protection urged either because ` 

it was in its infancy or so crippled by com © 

| petition that any reduction of protection ~ 
would bring ruin upon those engaged in it,’ 

: there was not a man from the west of the Alle- 

i ghanies or south of the Potomac who appeared +- 
before the committee asking protection on ” 
anything, except a few salt-men from Michi- 
gan, who had gone into combination with the 
Syracuse and other corporations to keep up 
the present monopoly on salt, and a few pros | 
ducers of rice from southern Georgia whose © 
fields had been destroyed by the ravages of | 
war. Itis not surprising that the men who. 
[are enriched by existing legislation should 
strain every nerve to prevent any reduction 
of their monopolies; it is worth $100,000,000 
to them to be permitted to rob the people for 
‘another year; they can afford to do almost 

: anything to procure non-action, either by 

i adjournment of Congress, or the defeat of 
the pending tariff bill in any way, it mat- 
ters not to them what, so they are let alone. 
Their audacity has grown with their wealth; 
power attends combination; they act as a unit. 
Members of Congress are made or unmade by 
them in many portions of the country; their 
operatives are counted by the tens of thou- 
sands, and are as absolutely under their con- 
trol by the necessities of their situation as a 
Mississippi negro was under the control of his 
master twelve yearsago. Senator SPRAGUE told 

j the truth when he said that while his operatives 
were as well off as any others, half of them 
would be asking alms if his factories suspended 
two weeks. Priorto 1861 the boldest of them 
would not have dared to ask for anything ap- 
proaching the protection they now enjoy. The 
great and much abused Whig tariff of 1842 was 
nothing like ashighasthe present. Its average 
was twenty-eight anda half per cent., while ` 
i this is forty-eight or nearly eighty per cent. 


denounced ever since, and even its authors 
| had to abandon it in four years, and lay the 
| foundation of the system which in 1861 had 
reduced tariff taxation to nineteen per cent. ; 
ion dutiables, and to fourteen on the total 
imports. Mr. Wells's table is as follows: 


1860. 
~ $53,187,511 00 
90,841,749 00 
279,872,327 00 


$370,714,076 00 


164, Ten 399 56 

$164,464, 

3 29,804,147 00. 
343,605,301 00 


ap D 
$373,409,448 58 
— 


47.86 
44.00 


19.00 
Per cent. aggrega 14,07 


872. 


——2- 


Do not allow the war cry to be raised as an 
‘argument for high rates of tariff taxation now. 
I repeat, the internal taxation pays into the 
Treasury $144,000,000 annually. All the inter- 
est on the debt and the pensions are paid with- 
out the aid of the tariff. [tis only required to do 
what it did in 1860—raise the ordinary reve- 
nues of the Government. Under that tariff our 
manufacturers were amply protected, business 
was prosperous, and commerce flourished. 
Our flag was on every sea; we had a tonnage 
nearly equal to Great Britain, and greater than 
all other nations combined. Now we are hardly 
a second-class Power on the sea. In 1860 the 
profits made by our own ships in our foreign 
trade exceeded those of all other nations 
$20,000,000. Now foreign ships in the same 
trade make a protit of over $23,000,000 in ex- 
cess of ours, as the following table shows : 


Freights, including imports, exports, and reéxports. 
Carried by 


Carried by 
American 


Total trade. 


oreign 
vessels. vessels. 
1859......... $695,557,592 3465,741,381 $229,816,211 
762,288,550 507,247,757 255,040,793 
530,569,412 350,827,256 179,742,156 
Totals, $1,988,415,554 — $1,323,816,394 


3684,599,160 


$297,981, 573 


1868......... $848,527,647 $550,546,074 
1869 $76,864,060 288,916,927 587,447,183 
1870......0. 991,857,269 352,849,769 639,007,500 
Totals, $2,716,748,976 $939,748,269 — $1,777,000,707 


Excess of freights and receipts in furor of United 
States vessels. 


Fixcers of Excess of 


Totals veccccescesssecsenereS5Q217,234 SILTY STO 
Excess of freights and receipts in favor of foreign 
vessels. 

Ezcess of Excess of 

Sreighta, receipts. 
VB68.ecsterseecesceener tee neeaae $252,564, 501 $20,205,160 
1869... seses 298,530, 206 23,882,416 
1870...... Sabedsbicieans 286,157,731 22,892,618 
Totals » 8837, 252,438 366,980,194 


In short, our commerce, our export trade. 
our shipping interests are destroyed—killed 
by protection. In 1860high protection would 
have been far more equitable than it is now. 
Our industries were more in their infancy (if 
indeed they ever mature) than they now are. 
Our machinery both in its quality and capacity 
has greatly improved. The (so-called) pauper 


labor of Europe is now much better paid than | 
1t was twelve years ago; everything demands | 


reduction; yet the rapacity of the favored 


classes seems to increase not with their neces- : 


sities or the justice of their demands, but with 
their power over Congress and their ability to 
make their Representatives obey their orders 
or lose their positions. 


When the present resistance to reduction is. 


considered in thelight of the facts and circum- 
stances under which protection was increased 
to its present proportions, the audacity of the 
Monopolists becomes unspeakably impudent. 
My colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Burcnarp] states the facts and 
farnishes the proof in a table, which I will 
read in preference to stating it myself. 

‘In 1864, when most of the present high duties were 
established iA o 
carry on a gigantio war required revenues to be 
raised from every possible source. Internal taxes 
were directly assessed upon domestic manufactured 
articles, and indirectly by special taxes npon oeoupa- 
tions, and sales, and the means of doing business. 
Under the provisions of internal revenue laws passed 
simultaneously with the tariff of that year, in 1856, 


te 


that have 

js year. 
. Domestic pig iron paid a tax of $2 per ton: bar 
iron from $2 to $5 per ton; steel from $5 to $12 59 
per ton; textile fabrics and uther manufactures, 

ve per cent. ad valorem, Lappend a table showing 
the internal revenue and compensatory tarif duty. 


expired ” or will expire at the close of 


Sreights, receipts. 
$23,925,170 $18,874,014 
2, 2 20,176,557 
13,686,808 : 


» the exigencies of the Government to | 


~, $234,000,000 were collected from sources of revenue | 


| 
| 
| 


} 
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Within one yearthis internal taxation was increased 


one fifth by the act of March 3, 1865 
3 Internal Tariff 
Article, revenue increase in | 
tax. 1862 and 1864. 
Pig iron, per ton.... $2 00 $3 00 
Blooms, per ton..... . 800 5 00 
Railroad iron, per ton. 3 00 5 00 
Bar iron, per ton... 5 00 7 40 
Manufacturės of iron, per 
MHD ER 5 00 5 per cent. 
Steel, valued at 7 cents... 5 00 Pi oon 
Steel, valued at from 7 to 
EE GONtS:.sccrsseaissds sasseaeciess 10 00 10 per cent. 
Steel, valued at over 11 
CON A a 12 50 20 00 
Manufactures of steel, - 40 00 
Tanned leather.. 5 percent. 5 per cent. 
Cotton fabrics. 5 per cent. 5 per cent. 
Woolens....... 5 per cent, 15 per cent. 
Salt, per ewt.. 6 cents. 6 cents. 
SUR ccsccessees 10 percent. 15 per cent. 


5 percent. 10 per cent. 
5percent. 5 per cent, 


These burdensome taxes on American produc- 
tions of course were properly compensated by high 
rates of duties upon similar imported commodities. 
slight exceptions remain 
to-day unchanged. Yet the internal revenue taxa- 
tion upon the American product has been wholly 
removed.” 

With what sort of assurance can these peo- 
ple ask Congress to continue to impose such 
burdens on the people when they were imposed 
because of the large sums the manufacturers 
were required to pay directly into the Treas- 
ury ? Now when all the taxes are repealed, 
all the burdens removed, when the money 
which the Treasury formerly received has for 
three years past been transferred to the pock- 
ets of the manufacturer, with what reason, 
with what sense of decent propriety can he 
ask the Representatives of the people to con- 
tinue the taxes so imposed upon their con- 


stituents? It is simply robbery to do so. I! 
know of no milder parliamentary term to use | 


and express my idea of such a course. 

While all this is going on, there is no pro- 
tection, and can be none, for the great agri- 
cultural products, we raise, cotton, tobacco, 
wheat, and corn, cheaper than they can he 
raised anywhere in the world, and we raise 
them in sneh quantities that we are compelled 
to send them to foreign countries in order to 
find a market for them; no tariff laws protect 
them after being produced with heavily taxed 
implements, by laborers taxed on everything, 


and carried on taxed railroads and ships; they | 


must still be sold in competition with like 
products produced by the paupers of Europe. 
Cotton and tobacco fornish more than half 
our exports, 
times as large as all the other products of the 
country combined. Yet gentlemen prate about 
protecting American industry, when not ex- 
ceeding fifteen per cent. of the value of the 
protected articles represent Jabor on an average, 


and the protection is wrung out of the sweat | 


of unprotected industries Mr. Wells says: 
A summary statement of the va'ues created by the 


leading industries of the couutry would appear to i 


be substantially as follows: 


Agriculture... ee. ae $3,282,950,000 


Cotton manufacture 71,500,060 
Woolen manufacture. 66,000,000 
{ron production, pig and bar. 119,959,000 
Leather manufactures... 222,690,000 
Railway service... 360,000,000 


Fisheries é 109,000,000 | 
Totali oe scsus cada inden Saavte sass sonst oeiia $4,223,000,000 


Mr. Chairman, I suppose everybody knows 
that a fall of a cent a bushel on wheat or on 


a pound of cotton in Liverpool causes a cor- | 


responding fall in wheat in Chicago and in 
cotton in New Orleans the moment the tels- 
graph announces the fact; in other words, the 
prices of the surplus regulate the prices of 
the crops. Under such circumstances, with 
corresponding protection for their products, 
beyond the reach or power of Congress, it 
seems to me we ought not to hesitate to 
reduce theneedless, unjust, and oppressive tax- 
ation under which the country is now stagger- 
ing, even ifa few New England and Peansyl- 
vania manufacturers and their representatives 


Agricuitural products are four | 


t 


fi 


H 


i| gation developed, 


| the small fraction it bears now. 
i the bounty fed millionaires should be made 


oppose it, to somewhere about what. it. was 
before it was raised to meet the internal tax- 
ation which has been all removed from them. 

And if more revenue is needed, in order to 


| enable the proper reduction of tariff and in- 
| ternal revenue taxation to be made, restore, 


with proper limitations and restrictions, the 


‘income tax, nine tenths of which is paid by 


these gentlemen who have been fattening so 
long in their extortions upon the poor, on 
whom no tax on incomes would be levied. I 
confess I opposed the continuance of the in- 
come tax when it was first suggested because 
I was not advised of many facts which investi- 
I learned that the enorm- 
ous incomes which this tax would reach 
were realized in great part out of the tariff 
Oppressions of which I have spoken. Out of 
the $18,000,000 of revenue collected last year 
from incomes— 

Massachusetts paid.. 


New York paid... 
Pennsylvania paid... 


sree 1,911,808 92 
7,182,918 60 
2,857,017 11 


$11,051,744 68 
or about two thirds of the whole; nearly 
double what the other thirty-four States and 
all the Territories pay from that source, and 
Ihave no doubt three fourths of it has been 
paid by the large stockholders in the great 
protected monopolies, Will the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and his colleagues tell why 
that twelve millions of taxation should cease 
while the laborer is taxed forty-eight per cent. 
average directly for revenue, and one hundred 
per cent. indirectly to create these incomes on 
everything he uses from his cradle to his coffin? 
No, Mr. Chairman, it is time we were making 
weath contribute its proper share of govern- 
mental expenses, instead of relieving it from 
It is time 


to repay some of the bounties which they, 
instead of the Government, have received since 
the internal taxes were removed to meet which 


| the tarif was avowedly imposed, and I, know 


of no better way to do it than to continue the 
tax on their incomes, and relieve labor in 
other directions. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 


i man, I am about to presenttothe committee a 


budget, a very dry budget; and perhaps the 
only reason why I may claim the attention of 
the committee comes not in what I shall say, 
but in the tabulated figures which I shall pre- 
sent, aud which will represent the views of the 
three Democratic members on the Committee 
of Ways and Means. I do not mean of all 
the Democratic members of this House, but 
of those three who are their representatives 
on the Ways and Means Committee. In April 
last, when in feeble health, I made strong 
efforts in this House, and particularly called 


| on the gentlemen on my right hand (the Re- 


publican members) to reduce the revenue 


|| then, announcing that there would be at least 


one hundred millions of surplus revenue before 
we met again, and that if the tariff were not 
reduced before January, 1878, there would be 
at least one hundred and fifty millions of sur- 
plus revenue beyond the necessary expendi- 
tures of the Government; and I invoked the’ 
dominant party to adopt measures hefore we 
adjourned in April not to permit that taxation 
to rest upon the people, certainly for one year, 
if not a year and a half. But my invocation, 
I deeply regret to say, was all in vain. 

Judge then, sir, with what felicity I heard 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Keniey.] who champions the high pro- 
tective side of this House, say, but the other 
day, these impressive words: 

“We are collecting to-day at the rate of $135,000,- 
000 per annum from internal taxation: we are col- 
lecting to-day at the rate of $255,060,000 from cus- 


toms duties per annum: we will have a surplus in 
the Treasury of $155,000,000.”" 


Thus the honorable gentleman from Peun- 


| sylvania, who seldom or never agrees with me 
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in anything, agreed with me that day in regard 
to the programme of surplus revenue which I 
announced in April, and to which I then called 
the attention of the dominant party in the 
House. Inthe Senate of the United States, 
the distinguished gentleman who made the 
Morrill tariff, as it was called, and which is 
best known by that name, and who is one of 
the men best versed in the tariff of the high 
protective party, announced the other day that 
the surplus revenue would be $100, 000,000, 
and that $50,000,000 of taxation could be 
taken off, and $50,000,000 appropriated to 
the reduction of the public debt. 

Another gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 
represents the iron interest, in the Senate of 
the United States, corroborated that fact, and 
laid out the same programme. The gentleman 
in the Senate from Ohio, who represents the 
Finance Committee there, and is the organ of 
that body, also agreed that there would be 
$100,000,000 of surplus revenue, and that fifty 
millions should be taken off in taxation, and 
fifty millions be left for the reduction of the 
publie debt. 

With these welcome facts before us, with a 
Treasury abounding in surplus money, pro- 
vocative often of unnecessary expenditures, 
and tending to extravagance, our duty now is, 
first, to see where we are, to lay out the topog- 
yaphy on our chart of expenditures and 
incomes; second, to see what are the neces- 
sary expenditures of this Government; and 
thirdly, to find out the best way to raise the 
money to provide for those expenditures. I 
propose to discuss those three topics in as 
brief a manner as possible, and with as few 
allusions as possible to party prejudices or 
passions, or to politico-economical prejudices 
or passions. 

ur debt, I agree with most gentlemen who 
have spoken on that subject, is not to be abol- 
ished in this day or this generation. We are 
‘ certainly pledged to its reduction to a certain 
extent, to the extent of the pledge in the sink- 
ing fuud. The debt to which the sinking fund 
applies was, April Ist, $1,875,848,000, one per 
cent. on which is $18,758,480, the amount 
which we pledged to reduce per aunum. I 
propose to comply with that pledge of the 
sinking fund, and then to leave to the increas- 
ing population of this country, and to the in- 
coming immigration, which is now so large, 
and to the great and ever-developing resources 
of the country hereafter, the further reduction 
or abolition of the public debt. 

The second point to which I wish to call 
the attention of this House is what should be, 
and what are, the necessary expenses of this 
Government, and no just man can propose to 
spend more. The better way to understand 
what are the necessary expenses of this, which, 
as a republican, ought to be an economical 
Government, is to contrast our expenditures 
with one of the most extravagant, highly- 
paid, monarchical, aristocratic Governments 
in Europe, but more particularly that Gov- 
ernment from which we are in the main de- 
scended, whose language we speak as they 
speak ours. The expenditures of the United 

. States in 1871 were $292,177,000; these were 
the expenditures of the Federal Government 
alone; but it must be remembered there are 
thirty-seven States in our Union that greatly 
relieve this Federal Government from its ex- 
penditures—States that to a certain extent 
are sovereignties, that provide for their own 
expenditures without any aid or help whatso- 
ever from tue Federal Government—and this 
fact recently led an eminent man in England, 
Disraeli, in a speech which he recently made 
at Manchester, to contrast, painfully to an 
American, the expenditures of our sover- 
eignty with those of the sovereignty of Queen 
Victoria. He showed in that. speech, too 
forcibly showed, I mast confess, that with our 
thirty-seven sovereign States and our Federal 
Government the cost of sovereignty here, the 


cost of Government in this Republic is beyond, | 


far, far beyond, the expenditures of the sov- 
ereignty of that immense empire of Great 
Britain, whose boundless domain now girdles 
the earth, and whose area of expenditures, 
therefore, encircles the globe. 

The expenditures of the British Govern- 
ment in 1871-72, a statement of which arrived 
here yesterday officially, amounted to $358,- 
600,000, being only $46,423,000 more than the 
expenditures of this Federal Government of 
the United States, (not including our thirty- 
seven States,) and the attention of my honor- 
able friend from Indiana, [Mr. Houman, ] who 
watches expenditures so sharply, is especially 
called to this fact, that $5,675,000 of those 
expenditures were for ocean packet service, or 
for what he calls subsidies for the transportation 
of the mails of Great Britain, not inland, but 
to foreign countries far beyond the little island 
of Great Britain. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 desire to ask the gen- 
tleman if he makes the statement in pounds 
sterling or in dollars? 

Mr. BROOKS. In dollars; I counted a 
pound sterling as five dollars. 

This great contrast of expenditures arrested 
the attention of the philosophic mind of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garrre.p,] chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who in a speech which he made in January, 
at an early period of the session, calculated 
that the expenses of this Government were 
per capita : 


or, excluding pensions, $3 52. 

The statement made by the late Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue—I regret to say the 
late~Mr. Welles, in his late vigorous article 
written for the Cobden Club in London, is yet 
more emphatic than that of the honorable 


gentleman from Chio. He says: 

“ During the decade from 1821 to 1831, the average 
annul ordinary expenditures of the United States 
were $12,390,000, or at the rate of $1 07 per capita of 
the whole population. 

“From 18381 to 1841, $24,740,000, or $1 61 per capita. 

*“ From 1841 to 1851, $33,760,000, or $1 63 per capita. 

t From 1851 to 1861, $57,870,000, or $2 06 per capita. 

“Or to bring out in still broader relief the sim- 
plicity and economy of the fiscal administration of 
the United States, previous to the outbreak of the 
civil war, it may be stated that the per capita charge 
of the entire expenditure of the national Govern- 
ment, including all payments on account of the prin- 
cipal and interest of any debt, during the most ex- 
pensive year of the existence of the nation prior to 
1861, was $2 84, as compared with a present (1871) 
annual debt charge alone per capita of $2 86; and 
an annual additional per capita charge from other 
expenditures of $4 37.” 

Perhaps no part of our country’s history 
ever presented so beautiful a picture to the 
whole world as that prior to the outbreak of 
our civil war, when peace and harmony reigned 
everywhere, when our flag was borne all over 
that world, and everywhere respected for its 
enterprise and power—I may almost say, 
adored. Atthat time there were five and a 
half millions of American tonnage afloat; not 
on our coast alone, not on our inland lakes and 
rivers, not on the Pacific, clinging to our own 
shores; but a tonnage carrying our flag on the 
distant waters of Japan and China, through 
the straits of Malacca, in the Arabian and 
Indian oceans, all along the coast of Europe, 
in the Baltic and Black and Mediterranean 
seas. And wherever an American placed his 
foot,in any sequestered quarter of the globe, 
there he beheld the flag of his country on 
some merchant ship, and there he saw some 
article of American-manufactured export— 
more especially from the manufacturing States 
of New England ; while now, scarce does he 
see the flag except upon some steamer not 
registered in this country, and then borne 
almost in violation of our navigation laws ; 
and he seldom or never sees a bale of goods 
exported from Lowell or Lawrence, or from 


any other of the manufacturing towns of this 
country. 

I cannot describe to gentlemen the pleasure 
which I felt some years ago in seeing bales 
of goods carried from Beirut on the coast 
of Syria, packages and bales of merchandise 
on camels, bearing theimpress of Lowell manu-. 
facturers ; thus exposing the signs of our thrift 
and enterprise to the eyes of the people of the 
East. With pride and pleasure I saw the fruits 
of the industry of Massachusetts carried all 
around the globe. 
tacle no longer exists; the exports of manu- 
factures from Massachusetts have nearly all 
ceased. ; 

In 1860 our exports of cotton manufac. ` 
tures were $10,934,796. In 1870, alas! they © 
were only $3,782,282. In 1860 our exports 
of iron manufactures—and I call the attention 
of the honorable gentlemen from Pennsylvania, 
especially those on this side of the House, to 
this fact—our exports in 1860 of iron manu- 
factures were $5,514,288, while in 1870 they 
were only $2,712,305. 

And now I call the attention of the bonor- 
able gentleman who represents the districts 
of Lynn and Haverhill, in Massachusetts, to 
the article of boots and shoes. There were 
exported in 1860, of boots and shoes, $782,525, 
In 1870, with all the machinery recently invent- 
ed for the manufacture of boots and shoes, 
which supersedes manual labor, and notwith- 
standing the increase of population, only 
$419,612 worth of boots and shoes was ex- 
ported. Or, to sum this all up, and inelud- 
ing woolen manufactures (in 1860, $389,512; 
in 1870, only $179,087,) this fact is presented : 
in 1860 we exported $17,600,000 worth of the 
manufactures that I have named, while in 
1870 we exported only $7,158,286 worth. Few 
stani aicel facts can be more melancholy than 
these. 

If there be anything which marks the growth 
and grandeur of a nation beyond the inclosure 
of its own shell, anything which distinguishes 
the American Republic from the walled-up, 
shelled-in monarchy of China, whose internal 
commerce is just as vast as ours, if not vaster, 
whose junks are as numerous as our river and 
canal-boats ; if there be anything which distin- 
guishes the barbarian Chinese from the Amer- 
ican civilized citizen, it is the capacity of the 
American republican if untrammeled by bad 
laws, to export his own manufactures all over 
the earth to the other civilized and uncivilized 
nations, aud, in addition to that, the capacity 
to carry them under its own flag and not under 
the flag of England, our rival Power. 

The ships and shipping entering our ports 
in 1871 were 401,890,864 tons, carried under 
foreign flags, but, alas ! a most melancholy pic- 
ture, only 172,181 tons carried under the flag 
of the United States. Hence, along the coast 
of Maine, that State in which I feel ŝo deeply 
interested as the State of my birth, along the 
greater part of the coast upon the ocean, the 


| population is decreasing; while prior to 1860 


its manufacturing marts of ships like Waldo- 
borough and Damariscotta and Bath and places 
corresponding with those, as well as mauy 
ports of Massachusetts and New York, were 
ringing with the sound of the hammer wielded 
by the American mechanic upon American 
timber for the construction of American ships 
to carry everywhere the American flag. A 
Now, contemplating this state of things it 
behooves us to look closely at our condition 
and to see what expenditures are necessary 
and nothing more. In this respect I am happy 
to say that I agree nearly with the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GarFrELp,] who 
atan early period of the session, in January 
last, made a speech from which I shall quote,. 
after I shall have made an exhibit of a table 
of what I think ought now to be the expenses 
of this Government. I take the expenditures 


of 1860 as the foundation of what the expend: - 


itures ought now to be, when that prosperous 


But the picture and spec. \~ 
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state of things existed externally which Ihave 
before described. 

The annual expenditures of the Government 
then were $58,955,829—all that was deemed 
necessary then for carryingon the Government. 
‘But,’? gentlemen will tell me, ‘this will 
not do for our population now ;’? and the 
remark is just. lt certainly would not be fair 
to.suppose that this Government could be 
carried on in 1872 for the $59,000,000 that it 
cost to carry it on in 1860. For the increase 
of population only I have added thirty per 
cent., making $17,686,748. “ But this would 
not be fair,” I should be justly told, ‘be- 
cause our currency is depreciated.’’ I add, 
therefore, for the depreciation of the currency 
ten percent., which has been of late the ruling 
difference between currency and gold, and 
this makes $7,664,267. ‘‘ But,” you will tell 
me, ‘‘we had very few pensioners in 1860.” 
That is true. I recognize your whole pension 
jist; and for pensions I add $30,480,000. 
“ But then,” it will be said, ‘‘ we had in 1860 
no public debt.’ I add the whole annnal 
interest of the public debt, $105,889,398; and 
then I add for the sinking-fund reduction of 
which I spoke $18,758,480. These different 
items make the whole necessary expenses of 
the Government amount to only $239,454,892, 
tabulated thus: 

Expenditure based on expenditures of 1860, with full 
allowance for increase of population and depreciated 
currency. 


Expenditure Expenditure || 


Jor 1860. Jor 1873. 
For civil and miscellane- PENT 
OURE seire sent esate e.. $27,977,978 
For Indians.. -2,991,000 
For Navy... © 11,514,649 
Por Army... .cccecececseesceeeseeee 16,472,202 
Total is cccanwiensrisentncicere 58,955,829 
Add for increase of popu- 
lation thirty per cent........ 17,686,748 
76,642,677 
Add for depreciated cur- 
FENCY tEn PEL CONb reser 7,664, 267 
———~ $84,306,944 
Por pensions.......ccssseeee 80,480,000 | 
Interest on the debt..... 105,889,398 
Sinking fund on $1,875,848, 
bearing debt atone percent... ore 18,758,480 | 
Total expenditure for 1878.....060. 0 $239,434,822 


The honorable gentleman from Ohio, in the 
speech to which 1 have referred, said : 


“Tknow it is not safe to attempt to forecast the 
future, but I venture to express the belief that the 
year 1876 will witness our ordinary expenditures re- 
duced to $125,000,000, and the interest on our public 
debt to $95,000,000, making our total expenditures 
exclusive of payment on the principal of the public 
&ebt, 220,000,000,” 


My calculation makes the amount $239,000,- 


-$34,000,000 as the figures for pensions. 


000, $9,000,000 beyond the estimate which 
the gentleman from Ohio made in January last, 
and which he supposed would be realized not 
later than 1876. 

Iam glad to see that we have arrived ata 
period in our history when we can begin to 
reduce—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am very sorry 
to interrupt the gentleman; but I observe that 
he took $30,000,000 as the figures for pen- 
sions; and J wish to call his attention to the 
fact that last year the payments for pensions 
amounted to $34.000,000; so that there is a 
difference of $4,000,000 in that single item. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What is the amount 
appropriated for pensions this year? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The item this 
year is a little more than thirty-four million 
dollars. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I have taken 
my figures from the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the last fiscal year. Our pen- 
sions have increased so rapidly that no doubt 
the gentleman from Ohio is correct. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will notice that in my estimate 1 adopted 
The 
additional $4,000,000 would make half the 
difference of which he speaks. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. As I have 
just said, my figures are taken from the last 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the fiscal year ending June 30th last. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman will re- 
member that last year we pensioned the sol- 
diers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Our duty is 
now to see how to provide for this expenditure 
of our Republic; and one of the best ways to 
decide what ought to be done is to contrast 
the revenues of this country with the revenues 
of the British Government, one of the most ex- 
travagantand costly Governments in the world, 
it is said, though Ido not agree in the extrava- 
gant remark which is sometimes made upon 
this point. The revenue of the United States 
from customs during the last fiscal year was 
$206,270,000, while the revenue of the British 
Government from the same source was less 
than one. half that amount. I would remind 
gentlemen who wish to destroy our internal 
revenue system in order to keep up the high 
duties upon imports that the annual revenue 
of the British Government from customs is 
only $101,630,000, less than half what we 
derive trom customs duties. ‘The revenue 
we receive from all other sources is $177,653,- 
000, while the revenue of the British Govern- 


ment from all other sources is $271,911,000. 


Thus the revenues of the United States Gov- 
ernment, raised during the last fiscal year by 
taxation of our people, amounted to $888,- 
828,000, while ‘‘the expensive monarchical, 
aristocratical Government of Great Britain” 
raised from its people only $878,540,000. 
Thus, in a table, contrasted : 


1871. 1871-2. 
United States British 
revenues. revenues, 
Customs.......... $206,270,000 $01,630,000 
All other soure 177,053,000 271,911,000 
Total... see ...$383,323,000  $373,541,000 


The taxes of the United States alone upon 
the citizens of the United States, excluding 
the taxes in the thirty-seven State governments, 
were greater last year than were the taxes 
upon British subjects by $9,782,000. Hence, 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance in 
the Senate said the other day with great force, 
(and I call the especial attention of the House 
to this announcement, for it is true—too true, ) 
‘These taxes,’’ (said Senator SHERMAN,) 
‘í these taxes,” (the high taxes of the tariff,) 
‘tare higher than they ever were before in the 
history of this country or any other country in 
the world.” 

li must be remembered while I make this 
statement that the British debt is greater than 
the debt of the United States, upon which 
their expenditures are based to raise revenue, 
by $1,753,368. The cost of the collection of 
their revenue is only $12,890,000 or three and 
forty-six hundredths per cent., while the col- 
lection of our customs is $9,012,199, or four 
and thirty-seven hundredths per cent., and of 
our internal revenue is $5,835,128 or four and 
five hundredths per cent., thus making an ag- 
gregate cost to us for the collection of our 
revenue of $14,847,327. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after consultation with 
my associates of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [ mean my Democratic associates, I 
hold in my hand a programme of what they 
think onght to be the amount of revenne to 
be raised from the peopleof the United States 
for all the expenditures of this Government. 
We have not embodied this in the form of a 
bill, because it would not bave been in our 
power to present a bill in detail that the major- 
ity of the House would accept. We have only 
presented our ideas of what ought to be the 
amount of revenue raised from the people, ` 
and the articles on which it should be raised, 
and we have named here ouly ad valorems, 
though in many cases we should levy specific 
duties. These articles are few in number. 
The following. table in detail will amply show 
what revenue we propose to derive therefrom: 


Statement of net imports of principal commodities during the calendar year ended December 31, 1871. 


Commodities. Net imports. Proposed duty. Revenue. Present duty. 
Beer, ale, an er, (gallons 826, 35 cents per gallon. $289,434 35 per cent, 
po ouan d porter: (Moni $29,769,475 30 per cent. 8,930,842 413 per cent. 
Harthenwares $4,869,192 30 per cent. 1,460,758 40, 45, and 60 per cent. 
Fancy goods $4,950, 30 per cent. 1,385,106 35 per cent. 
$10,208,171 30 per cent. 3,062,451 50 per cent. 
$5,086,848 30 per cent. 1,525,954 40, 45, and 60 per cent. 
$11,306, 744 30 per cent. 3,390,823 30, 40, and 45 per cent. 
$47,674,488 30 per cent. 14,302,346 433 per cent, average. 
$1,207,638 30 per cent. 362,294 30 per cent. 
$7,143,488 15 per cent. 1.071,523 30, 35. and 25 per cent. 
$5,119,503 40 per cent. 2,047,801 50 per cent. 
563,156 1 cent per pound. 85,631 2cents per pound. 
$3,120,351 _| 10 per cent. 312,035 i 10 per cent. 
AON $2,171,116 50 per cent. ,085,55 | 85 percent. 
1,343,356,045 2 cents per pound. 26,867,120 85 per cent. 
Molasses, (gallons 44,823,391 5 cents per gallon. 2,241,169 85 per cent. 
Melado, (gallons). 93,550,773 13 cents per pound. 1,403,265 85 per cent. 
V ates iia $3,417,411 30 per cent. 1,025,223 30 per cent. 
Spirits, (gailons).. 2,559,065 $2 per gallon. 5,118,130 i x per cent., ida 
: i ; mee k 25 ¢., 60 c.. $1, an an 
Wines, (gallons)... gia erat oe ae Dek cent. 
Silk and m: $34,451,887 per cent. i +225, per cent, 
Tobai TA 7,697,318 35 cents per pound. | 2,693, 60 per cent. . 
Tobacco, ecizar (pounds) S 804,773 $3 per pound. i 2,414,319 25 per ct. and $250 per lb. 
Vool, raw, and shoddy... $15,367,416 20 per cent. 3,073,483 46 per cent. 
ool and manufactures o $48,204,567 | 40 per cent. 19,281,826 68 per cent. average. 
UD PLALOS ... sesesscnssesesesrereen 39,930,303 20 per cent. 1,986,060 25 per cent. 
All other articles manufact $72,342,531 | 30 per cent. 21,702,759 53, 45, and 60 per cent. 
Total customs ... A | z $152,021,487 | 
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Here let me remark to my old associates on 
the Republican side of the House, who form- 
erly belonged to the Whig party, and especially 
tothegentleman from Oneida, New York, [ Mr. 
E. H. Roserts,] and to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawzs,] that in this pro- 
gramme we stand up as high as the Whigs did 
in the tariff of 1842, and in some cases we go 
higher than when the Whigs in 1842 gave the 
iron and the woolen and cotton manulactarers 
all they demanded from this Government, and 
all that Mr. Clay aud Mr. Webster would then 
agree to give them in their infancy, as it was 
said, but in their maturity now. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The gentleman from New 
York says in what he speaks to-day he repre- 
sents himself and his Democratic associates 
on the Committee of Ways and Means, and I 
should like to make an inquiry whether he and 
his associates on the Committee of Ways and 
Means will support the bill reported by the 
committee? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Whenever 
I see a reduction of taxation I will bit it. 
{ Laughter. ] l 

Mr. DAWES. ls it their intention to sup: 
port the bill reported by the committee ? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Whenever 
you redace the tax on an article forty per 
cent., when it was paying a revenue before 
of one hundred per cent., we will hit it bard, 
and when you reduce it only ten per cent. we 
will hit it soft. 

Mr. DAWES. Answer my question. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. We intend to 
vote for every available reduction of the tariff, 

Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman and his 
associates say they propose to vote for this bill 
reported from the committee? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me ask 
the gentleman from Massachusetts whether he 
intends to vote for the bill he himself reported ? 

Mr. DAWES. Lwil answer the gentleman 
when he answers my question. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. We are both 
Yankees, aud will not get much out of each 
other. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Answer. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I cannot 
yield further, as | have not time to spare. 

Mr. DAWES. i want to know what the 
gentleman means when he refers to himself 
` and his Democratic associates. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Give me time. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill give you all the time 

ou want. 

Mr, BROOKS, of New York. If the House 
will give me all the time, very well. 

Mr. DAWES. The House will give you 
the time without objection. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Very well. 

Mr, DAWES. As the gentleman is speak- 
ing for himself and his associates on the Demo- 
cratie side of the House on the Coinmittee of 
Ways and Means, I should like to have an 
answer from him whether they intend to vote 
for the bill reported from the committee or not. | 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. If E answer 
that question will the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts answer me one? 

Mr, DAWES. Iwill hear the gentleman’s 
question. -> 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Does the 
gentleman from Massachusetts who reported 
the bill intend to vote for it? 

Mr. DAWES. Thegentleman from Massa- 
chusetts does not intend to vote for the bill in 
its present shape. Unless a majority of the 
House amend the bill in important respects he 
intends to vote against it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, On what 
principle did the gentleman from Massachusetts 
reporta bill which he does notintend to support? 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York will have a fair answer to that question, 
The gentleman from Massachusetts reported 
the bill in obedience to instructions from his 


committee, and with the express permission 
‘of the committee that he shou!d state before i 


the House that he dissented most emphatically 


from the essential provisions of the bill, and | 


that he might offer amendments to give effect 
to what were his objections to it. 

Mr. BECK. | desire also to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts a question. Did 
the gentleman from Massachusetts ever tell 
the committee that he would vote against the 


| bill if he could not carry his amendments? 


Mr. DAWES. ‘The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts told the committee that he never could 
vote for that bill in its present shape. j 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to inquire 
further if anybody is responsible for the bill? 
(Laughter. ] f 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It certainly 
was not possible to have made a fairer Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means than the Speaker 
made, there being four and a half on each 
side. What makesthe half, I leave the House 
to decide. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I would like the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Brcx] to state to the 
Honse who he expected to vote for the bill, if 
it was not those who instructed me to report it? 

Mr. BECK. I did not hear the last remark 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. Will 
he repeat it? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I decline to 
yield further. 

The cotton manufacturers of this country in 
1842 were content with an average duty of 
thirty per cent. ad valoren. That was the 
duty under the high Whig tariff of 1842. They 
now have from thirty to seventy-two per cent. 
The manufacturers of woolens under the high 
tariff of 1842 were content with forty per 
cent. They now have from fifty-three to eight 
hundred and seventy-two per cent. The pro- 
tection of iron has increased in like manner. 
L subjoin a brief list of articles by way of 
contrasting 1842 with 1871: 


Tarif of 1842, Tarif of 1811. 


RT 2-5, BBI, 
Blankets, wool... 25 per ct. 1002, 
109 3-7 perct. 

CATPOtS essere sree dd per et. 49 perct. 
Carpets, Brussels 

and Turkey, per 

squaro Yssens D0 Conts. 704 
Carpots, Venetian 

and ingrain, per 

square yarda cents. 534 to 72 per ct. 
Drugeget, per square 

Varde seceded cents, 89  perct. 
Copper, in plates... Free 5o. pert. 
Copper in pigs or 

bars... » Free 5e. per tb. 
Copper ore. Free 3c. per tb. 
Copper, manufac- 

tured, — highest 

THO niiina 30 per ct. 45 percet. 
Cotton manufac- 

tured per ct. 25 &30to 72 perct. 
Cutlery... B0 peret. 50 oper ct. 
Drawers, wool or 

Worsted, neseser 30 por ot. 86 percet. 
Presses, silk 40° perct. 80 oper ct. 
Karthenware. 380 peret. (white.) 45 per ct. 
Hlannels, per square 

yard... weld cents, 90 per ct. 
Jute... Free 15 per ton. 
Kettles, brass, &¢....12 cts. per tb. 89 percet. 
Lead manufactures..o0 per ct. 35 oper et. 
Linen... -25_ per ct. 40 per ct. 
Nickel.. Free 30 c. per tb, 
Potatoes 10 e. per bush. 2 c. perbu. 
Sat end, ‘ d2e percet. 
Sal podi reese 20 per cte he. perib. 
Salt, 56 tbs to the 
bushel... sene 6 per bush. e per 100 fba. 
crews, iron, ` 5 67% ad val. 

(wood-serews) } 12 c. per tb and 393 
Sea stores... Free All sorts of taxes, 
Silk, manufactured.30 per ct. per ct. 
Tin in pigs, bars, or 

LAE 1 perct. 15 perct. 
Tin manufacturesof.30 per ct. 35 percet. 
Tin (galvanized) .....30 per ct. 23e. per Ib. 
Tin foil, layer tin, , 

plates and sheets.. 2 per et. 380 er ct. 
Waste or shoddy... + ct. per tb. 12 & peri. 
Wood, unmanufac- 

tured ieee Free 20 percet. 

RA Pirie i : i 

UTE, KCL. ceseeee 20030 per ct. 35 
Wool, under 7c. p. tb., 5 poral: ee 
Wool, over 7c. pertb., 3c. p.tb, > 65tollS per et. 
and 30 p. et, 

Wool, manufac- 

tures Of... d0 per et. 872-5t0o53 peret. 


This programme of a tariff which I present 
here, necessarily goes higher than the Clay- 


Webster tariff of 1842, because it is necessary 
| to provide for the public debt ; and yet my hon- 
| orable friend from New York [ Mr. E. H. Ros- 
ets] and my discontented friend from Masga- 
chusetts, are not satisfied with a tariff which 
goes far beyond what we in those days dreamed 
of, even when we were attacked as high pro- 
tectionists, or what was demanded for the 
Republic, or what Clay or Webster ever de- 
sired to give to the Whigs of that day, though 
clamoring for protection. 

I hold in my hand our programme ior re» 
ceipts from the internal revenue, and a stute- 
ment of what taxation we deem necessary to 
be derived from that source, and to be added 
to the customs. The existing duties on spirits 
we keep up at sixty-five cents a gallon.: On 
tobacco we recognize the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, proposing a uni- 
form rate of twenty cents per pound. We 
continue the present duty on fermented liquors, 
the present tax from banks, le:s the tax from 
savings banks, and the present tax in stamps. 
‘The receipts from customs as calculated from 
the importations of the calendar year 1871, 
would be $152,021,487; and from internal 
revenue $100,161,429; from land sales, $2,- 
000,000; from miscellaneous, $5,000,000; mak- 
ing the receipts altogether, from all these 
sources, $259, 182,866, Add for elasticity of the 
revenue five per cent. While it was five aud 
one half per cent. underthe tariff from 1870 to 
| 1871, and eight and one half per cent. from 
1869 to 1870, we make the elasticity now only 
five per cent., amounting to $12,893,571. Add- 
ing this we propose altogether to raise in tax- 
f hae from the people $272,076,487, tabulated 
thus : 


Receipts from internal revenue, based on actual receipts 
for the calendur year 1871. 


From 63,844,422 gallons spirits at 65 cents, $41,498,874 
From special tax on dealers in spirits...... 6,000,000 
From 97,841,337 pounds tobacco at 20 cents 

PCY POUNA.-sssossessessesssrorsgares enere. sarasssessesee 19,568,207 
From cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes ..... 7,194,288 
From fermented liquors vcs 7,700,000 
From banks, (less savings banks) 3,700,000 
From adhesive stamps 15,500,000 


..$152,021,487 
"100,161,429 
2,000,000 
5,000,000 
259,182,866 

12,893,071 


Receipts from customs, 1871 
Erom internal revenue... 
From land sales...... 
From miscellaneous 


Elasticity of the revenue, five por cen tbe... 


3272,076,437 


The recapitulation of all these tables will 
then stand thus: 


Recapitulation, 1872-73. 


Total reecipts from revenue.. 
Total expenditure... 


. $22,076,437 
wee 289,434,822 


Balance to be: applied for reduced of 


debt or for other purposes $32,641,615 


Tu this programme we have between six and 
seven hundred articles of revenue which we 
now propose to make free, thereby abolishing 
to that extent the exisiing tariff and freeing 
j the people from the taxation, more especially 
the manufacturers of the country, in reliev- 
ing them from very heavy taxation often im- 
posed upon the raw material. We make salt 
tree, free coal, free timber, lumber, hides, and 
|| many other articles of great importance to 
i| the country. We were forced to recognize the 
action of this House and of the Senate of the 
United States upon tea and coffee. I deeply 
regret that we were so forced, but as public 
men and statesmen, no matter what are our 
own opinions, we are obliged to recognize, as 
| facts accomplished, that tea and coffee are to 
be free. 

I shall soon close these remarks, which Iam 
aware are somewhat heavy and necessarily 
tedious in a figurative point of view; but be 
fore { close T desire to invoke the special 
attention of both sides of the House to the 
condition of. our exports. 1 pointed out here 
‘some years ago the then approaching destruc: 


! 
i 
i 
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tion of our navigation in consequence of the | 
high taxation upon it. All parties now recog- 
nize that destruction. I do not think the 
country has yet awakened to the destruction 
of its manufactured export trade, not altogether 
destroyed, but nearly so, and were it not for 
the negroes who work in the cotton fields in the 
South, or who raise tobacco for export, or the 
white men who draw oil and petroleum from 
the bowels of the earth, I hardly know how | 
we would be able to pay for our imports, or 
even to pay the interest upon the publie debt. | 
I have compiled a table reducing the value of 
our manufactured exports to gold. i 
Jn 1860, the amount of our exports, when 
we had a smaller population by some millions 
than now to create and manufacture articles 
for export, was $47,160,100. In 1870-71 in 
old, our export of manufactured articles was | 
only $39,566, 128. 
Thave deducted from this statement the ex- | 
port of our agricultural implements in 1871, be- 
cause we exported none in 1860, but the genius | 
of our mechanics is such that in Massachusetts, 
in Ohio, in Connecticut, in Illinois, and else- į 
where, so superior are our agricultural imple- | 
ments to those manufactured by any other | 
people that despite of our tax on wood, on | 
iron, on copper, and many of the things which | 
enter into the manufacture of agricultural im- | 
plements, despite all that, we throw out upon | 
the world $1,068,467 worth of agricultural | 
implements from the workshops I have named. | 
Our sewing-machines, which we did not ex- | 
port in 1860 at all, I have also deducted from | 
the export of 1870-71. They are to-day seen | 
in all parts of the earth, not only throughout 
all Europe, but in ail parts of Asia, and in 
many parts of Africa, and these sewing-ma- | 
chines are exported despite the duty on wood 
and on copper, on steel and iron; and such is 
the skill of our mechanics in Connecticut and 
elsewhere, such is the power of our industry 
and mechanics, no matter what are the wages 
of labor in China and Japan, the manufac- 
turers of Connecticut are yet enabled to send 
their sewing- machines to all parts of the earth. 
Our fire-arms, of which we exported none in 
1860, I havealso deducted from 1870. During 
our last fiscal year these exports amounted to | 
$5,015,732, nay, over $13,000,000 in all, we | 
have been recently told, in the fiscal calendar | 
year. We are supposed to furnish fire-arms 
superior to those produced in any Other coun- 
try, and yet we pay enormous duties on steel 
and iron which enter into these manufactures, 
and pay the highest wages for the manufacture 
ofthem. An honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, a Representative on this floor, not 
now in his seat, [Mr. Ames, ] has been paying i 
a heavy duty on iron, and yet sending his | 
shovels all Over the earth, to Australia and | 
j 
\ 


New Zealand and elsewhere. The same may | 
be said of the Collins axes. 
Mr. LYNCH. The manufacturers of fire- | 
arms and shovels receive a drawback of the | 
amount paid for duties. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 


but at the same time you tell me that we in | 


I know that, 


the United States cannot compete with the || 


iguorantand ill-conditioned laborer of Europe. ! 
Mr. MAYNARD. I think they do not un- | 
derstand the right mode of making spades and | 
shovels as well as our associate upon this floor | 
oes. | 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. That is the 
very point I am making. The skilland inter- | 
est of our countrymen in all such works is so 
Superior to the skill of Europe, or indeed of | 


any part of the earth, that we need never fear |; titl 


d 
where labor enters only fifteen per cent. or | 
twenty-five percent. into the manufacture of | 
an article to compare the price of wages with | 
those of elsewhere, unless you compare at the | 
Same time the comparative wages of the trip- | 

ammer, the spinning jenny, and the water- | 
wheel, which do not eat or drink, but which | 
nevertheless are now as essential elements in 
manufactures as-is human labor. 


i 
il 


Mr. MAYNARD. If the gentleman shall not 


i| regard it as an unwelcome intrusion upon this 
i| part of bis argument, I would suggest that this 
|| Instance of spades and shovels is but another 
|, example of the beneficent operation of our 


protective system in times past, 


| Mr. DAWES. Allow me to inquire what 


gives him the advantage over foreign manu- 
facturers? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It is not pro- 
tection or bounty, but the superiority of New 
England laborers over the laborers upon the 
“other side of the sea. 
| Mr. Chairman, I have been diverted some- 
what by interruptions from what I intended 
to be a fair and unimpassioned exposé of the 
condition of our finances and what should be 
done with them. Iam a little in advance of 
i the times now; but the time is rapidly com- 
ing when all disinterested men will go through 
the same mental processes of politico-econom- 
ical education which [ have gone through since 
I first came to Congress. I was born, or I 
| might rather say I was led by my love and 
admiration of Henry Clay, to be a believer 


| in a protective tariff. l went upon the Ways 


and Means Commitiee in 1861 and 1862 with 
a strong idea of discriminating in duties so 


i as to protect, bat the revolting spectacles of 


| self-interest that have there too often been 
presented to me have almost driven me into 
a belief of the system of free trade. I do not 
mean to say that absolute free tradeis possible 
iu the existing condition of the country. It is 
not. About thirty per cent. ad valorem is 
necessary for the payment of interest upon the 
| public debt; but thirty per cent. ad valorem 


| was ali that cur Whig fathers claimed of us, 


industry, and it is enough. And that man who 
| cannot live, or the industry that cannot thrive 
with thirty per cent. of taxes which the con- 
sumer pays, ought to die. As the honorable 
| gentleman from Illinois [Mr.Burcuarp] said, 
| if he asks for more he asks for nothing but a 
bounty, and is nothing but a pensioner upon 
the Government. 

I trust the time is now coming when others 
will go through the same process of mental 
education that I have gone through. And 
when that period arrives, once more our grand 
and glorious country will send its cotton, and 
to some extent its woolen and iron manufac- 
tures, and its tens of thousands of unenumer- 
ated manufactured articles all over the earth. 
And the American traveler will again see in 


i 
| Yokohama, in Shanghai, in Hong Kong, on 
| all the Indian seas, in Bombay and Calcutta, | 


on their way to the interior, American goods 


|| in close competition with the Euglish manufac- 
We are not an inferior | 
people; we ought not to be driven from the ; 
markets of the world in manufactured exports. | 
We ought not to be driven from the ocean; our | 


| turer everywhere. 


flag has the right to float everywhere, and will 
float everywhere if you will only give our sail- 


‘| ors free and equal rights with the British sailor, 


and fair play and a free fight for the commercial 
dominion of the seas. 

The Committee of the Whole rose inform- 
ally, and Mr. Ponanp took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syupsoy, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 


il had agreed to the amendments of the House 


| to the bill of the Senate of the following 


itie: 

A bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to an act 
| entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas 
| Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 
construction of its road, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1871, 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed, without amendment, a joint reso- 
lution of the House of the following title: 


and far more than the fathers of the Revolu- | 
tion claimed for the production of American ! 


| should ever be called wp hastily, 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) appoint- | 


ing commissioners to inquire into depredations 
upon the frontiers of the State of Texas. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, and requested the con- 
currence of the House, in a bill of the follow- 
ing title: 

A bill (S. No. 964) to amend an act evti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to amend the fifth section of an 
act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanics arts,’ approved July 2, 
1862, so as to extend the time within which 
the provisions of said act shall be accepted 
and such colleges established,’’ approved July 
23, 1866. 

TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session, and proceeded with the consideration 
of the tariff bill. 

Mr. McNEELY addressed the committee. 
His remarks will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Iftbe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KeLLey] will yield to me I will 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. Before my motion is put, I 
desire, if the Chair will indulge me, to make a 
single remark. I observe by examining the 
list at the Speaker's desk that there are about 
thirty gentlemen who have indicated their 
desire to speak upon this question, and who 
have not yet spoken. It is very evident that 
unless we husband all our time it will be im- 
possible for all these gentlemen to speak within 
the time allowed. It will not bein the power 
of the majority of the House, as I understand, 
to extend the time. Therefore, I give notice 
that to-morrow I shall ask that we may have 


| an evening session for debate upon the tariff. 


Mr. TAFFE. Not to-morrow night. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ne- 
braska (Mr. Tarrz] reminds me‘that he basa 
claim upon to-morrow night, with which I 
cannot very well interfere. But I shall ask 
the House to hold a session on Thursday 


i| night; and I would like to have one to-night, 


if gentlemen would support me in the request. 

The motion of Mr. Dawns, that the commit- 
tee risc, was agreed to. 

The committce accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that pursuant to the order cf 
the House the Comunittee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. SARGENT. Iholdin my hand a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, very 
exhaustive in its character, upon the question 
of certain Texas claims. -A bill npon this sub- 
ject was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and we found it impossible, with- 
out appealing to the Secretary of Warpto get 
at the true facts in reference to the matter. 
I think that the printing of this document may 
save to the Government $200,000 by prevent 
ing ill-advised action upon this question if it 
I move that 
this communication be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BANKS. Of what character are these 
claims? 

Mr. SARGENT. They are ante-warclaims 
for the employment of troops to suppress In- 
dian hostilities. This document embraces an 
analysis of the whole matter, goiug to show 
wherein this claim is baseless to the amount 
of $200,000, while it is probably just. to the 
extent of $20,000. Upon that question, how- 
ever, we shall report. This document onght 
to be printed for the information of this Con- 
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gress, or any other that may act upon the ques- 
tion; for this is a chronic claim of some twenty 
years’ standing. 

The motion of Mr. SARGENT was agreed to; 
and the communication was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LAWLESSNESS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
referred, under the law, to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the Howse of Representatives, (the Senate 
concurring.) That there be printed thirty thousand 
copies of the message of the Prosident of the United 
States of April 19, 1872, and the documents accom- 
panying the same, in answer to a resolution ot the 
House of January 25, 1872, asking all information in 
his possession upon which he acted in executing the 
power sonforred upon him by the third and fourth 
sections of the act of Congress approved July 20, 
1871; the names of persons who have been arrested 
under said act; the number who have confessed, &c. ; 
ten thousand of said copies to be for the use of the 
Sonato, and twenty thousand for the use of the 

ouse. 


LAND DONATION TO 


Mr. RITCHIE. I ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Public Lands, 
for action at the present time, a bill which has 
received the unánimous approval of that com- 
mittee. Jt is the bill (H. R. No. 289) author- 
izing the award to the Vincennes University 
of certain vacant and abandoned lands in 
Knox county, Indiana. 

The bill recites in the preamble that it is 
alleged there are certain parcels of abandoned 
lands in Knox county, Indiana, which are 
covered by old Vincennes donation claims, 
which have become abandoned, and to which 
there is no subsisting confirmation or settle- 
ment by individuals as owners under confirma- 
tion. The bill therefore provides that it shall 
and may be lawful for the Vincennes Univer- 
sity, a corporation existing under the laws 
of the State of Indiana, to file in the United 
States district court for the district of Indiana, 
a petition descriptive of such abandoned and 
non-claimed donations in Knox county in that 
State, accompanied by sneh testimony as may 
be relied upon in support of the said alleged 
abandonment, with evidence that such list had 
been published for a period of at least three 
months in Knox county, and calling on all 
parties to show cause, if such exist, why such 
tracts or parcels of land should not be declared 
vacant; and thereafter in such cases as the 
court shall find the tracts to be abandoned 
and not claimed by any individuals under any 
confirmation, it shall have power to render a 
decree accordingly, and upon such decree 
being deposited in the General Land Office, 
with a patent certificate from the register of 
the land office at Indianapolis, Indiana, a 
patent shall issue to the Vincennes University 
for the parcels of lands so decreed as aban- 
doned and awarded to the university. But 
all proceedings in the premises are to be at 
the cost of the university, and the patents so 
issued are to operate only as a quit claim on 
the part of the United States, and are not to 
affect the valid adverse rights of any person, 
should such hereafter be found to exist. 

Mr. AMBLER. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman reporting this bill whetherthe lands 
to which it refers are unoccupied. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AMBLER. Entirely unoccupied? 

Mr. RITCHIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NIBLACK. These lands lie in the 
county in which I reside. They are waste 
lands—a portion of them wet lands—and they 
have been unoccupied for seventy or eighty 
years. It is now proposed to try to make 
something out of them, if possible. 

Mr. AMBLER. If they are unoccupied 
lands, I have no objection. 

Mr. RITCHIE. By the resolution of Au- 
gust 29, 1788, and by the act of March 8, 1791, 
the Governor of the Northwest Territory was 
vested with full power toset apart and confirm 
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to certain heads of families in that Territory 
a tract of land not exceeding in each case an 
area of four hundred acres. They were given 
to the heads of families at Vincennes. There 
are four lots, each of one hundred acres, the 
title to which has never been confirmed. 
These it is proposed by this bill to donate to 
the Vincennes University. In other words, we 
propose to give to this university the quit 
claim of the United States to those lands. 
There are no adverse claimants. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Let me say this bill was | 
prepared at the General Land Office, and had 
the approbation of the former Commissioner. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand there are no 
adverse claimants at all. 

Mr. RITCHIE. None at all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. RITCHIE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH W. FOWLE. 


On motion of Mr. L. MYERS, by unani- 
mous consent, a bill (S. No. 646) to extend 
letters-patent heretofore issued to Joseph W. 
Towle was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 


BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the folowing message 
from the President of the United States : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I havo the honor to transmit herewith the annual 
report of the Board of Public Works of the District 
of Columbia, submitted to me for that purpose by 
the Governor of the Territory, in accordance with 
section thirty-seven of an act to provide a govern- 
ment for the District of Columbia, approved Feb- 


ruary 21, 1871. U.S. GRANT. 
Exrcurive Mansion, April 30, 1872. 


The message was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 


DEFACED OR DESTROYED BONDS. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2565) to pro- 
vide for the issue of bonds in lieu of defaced 
or destroyed bonds of the United States, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that 
whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, by clear and unequivocal proof, 
that any interest-bearing bond of the United 
States has, without bad faith upon the part 
of the owner, been destroyed, wholly or in 
part, or so defaced as to impair its value to 
the holder, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, under such regulations, and with such 
restrictions as to time and retention for secu- 
rity or otherwise as he may prescribe, issue a 
duplicate of such bond, of the same date, to 
be so marked, and bearing like interest as the 
bond so proved to have been destroyed or 
defaced; provided that the owner of such de- 
stroyed or defaced bond shall surrender the 
same, or so much thereof as may remain, and 
shall file in the Treasury a bond in a penal 
sum equal to the amount of said destroyed or 
defaced bond, and the interest which would 
accrue thereon until the principal thereof is 
due and payable, with two good and sufficient 
securities, residents of the United States, to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with condition to indemnify and save harm- 
less the United States from any claim because 
of the said destroyed or defaced bond. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was acccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHIPPEWA RIVER, WISCONSIN, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, in relation to the Chippewa 
river, Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

FISK UNIVERSITY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in compliance with a request of 
the Committee on the Publie Lands, in relation 
to the claim of Fisk University ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 


THOMAS NILES, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in compliance with a request of 
the Committee of Claims, in reference to. the 
claim of Thomas Niles; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARMS FOR MONTANA, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in compliance with a request of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, in relation 
to the transfer of arms to Montana Territory ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PROFESSORSHIP OF DENTAL SURGERY. 


TheSPEAKERalso, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in reference to a bill (H. R. No. 
2140) creating a professorship of dental sur- 
gery at the United States Military and Naval 
Academies; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

FLORIDA CAVALRY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter fram the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with the re- 
guest of the Committee on Military Affairs, in 
relation to company E, first regiment Florida 
cavalry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SOLOMON’S LUMP. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to a light- 
house at Solomon’s Lump, Kedge’s straits, 
between Tangier sound and Chesapeake bay ; . 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN BOUNTY FRAUDS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an esti- 
mate of an appropriation to meet expenses . 
incurred in the investigation of Indian bounty 
frauds; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of the 
arbitrators selected under an act of Congress 
entitled “An act for the improvement of water 
communication between the Mississippi river 
and Lake Michigan ;’’ which was referred to 
the Coramittee on Commerce. 


BRITISH ‘* COUNTER-CASE.” 
„Mr. BANKS. There has been no order 
given for printing the usual number of copies 
of the President’s message, with the British 


“ counter case,’ communicated yesterday. I 
ask that the order may be given. 
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The SPEAKER. The order will be entered 
on the Journal. 
TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAFFE. I ask that by unanimous con- 
sent there be an evening session to-morrow at 
half past seven for business of the Committee 
on the Territories. It willbe remembered by 
the Chair that an order was made, I think, on 
the 26th of February, setting apart for the 
business of the Committee on the Territories 
a day two weeks from that time. We have 
from time to time given way for public busi- 
ness. To-day on an examination of the ori- 
ginal order and the continued orders there ap- 
pears to bea discrepancy between them. There 
was a question whether, as the order stood for 
to-day, it was to the exclusion of ail other 
orders, I think the language used, both by 
the Speaker and myself, when the order was 
continued will show that it was to the exclu- 
sion of all other orders. But waiving that 
question, I ask that by unanimous consent 
there be a session of the House to-morrow 
evening for the consideration of our reports. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the committee in- 
tend to bring in any bill to create a new State? 

Mr. TAFFE. It is not the intention ofthe 
committee to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. On that understanding 
Iwill’ make no objection to the gentleman’s 
proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that what the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Tarre] asks will 
be granted. And further, if the Committee 
on the Territories does not occupy the whole 
of the evening, I will ask that for the balance 
of the evening the House shall resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
there will be a session of the House to-morrow 
evening, at half past seven o'clock, to be 
devoted exclusively to reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, unless, at the con- 
clusion of their business, there shall be a 
margin of time left for the discussion of the 
tariff, 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg to give notice to gen- 
tlemen who desire to debate the tariff that 
they had better be here to-morrow evening. 


YACHT RED HOT. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the yacht 
Red Hot to take the name of Addie Parker, 
and to be registered under that name. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, I would suggest 
thatthe word “ pleasure” be inserted in the 
bill before the word ‘‘ yacht,” so that this case 
may not be used as a precedent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lagree tothat. The only 
object of the bill is to change the title, which 
in the estimation of the present owner is a 
rather harsh one. 

_ The bill was accordingly amended by the 
- Insertion of the word ‘‘pleasure’’ before the 
word “ yacht,” 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF ELECTION LAW. 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, by unanimous 
Consent, the bill (S. No. 793) to amend an act 
approved February 28, 1871, amending an act 
approved May 31, 1870, entitled “An act to 
enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 

nion, and for other purposes,’’ was taken 


4 


from the Speaker's table, and read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. SLATER. I ask that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. Tt proposes to amend 
section nineteen of an act to amend an act 
approved May 31, 1870, entitled “An act to 
enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 
Union, and for other purposes,” and amended 
act approved February 28, 1871; so as to read 
as follows: 

Sxc. 19. That all votes for Representatives in Con- 
gress shall hereafter be by written or printed ballot, 
any law of any State to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing; and all votes received or recorded contrary to 
the provisions of this section shall be of none effect. 

But the section is not to apply to any State 
voting otherwise whose elections for Repre- 
sentatives occur previous to the regular meet- 
ing of its Legislature next after the approval 
of the act. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SLATER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SIGNAL STATIONS IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BRAXTON, by unanimous consent, 
presented joint resolutions of the State of 
Virginia, recommending the establishment of 
signal stations at Hatteras and oiher points 
on the coast of Virginia and North Carolina ; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. B. F. MEYERS, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal of. papers in the 
case of Israel Youst. 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of papers in the 
case of F. W. Swetland, special agent of the 
Cherokees, under the act of July 29, 1840. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. HIBBARD for one day. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. WALDRON for one week on 
account of a death in his family. 

NATIONAL SHARPSHOOTER’S ASSOCIATION. 

The SPEAKER. Some weeks since the 
House authorized the appointment of a com- 
mittee to accept the invitation of the National 
Sharpshooter’s Association who hold a festival 
at Highland, Illinois. The Chair appoints as 
said committee the following gentlemen: Mr. 
Joux B. Hay of Minois, Mr. Gusravus A. 
Finxetypoure of Missouri, Mr. JOHN COBURN 


-of Indiana, Mr. S. S. Cox of New York, and 


Mr. Lewis D. CAMPBELL of Ohio. 

Mr. DAWES. | move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
(at four o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Daniel 
Bryan, R. D. Hobday, C. H. Winter, and 27 
other citizens, growers and dealers in leaf 
tobacco, of the county of Bracken and State 
of Kentucky, protesting against any advance 
on the present tax upon smoking tobacco, &. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petitions of soldiers 
and sailors of Newark, Hoboken, Millville, 
and Elizabeth, New Jersey, and of soidiers 
and sailors of Rochester, New Hampshire, 
Camden, New Jersey, and Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut, asking a law providing for industrial 
homes for the orphans of soldiers and sailors. 


_ By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The peti- 
tion of Mark Davis, sen., for losses sustained 
during the war of the rebellion. 

By Mr. GETZ: The memorial of Mrs. 
Sophia Schimmelpennig, widow of the late 
General Schimmelpennig, praying an increase 
of pension. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of J. H. 
Fout, J. L. Fisher, Ph. Jacob Dipper, John 
Jager, A. W. Henry, and 80 others, citizens 
of Madison, Indiana, for the passage of House 
bill No. 1738; also for the equalization of the 
pensions of Union soldiers of the late war and 
for land bounties to Union soldiers without 
settlement. 

Also, the petition of Alexander B. Hoskins, 
T. B. Garvey, R. K. Jenks, and 200 others, 
citizens of Clark county, Indiana, praying 
the passage of House bill No. 1788, for an in- 
crease of the pensions of wholly disabled and 
partially disabled soldiers. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of B. 
F. Herrington, Peter Brown, Morgan Bell, 
Thomas Laidley, sen., W. C. Flenniken, and 
117 others, citizens of Greene county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying an increase of pensions to 
permanently disabled soldiers of the late Union 
Army. 

By Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire: The 
petition of J. K. Pierce and others, asking 
legislation in relation to promotions in the 
Army. . 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petitiou of 27 sol- 
diers of the war of the rebellion, asking the 
equalization of bountiés and an increase of 
pensions, and sundry other legislation favorable 
to soldiers and their widows. 

By Mr. STARKWEATHER: The petition 
of John E. Bruce and others, asking the 
passage of House bill No. 1738. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepyespay, May 1, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. J. R. Fry, of Reading, Penn- 
sylvania. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed the bill of the House (H. 
R. No. 174) repealing the duties on tea and 
coffee, with amendments; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


DUTIES ON TEA AND COFFEE, 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 
that that bill be taken up now and considered 
in the House. ; 

Mr. BURCHARD. I wish to say that it 
seems desirable that we should act upon this 
bill at once, in order that we may see where 
the other fifty or fifty-nine million dollars of 
reduction may be applied. 

There being no objection, the amendments 
of the Senate were taken up for consideration, 
and were read, as follows: 

In line one of the bill strike out “from” and 
insert ` on.” N , g 

In lines one and two of the bill strike out "tne 
passage cf this act,” and insert *'the lstday of July 
next.” ` 

Add at the end of the bill the following: . 

And all tea and coffee which may be in a publie 
store or bonded warehouse on the said Ist day of 
July shall besubject to no duty upon the entry 
thereof for consumption, and all tea and coffee 
remaining in bonded warehouses on the said Ist of 
July, upon which duties shall have been paid, shall 
be entitled to a refund of the duties paid. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does it require unan- 
imous consent to consider this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair pat the ques- 
tion to the House, and unanimous consent 
was granted. ; 

Mr. DAWES. This bill was introduced a 
year ago last March by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Rawpauz.] It passed the 
House under a suspension of the rules. It 
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comes back with no other alteration than is 
necessary from the long time it has been pend- 
ing in the Senate. The matter is so perfectly 
understood by the House that unless the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, who has the right, 
of course, as the originator of the bill to be 
heard, desires to speak upon it, I will move 
the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only desire to move 
that the amendments of the Senate be con- 
curred in. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I will move that the 
amendments be concurred in, and upon that. 
question I demand the previous question. I 
may state that this measure will reduce the 
revenue between sixteen and seventeen mil- 
lion dollars. 

Mr. WOOD. I believe discussion is not in 
order pending the demand for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered, being ou concurring 
jn the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, nine 
members voting in the aflirmative and sixty- 
five in the negative. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a 
quorum to order or to refuse to order the yeas 
and nays. ‘There must be a quorum, however, 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I submit whether the 
question can be taken uponall the amendments 
of the Senate at once? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the im- 
pression that. there is substantially one amend- 
ment only. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Oh, no; there is a sub- 
sequent provision with reference to tea and 
coffee in bonded warehouses on the Ist of July. 

The third amendment of the Senate was 
again read. 

The SPEAKER. Any member has the 
right to have a separate vote on this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 have no objection 
to taking the vote on all the amendments 
together; bat I want the yeas and nays on 
them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Was not the first amend- 
men agreed to—the amendment fixing the 
time when this bill shall go into effect ? 

The SPEAKER. It was; and the ques- 
tion now is on the second amendment, in rela- 
tion to tea and coffee in bond on the Ist of 
July next. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Are gentlemen afraid 
to go upon record? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon 
agreeing to the second amendment of the 
Senate. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 77, noes 11; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STEVENSON 
and Mr. RANDALL were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 113, noes 10. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

_ Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion wag agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, not to be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider, Senate bill No. 964 to amend an 
act entitled ‘*An act to amend the fifth section 
of an act donating public lands to the sev- 
eral Siates and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts, approved July 2, 1862, so as 
to-extend the time within which the provisions 


Is there a quorum in 


of said act shall heaccepted and such colleges | 
established,” approved July 23, 1866. 

Mr. SHANKS. =I object. i 

Mr. STEVENSON. I call for the regular 
order of business. ; 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour now begins at 
twenty-three minutes past eleven o’clock, and 
reports are in order from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE CONTRACTS WITH INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, House bill 
No. 2290, regulating the mode of making 
private contracts with Indians. _ : 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. 

The first section provides that hereafter 
no contract or agreement of any kind shall 
be made by any person with any tribe of 
Indians, or individual Indian or Indians, not 
a citizen of the United States, for the pay- 
ment or delivery of any money, or other thing 
of value, in present or in prospective, or for 
the granting or procuring any privilege to him 
or her, or any other person or persons in 
consideration of services for said Indians rela- 
tive to their lands, or to any claims growing 
out of or in reference to annuities, install- | 
ments, or other moneys, claims, demands, or 
thing, under laws or treaties with the United 
States, or official acts of any officers thereof, 
or in any way connected with or due from the 
United States, unless such contract or agree- 


in the manner hereinafter directed. 

The second section provides that all contracts 
or agreements between such parties and for such 
purposes as named in the first section of this 
act shall be in writing, a duplicate or copy of 
which shall be delivered to each party thereto, 
as hereinafter provided; that all such contracts 
shall be executed before a judge of a court of 
record and approved in writing thereon by the | 
Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; that such contract or agreement 
shall contain the names of all parties in inter- 
est, their residence and occupation ; but those 
made with a tribe by their tribal authorities, 
the scope of authority and the reason for exer- 
cising that authority shall be given specifically. | 
Such contracts or agreements shall state the 
time when and place where made, the particu- 
lar purpose for which made, the special thing 
or things to be done under it, and, if for the 
collection of money, the basis of the claim, the 
source from which it is to be collected, the 
disposition to be made of it when collected, 
the amount or rate per cent. of the fee in 
all cases, and if any contingent matter or 
condition constitutes a part of the contract or 
agreement it shall be specifically set forth ; 
that all such contracts shall have a fixed lim- 
ited time to run, and shall be invalid unless so 
limited ; that such contracts shall not be as- 
signable, in whole or in part, unless the names 
of the assignees and their residencesand occu- 
pations be entered in writing upon the con- 
tract, and the consent of the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to such assignment be also indorsed 
thereon ; that the judge before whom such 
contract or agreement is executed shall certify 
officially the time when and place where such 
contract or agreement was executed, and that 
it was in his presence, and who are the in- 
terested parties thereto, as stated to him at 
the time ; the parties present and making the 
same ; the source and extent of authority | 
claimed at the time by contracting parties to 
make the contract or agreement, and whether 
made in person or by agent or attorney of 
either party or parties. 

The third section provides that no money | 
shall be paid to any agent or attorney by an 
officer of the United States under any such 


i 


contract or agreement, other than the fees due 
him for services rendered thereunder ; but the 
moneys due the tribe, Indian or Indians, as 


| the case may be, shall be paid by the United 


States through its own officers or agents to the 
party or parties entitled thereto; that no 
money or thing shall be paid to any person 
for services under such contract or agreement, 
until such person shall have first filed with the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs a sworn state: 
ment, showing each particular act of service 
under the contract, giving date and fact in 
detail, and the Secretary of the Interior and 


|! Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall determ- 


ine therefrom whether, in their judgment, such 
contract or agreement has been complied with 
or fulfilled ; if so, the same may be paid, and 
if not, it shall be paid in proportion to the 
services rendered under the contract; that all 
such contracts or agreements hereafter made 
in violation of the provisions of this act are 
hereby declared nuil and void, and all money 
or other thing of value paid to any person by 
any Indian or tribe, or any one else for or on 
his or their behalf, on account of such services 
in excess of the amountapproved by said Com- 
missioner and Secretary for such services, may 
be recovered by suit in the name of the Uni- 
ted States in any court of the United States, 
regardless of the amount in controversy, one 
haif of which shall be paid to the person suing 
for the same, and the other half shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States for the 
use of the Indian or tribe by or for whom it 


| was paid, and the person so receiving said 


money, and his aiders and abettors, shall, in 


t j addition to the forfeiture of said sum, be sub- 
ment be in writing, and executed and approved || 


ject to prosecution for misdemeanor in any 


‘court of the United States, and, on convic- 
| tion, shall be fined not less than $1,000, and 


imprisoned not jess than six months, and it 
shall be the duty of all district attorneys of 
the United States to prosecute such cases when 
applied to to do so,and their failure and re- 
fusal shall bé ground for their removal from 
office; and any Indian agent or other person 
in the employment of the United States who 
shall, in violation of the provisions of this act, 
advise, sanction, or in any way aid in the 
making of such contracts or agreements, in 
making such payments as are here prohibited, 
shall, in addition to the punishment herein 
imposed on the person making said contract 
or receiving said money, be, on gonviction, 
dismissed from the service of the United 
States, and be forever disqualified from hold- 
ing any office of profit or trust under the same. 
_ Mr. SHANKS, J call the previous ques- 
tion. 

The pevious question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ME-SHIN-@O-ME-SIA. 


„Mr. SHANKS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back a substitute with 
amendments for House bill No. 188, to 
authorize the circuit court of the United States 
for the district of Indiana to make partition 
of the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, 4 
Miami Indian. 

The substitute was read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed, on written appli- 
cation of the chief of suid band being first filed in 
his office, to cause partition to be made of the reser- 
vation in trust for the band of Me-shin-go-me-sla 
of ten sections of land made by the seventh article 
of the treaty between the United States and the, 
Miami tribe of Indians, entered into on the 28th day 
of November, 1840. and by the Senate amendment 
thereto; and the United States hereby release to 
said band all right of purchase of said reservation. 


1872. 
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e expenses of said partition to he paid by said 
ted and the amount to be deducted by the Secre- 
tery of the Interior from any annuities or other 
moneys due or to become due the several persons to 
whom partition shall be made. , 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
ascertain, by name, what persons constituted the 
pand of Me-shin-go-me-sia on the 28th day of No- 
vember, D. 1840, and then shall proceed to 
make partition of said reserved lands per capita, 
in quantity, to the survivors of said band, and to 
their descendants, and to descendants of those who 
were members of said_band at said date, but who 
have since deceased. He shall also include in said 
partition list those persons of Miami blood not of 
said band, but who have intermarried with a mem- 
þer of said band, and who may be living at the date 
of said partition. In making said Jists and partition 
the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to take 
testimony in the vicinity of said reservation, and 
to make a record of the game to accompany said 
lists. 

Suc. 3, That in the partition of said reservation 
the homes and improvements of the several persons 
entitled under section two of this act shall be set 
apart to the occupants as far as it can be done in 
justice to all the parties in interest, the corners of 
the several tracts to be distinctly marked and wit- 
nessed, and a record kept thereof and filed in the 
office of the Secretary of the Interior, and certified 
copies thereof and of the lists so made, as heretofore 
provided, to be forwarded to and filed in the offices 
of the auditors of Grant ang Wabash counties, in 
the State of Indiana, where said land lies. The 
Secretary of the Interior shall, so soon as said par~ 
tition is made, cause patents to issue to the several 
persons to whom partition is made under this act, 


conveying in fee to each the tract of land so set l 


apart to him or her, which shall entitle the owner 
thereof to the use, occupancy, and control of the 
same aguinst all claims whatsoever: Provided, That 
after the date of partition the said lands shall be- 
come subject to the Jaws of descent of the State of 
Indiana the same as other landsin said State, 

Sac. 4. That said lands shall never be subject in 
any time to come to any debt contracted, the con- 
sideration of which passed, in whole orin part, prior 
to the date of partition thereof; nor shall said lands 
be subject to levy, salo, forfeiture, or mortgage, nor 
to any lease, for a longer period at any one time than 
three years (to be in writing in all cases) prior to the 
Ist'day of January, 1881; nor shall said lands be dis- 
posed of, contracted, or sold by the owners thereof, 


underthis partition, prior to the Istday of January, 


1881: Provided, That the same shall be subject to 
taxation as other property under the lawsof the 
' Btate of fadiana on and after that date. . 

Src. 5. That the members of said band, and their 
descendants, shall become citizens of the United 
States on the Ist of January, 1881. 

The first amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was read, as follows: 

_ After the word “made,” at the end of line fifteen, 
in section one, insert the following: 

Provided, That any costs or expenses made by 
claimants who shall not be found entitled to share 
in said lands shail not be a lien thereon, but shall 
be paid by said claimants, to be retained by said 
Secretary outof any moneys that may be due or 
become due them from the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That if from any cause the chief of 
said band shall fail to make said written applica- 
tion within six months next after the passage of this 
act, any person or persons interested in said lauds 
may make the same, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The second amendment was to strike out of 
section two of the substitute the last sentence, 
and to insert in lieu thereof the following : 

In making said partition lists, the Secretary of the 
Interior is authorized to take or cause to be taken 
such testimony as he may deem necessary with the 
information now on file in his office, to enable him 
to discharge his duties under this act. Such testi- 
mony may be taken before any person authorized 
to take and certify depositions under the laws of the 
State of Indiana, the testimony to be taken on said 
reservation, 

Mr. SARGENT. Is this partition subject 
to the consent of this band? 

Mr. SHANKS. It is. 

Mr. SARGENT. How many are there in 
the band ? 

Mr. SHANKS. About fifty-two persons. 

Mr. SARGENT. How much funds have 
they in the hands of the Government? 

Mr. SHANKS. Some six installments, the 
last due in 1879. This does not affect the 
funds at all, but relates to the ten sections of 
land granted to them under the treaty of 1844. 

Mr. SARGENT. This provides that the 
expenses of this partition shall be paid out of 
the funds due the tribe. 

Mr. SHANKS. Yes. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. There are funds enough 
for that purpose now due them? 

Mr. SHANKS, A plenty. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the gentleman con- 


template that under this legislation these 
Indians will become citizens of the United 
States? 

„Mr. SHANKS. Ido. I know the indi- 
viduals personally, and am acting advisedly 


| about this matter. 


Mr. SARGENT. How much land do they 


| get under this bill? 


Mr. SHANKS. Ten sections, to be divided 


| between fifty-two persons, I believe, who reside 


in the district of my colleague, [Mr. Tyner. ] 
Mr. TYNER. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from California, [Mr. Sargent, ] who has 
raised some inquiries in regard to this bill, that 
the land involved, the title of which is to be 
settled, embraces ten sections. The aggregate 
amount due from the United States to the Mi- 


| ami Indians of Indiana, numbering about three 


hundred, is something over two hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars. The fifty-two per- 
sons who are interested in this land constitute 
but one fourth of the aggregate number of 
those who are to draw this principal at the 
expiration of about nine years; so that there 
will be over fifty thousand dollars, with ac- 
crued interest, belonging to the fifty-two per- 
sons who are interested in this land, to pay 
the expenses of this partition. 

I desire to say, in addition, that the ten sec- 
tions of land referred to in the bill are situate 
in my district, and that this measure is the 
result of an agreement between various claim- 
ants to the land to settle a title which has been 
in dispute for nearly forty years. I hope the 
abe will not hesitate a moment to pass the 

ill. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Indiana whether this bill and 
the amendments conform to the treaty of 1854 
and the amendments of the Senate thereto in 
relation to the disposition of the land and funds 
of the western Miamies? 

Mr. SHANKS. The bill has no relation at 
all to the funds of the western Miamies or of the 
eastern Miamies. It relates only to the ten sec- 
tions of land ceded by a treaty of November 
6, 1888, to Me-to-si-nia, the father of Me-shin- 
go-me-sia. On the death of Me-to-si-nia, Me- 
shin-go-me-sia became chief of this band ; and 
by a subsequent treaty of November 28, 1840, 
the same ten sections of land were ceded to 
Me-shin-go-me-sia in trust for his band. 

Mr. RICH, of Illinois. The bill relates only 
to those ten sections? 

Mr. SHANKS. ‘That is all. 

Mr. TYNER. The ten sections of land re- 
ferred to in this bill are situate in the State 
of Indiana, notin Kansas, where are the lands 
referred to in the treaty of 1854. This is 
simply a reservation to a band of the original 
tribe of Miami Indians who reside in Indiana, 
and itis a reservation provided for by stipu- 
lation of the treaty of 1848, ‘The stipulations 
of the treaty of 1848 have not been in any way 
varied by the treaty of 1854. 

Mr. RICH, of Illinois. Then this does not 
affect the western lands. 

Mr. TYNER. Not in any way. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the 
second amendment of the committee, and it 
was agreed to. 

‘The substitute, as amended, was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 


| engrossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


| time, and passed. 


Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHANKS. I move to amend the title 
of the bill just passed by striking out “circuit 
court’? and inserting ‘* Secretary of the Inte- 
rior ;’’ so that the-title will read: “A bill to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 


make partition of the reservation to Me-shin- | 


go-me-sia, a Miami Indian.” 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. SHANKS also, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported back with an amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. No. 872) to provide for 
the sale of certain New York Indian lands in 
Kansas. 

The bill, which was read, provides that those 
persons, being heads of families or single per- 
sons over twenty-one years of age, who have 
made settlement and improvement upon and 
are bona fide claimants of and occupants of, 


| either in person or by tenants, the lands in 
| Kansas which were allotted to certain New 


York Indians, and for which certificates of 
allotment dated the 14th day of September, 
1860, for three hundred and twenty acres of 
land, each, were issued to thirty-two of those 
Indians, shall be authorized and permitted to 
enter and purchase at the proper land office 
the lands so occupied by them, in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, ac- 
cording to the Government surveys, on paying 
therefor in lawful money of the United States 
$2 50 an acre, and patents shall issue to 
them therefor as in other cases; and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall prescribe such reg- 
ulations as may be necessary. to carry this act 
into effect according to the intent thereof, and 
such entries shall be made within one year 
from the time such regulations shall be pro- 
mulgated, and the moneys that shall arise from 
such sales shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, in trust for and to be paid 
to said Indians, holders of said certificates, 


| their heirs or legal representatives, upon satis- 


factory proof of their identity to the Secretary 
of the Interior, at any time within two years 
from the passage of this act; and in case such 


| proof is not made within the time specified, 


then the proceeds of such sales, or so much 
thereof as shall not have been paid under 
the provisions of this act, shall become a part 
of the public moneys of the United States. 
But any Indian to whom any of the certificates 
was issued, and who is now occupying the 
land allotted thereby, is to be entitled to 
receive a patent therefor. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was read, as follows : 

In lines fifteen and sixteen, strike out ‘$2 50” and 
insert "$3 75;” and in line twenty-six strike out 
“two” and insert “five.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALIENATION OF MIAMI INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. SHANKS, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1841) author- 
izing the removal of restrictions “upon the 
alienation of certain Miami Indian lands in 


| the State of Kansas, with an amendment. 


The bil, which was read, provides that the 
Legislature of the State of Kansas is hereby 
authorized to remove the restrictions against 
the liability to leases, alienation, levy, sale, 
execution, and forfeiture of lands in said State, 
patented under and in pursuance of the second 
article of the treaty of June 5, 1854, between 
the Miami Indians and the United States. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Add to line eight, after the word * States,” the 
following: 

And Congress hereby assents to the removal of such 
restrictions as provided by joint resolution of Kan- 
sas, approved March 1, 1872, provided such removal 
shall not be made or take effect as to any of said 
lands while the title thereto remains in the patentee 
of the same, or his or her descendants, not citizens of 
the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 


i engrossed and read a third time ; and being 
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engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CATTARAUGUS AND ALLEGANY INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2264) to 
authorize the Cattaraugusand Allegany Indians 
in New York to lease lands and confirm leases, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the Cattaraugus and Allegany 
Indians, located in Cattaraugus county, New 
York, are hereby authorized by a resolution 
of their council, according to their system of 
government, to lease any of their lands for 
village lots in the village of Salamanca, in 
said county, forthe purpose of erecting thereon 
any private residences or business houses; and 
the above provisions shall also apply to the 
villages of Great Valley and Carrolton, in said 
county, and all leases heretofore made by said 
Indians in council, as aforesaid, are hereby 
confirmed. 

The second section provides that said Indian 
council is hereby authorized, by resolution as 
aforesaid, to designate and set apart to any 
Indian of either of said tribes any quantity of 
land on either of said reservations, not exceed- 
ing fitty acres, for agricultural purposes, which 
said Indian may occupy, improve, and enjoy 
the same as though he were the owner in fee- 
simple, 

The third section provides that any Indian 
in either of said tribes is hereby authorized to 
sell and dispose of his personal property, and 
receive pay therefor, in the same manner as 
any citizen of the State of New York, and main- 
tain an action therefor in said State courts to 
the same extent as a citizen may; and any 
{ndian in the occupancy of his land as afore 
suid is hereby authorized to maintain any 
action in the courts of said State that any cit- 
izeo could, for the recovery of his real or per- 
sonal property, or for the recovery of any 
damage done to said property, or to recover 
the value of any personal property wrongfully 
taken from him. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; andalso moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF KANSAS INDIANS, 


Mr. BURDETT, from the Committe on 
Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2623) to provide for the removal of the Kan- 
sas tribe of Indians to the Indian territory, 
and to dispose of their lands in Kansas to 
actual setthers only. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to cause to be appraised and sold so much of 
the lands heretofore owned by the Kansas 
tribe of Indians, in the State of Kansas, and 
which was ceded to the United States in trust 
in the treaty made by the United States and 
‘ said Indians, proclaimed November 17, A. D. 
1860, and which remain unsold, in the follow- 
ing manner, namely: the said Secretary shall 
appoint three disinterested and competent 
persons, who shall, after being duly sworn to 
perform said service faithfully and impartially, 
personally examine and appraise said lands 
by legal subdivisions of one hundred and 
sixty acres or less, separately from the value 
of any improvements on the same, and also 
the value of said improvements, distinguish- 
ing between improvements made by members 
of said Indian tribe, the United States, and 
white settlers, and make return thereof to the 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs ; provided 
that the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
discretion, set aside any appraisements that 
may be made unacr the provisions of this 
section, and cause a new appraisement to be 
made. 

The second section provides that each bona 
fide settler at the time occupying any portion 
of said lands and having made valuable im- 
provements thereon, or the heirs-at-law of such, 
who is a citizen of the United States, or who 
has declared his intention to become such, 
shall be entitled, at any time within one year 
from the approval of said appraisement, to 
purchase, for cash, the land so occupied and 
improved by him, not to exceed one hundred 
and sixty acres in each case, at the appraised 
value thereof, including the appraised value of 
any improvements which may have been made 
by the United States or any of said Indians on 
the same, under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

The third section provides that all the lands 
mentioned in the first section of this act now 
occupied by bona fide settlers, as mentioned in 
the second section of this act, remaining unsold 
at the expiration of one year from the approval 
of said appraisement, shall be sold at public 
sale, after due advertisement, to the highest 
bidder for cash, in tracts not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres; and all the lands 
mentioned in the first section of this act which 
shall be unoccupied by bona fide settlers at 
the date of such appraisement may be sold at 
any time after the approval of said appraise- 
ment, at public sale, after due advertisement, 
to the highest bidder for cash, in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe; provided that in 
no case shall any of the lands mentioned in 
this act be sold at less than their appraised 
value; and provided further that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may, in his discretion, 
open any of said lands remaining unsold after 
having been publicly offered to cash entry at 
their appraised value, subject to the rights of 
bona fide settlers as provided for in this act; 
provided, however, that the proceeds of the 
sale of said lands and improvements, after 
paying the expenses of said appraisement and 
sale, shall be applied in accordance with the 
provisions of said treaty in the payment of the 
liquidated indebtedness of said Kansas tribe 
of Indians pro rata as the same shall be 
received, and the excess, if any, shall be dis- 
tributed to the said Indians per capita, in 
money. 

The fourth section provides that if said 
Kansas tribe of Indians shall signify to the 
President of the United States their desire to 
sell their diminished reserve, as indicated in 
said treaty, including lands held in severalty 
and in common, and to remove from the State 
of Kansas, and shall so agree in such manner 
as the President may prescribe, the Secretary 
of the Interior may cause the same to be ap- 
praised in legal subdivisions as hereinbefore 
provided for the appraisement of the so-called 
‘t trust lands,” and sold, in quantities not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, at not 
less than its appraised value, after due notice, 
to the highest bidder or bidders, on sealed 
bids, including improvements of every char- 
acter, and no preference shall be given to set- 
tlers on any part of said diminished reserve ; 
and the appraised value of any improvements 
on any part of said diminished reserve, made 
by any member of said tribe, shall be paid to 
him or her in person ; and the residue of the 
proceeds of said sales shall belong to said 
tribe in common; fifty per cent. of which shall 
be placed to their credit on the books of the 
Treasury, and bear interest at the rate of five 
per cent. per annum, and said interest, to be 
paid to them semi-annually, for the term of 
twenty years, after which the principal shall 
be paid to the members of said tribe per 
capita, and the remaining fifty per cent. of 


the proceeds of sales, as aforesaid, shall be 
used in providing and improving for them new 
homes in the Indian territory, and in subsist- 
ing them until they may become self-sustain- 
ing; provided that if any adult member of 

said tribe to whom an allotment was assigned: 
under the provision of articles one and two 
of said treaty of November, 1860, shall desire 
to remain upon the same, such member of 
said tribe shall, upon satisfying the Secretary’ ` 
of the Interior of it that he or she is the per- 

son to whom such allotment was originally 

assigned, and that he or she since the dale of 

such assignment continued to occupy and cul- 

tivate the same, be entitled to demand and 

receive for such allotment a patent in fee- 

simple to such land as was patented, which 

shall be exempt from levy, taxation, or sale, 

during the natural life of such Indian. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. I ask that the first 
two sections of the bill may be again reported, 

The first two sections were again read. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman who has the bill in charge, why it is 
that these lands are taken from under the op- 
eration of the preémption law; why it is 
sought to have them sold at private sale? It 
seems to me a very bad rule, unless some 
reason exists for it of which I am not aware. 

Mr. BURDETT. In reply tothe gentleman 
from California, [ Mr. Coamuan, ] I will say that 
these are not the lands of the United States. 
They are Indian lands. By the treaty of 1869 
they were confirmed as a part of the reserva- 
tion to the Kansas tribe. But by that treaty 
this portion of the lands, specified in the first 
and second sections of the bill, was set apart 
in trust for the United States to be sold for 
the liquidation of certain indebtedness which 
had accrued against the Indians, and as being 
a larger amount of land than was necessary 
for the use of the Indians. They are there- 
fore not the lands of the United States, and 
the preémption and homestead laws of the 
United States accordingly do not apply. ‘they 
are held in trust by the United States under 
the treaty for the sole purpose of sale for the 
benefit of the Indians. Therefore, in prepar- 
ing a bill providing for their sale, it has of 
course been proper and necessary to see that 
the Indian obtains the best rights which can 
possibly be obtained for him. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Ifthe gentleman will per- 
mit me, I desire to ask another question. This 
bill gives the settlers on the land the right to 
purchase it. In what manner have they the 
right to purchase it now? Have they not the 
right under the preémption laws? 

Mr. BURDETT. There is no right to pur- 
chase whatever until the passage of this bill. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Under this bill, for one 
or two years, those who are the actual settlers 
have the preference in buying. 

Mr. BURDETT. They have the right to 
purchase if they aro willing to give the value 
of the lands. 

alr, COGHLAN. Under the preémption 
laws? ; . 

Mr. BURDETT. The preémption laws do 
vot and cannot attach to this at all. i 

-AMr. SARGENT. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Burverr] 
whether it is not better for the Indians, and 
whether it will not bring more money, to have 
these lands put up to competition, rather than 
that they shall be disposed of by private sale. 

Mr. BURDETT. If the gentleman from 
California asks my opinion upon that question, 
I will say to him that in my judgment the 
answer should be, “No.” I think there is suf- 
cient knowledge among the gentlemen of this 
House as to the operation of land sales upon 
the border to make them aware that very 
often, and almost always, such combinations 
are formed as that it is impossible that large 
tracts of land shall go beyond a certain figure. 
_ Mr. SARGENT. The experiment was tried 
in Wisconsin for the first time last year. 4 
bill was passed which provided that sales 
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should be by open competition and in limited 
quantities upon the ground; and I am in- 
formed by authority that the land brought 
over fifty per cent. above the appraisement, 
which was a very fair premium. 

Mr. CONGER. Those were pine lands, 
very valuable lands, and there was great 
competition, VEA 

Mr. BURDETT. As to that matter, it is 
proper to say that provision for purchase at 
the appraisement is only made in aid and for 
the benefit of the actual bona fide settlers upon 
the land. As to all the balance of the lands, 
provision is made in the bill that they shall be 
sold, on sealed bids, to the highest bidder. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I desire 
to ask the gentleman a question. Does the 
pill provide that this land shall not be sold for 
less than its appraised value? 

Mr. BURDETT. That is provided for in 
two sections. It is amply provided for. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. That is 


right. 

Sir. BURDETT. It is distinctly provided 
that neither at private sale nor on sealed bid 
shall the land be sold at less than its appraised 
value. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
the bill. 

Mr. BURDETT. Inow call the previous 
question upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third’ reading ; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker 
signed the same: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 174) repealing the duty 
on tea and coffee. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, reported that the committee had 
examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to an act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 
construction of its road, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 8, 1871. 


REMOVAL OF THE FLATHEAD INDIANS. 


Mr. BURDETT also, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2624) to provide for the removal of the Flat- 
head and other Indians from the Bitter Root 
valley, in the Territory of Montana; which 
was read a first and second time. 
ca I call for the reading of 

e bill. 


The bill was read, and is as follows: 


A bill to provide for the removal of the Flathead 
and other Indians from the Bitter Root valley, in 
the Territory of Montana. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That it shall be the duty of the President, as 
800n as practicable, toremove the Flathead Indians, 
whether of full or mixed bloods,) and all other In- 
Qians connected with said tribe and recognized as 
members thereof, from the Bitter Root valley, in 
the Territory of Montana, to the general reservation 
In said Territory, (commonly known as the Jocko 
(servation, ) which, by a treaty concluded at Heli 

ate, in the Bitter Root valley, July 16, 1855, and 
ratified by the Senate March 8, 1859, between the 

hited States and the confederated tribes of Flat- 
ead, Kootenai, and Pend d’Oreille Indians, was 

Set apart and reserved for the use and occupation 

of said confederated tribes; and to defray the ex- 

penses ofsaid removal, and to aidin thesubsistence 
ot said Indians during the first year, there shall be 
typ gnded, under the direction of the Secretary of 

® Interior, a sum not exceeding $5,000, whenever 
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an appropriation shall be made for that purpose, 
the same to be reimbursed to the United States as 
hereinafter provided, 

Sec. 2. That assoon as practicable after the pas- 
sage of this act, the surveyor general of Montana 
Territory shall cause to be surveyed, as other public 
lands of the United States are surveyed, the lands 
in the Bitter Creek valley lying above the Lo-Lo 
fork of the Bitter Root river, and said lands shall 
be open to settlement and shall be sold in legal sub- 
divisions to actual settlers only, the same being 
citizens of the United States or having duly declared 
their intention to become such citizens, said settlers 
being heads of families or over twenty-one years 
of age, in quantities not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres to each settler, at the price of $1 25 
per acre, payment to be made in cash within 
twenty-one months from the date of settlement 
or of the passage of this act. The sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections of suid lands shall be reserved 
for school purposes in the manner provided by 
law. Town sites in said valley may he reserved 
and entered as provided by law: Provided, That 
no more than fifteen townships of the lands so sur- 
veyed shall be deemed to be subject to the pro~ 
visions of this act: And provided further, That none 
of the lands in said valley above the Lo-Lo fork 
shall be open to settlement under the homestead 
and preémption laws of the United States. An ac- 
count shall be kept by the Secretary of the Interior 
of the proceeds of said land, and out of the first 
moneys arising therefrom there shall be reserved 
and set apart for the use of said Indians the sum of 
$100,000, to be by the President expended in annual 
instaliments in such manner as in his judgment 
shall be for the best good of said Indians; but no 
more than $5,000 shall be expended in any one year. 

Src. 3. Any of said Indians, being the head of a 
family or twenty-one years of age, who shall at the 
passage of this act be actually residing upon and 
cultivating any portion of said lands, shall be per- 
mitted to remain in said valley, and preémpt without 
cost the land so occupied and cultivated, not ex- 
ceeding in amount one hundred and sixty acres: 
Provided, That such Indian shall, prior to August 1, 
1872, notify the superintendent of Indian affairs for 
Montana Territory that he abandons his tribal rela- 
tions with said tribe, and intends to remain in said 
valley. 

Sro. 4, That any actual settler in said valley, 
above the Lo-Lo fork, who shall come within the 
provisions of the act of Congress of September 27, 
1850, entitled “ An act to create the office of sur- 
veyor general of the public lands in Oregon, and to 
provide for the survey, and to make donations to 
settlers of the said public lands,” and the acts 
amendatory thereof, shall be permitted to establish 
such fact in the land office in the said Territory of 
Montana, and upon proof of compliance with the 
provisions of said act or acts, shall be permitted to 
obtain title inthe manner provided therein to such 
quantity of land as he may be entitled to under the 
same, All disputes as to title to any lands mèn- 
tioned in this act shall be decided according to tho 
rules governing the decision of disputes in ordinar: 
cases under the preémption laws of the Unite 
States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will 
strike out that part of the bill which relates to 
preémption. 

Mr. SARGENT, This bill has not been 
printed. Jt came in originally as a written 
substitute for another bill, My impression is 
that some provisions of the bill are not safe. 
I wish gentlemen would allow the bill to be 
printed and let it come up to-morrow. I 
would like to have an opportunity to examine 
it. Wehave legislated upon this subject in 
the deficiency bill, and I want to see whether 
any portion of this bill contradicts that legis- 
lation. 

Mr. SHANKS. Has any arrangement been 
made for the printing of this bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. It has not been printed. 

Mr. BURDETT. I suggest that it be also 
printed in the Globe. A 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. T 

Mr. BURDETT. I have no objection to 
the postponement of the bill if it will not lose 
its place. 

Mr. SARGENT. The morning hour will 
expire in about two minutes, and the bill will 
keep its place and come up to-morrow in the 
morning hour. It is impossible for us to 
understand what objection there may be made 
to the bill from merely hearing it read at 
the Clerk’s desk. I suggest that the House 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union now, instead of waiting two min- 
utes, at the end of which the morning hour 
will expire. a f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain 
a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the tariff, ; 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be- 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider the tariff bill, 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
consent that if the deficiency bill comes over 
from the Senate it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, the amendments being numbered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put that 
question to the House when the bill comes 
over. It is not here yet, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I want to have 
it printed by to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman cannot be received until the bill is 
brought over here. 

TARILE, 

The motion of Mr. Dawns was agreed to; 
and the House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorr in the chair,) aud re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The geutleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerrey] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Task the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. It will be remembered that 
on yesterday I hada colloquy with the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] and 
found some difficulty in obtaining from him 
an answer toa question which I propounded 
to him. I could only get that answer by my- 
self promising to answer a question which he 
putto me, ‘The answer which I gave is in 
the Daily Globe of this morning; but the 
answer which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooks] gave to me has some how or 
other dropped out of the Globe. I suppose it 
was because it was not caught by the reporter. 
I eallattention tothis fact, in justice to the gen- 
tleman from New York, for I know he would not 
like to stand in the Globe as having promised to 
give, and then after having got the consideration 
failed to keep his promise. I know it is the 
fault of the reporters, and therefore I make 
this statement in justice to the gentleman. I 
understood the gentleman’s answer to be that 
he intended to ‘‘ vote for the bill in the main,”’ 
but I see the reporter did not catch it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Thatis what 
I said. E 

Mr. KELLEY addressed the committee in 
remarks which will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. In the few moments [ 
have left of my time I shall speak in favor of 
an interest second to none, I believe, in the 
world. I would observe that but for it the 
spindles of New England and the fire in the 
forges of Pennsylvania would stop and go out. 

IT protest against the majority bill on this 
account: that it reduces the tariff on wool 
twenty per cent. The western part of the 
State of New York, which I have the honor 
in part to represent, is largely interested in 
wool-growing. On account of the insects 
some years ago destroying the -wheat crops 
which produced the Genessee brand, the farm- 
ers in that section turned their attention to 
growing wool, and they are largely interected 
now in fine wool growing. I submit, that to 
strike off twenty per cent. at once would be to 
do that interest a great injustice. 

I am not here, sir, to speak in behalf of a 
merely local interest, for | claim that.ia every 
industry upon American soil we are all inter- 
ested. I have no sympathy with the men who 
speak of the interest of Pennsylvania as simply 
the interests of a locality. J claim that they 
are the interests of the United States of Amer- 
ica; When gentlemen make a fling at New 
England in connection with her manufactures, 
I wish to raise my voice and say that it ‘is 
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the manufacturers upon American soil who 
create their products by the labor of Ameri- 
can operatives, and carry on their operations 
mainly by American capital. 

Sir, if you strike down agriculture all the 
rest of the industries of the country will ulti- 
mately disappear. Agriculture is like the cor- 
ner-stone of a great agricultural edifice, and 
if it should be struck down the other interests 
of the country must of necessity go into bank- 
ruptey, When the farmer, sir, raises a good 
crop and gets a good price for it he can pay 
the laborer who performs his labor; he can 
pay also the mechanic and the country mer- 
chant, and the country merchant in turn pays 
his city creditor; and thus the money is ever 
moving about and flowing between the rural 
parts of the country and its great commercial 
centers. When he has a short crop, or prices 
go down, he cannot pay his mechanic, his 
merchant, his laborers, and the result is that 
the country merchant has to apply for an ex- 
tension of time, and if it is not given to him 
he of necessity goes into bankruptcy. So that, 
in point of fact, the prosperity of the farmer 
is the prosperity of the city of New York. I 
wish my colleagues from the city of New York 
could realize this to its fullest extent. For 
1¥ you strike down the interests of the west- 
ern farmers you reduce the merchants of the 
city to bankruptcy; but allow them to have 
as fair a chance as other producers have, and 
they will add to your wealth and the greatness 
of the city. 

Why, sir, we hear a great deal about pro- 
tection, A great deal is said abont the iron 
interest of Pennsylvania. Look at the prin- 
ciple fora moment. Go to a mountain gorge, 
and what is the ore there worth before it is 
manufactured into pigs or bars of iron? If 
you analyze it you will see that a very small 
portion of its value is the iron ore. Its chief 
value is made up of the muscle which the 
laborers have expended upon its production, 
and in addition to this those laborers have 
made a market at home. When it is once 
taken from the side of the mountain, that 
which gives it worth is the labor bestowed 
upon it, which increases his profits and gives 
him bread for his family. 

Sir, I have not time, of course, in the short 
time that remains to me, to go into the details 
of this matter. What I wish to say is that I 
am not in favor of protecting one interest 
especially against another. 1 know it has been 
said, and said here upon this floor, that it has 
erushed out the poor man, while the coat 
on his back and the knife and fork which he 
uses are taxed. But, sir, by sustaining manu- 
factories the manufacturers employ laborers, 
and by sustaining the farmer he must hire 
labor; and so it isin any branch of industry, 
labor must necessarily be employed. Strike 
down that branch of industry, and in a short 
time foreign competitors would come in and 
flood the market with their goods, and when 
once they have driven out the American man- 
ufacturer they would establish their own prices. 

But, sir, I must hurry on to another point. 
I trust that before long we shall resume specie 
payments. What would be the result of that 
measure if we do not manufacture to such an 
extent as to keep the balance of exchanges 
on our own side? How often do we read in 
the New York papers that such a steamer 
sailed to-day taking out $50,000 in specie, and 
another one will sail to-morrow, and will take 
out $1,000,000. Why is this? It is because 
weimport more than we export, and the balance 
against us is to be paid in gold and silver. Sus- 
tain American industry and we shall export 
more than we import, and the balance will 
then be in our favor, so that our banking in- 
stitutions can go on healthfully. This is a 
very important point, and 1 hope the time will 
speedily come when we shall compel the banks 
to resume specie payment, but at the same 
time we must protect our own industry, so that 
the balance of trade shall be in our favor.. 
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Now, sir, I do not speak in the interest of 
one section as against another. Let us look 
at the question as Americans, not as Penn- 
sylvanians, or New Yorkers, or as Southern- 
ers, or as western men, but in the interest 
of our common country. Let us stand by our 
own country against foreigners, whether they 
are competing with us in selling their goods 
or anything else. 

When we had our trouble with the South, if 
they had had manufacturing interests such as 
we had at the North they would have given us 
much more trouble than they did. Now,what 
I wish to say is, that lam not in favor of a 
high protective policy so much, bat am in 
favor of placing on the free list articles of 
necessity which every man uses, whether he 
be rich or poor, high or low, black or white. 

Take the articles of tea, coffee, spices, &e. 
Every dollar that we may levy on them must 
of necessity be added to the price of the arti- 
cle. You can reach the poor man, you can 
reach the rich man, everybody that uses those 
articles, by taking off the duty from all such 
articles as we do not produce. And I hope it 
will be done; I hope that the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Kerrey] will be substituted for the other, and 
that we shallamend it in such a way as to be 
satisfactory to a majority of this House, and I 
should hope to the whole country. 

Mr. Chairman, the action of the House this 
morning in taking the duty off tea and coffee 
has made quite a difference in reference to the 
amount of revenue we are to raise from im- 
ports. I would not tax an article especially 
for the purpose of protection. But I would 
lay the duty in such a way that incidentally of 
itself it would protect American agriculture 
and manufacturers. Allow me to ask a single 
question of my friends here. The present 
tariff substantially was put on for the purpose 
of raising revenue. The idea was that we 
must raise a revenue on everything, for the 
purpose of sustaining the war and paying off 
our war debt. When this present tariff was 
originally passed during the war, (I acknowl- 
edge that it has been reduced some since, ) it 
was made for the purpose of raising revenue 
on everything, without any reference particu- 
larly to American industry and its protection, 
What has been the result? Let me ask gen- 


tlemen everywhere throughout the length and | 


breadth of this land, where is the nation to-day 
that is able to stand as we do, with a debt 
upon us, and so prosperous and happy as we 
are in five years after the close of the war? 
What has produced this condition of things? 
I do not say it is the tariff, but I do say that 
during all this time American industry has 
been protected, and the people have been pros- 
perous and happy under the circumstances, 
and if the tariff has not done it, then L do not 
know what has; at least that is where we 
stand to-day. 

Now, if we can, let us stand by all branches 
of American industry, and it will be for the 
benefit of all classes. I would not tax one 
article, I would not make my friend here pay 
a tax, without giving back something that 
would be a benefit. If we strike down one 
branch of industry the operatives now em- 
ployed in that branch will have to resort to 
something else for a livelihood; perhaps go 
west of the Mississippi, or in some of the great 
western States and engage in agricultural pur- 
suits. There should bea fair division between 
capital and labor, and a fair division of labor; 
that is what we want, and keep the balance of 
trade in our favor with the rest of the world. 
If that is done we will get on well in spite of 
ourselyes. For the last five years we have 
prospered in spite of ourselves; we have prose- 
cuted a war successfully; we are now paying 
off our war debt. And if we continue to fos- 
ter American capital and industry as weshould 
do, we will be able to compete with the world; 
there can hardly be any doubt of that. 

Now a word or two more for the farmer, 


One important fact is that the farmer is now 
raising wool in western New York, I locate 
it there for the purpose of illustrating my ar- 
gument. Wool-growing fills a vacuum there, 
Formerly we had our market in the fall of the 
year, when we sold our corn and wheat; and 
then we had to go another year before we had 
another market. But since our farmers have 
turned their attention to raising wool, we have 
a market for wool in July and August, and are 
thus able to obtain money before the fall 
market, which soon passes to the great com- 
mercial center, the city of New York. With 
that the farmer is prosperous; every one is 
prosperous; every branch of industry is sus- 
tained, and the laboring man, as well as the 
man who owns the farm, feels and knows that 
he is better off, 

When you talk to the laboring man about 
the tax on bis coat, he may turn around to 
say, as the man of old said, ‘‘ Whereas I was 
blind, now I see,” and say, ‘‘ Whereas I could 
not formerly clothe my children, I can now do 
so, and they are going to a free school.” You 
may confound him with arguments about 
the tariff; he may not be able to understand 
them. So it was with the poor man of old, 
who could not answer the questions put to 
him by the Pharisees, yet who said, ‘One 
thing I know ; that whereas I was blind, now I 
see.” So with the poor man in this country, 


| he can say, ‘One thing I know: whereas I 


formerly received so much for my labor, I 
now get more; whereas I formerly could not 
clothe my children properly, 1 can now do so 
and send them to school free; for my rich 
neighbor pays for that as well as I.’ 

It seems to me that gentlemen make a great 
mistake in their arguments. Facts and figures 
will tell. Į remember once hearing of a law- 
suit in which proof was made that the water 
of a spring ran up hill. Now, everybody knew 
that in point of fact that could not be true, 
because water will find its level. Yet according 
to the evidence, if you consider that alone, the 
proof was that the water from the spring ran 
up hill. But when we reflect for a moment, 
that water will find its level, we know it can- 
not be so. So it isin reference to the tariff, 
which is complained of as destroying all the 
interests of the country, and especially those 
of the poor man. [ hope that we shall pro- 
tect, not only the interests of the farmer, but 
those of the mechanic, the iron-monger, the 


| worker in every branch of industry, and in 


every part of our common country, remem: 
bering that this is one country once more, and 
as we trust, is to continue so forever. 

Mr. STEVENSON addressed the committee 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. CONNER. Mr. Chairman, with refer- 
ence to the very important bill now submitted 
for the consideration of this House, a few 
general views suggest themselves before enter- 
ing into any specific examination of its provis- 
ions. It should never be forgotten by national 
legislators that the taxing powers intrusted to 
them by the people are only a part of all 
those necessary to be exercised in the public 
welfare. The States and municipalities exer- 
cise the most numerous functions in our com- 
plicated system of government, and neces: 
sarily cost the most money to the people, so 
that whatever burdens we may impose upon 
our constituents are always superimposed 
burdens, the State and local taxes lying ever 
solidly beneath, 

The amount of taxation levied and collected 
by the State, county, and municipal govern- 
meuts of the country is no less than $300,~ 
000,000 per annum. These taxes, though 
chiefly predicated, are calculated in the first 
Instance upon real estate, and, levied upon the 
owners thereof, have, through the connection 
of rents, wages, prices, interest, profits, and 
other agencies, distributed themselves through: 
out all classes of society, so that ultimately 
they are sustained by all the citizens of the 
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States, whether owners of real estate or not, 
or whether residents of the locality where they 
arg first imposed or not. Though without 
dd@bt in many instances wastefully and ex- 
travavantly, and in some cases, as in New 
York city, South Carolina, and my own State 
of Texas, dishonestly expended and dissipated, 
the revenues thus obtained are nevertheless 
largely returned to the people in the form of 
needful public improvements, such as roads, 
streets, bridges, lamps, aqueducts, sewers, &c., 
and in the protection to life, limb, and prop- 
erty, the preservation of the public health, the 
education of youth, and the care of the help- 


less, afforded by the local constabularies or | 


police, the courts of law, (which, with certain 
notable exceptions, are generally impartially 
administered,) by prisons, offices of record, 
hospitals, infirmaries, colleges, schools, asy- 
lums, alms-houses, and other institutions of 
the State, county, and municipal governments. 

Now, on the top of all this comes the 
$400,000,000 of taxes imposed by this Federal 
Government, imposed as customs duties, 
mainly upon the importation of grain, gro- 
ceries, clothing, crockery, glass, liquors, to- 
bacco, carpets, hardware, and the materials 
that enter into the same; and imposed in the 
form of internal taxes, mainly upon the trans- 
actions of banks, insurance companies, and 
railroads; upon the incomes of individuals and 
corporations, and upon the domestic produc- 
tions of liquors and tobacco. 

So long as the Federal Government has to 

eraise any revenues at all some of these taxes 
are unavoidable; and the least objectionable, 
such as the income tax and the taxes upon 
banks and other large corporations, should, in 
my humble view, be preferred. But, setting 
this consideration aside, and pursuing the gen- 
eral tenor of my previous remarks, it must not 
be forgotten that no matter upon what incident 
of industrial activity, or any other incident 
you put a tax, it is still a tax, and somebody 
has to pay it, and that somebody will get it 
back if he can in the prices of the things he 
supplies to the public, whether merchandise, 
money, labor, or thought. In this way bar- 
gain and sale, remanufacture, freight, wages, 
fees, emoluments, commissions, consumption, 
interest, fares, and charges, and prices of all 
sorts become active agents for the general 
diffusion of the tax, until in the end it bears 
upon all. 

We have seen what the people get for the 
$300,000,000 of State and local taxes imposed 
upon them; now let us see what they get for 
the $400,000,000 of Federal taxes for the im- 
position of which this House is mainly respons- 
ible. So far, these burdens have been submit- 
ted to by the people without a murmur, because 
1t was believed that they were necessary in 
order to pay off that legacy of indebtedness 
left by the war and not embraced in the 
bonds or other written obligations of the Gov- 
ernment; to pay the interest on such other 
obligations and on the bonds; to maintain the 
war and navy organizations upon a peace foot- 
mg; to pay pensions; to defray the expenses 
of the Post Office and Indian Departments, 
and to maintain the expense of foreign inter- 
course and the civil service. 

But a portion of these expenditures are no 
longer needful at all, while the remainder 
may be reduced without detriment to the pub- 
lic service, and to the great relief of the people 
generally, not only in the agricultural States, 
where they are most heavily felt, but in the 
commercial and mechanical States, where they 
are chiefly imposed in the first instance. The 
Open debt left by the war is paid off; the 
bounties are discharged; and, as related tothe 
hecessary cost of Government, little now re- 
mains of the war, which it should be remem- 
bered ceased fully seven years ago, besides 
the interest on the public debt and the.sala- 
ries of officials, now greatly exceeding in 
number the requirements of a time of peace, 
After making every allowance for the growth 


of the nation and its requirements, and fo? 
the enhancement of prices during the past 
twelve years, a comparison of the cost of the 
Government now and before the war reveals 
the fact that the expenses are now enorm- 
ously swollen, and are susceptible of material 
reduction. 

In 1865, immediately after the close of the 
war, a policy was inaugurated in reference to 
the public debt, which has been adhered to 
up to the present time, involving, in addition 
to the heavy expenditure already alluded to, 
a payment of a sum toward its liquidation 
averaging $100,000,000 per annum in gold, 
or nearly its equivalent. 

No other measures designed to liquidate or 
lighten the public debt have been pursued 
beyond this single one of paying off a portion 
of it from time to time. ` While in the pursuit 
of this one, some of the most important meas- 
ures of public policy intimately connected 
with the bill now under consideration have 
been left out of view. 

I do not purpose to question the motives of 
the authors or abettors of this debt-paying 
policy, northe amount of benefit ithas wrought 
for the country in attesting the resolution of 
the people to recognize in good faith the obli- 
gations of debt they entered into in a time of 
peril. But that this policy is now fraught with 
the most calamitous consequences and shonld 
be abandoned forthwith I think needs but lit- 
tle proof. Its pursuit has demanded the impo- 
sition of heavy taxes, both customs and excise ; 
it has opened the door to official overhaste, 
carelessness, extravagance, unscrupulousness, 
and dishonesty; it has occasioned the gross 
neglect of deliberation and economy in the 
management of public affairs; it has artifi- 
cially and unwholesomely enhanced the prices 
of commodities and labor, and perverted and 
overturned the natural relations that previ- 
ously existed between them; it has heightened 
the cost of insurance, and it has raised the rate 
of interest for money above what it would have 
been and was before the war, when the United 
States sixes bore a premium in gold of twenty- 
five per cent., and through these means it has 
defeated the very object sought to be accom- 
plished by the policy of which it formed a 
necessary part, namely, enhancement of the 
public credit. 

The proposition was to fund the Govern- 
ment bonds at lower rates of interest by call- 
ing in a part of them with the proceeds of 
heavy taxation; but’ heavy taxation, by rais 
ing, as it necessarily does, the rate of interest 
for money, has proved an effectual bar to its 
success. ‘Lhe five-twenties are no higher now 
than they were in 1865, when this policy was 
first enforced. It is like a man trying to hoist 
himself up by his breeches-band. The law 
of ‘reciprocal forces’’ wiil not permit him 
to doit. The whole thing arises from a mis- 
apprehension of public credit and the means 
whereby it may be improved. 

Public credit is not, like individual credit, 
founded upon a comparison of the assets and 
liabilities of the debtor. If you desire to 
measure the strength of a bank, an insurance 
company, oranindividual, you naturally inguire 
first how much he owes, then how much he 
has to pay it with. The less he owes and the 
greater his assets the better, his credit, moral 
character, future projects, and other consider- 
ations of like nature being equal. But this is 
not the case with a Government, and particu- 
larly a Government like ours, because in the 
ease of great, powerful nations, free from the 
perils of conquest or anarchy, their assets, as 
compared with the utmost possible liability 
which the wealth or inclination of their cred- 
itors might render possible, are practically illim- 
itable, . 

In point of fact they possess little or no 
assets at all; afew public buildings, a few ships 
of war, some war material, a few tons of red 
tape, or even a few million acres of wild lands, 
counting as nothing in the scale of a great 


-their obligations, but wpon the hold they 


national debt. Governments do not depend 
upon their assets to enable them to discharge 
os- 
sess on the interests, abilities, and afentiong 
of the population whose affairs they admin- 
ister. lt is upou the virtueand freedom of its 
people, and the spirit of its laws, the healthfal 
regulation and activity of its social mechanism, 
and its own wisdom, impartiality, and economy 
that the credit of a Garantie should be 
based, and not upon the mere amount, large 
or small, of its indebtedness. In countries 
thus happily bestowed the rate of interest for 
money is ever low, and the credit of the Gov- 
ernment higher, whether its national debt be 
great or little in amount; while in countries 
whose policy is at variance with its people, 
whose institutions are not in accordance with 
their genius, whose laws barass and annoy 
them, whose taxes are capricious or oppress- 


| ive, whose affairs are loosely or unwisely 


administered, and more than all, whose ex- 
penditures are wasteful, uneconomical, or 
excessive, no matter how little they may 
owe, life and property are insecure, the rate of 
interest for money is high, and the credit of 
Government lies groveling in the dust. 

In order to share the advantages in this 
respect now enjoyed by England, where, 
although her territory, population, and re- 
sources are smaller, and her national debt 
greater than ours, yet where the credit of the 
Government stands infinitely higher than our 
own; in order to share the advantages in this 
respect now enjoyed by Holland, Belgium, 
Switzerland, and other countries; in order to 
place our credit even as high as that of the 
States of Massachusetts, New York, and many 
others within our own borders, the policy of 
paying off the debt must be abandoned, and 
lower rates of interest sought through the 
more efficacious means of retrenchment in the 
expenditures of Government, and the relin- 
quishment of the inordinate taxation which it 
nowimposes upon the people. And, I for one, 
am for such relinguishment without regard 
either to the doctrines of protection or free 
trade. 

The question of all questions in relation to 
this bill is, does it retrench ? And if so, how 
much, and how much, if any, beyond that 
natural increase which any given rate of im- 
post or tax will work ina growing country ? 

Next comes the question whether or not the 
reduction is made, as it should be, simply in 
the interest of reduction, or is it made, as 
reductions are often made, merely to alter 
the relative weight of imposts, so as to extort 
from them that protection to monopolies which 
is to be obtained as readily and efficaciously 
from this process as from the complementary 
one of altering these relations by increase. 

If the reduction is a substantial one, and I 
mean by that if the total sum of revenues 
which it will produce is substantially less than 
the current, not the future yield of revenue, 
and if it is free from taint of jobberage in the 
interests of special classes, I shall accord it 
my hearty approval. If not, then I entreat 
this House to contemplate the tremendous 
pile of legislation we have built upon this 
subject; the fifty-odd customs and tariff laws 
of the past twelve years; the bewildering 
mass of tortuous, conflicting, vexatious, har- 
assing, and often ruinous laws and regula- 
tions it has enacted relative to the revenues, 
first robbing all the Peters to enrich all the 
Pauls, and then treacherously plundering both 
the Peters and the Pauls, and then ask itself 
whether it is worth while to inflict upon the 
country the sixty-five additional pages of 
fresh and contradictory orders which. this bill 
proposes to saddle upon an unoffending and 
strangely patient people. 

HASTY LEGISLATION. i 

And here, in the first place, I protest against 
the haste with which so important a measure 
as this is brought before the House for consid- 
eration, Here isa bill that proposes to alter 
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the entire customs and internal revenue laws 
of the country, that is reported and read twice 
‘on Monday, not printed will Thursday, and yet 
made a special order for the following Tues- 
day. This isa bill which demands at least a 
month of careful study and comparison. It 
lowers certain rates, raises others, abolishes 
others, alters the existing classifications, and 
introduces page after page of entirely new and 
exceedingly important laws and regulations 
deeply affecting the pecuniary interests of 
millions of people, any one of whom it may 
capriciously make or undo; and yet the mem- 
bers of this House are expected, while attend- 
ing to their other numerous and exacting 
duties, to learn the whole thing, and be pre- 
pared to give such consideration to the subject 
as will best subserve the interests of their con- 
stituents and the country. 

Such haste is exceedingly reprehensible ; 
nay, it is indecent. The most experienced 
legislator would find it difficult to consider 
this bill in a week of leisure; and when it is 
remembered that this House is largely com» 
posed of gentlemen who have enjoyed the ad- 
vantages of but one or two sessions of debate 
on this subject, and that it involves the study 
of a series of laws reaching back to 1861, the 
immaturity of the day fixed for debating it 
makes it seem as though it was not an earnest 
measure at all, and that it is not intended to 
be passed. 

NOT AN RARNEST MEASURE. | 

This view is strengthened by other consid- 
erations. In the first place, it is well known 
that the Administration do not desire to lower 
the revenue. In support of this charge I refer 
to the reports of the various officers of the 
Government who adininister the laws relating 
to revenues. In the next place, this bill has 
been closely followed up by another bill from 
a minority of the same committee, a bill which, 
whatever its other merits or demerits, bears 
some indication of being intended in carnest; 
while, lastly, the inharmonious and incom- 
patible nature of the majority bill is certain 
to render it obnoxious from one consideration or 
another to almost every member of this House. 

Leaving out of view the ncongruous charac: 
ter of these two bills, the substantial difference 
between them appears to be that while the 
majority bill lowers tea from fifteen to ten 
cents, coffee from three to two cents, pig iron 
from seven to six dollars, manufactured iron 
from five to twenty per cent, &c., and pro- 
vides that these reductions shall go into effect 
January 1, 1878, the minority bill puts tea 
and colfee on tie free list almost immediately, 
that is to say. from July L, 1872, and lowers all 
the other articles mentioned ten per cent. 
except iron, which it does not lower at all. 
The tree iist on both is substantially the same, 
It discriminates all through in favor of the 
mauulacturer. The internal revenue provisions 
are substantially, the same in the two bills. 
They raise the productive tax on spirits from 
fifty to sixty-five cents ; throw off some specilic 
taxes to balance, cut down the tobaeco tax 
five or six millions, tack on a volume of new 
regulations to embarrass the trade and increase 
the civil service during election, and provide 
for some new jobs in the way of meters, stamps 
aud other “brown-stone”’ quarries to be worked 
by the Administration. The sum of the differ- 
ence to the country between the two bills, so 
far as internal taxes are concerned, is shown 
in the following table: 
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Minority bill. 


| Toa, 42,000,000 pounds, at 10 cents... 
| Coffee, 294,000,000 pounds, at 2 cents... 


i Yuternal revonues 


With regard to the reductions effected by 
these bills in customs duties, we import annually 
about one pound of tea and seven pounds of 
coffee per capita. If we estimate the popula- 
tion next year at forty-two millions, we have 
the following results: 

Estimated importation of tea and coffee in 1872. 


Tea, atone pound per capita.. 
Coffee, at seven pounds per capita 2 ), 

At present rates these articles would yield 
the following enstoms revenues: 


Tea, 42,000,000 pounds, at 15 cents 
Coffee, 294,000,000 pound, at 3 cents... 


Total 


Under the majority bill the revenues from 
these articles would be as follows: 


< $4,200,000 
5,880,000 


vrese reee $10,080,000 
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Under the minority bill they would yield 
nothing, as they are declared free. 

The majority bill proposes to cut down the 
revenues from these artiċles about five millions; 
the minority bill would relinquish the entire 
$15,000.000 ; the difference between the two 
bills in respect of these articles is therefore a 
difference of $10,000,000. 

The reductions on other articles, though 
these articles and the rates of reduction on 
them in the two bills are different, would 
amount apparently to about the same sum. I 
have not been able to examine the details in 
this connection, and cannot therefore say 
how much these restrictions amount to. As- 
suming the amount to be iu round figures 
$10,000,000, we have the following summary 
result: 

Majority bill reductions. 

On customs: 

Ton and coffee cue 


Other articles. .... 
Tuternal revenues 


sees $5,000,000 
10,000,000 
13,000,009 


$28,000,000 


Minority bill reductions. 

On customs: 
Tea and coffes., 
Other articles... 


«815,000,000 
10,000,000 
«23,000,000 


$48,000,000 


Net result of the comparison: the majority 
proposes to take $28,000,000 from off the 
shoulders of this people, while the minority 
bill offers to take off $48,000,000. 

If I had never heard of the rival doctrines 
of free trade and protection, I confess that as 
between these bills [ would not hesitate a 
single instant to record my vote in favor of the 
latter one. It takes off nearly twice as much 
burden ; it relinquishes twice as much official 
power, profit, aud patronage ; it strikes off the 
shackles, or loosens them, on several import- 
ant industries; it literally “ frees trade '’ twice 
as much as the other bill, and it opens the 
door to further reduction at no very distant 
day. 

Ou the other hand, the majority bill scarcely 
removes enough revenue to counterbalance 
the natural increase from year to year. In 
effect the amountof revenues under the major- 
ity bill for 1873 will scarcely be less than they 
were this year; indeed, it is not impossible that 
they may even be more. They will certainly 
amount to between three hundred and fifty and 
four hundred millions. This is no reduction 
at all. It is simply tinkering the tariff, tin 
kering the revenue laws, and attempting to 
trick the ‘country into an appearance of 
retrenchment. I say, substantially, that there 
is no reduction in it at all, while the other 
bill gives us nominally about forty eight mil- 
lions, and really and substantially and undoubt- 
edly $20,000,000 reduction—perhaps more. 

I say again that if I had never heard of 
free trade and protection, I should unhesitat- 
ingly vote against the majority and for the 


if 


minority bill. It is the better bill for the coun- 
try as a whole, it is the better thing for my 
section of it, it is the better thing for the 
great Liberal party now looming up to demaftd 
reform for the nation; and it is the better 
thing for my wing of that reform movement, 
the good old time-honored hard-shell Demoe- 
racy. 

The only objection to the minority bill is that 
it is a protective measure. There is no doubt 
about that. It puts tea and coffee on the free 
list, and by doing so saves iron and wool. It 
lowers the rates on almost everything else but 
iron, aud this protective feature. It places on 
the free list everything which a manufacturer 
needs with which to carry on business, and by 
cheapening tea, coffee, and coal it even mate- 
rially cheapens the price of the labor and fuel 
he employs. Cheaper labor, cheaper materials, 
and cheaper fuel, with iron as dear as ever, is 
a condition of affairs of unquestionably peculiar 
advantage to Pennsylvania; and that is the sole 
ground of my objection to this minority bill. 

There is only one reason for pursuing this 
branch of the subject further. Will these 
advantages, chiefly to be gained in the first 
instance by Pennsylvania, not soon diffuse 
themselves throughout the country and become 
common to all? Although the potent laws 
confer monopolies on inventors, the latter 
cannot derive all or any material part of the 
beneficial results of the invention. Mr. Howe 
gets four dollars on every sewing-machine 
made; but there isnot a man or woman in 
the land who does not get a hundred times» 
four dollars in benefits from each of them. So 
with this tax bill. It gives a longer lease to 
Pennsylvania monopoly. No doubt about 
that, But Pennsylvania cannot pocket, all the 
advantages. Cheaper labor, materials, and 
fuel will beyond all question bring about 
choaper prices even for iron, and experience 
teaches us that before a year after the passage 
of a measure like the one proposed the nation 
at large will find its account in materially lower 
prices for all things, even iron included. 

‘The minority bill is a bold measure, and if 
it does not command acquiescence, it at least 
elicitgadmiration. It sayssubstantially, ‘‘ Give 
us a few millions of extra profits this year to 


| divide up among our leaders, and we agree to 


relinquish $50,000,000 of party plunder tothe 
country at large.” Thatis the offer. Now let 
us look at the other bill. 

l do not find that this majority bill is any 
less objectionable on free-trade grounds than 
the other. It raises the duty on printing 
paper from twenty to twenty-eight per cent. 
ad valorem ; it repeals the duties on packages 
and charges pertaining to invoices of crockery 
without repeal of the same duties pertaining 
to other articles; it raises the duties on. all 
ribbons to the sixty-per-cent, rate on silk 
ribbons; it places on the free list everything 
used by manufacturers, and particularly New 
Evgland manufacturers; and it arranges a 
big plum for the Boston gas companies by 
throwing the internal taxes off of gas and lower- 
ing the duties on bituminous coal. Added to 
all these protective features is the all-import- 
ant consideration that the bill affords no gen- 
uine relief to the country, and taken together 
these features are sufficient to condemn 1t. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is to be hoped that 
while debating these bills in committee we 
will so amend them as to present a bill which 
will contain reductions greatly in excess 0 
any proposed in either of them, and one that 
will be more satisfactory to the country. 

_Mr. MAYNARD took the floor, but said he 
did not propose to proceed with his remarks 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. lf no other gentleman wishes 
now to address the committee, I move that the 
committee rise. 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not ad- 
vised that any gentleman wishes to address 
the committee now, 

Mr, Dawes’s motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco: 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the 4Iouse, the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its Clerks, notifying 
the House that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin at La Crosse ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate elec- 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) to amend 
the resolution for the relief of Thomas Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 

_ requested: 

An act act (S. No. 996) to repeal so much 
of section six of an act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 80, 1870, and for other purposes, 
approved March 3, 1869, as prohibits promo- 
tion in the several departments of the Army ; 
an : 

An act (S. No. 965) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to take jurisdiction 
over the people of Alaska, called Indians, and 
for other purposes. 

The message further announced that tbe 
Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to a bill (S. No. 616) to release to 
the State of Indiana the lands known as the 
bed of Beaver lake, asked for a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed Mr. Pratt, Mr. 
Epuunps, and Mr. Locan managers of said 
conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 1054) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the service of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 80, 1872, and for other | 
purposes, with sundry amendments; in which | 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 
_ On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, by unan- 
Imous consent, the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1054) making appropri- | 
ations to supply deficiencies in the service 
of the Government for ihe fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1872, and for other purposes, with 
sundry amendments, were taken from the 
Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on | 
Appropriations, and ordered to be-printed. 


EMERY AND CHENEY'S PATENT. 

_ Mr. COGHLAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2625) appropriat- 
Ing money for the use of Emery & Cheney's 
patent elastic chain stopper and sarge reliever 
by the United States Navy; which was read a | 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SETILEMENT WITH RAILROAD COMPANIES. | 

Mr. NEGLEY. I ask unanimous consent || 
to withdraw the bill (H. R. No. 2599) provid- || 
ing for a settlement with sundry railroad com- 
panies. I will state that when I offered it, it | 
was on the statement that a number of my | 
constituents were interested in its provisions. | 
Since then [ have learned that that is not the | 


fact. And since I have no interest in it, I 


can take no charge of it, and now desire to 
withdraw it. 
There was no objection; and the bill was 
withdrawn. 
EDUCATION IN CHINA. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2626) to provide for 
the education of American and Chinese youth 
in China as interpreters and assistants in the 
official intercourse between the United States 
and China, and for the increase and diffusion 
of knowledge among men; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF PURCHASERS OF LAND. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I ask 
that by unanimous consent Senate bill No. 
790, to extend the provisions of an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain purchasers 
of lands from the legal representatives of Bar- 
tholomew Cousin, approved February 18, 1871, 
be taken from the Speaker's table for present 
consideration. It isa matter of importance 
that this bill should be passed at once. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DICKEY. What does the 
ask shail be done with this bili? 

The SPEAKER. He asks that it be con- 
sidered now. 


Mr. DICKEY. I must object. 
i ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the House proceed to business on the 
Speaker’s table, with the understanding that 
such bills thereon may be referred as no objec- 
tion shall be made to. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is an evening ses- 
sion to-night, and it is now almost four o'clock. 
We cannot sit all the time, and ] move that 
we take a recess until half past seven o’clock 
this evening. 

The quéstion was put, and there were—ayes 
84, noes 81. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
if the Committee on the Territories does not 
have business enough to exhaust the evening, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes, ] the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways aud Means, desires to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff, and 
genilemen who desire to speak upon that ques- 
tion will govern themselves accordingly. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is there any 
other business to be done? 

Mr. RANDALL. The understanding was 
that no bills should be reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Territories creating a new State. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understand- 
ing. 
The motion for a recess having been agreed 
to, the House then (at three o’clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) took a recess until half 
past seven o'clock. 


gentleman 


EVENING SESSION. 
The hour of half past seven o'clock p. m. 


| having arrived, the House resumed its session. 


The SPEAKER. The recess having ex- 
pired, the House will come to order. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SARGENT. I will ask the gentleman 
from Nebraska, (Mr. Tarre,] whose business 


| comes up this evening, to yield to me that I 


may have printed and committed to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the amendments of 
the Senate to the Indian appropriation bill; 


i and I will ask further that it may be considered 
‘| hereafter in the House as in Committee of the 


Whole, under the five-minates rule, and 1 will 
call it up at some appropriate time. ; 

The SPEAKER. There can be no objec- 
tion to priuting the amendments, but there 
might be objection to considering the bill in 
House as in Committee of the Whole, and 
the Chair would rather not entertain that motion 
this evening. 


Mr. SARGENT I will call it up in the 
House when there is a good chance to do 80, 
and I will ask in the mean time that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be printed and numbered. 

The motion to print was agreed to. f 

REFUNDING OF COTTON TAX. 

Mr. PERCE. I ask the gentleman from 
Nebraska to allow me some little time before 
he calls up his business. 

Mr. TAFFE. I would like to ask the gen- 


. tileman how much time he wants? 


Mr. PERCE. I would like to submit a few 
remarks, and whenever the committee wish to 
go on with their business I will yield the floor. 

Mr. TAFFE. I am willing to yield the gen- 
tleman five minutes. 

Mr. PERCE. Oh, make it fifteen. 

Mr. TAFFE. Very well. 

_ [Mr. Prrce’s remarks will be published 
in the Appendix. | 
MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symvson, 
one of itselerks, announced that he was directed 
to request the House of Representatives to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (H. R. No. 1080) 
to regulate elections in Washington and Idaho 
Territories. 

The SPEAKER, The Senate request the 
return to that body of the bill (H. R. No. 1080) 
to regulate elections in Washington and Idaho 
Territories. If there be no objection it will 
be returned to the Senate. 

No objection was made, and it wasso ordered. 

The SPEAKER. This evening is devoted 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

CEMETERY AT DENVER. 

Mr. TAFFE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2627) 
to enable the city of Denver to purchase lands 
in Colorado for a cemetery; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill which was read. authorizes the 
mayor of the city of Denver, in Colorado Ter- 
ritory, to enter through the proper land office 
one hundred and sixty acres of land adjoining 
Denver, to be held and. used as a burial- 

ace. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAFFE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDGES OF WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. TAFIFE, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill (H. R. No. 2628) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of 
Wyoming,” approved July 25, 1868; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
first section of an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of 
Idaho, approved March 3, 1863,’ which was 
approved March 2, 1867,” shall apply to and 
be in force in the Territory of Wyoming from 
and after the passage of this act, anything in 


| the organic law or laws of the said Territory 


to the contrary notwithstanding; provided, 
that if at any timethe judges of said Territory 
shall fail to exercise the powers conferred by 
this act, the Legislature of said ‘Territory shall 
district the same for judicial purposes, and 
assign the judges therefor as heretofore pro- 
vided. : 
Mr. TAFFE, ‘The object of this bill is to 
allow the judges of the Territory of Wyoming 
to assign themselves. There has been trouble 
in Wyoming about the assignment of the 
judges by the Legislature. For instance, if 
the Legislature had a pique against any par- 
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ticular judge they would assign him to a single 
county, which perhaps had not a solitary 
case in it, making it a sort of Botany Bay; or, 
in other words, the Legislature might practi- 
cally assign him out of offic. This bill pro- 
vides that the judges shall assign themselves, 


or in case of default on their part, then the | 


Legislature shail make the assignmeut. 

Mr. JONKS. 
ject I desire to say that a bill similar in terms, 
and I believe precisely the same in language, 
passed this House during the last Congress, 
but failed in the Senate for want of time. 
This is desired by the judges and by the peo- 
ple of the Territory generally, and I think 
there is no objection to it from any portion of 
the Territory. 

Mr. MERRITT. I desire to ask a single 
question. This bill refers to the organic act 
of Idaho Territory, or the acts amendatory 
thereof. That act has been repealed so far 
as this House has been concerned, and the 
bill repealing it has been reported favorably 
upou by the committee ot the Senate. Should 
the Senate pass that bill, what effect would it 
have upon this act? - 

Mr. TAFFE. It would bave no effect at all 
upon this bill. 

Mr. MERRITT. 
that it would. 
reénact an act in regard to Idaho Territory, 
which act is subsequently repealed bythe Sen- 
ate passing a bill already passed by the House. 
Would not that repeal this act? 

Mr. TAFFE. We cannot contemplate with 
regard to this bill what the Senate may do in 
regard to another bill. This bill is good 
enough now. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TALKIE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
PENITENTIARY FOR WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2629) amenda- 
tory of an act setting aside certain proceeds 
of internal revenue for the erection of peni- 
tentiaries in the Territories of Nebraska, 
Washington, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Ari- 
zona, and Dakota, approved January 22, 1867; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
net proceeds of the internal revenue in the 
Territory of Washington, for the fiscal years 
severally ending on the 80th day of June, 1866, 
the 30th day of June, 1867, and the 30th day 
of June, 1868, be, and the same hereby are, 
set aside and appropriated to and for the pur- 
pose of erecting, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, a penitentiary build- 
ing in said Territory upon the site designated 
by the Legislature thereof and approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior; provided that 
the moneys so set aside and appropriated in 
said Territory shall be devoted exclusively to 
the erection of a penitentiary therein, and that 
the same shall not exceed in amount the sum 
of $40,000. : 

Mr. TAFFE. I ask the Clerk to read a 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior, which 
perhaps is a better explanation of this bill 
than I can make. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 17, 1872. 

SIR: Congress, by an act approved January 22, 
1867, (United States Statutes, volume fourteen, page 
377,) appropriated the sum ot $20,000 for the erection 
under tho direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
of a penitentiary building in Washington Territory, 
said sum to be set apart from the net proceeds of 
internal revenue received from said Territory during 
the fiscal years severally ending on the 30th day of 
June, 1866, 1867, and 1868. The same act provided for 
the erection of penitentiary buildings in each of the 


I am inclined to think 


You propose by this bill to’ 


In connection with this sub- į 


Territories of Nebraska, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, ; 


Arizona, and Dakota, appropriating the net pro- 


ceeds of internal revenue in said Territories during | 


the years before named, to be set aside for that pur- 


pose, to an amount not exceeding $40,000 in each | 


Territory. : , 
Iam informed that, prior to the passage of said 


act, an appropriation had been made for the erec- | 
tion of a penitentiary in Washington Territory, | 


which, with the appropriation of $20,000 above men- 


tioned, would have been sufficient for the erection of ; 


the building, but that the appropriation first named 
Japsed into the Treasury, leaving only the latter 
appropriation available for the purpose. ? 
During the past year a site for the penitentiary 
in Washington Territory was selected and approved 
by this Department, and proposals for its erection 
were invited. None of the bids received, however, 
came within the amount of said appropriation of 
$20,000, although the erection of but one wing of the 
building, according to the plan adopted, was con- 
templated. Iam satisfied, from the experience of 


this Department in directing the erection of the | 


penitentiaries in the Territories of Montana, Col- 
orado, and Idaho, that the sum of $40,000 will be 
required to construct one wing of the penitentiary 


‘building in Washington Territory. Inthe construe- 


tion of one wing of the penitentiaries in the above- 
named Territories, the appropriation of $40,000 in 
each Territory was nearly exhausted, and it is prob- 
able that the cost, of labor and materials in Wash- 
ington Territory is as great as in the other named 
Territories, 

Iam informed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the net proceeds of internal revenue received 
from the Territory of Washington, for the fiscal 
years named in the act, amounted to $120,386 91. 

I have the honor, therefore, to submit the accom- 
panying draft of an act amendatory of the act of 
January 22, 1867, and to request its favorable consid- 
eration by Congress. Karly action in the case is 
desirable, so that the building may be erected during 
the present year. : : 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. DELANO, Secretary. 
Hon. Jas. G, BLAINE, . 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAFFE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF JUDGES IN IDAILO TERRITORY. 

Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1509) 
to fix the pay of the supreme judges of Idaho 
Territory, and moved that the bill be laid on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATION OF WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 159) 
continuing in force certain acts and joint res- 
olutions of the first Legislative Assembly of 
Wyoming Territory, and moved that the bill 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. TAF FE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it 
do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 150) to author- 
ize the people of New Mexico to form a con- 
stitution and State government previous to 
their admission into the Unionasa State, with 
the name of Lincoln, on an equal footing with 
the original States, and moved that the bill be 
laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN UTAH. 


Mr. TAFFE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it 
do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 280) to pro- 
vide for the erection of public buildings at 
Boisé City, in the Territory of Idaho, for the 
use of the Legislative Assembly of said Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, aud moved that 
the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IDAHO PENE'TENTIARY, 


Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 281) 


to provide for the completion of the Idaho 
penitentiary ; and moved that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUFFRAGH IN UTAH. 


Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 293) to 
secure to citizens of the Territory of Utah the 
right of suffrage, without distinction of race, 
sex, color, or previous condition of servitude ; 
and moved that the bill be laid on the table, 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF PEMBINA. 


Mr. TAF FE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 318) to 
establish the Territory of Pembina, and to 
provide a temporary government therefor, and 
moved that the bill be laid on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORT SEEILACOOM MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. LOWE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2680) 
to donate the military reservation at Fort 
Steilacoom to the Territory of Washington for 
the use of the insane asylum; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill provides that section thirty-three 
of township number twenty north, of range 
number two, east of Willamette meridian, 
embracing a portion of Fort Steilacoom mili- 
tary reservation and the military barracks 
thereon, in the county of Pierce, and the Ter- 
ritory of Washington, be donated to that Ter- 
ritory for the use aud purpose of an asylum 
for the insane of that Territory, and for no 
other purpose. But this act is not to be com 
strucd as impairing any rights of any person 
in or to any portion of the land acquired under 
any of the land laws of the United States. 

Mr. LOWE. In reference to this bill, J 
desire to state that Fort Steilacoom reserva- 
tion in Washington Territory embraces about 
one section of land. ‘The buildings upon the 
reservation having been abandoned by the 
Government, were sold by it to the Territory 
for $850, being purchased to be used as an 
insane asylum. ‘he Territory has already 
fitted up the asylum at an expense of some 


| eight thousand dollars, and is now providing 


for its insane in that asylum. So far as the 
records of the Land Office show, there are no 
claims upon this land, butif there should be 
any, we have expressly provided in the bill 
that such claims shall not be impaired by this 
legislation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOWE moved to reconsider the vole 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
RESERVOIR, CHEYENNE, WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. LOWE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw 
from settlement and sale a section of laud 
in Laramie county, Wyoming Territory, and 
reserve the same fur use as a publie reservoir 
by the city of Cheyenne; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that section thirty, township fourteen 
norih, range sixty-seven west, of the public 
lands in Laramie county, Wyoming Territory, 
be, avd the same is hereby, withdrawn from 
settlement and sale under existing laws, and 
reserved for the use of the city of Cheyenne in 
said county, for the purpose of enabling the 
proper authorities of the city to construct and 
maintain on the land a reservoir of water for 
the supply of the city, 

The second section provides that said section 
of land shall for the purpose named in the first 
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section of this act be subject to occupancy and 
control by the board of trustees of said city 
of Cheyenne and their successors in office; 
provided that if at any time the board of 
trustees shall occupy, or permit to be occu- 
pied, the land for any purpose not contem- 
plated by this act, or shall fail for the period 
of two years to commence the use of it for 
-said purpose, or shall abandon the same, the 
said land shall revert to the United States; 
provided further that nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed or have the effect to 
impair the rights of any person in or to any 
portion of the lands required under any law 
of the United States. 

Mr. LOWE. This is a provision in the 
nature of a grant of public lands to the city of 
Cheyenne, having a population of some two or 
three thousand inhabitants, which is so located 
as to make it necessary to have an artificial 
supply of water. They have commenced to 
construct an aqueduct to a stream three or 
tour miles fromthe city. This section of land 
is but of little value for, agricultural or other 
purposes, embracing a basin surrounded by 
hills which can be economically used as a res- 
ervoir. This bill is a response to a petition 
from that quarter. We are advised by the 
Commissioner of the Public Lands that the 
lands mentioned have never been located, which 
is evidence of their trifling value. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOWE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TILFORD KUTCH AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LOWE, from the same committee, also 
reported back a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
123) for the relief of Tilford Kutch, W. P. 
Davidson, and other settlers in Wind River 
valley, Wyoming Territory; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA, 


Mr. PRINDLE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1785) to provide for holding adjourned terms 
of the supreme court of Arizoua, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
supreme court of the Territory of Arizona may 
hold adjourned terms thereof at any time and 
place in said Territory agreed upon by a ma- 
Jority of the judges of said court at avy regular 
term thereof. ‘The order for an adjourned 
term shall be signed by a majority of the 
Judges thereof at a regular term of said court, 
and entered upon the minutes of the court, 
and any business which such court. might do at 
any regular term thereof may be done at such 
adjourned term; and the clerk of said court 
sball be entitled to such mileage for attend- 
ance at such adjourned term as is by law 
allowed the marshal of the district of Arizona 
for his attendance upon the courts of said 
Territory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PRIN DLE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LARAMIE WATER AND DITCH COMPANY. 


ae PRINDLE, from the same committee, 
a 
grant the right of way to the Laramie Water 
and Ditch Company over publie lands in 
Albany county, Wyoming Territory, with an 
amendment, 

_ The bill, which was read, provides that the 
right of way over the public lands from the 
Springs situate about two miles east of the 


50 reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1178) to! 


town of Laramie City, in the county of Albany, 
in the Territory of Wyoming, to and through 
said town, and thence to the Big Laramie 
river, at a point about one half mile from said 
town. is hereby granted to the Laramie Water 
and Ditch Company; and said company sball 
have the right to occupy and hold so much of 
the lands of the United States between said 
points (not exceeding a strip twenty feet in 
width) as will enable them to construct a ditch 
and lay pipes for the conveyance of water from 
said point first mentioned to and through said 
Laramie City and to the Big Laramie river at 
the point hereinbefore designated. 

The amendment of the commiitee was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out after the words 
Ditch Company,” in line eigh 
thereof as follows: . 

For twenty years; and the said company shall 
have the right during said twenty years to enter 
upon said lands to construct a ditech and lay pipes 
for conveyance of water from said point first men- 
tioned to and through said Laramie City, and to the 
Big Laramie river, at a pojnt hereinbefore men- 
tioned, and to keep the same in good condition and 
repair. 


Mr. PRINDLE. This bill gives this com- 
pany the right to occupy and hold indefinitely 
twenty feet in width in order to convey water 
to the town of Laramie. 


“ Laramie Water and 
t, and insert in lieu 


lay this pipe, and to repair the same, for 
twenty years. The company is organized 
under a general act of the territorial Legis- 
lature of Wyoming. The spring is situated 
about two miles from the town of Laramie. 
The water does not appear to be wanted by 
the Government, and the bill seems to be 
necessary and proper for supplying the town 
of Laramie with water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 


eugrossed, it was accordingly read the third || 


time, and passed. 
Mr. PRINDLE moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also | 
moved that the motion to reconsider be hiid | 


on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VACANCIES IN TERRITORIAL OFFICKS. 

Mr. PRINDLE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, the bill (H. R. No. 
1912) to amend section seven of an act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Montaua,’’ approved 
May 6, 1864. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the substitute ouly will be read. 
The substitute was read, being a bill (H. R. 


No. 2632) to provide for filling vacancies in ‘ 


It 


certain offices in the several Territories. 


provides that in any of the Territories, when- | 
|| forty acres too much for depot purposes. 


ever a vacancy shall happen during the recess 
of the legislative council in any office which, 


| under the organic act of such Territory, is to 


be filled by appointment of the Governor, by 
and with the advice and consent of the coun- 
cil, the Governor sball fill up such vacancies by 
granting a commission which shall expire at 
the next session of the said legislative council. 

Mr. PRINDLE. The organic acts of the 
Territories do not authorize the Governors to 
fill vacancies during the recess of the legis- 
lative council. This difficulty was experienced 
in the Territory of Montana, and the bill as 
originally drawn and referred to the commit- 
tee had reference to that Territory only. The 
Delegates from the other Territories desired 
similar legislation for their Territories, and 
this substitute was drawn, and having been 


| submitted to the Delegates of the several Ter- 


ritories has been agreed to by them. Ft sim- 
ply makes the organic act in this respect anal- 
ogous to the provisions of the Constitution of 
the United States and to the constitutions of 
the different States, and seems to be necessary 
and proper. 


The amendment || 
| simply gives them the right of way over the 
public land, with the right to enter upon and |i 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PRINDLE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT OF MONTANA. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2633) 
amendatory of an actapproved March 2, 1867, 
entitled “An act amendatory of an act to 
provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Montana,’ approved May 26, 1864; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
first section of an act approved March 2, 1867, 
entitled “An act amendatory of an act to 
provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Montana,’’ approved May 26, 1864, 
so far as relates to incorporations which have 
been or which may hereafter be created and 
| organized for the business of mining. manu- 
| facturing, or other industrial pursuits, or the 
construction or operation of railroads, wagon- 
| roads, irrigating ditches, and the colonization 
| aud improvement of lands in connection there- 
i with, or for colleges, seminaries, churches, 
, libraries, or any benevolent, charitable, or 
| scientific association, or for all rightful sub- 
jects of legislation consistent with the Consti- 
| tation of the United States, under the general 
| incorporation laws of any ‘Territory of the 
| United States, shail be construed as having 
| authorized and as authorizing the Legislative 
Assemblies of the Territories of the United 
States, by general incorporation acts, to permit 
persons to associate together as bodies-cor- 
porate for purposes above named, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and . passed. 
| Mr. CHAFFEE moved to reconsider the 
| vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


f HELENA, ETO., RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SHOEMAKER, from the Committee 
on the Territories, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
| 2634) to incorporate the Helena aud Northern 
Utah Railroad Company, and to grant to the 
| same the right of way through the public 
lands; which was read a first and second time. 
| The bill was read. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I desire to ask the gon- 
tleman who presents this bill if it does not 
grant forty acres of ground every ten miles 
|| for depot. purposes? think I caught that pro- 
vision iu the fourth section of the bill. Jf it 
is so I will move to strike out “ forty acres” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ twenty acres.” I aS 
| think that twenty acres will be sufficient for 
all depot purposes. 

; Mr. SHOEMAKER. 
| to that amendment. 

Mr. STORM. I hope the consideration of 
this bill will not be pressed to-night. it cre- 
ates a corporation and makes a grant of land, 
both of which measures have never yet passed 
the House without a good deal of care and 
| consideration, The bill is a lengthy one, and 
| it is impossible for any member to understand 
jall of its provisions to-night and clearly und 
properly vote upon it. I hope the consider- 
! ation of the bill will not be pressed this even- 
i ing in view of the absence of the gentleman 
| from Indiana, [Mr. Houmax,] whois the com- 
| 


I have no objection 


stitutional objector to all bills of this character. 
Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inquire if there is any provision in this bill 
that the Congress of the United States may 
alter, amend, or repeal it hereafter? t 
Mr. SHOEMAKER. Yes, sir, I think 
there is. 


I think it 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
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would be well to defer the consideration of 
this measure for a time. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. I would like to say 
that the bill simply grants the right of way 
across the public lands to the extent of one 
hundred feet upon each side of the track. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. But power 
-8 given to mortgage the road? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Is there 

« power reserved to Congress to amend or alter 
the bill? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. Iam notsure. I will 
say further that the Territories have no right 
to grant the right of way over the public lands, 
otherwise this bill would not have come before 
Congress. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I will move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. It is so late in the 
session that unless the bill is acted on at the 
present time it is not likely to be acted on 
at all. The advocates of the bill are exceed 
ingly anxious to go to work this season. They 
say that they have men of capital who will 
build the road. They ask no subsidy, only the 
right of way; they ask no subsidy, no part of 
the public lands—nothing but the right of way 
through a wilderness of country. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. How much land 
does the bill grant in the aggregate ? 

Mr. SHOBMAKER. It grants nothing but 
the right of way. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
in the aggregate? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. Just as much as is 
necessary to use for depots, workshops, and 
the other appurtenances along the road. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. How much is the 
aggregate appropriation ? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. 
exact amount. i 

Mr. FINKBLNBURG. But it is said here 
that it amounts to ten thousand acres. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. lt grants only what 
is necessary for the purposes of the road. 

Mr. FARNSWORTEL Ido not think the 
House ought to haggle over a land grant like 
this if they can build a road through this wil- 
derness, with little stations ten miles apart, 
and nothing but the right of way one hundred 
feet on cither side. Certainly we should not 
stop over that. 

Mr. CLAGETT. I would like to have an 
opportunity of explaining this bill. I wish, to 
call the attention of the House to the nature 
of the bill. lt grants the right of way one 
hundred feet on each side of the road for con- 
struction purposes, from the city of Helena, 
the commercial metropolis of my Territory, 
down to Corinne, connecting there with the 
Union and Central Pacific railroad, and build- 
ing a broad-gauge road, which will have cou- 
nection with those two great thoroughfares. 
This bill does not grant a single acre of land 
for any purpose whatever except for the right 
of way, and twenty acres every ten miles of 
the road for the necessary depots, switches, 
and side tracks which it is absolutely essential 
every road shall have. 

In addition to that, these parties are all 
ready to go on and commence this work, 
There is a provision in the latter part of the 
bill which declares that the franchises which 
are granted by this bill are granted upon the 
express condition that the road shall be com- 
pleted within ten years, and that not less than 
ten miles shail be built in a year. It does 
seem to me that there can be no possible 
objection to the passage of this bill. The 
clause in reference to the passage of this road 
through deep mountain cafions and defiles is 
very carefully guarded. There is nothing in 
this bill except the ordinary powers of corpor- 
ations. The only reason why it is a little longer 
than bills ordinarily passed here is because 
the Legislature of Wyoming Territory took the 
view that, under the law of Congress of 1867, 


How much land 


I do not know the 


ra 


it did not have the power to pass a general 
incorporation act. That law of 1867 has 
brought much confusion upon the Territories. 
The Territories of Colorado, Utah, and Wyom- 
ing hoid that they have the power to pass a 
general incorporation act, and they have 
passed such acts; while the Territories of 
Montana, Idaho, and Washington have taken 
the other view of the case, and have passed no 
such acts. The consequence is that we have 
to come here to get this charter. It is the most 
carefully guarded bill in every feature that has 
been introduced in Congress for the last five 


ears. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I desire 
to move an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move toamend by add- 
ing the following: 

Provided, That Congress shall have the power at 
any time to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 

the amendment I desired to offer. 

Mr. CLAGKETT.. I have no objection to 
that amendment, but I think it is already in 
the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. I move to amend 
by making the amount of land for depot pur- 
poses ten acres every ten miles instead of torty 
acres. 

The SPRAKER. The House has already 
amended that portion of the bill by making 
it twenty acres instead of forty acres. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
[ Mr. FINKELNBURG] so as to provide that twelve 
acres may be taken where the land is utterly 
barven and unfit for agricultural purposes. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. [accept that. 

Mr. CONGR. Well, as the gentleman 
takes the point of my suggestion, L would 
ask him to let it be forty acres. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. {will not go be- 
yond twelve acres. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. FINKELNBURG] 
is not strictly in order, because the word 
‘twenty, which he proposes to strike out, 
has been inserted by the Louse by a special 
vote. ; 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Of course, if it is 
not in order, I cannot offer it. 

Mr, DUNNELL. Is there any provision 
in this bill authorizing Congress to regulate 
the tariffs of freight and passengers on this 
road ? 

Mr, SHOEMAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. DUNNISLL. There was such a pro- 
veon in the Great Salt Lake and Colorado 
bill. ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. {[tseems to me the amend- 
ment I have proposed will give Congress that 
power. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
would do so. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. 
question. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah. I would like to 
move an amendment. to this bill. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. I cannot yield for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have that 
portion of the fourth section reported which 
relates to assessments for damages on appeal 
from the appraisers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And in case the owner of such lands or premises 
and the said company cannot agree as to the value 
of the premises taken, or to be taken, for the use of 
said road, the value thereof shall be determined by 
the appraisal of three disinterested commissioners, 
who may be appointed, upon application by either 


That is 


I do not think that 


{ call the previous 


party to any district judge or court in the Territory 
in which the lauds or premises to be taken iie: and 
compensation for land so taken shalt be made by 
the award of said commissioners to the extent to 
which the owner shall be injuriously affected 
thereby, irrespective of any benefits accruing to 
him by reason of the construction of the road. And 
upon return into court of such appraisement, and 
upon the payment into the same of the esti- 
mated value of the premises taken, for the use and 


benefit of the owner thereof, said premises shall be 
deemed to be taken by said company, which shall 
thereby acquire full title to the same for the pur- 
poses aforesaid. And either party feeling aggrieved 
at said appraisement may, within thirty days after 
the same has been returned into court, file an ap- 
peal therefrom, and demand a jury of twelve men 
to estimate the damage sustained; but such appeal 
shall not interfere with the rights of said company 
to enter upon the premises taken, or to do any act 
necessary and proper in the construction of itg 
road. And said party appealing shall give bonds, 
with sufficieat surety or sureties, for the payment 
of any cost that may arise on such appeal; and in 
case the party appealing does not obtain a verdict 
increasing the award of the commissioners, such 
party shall pay the whole cost incurred by the 
appellee as well as his own, and the payment into 
court for the use of the owner of said tremiseg 
taken of a sum cqual to that finally awaeded shall 
be held to vest in said company the title of said 
land, and of the rigat to use and occupy the same 
for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
said road. 

The previous question was then scconded. 

On ordering the main question there were, 
upona division—ayes 54, noes 15; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SHOEMAKER 
and Mr. Storm were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 61, noes 14; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BIRD. I move that the House now 
adjourn. — i f 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that there be a 
cali of the House. ; 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. : 

Mr. MeNEELY. I object. 

Mr. VOORHISES. Unless business can go 
on by general consent, I shall insist on a call 
of the House. This is a very important com- 
mittee, andit has had no opportunity during 
the session to report its business for the con- 
sideration of the House. 

‘The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. RANDALL for a call of the House, there 
were—ayes 40, noes 54. 

Mr. RANDALL, I call for tellers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
the committee are willing to withdraw this 
bill, 

The SPEAKER. <A gentleman, after re- 
porting a bill from a committee, has pz u.ght 
to withdraw it unless by unanimouz consent. 
The motion to recommit cannot be adopted im 
the absence of a quorum without unanimous 
consent, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MeNeg.y] objects to the recommitment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House 


adjourn. 
Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I wish to make a 
proposition. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair will entertain 
no motion except for a call of the House or to 
adjourn, unless unanimous consent be granted 
to proceed with business without a quorum, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move, then, that 
the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 89, noes 46. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to say 
that unless gentlemen are prepared to do busi- 
hess in the evenings by means of the attendance 
of a quorum, he trusts some gentleman may 
object to any evening sessions hereafter. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I shall make the 
objection hereafter, 

The SPEAKER. Unless the House is pre 
pared todo business in the evening, it is simply 
a waste of time to order evening sessions. 

Mr. LOWE. I cali for the yeas and nays 
onthe motion to adjourn. Ibelieve there is 
a quorum present. $ 

Mr. TAFFE. I desire to say that it was 
agreed two months ago that the committee 
should be allowed time for the transaction 0 
their business. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of 
that; and the committee has been very patient, 
although put off time and again. ‘The Chair 
hoped that a quorum would attend to transact 


1872. 


business which is very important to the Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. TAFFE. I will further state that I 
-did not wish to introduce any bill which would 
antagonize the sentiment of the House on the 
`. gubject of land grants, and I did not suppose 
that this bill would do so, as it does not grant 
aninch of land anywhere. The only reason it 
‘has been presented to night is that there is, I 
think, no question that the Territories have not 
the power to grant right of way over the public 
domain. Iam willing asa compromise to put 
in any bill that can be passed. I hope the 
House will remember that gentlemen from the 
Territories have bills which are of importance 
to them, whatever may be the feeling on the 
part of members as to bills which come more 
_ directly under their observation. 1 am willing 
to agree to any compromise, so that we may 
consider other bills. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is now pending. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to make a sugges- 
tion which I think will satisfy the gentleman. 
For myself, Iam a free-trader upon the sub- 
ject of railroads; that is, I am perfectly will- 
ing that railroads may be built wherever the 
necessary means can be raised, provided the 
United States do not have to give land or 
money. I suggest, therefore, that by general 
consent this bill be recommitted, (thus allow- 
ing an opportunity to examine it,) and that 
the committee be allowed to report it back at 
any time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is right. 

Mr. CLAGETT. I will accept the prop- 
osition so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I withdraw my objection 
to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The objection being with- 
drawn, the motion to recommit is agreed to by 
unanimous consent. A motion to reconsider 
can be entered, so that the matter can be 
called up at any time when no other business 
is before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is, in effect, the 
arrangement I suggested. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. I move that the bill 
just recommitted be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. I now enter a motion 
to reconsider the vole by which the bill was 
recommitted. 


CAPITOL BULLDINGS IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. VAUGHAN, from the Committee on 
the Territories, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 144) to set aside certain proceeds from 
internal revenue for the erection of capitol 
buildings in the Territories of Arizona, Da- 
kota, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and Wash- 
ington, with amendments. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
net proceeds of the internal revenue of the 
Territories of Arizona, Dakota, Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Wyoming, and Washington, for the fiscal 
years severally ending on the 80th of June, 
1871, the 80th of June, 1872, and the 80th 
of June, 1878, be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated to and for the purpose of erect- 
ing, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, capitol buildings in said several 
Territories, for the use and accommodation 
of the Governor, Legislative Assembly, secre- 
tary, and supreme court of said Territories, 
respectively, at such places therein as have 

een or may be designated by the Legislatures 
thereof, and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury ; provided, that the money so set 
aside and appropriated in each of said Terri- 
tories shall be devoted exclusively to the 
erection of capitol buildings in the Territories 
in which the same has been and shall be col- 
lected, and not in any other; and that the same 
shall uot exceed in amount the sum of $40,000 
m each of said Territories; and provided far- 
ther, that said building or buildings in each 
Territory shall be finished for the sum herein 
appropriated; and provided further, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 


authorized to commence the erection and con- 
struction of said buildings in said Territories, 
respectively, whenever the net proceeds of 
the internal revenue collected therein shall 
amount to the sum of $15,000; and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to make such regulations for the 
custody and safety of the money so set apart 
until it is used and directed by this act as he 
shall deem necessary. 

The Clerk read the amendments of the com- 
mittee, as follows: 
Insert after the word “ Washington” the words 
and Colorado;” in line twenty-eight strike out 


“fifteen,” and insert “‘ten;” and in line thirty-one 
strike out “and,” and insert “as.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. VAUGHAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


a PETERS. I ask that the bill be again 
read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, is it too late 
to make a point of order that this bill should 
have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER, It has passed the stage 
when that point of order could be made. 

Mr. PETERS. Who reported this bill—the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. PETERS. I do not see why there 
should be a distinction between the Terri- 
tories and the States in reference to appro- 
priating money out of the Treasury for pub- 
lic buildings in the States and Territories. 
This is an indirect sort of way of sequestrating 
the publie revenues. The taxes of 1871 have 
been paid into the Treasury, or at least a 
large part of them. 

Mr. TAFFE. While this bill bas not 
been reported by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, I desire to say that 
it has been customary for a number of years 
to appropriate money in this way. And I 
wish to say further that I doubt whether we 
have the right under the Constitution to tax 
the people of the Territories in this way when 
we do not allow them representation, 

Mr. PETERS. Iam glad to hear the gen- 
tleman say so. 

Mr. TAFFE. I believe that taxation and 
representation should go together, and I do 
not believe under the Constitution we have 
the right to tax the people of the Territories 
when we refuse them representation. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to refer the bill 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, who will inguire 
into the whole question. 

Mr. PETERS. I am a member of the 


s 


Committee on the Judiciary, and therefore |; 


moved the other reference. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. 


I hope {i 


the bill will be referred to the Committee on || 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. I will 
make a single remark, that so far as the pariia- 
mentary law on this subject is concerned, I have 


noticed the application of moneys to specific | 


purposes by Congress frequently since Í have 


Whole, and it has been held that the bill does 


not go to the Committee of the Whole unless | 


it makes a specific appropriation of money out | 


of the Treasury of the United States. This is 
no appropriation from the Treasury. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order that 


this should go to the Committee of the Whole | 


is not pending. 
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Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. Then I 
wish to say one word further in regard to the 
bili. The Government of the United States is 
paying twelve per cent. per annum rents upon 
buildings for the same purpose to which these 
buildings are to be applied, while they are 
borrowing money at five per cent. Asa mat- 
ter of economy the Government gains by the 
passage of the bill. In addition to that, Con- 
gress has said that no Territory shall be admit- 
ted until it has a half ratio for a Representa- 
tive. 'Thatwill keep us as Territories for many 
years to come. The ratio is constantly increas- 
ing every decade. The result will be that this 
twelve per cent. will be paid for years to come 
by the Government. 

Another fact I wish to state is, that with the 
exception of these Territories in this bill 
every Territory from the earliest days to the 
present time has had from thirty thousand to 
one hundred and twenty thousand dollars each 
for the same purpose. This bill only includes 
the Territories which have never received a 
cent for capitol buildings. Wepropose to pay 
it out of our pockets. We propose to collect 
the money in our own midst and disburse it 
for this purpose. j 

I cannot see why objection is made to this 
measure when the whole history of the Gov- 
ernment shows thata different course of policy 
has been adopted in regard to every Territory 
in the United States. We expect to remain 
in our condition of tutelage for a long time. 
We expect to have to come to Congress, as we 
do to-day, to ask these favors at your hands, 
and we trust, as a matter of economy, as a 
matter of establishing a precedent, us a matter . 
of right, as a matter of justice to us, that the 
House will not insist on recommitting this bill 
to any committee, but will give us what you 
have given to every other Territory, even when 
you take it out of your own pockets to do it. 
And we do not ask you by this bill to take a 
dollar for this purpose. 

Mr. VAUGHAN. 
question. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 
recommit pending? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Vavcuan] was on the floor, 
and had the right to say whether or not he 
would permit a motion to recommit. 

Mr. VAUGHAN. I have not yielded for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. We have no statement 
of what was the amount of taxes in these 
Territories in 1871, or what-it will probably 
be in 1872 or 1873. We are making a general 
appropriation of ail that has been levied and 
collected there inthe past and that will be in 
fuiure without knowing anything about it. 

But what I mainly object to is the mode of 
making the appropriation. No other Territory 
has within my recollection received an appro- 
priation in that way. We have made appro- 
priations directly out of the ‘Treasury of the 
United States for the Territories, but have 


I move the previous 


Is not the motion to 


| never said that all the taxes collected within 


the Territories shall be applied to particular 
purposes. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Pursrs] 
desires to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Tbe SPEAKKR. That motion will be in 


| order if the House does not second the demand 


for the previous question. 

Mr. PETERS. There is nothing from the 
Secretary of the Treasury asking this. I do not 
think we should passthe bill on the case which 


J ; 2 have | bas been presented. 
been here without going :othe Committee of the i! 


Mr. VAUGHAN. Let the report of the 


: committee be read. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 144) entitled “A bill to set 
aside certain proceeds from internal revenue for the 


erection of capitol buildings in the Territories of 
Ar 32, Dakota, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and 
Washington,” have had the same under considera- 


tion, and report: 
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That while they are in full sympathy with the 
desire of the House to exercise the strictest econ- 
omy, they have been compelled, by the facts de- 
veloped, to adopt the conclusions cmbraced in this 
report as just to the Territories and economical to 
the Government. p 

From the organization of the first Territory up to 
1807 it is belived that Congress has uniformly recog- 
nized the duty of the Government to provide build- 
ings for publie use in the several Territories, and it 
is difficult to perceive any good reason for making 
the Territories named in this bill an exception to 
the rule so generally adhered to. The amounts ap- 
propriated for public buildings in the several Ter- 
ritories have been by no means uniform. Thus, 
Nebraska, received $55,000; Kansas, $50,000; Utah, 
$65,000; New Mexico, $150,000; Minnesota, $80,000, 
and Towa $35,000, and thirty-two hundred acres of 
taud. a 

Thirty-five thousand dollarsin two apprporiations 
were given to the Territory of Washington for cap- 
itol buildings. Of this sum only about six thousand 
dollars have been expended in clearing a site from 
heavy timber, and crecting thereon, some seventeen 
years ago, a temporary wooden structure, which is 
now in a state of dilapidation. The remainder of 
those appropriations was covered back into the 
Treasury. i at i 

The appropriations for capitol buildings hitherto 
have been made and expended at times when the 
cost of both material and labor were much lower 
than at present; and although the amount named 
in the bill is considerably less than the average of 
appropriations heretofore made for the same pur- 
pose, the committee believe that it will be found 
sufficient if economically expended. ety 

The committee have discovered no objection to the 
plan of setting aside the procecds derived from in- 
ternal revenue in the several Territories for the 
purpose of erecting capitol buildings therein, but 
favor it, assuch a course will be attended with less 
trouble and expense to the Government than a direct 
appropriation trom the Treasury, which would in- 
volve the transmission of the funds so appropriated, 
and a return to the Treasury of the revenues col- 
leeted in cach Territory, : 

From an examination of tho last report of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue it appears that 
there have been collected, under the internal reve- 
nue system, in the Lerritory of Arizona, $60,381: 
Dakota, $38,855: Wyoming, $41,880; Idaho, $452,706: 
Montana, $585,042 ; Washington, 473.831 ; and Colo- 
rado, $821,051, making a total of $2,473,699, and a net 
balance of over $1,800,000, after deducting the cost 
of collection. When it is considered that tho in- 
ternal revenue system has beon organized but ashort 
timo in several of the Territories named, it beeomes 
evident that this showing is equal to that of many 
of the older States, and constitutes an additional 
reason for oxtending to these remote and thinly 
jonalated regions tho favorable legislation whieh 

ras been common to the other Territories. 

From statements furnished by the proper Depart- 
ments your committeo tind that more than $30,000 


aro paid annually by the Government in the way of 


rent of buildiugs at the capitals of the Territories 
named in this bill for the uso of the civil service, 
being overcleven per cent. per annum on the amount 
herein recommended to bo appropriated. As many 
of these Territories are remote, mountainous, and 
sparsely populated, and as the period of their 
admission as States is therefore probably somewhat 
romote, it is believed that no principle of sound 
economy will be violated in making the appropria- 
tion recommended. 

Upon examination it does not appear that any 
appropriation has ever been mado for a capitol 
building in the Torritory of Colorado, and as the 
samo eppears to be true in regard to Arizona, Di- 
kota, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and Washington, 
with tho exception of the $6,000 before referred to 
in the case of Washington, your committee bave 
concluded to recommend an appropriation of $40,000 
for cach of said Territories for the erection of capi- 
tol buildings, and that no land or money be here- 
after appropriated to cither of said Territories for 
that purpose. 

our committee therefore have agreed to report 
back the bill, amonded by inserting the Territory 
of “ Colorado,” and striking out the word “fifteen,” 
in the twenty-eighth linc, and inserting the word 
ten’’in lieu thereof, and recommend its passage. 


Mr, PETERS. I ask the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Vaueuan] if he will allow my 
motion to be pending to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds? 

Mr. VAUGHAN. Imastinsiston my demand 

for the previous question. 
_ Mr, HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I would 
inquire if it is contemplated by this bill that 
the collection of the internal revenue in the 
‘Territories shall be without any regard to the 
supervision of the internal revenue depart- 
ment in Washington, or whether the money is 
to be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States and then drawn from the Treasury for 
this purpose? 

Mr. PETERS. We have a special. Com- 
mittee ou Public Buildings and Grounds, who 
have taken charge of all these matters? 

‘The question was put on seconding the pre- 


vious question; and there were—ayes 41, noes 
17; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. VAUGHAN 
and Mr. PETERS were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 60, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is a motion for a call 
of the House in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘Then I make that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
41, noes 47 ; no quorum voting. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call or tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
and Mr. Vooruses were appointed, 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 50, noes 40. 

Mr. TAFE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 45, nays 50, not voting 
145; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Ambler, Beck, Bingham, Boles, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Cox, Farnsworth, Grif- 
fith, Hale, Handley, Harper, Hawley, Hay, Gerry 
W. Ilazelton, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, 
King, MeCormick, McCrary, McGrew, Melntyre, 
MeJunkin, Mercur, Merrick, Packer, Peck, Perce, 
Peters, Kdward Y. Rice, Rusk, Scofield, Seeley, 
Slater, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Stough- 
ton, Upson, Wakeman, Wallace. Wheeler, Willard, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Wood—45, 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Archer, Averill, Barber, 
Barnum, Bell, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, Crossland. Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Hiliott, Finkelmbureg, Wilder D. 
Foster, Golladay, Hambleton, Mavens, Hereford, 
Kendall, Ketcham, Lowe, McClelland, MeNeely, 
Merriam, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Prindle, Rainey, 
Randall, Blis IL. Roberts, Shoemaker, Storm, Tafe, 
‘Lerry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Walden, and Williams of indiana—a0, 

NOT VOTING — Messrs, Adams, Ames, Arthur, 
Banks, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, 
dames G. Blair, Bright, James Brooks, Buflinton, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Carroll, Willian T, Clark, Free- 
man Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, 
Creely, Critcher, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, 
De Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose. Duke, Eames, 
Eldredge, Biy, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, 
tlonry D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Garrett, Getz, 
Goodrich, Haldeman, Halsey, flancock, Hanks, 
larmer, George W. Harris, John T. Harris, Hays, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Kerr, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lam- 
port, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Mauson, Mar- 
shall, Maynard, MeHenry, McKee, McKinney, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leguard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packard, Paimer, osea W. Parker, Pendleton, 
Aaron F. Perry, Ili Perry, Platt, Poland, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Read, John M. Rice, Ritehie, William 
R. Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, 
Sowyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. 
Sinith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Steven- 
son, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, 
Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Twieh- 
ell, Tyner, Van Trump, Waddell, Waldron, Walls, 
Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthornc, Williams 
of New York, John ‘i. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Young—1ié, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. J ask unanimous 
consent that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to consider the tariff bill. 

Several members.objected. 

Mr. COX. I desire to know whether it isin 
order to go into Committee of the Whole to 
discuss our relations with Great Britain ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order 
to do anything except to have a call of the 
House. : 

Mr. TAFFE. I am willing that this bill 
shall go to the Committee ou Public Buildings 
and Grounds, with leave to report at any time. 
1 do not think it will provoke much discus- 
sion when gentlemen understand it. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made, 
if there be no objection. 

No objection was made, and the bill was 
referred accordingly. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, reported a bill (H. 


I move that the 


R. No. 2685) for the better protection of the: 
Indian tribes and their consolidation under a 
civil government, to be called the Territory of 


‘Oklahoma; which was réad a first and second 


time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I move that 
the bill and the report accompanying it be 
printed, and that the further consideration of 
the same be postponed until the second Tues- 
day in December next, after the morning hour, 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say——— 

Yir. PARKER, of Missouri. I call the pre- 
vious question on my motion. 

Mr. SHANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
not do that. Ido not want to be oatof order, 
but Ido not want to be choked off by the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I will yield to 
the gentleman for a few minutes. 

Mr. SHANKS. 1 object to any steps being 
taken in regard to this bill that may lead to 
its passage now or hereafter; and | cannot 
stand here as the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and permit a measure of 
this kind to pass, that has not been brought 
betore my committee, that concerns a terri- 
tory that is all Indian territory, and a people 
all of whom are Indians. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs, that are charged with all ques- 
tions relating to Indians, have had no time or 
opportunity to consider this bill, These lands 
are held by the Indian tribes under treaty 
stipulations, and yet the Committee on Tudian 
Affairs has not been permitted at any time 
to consider this bill. The treaties in all the 
cases where these lands have been patented 
to these Indians by the Government especially 
provide that no territorial government shall 
be established over them. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I must object 
to any further discussion by the gentleman, 

Mr. SHANKS. I do not understand that 
the gentleman holds the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly he does, as the 
member of the Committee on Territories who 
reported this bill. 

Mr. SHANKS, Lunderstood the gentleman 
to yield the floor. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I yielded to 
the gentleman for a few minutes, and I now 
resume the floor. 

Mr. VOORHHES. I ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Parer] to yield to me 
for a few minutes. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
but not for a long argument. 


Mr. VOORHEES. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, of which my colleague is now a 
member, in the last Congress reported sub- 
stantially this bill to the House. 

Mr. SHANKS. I never reported this bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am not speaking of 
the gentleman individually, but of the com- 
mittee of which he is one, a committee which 
probably is larger than he is. That commit- 
tee reported this bill to the House through 
Mr. Van Horn, of Missouri, then its chairman 
or acting chairman. The Committee on Ter- 
ritories claimed jurisdiction of this bill because 
it organized a Territory of the United States. 
The House sustained that claim, and the bill 
went to the Committee on Territories as the 
proper committee to take charge of it; it was 
taken out of the hands of the committee of 
which the gentleman is a member. 

One word further in regard to his sensitive- 
ness on the subject of treaty stipulations. 
have had somewhat of that feeling, but it has 
been wonderfully taken out of my composition 
of late, however. The gentleman, my colleagues 
[Mr. Suanxs,] doubtless voted for the bill ex- 
tending the internal revenue laws all over this 
Indian territory, for the bill of July 20, 1868, 
extended the internal revenue laws of the Uni- 
ted States over the Indian territory right in the 
face of the treaties, which stated that they 


I will yield, 
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< ghould not be taxed. The gentleman himself, | 
‘and almost every wan in this House, voted to 
preak down treaty stipulations with the Indians 
upou the subject of taxation, and they to-day 
“have the burdens of Government laid upon 
them without any of its blessings to produce 
order and peace in their borders. That qnes- 
tion came up in the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States in a celebrated case, and the Supreme 
Court has rendered its decision to the effect 
that a law of Congress abrogates an Indian 
treaty wherever it comes in conflict with it. 

It is late in the day to plead treaty stipula- 
tions because something is proposed for the 
benefit of those Indian tribes, when that plea 
did not avail at the time the revenue laws of 
the United States were extended over the In- 
dian country, and those tribes made subject to 
taxation, which provision of law has been sus- 
tained by the Supreme Court of the United | 
States in the face of the treaty. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Wil the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [ wish to inquire | 
whether we did not have with some of these 
Indian tribes the same kind of treaty stipula- 
tions before they were removed to the Indian 
territory, which stipulations were at the time 
of the removal regarded by Congress as subject 
to its power and control, and which it put an |} 
end to by removing the Indians to the new 
Territories? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Undoubtedly, that isso. 

Mr. SHANKS. I wish to make a single 
remark, 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


man, 

Mr. SHANKS. In answer to the questions 
just put by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Farysworru, ] I say that Congress on the 28th 
of May, 1830, provided for removing the In- 
dians west of the Mississippi river and patent- 
ing to them Jands there in consideration of 
their lands east of the river, when they 
should sell their lands by treaty, and in- no 
other way, 

In answer to what my colleague [Mr. 
Vooruuns] has said in regard to the previous 
action of the House, he will pardon me for 
saying that he is again at fault. The House 
did not take out of the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs the bill for organ- 
izing this Territory and transfer it to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. The facts in that mat- 
ter were these: a majority of the Committee 
on Indian A ffairs—a majority of one, simply— 
was in favor of organizing that Territory under 
the bill introduced by Mr. Van Horn. The 
minority of the committee, of which I was 
One, Opposed that measure. In the contro- 
versy had upon this floor at that time, the 


I will hear the gentle- 


chairman of the Committee on the Territories ! 


asked that the bill be referred to his com- 
mittee, but the House referred it to a joint 
committee, consisting of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and the Committee on the 
Territories, That is what was done at that 
ime, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to this question of 
law of which the gentleman speaks, he seems 
to have had the point very ready, and I think 
must have been prepared to speak upon it 
Just at this time and in this way. That law 
to which he refers is not in conflict but in 
conformity with the provisions of our treaties 
with the Indian tribes from the earliest period | 

own, because those treaties have uniformly 
provided for commercial intercourse between 
eee and the Government. Hence that 
Simply in pursuance of the internal policy of 
the Overnment with reference to the raising 
of taxes for its support. But a proposition to 
£0 down to the Indian country and take away 
from these people their homes is a very differ- 
ent thing, This bill proposes to organize a 
Court in the Indian territory—-— 


Hl 
was not in violation of any treaty, but was | 


Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a point of order. | 


| 


I submit that the merits of the bill are not now 
before the House for discussion. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I object to a 
discussion of the merits of this bill. I insist 
on my motion, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say a single 
word in reply to my colleague, [ Mr. SHANKS. ] 
If he will read the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, as it has been my 
duty to do carefully as a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, in connection with 
this very question, he will see that he and the 
Supreme Court differ as to whether the law of 
Congress of which I have spoken does or does 
not conflict with the treaty of 1866 with the 
Cherokee Indians. If the law abrogates the 
treaty, it certainly does conflict with it. The 
gentleman says I was ready 

Mr. BINGHAM. TI insist upon my point 
of order. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Parker] a question the 
answer to which may govern my vote; and I 
trust he will be kind enough to answer it. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Section sixteen of this bill pro- 
vides for the establishment of land offices and 
the survey of lands 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
that question. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave not yet concluded the 
question which I desired to put. Section sev- 
enteen provides 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, 
the gentleman any further trouble. 

_ Mr. BECK. Ihave not yet asked my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. This bill is a 
substitute. 

Mr. BECK. Itis in the bill of Mr. PARKER, 
of Missouri, that these lands, as soon as the 
Indian titles shall be extinguished and they 
are surveyed and become public lands of the 
United States, shall come uuder the operation 
of the grants and pledges heretofore made by 
Congress to certain railroad companies. Is it 
not the meaning and intention of this act to 
give it to them? 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. All this dis- 
cussion of the merits of the bill has been pro- 
cipitated without any knowledge as to what is 
contained in the bill and report. In the sub- 


I can answer 


I can save 


| stitute reported by myself the whole question 


involving the title of these lands belonging to 
these Indians is stricken out. The report of 
the committees instead of weakening the title 
of the Indian to these lands, strengthens that 
title. 

There is no section sixteen in the substi- 
tute. All that part of the bill introduced by 
me from section fifteen is stricken out by the 
committee. 

Mr. BECK. 
tion. When the gentleman introduced his 
original bill was it not its intent and purport 
to give these lands to the two railroad corpor- 
ations I have referred to? 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I can answer 


that. 
Mr. BECK. Was it not stricken out——~ 
Mr. BINGHAM. [I insist on my point of 
order. 


The SPEAKER. Ona motion to postpone 
it is not in order to discuss the merits of the 
bill to which the motion applies. The pend- 


i ing question is on the postponement of the 


further consideration of this bill to the second 
Tuesday of December next, after the morning 
hour. 

Mr. SHANKS. Ido hope it will be referred 
to a joint committee on Indian affairs. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I demand the 
previous question on my motion. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
62, noes 19; no quorum voting. , 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If the House adjourns 
now will not this question come up to-mor- 
row morning as the unfinished business imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal? 


Let me ask this further ques- | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has always 
declined to answer parliamentary questions as 
to what would be the effect of a motion to 
adjourn on a pending bill. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I can answer that ques- 
tion myself—I am sure it would; and there- 
fore I move the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at nine o’clock and forty-five minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of citi- 
zens of Alexandria, Virginia, praying payment 
for French spoliations prior to 1800. 

By Mr. CROCKER: The petition of Pro- 
fessor W. S. Snell and 41 others, citizens of 
Amherst, Massachusetts, praying Congress for 
further endowments of land for the promotion 
and more complete endowment of colleges of 
agriculture and mechanic arts. 

By Mr. McJUNKIN : The petition of Jeff. 
Burtner, C. E. Anderson, W. H. Black, H. A. 
Wise, and 149 others, citizens of Butler county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the passage of House 
bill No. 1788, increasing pensious to per- 
manently disabled soldiers. 

By Mr. MeKINNEY : The petition of John 
Bollinger and 47 others, citizeus of Darke 
county, Ohio, asking the passage of House 
bill No. 1788, to increase pensions in certain 
cases. 

Also, the petition of John Biotner and 21 
others, citizens of Darke, county, Ohio, for 
the same. 

By Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of James 
H. Bucklin and numerous others, citizens of 
Herkimer county, State of New York, protest- 
ing against a second extension of a patent to 
L. L. Langsworth for his bee-hive. 

By Mr. VAN TROMP: The petition of 
John Gibbs, praying a pension for services at 
the battle of North Point, in the war of 1812. 


IN SENATE, 

Wepwespay, May 1, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New- 
| MAN, D 
| The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
| of yesterday’s proceedings. 
| Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the further 
| 
| 


! reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, and Mr. 
| HAMILTON, of Maryland, objected. 

| ‘the VICK PRESIDENT. Objection being 


|| made, the reading wiil be resumed. 


; The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represent- 
jatives by Mr. McPHerson, its Clerk, an- 
| nounced that the House had concurred in the 
| amendment of the Senate, to the bill (H. R. 
No. 174) repealing the duty on tea and coffee. 
| The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleas- 
‘ure yacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
| Parker, an be registered under that name; 
and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or detaced 
bonds of the United States. 
| ‘The message farther announced that the 

House had passed the bill (S. No. 798) to 
amend an act approved February 28, 1871, 
j| amending an act approved May 31, 1870, enti- 
tled ‘An act to enforce the rights of citizens 
of the United States to vote in the several 
States of this Union, and for other purposes.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker 
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of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bilis; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bil (H. R. No. 174) repealing the daty 
on tea and coffee; and . 

A bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to an act 
entitled “An act to incorporate the ‘Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 
construction of its road, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 8, 1871. 


BED OF BEAVER LAKE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 616) to release 
to the State of Indiana thelands known as the 
bed of Beaver lake. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was to substitute for the bill of the Sen- 
ate the following: 


Beit enacted, œe.. That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause all that part of the public domain known 
as tho bed of Beaver lake, and situated in the 
county of Newton, in theState of Indiana, forming 
parts of to wnsbip thirty north, ranges eight, nine 
and ten west, and of township thirty-one north, 
range nine west, to besurveyed and offered for sale 
in logal subdivisions at the court- house in the county 
of Newton, first giving sixty days’ notice of the time 
and place ofsuch sale, by publication in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in the city 
of Indian: polis, Indiana, and also in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in said county 
of Newton, 

Sro. 2. That all actual settlers upon,and inhabit- 
ants of, any parts of the lands forming said bed of 
Beaver lake on the lst day of January, A. D. 1871, 
who have mado permanent improvements there- 
on, upon proof, satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Tnterior, of such settlement and improvement prior 
to that date, shall bavo priority of purchase of the 
full amount of said lands so occupied and improved 
by them, at tho rate of $1 25 per acre for said lands 
and improvements; and that all holders of any 
parta of said lands, by purchase in good faith and 

or a valuable consideration, mediately or imme- 
diately from the State of Indiana, or its assigns, or 
from Michael G. Bright, or bis assigns, or by devise 
or inheritance from such purchaser, shall be entitled 
to enter the lands so held, in legal subdivisions, at 
the land office at Indianapolis, Indiana, at the price 
of $1 25 per acre, in preference to all other persons: 
Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to make any vendor liable 
to his vendee for any purehaso-money that may 
havo been paid, oxcepting to the extent of the 
amount that such vondee may be required to pay in 
order to perfect his title under the provisions of this 
act; nor shall anything herein contained be so con- 
strued as to prevent any vendor from recovering 
from his vendeo any unpaid purchase-money, ex- 
cepting that such vendeo may have an abatement of 
such purchase-moncey, to tho extentof any sum he 
may have paid, pursuant to the provisions of this 
act, for the purpose of porfesting his title. 

Sue. 3, That the residue of said lands shall bo dis- 
posed of at public salo to the highest bidder ata 
price not less than $1 25 por acre. 


And to amend the title so as to read: 

A bill for the salo of lands reclaimed by the 
drainage of Beaver lake, Indiana. 

Mr. PRATT. I move to concur in the 
amendment of the House with an amendment, 
to add at the close of the third section the 
following: 


And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior to reimburse the State of Indiana out of 
the moneys received from the sale of said lands for 
tue oxpenses incurred by the State in draining said 
ake, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
concur with antamendment has priority of the 
question of concurrence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would move that the 
amendment of the House and the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Indiana be printed, 
and that the bill and amendments then be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
as this opens an entirely new question, so that 
we may see what it is and they may report 
upon it. 

Mr. PRATT. I can very briefly explain to 
the Senate the nature of the amendment made 
by the House and the propriety of the amend- 
ment which I now offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
refer will have priority of the motion to concur 
with an amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. I will briefly state the nature 
of the amendment made by the House. It 
will be remembered that the bill passed the 


* 


Senate some five or six weeks since. It pro- 
vided for a cession by the United States of the 
bed of Beaver lake to the State of Indiana. 
That was the whole of it. In that form it went 
to the House. The House subverted entirely 
the principle of the bill by providing that the 
bed of the lake shall be surveyed under the 
authority of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the land shall be exposed at public sale at the 
court-house door of the county seat, and that 
the proceeds of the sale shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. There is a 
provision, however, in favor of those who were 
in possession of the lands or claimed title to 
them upon the 1st day of January, 1871, that 
where they have made improvements, they 
shall be allowed to preémpt the landsat $1 25 
an acre. ‘That is the nature, briefly stated, 
of the amendment of the House to the bill. 

When the bill was under consideration here 
I endeavored to demonstrate, and thought I 
did to the satisfaction of the Senate, because 
the bill was passed by a unanimous vote, that 
the bed of this lake should be ceded to the 
State of Indiana. It covered some fifteen 
or sixteen thousand acres of land. The State 
and the citizens of that State living in the 
neighborhood of the lake had drained it at an 
expense of several thousand dollars. The pro- 
prietorship of the General Government of the 
bed of the lake was an utterly barren one. 
The land was worth nothing. It was soil under 
water. It had never been surveyed. It could 
not be surveyed. But the State of Indiana, 
out of the proceeds of the sale of the swamp 
lands of that county, undertook to drain the 
lake. In that enterprise she was aided by 
citizens living iu the neighborhood of the lake ; 
so thai it was accomplished without one cent of 
cost to the General Government, and some 
thirteen or fourteen thousand acres of land, 
which had before been covered by water, were 
recovered and made productive land. 

In this condition of things certain parties 
within the last year or two, thinking that these 
as uusurveyed lands were subject to the pre- 
emption laws of the Government, undertook 
to setiie upon them and to exelude those who 
were in possession or claimed title. 

I ought to say in this connection that the 
lands reclaimed by the drainage of the lake 
were Claimed by certain parties who had ori- 
ginally entered the lands bordering upon the 
lake. They claimed that in purchasing the 
lands upon the margin of the lake their tile 
extended to its center, and in this opinion 
they were confirmed by the decision of the 
circuit court of that county, presided over by 
a gentleman who is now one of the supreme 
judges of Indiana, and was formerly a member 
of this body. I refer to Judge Pettit. He 
decided that the owners of the land upon the 
margin of the lake had a title by virtue of that 
purchase to the center of the lake. That sub- 
stantially was his decision. 

Two geutlemen of the name of Bright and 
Condit had cutered these lands, or had pur- 
chased them, rather, as swamp lands from the 
State of Indiana, aud they, in conjunction with 
the State of Indiana, had drained this lake. 
The State subsequently became interested in 
one half of these lands in this mode: John P, 
Dunn, who derived title from Condit, one of 
the original purchasers, was a defaulter, I be- 
lieve, to the State, and judgment was rendered 
against him, and these lands were sold, and 
ultimately came into the possession of the 
State in satisfaction of the claim against 
Dunn, in whole or part. The State afterward 
sold these lands and received some eighty-five 
hundred dollars of the purchase money. 

The amendment which has been passed by 
the House will of course compel the State of 
Indiana to refuud to the purchasers all the 
money which she has received with interest. 
What I claim now is, that since the decision 
of the House is that these are Government 
lands and should be sold, the proceeds of the 
sale shall first be paid to reimbursing the State 


of Indiana the amount expended by her in 
reclaiming these lands and giving them any 
value whatever. They would have had no 
value without this expense. Thatis the whole 
of my amendment. It is that the proceeds of 
these lands, when sold under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall be devoted 
first to reimburse the State of Indiana for the 
expense that she has incurred in draining 
them. I hope the amendment that I have 
proposed will be adopted without the refer- - 
ence of the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought I understood ` 
the Senator from Indiana when he addressed 
the Senate on this bill a few weeks ago to 
maintain that the title to the land under this 
lake was in the State of Indiana, and that is 
had lawfully taken possession of and disposed 
of it, and that the bill that we passed wag 
merely to save all possible question that we 
were not granting to the State of Indiana any- 
thing in reality, but we were only surrender- 
ing a barren cloud or pretense of title that 
might be set up by these squatters who had 
intruded themselves upon the land. Am I 
right? [Mr. Prarr nodded assent.] J under- 
stand from my honorable friend that I am 
right in my understanding of what his views 
were. I concurred with him entirely. The 
United States, in my opinion, had not and has 
not now a particle of title to these lands. I 
think the honorable Senator knew that that 
was my opinion hefore. 

Now, then, because the House of Represent- 
atives has seemed to lake a different view of 
that question, which, in point of law, in my 
opinion, is as clear as any land question can 
be when you come to lock at the decisions 
made on just such subjects in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, I do not sce why 
we are bound to acquiesce in that at all; I do 
not know why we are bound to reverse our 
own opinion and reverse our own legislation, 
and say that we will take this land away from 
the State of Indiana and will pay her for it, 
when we do not want it, and it will only be a 
curse to us. I do not see any reason whatever 
for it. It would be much better, in my opinion, 
not to have passed any bill, but to have left it 
to the courts to decide (as they infallibly would, 
so far as we can prognosticate what a court 
will do on a question of law) that the title of 
the State was clear and that the United States 
had no title, and that these squatters and pre- 
emptioners were intruders on tbe land that 
had been properly granted to other people. 

Lhope, therefore, without enlarging, that the 
Senate will not commit itself to this view of 
the House, take back this land from the State 
of Indiana and undertake to assume it when 
the State perhaps will not consent, and thus 
get ourselves into the difficulty of being obliged 
to fight the people who are in possession of 
part of it, who are now in possession under the 
State of Indiana, in which we shall certainly 
fail, and then go through the form of selling 
some of these lands and accounting for this 
money, when it will turn out in the end that 
an attempt to sell every quarter section that 
lay under that lake wiil finally be held not to 
confer a valid title upon our patentee and 
that the title of the State of Indiana is a 
good one, and then we shali have to pay back 
the money to the patentee, and for his improve- 
ments, and all that. Let us, therefore, adopt 
the views of the Senator from Indiana, as he 
conclusively stated them the other day, and 
disagree to these amendments of the House 
entirely. Iam willing to do that now. But 
if we are to go on and act on the theory that 
we are going to take the back track on this 
subject, then the subject certainly ought to go 
to a committee for inquiry and investigation 
If it will be agreeable to my friend from Indi- 
ana to have the bill passed, as he had it in the 
first place, I will vote with him with pleasure 
to disagree to the amendment of the House, 
and if the House on reconsideration think that 


is not the best, we can have a conference and 
see where the point of difficulty is. 
Mr. PRATT. On the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont I withdraw my amend- 
ment, and move that the Senate disagree to 
the amendment of the House of Representa- 
ves. 
Hke VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on concurring, and the Senator desires the 
© Senate to non-concur, which is the converse 
of it. 

The amendment of the House was non-con- 
curred in. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the- House of 
Representatives be asked for a committee of 
eonference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Vice President was, by unanimous con- 
sent, authorized to appoint the conferees on 
the part of the Senate; and Messrs. PRATT, 
Epuunps, and LOGAN were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of 
Mary Callahan, of Philadelphia, praying an 
increase of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NYE. Iask permission of the Senate 
to call up House bill No. 1030, for the purpose 
of having action upon it. 

Mr. CORBETT. I shall have to object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon objects. It requires unanimous con- 
sent at this stage of business. Petitions are 
still in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
John Wood, Paul Selby, and others, citizens 
of Illinois, praying the enactment of a law 
granting to each State the proceeds of the sales 
of public lands to the amount of thirty thou- 
sand acres for each of its Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, for the endowment 
of one university in each State, whose leading 
object shall be the higher education of women ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Eda- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ilinois, praying the extension of the patent 
of Willian H. Akins and Jacob D. Felthousen, 
for improvements in sewing-machines; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Iowa, in relation to settlers on 
swamp lands or lands claimed as such; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Towa, relative to the building of a 
bridge across the Big Sioux river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of 
Albert F. Watson, praying that a pension be 
allowed to two orphan children of Samuel L. 

arter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying that the Consti- 
tunon may not be amended so as to permit a 
foreign-born person to become President of 
the United States; which was referred to the 

ommiitee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Virginia, recommending the 
establishment of signal stations at Hatteras 
and other points on the coast of Virginia and 

orth Carolina; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Commerce. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens 
of Alexandria, Virginia, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 


to the year 1801; which were ordered to lie 
on the table, 
Mr. KELLY presented the petition of Mary 
à Sawtelle and others, members of the Wo- 
men’s Real Estate Association of New York 
SA praying a donation of public lands in the 
tate of Oregon upon certain conditions ; which 


a 


l 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2957 


was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
William H. Campbell, praying tidem for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to 
the year 1801 ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of soldiers 
and sailors, in favor of the passage of the 
bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training 


School Association ; which was referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GHANDLER presented a memorial of 
manufacturers of picture-frame moldings, pray- 
ing that the patent of Robert Marcher for a 
hand-preparing machine may not be extended ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying that mustard seed 
be placed on the free list; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. f 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. SPENCER. The day before yester- 
day I introduced a bill (S. No. 1047) in re- 
lation to the Orange, Alexandria and Manas- 
sas railroad. I was not aware at that time 
that bills were not printed without a special 
order. I introduced the bill at request. I 
move now that it be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


ALASKA INDIANS. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 


(S. No. 965) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to take jurisdiction over the people 
of Alaska called Indians, and for other pur- 
poses, have instructed me to report it back, 
with an amendment; and I ask the Senate to 
hear me make a statement, not exceeding three 
minutes, and to act upon the bill now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which proposes to make it Jaw- 
ful for the Secretary of the Interior to have 
the same jurisdiction over the people called 
Indians inhabiting Alaska that he now has 
over other tribes of American Indians, and that 
he may refund for the benefit of the Indians of 
Alaska such an amount ofthe funds already ap- 
propriated ‘‘ for Indian tribes not otherwise 
provided for’’ as may be required to establish 
schools, and other necessary purposes. 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Indians Affairs was after the word ‘* Indi- 
ans,” in line six, to strike out the following 
words: 

And that he may refund for the benefit of said 
Indians in Alaska such an amount of the funds 
already appropriated “for Indian tribes not other- 
wise provided for’? as may be required to establish 
schools, and other necessary purposes. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And to expend for the benefit of said Indians of 
Alaska such an amount of funds which are, or which 
may be hereafter appropriated, for Indian tribes 
not otherwise provided for, as he may judge proper, 
to establish schools, to promote industry, and for 
other purposes necessary for their civilization. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Previous to the ac- 
quisition of Alaska we had a system of Indian 
service which placed the American Indians 
mainly under the charge of the Secretary of 
the Interior, but it is hardly probable that he 
can exercise the same jurisdiction over the 
people called Indians in Alaska without some 
new provision of law. This bill makes that 
provision. It extends his authority or gives 
him the same jurisdiction over that people 
that he has now over the tribes of American 
Indians. It still further authorizes him to 
expend such an amount of funds already ap- 
propriated to Indians ‘fnot otherwise pro- 
vided for,” as he may think necessary, in order 
to establish schools and promote their civil- 
ization. This appears to be necessary. The 
character of these people called Indians is 
somewhat different from the North American 
Indians. They appear to be more intelligent 


The Committee on | 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill | 


and more easily instructed. I have stated the 
substance of the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I would suggest that the 
committee strike out the words “ Secretary 
of the Interior” and insert ‘President of the 
United States.” There is no general law that 
puts the Indians incharge of the Secretary of 
the Interior except by special statute relating 
to each particular tribe; but the President 
has. the general supervision of the Indians, 
and the Secretary is only a clerk to the Presi- 
dent any way. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 1 have no objec- 


H tion to that change. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection that amendment will be made. This 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I think the object of this bill 
is a beneficent one and the bill ought to pass. 
Those persons called Indians in that newly 
acquired part of the United States have been 
very much neglected under our Government, 
much more so than under the Government of 
Russia during the term of the sovereignty of 
that empire in that country. I hope, there- 
fore, the bill may become a law and that it 
may be acted upon by our Government for 
the relief of these people. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask 
the gentleman if the fur company which has 
succeeded to the Russian fur company expend 
anything in the way of educating the Aleuts 
as the original Russian fur company did; or 
do they wish to throw the support of these 
Aleuts upon the Government of the United 
States under this bill? 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire knows fully as much about that as I do. 
I do not know what they are doing or whether 
they are doing anything for the Aleuts or not. 
{ do not know how far the obligations on the 
part of that company go toward the protection 
of these Ludians. It may be that the arrange- 
ments made with that company oblige them to 
do something in this direction. I do nutknow 
how that is. The Senator may beable to give 
some information on that subject. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I only know that the 
present fur company succeeded to ail the 
rights and jurisdiction of the original Russian 
fur company in these islands. ‘The original 
company had to educate the Aleuts on the 
islands. Ido not know that it is the fact, but 
it looks to me a little as though this fur com- 
pany intended to shirk that responsibility on 
the part of the company and throw it on the 
hands of the Government. 

Mr. COLE. If there is any such purpose 
about it I was not aware of it, I am sure, and 
I am certain, on the other hand, that there is 
no such purpose, but that this bill is not a bill 
at the request of that company at all, but one 
to which they would be very apt to object. 

Mr. CORBETT. 1 think the company have 
to take care of those people upon the islands 
leased to them, but not those in the other 
portion of the territory. J think this bill 
ought to pass. ; 

The amendment reported by.the Committee 
on Indian Affairs was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred in. The bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

COURTS IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 859) to change the time for holding 
the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin, 
at La Crosse, have instructed me to report it 
favorably; and as this is a local bill and can 
lead to no possible debate or objection, I ask 
the Senate to consider it at the present time. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill 
provides that the time of holding the circuit 
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and district courts of the United States for 
the western district of Wisconsin, at La 
Crosse, shall be the third Tuesday of Septem- 
ber of each year, instead of the first Monday 
of December, as now provided by law. The 
December term at La Crosse is abolished, and 
all recognizances, indictments, writs, process, 
and other proceedings, civil and criminal, 
now pending in either of said courts, may be 
entered, heard, and tried at the time herein 
fixed for holding them; but a term may be 
held in December, 1872, for the purpose of 
taking forfeitures of recognizances and dispos- 
ing of any and all matters pending in the 
court, civil or criminal, necessary to be dis- 
posed of at the term to prevent discontinu- 
ances or any loss of any rights that may have 
accrued to any party or to the Government 
of the United States. This act is not to inter- 
fere with the term of the courts appointed to 
be holden at Madison, in the same district, 
nor with the power now possessed by the judges 
to order special terms, as now provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES KEENAN. 


Mr. CAMERON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
141) to amend the resolution for the relief of 
James Keenan, late consul at Hong Kong, 
China, approved February 18, 1867, to report 
it without amendment. ‘his requires only the 
alteration of a word and limits the responsi- 
bility of the Government. I therefore ask the 
Senate to consider it at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. ft proposes to amend 
the joint resolution approved February 18, 
1867, for the relief of James Keenan, deceased, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, by striking 
outall after the words “the several balances 
due him,” and inserting in licu thereof the 
words ‘*on his accounts for relief of seamen.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot understand that 
unless 1 see the act of 1867, 

Mr. CAMERON. Iwill explain it in a mo- 
ment. A resolution was passed by Congressa 
few years ago that allowed all this gentleman’ s 
accounts to be settled upon a broad principle. 
This strikes outall the accounts excepta single 
one which is for the sums of money he paid to 
seamen in that country. The limitation is alto- 
gether in favor of the Government, and can do 
no harm to anybody. The only good it can do 
anybody is to settle the account for the benefit 
of the family. 

Mr. SDMUNDS. 
resolution read again. 

‘The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That changes it entirely. 

“Mr. CAMERON. For the benefit of the 
Government, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, The act of 1867 provides 
that there shall be paid to his legal represent- 
atives the amount of exchange to which he 
would be entitled for loss had he drawn the 
several balances due him on the adjustment 
of his accounts. Now you propose to adda 
settlement of all moneys which he may bave 
advanced to seamen. Instead of the limita- 
tion, therefore, it is an extension. I think we 
ought to consider that a little. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Ver- 
mont for once in his public life is wrong. It 
limits it entirely to one account in place of 
allowing all his accounts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let it go over for the 
present and I will look into it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, 

lution will lie over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: In jus- 
tice to the Senator from Pennsylvania, I de- 
sire to say that from comparing his bill with 
the statute I have no objection to it, and am 
willing that it should pass. 


I should like to hear the 


The joint reso- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont withdraws his objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the 
Senate without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Madeline Vinton Dahlgren, praying 
compensation for the adoption and use in the 
Navy of the United States of certain inven- 


. tions of her late husband, Rear Admiral Dahl- 


gren, relating to ordnance, submitted g report, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1059) authoriz- 
ing a settlement of the claim of the estate of 
the late Rear Admiral John A. Dahlgren. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 957) supplemental to the act 
of February 9, 1871, incorporating the Colum- 
bian College in the District of Columbia, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1016) to extend 
the works of the Georgetown Gas-Light Com- 
pany, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 972) to increase 
the capital stock and to extend the works of 
the Washington Gas Light Company, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The same committee, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2187) 
to confirm the action of the board of alder- 
men and common council of the city of Wash- 
ington, designating a depot site for the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company, and 
for other purposes, have instructed me to re- 
port it back without amendment, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON] to this report. I believe 
the friends of this bill are very anxious to have 
some evening set apart for its consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. J ask the Senate to assign 
to-morrow evening for the consideration of 
that bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


The Senator 


from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent | 


that to-morrow evening be assigned for the 
consideration of this bill, and the Chair sup- 
poses with the limitation that the unfinished 
business at the afternoon session shall be the 
unfinished business for the next day. Is that 
the desire of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

MraCAMERON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. I object, for the reason 
that I know there are one or two Senators 


who cannot be here to-morrow evening. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; then I will 
agree that the Senator from Massachusetts 
shall fix some other early evening. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object: 
to any agreement whatever on this question. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not pretend to know 
the rules as well as I ought to do, but 1 will 
ask the Chair if there is not some other motion 
that I can make now to bring this bill up? 
[Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is not. 
All reports of committees must, by the rules, 


lie over one day for consideration except by | 
This bill having been | 


unanimous consent. 
reported to-day, cannot be reached before to- 
morrow by any vote except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I give notice that 
to-morrow Í shall insist on having a time fixed 
for its consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 628) authorizing terms of the United 
States district court to be held at Fort Gibson, 
in the Indian territory, reported it with an 
amendment, ae 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 806) to fix the 
time of holding the United States courts in 
the districts of Arkansas; the bill (S. No, 
830) to create a United States court for the 
Indian territory ; the bill (S. No. 979) to define 
the territorial limits and jurisdiction of the 
United States district courts for the eastern 
and western districts of Arkansas, and for 


| other purposes ; the bill (S. No. 951) establish- 


lishing a United States district court in the 
[Indian country ; and the bill (S. No. 888) to 
facilitate the trials of criminal causes and re- 
duce expenses in the western judicial district 
of Arkansas, reported adversely thereon, and 


; moved their indefinite postponement, the sub- 


ject-matter being covered by Senate bill No, 
628, reported favorably. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the same commit- 
tec, to whom were referred resolutions of the 
Legislature of Kansas and various petitions 
on the subject of courts in Arkansas and the 
Indian country, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1010) relating 
to evidence in the Court of Claims, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix 
terms of United States district courts in the 
eighth district, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. NYE. Now, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to take up House biil No. 


| 1080, to regulate elections in Washington and 


Idaho Territories. 

Mr. CORBETT. I do not like to object to 
anything that the Senator from Nevada de- 
sires. As chairman of the Committee on 
Territories of course it is his duty to try to 
eall up this bill, but it is my duty to object 
from the fact thatit will create a state of affairs 
in our elections that we do not want. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena. 
tor object ? 

Mr. CORBETT. Therefore I shall have to 


object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
miltees are still in order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Com- 


miitee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 


| the memorial of William H. De Groot, asked 


to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. RICK, from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to whom was referred a memorial 


: „iW, j of the Legislature of Colorado Territory, ask- 
who wish to be here when that bill is discussed ! “thee it 


ing the passage of an act granting titles to 
lodes and veins whenever sufficient improve- 
ment has been made, asked to be discharged 
from its fariher consideration, the subject-matter 


| having been disposed of bya bill already acted 


on hy the Senate ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the Legislature 
ot Nevada, praying that the proceeds of the 
sales of mineral lands be set aside for the pur- 
pose of fostering mining interests by the es- 
tablishment. of reduction works, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration: 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from thesame committee, to whom 


| was referred the memorial of the Legislature 


of the Territory of Colorado, asking’ certain 
modifications of the bill now pending in the 
United States Senate entitled ‘An act to pro- 
mote the development of the mining resources 


| of the United States,” asked to be discharged 


from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1026) for the relief of the officers avd 
crew of the United States ship Vicksburg; 
reported it without amendment, and submitte 
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a report thereon ; which was ordered to be 


printed. r E s 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands have directed me to report back the 
pill (S. No. 883) extending the time for the 
selection of swamp and overflowed lands in 
< Oregon, under an act of Congress approved 
March 12, 1860. This is a short bill, and the 
committee has proposed a single brief amend- 
ment, the effect of which is to extend properly 
the clause saving the rights of third persons. 
J will state to the Senate that the Senator from 
Oregon [ Mr. KeLLY] desires to say a few words 
upon this bill on Friday or Saturday of this 
week in the morning hour. 

Mr. POOL, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of Sarah S. Stafford, only daughter 
and surviving heir of James Bayard Stafford, 
an officer in the Navy during the revolutionary 
war, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S..No. 1060) forthe reliefof Sarah S., Stafford. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 1644) to cure defective 


titles in the District of Columbia, reported it |! 


with an amendment. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 198) for 
the relief of Warren & Moore, reported it 
without amendinent, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE. Is it proper for me to move to 
lay aside the morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not, because 
the twenty-fourth rule requires the morning 
business to be progressed through to Senate 
resolutions, unless by unanimous consent. Re- 
ports are still in order, and several Senators 
seem to have reports to make. 


Mr. SPENCER. The Committee on the |! 


District of Columbia. to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2332) to fix the salary of 


the members of the Board of Health of the | 


District of Columbia, have instructed me to 
report itback without amendment. 
brief, and I ask for its passage this morning. 

Mr CAMERON. I object for the purpose 
of making an appeal to the Senate. 
Senator from Nevada, who is not well to-day, 
has been making a succession of appeals to 
takeupa bill which will occupy but a few 
minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state to the Senator from Nevada that 
he can move to lay thenaval appropriation bill 
on the table when it is reached at one o’clock, 
and take up his bill by a majority vote, but he 
cannot now before one o’clock except by 
unanimous consent, which is refused. 

, Mr. SPENCER. Jask that the bill I have 
Just reported be acted upon. 

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the bill cannot be considered at this 
time. 

ARMY STAFF PROMOTIONS. 


Mr. AMES. The Committee on Military 

fairs, to whom was recommitted the bill (8. 
No. 996) to repeal so much of section six of 
an act entitled ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 80, 1870, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 3, 1869, as prohibits promo- 
tions in the staff departmenis of the Army, 
have instructed me to report it back with an 
amendment, and I ask that the bill may be 
now considered, 
, The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent, : 
aon NYE. Ido not wish to object to any- 
S ing, but I desire to make an appeal to the 
» Senate, There is a bill 'here which I am very 

anxious to have considered. If it is not 
; passed to-day or to-morrow it will be useless, 


It is very || 


The || 


It is very important that it should be consid- 
ered at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless the Sen- 
ator objects to this bill, the Chair will under- 
| stand his statement as an objection to any 
other request of this sort, or if he objects to 
this bill it cannot be read. 

Mr. NYE. I do not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to add the follow- 
ing proyiso: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall authorize 
new appointments to places made vacant by promo- 
tions under this act: And provided also, That nothing 
| herein contained shall authorize promotions in said 
į departments above the grade of major. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

' Mr. CASSERLY. I trust the Senator who 
| has introduced this bill, or the chairman of 
| the Committee on Military Affairs, will give 
| some reasons to the Senate why we should pass 
i the bill. It is a change of the policy estab- 
| lished by the existing law in regard to the 
i 

| 

ji 


multiplication of officers of the Army, if I 
understand it. 

Mr. AMES. This bill does not authorize 
| new appointments in the staff departments. 
i It only permits promotions in those depart- 
| ments to the grade of major, and the bill does 
| not apply to three of the eight departments 
‘interested. The first three named, the Adju- 
i tant General’s department, the Inspector Gen- 
; eral’s department, and the pay department, 
í have grades of major and above, none below, 
‘and therefore this bill, if it should become a 
| law, will not affect those departments. It 
: will affect the other five only, permitting the 
| captains and first and second lieutenants, and 
; those officers only, to be promoted. No new 
: appointments are authorized by the bill. 
| Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
| Senator if the bill does or does not allow the 
| appointment of an assistant surgeon in place 
of a surgeon who has been promoted from the 
i ranks of assistant surgeons? It expressly 
refuses that right, does it not? 

Mr. AMES. ft authorizes promotions to 
| the grade of major. That will depend upon 
| the grade of the assistant surgeon. 


; in the assistant surgeons to be filled? 

| Mr. AMES. It authorizes no new appoint- 
"ments. 

; Mr. NYE. Never? 

| Mr. AMES. Notas they stand. 

| Myr. CASSERLY. I understand then the 
effect of this bill is to provide for the promo- 
| tion of a certain number of junior officers, but 
that it does not increase the number of supe- 
rior officers. Is that correct? 

Mr. AMES. The Senator from California 
is correct in that particular. 

Mr. MORTON. Ishould like to have the 
| bill reported. I did not hear it. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. NYE. I dislike to object, but I am very 
anxious to have action on the bill to which I 
have referred. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator 
objects, it removes this bill from the consider- 
' ation of the Senate. 

Mr. AMES. I hope the Senator will allow 
| the bill to pass. 

Mr. NYE. I will not object. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the Senate con- 
i sider the resolution relative to the time of 
meeting. ; 
The WICE PRESIDENT. The callis still 
resting at reports of committees, pending 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania asks 


l 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
F 
| 
i 


Mr. SAWYER. Does it allow the vacancy |! 


| copies being 


unanimous consent to call up the resolution 
fixing eleven o’clock as the hour of meeting. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SUMNER. I object to it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will not the Senator from 
Massachusetts permit me to state that it is evi- 
dently the desire of the Senate that this time 
be fixed, either to go in effect at once or at 
some stated day hereafter? 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to the Senator 
that we had better wait until it appears that 
the business will be advanced by it. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move that Caleb H. 
Blood be allowed to withdraw the papers. con- 
nected with his claim from the files of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators have 
generally asked that when a request is made 
for an absolute withdrawal of papers some 
reason shall be stated. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we ought to 
know whether there has been any adverse 
report. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I do not know. If 
there is, let copies be kept. 

Mr. PRATT. There has been an adverse 
report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I think they ought 
not to be withdrawn without copies, at any rate, 
being left. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
illinois objects. 

Mr. FLANAGAN, 
lett, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to the withdrawal on the condition that copies 
be left ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the practice has 
been where an adverse report has been made 
not to allow the papers to be withdrawn, because 
it may result in their being presented a second 
time and the claim being allowed afterward 
without any knowledge of the former adverse 
report. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. That is not the inten- 
tion. There is no objection to copies being 
kept. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For what purpose is it 
desired to withdraw them? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. ‘To present to another 
Department a portion of them, as I understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. After an adverse report 
has been made on papers that have been pre- 
sented to Congress, it seems to me they ought 
not to be permitted to be withdrawn. 

Mr. POMEROY. Onur rule only extends to 
preventing their withdrawal for the sake of 
presenting them at another session; but any 
person can withdraw his papers; there is no 
rule of the body against withdrawing papers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘There is a rule against 
it, I think, or a practice at any rate, where 
there has been an adverse report. 

Mr. POMEROY. He cannot withdraw them 
for the purpose of submitting them again, but 
he can withdraw them. What is the ruling of 
the Chair? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ruling is 
that by unanimous consent the Senate can 
grant the right to withdraw even if there was 
an adverse report, as the rule can be sus- 
pended by unanimous consent. The trouble 
in this case is that it devolves on the Secretary 
the making of copies. The rule has not been 
enforced heretofore that the petitioner shall 
have the copies made and lef. Of course if 
numbers of these orders are granted by the 
Senate, and these papers are to be copied, the 
force of the Secretary’s office ought to be in- 
creased. But the Chair understands there is 
no objection to this proposition, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I make the motion that 
if the papers in this case be withdrawn the 
petitioner be required to leave copies of them 
on the files, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made. It is 
made, 


I have no objection to 
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BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a Hill (S. 
No. 1061) to establish a southern transporta- 
tion company in New Mexico and Colorado 
Territories; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


4 


PRINTING OF A BILE. 


On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 1045) to quiet the 
title to certain lands in Dakota Territory, intro- 
duced on the 27th of April, be printed. 


ELECTIONS IN IDAIIO AND WASHINGTON. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the naval appropriation 
bill is before the Senate. The amendments 
made in Committee of the Whole have been 
concurred in in the Senate, and it remains in 
the Senate open to further amendment. 

Mr. NYE. I move that that bill be inform- 
ally laid aside for the purpose of taking up 
and considering House bill No. 1080. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada asks that the naval appropria- 
tion bill be informally passed over, subject 
to a demand for the regular order, that the 
Senate may consider the bill alluded to. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to give my 
reasons why that bill should not be taken up. 
Two or three years ago we ascertained that 
fraudulent voting was being practiced between 
the Territories of Idaho and Washington, and 
the State of Oregon, they holding their elections 
at different times from what we did in the 
State of Oregon. 

The VICIè PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Oregon, without 
making any point of order upon these remarks, 
which he is perfectly willing should be sub- 
mitted to the Senate, that the question now 
is on granting unanimous consent to consider 
the bill named by the Senator from Nevada, 

Mr. CORBETT. I wish simply to state 
briefly why I object to taking up the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Oregon asks unanimous cousent to state 
his objections to this bill. The Chair has no 
objection himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator from 
Oregon ought either to object or not. 

Mr. CORBETT. I objected to taking up 
the bill and would like to give my reasons 


for it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The objection 
is absolute. ‘hat removes the matter from 
the consideration of the Senate; but if debate 
be allowed on one side, the Senator must see 
that the Senator from Nevada would have the 
opportunity of replying before the question 
could be decided as to whether there was con- 
sent or not. 

Mr. NYE. I move now to lay the pending 
appropriation bill on the table for the purpose 
of considering House bill No. 1030. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That motion is 
in order, and is undebutable. The Senator 
from Nevada moves that the naval appropria- 
tion bill be laid on the table, stating that if 
that motion prevails he will move to take up 
House bill No. 1030. 

Mr. CORBETT. What would be the effect 
of making a motion to lay that motion on the 
table? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion 
cannot be made. A motion to lay on the 
table cannot be laid on the table. It is an 
independent motion which must be decided 
by itself. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nevada to lay the naval 
appropriation bill on the table. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes thirty-four, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. NYE. I move now to proceed to the 
consideration of House bill No. 1030. 

Mr. CORBETT. Upon that motion I will 
give my reasons why this bill should not be 
taken up. 


| 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator proceeds the Chair will state that by the 


eleventh rule debate on the merits is not to | 


be entertained on this motion; but, as he stated 
yesterday, if any point is made by a Senator 
he will submit to the Senate the question what 
they consider to be the merits of the bill, as 
he seems to differ from some Senators on that 
point. 

Mr. CORBETT. Well, I will give my 
reasons afterward. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Nevada to 
take up the bill named by him. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate 
clections in Washington and Idaho Territo- 
ries. The bill provides that elections in the 
Territories of Washington and Idaho for Del- 
agates to the House of Representatives of the 
Forty-Third Congress shall be held on the 
Tuesday next following the first Monday in 
November, 1872, and thereafter biennially on 
the Tuesday next following the first Monday 
in November; and that all elective territorial, 
county, and precinct officers shall hereafter be 
elected at the times herein specified, unless 
otherwise provided by legislation subsequent 
hereto, in either of these Territories. 

Mr. CORBELT. My objection to the tak- 
ing up of this bill is, first, that it does not have 
the approval of the committee to whom it was 
referred, the Committee on Territories, it hav- 
ing been reported without recommendation. 
1 was before the committee as were the Dele- 
gates from these Territories, and we submitted 
our views upon this question. The bill passed 
the [louse without opposition, no one being 
there to represent the Republican side in the 
State of Oregon to oppose the bill. 

About three years ago, ascertaining that 
frauds were committed between the Terri- 
tories of Idaho and Washington and the State 
of Oregon, Congress passed an act compelling 
these Territories to hold their elections upon 
the same date with the election held in Ore- 
gon. It was ascertained that, they holding 
their elections at a different time from our 
State, frauds were committed. We passed a 
bill, when my late colleague, Senator Wil- 
liams, was in the Senate, to prevent this ; and 
siuce the passage of that law we believe to a 
great extent those frauds have been prevented. 
We believe that itis improper to change the 
law from the fact thatif we do it gives an 
opportunity to men east of the mountains, 
where there is not a Republican precinct on 
the border of Oregon, to cross the line and 
vote in Oregon as formerly; and our people 
there object to the change of this law. If it 
was necessary three years ago to pass this law, 
it is certainly necessary at this time, to prevent 
any change in it wheu it has proved effective 
thus far. I hope that the Senate will not re- 
peal a law that has been enacted after due con- 
sideration and thorough examination, when it 
is evidentiy as necessary to retainthe law now 
as it was to pass it originally. 

I should like very much, if I could con- 
sistently, to accommodate the Delegates from 
Idaho and Washington who desire this change 
simply for the purpose I believe of canvassing 
those Territories; but at the same time we 
must consider that the purity of elections in 
Oregon is a matter of importance. A Repre- 
sentative to Congress is there to be elected on 
the first Monday in June. As I understand, 
our convention has been held and the election 
is to take place. Both parties have entered the 
field and are canvassing the State. The con- 
vention in Washington Territory has also been 
held; the Delegate has been nominated, and 
he desires to canvass that Territory. He has 
time now to go and make the canvass of the 
Territory ; and changing this time ofeelection 
will only throw us back and enable those peo- 
ple who have committed these frauds hereto- 


| 


= 


fore to commit them again on the border of 
our State. This I desire to prevent. We 
desire nothing but an honest election in our 
State. If it is wrong to compel them to hold. 
their election at the same time with ours, go 


that we may have an honest election, then i 2> | 
But if we desire. 


is proper to repeal this law. 
an honest election, there is no reason why they ©: 
should not hold their election at the same time: ’ 
that the State of Oregon holds her election:.° 
and for that reason I hope the law will not be 
changed or repealed. 

I think I have stated the case fairly. The 
Senator from Nevada of course feels it is hig 
duty to call up this bill, being the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories. I presume that 
he has no interest in the bill, and therefore 
cannot be actuated by any motives to do ug 
injustice in Oregon. {Í hope that the bill will 
not be passed. ` 

Mr. KELLY. I had not intended to say 
anything or butlittle on this bill; but as tt is 
alleged that frauds have taken place at the 
elections in Oregon by importing voters from 
these Territories, I will say that I differ with 
my colleague in that respect; and as the best 
evidence of it I will mention that four yearg 
ago the State was entirely Republican; then 
we voted upon a different day from these 
Territories; but ever since the passage of the 
bill fixing their election on the same day 
as ours Oregon has been a Democratic State.: 
So, I think, if frauds were committed, they 
were committed by the friends of my colleague. 
Twill not charge it, however. I will simply 
say that so far as the Territory of Idaho is 
concerned the nearest polling place in Oregon 
to that Territory where votes are cast is one 
hundred miles, exceptasingle precinct, known 
as Jordan Valley precinct, which is some 
fifteen or sixteen miles from the Idaho line 
and casts perhaps a dozen votes, not more. © 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to correct 
my colleague. I believe previous to the pas; 
sage of this law the Democrats carried the 


State by twelve hundred and fifty votes, and.” 


after its passage the Democrats carried the 
State by about three hundred and fifty to four 
hundred votes at the last election. So itig 
evident that the Democratic majority was very 
much reduced after the passage of this law— 
about eight hundred votes. 

Mr. KELLY. It was somewhat reduced 
for member of Congress; but so far as the Gov- 
ernor was concerned, in 1866 the Democratic 
candidate came within four hundred and sixty- 
three votes of being elected, but he was de- 
feated and the whole ticket was defeated. At 
the next election two years afterward, in 1868, 
the Democracy triumphed. In 1870 they car- 
ried the State; our candidate for Congress had 
a less majority than at the preceding election, 
but our candidate for Governor had some six 
hundred majority. i 

I repeat that there is not a voting place in 
Oregon nearer than one hundred miles to the 
Idaho line except a single precinct that casts, 
about a dozen or fifteen votes, so that there 
is no likelihood of fraud being committed 
there where they know every voter. 

Again, I will suggest that if the object of 
this bill be to facilitate fraud, as seems to be 
insinuated, why fix it for the presidential elec- 
tion, when every voter will be required at 
home in Oregon? If this will keep away im- 
ported voters from the State of Oregan at the 
presidential election, then we ought to carry 
the State by a greater majority than we would 
carry it in June, because it will keep away 
voters in Washington Territory that woul 
come to Oregon at the time the presidential 
election is held and vote there. If this bill 
be passed it will keep them there, it will keep 
fraudulent votes out of Oregon. 

Mr. NYE. It is proper, perhaps, that I 
should state the exact facts in relation to this 
bill. Prior to 1859 the elections in both these 
Territories were held in the fall of the years © 
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“The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Corzerr] 
‘tells us that the reason it was changed was 
‘that it was thought frauds were perpetrated 
upon the Oregon elections, they being held at 
a different time, and that was one of the issues 

efore the committee that reported back this 
bill. I became satisfied that there was a good 
deal of imagination about this idea of fraud, 
and I think so still. 

There are one or two things that should be 
‘considered in relation to the time of holding 
these elections. In the first place, the Terri- 
tories of Idaho and Washington are peculiar 
in three or four ways. They are peculiar in 
their formation, peculiar in their products, 
peculiar in their seasons, and Ido not know 
but that I might add somewhat peculiar in 
their people. In the month of June, taking 
the north and northwestern portion of [daho, 
the spring is just opening, and it isa mining 
region to some extent. The water is in that 
condition that only for a short time can it be 
used for that purpose. 

Perhaps, taking both Territories conjointly 
and as a whole, there is no month of the year 
that the people can as profitably and import- 
~ antly busy themselves as in the month of June. 
This election coming in the month of June takes 
them away from their business, which they 
have completed by fall to a great extent, and 
| in that way enables them to make their elec- 
tion more convenient and less expensive. I 
suppose the object is to make their elections 
as convenient as possible for ‘them. They 
have fixed their own territorial elections and 


of their Legislature. Congress changed it to 
the day that the Oregon elections were held 
with a view to the purpose of which my friend 
from Oregon nearest me [ Mr. Corsurr] speaks, 
On this question we made some considerable 
inquiry, and the Delegates from both Terri- 
tories, one a Republican from Washington 
Territory and the other a Democrat from 
Idaho Territory, agree in the fact that they 
‘think all this idea of fraud is imaginary and 
made the statement substantially that the 
Senator from Oregon farthest from me [Mr. 
Kertx] makes, that the obstacles are so great 
as to make it almost impossible that any effort 
of that kind should be made. 

I called up this bill to-day because if the 
elections are to be had in June if the law 


about twelve or fourteen days to make their 
canvass for their election. They have to go 


night to go over these difficult and large ex- 
tended Territories. The testimony of both the 
Delegates is that they think my friend from 
Oregon [Mr. Corserr] labors under a hallu- 
cination about fraud being perpetrated. I do 
not see how it could be to any extent. They 
ask to have the election changed back to the 
original time. 
_ There is one further consideration. By a 
penera Jaw passed at this session, including 
elegates as well as Representatives in Con- 
gress, the time cf election is fixed from 1876 
and afterward on the same day throughout the 
United States in November. This bill is to 
fill up the vacuum between, and with that view 
itis submitted. 
Mr. CORBETT. It had been stated to the 
committee, or to some members of the com- 
mitiee, that the present law was evacted simply 
on account of some difference between the 
former Democratic Delegate and my former 
© colleague, and that there was no reason for 
the law. I addressed the Attorney General a 
letter upon this subject to ask him whether it 
was bis judgment, and I ask that the Clerk 
read the letter of Attorney General Williams, 
which I send to the desk. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICH, 
WASHINGTON, March 13, 1872. 

Do Dear Sir: Ihave just received your letter of yes- 
terday, in which you say thatit hasbeen represented 
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they have fized them in the fall for members | 


remains unchanged the Delegates have but |} 


home, and it would not leave them over a fort- | 


to the Committee on Territories that the law passed 
by Congress compelling the Territories of Washing- 
ton and Idaho to hold their elections in June on the 
same day the election is held in Oregon was passed 
simply because I had a personal quarrel with the 
former Delégate from Idaho, Mr. Holbrook, and 
because he threatenéd to defeat me; and that there 
is no good reason for the retention of the law. - 

ou ask me to explain the reasons for the passage 
of that act, and whether or not, in my opinion, there 
is any necessity for its continuance. 
. Ihave to say, in answer, that the law was passed 
because it was represented to me that citizens from 
Idaho and Washington Territories voted at our 
elections, and_that in those precincts where the 
Democrats had control the- law of the State was not 
observed as to persons supporting the Democratic 
ticket. I was advised, and believe, that more than 
one hundred votes from Washington Territory were 
polled in the North Portland precinct for the Demo- 
cratic candidate for Congress at the June election, 
in 3. I was also told that persons from Idaho 
voted in those precincts in Oregon adjoining that 


Territory, and have good reason to believe that the | 


representations, to some extent, were correct. So 
far as I know, the Democrats are as much disposed 
now as they ever were to disregard the law govern- 
ing elections in Oregon, and [I am sure that there 
were frauds committed by that party at the last 
June election in that State. I have no grounds for 
supposing that the necessities for the law have 


ceased to exist. 
Yours, &e., GEO. W. WILLIAMS. 


Hon. H. W. Cornert, United States Senate. 


Mr. CORBETT. It will be seen by the 
letter of Attorney General Williams that he is 
still of opinion that it is necessary this law 
should remain on the statate-book, and that 
it ig important that it should so remain to 
prevent frauds in Oregon from these Terri- 
tories. I submit to the Senate whether under 
this statement it is right to change the law, 
when the law simply provides that we may have 
honest elections by holding them in Oregon 


| and in these Territories on the same day, so 
i that Democrats cannot come across and vote 


in our precincts on the eastern side cf the 
mountains. Let the elections he upon a dif- 
ferent day, and with those precincts all in the 
hands of the Democrats we are likely to be 
overrun. 
this bill, but to let us bold the elections as 
now at the same time, and thereby have fair 
elections. We ask nothing more than a fair 
election, and [ trust the Senate will not adopt 
this bill. L hope it will be voted down. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
upon the table, and [ call for the yeas and 
nays on that motion, 

Mr, NYE. TI hope that will not be done. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. COLE. 


from the Chamber. He would vote ‘ 


and I should vote “yea.” 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 


nay,” 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Chandler, Clay- | 
ton, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Flan- : 
: agan, Hawlin, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sher- 
i mgn, and Sumner—Io. 


NAYS-—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Casserly, Conk- 
ling, Cragin. Davis of West Virginis, Hamilton of 
Maryland, c Toy 
logg, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Nye, Rice, Saulsbury, Seott, Spencer. Stevenson, 
Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—2s. 2 

Ni —Messrs. Alcorn. Blair, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper. 
Davis of Kentucky, Feuton, Ferry of Michigan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlau, Lewis, Morrill_of Maina, Morton, 
Patterson,- Pomeroy, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and 
West—3l. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORTON subsequently moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and the motion was entered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 

tives, by Mr. McPuxrxsoy, its Clerk, announced 


| that the House had passed the following bills; | 


t 
t 


I appeal to the Senate not to pass | 


[ move to lay the bill : 


On all questions that arise on : 
i this bill [ am paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island, (Mr. Spracus,} who is absent 


Hill, Hiteheock, Howe, Johnston, Kel- ij 
i of the bureau. 


in which it requested the concurrence of. the 
Senate: - 

A bill (H. R. No. 188) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make partition of the 
reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 239) authorizing the award 
to the Vincennes University of certain vacant 
and abandoned lands in Knox county, Indi- 


ana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 872) to provide for the 
sale of certain New York Indian lands in 
Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1841) authorizing the re- 
moval of restrictions upon the alienation of 
certain Miami Indian lands in the State of 
Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2264) to authorize the 
Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians, in New 
York, to lease lands and confirm leases; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the mode 
of making private contracts with Indians. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate resume 
Me consideration of the naval appropriation 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1191) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 80, 1873, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Stew- 
ART in the chair.) The amendments reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations have all 
been agreed to, and the bill is now before the 
Senate and opeu to further amendment. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Imove to amend the bill 
on page 20, line four hundred and sixty- 
eight, by striking out ‘‘$1,200’’ and inserting 
31,500 ;” so that the clause will read: ‘ clerk 
of store-houses, $1,500.” 

Mr. COLE. I bope that amendment will 
nót he agreed to. [ do not think it ought 
to be. 

Mr. CRAGIN, This relates to the salary 
of the clerk of store-houses at the navy-yard at 
Charlestown, Massachusetts. I have here a 
communication from one of the officers of that 
yard, stating that this salary ought to be 


; Increased to $1,500. The Secretary of the 


Navy has recommended it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you got the recom- 
mendation? 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
munication states: 

Tn the report of the Secretary of the Navy this 
year, he recommends that the salary be restored to 
#1,500. The salary of the store-house clerk in the 
smaller establishments exceeds that in this yard, 
and the responsibility of the olerk here exceeds by 
far that of the other yards.” . 

It would be no more than just that this sal- 
ary should be increased, in my judgment. 
have no feeling about it. The Secretary rec- 
ommended it in his annual report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that 
recommendation read. i 

Mr. CRAGIN. I should have said the head 


I bave not, but this com- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
thing. 

Mr. COLE, This is simply an increase of 
salary of the clerk of that yard, and will of 
course result in raising the salaries of these 
clerks in other places as well. This amend- 
ment. if adopted, of course will afford a lever- 
age of raising them all, and there are quite a 
number ofthem. I do not care about arguing 
it, but I think the salary had better be left as 
it is, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAGIN. On page 11, line two hun- 

dred and thirty-seven, after the word ‘ thou- 


That is quite a different 


j sand,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘two bun- 


dred;’’ so that it will read, ‘for writer to 
receiver and inspector of stores, $1,200.’’ 
This is an increase of $200. The salary of 
this officer was $1,500 up to within two years. 
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Two yearsago it was reduced to $1,000 by 
the action of Congress. 

Mr. POMEROY. What does he have to 
do? 

Mr. CRAGIN. He acts as clerk to the 
receiver and inspector of stores. I know 
about the matter there myself personally, and 
I think $1,200 is no more than the salary 
should be. Even that is a reduction of $800 
from the former salary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that? 

Mr. CRAGIN. At the Portsmouth navy- 

ard. 

j Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you any recom- 
mendation from the Secretary for that? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I have not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All offices of that char- 
acter ought to be abolished entirely. 

Mr. COLE. This service can really be per- 
formed by an enlisted man. The officer is 
called “writer to the receiver and inspector 
of stores.” , 

I suppose $1,000 will pay for services ade- 
quate to that duty, and I suppose there is no 
occasion for raising this salary any more than 
the one we have just voted upon. 

Mr. CRAGIN, These are the only amend- 
ments that the committee have recommended 
for increasing salaries. As I have stated 
before, this salary two years ago was $1,500. 

The amendment was rejected, 


Mr. CRAGIN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For experiments to determine if the present 
smooth bore guns of the Navy may not be advanta- 
geously converted into rifles, $40,000; this amount 
to cover all the cost of guns, carriages, projectiles, 
iron plates for targets, nnd powder necessary to 
make tho oxperim ents. 


I send to the Chair the recommendation of 
the Department, which L ask to have read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Wasninoton, D. C., April 4, 1872. 

Sint J have tho lonor to recommend that an 
amendment be inserted in the bill making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the next fiscal 
year, appropriating $40,000 to enable the Department 
to purchase two spacial, large, trial guns, and to 
conduct a series of experiments for the purpose of 
determining practically whether the present smooth- 
bore guns of the Navy ean be inereased in elliciency 
and strength by rifling, and by the use of anew pro- 
jectilo, with a view of obtaining more reliable en- 
durance, longer range, better precision, and a greater 
power of penetrating iron plating. 

A plan for this purpose has beeu leid before the 
Department, which is claimed to possess such merit 
that it is deemed desirable to submit it to a full and 
complete comparative tost. 

The sum named is, by the terms of the proposal, to 
cover the entire cost of the two new fifteen-inch guns 
necessary—one of them to be rifled—together with 
all the projectiles, powder, iron plates for targets, 
carriages, and appliances required for the entire test. 

The proposed expendilureis much below the usual 
cost attending similar experiments, and way result 
in enabling as to improve and utilize such of our 
present stock of guns as we may wish at a trifling 
outlay per gun. 

The importance of obtaining for the Navy large 
rifled guns of great power and certain endurance is 
belicvedto fully warrant the Department in asking 
for the appropriation herein recommended. 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

GEO. M. ROBESON, 
Seeretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Janes A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations House of Representatives, 


Orrick OF THE ADMIRAL, 
Wasuinaton, D. C., April 5, 1872. 

Sir: The attention of officers in the Navy is at 
present drawn to the plan of Mr. Norman Wiard for 
converting our heavy smooth-bores into rifled guns 
at an expense so moderate for each gun that the 
Navy oan be placed in amuch more efficient position 
than it has been fora long time past, and with a 
future prospect of at least being able to compete with 
the navies of some ofthe smaller Powers. 

Mr. Wiard tells me that he is in hopes that an 
appropriation of $40,000 will be made to carry on 
experiments with his fifteen-inch guns, and I sin- 
eerely trust that Congress will grant the means 
necessary to carry out these most important experi- 
ments, which, if they succeed, as E am quite san- 
guine will be the case, will save millions to the coun- 
try hereafter, Should the plan prove suecesstul, we 
shail have what no other nation possesses, a com- 
bined rifle and smooth-bore gun. 

Should the guns fail in the experiment, we should 
still derive important information from the trial, 


and shall not have expended one tenth of the amount 
annually appropriated by the English and French 
Governments in trials of ordnance. 

Hoping that you will give your hearty support to 
this important matter, I remain, very respectfully, 


Fore DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 


Hon. JAMES A. GARFIELD, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


Mr. CRAGIN. This sam will not begin to 
cover the cost to the inventor, Mr. Wiard. 
He furnishes all the necessary apparatus for 
this trial. He expects to use two hundred 


thousand pounds of powder, which, at a cost | 


of twenty-five cents a pound, will amount to 
$50,000, more than the whole of this appropri- 
ation. 
and the Department are very sanguine in rela- 
tion to this experiment. If it is a successful 
one, it will be one in the interest of economy, 
very much so, for the Navy Department have 
a large number of smooth-bore guns which 
can be converted into rifles by this process, if 
the experiment is a successful one, at very 
small cost. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. As I understood the | 


letter that was read, it was stated that if this 
was a successful experiment it would enable 
us to have a navy that would be able to com- 
pete with the navies of some of the smaller 
Powers. I should like to get a navy that 
would enable us to compete with the navies 
of the larger Powers, because we are as 
likely to get into a difficulty with some of 
the larger as the smaller Powers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can tell the Senator 
what it will cost. {t will cost what Congress 
constantly refuses to appropriate. The reason 
we have not a proper and efficient navy is 
because Congress reluses to appropriate money 
for it. You cannot have a navy without pay- 
ing for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. After that statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, who I 
know is posted, I should like to inquire of 
him how many million dollars we have 
appropriated since the war closed in 1865 
for the Navy? I should like to kuow whether 
it is one or two hundred million dollars, and 
if it is $290,000,000, 1 should like to know 
why we have not got a navy? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We have appropriated 
money to keep the Navy afloat. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How much? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I bave not the figures 
before me. We have appropriated money to 
pay the men and the officers, to pay for pro- 
visious, and for such armament ag has been 
necessary. We have appropriated almost lit- 
erally nothing for increasing the Navy. We 
had a navy that answered very well the pur- 
poses of the war of the rebellion because we 
had no efficient navy to cope with; but if we 
shonld measure our Navy against the navy of 
some foreign Power that had the means of put- 
ting on foot un efficient navy, we should find 
we liad lost very much by our niggardly policy, 
in which, | am sorry to say, my friend from 
Illinois has codperated. We have tried here 
time after time to get appropriations through 
that are recommended by the Secretary, that 
are recommended by the Admiral, that are 
recommended by all those persons who under- 
stand the Navy, who are best acquainted with 
the Navy, the men to whom we have intrusted 
the adininistration of the Navy, appropriations 
for experiments and for construction, and they 
have been voied down continually in Congress, 
If the time should ever come when the policy 
which we have pursued toward the Navy is 
brought to a hostile test, I think the American 
people will hold us responsible for the nig- 
gardly policy which we have pursued. 1 be- 
lieve now that the best economy, the best thing 
for peace would be to vote very much more 
liberal appropriations for the Navy than have 
been asked for. 

Why, sir, we have vessels afloat now that 
were built forty years ago, and that are good 
apparently, so far as their endurance ig con- 


The officers in the Bureau of Ordnance | 


cerned—of course their construction is infe- 
rior—for forty years to come. 
vessel that we built during the war is good for 
nothing. The reason is that at the beginning; 
of the war we had no materials to build veg.) 
sels with, and could not obtain them; and: 
there could not be to-day a more economical 
thing than for this Government to appropriate. 
$3,000,000 for the purchase of live-oak timber 
to be put in store and preserved for the con-. 
| struction of vessels whenever we shall build. 
‘them. To plate iron upon green timber, ag: 
| we were obliged to do duriog the war for the 

i suppression of the rebellion, is just to build 
| vessels to last two or three years. When the 


would not have been fit for tooth-picks by this 
time; it was in a decaying condition. ; 
' Mr. TRUMBULL. I am sorry that the < 


Í an interest in the Navy, is not able to give 
us some of the figures in regard to the navy. > 
He speaks of our niggardly policy, but is not ¥ 
fable to tell us whether 
: $200 000,000 have been expended upon the 
Navy since the close of the war. He.tells us 


i 
| and for supplies. But, Mr. President, millions 


since the close of the war for no such purpose 
las paying the men and buying provisions, 
and what have we got to show for it? 

| The Senator from Rhode {sland wants more 
experiments tried. 

| periment like that of the Tennessee? That | 
_was one of the experiments, was it? How 
‘much did the machinery put into the Tennes. © 


dollars. | 
Mc. ANTHONY. Who put it in? Sas 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It was done under the ©,- 


half a million dollars sold for old iron at 
perhaps thirty or forty thousand dollars, There 
13 one of the experiments, The Senator from 
Rhode Island wants to repeat them, and com: 
plains of onr niggardly policy, and cannot tell 
us within $50,060,000 to-day how much money 
the Navy Department has had since the close 
ofthe war, 

He complains of the vessels built during the 
war, What has been done with the tens of 
millions that have been appropriated to the 
Navy since the war? What is there to show 
forit? Old iron taken out of vessels that you 
appropriated more than half a million dollars 
for, Í think, instead of talking about the nig- 
i gardly policy that has been pursued toward 
the Navy Departinent, the Senator from Rhode 
Tsland should tell us what has become of the 
millions of money that have been appropriated 
for that Department, if we have got no Navy 
now, as he says. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is very easy to make 
broad, unsuppzrted declarations here. Iwill 
thank the Senator, and the country will thaok 
| the Senator when he will point out where tens 
of millions have been appropriated for the 
Navy outside of its ordinary equipment and 
maintenance since the war, I stand here to 
say that it has not been done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, 
the Senator calls “ordinary equipment.” 
| undertake to say that more than ten million ` 
dollars and more than twenty million dollars 
have been appropriated to the Navy that was 
not used for the payment of the men or the 
ordinary supplies of the Navy. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Show your figures, and de 
not ask us to take your word for it. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator is ad 


Nearly every... 


Dunderberg was sold to France, if the French ~ "| 
Government had not laid out more than a & 
million dollars upon her, the wood in her o) 


| Senator from Rhode Island, who takes such .” 


$100,000,000 or < 


| that money has been spent to pay the officers +- 


i and tens of millions of doliars have been ap: 55. 
i| propriated and used by the Navy Department ©: 


Do you want another ex- `- 
see cost? J think something less thana million :: 


direction of the Navy Department, and I $7 
‘understand that that which cost more than =; 


I do not know what E 
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vised let him give us the figures. I recollect 
o have seen a statement within the last few | 
“days that more than half a million dollars | 
< was thrown away upon machinery in one of | 
your vessels, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will say to the Senator 
that was all contracted for during the war. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Furnished since the | 
“war, and paid for since the war. | 
Mr. CRAGIN. Not at all. f 
Mr. TRUMBULL. When was the machin- |! 
= ery taken out of the Tennessee? Was it not || 
since she went down to St. Domingo? 

Mr. HAMLIN. That may be so; but the 

- contract for all that large amount of machinery 
was made during the war, and you are talking 
about what took place since the war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know when 
the contract was made. If the Senator is cor- 
rect about it, it was a very bad contract, it 
seems, whenever it was made. That machin- 
ery cost, if I recollect aright, more than half 
a million dollars, 

Mr. CRAGIN. About seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And was sold, I think, 
for thirty or forty thousand dollars; am I not | 
right? 

Mr. CRAGIN. It has not been sold at all 

et. It has been offered for sale. i 

. Mr. TRUMBULL. Can the Senator inform 

me at what price? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. Roach offers to take a 
portion of it for $30,000, and a portion of it 
remains in the vessel. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That is very indefinite. | 
The Senator speaks of a portion of it. Does 
he mean that, substantially, that machinery 
which cost $700,000 is now offered for sale at |! 
$80,000? H 

Mr. CRAGIN. The engines and the boilers |i 
are offered for sale for $30,000. The shafting 
and certain other things, machinery, fixings | 
connected with it, are not offered for sale, as I | 
understand; the engines and boilers are. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They are the principal | 
portion of the machinery ? | 

Mr. CRAGIN. They are the principal por- | 
tion of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The principal portion | 

i of what cost us $750,000 is offered for sale, it 
seems, at $80,000. i 
“Mr. STEVENSON. If the Senator from | 
Ilinois will allow me I may give him the in- | 
formation that he desires. In the Pensacola 


several handred thousand dollars was put in 
repair, In the Tennessee $225,000 was put in 
repair, From 1862 to 1866 $850,000,000 have |} 


been voted to the Navy Department. Toward | 
the close of the war we had six hundred and | 
fifty vessels, and we have now, according to | 
the report of the engineer of the Navy. fit for 
sea service and at sea but thirty six vessels. | 
The rest are unfit for use, and the whole num- 
ber, out of the six hundred and fifty remaining 
now on hand, is but one hundred and seventy- 
nine, and the difference between six hundred 
and fifty and one hundred and seventy-nine 
have been disposed of or sold in some way or 
other. That information which was called for 
two months and more ago from the Secretary 
» of the Navy by the Appropriation Committee, 
and for which I have waited so anxiously, is 
not yet. before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING, I think it is before the 

onse. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It may be before the 

ouse; Ido not know; but Ihave sent to the 
document-room every morning to know whether 
it has reached here, and my information yes- | 
terday was that it had not. Now, I suggest, in || 
vew of the fact that we had six hundred and 
fifty vessels during the war, upon which the | 
Navy Department expended $350,000,009 be- | 
tween the years 1862 and 1866, that before we 
are asked to make further appropriations, 
the people of this country and the Congress 
of the United States are at least entitled to 


I 


know what has become of the proceeds of 


the sales of those vessels, whether they have 
gone into the Treasury, or whether they have 
been used by the Navy Department in addi- 
tion to the annual appropriations to the Navy. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois to be that 
because during the last Administration some 
unfortunate experiments were made, and 
during the haste and the confusion of the war, 
when we were obliged to build vessels without 
having time to perfect the plans or tō secure 
the best construction, and without any of the 


| best materials, we made a great many blunders 


andspent a great deal of money extravagantly, 
therefore we should refuse to make appropria- 
tions now to carry on the Navy! That is the 
substance of his argument. 

Mr. MORTON. 
tucky speaks about the reduction of the Navy 
from six hundred and fifty vessels down to the 


present number, and inquires, as if it were a | 


new thing, what has become of the money for 
which those vessels were sold, or what has 
been done with it? I undertake to tell the 


Senator that if he will examine the accounts į 


of the Navy Department from time to time he 


will see what has been done with all those |! 


vessels, It is not a new thing. It may be 
new to the Senator; but itis not new. The 
Navy has been reduced. It was important 


that it should be reduced; and when Senators |! 
talk about tens of millions of dollars being | 


squandered, how has it been squandered? It 
is easy to indulge in general charges and 
create suspicions; but if any Senator knows 
of anything wrong being done let him tell it; 
but until he does know that something wrong 
has been done he has no right to make the 
insinuation. We have had enough of that sort 
of thing in the last year or two. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I do not 
rise to take any part in the interesting discus- 
sion as to how much money was wasted on the 
Navy during the war. I know nothing of that. 
I was not a member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs at that time. I know this, how- 
ever: that from having one of the finest 
navies of its size in the world, we are now the 
most helpless of all great nations on the 


water, more helpless than this country ever | 


has been before. I rise, therefore, to protest 
at this time, under the circumstances, in the 
condition of our country at present, against 
gentlemen using the argument used by the 
Senator from Illinois, that because itis said 
that during the war, or you may say, if you 
prefer it, since the war, a great deal of money 
has been wasted upon the Navy, wasted in 


experiments, if you please, wasted in folly, | 


squandered, stolen, if you please, that that is 
areason why this country should notto area- 
sonable extent protect its commerce and its 
shores and spend a reasonable amount of 
money upon a navy in which they may feel 
some pride. 

i know it will be said in reply that whenever 
we shall get into trouble, into a war, the people 
of this country will rise up cn masse and make 
a navy at once; they will build ships at once ; 
it will not be a year before they will be able 
to wipe out everything from the seas but their 
own ships. Mr. President, I deem it my duty 
as a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs 


| to say to the Senate now, tbat if a difficulty | 
should oceur to-day on the coast of Cuba, you | 
are simply sacrificing gallant men, brave and | 


experienced officers. They are asked to fight 
without the means to fight with. You are doing 
not only that, but yon are sacrificing what would 
help you to build up a future navy. You are 
sacrificing the prestige of success; the spirit 


! of pride and confidence that has made it in- 


vineible, that every boy in this land has grown 
up to worship. è | 
true romance, Cooper's Naval History, with 
out feeling a pride in the history of the Navy 
of his country. No man can assist in wiping 


The Senator from Ken- | 


No American can read that | 


Heit, 


if the one single thing that. does build up navies 


| and which bas made our Navy a conqueror when 
fighting against heavy odds. There never has 
been, in the history of any navy in the world, 
or in the history of any army in the world, or 
in the history of any people in the world, any- 
i thing to compare with the unrivaled and glo- 
rious history of our own littie Navy. And that 
is what it is proposed to wipe out. You are to 
| cover it with shame; you are to disgrace it be- 
| fore the great Powers, because, forsooth, we are 
| told that appropriations heretofore have been 
wasted! You are to admit that you are willing 
that the one thing that cannot be restored when 
once lost, is to be sacrificed because you be- 
| lieve money has been wasted. 

: Mz. President, let it not be your fault, and 
let it not be my fault, and it shall not be my 
fault, F insist, that since the beginning of the 
war you have never built one ship, and such a 
thing as that has never happened in the his- 
tory of the United States before. I care not 
what has become of the money or the ships, 
I did not rise to speak on that point. Iam 
on no investigating committee at present, and 
trast Í shall not be Let that be the duty of 
i gentlemen appointed for that purpose. My 
| business is as an honest member of the Com- 
j mittee on Naval Affairs to show you the con: 
l 
{ 
i 


dition of the Navy, to show you the necessity 
of making appropriations for it, aud to pro- 
| test agains, gentlemen taking this position 
i without some ground to base it upon. 

; _ | poiut to Paul Jones and the Bon Homme 
Richard, the cruise of the Constitution, the 
names of Stewart and Decatur, all the glorious 
memories which [ will not take time to recall, 
and protest against the position taken by 
Senators. 

l have said that you have not built a ship 
since the commencement of the war. The 
necessities of the war required smalt vessels 
' and gun-boats to do blockading work and to 
run in and out little creeks and rivers, and on 
shallow water. The Navy was turned into 
that, and many of your large vessels were 
allowed to rot. You went to work and spent 
millions and millions in new inventions, in 
monitors, which were so valuable to you that 
they may be said to have saved the life of this 
nation; but they are of no earthly use now. They 
are of no nse to go to sea. What was a monitor 
; worth when the civil war was over? Who 
i wants to buy a monitor any more than an 
elephant? They were part of the expense of 
| the war, created for that purpose, and the 
j result ofthe war was to leave the Navy ten times 
| more helpless than it had ever been before, so 
far as any offensive or defensive warfare with 
a foreign nation was concerned. 

i Senators, I am speaking earnestly, because 
I am speaking from my heart. I was brought 
up as a boy to love the reputation of the Amer- 
! ican Navy, and I know you ought all to love 
Now, that the West and the Pacific 
| coast are tied together to the Atlantic and to 
the East, from hill to hill, from sea to sea, by 
bonds ofiron; now that the great civil war is 
| over, and we are once more a united, great, and 
i free people, if you want to develop American 
commerce, if you want to settle all your for- 
eign affairs aright, let the first step be to pass 
a bill authorizing the building of « large num- 
ber of first-class vessels. The money will not 
be wasted; the money will not be thrown away. 


I 


i 
| 


It is perfect folly to talk as if in building up a 
navy or any great work of that kind you are 
throwing away your money. If gentlemen 
will only look at the matter, they will not per- 
init, at least members of the Naval Committee 
will not permit, with their consent, the shame 
that is before us to come upon us for want of 
their being willing to make proper appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May I ask the honor- 
able Senator from New Jersey who bas just 


| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
! 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| taken his seat, and who is so efficient a mem- 


out that feeling of loyalty and pride in that || ber of the Naval Committee, if he can tell me 
reputation of the Navy without breaking down || how much money in the last five years, over 
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and above the anuual appropriations for the 
Navy, the Navy Department has spent? Can 
he tell whether $160,000,000 over and above 
the annual appropriations made to that De- 
partment have been spent by the Navy Depart- 
ment, and if not that much, how much? | 

I made no charge against the Department 
atall. All that I said was, and I spoke by 
the record, I spoke by Republican authority, 
that the Senate of the United States, and the 
Representatives of the people of the United 
States,when they are called upon to make large 
annual appropriations to the Navy, not that 
they should be wanting in anything that patri- 
otism demands, but before the appropriation 
is made the people whom we represent have a 
right to know how the Navy Department has 
been conducted, and where the responsibility 
rests for what Republican members say has 
been a waste of millions of public money dur- 
ing the last six. or seven years. ; 

Mr. STOCKTON. I consider the question 
of the Senator from Kentucky rather unneces- 
sary, as I have already told him and the Sen- 
ate that I could not answer it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I beg pardon; I take 


it back. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I said when I first rose 
that I did not rise to say anything on the sub- 
ject of how much money had been spent by 
the Department, for I did not know. Since [ 
have been a member of the Naval Committee 
I have never been called upon to examine any 
accounts, I know nothing about the expenses 
of the Navy, and I certainly did not rise to 
defend them; but, on the contrary, the whole 
tone of my remarks was that it would be very 
surprising if during the war a great deal of 
money had not been wasted on experiments. 
What has happened since I really do not know 
anything about; I am not informed on the 
subject. The Senator from Kentucky is per- 
fectly correct in saying that he and the people 
have à perfect right to know what has been 
done with former appropriations before they 
are called upon to make other larger appro- 
priations, but there is no large or unusual 
appropriations on this bill. { admit their 
right to examine the matter thoroughly; and 
i believe inquiry has been made, and {f am 
told—I do not know that it is true—the an- 
swer has been sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives and information was sent to this 
body, if I am not mistaken, that that answer 
had been sent to.the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I have just sent to the 
document-room, and they say that no such 
report has reached the Senate. 

Mr. STOCKTON. ‘The Senator saya that 
no such report has reached the Senate; but [ 
am told, whether it was publicly or merely in 
committee, I do not know, that the reason 
given by the Secretary for not sending it to 
the Senate was that the House had already 
¢alled for the same information, and it had 
been sent to the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. Long ago sent to the 
House. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Long ago sent to them, 
and that it would take a very large amount of 
money and a number of clerks to repeat the 
statement. So, as I believe is customary on 
such occasions, he referred the Senate to the 
fact that he had sent the information to the 
House, so that when printed by the House it 
will come here, thus saving a double opera- 
tion. 

I repeat again it is none of my business or 
duty to defend the disbursements of money 
which I know nothing about, and I do not 
intend to do so; but as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs I cannot permit any 
question of politics to come between me and 
my advocacy of what I believe to be for the 
honor and interests of this country and its 
Navy; to preserve us from disgrace which 
no gallantry or skill can avert if we do not 
provide the means, 


Me. CRAGIN. I have been a member of 


1 


F 
the Committee on Naval Affairs now for over || 
seven years,and during all that time the naval 
appropriation bills have never come before | 
that committee. They go to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and before that committee 
was organized they went to the Committee on 
Finance of this body. The Navy Department | 
has never expended any more money than has 
been appropriated by Congress, and for no 
other purpose than the purpose mentioned by | 
Congress. 

I desire to say here that since the close of 
the war not one dollar has been appropriated 
for building a new vessel for the Navy except 
two torpedo-boats at the last sesion. Money | 
has been appropriated for repairing old vessels, | 
so that we could keep enough afloat to make a 
little show ofa Navy, but no money has been ap- | 
propriated for building any vessels that could | 
compete upon the ocean with the vessels of | 
other nations. 

During the war we expended millions upon 
millions in building iron-clads and monitors 
for coast defense, for coast operations, for 
river operations, &c., but none of those vessels 
are of any account now upon the ocean with 
the exception of one or two. I repeat that 
since the close of the war not one dollar has 
been appropriated for building new ships of 
war for this Government except the two tor- | 
pedo boats that were authorized at the last 
session of Congress. 

I have no doubt that the policy of repairing | 
those old vessels and appropriating money for 
their repair has been a bad one, If tbat | 
money, or more, had been appropriated for ; 
building some new vessels, vessels that should | 
bear some comparison with those which the 
English or the French Government now has 
upon the ocean, we should have been in far 
better condition, and it would have been better 
economy; but at the close of the war Con- 
gress, secing what had been spent during the 
war for the Navy, thought, those unacquainted 
with the subject concluded, that those vessels | 
ought to be utilized, that they ought to be used, 
when in fact they were of no use whatever for | 
ocean purposes. 

The Senator from Kentucky speaks of the 
sale of vessels. T can assure that Senator 
that since the close of the war, or within the 
last five years, in my judgment, the Navy 
Department has not sold or disposed of ten 
vessels all told. Immediately alter the close | 
of the war, and before that, many vessels 
which had been bought, merchant vessels, 
transports, &c., which were extemporized at, 
the breaking out of the rebellion, when we 
had no Navy at all, were destroyed, or were 
destroyed during the rebellion, or were sold, 
some of them at its close. It cannot be ex- 
pected that any member of the Senate can 
rise here and say, unless he has examined the 
question, just how much money has been ap- 
propriated to the Navy, or any other Depart- 
ment of this Government, during the last five 
or six years, or any number of years. I might 
as well ask the Senator from Illinois how much 
had been appropriated for the judiciary of the 
United States during the last ten years, and 
call on him to rise in his place and give the 
amount. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
millions of it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. That 
margin. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You cannot tell within 
fifty millions the appropriations for the Navy. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I say last year nineteen 


I can tell within five 


is a considerable 


millions was appropriated for the Navy, all | 
told, paying the officers, paying the whole |} 


running expenses of the Navy, paying for 
repairs at the navy-yards, for repairs of ves- 
sels, for timber, live oak, and so on; and the 
year before, I think, about the same amount. 
There has been a gradual reduction every 
year since the war and up to this date, I! 


have never heard any complaint that the Navy | 
Department was not administered econom- || which were merely a bill of expense. 


ically, and I believe it is administered. eco- 
nomically. I wish to repeat here and impress ` 
it upon the Senate that no money has been <` 
appropriated for building new vessels, and büt `- 
little, very little comparatively, for repairing | 
old ones; not more than a million or two of 
dollars, or perhaps three millions annually fop 
that purpose. The Senator from California, +- 
the chairman of the Committee on Appro- ¿ 
priations, can answer some of the questions 
better than I can. 

Mr. COLE. The appropriation for the ` 
current fiscal year for construction and re- 
pairs amounted to $8,500,000, and the amount 
included in this bill is less than that, a little 
over three millions, which certainly is a very 
small sum to keep our Navy, even if it consists 
of only twenty-six vessels in commission, in 
good order. , 

This money has been expended at the dif: 
ferent navy-yards, of which we bave, I believe, 
eight; it is distributed among them for the 
repair of such vessels as really need repairs. 

While I am up I will say that we have now, 
in my judgment, a very good Navy. It ig not 
very large; but we have a considerable num- 
ber of excellent vessels, first-class vessels, well 
manned, well equipped, and well provided, 
and I think we have as good a Navy and ag 
efficient a one as could be expected from the 
economical appropriations that the nation has 
found it necessary to make for the last few `. 
years in order that we might be relieved some- ~~ 
what of the great burden of the public debt 
that is upon us. 

[do not acquiesce in these censures of the 
Navy Department; they are not well grounded ; 
and if the Senator from Kentucky had exam- 
ined the condition of some of our vessels, I 
think he would not have been so severe in hia 
remarks touching the Navy. A great many 
of the vessels spoken of by him, constitutin 
altogether some six hundred and odd, were ó 
the very lowest or smallest character, mere 
launches, used in time of war as supply ves- 
sels and such like, which we have been get- 
ting rid of from time to time in order to relieve 
ourselves from the great burden of taking care 
of them. 

Our Navy is small. The total number of 
men is only eighty-five hundred, and officers 
twenty-one hundred and fourteen. It is a small 
Navy, to be sure, but we have had no likeli- 
hood of war; and if there was, we could do 
as we did before, improvise a navy and have 
it ready for any emergency. I have no doubt 
about that. lt is well understood, too, that 
the style of vessel, the style particularly of the 
war vessels, owing to the change in the char 
acter and efficiency of their armament, changes 
very rapidly. You might have one of those 
seventy-four gun ships which were so much in 
vogue and stood so high fifty years ago, and 
you would regard it as of no value whatever. 
That is not the kind of vessel we use now. 
We invented the monitor during the last war, 
and it proved the most efficient sort of vessel 
for the defense of the nation. 

Now, I am not among those who believe 
that we ought to keep up a large navy on the 
old plan and keep vessels floating and rotting 
constantly. I believe in the policy of reduc- 
ing the Navy, such as has been followed since 
the close of the war, and in getting rid of use- 
less vessels simply, vessels which are merely 
an expense upon the country and a drain upon 
the Treasury. se 

The Committee on Appropriations have 
thought it well to obey the desire of the peo- 
ple at large and practice economy in this 
Department as well as in other Departments. = 
As has been stated here, the appropriations <~ 
made last year for the current fiscal year were 
a little less than twenty millions only. For 
this year they will he $2,000,000 less. They 
are being reduced by reason of the course that 
has been pursued by the Department in getting 
rid of useless materials and useless vessels 
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a course, but neither do Ladvocate stripping my 


country bare, and turning her out to be treated | beh 
i giving us such a navy as the honor of our 


I am proud of the Navy |: 


with dishonor and insult by her foes, by the 


might be in conflict. 
are inconsistent. You must be more modest 


in your foreign relations and less apt to insist | 


on the rights of the country and its citizens, or 
you must keep up with the times in your naval 
preparations. 


Mr. President, I saw riding in the Guif of | 


Spezzia more than twelve years ago two 
American ships; one was the Wabash and the 


other was the Iroquois, one a first-rate vessel | 


and the other a third-rate vessel. They were 


both propellers, full-rigged ; one, the Iroquois, | 


had the reputation of being the fastest ship in 


our Navy, and the Wabash, one of its finest i| 


vessels at that time. Lying alongside of these 
two vessels were the Carlo Alberto and the 


Vittorio Emanuelle, two vessels of the Sar. | 


dinian navy, for it was before the formation 


of the kingdom of Italy, built on the Clyde, || 
built after our models, and as fine vessels as | 
our own, admitted so to be by all the judges | 


of naval architecture, and as well equipped. 
Spain to-day has a navy such as she never 


ossessed before, getting the best models from | 
She is fast regaining her position | 


England. 


as a naval Power. Look at the iron-clads 


recently built in France and England and | 


which have come to our own shores. Look 
at these two countries taking advantage of the 
change from wooden to iron vessels, clothing 
their old vessels with iron, building new 
ones of iron. The Wabash to-day is the same 


kind of ship she was when I saw her more || 
than twelve years ago in the Mediterranean, | 
She is still the same old style of vessel she || 
Ido not know whether the Iro- | 
Taking a cursory | 


was then. 
quois is in service or not. 
glance at our list of vessels, the chairman of 


been built since that time. Certainly not one 
single dollar has been appropriated, according 
to my recollection, during the war or since the 
war, to build an iron-clad vessel that can go 
to sea. And are we, Senators, to go to work 


deliberately and bluster and brag, and put in | 
claims for indirect damages, as if we were en | 


gaged in trading horses, and asked more 
than our horse was worth, because we thought 
the man we were trading with was going to ask 


into that kind of business with a great nation 
after we have stripped our country bare? I 
say it is folly. No man will do it in bis own 
case. Itis not statesmanship to do it, The 


people when disgrace comes will hold us ac- 


countable for it, 
Austria in 1858, more recently France, has 


buried in hopeless ignominy the men who urged |) 
for war when they were unprepared for it, |j 
so bringing on their country “innumerable | 


woes.” 


Iam glad of this opportunity, which I have į 
long wanted, of expressing my views to the | 


Senate on this question. I hope my distin 


guished friend from Kentucky will understand | 


great Powers of this world with whom she || country demands. 


The two propositions || 


i $90.000; 


V | naval architecture? 
more than his horse was worth—are we to go | 


i ter, he will find that I will never be a whit 


behind him in meeting the responsibility of 


as I am of the other institutions of my coun- 
try. But while all that is true, I owe a respons- 
ibility to at least a portion of the country. 


| My acts are subject to the approval or con- 


demnation of my constituents. Iam acting 
for them and not for myself in this Chamber, 


and when their money, wrang from them by |! 
grievous and onerous taxes, is attempted to |! 


be taken in such enormous amounts, I havea 
right to know what has been done in the past. 
No doubt my honorable friend and myself 
agree. He says that this large amount of 


money has been wasted, because we know that į 


between 1862 and 1866 $850,000,000 were 
appropriated to the Navy Department, and 


| yet my friend says we have not got a navy 


worth a rush. It is true, sir. We have but 


| thirty-six vessels all told out of the six handred |i 
Then what : 
Who is responsible, and | 
where has the money gone, that we have not i 
These are questions 

that go to the popular heart, the answer to | 
| which the people have a right to know, Here | 


and fifty that are fit for sea use. 
has become of it? 


got a suficient navy? 


is the present Secretary of the Navy, a highly 


honorable gentleman, who has been in office | 


for several years. What has become of all 
this money, aud why do you continue to waste 
the public treasure upon repairs that ought 
not to be made? Altow me to read a litile 
statement to the Senate in regard to certain 
repairs. 

A letter from the chief engineer of the Navy 
Department states that the Minnesota, of 2,912 
tons, will cost in repairing $25,000; the Frank- 


‘Hin, of 8.173 tons, $90.000; the Tennessee, of 


2.135 tons, $225,000; the Benicia, of 1,122 


C ; 1e r i tons, $65,000; the Juniata, of 828 tons, $85, - 
the committee will correct me if I am in error, : 
T cannot find that one single man-of-war has | 


000; Monongahela, of 950 tons, $140,000; 
Ossipee, of 828 tons, $85,000; Kearsarge, of 
695 tons, $145,000; Mohican, of 671 tons, 
and the Dacotah, of 695 tons, 
$250,000. And here is a table showing some 
bills for repairs inthe past. Fhe Shenandoah, 
a third rate, cost $806,279 for repairs. 

L might go on with these details. Is it not 
a legitimate inquiry for the Senate to make 
before we go on to make further appropria- 
tions to avail ourselves of improvements in 
Jf the iron-clads are the 
best, aud experience demonstrates it, let us 
see the estimates; let us know the plans; let 


us see how much they propose to increase the | 


Navy; what the character of the vessel is, and 
how the money is to be expended. Is that 


| unjust? Is that casting any crimination upon 


anybody? Clearly not, 
_ My honorable friend says that no proposi- 
tion has been made to postpone this question. 


of the dominant party has decreed the order 
of business and that we are manacled so far 


twenty-two guns,” &. 


! one hundred and seventy-nine ships.’ 


| nia [Mr. Cassenty] asks, 


United States consisted of one hundred and eighty- : 
eight ships of all classes, calculated to carry when < 
in commission one thousand three hundred 


The number had fallen off. The report for 
last December, 1871, says: : 


“The Navy of the United States now consists of : 
Being twenty-four ships less last December © 
than we had iu March, 1869. Many of © 
these vessels have been lost and sunk, and“: 
many others, the Oneida, for example, that I © 
have in my mind, and others that I do not 
think of. This will show since the beginning 


| of the present Administration how great a 


reduction there has been in the number of 
ships. The number between six hundred and 
fifty that the Senator from Kentucky refers to, 


and one hundred and seventy-nine now, all. < 
| told, were disposed of previous to the incom- 
ing of the present Administration. ; 


Mr. STOCKTON. I sought the opportunity 
while the Senator from Kentucky was on the 
floor to interrupt him on the point when he 


i was speaking of the amount of the cost of 


repairs of these vessels. Iam not very accu- 
rately informed as to the exact cost of naval 
architecture at the present time ; but in many 
cases [ have no doubt that the cost of fjtting 
up an old bulk has amounted to quiteas much 
as it would take to build a fine vessel. of the 


| modern style. 


“Why do it then?’ my friend from Califor- 
Why in the uame 
of Heaven do it? What folly! But the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is required and expected 
to protect commerce with Cuba, and to protect 
the coast, to send vessels to the Mediterranean, 
to send vessels here and there. You want the 
vessels sent to sea, and the next report comes 
that a vessel has gone under. You recollect 
the anxiety about the Tennessee when she 
was on her way to San Domingo. It is inhu- 
man; if is wrong; it is wicked; it is dis- 
graceful to send vessels to sea that are unfit 
to go to sea. Humanity forbids it. 

Tam not speaking of the present Secretary 
of the Navy, nor defending his administration. 


i I leave that to the gentlemen who are so well 


able to do it on the otherside of the Chamber, 


: but I am speaking of the position you put the 
| Navy in. 


Then, when these repairs cost so 
much, complaintis made, They may have cost 
a great deal too much for aught I know, buat I 


i know that we have fitted out vessels for sea 


when it would have been cheaper to break 
them up. I showed you that when I told you 
that to the best of my knowledge a vessel I saw 
twelve years ago, not then a new vessel in the 
Mediterranean, was still inthe Navy! Every- 
body knows the shortnegs of life of a wooden 
ship, When you get an iron Navy it will not 


li be so. 
Sir, what is the use of making such a proposi- || 
tion when we know that the edict of a caucus | 


I merely rose to suggest to the Senator from 
Kentucky that he was perfectly right that it 
was absurd to expend such large sums for re- 
pairs, and that it was a suort sighted policy aud 
a want of wisdom and foresight that made the 


i! Navy such an expense to the Government. 
agree with him that if the Naval Committee 


and 


that Inever meant in any way to find any fault | 
with what he was proposing. _T simply sought | 
an opportunity of prophesying evil to this || Several Senators addressed the Chair. 


i for building new vessels, probably in private 
| yards, where the experience of the world 


country if she did not change her course, either | Mr. CRAGIN. I wish the Senator woul 
to be more peaceable in attitude or to be bet- | withdraw that motion to evable me to make 
m prepared por whatever may come from an l! remark or two. 
ndependent and positive position to the world. |; Mr, STEVENSON. i 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iam exceedingly glad i Mr CRAGIN T e the three 
a a, Nex ees as I reports of the present Secretary of the Navy, | 
Whe, T made ihe ue coats ih rh Sana and the ouly three, going back to Mareh, 1869. 
have information aert what had berane of ee a Fepori Tor 4007 Me Depretary says: 

i A “When my predecessor came into offi i 
the $350,000,090 appropriated during the years | 9th of March last, the Navy oF the United: States 
to which I referred, before this bill was dis- || consisted of two hundred and three vessels of all 
posed of, my honorable friend got up and classes and in every condition, * 
replied, and J thought bis reply was against | 
me. I am glad to be undeceived. I have no | 

| 


P a 


Mr, STEVENSON. Mr. President, if this 
debate has had no other effect, it has at least 
shown that the Senate requires light and in- 
formation before this bill is disposed of. : 
. i My honorable friend from New Hampshire, 
At the date of my last report the Navy of the |i the chairman of the Naval Committee, whose 


doubt I shall always agree with my honorable 
friend, and when he comes to know me bet- 


| 
| 
| 
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ong experience at the head of that committee 
ntitles what he says to the highest consider- 
“ation, tells us that at such a time there were so 
“many vessels, and that they have been contin- 
ally reduced, some sold and some disposed 
“of in other ways; he cannot tell how. Well, 
ought we not to know? Is it not pertinent 
“that we should know? Now I want to read 
officially a little piece of information on this 
subject, not from any source that is not enti- 
tled to the confidence of the Senate. The last 
` report of the Secretary of the Navy shows that 
|in all there were one hundred and seventy-nine 
vessels of the higher class: 

“ More than four hundred of the six hundred and 
fifty vessels that Mr. Wells bought, equipped, or 
chartered, have gone. Some have decayed; some 
bave sunk; some have been sold. Of those that 
have boen sold some money has gone into the Troas- 
ary, but the amount thus received has been very 
small compared with the money which it cost to 
build them.” 

How much money? When received? How 
received? How expended? Was it added to 
the expenditures of the Government? If so, 
those moneys have to be added to the annual 
expenditures of the Navy. Is there a Senator 
who can tell me, unless he knows what has 
become of this money, bow much the annual 
expenditures of the Navy have been? And 
when my honorable friead, the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, says that 
it cost $19,000,000 last year, how does he know 


` what other moneys have been received from 


damaged stores or from other property sold? 
Iwill not say there is any, but I say we want 
the information. I say we cannot act judi- 
ciously without the intormation. I make no 
charges; I desire to make none until I can be 
sustained by the record, 

It will not do to say that the present Secre- 
tary of the Navy came in only two years ago. 
The Republican party have had this entire 
Government for twelve years, and they are 
responsible if there has been maladministra- 
tion, of which I know notbing. I have not 


the information upon which, as a member of 


this committee, to act ; and if gentlemen really 
desire light, let us lay this bill on the table 
until this report, which has been made to the 
House of Representatives and is now in the 
hands of the Printer, can be laid before the 
Senate, Then we may find everything to be 
right; everything to be square. If so, we can 
then go on and aid my gallant friend trom 
New Jersey in fitting up such a Navy as the 
necessities, the safety, the honor, and the glory 
of the country demand. 

But, again, the fact that we have to deal 
with is that the Navy, as reported by the Sec- 
retary, embraces only out of six hundred and 
fifty vessels, one hundred and seventy-nine, 
and of vessels at sea we have but thirty-six, 
including steam, sail and iron-clads, That 
is the sum total of our present Navy upon all 
the waters of the globe. This makes class 
number one. The second class embraces 
vessels that are suitable for reliefs; in other 
words, vessels which can be fitted out from 
day to day to take the place of vessels that 


bave run themselves out and are sent home | 


for repair. These make class number two— 
vessels suitable when required and prepared 
to be sent out to keep up the number of naval 
vessels in our squadron. The number of that 
class is fourteen. Then there is a class nam- 
bering less than the second class which can 
be fitted up on emergencies; tbat is, if we 
should have war or if the little clond in the 
sky that has been disturbing ug shonid require 
them to be got ready, 

Now, I say to honorable Senators on this 
floor that in desiring this information it is 
only that we may act and legislate wisely. It 
there has been any malappropriation of this 
money, (which I do not even insiuuate, nor 
Make the slightest charge, for God forbid that 
I should do so when I have not the means of 
information,) I take it that Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber would rejoice to bring it 


! cause it would be an interesting subject. 
| for the information of my friend from Mlinois 


| a great deal of suspicious intervention into the 


tolight. But what is much more important, 
what addresses itself to the judgment und dis- 
cretion of every Senator on this floor, is that 
if all the money has been wasted which is 
admitted both in the other House and in 
this to have been wasted in repairs and experi- 
ments, we ought to bave all these facts before 
us so that in future appropriations we may 
avoid these difficulties and make every dollar 
that we appropriate tell; build up the Navy 
efficiently with iron-clads if it is deemed that 
that those are the best; avoid all the mistakes 
of the past; see what those mistakes have 
been, and then legislate wisely and well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, Senators 
on this side and on the other side have been 
asking the Committee on Appropriations very 
definitely, particularly my honorable friend 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to tell them how much the expenditures 
of the Navy Department have been for the 
past few years. The chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee says he can tell within $5,000,000 
how much the expenditures for the judiciary 
bave been. I should like to have him try, be- 
Now, 


and my friend from Kentucky I will state from 
the official statement of the Treasury how much 
these expenditures have been. I have a doc- 
ument which we keep in the committee and 
always on hand to answer the inquiries 
of the curious at all times. These expendi- 
tures are nol what may be said to be appro- 
priations necessarily. It is not a list of the 
appropriation bills, but it is a statement of 
every dollar that bas been paid on account of 
the Navy Department, its net expenditures 
during the last ten years, I will say, and if 
gentlemen wish to go further I will accommo- | 
date them. | 
Senators eannot be ignorant that it was law- | 
ful for every Department of this Government | 
during the good old Democratic times and dur- | 
ing the war and during the guasi Democratie 
| 
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time of Andrew Johnson to spend all the | 
money it could get out of Congress, all the 
money it had left over from previous appro- 
priations, all the money it received from sales 
of old stores. The law gave it a right to ex- 


| out an appropriation. 


pend all this for the purposes of the Depart- 
ment. Therefore the expenditures down to 


generally were, sometimes largely, sometimes | 


a little, in excess of the appropriation for that || 38 l 
i himseif if he supposes that the War Depart- 
|; ment is either spending as a fact, or that it 


year as itappeared on the statute-boon, because 
the law had declared that the old appropriations 
and the unexpended balances might be used. 

One of the first acts of this Administration 


and cf the Congress that supported it was to || exc Wh ; 
i difference which my friend sees there he will 


change that and to provide that nothing should | 


be expended except that which was appropri- |; 
That took effect on | 
opposition one foot on land and the other on 


ated for the current year. 
the 1st of July, 1870. So that since then gen- | 
tlemen may be sure that there have been no | 
expenditures in excess of the appropriations. | 


Į agree that we ought to have all the informa- | 


tion on that subject, but i will add, supposing |! 


sales to be included, that taking up the finance 
report year by year, as laid before us at the | 
opening of every session, and studying it for | 
an hour or two, there is not a Senator who |i 
cannot, if he has a pencil in his hand and a jj 
piece of paper before him, tell exactly how |; 
much money bas been obtained from the sale 
of old stores, how much money has been spent, 
how much money has been appropriated, and 
come to his conclasion whether there bas been | 
any abuse or not. 

The fact is that we do not study the finance | 
report as much as we oughtto. Jt would save 


affairs of this Government by people who | 
i4 i j 4 tea 
sometimes discover what is called a mare's: 


nest. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from ij 
Vermont allow me to ask a question? L 
understood him to say that since 1870 the |, 
Department has not been permitted to make i| 


the Ist of July, 1870, might have been, and i 
| 


4 other source, 


use of money derived from property sold with- 
Am I right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Partly right. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And that in former 
years whatever was realized from the sale of 
old material was permitted by the law to be 
used by the Department; but since then it is 
not so? 

Mr.. EDMUNDS: The Senator is substan- 
tially correct, with this exception ; take the pro- 
vision about ordnance that we had such a 
dreadful caterwauling about not long since, 
the law there provides that the proceeds of 
ordnance and ordnance stores sold from time 
to time may be used to repair and fit up 
things for sale so that a certain sum would 
come out of that, and so on; there may be 
some little qualification of that kind. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have before me the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury made 
at the present session, in which it is stated 
that the expenditures for the year ending the 


; 80th of June, 1871, were for the War Depart- 


ment $35,799,991 82; and then there is a foot 
note; ‘*this is the net amount after deduct- 
ing $8,280,093 13 repaid into the Treasury as 
proceeds of sales of ordnance, &e. The trae 
expenditures were $44,080,084 95,” showing 
that the amount we appropriated was $85, 


| 000,000 in round numbers, and the amount 


expended was $44,000,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, if my good friend 
from Ilinois would devote a little more time to 
this finance report he would discover another 
thing: that by the provisions of law the War 
Department is empowered with the right and 
the duty to settle up the old war claims that are 
still existing in the commissary and quarter- 
master departinent to an immense amount; 
and provision is made by law out of these old 
appropriations that these ancient claims may 
be paid from time to time as they are finally 
adjusted and allowed. So that the expend- 
itures of the War Department, in entire bar- 
mony with what I have been saying about the 
appropriations, necessarily every year—and it 
will be so for years to come—are in exceas of 
the appropriations that we make for the cur- 
rent expenditures, because the Senator, if he 
will look at the appropriation bills as he some- 


| times does, will find that we never appropriate 
(in the Army appropriation bills anything for 


payivg old claims; it is only for carrying 
on the present aud current operations of the 
Army. So my friend will find that he deceives 


has the right in law to spend, a cent for the 


i| current expenditures of the War Department 


except that which is appropriated, and the 


find explained in the way I have stated. 
Now, io return to the Navy, this riding an 


the sea, and changing from sea to land as fast 
as you find yourself cornered in one Depart- 
ment, is perhaps more than I ean carry on; 
I will devote myself now to the Navy for a 
minute or two, In the first place, let me tell 
the honorable Senator from illincis that the 
force ofthe Navy has by Congress and by this 
Administration, since Mr. Johnson lett the 


| executive chair, been restored to precisely 
i what it was in 1860, before the war; tbat is, 
| a total of eighiy-five hundred men all told, 


including two-hundred and fifty boys. We 
have gone back under this Administration to 
where we stood before the war, notwithstand- 


i| ing the vastly increased interests of the coun- 


iry. So much forthat, I have already stated 
that we have since this Administration came 
in made this provision against applying to the 


4 current expenditures of the Department any 
| money that was left over or received from any 


We provided for that in the 
first year we came in. Now the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky says there bave been 
twelve years of Republican rule that ought to 
be investigated. 


2968 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr, STEVENSON. I did not say “ought 
to be investigated.’ I said they had had the 
Government for twelve years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; he says there 
have been twelve years of Republican rule. 
In one sense my friend is right. If you 
refer to a controlling rule over the making 
of the law, then the Senator is right. It 
you refer to what we are talking about, the 
conduct of the executive administration of 
the Navy Department, then he is wrong. For 
four unlucky and unhappy years, from 1865 
to 1869, I do not know anybody here (if I 
shall not offend anybody whose politics is 
doubtful just now) who would say that was a 
very Republican rule. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Congress, which the 
Republican party have had so large a control 
of, could have stopped both the Executive and 
the Navy Department by refusing to appro- 
priate a dollar until the information had been 
received. Therefore, they are responsible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be. The Re- 
pablican party I admit has not, like aay other 
people in this world, come up exactly to the 
standard it has set up for itself. It has not 
accomplished all the good that it intended to 
do and that it intends to do ; but it means to 
keep on; as fast as it sees a wrong it intends 
to correct it. Butit was not easy for the Re- 
publican party, busied as it was with the dis- 
turbances in the southern States fomented by 
the Executive, to devote itself to an investiga- 
tion of his Navy Department at that time, even 
if au investigation was necessary. I do not 
say that it was necessary; but I say that I 
think a great many of the acts of the Navy 
Department and of its head during those four 
years were not defensible. I think, inthe light 
of recent experience and recent observation, 
a great deal of the money that was spent dur- 
ing those four years was wasted, and some of 
it that was spent ostensibly for the public 
good was devoted to political purposes in aid 
of the Democratic party. 

So that, Mr. President, I am not defending 
the Republican party for not having made war 
sooner upon the administration of the Navy 
during the four years of Mr. Johnson’s ad- 
ministration, ‘There is no doubt that during 
that period of time there was a horde of peo- 
ple who were determined to seize all the money 
that was there and to make themselves rich 
by it. Some of them succeeded; others did 
not. Ido not defend it. Ido not defend the 
Republican party for not having found it out 
then, and punished it or stopped it. I only 
say that as fast as we can we endeavor to cor- 
rect every abuse which is brought to our 
notice and every abuse that we can find. 

But now, to return to the present condition 
of affairs; the Senator says that we do not 
know what the expenditures of the Navy De- 
partment are. The Senator says that we have 
no official statement on the subject. Nowthe 
Senator is mistaken. I hold here—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. The honorable Senator 
misapprehends me. I said that we had esti- 
mates and reports of what the annual expend- 
itures of the Navy Department were ; but until 
we got information as to what had become of 
the proceeds of the sales of materials sold by 
the Navy Department we could not say whether 
the expenditures had been confined to those 
estimates; and I spoke in that respect on the 
authority of one of the highest Republican 
officials in this Government, for I quoted from 
him on that very subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis very true that you 

` eannotadd up a column of figures until you 
put them together. Therefore, you cannot 
tell how much has been received from the 
sale of old stores until you look to see. You 
cannot tell how much is turned into the Treas- 
ury until you look at the accounts or reports 
of accounts and see. That was the very rock 


on which my honorable friend from Missouri, 
[Mr. Sonurz,] now unfortunately absent, 
split when he set out on this grand arms invest- 
igation. He had discovered that here was a 
great want of putting figures together, and 
there was a terrible fraud committed upon the 
Treasury of the United States in a way that I 
will not take time to go over; but it turned 
out to his own satisfaction that his little trouble 
was that in his enthusiasm he had forgotten to 
read the reports upon which he relied, and to 
deduct one column of figures from another in 
reaching his results. That was all. 

Now, Mr. President, if all that the Senator 
means to say is that we cannot know how 
much the sales of the Navy Department are 
until we look at the figures which show them, 
he is perfectly right. That is a proposition 
which I cannot dispute, and that is all there 
is to it. I repeat that from year to year the 
reports of the Treasury Department and of 
the Navy Department do show the sums of 
money received from sales of stores, and 
what has become of them; but you cannot 
cart a dray-load of books into the Senate 
Chamber, nor can you have that report from 
any of these Departments unless you mean to 
overload the Treasury Department by making 
out things over and over again which will show 
every item and every detail, because it is too 
voluminous. 

There is a statute now in force which says 


that a detailed statement of all the receipts and j 
expenditures of the Government shall be pub- | 


lished from time to time. What have we done 
about that? The Departments have furnished 
here and the Committee on Printing have—I 
believe they are up stairs uow—cords of books 
in which all these accounts in detail appear; 
and what have we done? On account of the 
enormons and useless expense of making these 
publications in detail, gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber connected with the duty 
of seeing about printing have been inquired 
of whether they wished to have these things 
printed. They say no, of course they are of 
no possible use to anybody. So that there has 
been nothing kept back from any Department ; 
there have been full reports all the time. In 
this particular instance you now have a spe- 
cial report made weeks ago to the House of 
Representatives giving at an expense no doubt 
to the Government of five thousand dollars 
and upward, in respect to these sales, a de- 
tailed and minute account, and the Senate is 
informed that to save $5,000 more and six 
weeks more delay we are referred to that re- 
port; and now the great complaint is that it 
is not printed ! 

Now, Mr. President, to inform my friend 
from Illinois what have been the expenditures 
of the Navy Department, not the appropria- 
tions, but the expenditures, I will read from 
the official statement, where itis all brought 
together. I will begin with the year 1860, 
because that was the year when, as we all 
know, in pursuance of the conspiracy to break 
down the Government, all the expenditures of 
the Departments were extremely small, and 
everything was suffered to go to rack and ruin 
in order to leave us defenseless when the re- 
bellion should come. 

In 1860 the total expenditures of the Navy 
Department were $9,682,896 33; in 1861 they 
were $27,541,481 01; in 1862 they were 
$45,085,093 01; in 1863 they were $83,722,- 
141 50; in 1864 they were $105,573,725 46; 
in 1865 they were $87,018,720 99; in 1866 
they were $82,970,104 82; in 1867 they were 
$27,789,300 22; 1868 they were $24,432,507 98; 
1869 they were $19,947,096 65; in 1870 they 
were $19,779,969 90; for 1871 the figures are 
not brought up. 

There you have a statement of the ordinary 
current expenditures by calendar years, not 
by fiscal years, up to the 31st of December 
annually. During the four years of the war 
that the Senator has referred to, there were 
$300,000,000 appropriated and spent for the 


expenses of the war; but since that time you 
have a constantly decreasing expenditure, be- 
ginning in round numbers with $87,000,000 in 
1865 and running down to $19,000,000 in 1870. 
I hope nobody will complain of the fact that 
the expenses of the Government. in this De- 
partment have been constantly and rapidly 
decreasing until we have reached almost the 
pitch where in the years before the war (ex: 
cept that of 1860, which I have specially ex- 
plained) the expenditures of the Navy then 
stood. 

Now, Mr. President, I agree with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey that instead of diminish- 
ing the expenditures of the Navy Department 
they ought to be largely increased, and that 
we ought to appropriate double the money in 
this bill for the purpose, as he has stated, of 
strengthening and rebuilding our Navy, dis- 
posing of the old material and having new, so 
that we shall be at least respectable. That is 
my opinion; but at the same time I concur 
with the Committee on Appropriations and 
take the ordinary estimates ; but I do not think 
the Navy Department merits any criticism in 
respect to its conduct as to the expenditure 
of money. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Vermont a question 
which I did not ask while he was speaking, 
as I did not wish to interrupt the order of his 
remarks. I understood the Senator to say 
that he had no doubt that during the four yeats 
which elapsed from 1865 to 1869 the adminis- 
tration of the expenditures of the Navy De- 
partment was wasteful, and its funds, in some 
instances, misapplied for political purposes. 
Did I understand him aright ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was about the sub- 


‘stance of it. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. During this 
period, Mr. President, the Navy Department 
was administered by a citizen of my State, in 
whose personal integrity, although I have 
differed from him very greatly on political 
topics, I have always had the highest confi- 
dence; and I have felt from knowledge of my 
own that his services as the head of that De- 
partment during the war have never yet been 
suitably appreciated by the country. Upon 
hearing what the Senator from Vermont said 
against that gentleman, I think it should be 
made a little more specific, and I therefore 
ask the Senator to specify in what way, or.to 
whatamount, orat whattime, or where, during 
the period which elapsed from 1865 to 1869- 
the funds of the Navy Department were mis- 
applied for political purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill state as far as I 
have any knowledge, and will leave the rest to 


| my belief. Iu the first place, I wish to correct 


my friend. J did not allude to any particular 
person, and by no means did I allude to the 
head of that Department, who I have no rea-, 
son to believe was personally dishonest; but 
he, like the head of every other great Depart- 
ment in this Government having many opera- 
tions, many bureaus, and many officers, can- 
not personally know all the performances that 
are going oninside of his Department. There 
may be frauds in the Treasury ; there are no 
doubt frauds in the Treasury every day, und 
have been since the Government began, of 
some little and petty character of one kind 
and another that the Seeretary of the Treasury 
does not know and cannot know. There are 
frauds by disbursing officers in the Army, and 
have been since the country began its exist- 
ence; in various parts of the country where offi- 
cers were stationed, which the Secretary of 
War is not responsible for. Therefore, as far 
as I have any knowledge, I am willing to ac- 
quit Mr. Welles of what I said, as #t respects 
any personal guilt on his part. But we had a 
little investigation during that time into some 
of the affairs of the Navy Department respect 
ing the sale of some of those ships that are 
now making such a fuss in this debate, and it 
did appear in that investigation (and if Sen- 
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‘ators are very curious I think I can look up | 
the testimony aud have it read) that, not to 
spend any time in detailing them, some very | 
extaordinary performances in the way of ad- 
-vertising ships for sale, and then ‘taking pains | 
‘to have them awarded to the lowest instead of: 
the highest bidder, took place in that Depart- 
ment. One of them we stopped and broke 
“up; one or two we were unable to; the thing 
had gone too far; and from all the circum- 
stances that appeared before the committee, 
ĮI believed we all thought—I think there was 
one Democrat upon it, but I have forgotten at 
this moment—and I am sure my friend would 
think if he were to see the testimony. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I read 
am perfectly familiar with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe my honorable 
friend would think it was altogether probable 
that the margin which was to be made between 
the highest bid and the lowest by certain peo- 
ple, and I do not know but that those gentle- 
men were citizens of Connecticut 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. No; citizens 
of New York.- But 1 will ask the Senator 
another question: if anything in that testi- | 
mony indicated a misapplication of any funds | 
of that Department for political purposes? I 
speak of the whole testimony to which the 
* Senator now refers, with regard to the result 
: of which my opinion is different and always 
has been from his own. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. i say, and I am willing 
to repeat it over and over again, because | 
believe in the right of expressing my opinions 
founded upon evidence which is satisfactory || 
to me, that in the course of that investigation 
the very circumstances to which my friend 
and myself are now alluding convinced me, 
as lam sure they did many other gentlemen 
of the committee, (and I think Iam right in 
saying all, but I will not be certain about 
that,) that this performance was not designed 
for the sole and exclusive benefit of one man, 
whose name I forget, but that he having got 
the ostensible beveit, of it, certain grand 
operations in the way of supporting Mr. 
Johnson and his policy and carrying on the 
campaign were to be contributed to out of it. 
A great many other things came to my knowl- 
edge in the course of that investigation which 
I admit would not hang a men. I should not 
send a man to prison upon that evidence, bet 
we sometimes in this world act, so far as 
expressing our opinions is concerned, upon 
moral evidence. We must do so; and lam 
speaking of moral evidence. Iam not charg- 
ing anybody. I said that I was convinced, 
and | repeat it, thai a great deal of the funds 
and property of the Navy Department was 
obtained in one way or another by excessive 
contracts and under-bids and all that sort of 
chicanery which can be resorted to and the 
chief of the Department still be ignorant of 
it or be deceived about it, and the benefit of it 
was carried to the propagation of the party, | 
whatever name you give to it, of which An- 
drew Jobnson was the then head. That I 
believe; I say I believe it upon moral evi- 
dence and circumstances that have come to | 
my knowledge, and did then. 
_ We must act upon moral evidence. Ibe- 
lieve that my honorable friend from Connecti- 
cubis a man above reproach. I would trust 
uncounted money in his hands; I would trust 
my honor in his hands as far as one man may 
trust his honor in any other man’s hands; and 
I should not fail. How do I know? I only 
do it upon moral evidence, which convinces | 
me that it would be a safe thing to trust; and 
1t is Just so with our belief touching operations 
hat are carried on in the departments of the 
overnment, or in political affairs everywhere. 
roma Certain connection of men and facts 
together, you cannot always avoid the conclu- 
sion that there are cats under the meal; and 
30 1n respect to the Navy Department, without 
impugning Mr. Welles in the least, who, I be- 
leve, was a man who intended to do right, H 
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but who had several subordinates who were 
very sharp, and I may get into a quarrel with 
somebody else if I say very unscrapulous, but 
who had some subordinates and people around 
him who were very sharp, and who did not 
always tell him what was going on. I say that 
I felt justified in declaring, and I feel justified 
now in repeating, that I believe a great deal 
of the public property and money was wasted 
and the ultimate benefit of a large portion of 
it went to carry on the political objects of the 
party tbat was then resisting the Congress of 
the United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when I 
made a few remarks in reply to what was said 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, now occu- 
pying the chair, I had no expectation that 
they were to be seized upon with the excite- 
ment that was manifested by the Senators 
from Indiana, New Hampshire, and New Jer- 
sey, who, in reply to an inquiry as to how 
much money had been expended upon the 
Navy, and why it was that we had no Navy 
after the expenditure of so much money, went 
off into a burst of patriotism. I had said 
nothing adverse to having a proper navy; I 
had said nothing that justifed the speech 
made by the Senator from New Jersey when 
he referred to me as making an attack upon 
the Navy. My inquiry was to know how 
much money had been expended upon the 
Navy, and why it was with this vast expend- 
iture of money that we had no results. 

I know, Mr. President, that when you touch 


‘a sore upon the human body, the patient 


squirms under it; and it seems this was a sore 
place upon the body-politic to make an inquiry 
as to what had become of all the money appro- 
priated for the Navy Department in the last 
seven years. The Sevator from Maine, [Mr. 
Hamus, ] cool, dispassionate as he ordinarily 
is, became very much excited, and there was 
a great deal of impassioned eloquence ex- 
pended in the Senate; and after awhile, no one 
at the time being able to give us the inform- 


| atiou as to how much had been appropriated 


in the last seven years for the Navy Depart- 
ment, we have the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Epxnps] coming in and undertaking to give 
us the information. Ido not know from what 
he read; I tried to interrupt him to ascertain, 
but he declined to be interrupted and went on 
to read certain figures. 1 should be glad now 
to know from what the Senator read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator had told 
me that he wished to ask a question instead of 
making a speech, I should have yielded with 
the greatest pleasure. The thing is entitled, 
and it has been furnished to every Senator, 
“Statement of receipts and expenditures of 
the Government by warrants, from July 1, 
1855, to June 30, 1871, prepared in the office 
of the Secretary of the Treasury by J. 
Saville, chief clerk.’ It has been sent to 
every Senator; it contains a very Interesting 
table of the whole expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment from the beginning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While the Senator was 
reading it for me for information, having pre- 
viously sent for the finance report communi- 
cated to this body at the commencement of 
this session by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
I looked over the statement given us by that 
officer of the amount expended on the Navy 
during the very years that the Senator from 
Vermont undertook to inform the Senate about; 
and I state to the Senate that not one of his 
figures is correct. The expenditures as stated 
in the pamphlet from which he reads differ 
millions from the expenditure given to usin 
the finance report of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, may I ask the! 
Senator from what page of the finance report 
he reads? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The eighteenth and 
nineteenth pages of the finance report. I 
believe the years referred to by the Senator 
are on the nineteenth page of the finance 


report for 1871; and he will find the figures 
entirely different. On looking at these figures 
it will be found that we expended in the six 
years ending the 30th of June, 1871, more 
than one hundred and sixty-one million dol- 
lars on the Navy. More than one hundred 
aud sixty-one millions have been expended 
on this Navy in these last six years, What 
has become of it? ` i 

Mr. CRAGIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? ' 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAGIN. How much was expended 
on the Army for that same time? f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should have to add 
up the figures. It is stated here, but I do not 
know what that has to do with the subject 
which I am discussing. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The Senator thought it was 
very strange that we did not know every- 
thing. I put the question to him partly on 
that account. I want to know how much has 
been expended for the Army. í 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs desires to come 
to me for instruction as to how mach was 
expended on the Army, about which I am not 
supposed to be specially advised; I am ‘not 
chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs; but the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire is chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and he is supposed to have some, 
information in regard to the appropriations for 
the Navy Department. ` 

Then, Mr. President, there has been ex- 
pended in the aggregate more than one hun: 
dred and sixty-one million doliars, that is 
nearly twenty-seven million dollars a year, on 
the Navy since the 1st of July, 1865. What 
| has become of it? The Senator from Rhode 
Island told us that our appropriations were 
niggardly. More than twenty-six million dol- 
Jars a year have been appropriated, on an 
average, for the last six years, and that is a 
niggardly appropriation! I think itis a large 
| appropriation. 

Now we have got some other information 
from the Senator from Vermont. He tells us. 
i the Navy is no larger now than it was beforo. 
ithe war. Then the pay of the Navy is no 
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larger now than it was before the war, unless 
we should have increased it, which I think we 
have to some extent; but that would not make 
i any very considerable difference in this large 
amount which is appropriated for the Navy. 
Before the war the largest sum of money ever 
appropriated for the Navy in any year was 
$14,000,000. We haveappropriated $12,000,- 
| 000 a year on an average since the war closed 
i; more than we ever did before it began, and 
| we have gota navy of the same size. What 
! has become of this $12,000,000 a year? What 
| have we to show for it? The Senator from 
New Hampshire says we have built no new 
| vessels. Well, but you have undertaken to 
| repair old ones, and the appropriations have 
| been very large tor materials. I find by the 
| appropriations made in 1870, that there was 

$1,250,000 appropriated for materials, and 
; $2,000,000 for labor. i 

As I said when up before, millions have 
been appropriated in procuring new material 
j and for labor upon our vessels. What has 
become of this vast sum of money? And why 
is it that we have no Navy? Why is it that 
| our Navyis in the disgraceful condition spoken 
of by the Senator from New Jersey? Is it for 
the want of appropriations, or is it for the 
want of a proper expenditure of the money 
which we have appropriated? Why are these 
‘millions put into old vessels that are worth 
nothing? There must be fault somewhere. If 
these vessels are worth nothing we should not 
be appropriating money by the million to 
expend upon them. : 

Now, there is no party matter about this. 
The Senator from Vermont seems to suppose 
that it is an attack upon the party. By no 
means. It is no matter whether it was done 


i 
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during Andrew Johnson’s time, President | 


Grant’s time, or Mr. Lincoln’s time. That 
makes no difference to the country. The ques- 
tion I ask is, why with these vast appropria- 
tions we have no Navy? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a 
question just there? 

Mr. TRUMBULL., Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask him, just to test 
his knowledge of naval affairs, which I know 


is great, to take the appropriations contained | 


in this very bill of $17,000,000, to take out 
the pay and the subsistence of the Navy, the 
expenses of ships that you must have on for- 
eign stations, and then let him tell me how 
many new ships, always providing for those 
that have to go out to take the place of those 
broken down, yon can build, or whether you 


can" build one ship even, supposing the law | : 
l! shire and of the Senator from Rhode Island, 


would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
build a ship, which I believe it does not with- 
out special authority of law? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have already shown 
bow much in round numbers ought to be left. 


The whole expenses of the Navy in the year |, say ssl t i ] 
: ming $115,000 was a perfect discharge of all 
: claims to these parties. 


1861 were, in round numbers, $12,000,000 ; 
in 1860, $11,000,000; and the largest sum that 
was appropriated to the Navy at any time be- 


fore the war wag in 1859, when the expendi- | 


tures of that Department of the Government 
were something over fourteen million dollars. 
Now, take the very largest sum which was ever 


spent on the Navy before the war, and it is |, 
For the last six years it | 


only $14,000,000. 
has averaged nearly twenty-seven million dol- 
lars. What has become of the difference be- 


tween the $14,000,000 and the twenty-six or |} € 
‘ vessels. The Government of the United States 


twenty-seven millions? What has become of 
the $12,000,000 in round numbers that has 
been in the hands of the Navy Department? 

The Senator says take out the expenses 
of paying the officers aud seamen and every 
necessary expense and what have you got 
left. lt cost very little less to pay the officers 
and the seamen and the ordinary expenses 
before the war than it does now. I]t costs 
something more now, but nothing like $12,- 
000,000. Here is a large surplus that ought 
to be sufficient to put the Navy in good con- 
dition, as it seems tome. The Senator may 
answer then by a sneer, that the Senator from 
Mlinois knows all about naval affairs, ‘That 
may bea satisfactory answer to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. 
answer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator did refer 
to the knowledge of the Senator from Ilinois 
about the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because I was going to 
ask him a question about it. 

Mr ‘TRUMBULL. . No one could misun- 
derstand the tone or the manner or the object 
of the remark of the Senator. That does not 
answer the question as to what has become of 
this large amount of money. i think we ought 
to have something more to show than we have 
got. Ifthe money was put upon vessels to 
repair them, asthe Senator from Kentucky has 
stated three quarters of a million upon some 
vessels, it ought to have made them good ves- 
eels, it seems to me. 

The Senator from New Hampshire in his 
zeal went on further to say that not a dollar 
of money had been used for avy other pur- 
pose than that for which it was appropriated, 
or without authority of law. Did I under- 
stand him aright? 

Mr. CRAGIN, That is the supposition. 
suppose thatistrue. have no doubt it is true. 
Of course I do not know as to all the details. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
supposition, aud he may believe it to be true; 
but did the Senator ever hear of the Secor 
claim? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I have heard of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
know that after by act of Congress that had 
been settled and paid the Secretary of 
Navy paid $98,000 more? 


I have not made any such į 


i ! 


It may be the Senator’s | 


f 
| 
| 


the ii 


i 
| 
j 
i 
| 
| 
i 


it 


i thing more; that in consequence of the inter- 


‘ are both parties to a report made by the Naval 


to be accurate. 


1 


Mr. CRAGIN. Does the Senatof want an jj 


answer? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, I want an answer. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Iknow, in the first place, that | 
the $93,000 was never settled for by law. Ij 
know that a settlement was authorized by the 
law of 1868 of the particular claims reported, 
upon by the board that was appointed by the | 
Navy Department, simply claims for the in- 
creased cost of labor and materials; and that 
the claims for extra work were not considered 
at all by that board, and that the claim more 
recently paid by the Secretary was for extra 
work not included at allin the report of that 
board. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And expressly excepted 


here. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, out of 
the mouth of the Senator fron New Hamp- 


if he indorses it, E will undertake to show that 
this money was paid contrary to law. They 


Committee of this body in 1870, in which they 
say expressly tbat the act of 1868 appropri- 


When did new light 
dawn upon these gentlemen? And such is the 
fi 


me? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. F will state the case 
now. In 1862 the firms of Secor & Co. and 
Perine, Secor & Co. undertook to build cer- 
tain vessels for the Government at a contract 
price of something over twelve hundred thou- 
sand dollars. They proceeded to build those 


made some change in the plan of the vessels, 
and they claimed that they were delayed. 
‘hey were paid for the extra work done on 
those vessels more tian half a million dol- 
lars. ‘The vessels were completed in 1864. 
They were paid the whole contract price, and | 
received it. They were paid more than half 
a million dollars for extra work, and received 
They then came to Congress in 1867 com- 
plaining that they still ought to have some- 


ference of the Government with their contracis 
they had been delayed, that during the delay 


and that they had in consequence suffered loss, 
and they ask Congress to relieve them. Con- 
gress in 1867 passed a law authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to investigate their claims. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I suppose the Senator wants 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 
j Mr. CRAGIN. Congress did not pass any | 
aw—- | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Congress did pass a law | 
in 1867. 
Mr. CRAGIN. The Senate in executive | 
session passed a resolution. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, we shall see. Ij 
say Congress passed a law in 1867, end I am | 
sorry that the chairman of the Committee on } 
Naval Affairs is so ignorant of the actioa of 
the Congress of the United States. Congress 
passed an act 
Mr. CRAGIN. 
ment. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
want to correct it. 
Mr. CRAGIN. Congress did pass a joint ! 
resolution. i 


ï wish to correct my state- 


of the Navy to call a board. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Congress passed a law. 
A joint resolution is a law. There is no escape 


from it. 
CRAGIN. There is no doubt about 


Mr. 

at. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Congress passed a law 
in 1867 authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to ascertain whetber anything was due to these 
parties, or whether they were entitled to any- 
thing on account of their claims. Under that | 


th 


| 
f 
i 
i 
i 
| 
H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
Í 
| 
! 


act. f j 
Mr. CRAGIN. Will the gentleman allow 


I thought you would |! : 
S | There is no dissent from that report by the 


l I referred to a resolution passed Í! 
by the Senate before, requesting the Secretary | 


law the Secretary of the Navy organized a 
board to examine into the whole matter. That 
board made a report the next year, in 1868, to 
the Congress of the United States. Thereupon 
the Congress of the United States, in 1868, 
passed another law appropriating the amount 
of money which this board found that these 
parties were justly entitled to, and provided 
in that law that the same should be in full dis- 
charge of all claims on account of these vessels, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is that the lan- 
guage? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was the language. 


| Here is the law: 


“Shall be in full discharge of all claims against 
the United States on account of the vessels upon 
which the board made the allowance.’’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is a difer- 
ent thing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; it is “on 
account of the vessels upon which the board 
made the allowance.” 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
vessels” or ‘* the claims?”’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is ‘all claims on 
account of the vessels.’’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But I wish to 


Is it “on the 


say—— 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will have 
an opportunity. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not know 


i that 1 will have an opportunity; I do not 


know that I shall desire one. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. You may speak now, 
then. 

Mr, FRELINGIIUYSEN. All I wish to 
say is thut the reason of my asking the ques- 
tion is that the Senator certainly stated only 
part of the language and unintentionally omit- 
ted a very material part of the language of 
that statute. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not state the 
whole statute, but I stated ail of the statute 
that is applicable to this case. It shall be 
ttin fall discharge of all claims against the 
United States on account of the vessels upon 
which the board made the allowance, as pet 
their report, under the act of March 2, 1867.’ 
Does the Senator mean to say it was pot in. 


: fali discharge of the claims on which the board 


the prices of materials and of labor went up, i; aces 


Then why did the statute say it was 
in fail discharge of all claims on account of 
the vessels? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Does the Sen- 
ator wish an answer? 


Mr. TKUMBULL. Well, if the Senator 


I| chooses to make an answer. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not wish to 
intrude but 1 am ready to give one. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Butthis received a con- 
struction by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. The Senator from New 
Hampshire is very fierce to contradict me; he 
is ready to deny a statute until I have to turn 
to it and convict him; and he is ready to deny 
his report, but I hold it in my hand, and these 
denials will not relieve him from the official 
documents. I hold here in my hand a report 
made in the Senate of the United States, May 
12, 1870, from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Senator from New Hampshire, and now let me 
read what it says: 


“On the 18th of July, 1868, an act was passed 
directing the payment of these amounts ia these 
parties” — 


Referring to the case of Secor & Co., and 
Perine, Secor & Co.— 


“by which act it was declared that these payments 
should be ‘in full discharge of all claims against 
the United States on account of the vessels upon 
which the board made the allowance, as per their 
report, under the act of March 2, 1867.’ y 

Under the stress of an overpowering necessity, ' 
as they allege, these parties received those amounts, 
That in law such receipt is a complete bar to al 
further recourse, cannot be denied.” 
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Where is the Senator from New Hampshire 
= now? 

PO. CRAGIN. Idid not agree to the report 
at the time and do not now, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ah, did not agree to 
44: the record shows he did. Show me your 
dissent on the record. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The majority of the com- | 
© mittee always carry reports and bills in my 
committec. 

Mr. TRUMBULL If I dissent from a re- 
port, Í generally make it known. The chair- 
mau of the committee, it seems, now repudi- 
atesthe report of his own committee. I wonder 
if the from Senator Rhode Island will repu- 
diate it, too. This was the report made by 
the chief justice of the Court of Claims, then 
a member of this body. It was the report, 
and the unanimous report, of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, so far as appears. Now, 
Mr. President, the Senator wants to know if 
any money was illegally paid; I tell him yes. | 
It is no matter whether the money was due to | 
these parties or not. Why, Mr. President, it 
had been settled in the first place, settled by 
a former Secretary of the Navy. Not satis- | 
fied with that, these parties come to Congress. | 
Congress passes two laws on the subject, and | 
says in so many words that the money it ap- | 
propriates, one hundred and fifteen thou- 
sand and some odd dollars, shall be in full 
discharge of their claims. ‘The parties take 
it, and receive it, and the comunittee of this 
body say that in law such a receipt is a com 
plete bar to all further recourse; and yet: 
your Secretary opens it and paysibem $93,000 ! 
more. He might as well have paid them | 
‘$98,000,000 more if he could have got it. | 

i 


_ itis a bald, naked case of violation of posi- | 
tive statute, and so stated by the Naval Com- | 
mittee that now undertakes to palliate and | 
excuse it through its chairman, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Illinois in his openiug re- | 
marks said that thirty or forty millions had | 
been expended by the Navy Department and |! 
there was nothing to show for i A Senator | 
holding his position to the Administration | 
should not wonder that a charge cf that kiud | 
attracted attention. It is impossible that we | 
should not listen to it. It is nothing less than | 
a charge of traud against the Administration. 
It comes from ihe Senator who has made 
repeated charges of that character. and after 
tedious investigations have been gone through 
with. It comes at a critical time in the pass 
ing events of the day, aud it is astonishing to 
me that the Senator from [!linois should say |; 
that there is undue sensitiveness because his 
remark attracts attention. It is not that he | 
had as he suggests touched a sore spotin the | 
party, but because the position of the Senator 
to that party is now peculiar. i 

lam free to say that I observed with regret | 
while one of the Departments of the Gov- | 
ernment was being investigated before a com- | 
mittee of the House of Representatives, that | 
one who is under sanctions of his ofice and ! 
whose constitutional duty in event of the 
charges being maintained it would neces- 
sarily become to ait in judgment and try the 
officer accused, should, upon a polidecal plat 
form, in a neighboring city, before thousands 
ofcinzens, pronounce his judgment of the guilt 
ofthat high official. I have known that gen- || 
tleman from his boyhood. The Secretary of the | 
Navy is my friend, he is honorable, and he 
honest. His character will bear compari- 
Son with that of any member of the Senate, |i 
and I was grieved that one who bas taken upon | 
hinselfan office which iuvolves the duty of | 
trying the truth or falsehood of the charge | 
whieh a codrdinate branch is in a preliminary | 
Way investigating in relation to that officer, 
should, in hot haste, before the country, pro- 
nounse a judgmert against him, which, were | 
it accepted, would tend to stamp his character | 
With infamy. | 

And Iam but little better pleased with the | 


judgment on the law which the Senator in 
this off-hand manner strives to give to this 
question. Itis possible that question may yet 
come before this tribunal. Ido notintend to 
be tempted to follow the Senator’s example, 
butsimplyto read the law as it is in the statute- 
book. If that vindicates the Secretary it is his 
due. What is this case? The Messrs. Secor 
had contracts with the Government involving 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. It became 
the interest of the Government to check and 
delay the performance of those contracts for 
months. During those delays the prices of 
materials and of wages greatly advanced, so 
that vessels which might have been built for 
three or four hundred thousand dollars, per 
haps, gost $500,000. The Messrs. Secor made 
claim to be indemnified by the United Siates 


for the damages occasioned by these delays. |! 


: They justly insisted that they should receive | progresses and as it is required, and that 


compensation for the loss which had acerued 
to them in performing those coutracts by rea- 
son of the delay which the Government had 
occasioned. It was that, and only that, which 
a board was called upon to adjudge and de- 
termine.” Now let us see what the Govern- 
ment did in the premises. Was the payment 
the United States made on the award of the 
board in fali for all claims against the United 
States on account of these vessels? That is 
not what the Secors claimed or the board 


considered, and is not the reading of the law. |! 


The statute says the payment must ‘be in 
full discharge of all claims against the United 
States on account of the vessels upon which 


the board made the allowance as per their |i 


report.” 

Now, the question is one of construction. 
Does the statute provide that the payment 
shall be in fali discharge of all claims on ac- 
count of the vessels, or in full discharge of all 
claims upon which the board made the allow- 
ance as per report? These are two very dif- 
ferent propositions. The law says the latter, 


i; and we know that what Congress was author- 


izing to be paid and satisfied was the result of 
the finding of the board, and what the board 
found was the damages occasioned by the Gov- 
ernment’s delay, that was what the Secors 
were, according to the finding of the board, 
to be compensated for. What is this other 
claim of the Secors that has been since paid? 
Why, sir, perhaps $20,000 to one vessel and 


* $20,000 to another, for extra work actually 
: performed and not included in the contracts. 


Mr. MORTON. I sbould like to ask the 


; Senator whether, in the claims considered by 


the board, there was anything for construction, 


or simply for damages resulting from deten- 


tion? 
Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN. Nothing else in 
the world but indemnification for the damage 


| the detention of the Government occasioned. 


Mr. MORTON. 
was not embraced ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator will read 
the act of 1867 he will see that it was ‘to in- 
vestigate the claims” that the board was 
appointed for. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
dealing with the statute of 1867, 


The construction account 


We are not 
` wa F. 
My simple 


desire for the truth prevents me from being | 
i diverted from the point. i 
i whether the Secretary of the Navy has vio- 
| lated the law which said that the payment ! 


which was made was in full discharge, &e. 
We have nothing to do with the statute of 
1867, but with the statute of 1868. That is 
the statute on which the Senator bases his 
charge. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was based on the 
act of 1867. Does the Senator mean to say 
they are not be construed together? . 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN. My purpose is 
to show the two different constructions claimed 
for the statute, one which the distinguished 
chairnian of the Committee on the Judiciary 
seeks to give it, and the other which is appar- 
ent on the face of the law. Just here is the 


The qvestion is | 


fi 


t 
i 
i 


| delays. 


mamen] 


whole case. These contractors had a claim 
against the Government for the delays the 
Government had occasioned. This board 
found the amount of the damage for these 
A statute is passed saying that that 
award shall be in full for the claims on which 
the board passed. After this it appears that 
there were charges amounting to $93,000 for 


| extra work performed to various vessels, with 


whieh this board or their award had nothing 
to do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Half a million had 
been paid for extras. ' 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Very probably 
that isso. Itis not the practice of the De 
partment to wait until a vessel costing two or 
three hundred thousand dollars is completed 
and then pay for it, but the Government pa 
for extras and pay on the contract as the wor 


$500,000 had been paid for extras has no 
more relevancy to this question than to say 
they had paid for some other vessel. There 
is the case. After this Government had paid 
for the damage which had been occasioned by 
their delay, were these contractors and builders 
to throw in for nothing, to receive no compen- 
sation for the extras actually ordered by the 
Depariment to be done to those vessels? As 
well claim that the vessel was to be built for 
nothing. I think that it is exercising great 
freedom for the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate to pronounce his 
jadgment on such a case against one of the 
Depariments of this Government, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I desire to come back 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
know that? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because the calendar 
year of 1859 and 1860 is given. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The calendar year of 
1859 and 1860, the Senator says, is given. 
Let ussee. Ihave the book open at the place 
If he will pay attention to his 
own authority perhaps he will get a little 
light: 


How does the Senator 


the United 
States trom March 4, 1789, to Juue 30, 1871 


Does the honorable Senator understand 
what that means? Does ihat mean 1859 and 
1860? It may to him. Iiis not my business 
to undertake to furnish constructions for bim. 
He is in asituation where the same thing may 
mean a good many different things. He may 
be in a day or two where it will be necessary 
that the same platform shall mean one thing 
in the West, another in the East, another in 
the North, and another in the South; but I 
do not believe that even the Cincinnati plat- 
form will go as far as to hold that 1843, stated 
ina book, means 1859. That would be ask- 
ing too much, 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator will find, 
if he will take the trouble to read this official 
report from the Treasury, which shows the 
whole operations of the Government—and it 
has been sent to him—that the statement that 
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<r 


| | ized and directed to investigate the claims of all 


I read was a correct statement, and he will 


find that it harmonizes when you turn over to | 


the expenditures by fiscal years, where there 
is another statement. He will find that it 
agrees in substance with this fiscal statement 
jn the finance report. In some figures there 
is a variation of one, two, or three thousand 
dollars in the fiscal years. 
took the calendar years was the fact that the 
rebellion began immediately after the calen- 
dar year of 1860, and it terminated immedi- 
ately after the commencement of the calendar 
year of 1865. Therefore, in order to show 
the statement which I thought the Senate 
would be more interested in of expenditures, 


The reason why I: 


that the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 


who, I believe, the Senator himself told us |) 


the other day (or at least he agreed to it, be- 
cause he did not dissent, for that is his theory 
about everybody here) was a very good law- 
yer, and we all know he is a life-long Demo- 
erat, and we all know he is an honest man, 
and is a regular bull-dog, who stands at the 


gate of the Treasury to resist and discard 


all claims that come from the Navy or any 
other Department for allowances that are not 
right—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. € 
to quote me, I did not say a single word about 
the Second Comptroller. 


! the ist day of 3 


‘upon the following basis: 


If the Senator means j 


contractors for building vessels of war aud steam 
machinery for the saime under contracts mane after 

f May, 1461, and prior to the 1st day of 
January, 1864, and said investigation to be made 
he shall ascertain the 
additional cost which was Decenearily incurred by 
each contractor in the completion of his work by 
reason of any changes or alterations in the plang 
and specifications required, and delays in the prose- 
cution of the work oceasioned by the Gov ernment, 
which were not provided for in the original contract; 
but no allowance for any advance in the price of 
labor or material shall be considered unless such 
advance occurred during the prolonged time for 
completing the work rendered necessary by the 
delay resulting from the action of the Government 
aforesaid, and then only when such advance could 
not have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary 
prudence and diligence on the part of the con- 


I took that. Mr. EDMUNDS. I say the Senator sat || tractor.” . i 

And all this, Mr. President, began by the j| still, and therefore he acquiesced and agreed | I will not read the couclading part. I read 
defiant and doubting inquiry of the honorable || to it. , x this thatthe Senate may have an idea of what 
Senator from Illinois, whether anybody could Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say he was a || the law was and of the basis upon which this 
tell him what had been the expenditures of the || lawyer. investigation was to take place. Now, as a 


matter of fact, the board which was appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy construed this 
statute to mean simply this, and no more: that 
they were to investigate oue particular class 
of claims—— 

i Mr. TRUMBULL. 
| of that? 

Mr. CRAGIN, I have the evidence from 
the board itself. Every member of it at the 
jaime told me so privately, and I have their 
time the committee reports and say, ‘I dis- j| report, which I have sent for, and which will 
agree to that.” Now, that is incorrect as a || be here very soon. They have sworn to that 
matter of fact as to the practice in this body, || also before the committee of investigation of. 
and I only show the honorable Senator how || the House, and the evidence is or may be. 
absurd it is by saying that he has agreed that. || before the Senator from Illinois. They de- 
the Second Comptroller is a great lawyer and cided that this law required them to invest- 
all that. i| igate only one particular class of claims, and, 

But, Mr. President, no matter who has || that the increased cost of labor and materials 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I know the honorable 
Senator did not, but he sat by and heard it, 
and therefore he is bound to know it. He 
says that my friend from New Hampshire 
must agree to every report made from the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From his own committee, | 
for the reason that he does not get up every 


Navy Department for the last few years, what- 
ever the number might be, as if the Depart- į 
ment had not furnished us with the informa- 
tion, and as if every Senator whose duly it was 
to inquire into and examine these matters in 
connection with the appropriation bills had 
not the means of knowing and did not know. 
The Senator at last has found on his own tes- 
timony, as it turns out, a statement by fiscal 
years of this very information he was demand- 
ing so defiantly of the Senate as indicating 
that there had been some concealment in the 
administration of these Departments. | 
Now, Mr. President, to come to the ques- 
tion that the Senator put as to the increase 
of expenditures since the war over those 
before the war, he wishes to know how it is 
made out. In the first place, we have a good 


Where is the evidence 
From his own com- 


many more vessels on distant and expensive 
stations than we had before the war, which 
cost a great deal of money... In the second 
place, on the subject of repairs and construc- 
tion, what little construction there is, does 
not the Senator know, has he not made the 
echoes ring in this Chamber with cries 


about it, that the expenditure for labor, that |i 


the cost of iron, that the cost of live oak, 


that the cost of cordage, that the cost of ji 


everything is double what it was before. He 
has taught us, if we did not know it before, 


by speech after specch and statement after |; 3 
trouble about this matter, that the Navy De- 


statement, about the dreadful operation of 
the tariff and other frightful things that occur 
to the injury of all mankiod; and then. as 
my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. Anruony] 
says, men work only about two thirds as 
much as they did before the war, and that 
makes some difference. The Senator wiil 
find in the reports of this very Navy De- 
partment, if he will look at them and read 
them carefully, statements showing how much 
the cost of these things has increased. He 
will find how much we pay for live-oak tim- 
ber compared to what we paid before the 
war if he will take up the various reports 
and look at them. There is no concealment. 
He will find in the very last reports the bids 
put in for live-oak timber and the prices 
paid; and yet the Senator turns around and 
asks us what bas become of the money. 

Why, Mr. President, you have only to look 
ai these official statements and you will find 
what has become of the money, and you will 
find it has been honestly spent. The Senator 
might just as well turn around and show that 
the expenses of the Senateof the United States 
for the pay of Senators are one third greater 
than before the war, and say that millions and 
millions have been taken by Senators out of 
the public Treasury, and what has become of 
the money. I know what has become of my 
share of it. It has gone for beef and flour. So 
much forthat; forI do not wish to occupy time. 

Now, as to Secor, (which was a little side- 
show that my friend got up after he saw where 
he was coming ont about the main attack,) 
I do not know what the law is about Secor. 
<< It is; not my business to know. All I can 

` Say.at this moment, and all I wish. to say, is, 


; money to the Government. 


agreed, we have heard here lately, and have | 


heard truly, that one of the most careful and 


i intelligent and critical officers of this Govern- 
i ment is this same Second Comptroller. 
| exercises every day law duties. 
| he is put there for, to construe statutes and 
‘keep out all claims not lawful and proper to 
We know that he j 


He 


be paid pursuant to law. 
passed this claim after consideration and con 
sultation, That is enough for me uutil he 
comes here to be tried for having violated his 


| duty, if he ever. does. 


The trouble, is Mr. President, if there is any 


partment needs counsel, and I would advise 
the Navy Department to employ my honorable 


| friend from Ilinois to go up there and advise 


it from day to day and from time to time for 


such a Jiberul remunerative fee as would make | 


it an object for both parties, and thus save 
That is the only 
way ; for how is the Second Comptroller or 


| the Secretary of the Navy to know what to do 
| until they have got his opinion on the subject ? 
t seems if they undertake to do anything, to | 


pay an honest man an honest claim for honest 
work, he must be immediately assailed, because 


: it does not happen to meet the approval of the 


honorable Senator, and assailed, too, in this 
indirect manner, which is entirely foreign to 
anything in relation to this bill. 

But, sir, | have taken up more time than I 
meant to about this little flourish of trumpets. 
The fact is, it is an unlucky week for talk. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CRAGIN. Ido not mean to detain the 
Senate long, for Ido not profess to be as good 
a lawyer as the Senator from Hlinois; but 
there are some facts in this case that I wish to 
present to the Senate which are more familiar 
to me than to him probably. It is true I made 
a mistake in the outset in saying that the law 
he referred to of 1867 was merely a resolution 
of the Senate ; but I corrected it before he read 
the law or looked at it. I wish to call atten- 
tion specially to this act of 1867, and then to 
state how the board construed the law, how 
they acted under it as laying the foundation 
for the Secor claim and others. The aet of 
1867 reads as follows: 

" That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- 


That is what į 


1 


| it passed. 


occasioned by the delay of the Government. 
That was all they investigated. They ex- 
cluded every claim for extra work. They ex: 
cluded every claim for every purpose what: 
soever except that one, the increased cost of 
labor, the increased cost of materials which 
was occasioned by the delay and action of 
the Government. Every member of that. 
board so swears. They so told the Committee. 
on Naval Affairs in 1868, when the act of 
1868 was presented to the Senate and when 
So much for that. 

This board made allowances to only six or 


| seven contractors, and excluded some twenty 


or thirty on this very ground: that their 
claims did not come within the basis of the 
rule which they laid down, that they would 
examine only those claims which related to 
the increased cost of labor and materials. 
Hence, in their report, against the names of 
three fourths of all these contractors iy written - 
the word ‘‘none.’’ The board explained to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs at that time 
that they did not consider the cases of those 
contractors because they did not come witbin 
the rule, within the construction of the law 
of 1867 as they interpreted it; that they had 
no claims for the increased price of labor and 


| materials caused by the delay of the Gov- 


ernment. Therefore, when the law of 1868 
was passed appropriating the money to pay 
the five or six claimants whose claims had 
been allowed by this board it was understood 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs—it was 
understood by me, at least; I will not speak 
for others—that it covered only that single 
class of claims ; that is, pay for the increased 
cost of labor and materials. 

I desire to impress that point upon the Sen- 
ate. I want to impress upon them the idea 
that this naval board made that construction 
of the law of 1867; that they considered only 
those claims and no others; that they excluded 
every claim for extra work as not coming 
within the law. That was their interpretation 
of it. My own judgment is that they did not 
interpret it correctly. I think they ought to 
have considered claims to a greater extent ; 
but that was their business. They put their 
construction upon it, and considered only those 


i claims, and Congress in appropriating, appro- 


ea 
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riated the money to pay for just that one class | 
of claims, and no other. 
The clause in the act of 1868, to which the | 
Senator from Tilinois alludes and reads, that | 
the appropriation shall be in fall discharge of | 
| 

| 

{ 

| 


all claims upon the vessels, &c., was an amend- 

ment offered in the Senate. I think the Com- 

mittee on Naval Affairs almost unanimously | 
opposed the amendment at first until it was | 
modified or amended by the addition of the! 
words, ‘‘as per their report under the act of 
March 2, 1867."’ Then, for one, I concluded 
that that would bar only that one class of 
claims. 

Now, I put this question to the Senator from 
Illinois: suppose there had been due on these 
vessels say $100,000 of the contract price that 
had never been paid at all, or that there had | 
been due to Secor & Co. or these other parties | 
$100,000 for repairs on those vessels after | 
they had been accepted by the Department | 
and had gone into the service, would that re- || 
striction have excluded claims of that charac- | 
ter? I believe not, and no more justly would 
they exclude claims for extra work ordered by : 
the Department which had not been paid for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will '! 
allow me to interrupt him, does he not know || 
that ali these matters have been passed upon | 
by the former Secretary, and that the See- | 
retary has elready testified that he considered | 
them closed; and does net the Senator him- i 
self know that he has stated on oath, I believe | 
before the Committee of Investigation, that in 
his opinion this barred them, and that he ad- 
vised Secor & Co. to take the money and told 
them they were barred ? i 

Mr. CRAGIN. Exactly the contrary. I: 
testified on oath that I advised Secor & Co. 
to take the money and that it did not bar 
them on any cther claim except this one. 
That was my testimony. I advised Secor & 
Co., and I advised the others, to take the | 
money within a few weeks after the passage 
of the act of 1888; and I will tell the Sen- | 
ator further that I know Senator Grimes, the | 
chairman of the committee at that time, gave | 
the same advice. i 

The Senator asks me if I do not know that || 
the former Secretary, Mr. Welles, passed upon ' 
these claims and that he considered them | 
closed. I know he said he considered them 4 

i 


closed; but I know that he never passed upon 
the claims involved in this $98,000. ‘They | 
never were presented to the Navy Department ! 
ut that time. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator willallow | 
me, how ean be know that? They were six | 
years old. ‘hese vessels were completed in | 
1864, How can the Serator come in here | 
and say that these claims were never preseuted | 
when my information is that they were pre- | 
sented ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will say that I believe 
they were never presented, and I have reason 
to believe it from the testimony of men whom 
{ would believe as quickly as [ would believe 
the Senator from Ilinois. 

My. TRUMBULL. It is very strange that | 
they should not present their claims in six 
years, 

_ Mr. CRAGIN, They were presented par- 
tially to the Gregory board in New York sitting | 
there during the war ; but there was such haste, | 
such a demand made upon these men to com- 
plete their work, that they could not press | 
them. Does the Senator from Illinois know | 
that these Secors employed at one time four- // 
teen hundred men, and for eighteen days their | 
men never had their clothes off, that they l 
worked night and day under the influence of | 
telegrams from the Navy Department and let- |! 
ters from the Seeretary urging them to the | 
utmost exertion? {tell the Senator there are || 
no men in this country more deserving of the i 
commendation of the loyal and patriotic men | 
of the country than these same Secors, They || 
Were patriotic and loyal men. They devoted || 


| are half a million dollars poorer for having 


ii direction of the Navy Department or its offi- 


i| the truth is, and no man can deny it, that that 
| board only construed that single class of claims, 
i| and the act of 1868 was designed to be for that {i 


H lation. 


: history of what takes place in committee- rooms. 
if it was, [ could set the Senator and the Sen- {i 


i enough for me to say that I did not agree to | 


: fov which a majority oniy voted, the Senator 


‘not believe it would bar any of their other 


their energies and their capital to this work 
until they had putin their own money to the 
amount of seven or eight hundred thousand 
dollars more than they received of the Gov- 
ernment; and to-day I honestly believe they 


undertaken this work for the Government. 

They did it from patriotic motives, probably | 
hoping to make something at the game time; | 
but still they pressed their work with a zeal, a 
determination, and an energy that few other | 
contractors did, and all that they did was done | 
by instructions from the Department. They | 
are just as much entitled to this $93,000, in my | 
judgment, as a man would bewith whom [had | 
contracted to build a house for me at a speci- 
fied sum, and then afterward directed him to 
build an L to that house and afterward refused 
to pay him for that L, having paid him for the 
main house under the original contract. That 
is precisely their case. The claim which was 
allowed them of $93,600 is for extra work, 
extra materials put upon those vessels by 


cers, for which they never had received one 
single cent. 

‘This act of 1868 on any fair construction, 
although [ say again I do not profess to be as 
good a lawyer as the Senator from Illinois, in 
my judgment, only bars that class of claims | 
and not the class of claims passed upon by 
that beard, and the class of claims involved | 
in this act of 1867, Whether the board | 
gave the right construction to that act or | 
not, is immaterial here. If they construed 
it so us to limit their power down to a single 
class of claims, certainly neither the Secors 
nor any other contractors should be damaged | 
by their wrong construction of that act. But 


siogle class of claims, and no more. 

The Senator from Ilinois brings in here a 
report made by the Naval Committee in 1868 
or 1869, I forget which 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Eighteen hundred and 
seventy. 

Mr. CRAGIN. In which the statement 
appears that all claims are barred, and he | 
flourishes it here, and with great animation he | 
locks at me as if that were a complete annihi- 
Now, sir, if I understand the practice 
of the Senate, it is not in order to go into the 


ate entirely right upon that question. It is 


that part of the report. Iwas in favor of p 
ing the bill, and paying those men what the 
bill allowed them, honestly believing that it 
was not one half, not a quarter of what was 
justly due him. As appears by the report that 
the Senator has read from, it was presented by 
the then Senator from Missouri. Itis presum- | 
able it was written by him. ‘rere are other | 
members cf the commitree present who were j 
presentatthattime. They know the discussion | 
that took place. They know that the report | 
after it was first written was recommitted, that | 

i 

i 

i 

| 

i 


a 
2 


the write 
ali probability it was novagain submitted to the 
committee, Í do not remember whether that | 
was so or not, The Senator smiles. I venture 
the assertion that the dudiciary Committee 
has made a hundred reports to this Senate 


voting against them, and he not caring particu- 
larly about the matter, or not enough about it 
to enter any protest, Jet them go. That was 
my case in this particular instance. I let the 
report go. The object I had in view was to 
secure the passage of the bill. 

I have already stated that [ advised tt 
Secors in 1888 to take their money, that E ai 


> 


claims. I have stated that I testified to that 


i 
i 
{ 
i 
t 
i 
i 


took the report back, and that in i 


it is not probable after having taken that 
position in 1868 that I should abandon it in 
1870 when this report was made. 

I freely admit that in my judgment lawyers 
might well differ upon the construction of this 
law of 1868. But the intention of the com- 
| mittee in reporting the bill was simply to pay the 
| claims passed upon by that board. Upon that 
there is no doubt, and that only involved this 
one class of claims to which I have referred. 

Mr. MORTON. I will ask the Senator this 
question with his permission: whether these 
claims for construction on account of which 
$93,000 was paid could have been brought 
before the board convened under the act of 
| 1867? 

Mr. CRAGIN, It was my opinion, reading 
| this law, that they could have been brought 
| before the board, but they were not brought 
before the board because the board construed 
ithe law otherwise and would not héar any 
i claims of that kind. 

Mr. MORTON. Was it the decision of the 
board that they could only hear claims of a 
particular character for detention? 

Mr. CRAGIN. It was, andI have here the 


i| report of that board. 


Mr. CONKLING. 
anted by the statute. 
Mr. CRAGIN, 


And it was well war- 


party in the Navy Departmeat. 
Mr. CONKLING. In the then Navy De- 


| 
1 + r . 4 n 
| Mr. CONKLING. What isthe date of that 
| report? 
| Mr. CRAGIN, It is dated November 26, 
i 1867. 
i Sr: We have the honor to report that in obe- 
| dience to your order of July 6, 1867, we have care- 
| fully scrutinized each of the claims presented under 
; tne act of Congress approved March 2, 1867, ‘to 
| investigate the claims of certain contractors for 
building vessels of war and steam machinery,’ and 
respecttully beg leave to inclose herewith the tab- 
| ular statement called for by said act of Congress, 
What follows will throw some light upon the 
basis on which they acted: 
| | Messrs. Harlan & Hollingsworth, of Wilmington, 
| Delaware, did not present a statement of their claim 
; for delays occasioned by the Government while con- 
t structing the harbor and river monitor Saugus aud 
j light-draught monitor Napa; but in a letter to you, 
under daie of October 12, they claim to be entided 
to the same sum for the Saugus that the board may 
award to the Tecumseh, and also to the same sum in 
case of the Napa that may be awarded to the Casco, 
j „After examination, the board finds that Measrs. 
| Harlan & Hoilia 
| Lo the sume sam that was awarded to Mr. Harrison 
| Loring in case of the Canonicus, namely, $38,515, 
but do not find anything due in case of the Napa. 
We haye the honor, sir, to be, very respectfully, 
your obedient servants, fs 
J.B. MARCHAND, 
Commodore and President, 
J. W. KING, i 
Chief Engineer anil Member, 
EDWARD FOSTER, 
H Paymaster and Member. 
| Hon. Giveox WELLES, Secretary of the Navy. 
| Upon that point I wish to be most emphatic, 
and understood that this board construed this 
law in that way. My impression at the time 
! was that they made a mistake, and I think it 
was the impression of the Naval Committee 
generally that they made a mistake in con- 
fining their examinations aud investigations to 
such narrow limits, to this one class of claims 
nly; but they so construed the law, and acted 
under it. dt was understood so when they 
i made this report. 
Mr. MORTON. 
me I desire to explain why I asked that ques» 
| tion. ‘The only thing that seemed to be some- 
| what obscure in regard to this matter to me 
| was why, when the claim was presented for the 
loss on account of deiention and delay, they 
did not also present their claim for construc- 
tion. If the board created by the Navy De- 
i partment decided that they could only hear 


worth are entitied for the Saugus 


If the Senator will allow 
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one class of claims, those growing out of delay 


and detention, that is an explanation that in | 


itself removes a whole mountain of slander 
froin this case. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Upon this language they 
came to that conclusion: 


“He shall ascertain the additional cost which was | 


necessarily incurred by each contractor in the com- 
pletion of his work by reason of any changes or 
alterations in the plans and specifications required, 
and delays in tue prosecution of the work occasioned 
by the Government which were not provided for in 
the original contract.” 


Now, here is what determined the construc- 
tion of the board: 


“But no allowance for any advance in the price 
of labor or material shall be considered unless such 
advance occurred during the prolonged time for 
completing the work rendered necessary by the 


delay resulting from the action of the Government | 


aforesaid.” 

They told us at the time, and the Senator 
from Ilinois will find if he looks at the report 
madein 1870—he criticises this construction of 
the board-—~ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question as to the fact that he 
has stated, which is brought out by the inquiry 
of the Senator from Indiana as a reason why 
this claim was not presented to the board, and 
which the Sevator from Indiana says removes 
a mountain of scandal from it? Was there any 
reason why they could not present this claim 
to the Secretary of the Navy during the six 
years between 1864 and 1870? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Iam not aware that there 
was any reason for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This claim was never 
presented for six years? 

Mr. CRAGIN. 1 cannot say about that. Tf 
it was not, I say I do not know any reason 
why it was not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I suppose that the 
seandal spoken of is not removed particularly 
by the fact of its not being presented to that 
particular board, 

Mr. CRAGIN. I believe I have said all that 
I desire to say on this subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, during 
the war certain citizens, Secor & Co. by name, 
made with the United States a contract to con- 
atruct vessels of war. Afier the contract was 
made, and the rights of both parties fixed, 
changes took place in the nature and cost of 
the work to be performed. ‘These changes 
were made not by the contractors, but by the 
United States. Resulting from these changes 
were delays, delays occasioned by the Govern- 
ment, and pending these delays the price of 
labor and materials rose largely, and the con- 
tractors were damnified. Time were on, and 
in view of the facts, Congress adopted an act 
under which the Navy Department took action 
leading to an award to these contractors of 
damages or compensation for one class of their 
claims, namely. for the claims growing out of 
delay, No award was made for materials or 
labor furnished under orders of the Govern- 
ment deviating from the contract, and in addi- 
tion to it. 

Subsequently, action was taken by the Navy 
Department, through the instrumentality of a 
bord, and in pursuance of that action $98,000 
was paid in addition to these contractors; 
and we have heard on the hustings and to-day 
in the Senate, upon the authority of a Senator, 
that the payment of this $98,000 by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy was a wrong utterly bald, 
and without color of excuse. ‘he accusation 
seemed to intrench itself behind an act of Con- 
gress of 1868. 

The Senator from New Jersey stripped the 
accusation and left it forlorn by reading and 
explaining the act of 1868, 


His argument was | 


eluded by the Senator from Illinois, who fell | 


back on another act. 
sion retreated to the act of 1867, and affirmed 
that be found there a cover for his charge, 
which the Senator from New Jersey had shown 
could not be found in the act at first relied 
upon-—the act of 1868. 


The author of the occa- | 


The act of 1867 was not read, but I hold it 
up to show that it does not warrant or excuse | 
the imputation which has been based on it. | 

Mindful of the admonition of the Senator | 
from New Jersey, I will not on partial evi- 
dence finally judge or prejudge the case. Jus- 
tice, however, demands a denial of the bitter 
charge so broadly made. Declarations made ; 
this day and this week deserve some charity. 
We know that for some time now several indi- 
viduals have been rent by agitating hopes and 
prospects which have hurried them to excesses 
and extremities for which, perhaps, special 
charity and forbearance may be claimed. Un- 
bridled and unfounded assertion must not go 
unchallenged, however; they must not stand 
unanswered on the record when the nettling 
trials of the hour have passed away. 

I deny that the statute of 1867 warrants any 
man in branding the action of the Secretary of 
the Navy in paying this money as bald and il- 
legal. 1 will not rest my denial on the ad- 
mitted fact that the first board held that the 
statute wholly excluded this claim of $93.000 
from its jurisdiction. I will not rest my denial 
on the fact that the board so reported to Con- 
gress, and that there is no pretense that the 
claim was considered or any allowance made 
by the board. I take the statute of 1867, the 
statute which has become the refuge of this 
accusation, aud as a lawyer [ deny that the 
act of 1867 shows the action of the Secretary 
of the Navy to be bald and plainly illegal. 
Let me read it. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Cracin] suid he omitted its coneluding clause. 
He omitted a governing clause—a clause 
weighty on the question whether one or both 
of the classes of claims are embraced within | 
it. I omitas unimportant now the first part of 
it, and come to the specification in question: 

“ And said investigation to be made upon the fol- 
lowing basis: he”— 

Referring to the Secretary of the Navy— 
“ghall ascertain the additional cost which was neces- 
sarily incurred by each contractor in the completion 
of his work by reason of any changes or alterations 
in the plans and specifications required and delays 
in the prosecution of the work occasioned by the 
Government which were not provided for in the 
original contract?’— 

i pause here to admit that if the words 

stopped here it might be said that the provision 
was as well for extra work done beyond the 
contract as for delays that ensued. But ob- 
serve how the subsequent language marks and 
defines its scope— 
“but no allowance for any advance in the price of 
labor or material shall, bo considered unless such 
advances occurred during the prolonged time for 
eompleting the work rendered necessary by the 
delay resuiting from the action of the Government 
aforesaid, and then only when such, advance could 
not have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary 
prudence and diligence on the part of the contractor, 
and from such additional cost. to be ascertained as 
aforeszid, there shall be deducted ”— 

Here [ pass over intermediate words, not 
touching the points here, and come to the eon- 
eluding provision, and I ask the attention of 
the Senate: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, under 
the resolution, shall investigate the claim of W. H. 
Webb for constructing the steamer Dunderberg, 


applying the provisions of this resolution in such 
investigation, except ’’— 


Now mark— 
‘that proper consideration shall be given to the ! 
increased cost incurred by said Webb by reason of 
any alteration in the plans and specifications for 
the Dunderberg made during the progress of the 
work, whether such alterations were provided for | 
in the original contract or not, when payment for the 
same was not embraced in the contract price.” 

I shall not try to fix or fasten the true or 
exact interpretation of this section. It is not 
necessary to ascertain its whole meaning or its 
best construction. I shall complete my pur- 
pose when I show that it is monstrous to assert 
that nothing short of bald, wanton transgres- 
sion could lead to the conclusion that claims 
for work in excess of the specifications of the 
original contract, and not for delay, were ex- 
cluded from it. 


What, then, is the interpretation, the notice 
given on the face of that statute? , Is it clear, 
even stopping wiih the body of it, taking in 
nothing touching William H. Webb, that 
Webb, and Secor, aud all other claimants, 
could receive compensation not only for delay 
and the conseguences cf delay, but also for 
all extra work whether delay ensued or not? 


| Is every interpretation, save only this, bald 


and wanton? Could this be fairly or safely 
said, even of the body of the section? Can 
it he said without violence in view of the con- 
cluding proviso? ‘The proviso says that Wil- 
liam H. Webb shall be tried according to this 
statute, except, however, thatin his ease allow- 
ance may be made for additional material, for 
different and additional work furnished by 
Webb aside from his contract. L£xpressio 
unius est exclusio alterius. Did that canon 
of ecnstruciion ever apply to a case more 
obviously than it would seem to apply to 
this? And yet a board of citizens and offi- 
cers having convened under this statute, hav- 
ing restricted their jurisdiction under it, hav- 
ing finally determined that they had no juris- 
diction, except in the case of Webb, of a cer- 
tain class of claims, having acted accord- 
ingly, and not a farthing having been allowed 
for certain claims, denunciation is heaped on 
the action ofa different and subsequent board 
which exercised jurisdiction of these latter 
claims, so equitable between man and man 
that he who upon the facts stated would at- 
tempt to deny or repudiate them would be 
doing little beiter than that which plain folks 
call stealing. Trepeatit, any man who, hav- 
ing made a contract to build a house or a ves- 
sel, and having added after the contract was 
made to the expense imposed upon the con- 
tractor, should attempt by technicality or sub- 
terfuge to repudiate the claim for addi:ional 
compensation, would do an act little better 
than that which plain folks call stealing, Yet 
these claims, being presented to a subsequent 
hoard, there being no charge that that board 
did not honestly estimate and ascertain the 
amount due, and find the value of the services 
and materials claimed, and the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury haying followed this judicial action with 


the ministerial act of paying the awards, we. 


are told that the Secretary has been guilty of 
an act illegal and bald. Justification for that 
asseriion is sought in the statute of 1867, which 
Tsay, without prejudging anybody’s guilt or 
innocence, naturally and reasonably warranted 
the board in saying that the case of William 
H. Webb was the only one which they had a 
right to deal with in respect of additional work 
done or variation from the contract afier the 
contract was completed. 

Now, look at the tabulated statement re- 
quired te be made by the act of 1867, which 
l produce, and what do you find upon it? 
A report by this board, a tabulated statement 
giving, as required, the vame of the con- 
tractor, the description of work, the contract 
price. and then the items; and you observe 


in it the name of the iron-clad ‘ Keokuk,” 


aud an asterisk directs your eye to a note at 
the foot of the page, and that note is, ‘ Not 
considered as within the province of the 
board.” I have inquired of the chairman 


| of the Commitiee on Naval Affairs what was 
j the claim on behalf of the Keokuk, and I 
| find that it was not delay, not injary inflicted 


upon the contractors by delay caused by the 
Government, but a deviation from the con- 
tract, a deviation by the Government from 
the contract; more and different materials, 


| and different labor furnished; and thereupon 


the board, conscientiously readding this act; 
not hungering after jurisdiction, not asserting 
doubtful jurisdiction, denying themselves a 
Jurisdiction at least doubtful, simply report 
to the Secretary of the Navy “not con- 
sidered at all, because not deemed within 


the province of the board which makes the 
report,” 
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Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow | 
: me to ask a question ? 
Mx. CONKLING, Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to present one 
consideration to the Senator from New York 
and to the Senate. In what attitude or in 
what light would Congress be left shonid the 
construction claimed for the act of 1868 be a 
correct one? 
‘authorizes a board to consider certain claims. 
This board when convened derermines thar 
it can consider and will consider only claims 
of a certain class, not claims for extras, not 
claims for construction. but simply claims 
arising out of delays brought about by 
the action of the Depariment in the pros- 
ecution of the work. The board then pro- 
ceeds to consider these claims, and awards 
a certain sum to the Secors, which must be 
considered as due to them on that aceount. 
Now, when that claim comes before Congress, 
Iask what light does it present Congress in 
if it were to say, “You are awarded so 
much for delay; now we will agree to pay you 
what is due to you for delay upon condition 
that you will give up all other claims on ac- 
count of charges for construction.’’ I ask 
if that construction would not present Con- 
gress in a dishonest, I might almost say a 
contemptible atiitude, before the country for 
Congress to say, ‘* We will pay you what is 
justiy found due you for delays on condition 
that you give up your account for construc- 
tion; you have not brought in your account 


f 
i 
i 
H 
H 
i 
f 
| 


allow you to do it; you are not to blame | 
for it, whether the board decided correctly 
or not in preventing you from bringing in 
that account; you are not responsible; you 
could not help yourself; the board refused to 
let you bring it in; you could not bring it 
in; and now we say we will pay you what is 
due ou the other account if you will give 
that up?” 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, Mr. President, I 
think the suggestion of the Senator from In- 
diana is just, and it saves the necessity of 
construing this statute at all. Suppose, as 
the Senaior says, the board from arrant stu- 
pidity, if you please, confounded and miscon- 
ceived its jurisdiction; suppose the board in 
the face of a plain statute, as the Senator 
from Indiana suggests, suid to these contract- 
ors, ‘* Weeannot consider ibis class of claims;”' 
take itas a blunder as bungling as you please, 
would it warrant Congress, or the Department | 
either, in refusing to pay these claims or in 
paying them only to a pariy in duress, saying 
to him, ‘* We wiil not pay you anything unless 
you give a satisfaction for more than we pay ?” 
Vhat is what it would come to. Certainly. it 
would be unjust. 

But the Secretary of the Navy is not driven 
to the case as it would be merely upon its 
merits; we have the case before us upon the 
law in such wise that I think the Secretary of 
the Navy will stand until he falls before some 
accusullon more just than that which is now 
leveled at him. 

Mr. President, I want to make one further 
remark about the Keokuk, which this board 
found was not within its jarisdiciion. The 
Keokuk presented the simple case of a vessel 
enlarged by the direction of the Department 
after the contract was made. The claim began 
and ended with a demand for increased mate- 
tial and increased labor, amounting to about 
$50,000. The board immediately brushed it 
aside saying, * Thatis not within the purview 
of our authority.” Why? “Because we are 
compelled to confine ourselves to claims grow- 
‘ng out of damages inflicted by the Govern- 
Ment in consequence of delays imposed upon 
Coniractors.’’ For the present purpose, | need 
hot pursue the argument. 

I was unwilling to suffer this act of 1867 to 
Se overlooked or taken up upon-hearsay; I 
should hold myself guilty of a breach of duty, 
® poor appreciation of manhood, if I should 


Congress, by the act of 1867, | 


. for construction because the board would not |: 


| 


t 


| 
| 
l 
| 


| 
4 
| 
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i 
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hear in silence the Secretary of the Navy 


aspersed for following the construction of an | 
act which I believe the board quite excusable | 


for placing upon it, and under which they took 
action leaving unsatisfied and outstanding a 
class of claims which came up afterward, and 
which by the adjudication of a subsequent 
board were held to be due. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not intend, Mr. 


President, to go into the discussion of the | 
Intelligent, able, and learned | 


Secor claim. 
lawyers have and mast always differ in the 
construction of the law. 
Constitution of the United States was ordained 
to the present hour, how diverse its construc- 
tion by the most eminent and patriotic states- 
men of our country. The diversity of the 
human mind necessarily leads to opposing 
views and to antagonizing results. 
remarkable therefore that a difference of opin- 
ion as to the true intent and meaning of the 
statute under which the Secors were paid by 
the Secretary of the Navy should have de- 
veloped itself in this debate. Iam not satis- 
fied that the honorable Senator from New 


: York [Mr. CongLixe] is right in his constrac- 


tion of this act. 
amination of the acts of 1867 and 1868, I prefer 
to express no opinion now. I rose to answer 
a question put to me while I was last up by 


the honorable Senator from New York as to! 


whether Lintended to say ihat the Secretary 
of the Navy had not answered the resolution 
propounded to him by the House of Repre- 
sentatives touching the sale of vessels and 
naval stores for the past five years. I have 
now the facts, and it affords me great pleasure 
to give them to the honorable Senator. Od 
the 22d day of February, 1872, the Committee 


on Appropriations of the Senate asked ihe || 


Seeretary of the Navy to inform them how 


many vessels had been sold, at what price, | 
under whar. authority of law, and what distri- | 


bution had been made of the proceeds. To that 
resolution no answer has ever been made to 
that committee or to the Senate. But an 
answer was made to a similar resolution of 
the House of Representatives, which was com- 
municated to that body upon-the 10th of April, 
1872, but which has not yet been printed. 
Why I do not know. Certainly there would 
seem to have been ample time to have printed 
it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the Senator speaking 
now of what was sent to the House? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I say the answer of 
the Secretary of the Navy was sent to the 
House of Representatives on the 10th of April, 
1872. 

CONKLING. 


Mr. May l inquire of ihe 


! Senator, did the House order it to be printed? | 


Mr. STEVENSON. So I am informed, bat 
it has not yet been printed. 

Mr. CONKLING? Then, if my honorable 
friend will allow me, he and I understand the 
fact precisely alike, that the glut of the work 
at the Government Printing Office has left a 
great many things in arrear. There are, I 
thiuk, documents. both briefer and longer than 
this, sent tothe printing establishment earlier, 


and which have not yet come buck. Surely he į 


doesnot mean to blame the Secretary for that. 

Mre. STEVENSON. No, I do not blame 
the Secretary for any delay in the printing; 
but my honorable friend Itbink is somewhat 
mistaken. He is correct, perhaps, in one re- 
spect, sud somewhat inaccurate in another. Í 
find that the resolution of the House relative 
to lawlessness in the insurrectionary States 
calling upon the President for certain informa- 
tion, was passed on the 25th of January, and 
that the President of the United States replied 


i 


From the time the | 


Iv is not | 


Without a more accurate ex- | 


|| House ten days prior to the response of the 
‘President, has not yet been printed. Ido not 
blame the Secretary; but this delay in print- 
ing his response is, under the circumstances, 
extraordinary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
me a moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because I know the Sen- 
ator intends to do justice. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Itry so to do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He must be aware that 
the work in the Printing Office is divided into 
sections and classes, and work which is mere 
letter-press like that message of the President 
can be got up readily; but where you get fig- 
ures and tables it is natural and proper that 
it should take more time to get them together 
in a presentable shape. Without knowing any- 
thing about it, I think it safe to suggest to the 
Senator that when he gets at the facts it will 
be found that no person at the Printing Office 
or elsewhere is to blame for the delay in the 
appearance of the report, unless it may be Con- 
gress for ordering too much to be done. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That may be entirely 
true, or it may not be true. [ only know that 
the response of the President contains eighty- 
tbree pages, and that was communicated to 
the House on the 19th of April, while the 
response of the Secretary of Navy was commu- 
nicated on the 10th of April, and one hag been 
printed some days since, while the othér is not 
yetin print. I cite the fact. The attempted 
explanation of the Senator from Vermont may 
or may not account for the printing of the later 
document first. 

Mr. CONKLING. In what part of my state- 
! ment does the Senator say I was incorrect? 

Mr. STEVENSON. You said you supposed 
this had resulted from a glut of work, which 
would not account for printing the response 
of the President und neglecting that of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do suppose so now. 
If the honorable Senator will allow me, he 
said that { was incorrect in one part of my 
statement. He thinks he has proved it by pro- 
ducing a later document, a document received 
afierward, and the printing of which has been 
finished. The Senator from Vermont has 
anticipated me in what I was going to gay, 
except this: I repeat my statement that matter 

has gone to the Printing Office which went at 
amuch earlier date than the Senator is talk- 
ing about, and matter which nobody could have 
any motive in retarding or advancing, which 
has not yet been received from the Printer; 
and that the Senator does not answer at all by 
producing to me, as he might, bills from his 
table which were sent only a day or two ago 
io the Public Printer and have been returned 
already. Doubtless many things bave been 
printed since. But my statement is that many 
other things in the glut of work and the divis- 
ion of labor in the Printing Office, including 
the testimony of committees, which they have 
been anxious to get to draw up their reports 
from, are belated, as is this communication to 
which the Senator has referred. That is all 
there is of it. 

Mr. SFEVENSON. It mey be, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that | drew an impropardeduction from 
what the Senator from New York said. 1 
inferred from what he stated that the work 
had been regularly printed as it was received, 
and that no preference had been given over a 
communication first received from the Navy 
Department to one received from the Pres- 
ident at a later period. By way of rebutting 
that statement, I said the message of the 
President, which I exbibited, had been printed 
although received ten days after the response 
from the Secretary of the Navy. 

I do not know, Mr. President, how the facts 
are in regard to this seeming preference by 
the Printer. i do not know how business is 
| conducted at the Printing Office, but it does 
| seem to me that we ought to have had this 
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information which was called for on the 22d 
of February, and communicated on the 10th 
of April, printed before this time, especially 
as a response of eighty-four printed pages 
from the President of the United States, as to 
affairs in the southern States, communicated 


on the 19th of April, has been printed for | 


several days. It looks queerly at least. 


Now, ‘a word with regard to a statement that | 


fell from the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
in which he said that he or I or anybody else 
could have ‘gone to the Navy Department and 
have ascertained by examining the books just 
what this resoluiion called for. ‘That may be 
true, so far as the amount goes, but I say to 
the honorable Senator from Vermont that such 
‘an examination would not have shown me the 
authority or law under which these sales had 
been made, and the legality of such sales was 
an important and pertinent a part of the in- 
quiry as the amount of money for which the 
véssels and naval stores were sold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That is true, but the 
Senator could find the authority in the statute, 
because I can point him to a statute which 
‘gives a discretionary authority to the Secretary 
of the Navy and which was exercised by the 
former Secretary, Mr. Welles, which led to 
one of the investigations that were alluded to 
a little while ago. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to hear from 
the Secretary of the Navy himself the author- 
ity under which these sales were made. f 


know that sales have been made by some of | 


the Departments without authority; sales of 
millions of dollars of property have taken 


place without authority of law, and when the i 


proper occasion comes I pledge myself to 
show it. 
dominant party ought uot to complain that we 
are a little skeptical when $3850,000,000 have 
beeu apent by the Navy Department; and yet, 
as my honorable friend upon the Naval Com- 
mittee (Mr. Srockroy] tell us, that notwith- 
standing this gigantic expenditure we have 
to-day no Navy ! 
them old and miserable affairs, and in case 
of war wholly unsuited for service, are all we 
have to show for $350,000,000. I believe that 
some of the very best of these thirty-six ves- 
sels were built in 1861. Can Republican Sen- 
ators blame us for desiring to inquire into the 


details of this expenditure of $850,000,000 by | 


a single Department, and for which there is 
nothing to show? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr, STEVENSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
hus several times stated that we have spent 
within the last ten years $350,000,000, and yet 
have no Navy now to show for it. I desire to 
ask him if we had not been cursed with a rebel- 
lion, and had spent that amount on the Navy, 
he thinks we would not to-day have had gome- 
thing to show for it? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not suppose the 
rebellion can cover illegal malappropriations 
of public money. I do not think the rebellion 
is a valid excuse for the profligate waste of 
the People’s money. I know the rebellion is 
the vail used by Republican leaders to cover 
ap everything, The Supreme Court is not 
now salè from Republican legislative tisurpa- 
tion. That high tribunal cannot make a de- 
cision that thé Republican majority of this 
Senate does not attempt to strike at its in- 
dependetice by crying, “rebell” “rebell” 
They seek to déstroy the prerogative of that 
coUrdinate, independent department of this 
Government, which the foundérs of the Con- 
stitution clothed with the powér to pass upon 
the validity of laws of Congress ; and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is ihe first of his party to 
rise and offér an athendmient to å deficiency 


bill to strike at that tribunal, to rendér nuga- | 


tory oné of its decisiotis; and when we raise 
our humble voices to protest against so ruth- 


1 think, therefore, gentlemen of the l 


Thirty-six vessels, some of į 


H 


ij 
i 


less an assault upon the court and so palpa- 
ble a violation of the Constitution, we are 
met with the ery ‘‘ rebels”? and “rebellion.” 
The honorable Senator seems to think that 
rebels have no constitutional rights. [I am 
sick and tired of this inhuman persecution 
of brave men, whatever their errors. I thank 
God that the people everywhere are awaken- 
ing to the danger to their constitutional rights 
and freedom which the usurpations of the 
dominant party are constantly undermining, 
and which, when exposed and brought to light, 
are attempted to be concealed and justified 
by rekindling the embers of our past contlict 
by efforts to keep alive the prejudice against 
“rebels’’ and “rebellion.” You have, Repub- 


lican Senators, exhausted this senseless cry. | 1 tt 1 
i| Secretary of the Navy detailing to us the in- 


You must now answer for the wasteful expendi- 
ture of millions of money ; you are about to be 
arraigned by the people for your maladmin- 
istration during the twelve years that you 
have held the unrestricted sway of the Govern- 
ment; and I give you warning to-day that the 
ery of rebel will not save you. You may well 
tremble at the sigus of the times. ‘ Coming 
events cast their shadows before.” The peo- 
ple, Republicans and Democrats, honest men 
every where, are aroused to corruption, embez- 
zlement, and wasteful expenditure, and believe 
that you cannot escape longer this responsibil- 
ity by attempting to ery “rebels” and ‘‘rebel- 
lion.” 

Mr. COLE. I rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing a motion which | think will be very agree- 
able to the Senate in this stage of the consid- 
eration of the bill. The debate bas run on 
uow something over four hours, and has been 
confined pretty closely, more so than usual, to 
the real substance of the bill under considera- 


tion, and I have not thought is right exactly | 


to check it by asking the Senate io adopé the 
five- minutes rule betore this time; but now, as 
it is late in the day, I move that the debate be 
confined to five minutes on this aud other 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pox 
EROY in the chair.) ‘this motion must be 
decided without debate. The Senator from 
California moves that the debate on this and 
other amendments to this bill be confined to 
five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKTON. If I am not mistaken, 
the question before the Senate is the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky to lay the bill 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
understood that motion to be withdrawn. 

Mr. STOCKTON. [ understood the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to make that motion. 

Mr. STIEVENSON. 1 did make it, and 
only withdrew it temporarily. 

Mr. STOCKTON. My object is to simplify 
this matter, and I hope the Senator from 
California will allow me to make a suggestion. 
I do not think the Senator from Kentucky will 
persist in this motion if I can explain to him 
in one minute how this matier stands. 

This appropriation bill contains nothing but 
the ordinary appropriations for the Navy, its 
current expenses, to pay the salaries of the offi- 
cers ofthe Navy, and pay the workmen, and I 
understand the chairman of the committee to 
say the bill is $2,000,000 less than it was last 
year. Unfortunately for the progress of the bill 
some gentleman took occasion, it matters not 
who, 1 do not remember who, on an amend- 
ment of $200, to make some remarks, and [ 
thought myself it was a good occasion to express 
to the Senate my views, which I had often ex- 
pressed in the Naval Committee, in reference 
to the condition of the Navy ; and that led to 
along debate. Finally, I was out of the Sen- 
ate Chamber for a few moments, and when I 


came back I found that gentlemen were dis- | 


cussing the Secor claim. 
In that state of things I appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky not to embarrass the 


| progress of a bill that every Senator is for, in | 


proper shape, on account of the debate that 


i 


i 


j| of their appropriations. 


has grown up on this amendment. I appeal 
to him to withdraw his motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky was withdrawn 


long ago. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iam the last man to 
embarrass the public business. I trust I have 
none of the spirit of a factionist about me, I 
have no disposition to embarrass the progress 
of this bill, and stili less to keep the Navy out 
E should not have 
made the motion but that the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, said he had heard 
no motion made to wait until this information 
was received. I in good faith, therefore, made 
the motion in order to get at the report of the 


formation which he had been asked to give; 
but at the suggestion of my honorable friend 
from New Jersey, who is on the Naval Com. 
mittee, [ withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COLE. Now [renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion 
of the Senator from California is before the 
Senate, that the debate on this amendment and 
on further amendments to this bill be confined 
to five minutes by each Senator. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret that my col- 
league saw fit to make that motion at this 
time. A great deal of speaking has been done 
upou one side; one side of the question has 
been discussed. Gentlemen of eminence in 
the majority here, and some of them of emi- 
nence in a sphere where eminence is not so 
easily won, that is at the bar, have confidently 
declared their opinions of the construction of 
these two acts of Congress. My. President, 
some time ago, in the State of California, I 
had occasion to examine those two laws for 
the purpose of giving a professional opinion. 
I then, with no party motive to actuate me in 
the slightest degree, came to a certain conclu- 
sion, which { gave to my clients. The ex- 
treme confidence with which the Senator from + 
Vermont and the Senator from New York 
announce a totally different opinion and ab- 
solve the Secretary of the Navy from any, the 


| slightest fault in his action in this matter, not 


only absolve him but justify and eulogize him, 
induces me once more to look at those two 
statutes with care. I did lock at them, be- 
cause I am not so confident of my own opiu- 
ions as to suppose I might not be mistaken 
when two gentlemen like the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from New York, 
and with his permission I will add to them a 


i third, the Senator from New Jersey farthest 
| from me, [Mr. Frenrxcuuysen.] I say I am 


not so arrogant as to put my opinion against 
theirs so confidently declared as it has been 
over and over again in this body. It will not 
be practicable for me in the limit of five min- 
utes to say what I have to say upon these two 
statutes, 

Friends suggest that I can move to amend 
by a letter or a word. 1 shall not do that; 
without finding any fault with those who do, 


j | prefer to comply with the rule while it is in 


force. I shall take occasion, when the bill 
comes to its passage, and in the discussion of 
the bill at large, to state what I understand to 
be the true construction of these two statutes. 
I do not agree with the Senators of whom Í 
have spoken, and my amazement is that they 
could so confidently declare the opinion which 
they have declared here over and over. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, : 

Mr. RICE. Before that motion is put, I ask 
to offer an amendment to this bill, which I 
want printed and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is will be 
printed and referred. 

Mr. COLE. I ask leave to make one re- 
mark only. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objec- 
tion be interposed, the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. COLE. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs says he has no more 
amendments to offer. No one else, I am quite 
certain, bas, and we are on the point of pass- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. 


ment. 
Mr. WILSON. Let us have an evening 


I have a small amend- 


ession. 
i Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to qualify the remark 
attributed to me. There are several amend- 
ments that I wished to offer; but I doubt the 
policy of doing it, or did doubt it during this 
discussion. If, however, the billis going over 
Ihave two amendments that I want to offer. 
Mr. NYE. I[ have one to offer. 
Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until half past seven o'clock, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kansas withdraw his motion for 
that purpose? ` 
Mr. CALDWELL. No, sir. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; there being ona 
division—ayes 28, noes 14. 

After ten minutes spent in the considera- 
tion of executive business, the doors were re- 
opened. 

Mr. WILSON, I move that the Senate take 
a recess until half past seven o’ clock, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest eight o’clock. 

Mr. WILSON. I so modify my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
t on the motion to take a recess until eight 
o'clock. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 22. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair votes 
in the affirmative, and the Senate takes a 


© recess—— 

~ Mr. TRUMBULL. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs.. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett Cragin, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamlin, Howe, Kel- 


logg, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Scott, Spencer, Stew- 
art, and Wilson—21, 
NAYS— Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Casserly, 


Chandler, Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 
Norwood, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Steven- 
son, Stookton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, West, and Win- 
om—22, 

, ABSHNT—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Wright—21. 


So the motion was not agreed to, 

Mr. WEST. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 18, noes 22. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making appropria- 
„tions for the naval service for the year ending 
Jane 80, 1878, and for other purposes, the 
“pending question being on the amendment 
: moved by Mr. Craciy. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I have an amendment 
to offer; it is a very small matter indeed, but 
I gave notice under the authority of the Naval 
“Committee that I would offer it, and kad it 
-Teferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and I do not deem it proper to let. the bill pass 
‘without presenting it. Itis simply a little mat- 
ter in reference to the pay of civil engineers. 
_ Civil engineers of the Navy are not in the 
-Navy proper. They are employed by the 
Navy. They are nominated by the President 
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and confirmed by the Senate; but they may 


at any time be turned out of office. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator to let 
his amendment be read. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Certainly, I send it up 
to be read. 

_ The Carer CLERK. The amendment is to 
insert in line fifty-nine, page 8, after the word 
t‘ dollars,” the following: 

Provided, That the pay of civil engineers i 
Navy shall be the same as now fixed oy law Re 
naval constructors, aceording tolength of continuous 
service; and the pay ofassistantcivil engineers shall 


be the same as now fixed by law for assistant naval 
constructors. 


Mr. STOCKTON. If the Senate need any 
explanation of this amendment, I have tables 
before me to show the propriety of it. It is 
recommended by the whole Naval Committee 
and concurred in by the Department. The 
difference in money is a mere trifle, but it 
regulates their payin proportion. They are not 
in the service and they may be discharged any 
day. They are the men whoareatthe navy-yards 
for the purpose of laying out the navy-yard, 
and seeing that itis properly developed. The 
increase of pay is a mere trifle. I have a 
tabular statement if Senators would like to 
see it. 

Mr. COLE. That matter was vary fully 
considered in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and the disposition of some was to put 
the officers that have the higher salaries now, 
the naval constructors, on the same rate of 
pay as the civil engineers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) In the opinion of the 
Chair, if this is meant to apply to future pay 
continuously, it would come within the rale 
adopted in the early part of this week. If it 
intends to apply only to the amount appropri- 
ated in this bill for the current year, it may 
escape the rule. It is undoubtedly legislation. 

Mr. STOCKTON. ‘The object of it was 
legislation. My object was to make these 
ranks, and that was the object of the Naval 
Committee. 

Mr. COLE. I think my friend had better 
not try it on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is 
that no amendnient to any appropriation bill 
‘ making legislative provisions other than such 
as directly relate to the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill shall be received.”’ 

Mr. STOCKTON. I will say to the Chair 
that ĮI was directed to offer this amendment 
before the passage of that resolution, and 
therefore felt it my duty to offer it. I with- 
draw it now under'the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RICE. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional item: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to complete 
the series of experiments heretofore made at the 
Washington navy-yard to determine the economic 
values of American coals, and to extend the invest- 
igation to the coals of the Mississippi valley, the 
Rocky mountains, and the Pacifice slope, $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, report to 
be made to the next Congress of progess; and the 
quartermaster’s department of the Army to aid in 
collecting and transporting the necessary specimens 
of coal, which should not be less than one ton each 
in quantity, such transportation to be charged tothe 
ordinary appropriations for transportation of mili- 
tary supplies. 

This amendment is recommended by the 
Quartermaster General and was referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, and they 
direct me to offer the amendment to this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has not been referred 
to the Commiitee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RICK. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then itis not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it has 
not been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations it cannot be admitted under the rule. 

Mr. RICE. If objected to, I knew it conld 
not. I was in hopes gentlemen would be 
clever enough not to object. 

Mr. NYE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Section nine of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 


ending June 30, 1872, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1871, is hereby Amended. by Paver 
ing after the clause relating to chaplains the words 

there shall be three professors of mathematics, 
who shall havo the relative rank of captain, four 
who shall have the relative rank of commander, and 
five who shall have the relative rank of lieutenant 
commander or licutenant.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the 
opinion of the Chair that is clearly excluded 


by the rule. It is legislation. 
Mr. NYE. I am rather of that opinion 
myself, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will say to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Srockron] that on readimg the rule again he 
is not certain in his decision in regard to that 
amendment, and asthis is a new rule, and it is 
desirable that the ruling under it should be 
correct, the Chair would prefer to submit that 
question to the Senate. The Secretary will 
read the amendment again, and the Chair will 
submit the question. 

The Cuter Crurx. The amendment sub- 
mitted was to insert at the end of line fifty- 
nine the following: 

Provided, That the pay of civil engineers in the 
Navy shall bo tho samo as now fixed by law for 
naval constructors, according to length ofeontinu- 
ous service; and the pay of assistant, eivil engineers 
shall bo the same as now fixed by law for assistant 
naval constructors, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is whether this amendmet is excluded by 
the clause: 

“And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions, other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be 
recelyved, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Is there any appropria- 
tion in the bifl that that directly refers to? 

Mr. CRAGIN. There 1s an appropriation 
to pay officers of the Navy. 

Mr. TRUMBULL Does that include civil 
engineers? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The difficulty with the 
amendment is the difficulty that the Chair sug- 
gested, and he decided, with perfect correct- 
ness, that it does nat relate to the appropria- 
tion for this year; if it did it would be in 
order; but it makes a standing law which will 
govern all future appropriations and all future 
action of the Government as to the amount of 
pay perpetually until the law is changed, which 
these officers shall get. It is in an appropri- 
ation bill regulating the pay of the service. 
That is the substance of it, and the Chair was 
right. 

ae NYE. The amendment I offered does 
not change any pay. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I think I understood 
the Senator from Illinois to ask if there was | 
an approprition in this bill. The appropria- 
tion is this: 

Civil establishment: 

For pay of writers and laborers and for purposes 
incidental to the support of the civil establishinent 
under this bureau at the several navy-yards, $12,000. 

This is the civil service of the Navy, and 
is is really appropriate. I bow so unhesitat- 
ingly to the decision of the Chair that I perhaps 
did injustice to the amendment. I am obliged 
to him for the opportunity of having the ques- 
tion presented again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is whether the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey is in order. 

The question being put, it was decided in 
the negative. 

Mr. CASSERLY. This is the very first 
question that has arisen that was debatable, 
and it seems.to me it ought to be considered 
a little—I do not say at length, but a little. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will consider the vote as not taken. 

Mr. CASSERLY. JI ask the Secretary to 
read again that part of the rule which bears 
on the subject. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


I move 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“And no amendment to any such bill making 


legislative provisions, other than such as directly | 
relate to the appropriations contained in the bill, | 


shall be received.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a provision to 
raise a salary; that is all there is to it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It seems to.me that 
under that rule the Senate possesses the power 
to legislate in regard to any subject-matter in 
the bill. The only doubt possibly that could 
exist as to this amendment being in order is 
that it raises a salary permanently and not for 
a single year. If it was for a single year, no 
Senator can doubt that it would be in order; 
but yon propose to make this salary permanent. 
‘Phat is legislation, unquestionably. But the 
question is whether under the language of this 
rule you shall not legislate except as to a sub- 
ject-matter in the bill. 

Mr. KDMUNDS. That is not it. It is mak? 
ing a provision other than that which directly 
relates to the appropriation contained in the 
bill. This does for one year relate to that 
appropriation, and if it stopped there it 
would be in order, but it relates to all future 
appropriations, to the future action of the 
Government making a permanent increase. 
Iltis as if in the miscellaneous bill, when it 
comes over, there should be a provision for 
enabling the President to carry into effect the 
act of 1871 about the habeas corpus— 

Mr. STOCKTON. [ ask permission to 
correct a matter of fact, that I think the 
Senator from Vermont is mistaken in. I 
stated the position of civil engineers in the 


Navy. it isa mistake to call them ‘in the 
Navy.” They may be dismisæd at a day’s 
notice. [t is so constantly. In the naval 


service they have no rank, no position; they 
are civil engineers in private life employed to 
work at the navy-yards; and we make an ap- 
propriation of $12,000 to pay the civil men 
not in the Navy, and we say that out of that 
sum of $12,000 we will reduce the salary of 
eight men and increase the salary of seven 
men afew hundred dollars. Lf you make a 
rule as strict as now claimed you are going far 
beyond the intention of those who adopted 
this rule. It is not in relation to the salary 
of any officer of the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We ought to decide this 
rightly, but [ do not wish to occupy time 
about it, ‘This may be a question that comes 
pretty near the line; it probably does; but I 
will say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
the fact that these officers are not in for life 
unless removed on the judgment of a court- 
martial, does not alter the case at all. They 
are persons who are appointed during the 
pleasure of the President of the United States 
or the Secretary of the Navy, which ever it 
may be, to perform a specifice service under 
the Government, and their salary is fixed by 
law at so much. Now, the substance of this 
amendment is that their salary shall be more. 
That is a legislative provision. ‘here is uo 
question about that. Then the question is, 
does it relate directly to the appropriation 
contained in this bill? It relates to it for this 
year, it is true; but for all future years it does 
uot relate to it; and, as I was about to say, if 
you give this latitudinary construction to this 
rule, then on the miscellaneous bill when it 
comes over, there being a provision in it to 
enable the President of the United States to 
carry out the habeas corpus act, all that is 
necessary is to move to add a legislative pro- 
vision that that habeas corpus act shall last one 
year more ; and then Senators will find them- 
selves exactly where they were afraid they 


would without any cause be found when we i 


were discussing the adoption of this rule. I 
think it better on an appropriation bill, if we 
are going to err at all, to err on the safe side. 

Mr STEVENSON. I want to carry out, as 
far as I know, the intent of this rule. It is 
the first limitation that the Senate has adopted 
upon the great liberality which is extended 


toward appropriation bills. Now, as I con- 
| strue this rule, it does not prohibit legislation ; 
it allows legislation, provided the legislation 
relates to any appropriations contained in the 
bill. Itis an appropriation whether for one 
year or more than one year; that is the generic 
subject upon which under this rule the Senate 
have a right to legislate if it touches that sub- 
ject. Now, to say that you shall not legislate 
upon any subject because the appropriation is 
for a year, it seems to me would be a very re- 
strictive and avery limited construction of this 
rule. I think the Senate ought to pause, be- 
cause they will find themselves embarrassed, 
and may be compelled at last to amend the 
rule. It is no straining of the natural instrae- 
tion of a rule which says that ‘‘no amend- 
ment to any such bill making legislative pro- 
visions, other than such as relate directly to 
the appropriations contained in the bill, shall 
be received,” to hold that we have the right 
to legislate in regard to all the appropriation 
as contained in the bill. Its being confined 
to a year, or extending longer than a year, 
does not destroy the fact that the bill does 
contain an appropriation which under the rule 
we have the right to legislate upon. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish the Senator from 
Kentucky to make one correction in what he 
stated. l understood him to say that this was 
the first restriction. ‘LheSenator is mistaken. 
He will find three or four cases that an amend- 
ment shall be reported bya committee; that 
it must come under an estimate from a De- 
partment, or that it mast be to carry out an 
existing law, &e. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iam very much obliged 
to my friend from Maine for correcting me. I 
have had no experience, but I thought it was 
a new rule. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I voted for the amended 
rule of the Senator from Vermont, because I 
think he is nearly always right; bat I am not 
sure that I understand it. I should like toask 
the Senator from Vermont whether, when the 
Army appropriation bill is under considera- 
tion, if 1 were to offer an amendment for the 
enlargement of a military depot, E would 
under the rule be prohibited from doing so? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. An amendment of that 
kind would be clearly in order if it complied 
with the other provisions of the rule. 

Mr. CALDWELL, That is all I wanted to 
know, because, having voted for the amend- 
ment to the rule of the Senator from Vermont, 
I certainly should now vote against it if it 
would cut me out. 

Mr. STOCKTON. In order to stop unneces- 
sary debate, I desire to move an amendment, 
with the permission of the Senate, which may 
avoid this discussion on my amendment in its 
present form, It is admitted by Senators that 
it comes very close to the line; but at the sug- 
gestion of a brother Senator I ask to put in 
“during the fiscal year ending June 80, 1873,” 
which will make it clearly in order. Í do not 
think discussion on this question at this time 
of the evening on an amendment so close to 
the line would be of much advantage to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest another modifi- 
cation, to strike out all in relation to assistant 
civil engineers. There is no law authorizing 
assistant civil engineers, and no law fixing 
their pay. There is a practice of appointing 
assistant civil engineers in one or two of the 
larger yards, but there is no law authorizing 
it, and for one I am not willing to commence 
sanctioning assistant civil engineers, though I 
do not wish to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. WEST. Iam not so familiar with the 
rulings of this body as a number of other Sen- 
ators are; but I discover one thing, that when 
the Senate allows a precedent to be established 
in its rulings, it is very reluctant to transgress 
that ruling in any way. Now, I think it is 
extremely important while we are on this sub- 
ject that we should have an understanding of 
| what the idea of the Senate is upon this rule 


i 


$i 


i received. 


which was adopted at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. COLE. I will state to my friend that 
the amendment has been changed go-as to 
avoid any objection. 

Mr. WES?!. I was speaking of the ruling 
of the Senate and I was about to ask a some- 
what similar question to that which was asked 
by the Senator from Kansas. It seems to me 
that under the ruling which is now contended 
for in the Senate it would be impossible for 
the Senate to make any additional expendi- 
tures in the way of naval appropriations ; that: 
is to say, if no sum is in the bill now it is in- 
competent for the Senate to move to put any 
additional sum in the bill. Therefore [ make 
this proposition, and I should like to find the 
determination of the Senate upon it: suppose 
I find that there is an appropriation of $25,000 
for twelve hundred and fifty barrels of gan- 
powder; and suppose it should be ascertained 
in the discussion of this bill or while it is under 
consideration by the Senate that it was neces- 
sary to have $5,000 worth of fuses to fire that 
gunpowder off, would it be competent for the 
Senate to entertain such a proposition? What 
I want to get at is whether you can under this 
rule appropriate money for the legitimate pur- 
poses of the bill itself, in addition to the 
money that is already in the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no question of 
that. 

Mr. WEST. Then let us understand that 
there is no such question, because it will come 
up on the next bill. Thatis what I want a 
ruling upon. If I understand it, then, this is 
a decision of the Senate that for the legiti- 
mate purpose of the bill, for which this gives 
an appropriation, we can add sums of money. 
If that is the decision of the Senate, 1. am 
satisfied. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggested a little dis 
cussion on the ruling of the Chair because 
this was the very first case of construing the 
new rule. I think Senators will agree, though 
the hour is rather late, that the time has not 
been lost. Itseems to me that the illustration 
suggested by my friend, the Senator from 
Louisiana, is pretty nearly, if not quite, con- 


clusive. The language of the rule is pecu- 
liar, It struck me so at the time. I thought 
it might have been more definite. I think 


that this discussion shows that my impres- 
sion then was correct. The language is: 
“No amendment to any such bill making legista- 


tive provisions, other than such as directly relate to 
the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be 


” 

The true intent aud meaning of these words, 
‘directly relate,” must be ascertained with 
reference to the convenient transaction of busi- 
ness by the Senate, must be ascertained with 
reference to the class of bills in question. 
Now, sir, the convenient transaction of the busi- 
ness of the Senate in reference to appropriation 
bills, it seems to me, points in one direction 
only ; that is to say, the words ‘‘ other than such 
as directly relate’? must be held to mean “other 
thansuch as have direct reference to the appro- 
priations contained in the Dill,” ‘other than 
such as are,” in other words, ‘germane to 
the appropriations contained in the bill,” 
‘such as are not irrevelant to the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill,” such as are not @ 
new subject-matter. It seems to me with that 
construction we cau all get on with the rule, 
we can all transact our business satisfactorily. 

I do not wish, of course, to ask for any vote 
of the Senate, because I understand it to be the ` 
view that the limitation of time which the 
Senator from New Jersey has added by con- 
sent to his amendment really takes the case 
out of the rule. ‘Therefore, I willsay no more 
on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey as modified. 

Mr. COLE. This ought not to be adopted, 
am certain of that, for the reason that it- 
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ty 
would pay a civil engineer who comes into | 
service to-day the same as a naval constructor | 
who has been in the service twenty years. | 
Besides that, it recognizes two assistant engin- 
eers, which officers are not now recognized | 
by law. There are two acting as such, but | 
without authority. - It would give them a per- | 
manent standing. The amendment has re- 

ceived full consideration before to-day by the 

Committee on Appropriations, and I have no 

doubt by the Committee on Naval Affairs as 

weli, and it ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Whether the amend- 
ment ought to be adopted is one thing ; whether 
itisin order is another. I thought we were 
discussing the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Jersey had modified his amendment 
in such a way as to relieve it of the point of 


order. , 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to suggest another | 
modification which I believe the Senator from | 
New Jersey agrees to, to strike out the words | 
“according to continuous service.’’ The reason | 
for that is that there are two civil engineers 
who have not been in the service continuously 
although they are very good men. It would | 
operate to their disadvantage. 

Mr, STOCKTON. Lacceptthe modification. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 
modified, as follows: 

Provided, That the pay of civil engineers in the ; 
Navy shall be, during the fiscal year ending June! 
30, 1873, the same as now fixed by law for naval con- 
structors; and the pay of assistant civil engineers 

` shall bo the same as now fixed by law for assistant 
naval constructors. i 


Mr: TRUMBULL. Do I understand that 
it gives these civil engineers the additional 
p that is given for length of service in the 

avy? That certainly ought not to be. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will just read the law as 
it now stands. ‘Naval constructors for the 
first five years after the date of appointment” 
get $3,200; the second five years, $3,400; the 
third five years, $3,700. Civil engineers for | 
the first five years now get $2,400; by this! 
amendment they will get $700 more; and for 
the second five years, $2,800, and so on. The 
civil engineers are graded as to time the same | 
as the naval constructors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does this make new 
offices ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. No new offices. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator from California to say it did. 

Mr. CRAGIN. It recognizes assistant civil 
engineers, and by law there is no such office, 
although there are two or three clerks acting, 


detailed for that purpose and paid some salary, || 


Ido not know what. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations is entirely mis- 
taken as to the effect of this. It isa very small | 
matter. After the Naval Committee had acted | 
upon it with unanimity, and referred it to the 
Committee on Appropriations, I requested | 
one of that committee to examine the subject, 
and he told me that he would give notice that 
I might come and explain it to the Committee | 
on Appropriations. I never got any notice; I 
never knew what was done with the amend- || 
ment. No notice was taken of it whatever 
until I offered it to-day, and then the chair- 
man of the committee gets up and states its | 
effect to be entirely different from what the | 
Naval Committee supposed. | 

1 will say in brief that for eleven years, from | 
1856 to 1866, the salaries of naval constructors | 
and civil engineers averaged, for civil engin- 
cers $2,598, naval constructors $2,600. They | 
were always kept together, and civil engineers | 
not being in the service, being liable to be dis- | 
charged at any time, when the thirty-three |: 
per cent, was added to the pay of officers who | 
were in the service during the war, on account 


live, the thirty-three per cent. was not added 


| they did not get the thirty-three percent. That ji 


to the civil engineers, and when Congress 


of the times being so difficult they could not 
passed the law called the Drake pay bill, they | 


: | 
increased the pay of all those who had got the | is that he had power to pay any part of any 


increase of thirty-three per cent. Sotheypun- | 


ished the civil engineers asecond time, because il 


is the position of it. | 
I do not want to occupy time, because it | 
will injure the amendment to talk about it if | 
it has a chance of adoption, but I do not want i| 
to be misunderstood by the Senate after the | 
trouble we have had. The average pay of | 
civil engineers has varied but little daring the | 
past sixteen years, and is now substantially the | 
same as at the beginning of the war. i 
Since 1861 the pay of the constructors has | 
been increased, to suit the changed circum- | 
stances of the times, so as to stand now $875 jj 
more than they received at the beginning of | 
the war. That perhaps is enough for me to 
say on the subject. ‘hat is the view of the 
Department, and I only offer the amendment 
at the request of the Department and by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
‘Theamendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
Mr. NYE. On the ruling of the Chair I | 
think the amendment I proposed is now ad- 
missible. I should like to have it reported to 
see. It does not increase anybody’s salary. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 
thinks the amendment offered by the Senator | 
from Nevada is clearly out of the rule. It | 
proposes to amend the law. | 
Mr. NYE. Will not the Chair be as kind | 
to me as he was to the Senator from New | 
Jersey, and suggest what will make it come 
within the rule? [Laughter. ] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
as at present occupied is liable to rule erro- 
neously, and is very willing to be overruled. 
The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 
Mr. CASSERLY addressed the Senate. 
His remarks will appear in the Appendix. ] | 
Mr. WILSON. My. President, 1 have lis- | 
tened with attention to the honorable Senator 
from California. I know how deliberately and 
carefully he speaks, and I wanted to hear this 
case on his side stated fully and fairly. It is 
with reluctance that I attempt to construe a 
law; but I have some little sense of equity and 
justice, and some idea of what law ought to be. | 
The Secretary of the Navy has been accused | 
and denounced before the country for violating | 
law and for doing unlawful acts. Sir, I main- ji 
tain that he has the law on his side, and that |! 
he has justice and equity on his side, and has 
had throughout. In the first place I want it 
distinctly understood—and there is the error 
of the whole case—that the Seerctary of the 
Navy had full, ample, and complete power, 
and always did have, to pay without coming 
here for every dollar of additional material 
and evcry dollar of labor, and the money was 
appropriated for that purpose and was in the || 
‘Treasury. The Secretary had no need to | 
come here in 1867 for any such authority, and 
he did not come here for it. No such author- 
ity was required; none was asked; none was 
given. There was not a man in Congress who 
supposed we were giving any such authority. | 
Why? The Secretary had the authority, and | 
the money was in the Treasury for the pur- 
poses of construction. In all cases, all along | 
through the war whenever changes were made | 
and additional material furnished or additional | 
labor required, the Secretary had the matter 
examined by a board, and paid the parties 
out of the fund for construction. That has 
been the practice of this Government all along. 
I repeat the declaration, that the Secretary 
wanted no authority to settle with anybody; || 
he did not come here for it; and Congress did 
not give it to him; and that fact might as well 
be understood first as last. After examining | 
and adjusting those claims for additional ma- | 
terial and additional work, the Secretary of | 
the Navy paid them. He had a right to do it, 
and everybody acquiesced in it. There is no 


more doubt of the law for doing it than there 


claim for construction. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ifthe Secretary possessed 
that general power, what was the necessity of 
these statutes? 

Mr. WILSON. I will tell the Senator what 
the necessity for the statute was. Every dollar 
of material, every dollar of labor the Secretary 
had power to settle for without coming to Con- 
gress, and he had the money in the Treasury. 
He did not come here for that authority. He 
did not ask for it; Congress did not give it to 
him, and did not intend to give it to him. 
There were claims for damages on account of 
delay, and claimants were before the Depart- 
ment for those damages. The Secretary had 
no authority to settle those damages; he could 
not do it. They came to Congress and asked 
us for power to settle these claims for damages 
on account of the delays and action of the 
Government, and Congress gave that power. 
That is why the act of 1867 was passed. A 
board was appointed, and tbat board construed 
the law to mean, (not authority to examine 
claims for material or for labor, because the 
Secretary had that power already; the prac. 
tice of the Government for generations had 
been that way,) just what it was asked for ori- 
ginally, and just what Congress intended it to 
be; and that was to consider the damages— 


ij that is the proper word—cansed by the action 


of the Government. 

This board did consider the claims for dam- 
ages, and they awarded what was deemed just 
to the different parties, and their report was 
made. In that report they nowhere provide 
for payment for additional material or labor ; 
but they report claims for damages, that is 
the meaning of it, occasioned by the neglect 
or the action of the Government. ‘They did 
not take this case into consideration. Thatis 
admitted. ‘This claim had been under con- 
sideration; the money was due before 1864; 
it went before a board established in 1864 by 
the order of the Navy Department of March, 
1864, to examine certain’cases, but was never 
reached; it was never rejected—never. The 
claim was urged, not perhaps so persistently 
as some others where the necessities of the 
claimants were greater. This work had been 
hurried forward; the ships were in active 
service. The constructors were not so hungry 
for their pay ; and those who pressed hardest 
received their pay before they could have 
their claim examined and adjusted. 

‘These are the factsof the case. The board 
created by the act of 1867 made their report. 
Did we pass an act to settle with all persons 
who had claims against the Government? No, 
sir. Did we pass an act to settle the claims 
for materials and for labor? No, sir; we did 
nothing of the kind. We provided for the 
settlement, according to the report of this 
board of officers, just what they had reported. 
Suppose we had owed these parties $1,000,000 
for building vessels, and a small claim for 
damages, and a bill had been reported in full 


| for all the board reported, and we had passed 
| that bill, and then should say, ‘‘ We do not 


owe anything.” 

Sir, this is one of the most unjust accusa- 
tions ever made against a public man in 
America. Ihave never since I have had a 
seat on this floor seen anything so unjust, so 
irrational, so wicked as this assault upon the 
Secretary of the Navy. Whether made in the 
Senate or out of the Senate, it is unjust, cruel, 
based upon technicalities, and has neither 
justice nor law nor fair pley in it. 

Sir, the Secretary acted according to law in 
examining the claim for labor and for materials 
actually farnished, and he had as much right 


i to do that as he would have had to pay for a 


whole vessel on which not a dollar bad been 
paid. He acted according to the law, appointed 
a hoard; a portion of this board had seen the 
ships built, had seen the work. done, and this 
board examined it. Everybody knew that it 
was not intended in the award under the law 
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of 1867. Nobody pretended that it was. Sen- 
ators rise here and say that the board did not 
construe that law correctly. Well, sir, suppose 
they did not construe it right, they construed 
it soas to leave this claim out. Did they de- 
stroy the claim because they did nottake it into 
consideration? Is not the Government respon- 
sible for it as a just debt? It was not paid 
under that act. Nobody pretends that it was. 
This board of men said, ‘* We will not examine 
it under this law,’’ and they did not examine 
it, but left itout. The Secretary did not want 
their examination. He had the law ou his 
side, and he had the money in the Treasury 
appropriated for the purposes of construction. 
These are the facts—plain, clear, unmistaka- 
ble—and what did he do? He appointed a 
poard of officers, examined the whole claim, 
and allowed the $98,000. It came to the 
Treasury, went before Mr. Brodhead, one of 
the most competent men this country ever had 
in the public service. a man who has given 
over two thousand written opinions on claims 
against this Government. There is a large 
volume published containing over sixteen 
hundred written opinions by the Second 
Comptroller. ‘Uhere is not probably a man in 
America who understands this matter of claims 
so thoroughly and so well as Mr. Brodhead. You 
may say that the Secretary and Mr. Brodhead 
had not authority to construe the law ; but 1 
say here, and | say it in the face of gentle- 
men who claim great legal knowledge, that the 
Jaw of this country made the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Second Comptroller the judges 
of the law in the case. Nobody else had au- 
thority to judge of it, The law was passed 
by Congress; the power was put in their 
hands, and they are the authorized officers. 
{i does not do to go anywhere and tell us that 
these officers have not a right to construe 
the law. ‘Vhey are by the law itself authorized 
to do that particular thing. lt is their busi- 
ness, their every-day business, and this very 
offeer, Mr. Brodhead, has written hundreds 
of opinions in which laws were construed and 
facts considered. He has published in one 
volume constructions of law and statements 
of facts in cases arising before him. And yet 
we have Senators rising here and telling as 
that it isnot proper for high officers to con- 
strue the laws when they have been doing it 
from 1789 down to this time. 

Mr. President, we are told there was no 
money to pay it. The money was paid out 
of the fund for construction, appropriated by 
Congress for that identical purpose, and noth- 
ing has been said here to-day in regard to 
law, equity, or (act that shows the contrary. 
The Seeretary had the law and the practice 
of the Government on his side, and so had the 
Second Comptroller. The money has been 
paid. 

I want to say right here that the doctrines set 
up in regard to this matter would make the 
Congress of this nation the basest of all God’s 
creatures if they were to acton any such theo- 
ries, Why, sir, are we to cheat men out of 
their honest dues because some board has not 
included their claim in their construction of 
the law? Suppose you and I, Mr. President, 
have a settlement; we owe each other; and 
we leave out a sum of money; though we pass 
receipts ‘‘fully received.” You and I pro- 
fess to be honest men. What would we do if 
it is shown thas Í owe you a large sum not in- 
cluded in the settlement? You would expect 
me to pay it. My neighbors would expect me 
to pay it. The world would expect me to pay 
it. God in His word and works commands 
me to pay it. I would be no gentleman if l 
did not doit. I should be a dishonest man if 
I did not pay it. Ishould expect to be con- 
demned whiie living and be condemned in that 
higher tribunal where we cannot have these 
little technicalities pleaded at the bar. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to state one fact that 
I omitted to-day. Whatever may be the con- 
struction of this law of 1867 it is perfectly true, 


as a matter of fact, that the board construed 
it as I suggested to-day. 

J would say, further, that that was the first 
quesiion that the board considered. They 
spent considerable time. I think more than a 
day, in arriving at the construction of this law 
or what it meant, and they came deliberately 
to the conclusion that they had nothing to do 
with any claims that the Department could 
pay; that is, they had no business with any 
claim for extra work or extra materials, and 
their duties only related to the question of 
damages, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
has said. 

But what I rose to say was that a member 
of this board, Chief Engineer King, who is 
now the head of the Bureau of Steam Engi 
neering, before the Secretary: allowed the 
claim of the Secors, wrote a letter to the Sec- 
retary (and I regret that I have it not here; I 
shall have it to morrow morning if the bill goes 
over) in which he states positively and directly 
what ciasses of claims that board of which he 
was a member considered, and how they con- 
strued the law; that they did not consider any 
claims of any contractor for extra work and 
extra materialg, but simply paid for the extra 
price of Jabor, ake. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from New York bas attempted to avoid 
the force of the act of 1868 by commenting 
upon the statute of L807, which, iu a remark 
made by me while the Senator from New Jer- 
sey was discussing this subject, | had stated to 
be in pari materia with the statute of 1868, 
and he says that the act of 1867 is referred to 
as a justification for the assertion made by me 
that the action of the Secretary of the Navy 
in paying $93,000 upon this old Secor claim 
was a bald and illegal act. I repeat the decla- 
ration, it was a bald and illegal act, notwith- 
standing what the Senator from Massachusetts 
has said, and I will show that the Senator 
from Massachusetts is altogether mistaken 
about the law, and has misconceived what the 
law is. 

Mr. President, T did not refer to the act of 
1867 as the justification of the declaration 
which I made; it was not in that connection ; 
but I referred to the act of 1868, which in 
language as plain and ag distinct as human 
ingenuity can devise provided that the amount 
of money appropriated by that act to Secor 
& Co., and Perine, Secor & Co., should be in 
full discharge of all claims. The Senator from 
Massachusetts says ‘‘ damages.” Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts mean to misrep- 
resent the law? The law says ‘‘ciaims.”’? He 
says ‘‘damages.’’ Which states it correctly ? 
It was competent, I judge, for the Congress of 
the United States to say that a payment should 
be in discharge of all claims. They said so; 
the Senator trom Massachusetts says they did 
not, that it was for damages? How will the 
Senator from Massachusetts escape from the 
position that the law puts him in when he says 
it was in payment of damages. The law says 
it shall be in payment of all claims. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not deny that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You do not deny it. 
Then with what face can you rise in the Sen- 
ate and say that this payment was for dam- 
ages, not for,claims? Sir, you may pervert 
the very language of the law-book and say that 
“ claims’? means ‘‘damages,’’ and does not 
mean ‘‘claims.”? The authority upon which 
I stated that this claim was settled was the 
law. ‘The statute said it should be “in full 
discharge of all claims against the United 
States on account of the vessels upon which 
the board made the allowance, as per their 
report under the act of March 2, 1867.7 Now 
the Senator from Massachusetts says ‘‘ Oh, this 
was a payment for damages.’ ‘The Senator 
seems to have forgotten what this claim was. 
Does the Senator know, when he gets up here 
and says this was for materials and extra work, 
that this claim grew out of work performed 
between 1862 and 1864, and that while the 


work was being done there was a board in 
session under Admiral Gregory, and that these 
parties presented all their claims under the 
contract and for extra work as it was done?. 
Does be know that they were paid twelve 
hundred and odd thousand dollars on the 
contract? Does he know that they were paid 
more than $500,000 for their extra work? He 
knows all that well. Does he believe that 
they did not present this claim? 

Mr. WILSON. I know they did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They did present it 
and could not get it allowed. 

Mr. WILSON. No; it was never acted 


on. 

Pe TRUMBULL. They presented it and 
was not acted upon? 

Mr. WILSON. The board did not reach it. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. What is your authority 
for that? 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You have it; but we 
have the Senator’s statement that “claims” 
means “damages.” Now, the Secretary of 
the Navy at that time has testified in regard 
to this matter that it was closed, and there 
was no right whatever to open it. These par- 
ties were paid before 1864. They presented 
their claims, and they were paid before 1864, 
and the matter was closed up. First, their 
claims were presented to a board of which 
Admiral Gregory was the head, afterward suc- 
ceeded by Admiral Ringgold, Admiral Greg- 
ory having died; and the matter being fin- 
ished, they having obtained for their work and 
their materials not only the contract price but 
more than half a million besides, they come 
to-Congress, and Congress authorizes a board 
to inquire whether they shall have anything 
more. ‘The Secretary of the Navy tells you 
it was closed; and then, Mr. President, that 
board examines their case, reports in their favor 
an amount of one hundred and fifteen thou- 
sand and odd dollars, and Congress in 1868, 
on that report being brought to their notice, 
appropriate this $115,000 and say it shall be 
in fill discharge of all claims. 

“Ah! says the Senator, ‘‘ that is only dam- 
ages, and it was according to law for the Secre- 
tary to pay it; and he says there is a perfect 
right in the Secretary of the Navy and this 
Comptroller to pay what they please. Why, 
Mr. President, so far from its being the law, it 
isa violation of the jaw for them to use the 
money appropriated for construction in 1870 
for any such purposes. If you will look into 
the statute-book you will find that the appro- 
priation is for construction for the fiscal year, 
not for construction in 1864. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts mean to say here that 
the contractors for building a vessel during 
the war of 1812 can goto the Navy Depart 
ment and use the money that we vote in 1872 
for construction and repairs and get pay on a 
claim arising in 1812? They have just. as 
much right to do it as they have to take that 
money to pay it on a claim arising in 1864. 

Why, sir, this account had been settled ; 
there was no authority in the present Secre- 
tary to open it; and the Senator may eulogize 
the Second Comptroller as much as he pleases, 
but I understand that this was done by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and that when the claim 
came to the Comptroller he paid it. He 
probably did not want to put himself in antag- 
onism to the Secietary. I know not whether 
he ever examined it. I know nothing about 
his action in reference to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He had to approve it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 believe these accounts 
go through the Second Cemptroller’s office; L 
suppose they do, bat that does not make it 
any better. The Second Comptroller has no 
right to violate the law any more than the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, but the Secretary of the 
Navy is the responsible party. It was he that 
directed this payment to be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senatora 
question, because I know he does not mean 


me 
ot 
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to do anybody injustice ? Is he not aware that 
the Second Comptroller is appointed under 
the Treasury acts, for the express purpose of 
`- inspecting and adjudicating upon the requisi- 

tions and directions that are made by the 
various Departments thet fall under his 
supervision. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I know that the Sen- 
ator’s salary and all these payments go through 
clerks, and through this clerk like others, but 


he passes no more upon the question than ! 


others do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, is it possible that 
the Senator, who has been setting-us al} such 
an example of the schoolmaster here in telling 
us what we ought to know and what we do 
not, is not aware that by the constitution of 
tbe Treasury Department the First and Second 
Comptrollers are the guasi jadicial revising and 
deciding officers of the Treasury, to decide 
. upon whether claims are in conformity to law 
or not; and that without their approval no 
claim, be it disputed or not disputed, can pass 
through the Treasury? That has been the law 
since 1789. I am sure the Senator has for- 
gotten, because he must have known at some 
time, that the Iirst and Second Comptrollers 
are, in the highest sense that you can use that 
term of any executive officer, the judicial 
officers of the Government to expound and 


construe statutes ander which claims are made, ` 
because otherwise you would have no check at | 
all. You could not tell whether anything was | 
to be paid or not unless you were to have this | 


sieve, so to speak, through which the thing is 
sifted. And therefore the Treasury Depart- 
ment is constructed upou the theory that we 
should have two judges there who, after every- 
thiug had gone through all the previous stages, 
- shall pronounce their final opinion on the ques- 
tion whether the money asked for is to be paid 
out under the authority of a statute, if so, 
what statute, and their judgment is conclusive 
upon the other officers of the Department, ex- 
cept possibly that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may, ifhe thinks they have decided wrong, 
arrest it. I do not say how thatis. Iam pot 
now standirig up to defend the Secretary or the 


Comptrollers, but I most certainly understand | 


that the business of the Comptroller is some- 
thing more than that of a purely executive and 
administrative function. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


the Comptroller could not pay the claim legally | 


until it passed through the Navy Department ; 
and it is just as proper that the officer at the 
Navy Department is a judge of the law; he 
first passed upon it. Does the Senator from 
Vermont mean to say that the Comptroller 


can pass upon accounts before they pass j 


through the Navy Department? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then every officer in 
the Navy Department who passes upon these 
accounts is just as much a judge of the law 
in their passage as is the Comptroller, and 
they would never get to the Comptroller if 
they did not pass in the first place through the 

avy Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator might as 
well maiutain that a judge is no more a judge 
of law than a lawyer is because the judge can- 
Rot try the cause uutil it is brought before him. 
That would be a very extraordinary argument. 
lt 1s perfectly true the Comptroller cannot act 
untl the case is preseuted., i informed the 
Senator—and if he will look at the law be will 
see that it is so—that the Treasury act consti- 
tuting that Department makes the Comptrol- 


E the judge, who is to pass upon the questions | 
that are presented to him after the account has | 


gone through this mere clerkly performance 
` that the Senator refers to; and that is why he 
Stands there; that is where the people have 
pat him to decide wheiher money shall be paid 
cut or noi, Now, it may be that he decided 
wrong. ‘That is not the point I am upon now 
at all; but I say that the functions of the two 
Comptrollers in the ‘Treasury are in every 


I know very well that | 


essential respect purely judicial. They are to 
try and determine just as a judge is when a case 
is submitted to him. They may decide wrong; 
that is not the point I am upon now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nor am I upon the 
point about their deciding right or wrong. I 
merely say that he is one of the persons through 
whom these accounts pass, and the Senator has 
already admitted substantially that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can overrule him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lhave notadmitted that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I suppose he can 
overrule some subordinate to him. I think 
the Senators have selected a very bad case on 
which to compliment this Comptroller. He 
may have passed upon two thousand or two hun- 
dred thousand claims; I know not nor care not 
how many he has passed upon; but in the 
opinion of your Naval Committee he violated 
the law when he undertook to pass upon this 
claim and pay it. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts rises here in his seat and says that it 
was perfectly right to pay this, and compli- 
ments this officer, the Second Comptroller. 
Well, what does he think of his own commit- 
tee, that in this body said on the 12th day of 
May, 1870: 

“On the 13th of July, 1868, an act was passed di- 
recting the payment of these amounts to these par- 
ties, by which act it was declared that these payments 
should be ‘in full discharge of all claims against the 
United States on account of the vessels upon which 
the board made the allowance, as per their report, 
under the act of March 2, 1867.’ 


‘Unger the stress of an overpowering necessity, 
as they allege, these parties received those amounts. 


That in law such receipt is acomplete bar to all fur- | 


ther recourse, cannot be denied.”’ 


Does he think this committee of the Senate 
did not koow what they were about? 

Mr. WILSON. They made a mistake. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Undoubtedly made a 
mistake in the opinion of a Senator who says 
that ‘claims’? means ‘‘ damages,” and does 
not mean ‘‘ claims.” 

Now, Mr. President, there is a great deal 
about this claim, if we were to go into it, 
besides what has been stated. I understand 
it to be a rule of the Departments, and | 
understaud it to be a rule of the Depart- 
ments established by the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, that a claim passed upon and 
settled by one Administration and closed, 
cannot be opened by their suecessors. What 
right had the Secretary of the Navy to open 
this claim after it had been before boards, as 
the Senator from Massachusetts now admits, 
in 1864? If anything was due these parties, 
they should have come to Congress. They 
did come here. Will the Senator tell me 
what right the Secretary had to take money 
appropriated in 1870 to pay for work done 
in 1864, even if it was a proper claim to be 
paid? But that is not the question here. I 
understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
have said, and repeated over and over again, 
that it was paid out of the appropriation for 
** construction and repair’’ of the year 1870. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that will turn 
out to be a mistake. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I give my authority for 
it. Ifit was not paid from that fund, I should 
like the Senator from Vermont to tell me what 
fund it was paid from. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from IMi- 
nois lives just as near the Treasury, for aught 
I know, as I do. Idonot know what business 
he has to call on me to tell him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator questioned 
its being paid out of that fund. | gave my 
authority, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who is here present, and then the Senator 
from Vermont thinks that is a mistake. Now 
if it is I do not know it, but I make the state- 
ment on what the Senator from Massachusetts 


has said, and he does not deny that that is the | 


statement. I suppose it likely that he has 
been to the Treasury to inquire, I have not. 


Mr. President, there is, to my mind, no | 


point of view in which this can be looked at 
that justifies this transaction. It is as clear 


a violation of law as could be~a violation of 
the very words of the statute, and the very 
words of the statute as interpreted by a com- 
mittee of this body in an elaborate report 
which was made by the present chief justice 
of the Court of Claims, and acquiesced in by 
that committee, appearing to be the report, and 
the unanimous report, of the committee, 
although the Senator from New Hampshire 
now undertakes to repudiate it. It was not 
necessary, then, to construethe word ‘‘claims”’ 
as meaning ‘‘ damages’’ in order to screen the 
illegal acts of anybody. ‘The question of this 
payment was not then brought to the consid- 
cration of the Senate, and the committee ex- 
amining this matter coolly, deliberately, and 
fairly, as judges passing upon the law, said it 
could not be denied that this was a complete 
bar to all further claim. Now, sir, bald asser- 
tion may deny this, and we have had that 
assertion here in the Senate, and that is all 
we have to answer the record, the statute, and 
the report of the committee of this body. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, with a spirit and purpose too 
plain to be mistaken, ventured to launch a 
monstrous accusation against the Secretary of 
the Navy. He did this first in a popular as- 
semblage in the city of New York. He has 
repeated it to-day in the Senate. What was 
his allegation? That the Secretary of the Navy, 
without warrant of law, and in obvious viola- 
tion of law, had paid $93,000 to eertain con- 
tractors, and that the statutes upon which he 
assumed to do it, and the circumstances of the 
case, left it naked and bald, a sheer willful 
transgression. 

In reply to the Senator [said that when the 
act of 1868 was shown not to bear him out he 
took refuge in the act of 1867, and attempted 
by that act to justify his languarge, The 
Senator now denies and disputes my state- 
ment, and has undertaken to tell us bow and 
how far he did refer to the act of 1867. I 
appeal from the Senator to the Senate; and 
again I affirm that he did introduce the act of 
1867 when the act of 1868 failed to support 
him. Let me restate the occurrence. The 


Senator from Illinois having made his broad 


and monstrous accusation against the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and referred to the act of 
1868, the Senator from New Jersey, whose 
constituent the Secretary is, read the act of 
1868. Why did he read it? To show that 
the payment provided by the act of 1868 cov- 
ered nothing except the award of the previous 
board. It was at that point that the Senator 
from Illinois came back upon the Senator 
from New Jersey and said, in substance, * the 
act of 1867 covers the case ;’? and because the 
act of 1867 covers the ease, was the argument 
of the Senator from Illinois, it was bald usurp- 
ation, naked transgression, for which no 
apology can be made, for the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay Secor as he did. I appeal to 
Senators and to the record to sustain my state- 
ment that the Senator from Illinois did intro- 
duce the act of 1837 when the act of 186 
failed to prove his broad imputations, 

The act of 1867, on examination, is found not 
to answer the Senator’s purpose, and then 
what doeshesay? Hesays he merely suggested 
that the acts of 1867 and 1868 ought to be read 
in part materia, but did not rely particularly 
on the act of 1867, and then he goes at the 
Senator from Massachusetts with great em- 
phasis, but he does not suceeed in answering 
his argument. Let us see how this matter 
stands. First, the Senator from Tilinois took 
refuge under the act of 1868. When read, it 
does not furnish a reasonabie color for such 
an accusation as he made. Let me read it; it 
is very brief: : 

“ Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay ”— 

I omit the names of the partes; they are 
all given and the amounts annexed— 

‘being the amount found to be due to each of the 
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parties herein respectively named by the Secretary ‘j 
of the Navy, under an act of Congress entitled,” &¢.— k 

The act of 1867— 4 
“which shall be ”— ji 

These are the words upon which the Senator : 
originally relied— ji 
““which shall be in full dischargo of all elaims | 


against the United States on account of the vessels 
upon which the board made the allowance, as per | 


their report, under the act of March 2, 1867.” H 

What are the claims covered by these latter ; 
words? Plainly they arc the claims ‘upon | 
which the board made the allowance, as per |i 
their report, under the act of March 2, 1867.” l 

I but repeat the very words of the statute. | 

This is the point made by the Senator from | 
Massachusetts. T care not whether he be} 
ehaffered with abont the word “damages” or | 
the word “claims.” The honest point of the || 
Senator from Massachusetts, which has not i 
been answered and cannot be answered, is | 
that this act of 1868 operates as a receiptin fuil | 
only for claims which the board adjudicated. | 
Here is the report of the board, the very re- | 
port referred to in this act, and the Senator | 
from Massachusetts says truly, as the report || 
shows, that the board expressly excluded | 
all claims tor extra materials and deviation | 
from the contract. That was the point putby || 
the Senator from New Jersey. Could the | 
Senator from Illinois answer it? 


j 
f 


Had he the || 
courage or ingenuity to rise and argus that! 
when the act said it was to be in full of the | 

. claims passed upon by the board it did not |i 
mean that, but did mean something else? No, | 

sir, the courage of the Senator failed at that j 

point; and how did he seek escape from the | 

Senator from New Jersey? By saying, tt Why, 

the act of 1867 covers it.” 

Ah ! but we turn to the act of 1867 and we 
find it open to two constructions, We find that 
when it comes to be considered, as it was very 
critically by the Senator from California, the | 
only prop by which he can uphold the con- | 
struction contended foris todiscriminate with | 
subtle nicety in regard to words in the pro- |! 
vision at the end of the statute, and which 
were never relied upon at all in the original 
reading. So that it appears that the act of 
1868 has not been violated, and that when the : 
Senator goes back to the act of 1867 we find it |! 
open to two constructions, and we find uo room H 
for pretense that even a blunder has been made 
under one construction of the statute; and yet, | 
in the face of all this, the Senator from Illinois, 
rises and informs us thathe repeats again that 
the action of the Secretary of the Navy is an | 
utterly bald and inexcusable transaction! 

“Judge not, that ye be not judged ; for with | 
what judgment ye judge, ye shall be judged; i 
aud with what measute ye mete, it shall be 
measured to you again’? Should the Senator |; 
from Ilinois ever attain an executive posi- | 
tion, higher or lower than that of the Secre- || 
tary of the Navy, I pity him if his judges | 
shall be inspired by the spirit he has mani- | 
fested in this debate. With a statute upon | 
the definition and meaning of which the law- | 
yers of the Senate divide; with astatute which 
confessedly the board honestly interpreted ina 
certain way; with astatute under which itis not 
pretended that jurisdiction of this $93,000 was 
taken, is it seemly that in the highest tribunal, 
in the forum of last resort in case of official | 
accusation, a judge who may be, is to rise in: 

assion and say that the action of an officer | 
is not only without warrant of law but utterly | 

bald and admitting of no extenuation ? i 
. Sir, if the Senator from Ilinois can afford | 

the position in which he has placed himself, |! 

the Secretary of the Navy may content him- | 
self with the position in which he stands, and | 
he might be content even were the Senator | 
able (an ability which he has not yet evinced) | 
to convict the Secretary of a mistake on a | 
question of law. 

: This is a Christian country; we live in the 
last half of a Christian century, and political 
animosities, madness, and blindness have not 


yet gone so far that you can hang a man or 


blast his fame by proving that he has made a | 
If you could, i 
we might weil give new application to the | 
| injunction, ‘Let him that thinketh he stand- 


mistake on a question of law. 


eth take heed lest he fall.’’ 

The case does not give a sane mind the 
possibility of suspecting anybody of anything 
more than an innocent error as to the mean- 
ing of a statute. It seems to me this is the 
widest door opened to critical supposition. 
And yet a citizen of -unblemished honor, a 
citizen upon whose private character no tar- 


| nish of suspicion has ever rested, a high officer 
 who,having been subjected to an inquiry which 


this is uot the place to characterize, has come 
out of it unspotted and vindicated, is arraigned 
here as if he were a common malefactor upon 
au allegation with no broader, honest founda- 
tion than that a Comptroller of the Treasury, 
the officer himself, and a board of officers 
and otber persous possibly misunderstood or 
mistook the meaning of a statute! 

[ said once before that this was not the ap- 
propriate time or place to commit myself to 
any construction of this statute. I took part 
in the debate without wishing to argue or in- 
sist upon any construction as against all others. 
1 attempted simply to show that the statute 
was open at least to the construction which 
had been given, and to suggest a suspension 
of judgment, a halt in that haste which took 
form in the allegation that an unwarrantable, 
an inexcusable, a bald violation of law had 
been committed, so naked of all possibility 
of error, that charity itself could suggest no 
extenuation. 

Mv. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, whether be chooses to use the word 
“ damages’? or the word © claims,” 


taking the act of 1868 as a receipt in full it 
was a receipt only of those claims which had 
been passd upou by the board. I undertake 
to insure that honorable Senator against ever 
being disbarred for ignorance in Westminster 
Hall, or the Supreme Court of the United 
States, or anywhere else if he makes no worse 
mistake of law than that. The act of 1868 


will not do for the Senator from lilinois, and | 
when he looks for an enlargement of the act of 


1868 in the act of 1867 he falls upon different 
constructions, wider one of which no man 
would deny that the proceedings had were not 
only innocent, but technically and strictly 
right according to the statute. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, we read in 
God’s holy Word the command, ‘Thou shait 
not steal” The next command that follows 
it is, Thou shalt not bear false witess.’”? I 
believe in the binding obligation of both of 
those commands. i have no sympathy with 


| any man in public life or in private life who 


violates this commandment, ‘Thou shalt not 
steal,” and I have quite as little sympathy with 
that man who bears false witness against his 
neighbor. I think in the Senate of the United 
States, in the House of Representatives, among 


| men who are intrusted with high responsibil- 


ities, there should be some care before hurl- 
ing against associates in the Government un- 
just accusations. We all know that. we live in 


1 a time of accusation, of fauit-finding criticism ; 


and we here, at any rate, ought to be very care- 
ful before we hurl these accusations against 
honorable men. 

Sir, I know the Secretary of the Navy; I 
believe him to be a man of capacity, of indi- 
vidual honor and personal character. I have 
known for many years Mr. Brodhead, the 
Second Comptroller. I kuow him tobe a man 
of the highest integrity, a man of large admin- 
istrative ability and experience. Now, sir, 
before I could believe anything against either 
of these gentlemen affecting their integrity as 
men and as public officers, I should make the 
most searching investigation. We know how 
honorable gentlemen are accused. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois should be a little careful, I 


s will not | 
discredit himself as a lawyer if he says that | 


think, in this matter as well as the rest of us, 
I heard him not long since repel an accusation 
made in the public press upon himself with 
indignant eloquence, and my sympathies were 
with him. I have known that Senator many 
years. I have believed him to be a just man, 
but in this case he has gone altogether beyond 
what the facts will justity. 

J wish to restate briefly my position in this 
matter, which I have endeavored to investi- 
gate with some care. For the credit of the 
public service, I do not wish to shield any 
man who has done wrong intenLionally, or any 
man who has made a mistake. 

The first point I maintain is that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy had a right, and had the 
money to do it with, to pay for any increased 
labor or materials; and he did it all throngh 
the war. He did not need to come to Con- 
gress for any such power. He did not come 
here for any such power, and no such power 
was given. 

But this act was passed, and the gentlemen 
appointed under it construed it in the light of 
the practice of the Department. They knew 
what the practice had been; they knew what 
the usages of the Departinent were; they 
knew that the Secretary had power to ex- 
amine every one of that class of claims, but 
that he had no power to examine the claims 
intended to be covered by the act of 1867, 
Therefore they confessedly excluded every 
other claim but that class of claims. The law 
of 1868 provided for paying these claims. I 
said they were damages. They were damages, 
damages incurred by the action of the Govern- 
ment in extending the time, and other causes, 
Bat, sir, you may call them damages or call 
them claims or claims for damages. ‘There 
were Claims for these damages done to these 
contractors, and the law of 1868 provided for 
the payment of what had been reported and 
nothing else. 

Sir, the Senator from Illinois accuses the 
Secretary of violating law by paying the award. 
of the board to which Secor & Co.’s claim was 
referred. In this heis mistaken. The Secre- 
tary has made this clear in his testimony before 
the committee of investigation. 

Now I want to say a word in regard to the 
Second Comptroller. [went to that officer and 
asked him if he had carefully examined this 
case. i had undoubting faith in his jadgment, 
and there is not a man living in whose integ- 
rity I have more confidence. He has a grand 
record, aud Í believe his inflexible integrity 
aud his knowledge have saved to this country 
millions upon millions of dollars. His reply was 
that he had given it a careful consideration, 
that he believed the law was with the Secre- 
tary and the equity with him, and that he had 
power to pay it iv law and he had the money 
to pay it with. There cannot be any doubt 
about the one or the other. The money has 
been paid. 

Now, it may be that the sum paid was too 
much or too little; of that I know nothing. 
The claim that came before the board was not 
one for damages, but it was a claim for work, 
for labor, for materials. I think it ought to 
have been paid if it was a just claim. If the 
Secretary has erred in judgment in this matter, 
if he has paid more than he ought to have paid, 
he has made a mistake, but Í do not believe 
the Secretary of the Navy has intentionally 
done anything that is wrong in this ease; £ 
am confident he has violated no law of the 
land. I believe the same of the Second Comp- 
troller. And, sir, I deeply regret that there 
should be anywhere in the country this dis- 


| position so hasten to accuse men who are 
j mtrusted by the laws of the land with high 
| administrative duties, unless upon the clearest 


evidence of an intention and purpose to do 


| 
j 
| 
i 
| wrong, or a clear and palpable mistake of- 
| 


judgment. 
Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I hope, now that 


| there is a quorum present, we may get a vote 


upon this bill. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WEST. I regret very much to becom- 

elled from remissness of my own to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for a moment. There 
was an amendment that I was charged with 
bythe Committee on Appropriations to offer to 
this bill. It was offered in Committee of the 
Whole, but it was not pressed then owing to 
some objections made by the Senator from 


Indiana, [Mr. Morron.] He has since in- | 


formed me that he was mistaken and wishes 
the amendment adopted. I was not aware 
that the bill had progressed to the stage that 
it has, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to reconsider the vote ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the amend- 
ment? Perhaps there can be unanimous con- 
sent to offer it now without a reconsideration. 

Mr. WEST. It is an amendment recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy in refer- 
ence to a patent the Department wants to pur- 
chase for all the Government works. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sen- 
to consider the amendment which will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For the purchase of a license to use in all the 
works of the United States Gorman & Siegtried’s 
process of tempering steel for the term of their 
patents, $10,000. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana asks unanimous consent 
to have this amendment considered at this 
time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that in order under 
the new rule? If it is not, it would exonerate 
the Senator from the obligation of pressing it. 
lt is certainly general legislation. 

Mr, WEST. This amendment is something 
like the amendment of the Senator irom Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] in that it was offered 
before the rule was adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The amendment is in 
order. It is an appropriation to do a specific 


thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment comes from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and is not legislation. Is there objec- 
lion to receiving the amendment? The Chair 
hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. WINDOM. 
Office appropriation 
adjourns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Vermont withdraw his motion 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

„Mr. WINDOM. I move to take up House 
bill No. 1070, making appropriations for the 


Task to call up the Post 
bill before the Senate 


Post Office Department for the year ending |! m l 
by a very large number of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, headed by Wendell Phillips, in which 

| they remonstrate against a repeal of the na- | 

j tional eight-hours-law or any amendment there- 


June 30, 1873, 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion that 
the Senate adjourn. 
ne motion was agreed to; and (at seven 


o'clock and fifty-five minutes p- m.) the Senate | 


adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, May 2, 1872. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator | 


from Maryland objects, and the reading will 
be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sub- 
mits the following bills from the House of 
Representatives for reference—— 

Mr. RAMSEY. I had desired to ask the 


Senate to give me permission this morning -— || 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota rise to correct the Jour- 


| nal? 


Mr. RAMSEY. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Sen- 
ator will please suspend until the Chair lays 
before the Senate bills from the House of 
Representatives for reference, which is the 
Pret business in order under the twenty-fourth 
rule. 

The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred tothe Committee on Indian 


| Affairs: 


ator from Louisiana asks unanimous consent || 


A bill (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make partition of the 
reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 872) to provide for the 


| sale of certain New York Indian lands in | 
! Kansas : 


A bill (H. R. No. 1841) authorizing the 


| removal of restrictions upon the alienation 
‘of certain Miami Indian 
; Of Kansas; 


lands in the State 


A bill (H. R. No. 2264) to authorize the 


| Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians, in New 
York, to lease lands and confirm leases; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the mode 


i of making private contracts with Indians. 


The bill (H. B. No. 239) authorizing the 


award to the Vincennes University of certain |; 
vacant and abandoned lands in Knox county, j 


Indiana, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleas- 
ure-yacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, and be registered under that name, 


The bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Minnesota was recognized. Petitions 
are now in order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I ask the Senate to give 
me an opportunity of taking up and disposing 


i of the post route bill this morning. 


Mr. SUMNER. f have a petition to offer. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


| from Massachusetts insists upon that, that has | 
| priority, and is in the nature of an objection. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


to increasing the hoursof labor or reducing the 
present scale of wages per diem. In present- 


| ing this memorial I desire to say that 1 agree 


with the memorialists entirely. F am satisfied 


i that the experiment begun ought to be made 
i and continue to the end, that the country may 
| know whether that great change can be accom- |! 
I move its reference to the Com- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will not the Senatorallow 
that bill to be taken up first? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be through with 
the petition ina moment. I think we waste 
a great deal of time by this continual asking 
for unanimous consent. Why not let us pre- 
sent our petitions, and then if there is any 
business to be done after the morning business 
is over it can be taken up. This constant ris- 
ing of one Senator after another and interfer- 
ing with the morning business just wastes the 
whole morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions are now 


iin order, and the Senator from Illinois insists 
ion his right to present a petition, which is 
i in the nature of an objection to the request of 
i the Senator from Massachusetts, the same as 
i the Senator from Massachusetts made to the 


request of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SUMNER. Lhope the Chair will take 
notice that I make this request and give me 
the floor as soon as possible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota also gave a similar notice. ‘The 
Chair will take notice of all these requests as 


|| far as possible. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
soldiers of the war of 1812, praying that they be 
granted pensions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have been 
requested to present the petition of T. Roessle 


| & Son, of the Arlington; F. Tenney & Co. of 
| 


the National Hotel; J. F. Cake, of the Metro- 
politan Hotel; ©, ©. Willard, of the Ebbitt 
House; John H. Semmes, of the St. Mare 


Hotel; James Sykes, of the Imperial Hotel; 
S. W. Owen, of the Owen House; A H. Jones, 
of the Exchange Hotel; A. F. Beveridge, 
of the Washington House; T. J. Messick, ot 
the Continental Hotel; J. E. Lyon, of the 
St. Ciond Hotel; N. J. Hillman, of the Globe 
House; Jahn A. Gray, of Gray’s House; John 


| A. Gray, of the Hamilton House; John G. 
jj Saville, of the New National Theater; Johu 
| B. Scott, of tbe American House, and fifteen 
; hundred other citizens of Washington, repre- 


. ` . H t P i : A 
was read twice by its title, and referred to | senting that they have no adequate protection 


| the Committee on Commerce. 


as to measure or quality of gas, and that it is 


j| their belief that the price charged by the 


Washington Gas-Light Company is exorbitant 


| and oppressive, and they ask for relief that 


shall be equitable both to the manufacturer 
and the consumer. l move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FLANAGAN presented the petitions 
of R. G. Sims, of Ellis county, Texas; of 
Allen Birdwell, of Rusk county, Texas; of 
John C. MeCay, of Dalias county, Texas; of 
James Shepherd, of Dallas county, Texas; 
‘and of O. Teagarden, of Trinity county, 
| Texas, praying the removal of their political 


If the Senator |; 


I offera memorial, signed | Mr. WEST presented the petition of Emily 


: A. Thomas, praying compeusation for prop- 


| disabilities; which w: re referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
| abilities. 


erty alleged to have been taken by United 
States troops in 1863; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers in the 


i case of Wells, Fargo & Co. be taken from the files 


of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial and papers in the 


Prayer by the i J.P. Newnan, | plished. 
D. D. > ieee a | mittee on Education and Labor. 
| ‘The motion was agreed to. į fro Jes oft 
Mr. SUMNER. And now, Mr. President, |) ee oa E » COM MTET EES 
I ask the Senate to be good enough to take up | MEE OREN E en se ] 
| Mr. POOL. Iam directed by the Commit- 


the District school bill. i j a t 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I have a petition that |f tee on the Judiciary to report back the bil 
(H. R. No. 2192) to establish a western judi- 


Idesire to present. i 


R i case of the United States Express Company be taken 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal ji from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
of yesterday's proceedings. 

„Mr. HOWE. I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the further reading of the Jour- 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object. 


j 
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cial district of North Carolina, and recommend 
its passage as it came from the House without 
amendment, and I ask that it be taken up and 
disposed of at this time. 

Mr. POMEROY. This morning I object to 
everything that is out of order, no matter what 
it is. There is some morning business that we 
ought to get through with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made to the consideration of the bill, it cannot 
be actedonto-day. Perhaps the Senator from 
North Carolina will withdraw the report until 
another day when he can have it considered. 

Mr. POOL, I withdraw the report. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iwill say to the Senator 
from North Carolina that as soon as we get 
through with the morning business I am will- 
ing that he shall present his bill for action. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 981) for the relief of Edmund Jussen, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 950) authorizing 
the Kansas Valley National Bank of Topeka, 
in the State of Kansas, to change its name to 
the First National Bank of Topeka, reported 
adversely thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it go on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions 
have had under consideration the petition of 
John Smith, a soldier of the war of 1812, pray- 
ing a pension of $8 33} a month. The peti- 
tioner shows as his only title to relief that he 
served as a soldier in the war of 1812 twenty- 
four days instead of sixty. There are a 
great many cases similar to that of Mr. Smith 
where the petitioners are debarred from ob- 
taining a pension under the act of February 
14, 1871, and come to Congress for relief. 
They are all of them old, and most of them in 
indigent circumstances, and it would be invidi- 
ous to single out one or more cases and grant 
pensions fora less term of service than that fixed 
in the law. ‘The thing should be done, if at 
all, bya modification of the existing law, which 
restricts pensions to those who have served 
sixty days. The committee have under con- 
sideration the question whether the act of 
February, 1871, should not be modified so as 
to allow a less term of service to entitle the 
soldier to a pension. The committee report 
adversely in this case because the action, ifany, 
on the subject should be general. 

The comimittee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a petition of citi- 
zens of Illinois, praying the passage of a law 
granting pensions to all soldiers of the wars 
of 1812 and 1861, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

Mr, CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the petition 
of John U. Wickham, jr., Job B. Beverstock, 
and Oscar B. Smith, praying the enactment 
of a law changing the spelling of the name 
of the schooner La Pette to that of La Petite, 
reported a bill (S. No. 1062) to change the 
name of the schooner La Pette to La Petite; 
which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 999) to author- 
ize inquiries into the causes of steam-boiler 
explosions, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Mrs. L. Adelia Foster, praying to be allowed 
a pension in the right of her husband on the 
grade of a major, have directed me to report 
a billin favor of the petitioner, and I ask to 
have it put on its passage now. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Kansas object to pension bills being 
considered ? 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir, I object this 
morning to everything that is out of order. 

The bill (S. No. 1063) granting a pension 
to L. Adelia Foster was read, aud passed to the 
second reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
ER. No. 1064) to amend an act granting a pen- 
sion to William C. Pickens, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indef- 
nitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of J. W. Cronkite, 
praying for a pension according to the grade 
of Heutenant colonel, reported a bill (S. No. 
1064) granting a pension to J. W. Cronkite ; 
which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred a peti- 
tion of citizens of West Virginia, praying tor a 
pension in behalf of the minor children of G. 
W. Dakon, a soldier in the Army, to ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration. ‘The 
evidence of the only witness is so conflicting, 
when you come to put his two affidavits together, 
that we are unable to find any just ground on 
which to recommend the granting of the prayer, 
although a year ago I think the committee 
reported favorably, but on finding both the 
affidavils we do not think it can be done. 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [| am instructed by the 
same committee to report back the petition of 
Catherine Middleton, widow of John D. Mid- 
dieton, a soldier of the war of 1812, adversely, 
and ask to be discharged on the ground that 
the marriage took place after the war, and 
therefore to grant a pension in this case would 
be directly in the face of the act on that sub- 
ject. 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam also directed by the 
same committee to report adversely upon the 
petition of Owen McCauley, praying that he 
be paid arrears of pension. The question 
presented in this case is not the usual one of 
arrears, but the question of medical degree, 
he having been at one time reduced in the 
Pension Office to a lower grade and again 
raised—a matter which, of course, we cannot 
inquire into except on a very extreme case. 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The same committee 
report adversely on the bill (H. R. No. 1872) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Mary A. Morris, widow of 
Major General William W. Morris, upon the 
pension-roll, at the rate of fifty dollars per 
month, upon the same ground that the Senate 
has acted on all the time in regard to arrears 
of pension. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The same committee 
report adversely on the bill (H. R. No. 2395) 
increasing the pension of Mrs. Jane W. Me- 
Kee, on the same ground which has been so 
often stated. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the 
same committee to report adversely on the 
bill (H. R. No. 2396) granting a pension to 
Martha R. White. This lady is the remarried 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, and we 
report adversely upon the ground that the act 
granting these pensions expressly declares that 
remarried widows shall not be entitled, and 
therefore in an individual case it would be 
improper to grant it. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HOWE. The Committee on Claims 
ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the resolution of the Legislature of 


Kansas, in favor of paying the losses sustained 
by the people of that State in consequence of 
the misconduct of territorial officials in 1856, 
and praying the passage of a bill which hag 
come to us fromthe Housé of Representatives, 
which is before the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and we wish this resolution to take 
the same direction. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Clainis, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1551) for the relief of S. B. Mitchell, George 
W. Mitchell, and John W. Mitchell, reported 
it with an amendment, 

Mr. CAMERON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
6) permitting certain diplornatic and consular 
officers of the United States in France to ác- 
cept testimonials from the emperor of Ger- 
many for their friendly services to the subjects 
of the emperor during the war between France 
and Germany, to report it without amendment; 
and as I suppose there will be no opposition 
to it, I ask the Senate to put it on its passage 


now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas has objected to anything to-day except 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better 
for one morning go through with the morning 
business. -The Senator can get a chance to call 
up his bill in five minutes when the morning 
business will be through. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will ask for action on 
it in five minutes as soon as the morning busi- 
ness is over. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Albert 
Grant, praying payment for money expended 
under contract for the construction of a fire- . 
proof storehouse at Schuylkill arsenal, Phila- 
delphia, have instructed me to report it back, 
and ask to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, accompanied by a. 
written report. T make this report in obedi- 
ence to the instructions of the majority of the 
committee, stating that [ dissent from it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will 
be printed, and the committee discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1262) 
for the relief of Charles Hipp, of St. Mary, 
Auglaize county, Ohio, reported it with amend- 
ments. , 

Mr. SCOTT. I am also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was ‘referred the 
memorial of A. Gordon Mullen, asking the 
passage of an act to authorize the reissue of 
Jour bonds destroyed by fire, to report a bill 
for his relief. Itis a very meritorious case, 
and l ask for the present consideration of 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas has objected to the consideration 
of every bill this morning. If he withdraws 
the objection, the Chair will put the question 
to the Senate, 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought we could go 
through for once with the morning business in 
regular order and then take up these matters 
afterward in order. j 

Mr. SCOTT. Then Iask leave to withdraw 
the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
withdrawn. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. No. 706) to authorize 
the continuance of mail steamship service be-. 
tween the United States and Cuba, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the request of 
the ministér of the German empire that cet 
tain United States bonds burned in Spitzen- 
dorf, Germany, may be reissued in duplicate 


The report is 


1872. 


to the executors of the owner, who was burned 
with his property and dwelling, April 5, 1870, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
pill (S. No.'1071) for the relief of the heirs 
of Wilken Biesterfeldt, late of Spitzendorf, 
Germany: 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. i 

Mr. ALCORN, from the select Committee 
on the Levees of the Mississippi River, sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. ; 

SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY ACT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to 
print additional copies of the act in relation 
to bounties, have directed me to report it back 
without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage, Task for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed 
to, as follows: ; 


Resolved, That five hundred add itional copies of 
the act in relation to bounties, approved April —, 
1872, be printed for distribution at the document 
room for the use of the Senate. 


ARIZONA AND NEVADA RECONNOISSANCE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. ‘The same committee 
have instructed me to report on the resolution 
to print additional copies of the reconnois- 
sance of Nevada and Arizona. We report 
back two resolutions as a substitute, one a 
Senate resolution, and one a concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The first resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That nine hundred and fifty additional 
copies of the ‘‘Reconnoissance of Arizona and 

evada” be printed in quarto form and bound, four 
hundred and fifty copies of which shall be for the 
use of the Senate and five hundred for distribution 
by the chief of engineers United States Army. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


The second resolution was read, as follows: 
3 


Resolved by the Senute, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That four thousand additional 
copies of the “ Reconnoissance of Arizona and 
Nevada” be printed in quarto form and bound, one 
thousand copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, twenty-seven hundred and fifty copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and two hun- 
dred and fifty copies for distribution by the chief 
of engineers United States Army. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. ‘The same committee 
have instructed me to report back the usual 
resolution for printing the Smithsonian report. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. as follows: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That twelve thousand five hundred additional 
copics of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 

or the year 1871 be printed; twenty-five hundred of 
which shall be for the use of the Senate, five thousand 

or the use of the House, and five thousand for the 
use of the institution: Provided, That the aggregate 
number of pages of said report shall not exceed four 
hundred and fifty, and that thereshall be no illustra- 


tions except. those furnished by the Smithsonian 
Institution, ' 


HOMER C. BLAKE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
952) to advance Captain Homer C. Blake 
one grade in the Navy, have instructed me to 
report it back adversely. 

_Mr. President, this involves a principle 
Which is of very great importance in the 
Navy, which has created a great deal of 
Interest and I may say apprehension, as 

Suppose all the Senators are aware, cer- 
tainly those of the Naval Committee are by 
the numerous letters we have received, and 
by petitions from numerous officers, headed 
by the Admiral. I should like, therefore, 
to state the conclusion to which the com- 
mittee have arrived on this subject, although, 
of course it does not bind the Senate, much 
less Congress; but, presuming that the same 


conclusion will prevail with the Senate, I beg 
leàve to state briefly what they are: 

1. No promotion should be made out of 
the regular course, except for extraordinary 
and successful heroism, leading to valuable 
results, and then only on the recommendation 
ofthe President of the United States. 

2. No officer dismissed the service by sentence 
of court-martial should berestored, except on 
the ground that the sentence was unjust, and 
on the recommendation of the President of 
the United States. 

8. No officer dismissed the service or placed 
on the retired list on account of the habitual 
abuse of spirituous liquors should be restored 
to a position where he would be responsible 


for the property of the Government, the lives 


of officers and seamen, and the honor of the 
American flag. 

4. The law allowing the advancement of an 
officer thirty numbers in his own grade for 
extraordinary heroism during the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion should be repealed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


` BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1065) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Hausen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1066) granting the right of way and lands 
in aid of the construction of a canal for irriga- 
tion and other purposes in the eounty of El 
Dorado, and other counties in the State of 
California; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1067) to provide for the creation and regu- 
lation of railroad companies in the Territories 
of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1068) to provide for the appointment of secre- 
tary of legation at the Court of Japan, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 1069) establishing two judicial districts in | 


the State of Indiana; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1070) for the relief of Commodore 
William B. Whiting, United States Navy ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


JETHRO WOOD. 


Mr. NYE. Task that the following order 
be made: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 1007) for the relief of the heirs of Jethro 
Wood, the inventor of the modern plow, and thatit 
be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think that change 
should not be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Wisconsin objects to the change of reference. 

Mr. NYE. I am a very innocent instra- 
ment in this matter. I was requested to 
introduce the order, and submitted it to the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, who 
said it was right. Ido not like to be putin 
any fault about it. , 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is no question 
of patent law involved in that case. It should 
go to the Committee on Claims. It is a mere 


reasons which brought the committee to the || appeal to the generosity of the Government. 
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That committee has jurisdiction over it if any 
one has. Certainly the Patent Committee has 


not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a reso- 
lution, and if it gives rise to debate, like other 
resolutions it must go on the Calendar and lie 
over, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let it lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 


HAYDEN’ S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. POMEROY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent- 
atives concurring,) That there be printed and bound 
with maps and other illustrations, twenty-four thou- 
sand copies of Professor Hayden’s annual report of 
the United States geological survey of the Territories 
for 1871, fifteen thousand copies of which shall be for 
the use of the House of Representatives, five thou- 
sand copies for the use of the Senate, two thousand 
copies for the use of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and two thousand copies for distribution by the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORTON. I entered a motion yester- 
day to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(H. R. No. 1080) to regulate elections in 
Washington and Idaho Territories was passed. 
It is important for several reasons that that 
question of reconsideration should be determ- 
ined this morning, and as the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. CorBurr] is particularly inter- 
ested in it, I ask that that question may be 
taken up and disposed of now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Indiana thet it can- 
not be taken up now, as the bilkchas not yet 
been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives. The bill must be here when the motion 
to reconsider is taken up and acted upon, so 
that when taken up it can be laid on the table, 
rejected, or passed, 

Mr. SCOTT and others rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the Senate to 
take up House bill No. 1194, the benefit of 
which accrues to a widow in the settlement 
of the accounts of her husband. It is a small 
private bill reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further morning business, the Chair will rec- 
ognize the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SCOTT. Irise for the purpose of call- 
ing up the resolution fixing the hour of meet- 
ing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from - 
Pennsylvania has on three different days given 
notice of his desire to call up this resolution, 
which is to perfect the business of the body, 
and of course has priority.’ The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. SUMNER. I doubt whether itis ex- 
pedient for us to proceed to thatnow. Ithink 
it is entirely premature, and I think the Senate 
had much better take up the bill, which is 
uearly finished, with regard to schools in the 
District of Columbia, and I will move that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
motion cannot be amended. It is one of the 
independent motions that must be adopted or 
rejected on their own merits. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I hope the Senate 
will be good enough to vote down the prop- 
osition of my exceilent friend from Pennsyl- 
vania on two grounds: first, because it is 
premature, precocious, if I may use the ex- 
pression; and, in the second place, because 
there is another measure which is nearly fin- 


fished, which it is much more important the 
| Senate should act upon; that is, the bill to 


secure equal rights in the schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I hope my friend will not 
interpose any objection to that. Let us take 
up that bill and finish it. I hope we can finish 
it before one o'clock. The Senator from Dela- 
ware has some remarks to make upon its. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Since I have been taken 
off the floor when 1 think | had a clear right 


to it, I insist on going on with the regular order |i 


now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio insists on the regular order, aud 
the motion is to proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution fixing the hour of meeting. — 

Mr. SCOTT. I must answer the appeal of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. His man- 
ner is so youthful this morning that I shall 
hardiy he deemed discourteous if I say his 
appeal to take up the school bill is perhaps 
‘precocious’? at this time; and as it is evi- 
dently the desire of the Senate to settle this 
question of the time of meeting, if it be not 
the pleasure of the Senate to put it into im- 
mediate operation we can fix the day upon 
which it shall go into operation. I hope it 
will be taken up and disposed of now. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better not 
take it up to-day. We can take it up some 
other time when it is desirable to act upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will fx the first 
of next week; say Monday next. 

Mr. SCOTT. We must get the resolution 
up before we can amend it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
is not yet taken up. ‘he question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the hour 


of the daily mecting of the Senate shall. be eleven 
o’clock a. m. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. T move to 
insert. “on and alter Monday next.” 

Mr. CAMERON. I rose for the purpose 
of making the same motion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

-The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN NORTH CAROLINA, 
Mr. POOL, Mr. SUMNER, and others ad- 


dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rec- 
ognizes the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Poo] He made a report this morning 
ona matter local to his State, which be gave 
nolice he would ask the Senate to consider at 
the close of the morning business. 

Mr. CAMERON, A few moments ago I 
reported a bill from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and I gave notice that before the 
close of the morning hour I should call it up. 
J now make that motion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That bill has 
gone on the Calendar, The Chair would like 
to recognize several Senators at once, but he 
can recognize only one at a time. He has 
recognized the Senator from North Carolina 
first, who asks for the consideration of a bill 
in which his constituents are interested, 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 thought mine came 
first, and T gave notice that I would make the 
motion immediately after the close of the 
morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota, [Mr. Ramsey, ] the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. SuMNER,] and the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Poon] 
gave similar notices, but the Chair has now 
recognized the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to say that for 
three or four consecutive mornings 1 have 
endeavored to get up a bill. Of course I give 
way to my honorable friend from North Caro- 
lina; but I understand the Chair to say re- 
peatedly, “ Such a gentleman has risen to his 
feet at such a time and has desired to get the 
attention of the Chair.” Now I file a caveat 
in advance. I should like to have the Chair 
take notice of the fact that I desire to get up 
a bill and attempted to do so before any of 
these gentlemen who have been on the floor 
for the last five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
take notice of the suggestion of the Senator 


from Louisiana; but by parliamentary law he 
can recognize only one Senator ata time, and 
he endeavors to recognize the first who rises. 
When any Senator gives a notice of a desire 
to call up a bill the Chair endeavors to remem- 
ber that notice. The Senator from North 
Carolina did give such a notice in regard to 
the bill which he now desires to call up. 
Chair must state, however, that the bill was 
reported to-day, and therefore it requires 
unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘hat is a bill creating 
a new judicial district in North Carolina. Í 
am opposed to the bill, and therefore I do not 
think it ought to be passed in the morning 
hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects, and the bill cannot be 
considered. 

JOHN SEYS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 1194, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreiga Relations, It will take but 
a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ported? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Onthe 2d day 
of April. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1194) directing 
the proper officers in the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment to credit Jobn Seys, of Ohio, with the 
sum therein mentioned, Jt directs the proper 
accounting officers in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to audit and allow to John Seys, of 
Ohio, formerly minister resident and consul 
geveralof the United States at Liberia, in the 
final adjustment and settlement of his accounts 
as such minister, the sum of $1,161 64, it 
being the amount of his salary as minister for 
the period of one hundred and six days ogeu- 
pied by him in coming to the United States 
and returning to Liberia, in 1868. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just about double 
the amount the law allows for a man to come 
home. How is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The report accompany- 
ing the bill will probably explain it in the 
shortest time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I should like to have 
the report read. It may be perfectly right, 
but it is beyond what the law has provided. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Here is the report 
made by a Representative from Vermont, Mr. 
WiLLarp, in the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the House report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
made in the House of Represevtatives by Mr. 
WILLARD, of Vermont: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred the petition of Johu Seys, of Ohio, formerly 
minister resident aud consul general at Liberia, sub- 
mits the following report: 

On the 15th of November, 1867, Mr. Seys was 
granted loave of absence from his post as minister at 
Liberia for six months. At that time there was no 
provision of law forbidding payment of salaries dur- 
ing absences on leave. Qn the loth of January, 1868, 
Mr. Seys, in acknowledging the receipt of the letter 
of Secretary of State, granting him his leave of ab- 
sence, stated that ho should not probably avail him- 
selfofit until June. Thecorrespondence shows that 
Mr. Seys left Liberia about the middle of May, and 
was absent until the 15th of the tollowing December, 
On his arrival in the United States in July, he was 
informed of the provision in the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation biil, approved March 30, 1868, 
prohibiting the payment of salaries to ministers or 
consuls during absences from their posts tor more 
than sixty days in any one year, In the partial ad- 
justment of bis accounts, Mr. Seys has been allowed 
salary for only sixty days, between the date of his 
leaving Liberia and his return to his post. 
ary of the minister at Liberia is $4,000 annually. In 


When was that bill re- 


the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, ap- | 


proved March 3, 1869, the section in the law above 
referred to, respecting payments of salaries during 
absences from posts of duty, was repealed, and it was 
enacted— 

“That no diplomatic or consular officer shall re- 
ceive salary for the time during which he may be 
absent from his post (by leave or otherwise) beyond 
the term of sixty days in any one year: Provided, 
That the time equal to that usually occupied in going 
to and from the United States, in case of return, on 


The | 


The sal- ! 


leave, of such diplomatic or consular officer, to the 
United States, may be allowed in addition to said 
sixty days.” 

Inasmuch as Mr, Seys was not aware of the law 
passed in March, 1868, until his arrival in this coun- 
try, in July subsequently, and his leave of absence 
was granted to him prior to the passage of that law, 
it isunjust to apply to his case the provisions of that: 
law; and it seems not only equitable but just to deal 
with him as liberally as is provided by the law of 
March 3, 1869, and allow him his salary for the 
time occupied by him in coming to the United States 
and returning to his post, a period of one hundred 
and six days, amounting to $1,161 64, 

It appearing by a letter from the Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury that the accounts of Mr. Scys, so far 
as adjusted, show a balance due from him to the 
United States, the committee report the accompa- 
nying bill, and recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senate will now 
allow me to dispose of the post route bill. It 
will not occupy five minutes unless gentlemen 
insist on having it read, which is unusual. 

Mr. SUMNER, How long is the bill? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Itisa long bill, but it is 
not usually read. 

Mr. SUMNER. How many pages? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota moves that thé Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the annual post route 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (A. R. No. 1666) to establish 
certain post roads. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If any Senator 
desires it, the bill will be reported in full, 

; r KELLOGG. Task that the bill be read 
in full. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
ead. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Let the amendments of the 
committee be read also as they oceur. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, as they are reached 
in the text of the bill, will be read and acted 


on. 

Mr. CAMERON. If this big bill is to be 
read, it is contrary to the understanding, and 
I object. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is too late to object. 
The Senate have agreed to enter on the con- 
sideration of the bill. It has been taken up 
by a vote, d 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
been taken up by a vote. 
subject to objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I move that it lie 

over until to-morrow, 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion is 
inorder, Pending the reading of this bill, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania moves that it be 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I withdraw the call for 
the readiug of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The reading cannot be 
dispensed with, 

My. SPENCER. T hope the bill will be 
passed without reading. It is merely naming 
new post routes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on postponing the bill until to-morrow. 

_Mr. CONKLING. Task the Senator from 
Vermont, if I may, whether, if the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads assure us that 
this bill contains nothing except the post 
routes, the Senator then wants it read at large. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do most decidedly, not 
that I would doubt in the slightest degree the 
word of the committee, but 1 believe it would 
be a fatal practice in this body to adopt the 
plan of passing a bili without reading it. I do 
not care if itis a bill quoted out of the Serip- 
tures. In fact, in that case it had better be read. 

Mr. CONKLING. If quoted out of the 
Scriptures, I think it ought to be read on 
account of several members. [Laughter.] 


T 


The bill has 
It is not, therefore, 
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from Pennsylvania has made a motion to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 
ered at some time, and it may as well be con- 
sidered now. 

Tbe motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary 
will read the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 
and having read several pages, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that the bill be 
read as amended by the Post Office Commit- 
tee. That will save a little time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
regard the amendments as agreed to without 
any formal vote. The Secretary will now 
report the bill without noticing the amend- 
ments, and read the bill as if the amendments 
were incorporated in the text. 


The Chief Clerk having read several more | 


pages, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On reflection I do not 
| think it right to bave my single will inter- 
posed against that of the rest of the Senate 
to compel the reading of this bill. If nobody 
else wants it read, 1 withdraw my call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
examined it. There is no legislation except 
the names of the routes. The amendments 
will be regarded as agreed to. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred ip. 


Mr, CORBETT. I am authorized by the 


committee, on page 31, line seven hundred and | 


forty-eight, after the word ‘‘via,’’ to move 


to insert ‘‘ Manzanita, Hauna’s Ferry, Big 
Meadows;’’ and in line seven hundred and 
forty nine, to add ‘‘to Jacksonville ;’? and in 
line seven hundred and fifty-one, after ‘‘ Coos 
City,” to insert “ Mansfield.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. After line two hundred and 
thirty-four, under the head of “ Iowa,” I move 
to insert ‘from Neola to Glenwood.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REDEMPTION OF LANDS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate passed a bill 
the other day which was considered of import- 
ance in regard to the redemption of lands sold 
for taxes held by the United States. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas (Mr. Pomeroy] moved a 
reconsideration. That has been pending for 
some time. He desires to offer an amend- 
ment to one section of the bill to which I have 
no objection, 
adopted and let the bill go to the House. It 
will take but a moment. 

- By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded 
to consider the motion to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the bill (S. No. 780) to pro- 
vide for the redemption and sale of lands held 


by the United States under the several acts | 


levying direct taxes. 
he motion to reconsider was agreed to; 


and the vote ordering the bill to be engrossed | 


for a third reading was reconsidered. 

„Mr. POMEROY. I move to amend the 

eighth section by inserting, after the word 
no,”’ the words ‘ farm, 


apart for that purpose ;”’ 
Section read: 


That no farm, plantation, estate, or lots or tracts | 
ational cemetery, or | 


which has be sat abar 7 tosi 7 ! 5 . 
ch has been set apart by the President of the | it, but only to say a word in explanation. 


of land on which there is a n 


nited States for that purpose and now needed for 
military or naval purposes, shall be included within 
the provisions of this act. 


Mr, SHERMAN. I have no objection to 
that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill must be consid- | 


I should like to have that | 


; plantation, estate, ; 
or;’’ and after the word ‘‘ cemetery,” in line | 
two, by inserting “or which has been set | 
so as to make the | 


f 


. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JUDGES IN MISSISSIPPI. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 


| hour has expired, and the Post Office appro- 
| priation bill is before the Senate. Í 


Mr. AMES. I should like to have Senate 
bill No. 918, to provide for the appointment 
of a district judge in each of the judicial dis- 
tricts of Mississippi, taken up and considered. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. 


Mr. WINDOM. F shall not object to this 


one bill if it does not give rise to discussion. | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That isa bill to make 
another judge. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent to consider the bill at this 
stage. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say one word 
in regard to this bill; I will take but a mo- 
ment. There are quite a number of bills cre- 
ating additional districts in the United States. 
Iam opposed to them all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This does not create one. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It does create another 
judgein Mississippi. I believe there is no oc- 
casion for two judges there, and l believe there 
is no occasion for the multiplication of judicial 
districts in the United States. I am opposed 
to them all, and { will certainly object to those 


| bills being called up by unanimous consent and 


passed in this way. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota who reported the Post Office 
appropriation bill gave notice of his objection 
to debate. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent during the morning 
hour to take up’a bill, and the Senator from 
Minnesota gives notice that he will object to 
further requests. 

Mr. WINDOM. I give notice now that i 
will object to any other after the bill proposed 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 


SERVICES TO GERMANY OF AMERICAN OFFICERS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move to take up Senate į 


joint resolution No. 6. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the title of the biil reported by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. It is subject to ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CAMERON. L[aerust there will be no 
objection, as it is a mere matter of form. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 6) permitting certain diplomatic 
and consular officers of the United States in 
France to accept testimonials from the em- 
peror of Germany for their friendly services 
to the subjects of the emperor during the war 
between France and Germany. 


Mr. SUMNER. Has that the sanction of | 


the committee? 

Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
my whole soul. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Rhode Islaud both object. 

Mr. SUMNER. I consider it a most vicious 
proposition, utterly untenable. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I cannot sustain such a 
proposition under any circumstances. 

Mr. CAMERON, 
allow me to say a word before they putin 
their objections. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object to any debate 


Yes, sir. 
l must object to it with 


on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Rhode Island objects to any debate. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not wish to debate 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I cannot consent. 
Mr. CAMERON. I can make my remarks 
on the post office bill, then, if I like. [Laugh- 


ter. 
“the VICE PRESIDENT, The post office | 


I trast Senators will | 


} 


i 


appropriation bill is now before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has risen to debate it. 

Mr. CAMERON. What is the question? 
[Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary 
will report the pending amendment. When 
the bill was previously considered it was pro- 
gressed with as far as the amendment to the 
fourth section. The Secretary will now report 
the amendment to that section. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment pro- 
posed to section four, which was in line six to 
strike out the words ‘‘ San Francisco” and in- 
sert ‘‘some port of the United States on the 
Pacific coast;’’ and in line eight to strike out 
“ $500,000” and insert. ‘¢ $1,000,000.” 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire ou the part of the 
committee to perfect this amendment before 
it is acted upon. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania was recognized. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ihave no objection to the 
Senator being heard. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move thatthat part of 
the bill be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The effect of 
that motion, if it should prevail, would be to 
refer the whole bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Of course, I understand 
that. It seems to me that all these questions 
which have direct relation to our connection 
with foreign countries ought to be examined 
by that committee which has charge of all our 
foreign relations. I make this motion because 
it is time we should look into our condition 
with regard to Europe as wellas Asia and all 
the other countries beyond the ocean. Ido so 
more particularly now because there is an 
objection made by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and the Senator from California, and 
the Senator from Rhode Island, and I am 
surprised at the Senator from Rhode Island 
especially ; because he is generally so liberal 
and so grand in all his notions 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I am against ornament. 

Mr. CAMERON, The emperor of Germany 
has, through his minister bere, asked the State 
Department to call upon Congress to allow 
him to present some testimonials to our diplo- 
matic and consular officers in France for ex- 
traordinary services which they rendered to 
sick and disabled members of the German 
army. It seems that Mr. Washburne, as well 
asalithose representing our country iu France, 
were especially carefui of the sick and wounded 
German soldiers who happened to be in 
Frauce and under their care. For that reason 
the resolution was reported this morning, and 
I do uot believe that any Senator here, if be 
will reflect upon it for a moment, will object 
to granting this request made by the emperor 
of Germany, a man who has rendered such 
important services to his country as at the 
present time to make him hold the highest 
place in bis country that anybody ever has held, 
and who has had around him, as they have 
proved by their acts, the ablest men in the 
world, both in the field and in the cabinet. 
When such men come here and ask our Gov- 
ernment that they shall be allowed to make 
a small testimonial of their gratitude for the 
extraordinary services performed by our min- 
isters and consuls, why should we refuse so 
small a request? Our ministers do not ask 
this; our consuls do not ask it; but the em- 
peror of Germany himself makes a request 
through the State Department that he shall be 
allowed to manifest his kindly feeling toward 
this country and the representatives of this 
country. 

Having said this, I have said all I should 
have said before, and now I withdraw my 
motion to refer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
withdraws the motion to refer. The question 
recurs on the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. SUMNER. The Constitution of the 
United States says: 

“No person holding any office of profit or trust 
under them [the United States] shall, without the 
consent of Congress, accept of any present, emolu- 
ment, office, or title of any kind whatever, from any 
king, prince, or foreign State.” 

Not even from the German empire. Con- 
gress has followed one rule from the begin- 
ning, I believe, never to allow its diplomatic 
agents to receive anything from a foreign 
Power. It has allowed its naval officers who 
have rendered some humane service at sea to 
the subjects of a foreign Power to receive 
same reward or recognition, some honor, some 
compliment, but it has never allowed any 
persons in its diplomatic service to receive 
any such reward, honor, or compliment. [ 
think the Senate will see that this rule proceeds 
on aground from which we cannot depart. It 
is that our representatives abroad must be kept 
always above all suspicion of acting under for- 
eign influence, or the temptation of foreign 
reward. Nor should we, sir, be gratified, I 
think, to see these representatives abroad wear- 
ing at their button-holes the insignia of any 
foreign Power. I hope, sir, the Senate will 
not take up this matter again. It ought to be 
allowed to drop out of sight. : 

Mr. CAMERON. I may be allowed to say 
a word more. Of course none of this is 
strictly in order. The Constitution is as the 
Senator from Massachusetts has read it; but 
Congress has frequently allowed officers of 
this Government to recive compliments from 
foreign Governments. It may be that a diplo- 
mat of ours has never received such a com- 
pliment, but I do remember that a minister 
abroad once did receive acompliment, whether 
it was by leave of Congress or not, from the 
emperor of Russia. 1 do not desire to men- 
tion bis name now. I take it for granted that 
he had the authority of Congress, bat 1 can- 
nob put my finger upon the law. 

But this is no unusual thing. The Senator 
tells us that the Constitution says it shall not 
be done; but I think if the Senator had read 
alittle further he would have found that the 
Constitution savs it shall not be done without 
vermission of Congress. Certainly, Congress 
hae the right to say whether they shall reeeive 
it or not; and that is the reason the emperor 
of Germany has made the application here, 
knowing full well that these gentlemen cannot 
receive any compliment from him without per- 
mission of Congress. He has made proper 
application through the Department of State, 
and the Committee on Foreign Relations in- 
structed me to report the resolution. 1 cannot 
see any wrong to come from it. It seems to 
me at this moment it is particularly applicable 
to our case and our position in regard to Ger- 
many that the emperor of Germany himself 
should be allowed to express his approbation 
of the persons representing the people of the 
United States abroad. T trast that when the 
tesolution comes up 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to ask the Sena- 
tor can he not express his approbation without 
giving them a present or a title ? 

Mr. CAMERON. That is for him, not for 
me. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is for us to say whether 
one of our officers shall receive a present or a 
title from the emperor of Germany. 

Mr. CAMERON, Itis not for the Senator 
from Massachusetts to object. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not wish to inter- 
fere with this debate, but it occars to me 
that a point of order might well be suggested 
here. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
give up. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MORTON. What is the pending bill? 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 


I think so, too, and I 


vice of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, is before the Senate-as || 


in Committee of the Whole, the pending ques; 
tion being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to strike out in the 
fourth section the word ‘‘ San Francisco,” in 
line six, and insert ‘‘some port of the United 
States on the Pacific coast, and;*’ and in line 
eight to strike out ‘‘five hundred thousand ” 
and insert ‘one million;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For steamship service between some port of the 


United States, on the Pacific coast, and Japan and 
China, $1,000,000. 


Mr. MORTON. Is it in order for me to 
move that debate upon amendments to this 
bill be limited to five minutes? Ifit is I make 
that motion. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota rose to a question of order, 
but that did not give him the floor, since the 
Senator from Pennsylvania resumed his seat 
and the point of order dropped. ‘he Senator 
from Indiana now moves to limit debate on 
the amendments to this bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 hope debate will not be 
limited. These are very important amend- 
ments, and certainly should be discussed for 
a litle while without being confined to the 
five-minutes rule. There are some two or 
three very important amendments to this bill; 
and L hardly think the Senate desires to con- 
sider them with this limitation of debate. I 
do not desire to address the Senate at any 
length. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
undebatable if insisted upon. 


The motion is 


Mr. MORTON. 1 withdraw’ it for the 
present, 
Mr. WINDOM. On reconsideration the 


Committee on Appropriations have instructed 
me to ask the non- concurrence of the Senate in 
the amendments in lines six and seven of sec- 
tion four, so that the bill may be left in the 
form in which the House passed it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Leaving the 
increased appropriation? 

Mr. WINDOM. This does not interfere 
with the appropriation; E refer only to the 
amendment striking out ‘San Francisco,” 
aud inserting “ some port of the United States 
on the Pacilie coast.’? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, that amendment of the committee 
will be disagreed to. Phe bill will be restored 
in regard to San Francisco as it was origin- 
ally. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. J ask the Senator from 
Minnesota whether there is any objection to 
making the language as it was in the original 
bill tor the service, passed, 1 think, in 1865 or 
1866-—‘' for steamship service between’ the 
city of San Francisco,” or “the port of San 
Francisco,” I forget which—I think that would 
be more specific. ‘* San Francisco” includes 
a district of country eight or ten miles long, I 
think, 

Mr. STEWART. lt would not narrow it 
any to say © port of San Francisco.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. My impression is that it 
would be a better word, because, of course, it 
gives the greatest facilities. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That will be in 
order after the committee’s amendments are 
disposed of. The first question ison the com- 
mittee’s amendments, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not press it if the 
Senator in charge of the bill does not accept 
it at once. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the amendment of 
the committee will be adopted as it now stands. 
I have heard no objection to it. 1 do not 
care to speak on it unless objection be made 
to it. 

Mr. KELLY. I should like to hear some 
reason for granting this large subsidy. It 
seems to me that the friends of it ought to 
show that it is really necessary for this China 
steamship company to have an increased sub- 
sidy in order to. carry on its business. It 


already has a subsidy of $500,000 a year for 
monthly service. Why should that be increased 
now? I understand the company is in a very 
prosperous condition, and the trade between 
China and Japan and the western coast of the 
United States is so great that they are required 
to double the service, to make it a semi- 
monthly instead of a monthly line, for the 
purpose of accommodating that trade. Now, 
are we to make this great bestowment upon 
that company simply for nothing, merely be- 
cause they are compelled, in order to accom- 
modate the trade, to increase the number of 
their steamships and the number of trips 
between the coast of the United States and 
Asia? I think some good reason ought to be 
given for this increase. Certainly the Treas- 
ury is not so full of money at this time that we 
can make these bestowments. Unless there 
cau be some good reason given for them we 
ought not to do it. i 

if this were a subsidy simply to establish a 
steamship line, I do not say that I would have 
any serious objection to it. ‘here is one pro- 
posed between the same port of San Francisco 
and the British Australian possessions. To 
that I could have no serious objection, because 
it is in its infar.cy and struggling for existence 
and trying to create a trade with people of our 
ownrace. But the steamship line plying be- 
tween California and China and Japan is fully 
inaugur ited ;.itis trading with people uot of 
our own kindred, not of our own race; and 
let me say here that the entire people of the 
Pacific coast, as I believe, are opposed to the 
immigration of the Chinese who are brought 
here by these vessels. I know well that they 
are not a desirable population. It is right 
and proper to treat them well while they are 
here; but let us leave them in their own 
homes; let us have men of our own race to 
do our own labor and our own work, instead 
of bringing the Japanese and the Chinese to 
compete with the laborers of our own coun- 
try. 1 know it is detrimental to our people to 
have them here. They never mingle with ns. 
They have no lot or part with us. They come 
to compete with our own laboring people, and 
if they make money they take it away, and if 
they die here their bones are returned to their 
own people. They never expect to become 
part aud parcel of the population of the United 
States; and to have a permanent residence 

ere, 

Why should we bring that class of people 
here, aliens in our own midst, men having no 
affinity with us, no part, no lot with us or with 
any one with whom we are connected; and 
yet that class of persons, which we bring to 
us, come by this very line of steamers that we 
are now asked to increase the large subsidy 
already possessed by it. I wish them suc- 
cess in their trading; in their carrying of pas- 
sengers of our own race; but I do not desire 
that these men shall be brought here to com- 
pete with our own people; and that is the 
reason why I do not wish that we should pay 
this company an increased subsidy for ruining 
the population of the Pacific coast. For this 
reason [ shall certainly vote against this 
amendment, and shall do what I can to pre- 
vent the increase of this subsidy, unless some 
very different reasons are shown for it than E 
expect can be presented. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, the proposition 
embodied in the amendment is to double the 
service in carrying the mails between the Uni- 
ted States and the ports of China and Japan: 
The increase of compensation for that is in 
consequence of the anticipated increase of the 
service. If the service is not increased, of 
course the compensation will not be increased. 
The opposition that my friend from Oregon 
[Mr. KELLY] makes to it ig based upon an 
idea that is almost entirely foreign to the 
question; it is opposition to the Chinese: 
‘There are in this country a few thousand of 
that population. The number is not increas- 
ing, nor will it in all probability increase if 
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the communications between this country and 
that are facilitated. Most of the Chinese 
come by other conveyance than the steamers 
which are to carry the mails. That some 
come in this way and go back by this convey- 
ance is true; bat much the larger portion of 


the immigration to and emigration from this | 
country of that class of people is by other | 


conveyance than the China steamers. 

` I do not intend to waste time in the argu- 
ment of this question now; but let me direct 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that it 


is not the Chinaman alone or China alone that, | 


js to be brought into closer connection with our 
country by the establishment of this line and 
the increase of this service. There is now in 
this city an embassador with a numerous reti- 


nue from the empire of Japan, which has but | 


lately been opened up to communication with 
the rest of the world, and the change that is 
indicated by this in the long-continued policy 
of Japan is attributable, in my opinion, to the 
establishment of this mail line. It has done 
more to arouse that people, and to awaken 
them to the importance of communication with 
the rest of the world, than all other causes 
combined. 

Japan contains a population of between 
thirty-five and thirty six million inhabitants, 
a population nearly as numerous as that of all 
the United States. That they are an industri- 

ous people, an energetic people, and an intel- 
` ligent people is abundantly demonstrated by 
their public acts within the last few months, 
They have conceived a desire to become more 
familiarly related in business, in politics, and 
in diplomacy with the United States of Amer- 
ica, and they have shown that desire not only 
by sending their embassadors to our own cap- 
ital, but by sending their youth here to be 
educated, to learn our institutions and cus- 
toms, as well as our language. They have 
come here in numbers, and are found in nearly 
all our schools. Even some of the girls of 
© that country have been brought here to receive 
_ an education under our advanced civilization. 
And must we repel this pedple? Is that wise 
statesmanship? I say let them come, and 
when they come let us continue to treat them 
as men and brethren. 

Not only do they seek closer relations with 
us in this way, but they accept the guidance 
of our own people in other respects. Many 
of our revenue officers have been sent for by 


that Government, and have gone over there to | 


instruct them in the arts of civilization and 
enlightenment, which they expect to derive 
through these sources. Your Commissioner 
of Agriculture has gone. Some of the revenue 
officers of the best standing in San Franciseo 
have been sent for and are now employed in 
that country, and some have been taken from 
your own Treasury Department forthe purpose 
of instructing them in the art of acquiring 
wealth and advancement in the science of 
political economy. They are exceedingly 
coins of closer relations with this coun- 
ry. 

„Sin Japan constitutes a center of wealth. 
There is vast wealth in that empire as well as 
in the empire of China. Without elaborating 
this point, let me ask attention to the fact that 

rom the earliest period of written history 
the nations that have had successively the 
Control of trade and communication with these 
ancient and established nations have reaped 
great advantages from it. Nobody will dispute 
this proposition. In the progress of time, in 

. the circling of events, it so happens that we 
are now their nearest neighbors. By the set- 
tlement npon the Pacific coast which has 
Occurred within the last twenty or few more 
years, and by the opening of communica- 
tion across this continent, we find ourselves, 
almost to our surprise, the nearest neighbors 
of these ancient and wealthy empires, and we 
also find ourselves in better relations with 
them than any other people. 

r. President, the nations of Europe do not 


| overlook these things, nor underestimate their 
importance, as some of us are disposed to do. 
They are keeping up their communications 
with these countries at great expense. They 
are keeping them up at a cost more than three 
times that which we would be willing to ex- 
pend for the same service, and I wish this to 
be remembered by Senators. I have the facts 
before me. The facts so far as they relate to 
France I will not go into, because I have not 
the definite figures ; but the anxiety manifested 
on the part of France to keep up communica- 
tion with these ancient empires is as great 
as that of Great Britain, in reference to which 
I intend now briefly-to call the attention of 
the Senate. Great Britain, in order to keep 
up her steam communication, which amounts 
to carrying the mails and business communi- 
cations with India and China, pays more than 
£450,000 a year, or $2,225,000 in gold. In 
our currency it would amount to something 
more than two and a half millions, for a semi- 
monthly service, mark you. Francehas with 
the same countries also a semi-monthly ser- 
vice, and they alternate, so that by the Isth- 
mus of Suez the service from Europe to Asia 
is a weekly service. But by reason of our 
proximity, we are able with a semi-monthly 
service to enjoy all the advantages which they 
enjoy by a more frequent service. 

The Senator from Oregon asks why this 
should be done. I say the reason is appar- 
ent, that the communication that is kept up 
by the Governments of western Europe with 
these countries is sustained in the same man- 
ner, that is, by assisting these mail lines; and 
unless we afford similar assistance and show 
as much wisdom as they do, we canuot expect 
to control the commerce, tbe trade, and the 
advantages that are controlled by those coun- 
tries. 

Mr. President, some years ago I was a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives, and a 
member of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads of that body. On returning by 
sea from California, I came in association with 
masters of vessels, who gave me much inform- 
ation concerning the trade of that country, 
and immediately upon my return I introduced 
a bill providing for the present steamship ser- 
vice between China and the United States. It 
was reported from that committee favorably 
and passed both Houses of Congress. That 
line has now been in operation for a number 
of years. The limit that was required by the 
law as to the size of vessels, &c., was excelled 
by the company. They did more really than 
they were required to do by the law. It has 
| been eminently successful, and I doubt not all 
the American people, every Senator is proud 
to-day of that line of steamships. It has been 
successful, and is becoming more so from 
monih to month and year to year, and will 
become more and more so the more we encour- 
age it, and the people of the United. States will 
fally indorse ail that Congress does in that 
direction. 

This matter has been recommended several 
times in the annual messages of the President. 
It has been recommended by the Post Office 
Department, by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
and let me add here, if it were a matter of 
mere administration, as such things are in 
England, France, and Germany, there would 
be no difficulty, because in a matter of mere 
administration there is an opportunity to look 
at the facts and to investigate them, such as 
members of either branch of Congress often 
donot have. It is almost impossible for them 
to look into the details of a subject of this sort. 
I say, therefore, if this were really a matter of 


mind about our following the policy that is 
pursued by the nations of Europe in reference 
i to this business. 

Ido not wish to trespass upon the time of 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota who 


has charge of the bill, but I did not expect 
my friend from Oregon to make any opposi- 
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administration, there would be no doubt in my |! 


H 
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tion to a proposition of this kind, and from 
the hesitancy that was manifested on the part 
of the Senator from Minnesota I attempted to 
reply, briefly as I have, to the Senator from 
Oregon. If any one will look at any map of 
the world he will see the position we occupy 
in reference to these countries and how we 
can avail ourselves of the advantages of this 
communication, and it is a grave question tor 
those who represent the people of the United 
States to determine whether we shall or shall 
not avail ourselves of these advantages. 

Mr. President, it seems to me, with the ex- 
amples we have had before us within the last 
few years with reference to commerce, it is 
time this Republic manifested some disposi- 
tion toward the encouragement of our com- 
merce. It is now actually declining; and the 
question presented to-day to my mind, without 
exaggeration, is whether we shall fall back and 
pat ourselves in the position now occupied by 
those once powerful commercial nations, Spain 
and Portugal, or whether we shall assume the 
position occupied by Great Britain, France, 
and Germany. That is the question before 
this Congress to-day. It cannot be disputed 
that if we neglect to aid our own commerce, 
in other words, to facilitate commerce between 
our own country and ruder countries by means 
of which we get the raw materials for manufac- 
tures and put them into a more valuable shape 
und return them to them; unless, I say, we 
pursue the course that is pursued by England 
and France we shall find ourselves presently 
in the deplorable condition commercially of 
the two nations that I first mentioned. But 
| pursue the policy that is pursued by these more 
enlightened nations, in my judgment, and it 
will not be long before our commerce will 
revive and in a few years we shall be not sec- 
ond, third, fourth, or fifth among the com- 
mercial nations of the world, but the first 
commercial nation of the world. 

There are several other points of view in 
which I should like to discuss this question, 
i but I will yield to my friend from Minnesota, 
Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, Ido not 
| expect in the discussion of this amendment 
| to occupy very much of the time of the Sen- 
ate, but as the Senator from Oregon [{ Mr. 
KELLY] has called for a statement of the rea- 
sons which induced the Committee on Appro- 
priations to offer it, I will endeavor to pre- 
sent a few of them, and will say before attempt- 
| ing to give my reasons that when I first began 
the consideration of this question of granung 
aid to steamship lines my impressions were 
against the policy. I had not before exam- 
| ined the subject, but as I investigated it my 
| judgment was very plainly convinced that this 
i 


is the true policy of our Government. I will 
j say further, 1 believe such has been the expe- 
| rience of every committee in either House of 
| Congress who have given full consideration to 
i this subject. It has been several times con- 


i} sidered in both Houses in the Committees on 


Post Offices and Post Roads and on Appro- 
| priations, and I believe this aid bas always 
almost unanimously met the approval of all 
! the committees who have investigated it. 

Tn the consideration of this question some 
i facis very humiliating to American honor 
and American pride face us. It has been 
but a few years since we were among the 
most powerful of all the ship-building and 
commercial nations of the world, and what 
are we to-day? Look abroad over the ocean ; 
our waning commerce is almost driven from 
the seas; our foreign trade is in the hands 
of our rival; our ship-yards, silent and de- 
| serted, seem only as so many monuments to 
remind us of our former greatness and enter- 
prise; onr skilied mechanics in this line, 
denied employment in their own couutry, are 
| seeking support in other lands where wiser 
| statesmanship prevails than seems to have pre- 
| vailed in ours. Our sailors, whose experience 
and prowess once made the American name 


| respected and honored in every quarter of the 
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globe, are disappearing or taking employment 
under the flag of other nations. 

Compare for a single moment, if you please, 
Mr. President, the condition of our commerce 
in 1857 and in 1867. In the first of these 
years our foreign trade in American vessels 
amounted to $239,565,610, and in foreign 
vessels to $104,354,631. In 1868 our trade in 
American vessels was $113,318,303, and in 
foreign vessels $871,849,274, 

From these statements it will be seen that 
the rapid increase of foreign tonnage is most 
startling, as we discover that in the year 1868 
nearly two thirds of the entire tonnage en- 
tered in the port of New York was foreign, 
whereas during the year 1857 it was scarcely 
twenty per cent, of that total. In the year 
1857, outof a value of $536,000,000, carried to 
and from all domestic ports, only $181,000,- 
000 went under a foreign flag. fn 1867, out 
of $864,000,000 at all the ports, $577,600,000 
were carried in foreign vessels. 

J will not dwell, Mr. President, upon the 
statistics tending to show these facts. Any 
one who will examine them will find that our 
commerce during the last cight or ten years 
has been rapidly disappearing from the seas, 
and we are brought face to face with this ques- 
tion: shall we sit still and do nothing and permit 
our foreign rivals to exclude us from the ocean, 
or shall we by a little wise statesmanship and 
liberality secure to our own country that share 
of the world’s commerce to which the enter- 
prise, energy, and genius of our people en- 
title us? 

‘he causes of this decline in our commerce 
are perhaps well known to the country. Iwill 
slate very briefly what became of a large por- 
tion of our shipping. The loss is undoubtedly 
attributable to the war and its results. The 
tonnage captured and destroyed by the Ala- 
bama and other rebel cruisers was 104,605. 
The number of tons transferred to foreign 
flags to avoid capture, from 1862 to 1865 in- 
clusive, was 801,301. ‘The number of tons 
purchased by the Navy Department was 218,- 
978; the number of tons chartered by the Uni- 
ted States Government was 757,611. Here we 
have a total of 1,879,405 tons, and the greater 
part of the ships used in the war were useless 
at the end of it. So that it was owing mainly 
to the war that our shipping has diminished to 
the extent it has. It isa part of the cost we 
are compelled to pay for the preservation of 
the life of this nation; and the question oceurs 
whether we have the statesmanship and the 
courage to now make one honest effort at least 
to retrieve a portion of our losses, and to rein- 
state ourselves upon the ocean. 

Another veason for this decline is found in 
the wiser statesmanship, ag I believe, of Eng- 
land and France, and in the inexcusable neg- 
lect of our own country. There was a time 
when we manufactured ships for sale, when we 
supplied even Great Britain with vessels ; but 
her statesmen, foreseeing what would be the 
result of that course, adopted a change of 
policy ; and in a speech, from which I will read 
a brief extract, one of them discussing this 
question in the British Parliament said : 

“ In thus purchasing from America you aid in 
developing hec resources, in building up her com- 
mercial and naval marine, in educating her me- 
chanics; ina word, pushing forward every interest 
of that country, and at the same time depressing 
and retarding overy interest of your own, Stop this 
suicidal policy, build your own vessels, educate your 
own mechanics, and develop the resources of your 
own country, and though such a course may cost you 
more at present, in the future it will create a power 
that willadd to the nation’s strength and wealth, 
pay you tenfold back, and put you in a condition 
to take advantage of any difficulties that may arise 
between foreign Powers.” 

On one occasion the question came up 
in the British Parliament, about the time that 
they adopted this policy which has resulted so 
favorably to their commerce, as to whether 
the British mails should be given to the low- 
est bidder irrespective of nationality ; in other 
words, whether they should make any distinc- 

: tion between their own people and foreigners; 


I 


and upon the bids being received it was found 
that the French bid was far below that of the 
English mail carriers. Mr. Crawford, then in 
Parliament, advanced this theory: 


“Now, what I desire to do on this occasion is to 
protest in the name of what I consider to be the 
interest of the country and the interest of commerce 
against the ships of any foreign country being em- 
ployed in the conveyance of our mails.” 

And the arguments then and there made 
demonstrated the fact that to adopt the pol- 
icy of permitting foreign nations to carry their 
mails was to adopt a policy which would re- 
sult in the breaking down of their ship-yards 
and in the destruction of their commerce ; and 
although it cost them very much more for the 
time to carry in their own vessels, they then and 
there adopted that policy which has resulted 
in giving them the supremacy upon the seas. 


Now, Mr. President, a single word as toj 


what is the remedy for this condition of things. , 


A great many remedies have been proposed ; 


a great many plans have been considered by | 


people in all parts of the country; but I think 
the one upon which those who have must care- 
fully investigated the subject have settied down 
is, that there must be Government aid to this 
interest or it will be lost. 

Some few years ago a committee was ap- 
pointed in the other House to examine this 
guestion, and they made a very elaborate and 
carefully-drawnreport. After calling witnesses 
from all parts of the country, men who were 
experts in ship-building, men whose business 
had been to run ships and manage the com- 


mercial interests of the country, the committee | 


came to this conclusion : 


“The subsidies paid by Great Britain and France 
to establish their steamship lines, and for the pro- 
motion of their general shipping interests, are re- 
turned to them many fold by the nations that pur- 
suo a more narrow and short-sighted policy. It is 
the United States that supports the foreign steam- 
ships which run to and from her ports, by the mail, 
passenger, and freight money which she pays to 
them, rather than to establish lines ofherown. Worse 
still, while we carefully scrutinize every appropria- 
tion for our own Navy, we pay annually more to 
support this most eflicient arm of the navy of Great 
Britain than is asked for the support of our own. 

“Tho testimony taken by the commilice is pearly 
unanimous that by offering ta our citizens the samc 
encouragement and protection as is afforded by other 
commercial nations to their citizens, ourshipping can 
be built and lines of ocvan steamers established as 
fast as the requirements of business demand, and 
that there would be a present demand for ships if 
they could be cheaply supplied.” 


Not only is this recommended by the com- 
mittee, but I will not take the time of the 
Senate to read the various recommendations 
made by the officers of our own Government. 
In 1868 the Postmaster General recommended 
it. In 1869 he renewed very earnestly his 
recommendation. In 1870 he again recom- 
mended it and gave his reasons at length why 
the pay to and service rendered by the steam- 
ships running between China and the United 
States should be doubled, demonstrating most 
conclusively that the existing lines were pay- 
ing to the Government more than they cost it. 
Again, in 1870 President Graut used this lan- 
guage: 

“Our depressed commerce is a subject to which I 
called your special attention at the last session, and 
suggested that wewiilin the future look more to the 
countries south of us and to China and Japan for its 
revival. Our representatives to all these Govern- 
ments have exerted their influence to encourage 
trade between the United States and the countries 
to which they are accredited. But the fact exists 
that the carrying is done almost entirely in foreign 
bottoms; and while this state of affairs exists we 
cannot control our due share ofthe commerce of the 
world. That between the Pacitic States and China 
and Japan is about all the carrying trade now con- 
ducted in American vessels. 

“I would recommend a liberal policy toward that 


line of American steamers; one that will insure its 
success and even increased usefulness.” 


Again, in his message in December, 1871, 
he says: 


“I would also recommend liberal measures for 
the purpose of supporting the American lines of 
steamers now plying between San Francisco and 
Japan and China, and the Australiap line, almost 
our only remaining lines of ocean steamers, and of 
increasing their services.” 


In 1871 the Postmaster General again re- 


newed his recommendation to the same effect, 
In the same year, 1871, the Secretary of the 
Treasury uses this language: 

“ In considering the means for the restoration of 
our ocean commerce, two facts must be accepted: 
first, that it is useless to attempt to revive it with 
wooden ships; and secondly, that iron ships moved 
by sails cannot compete with iron ships propelled 
py steam. Hence, the only practical questions for 
consideration are these: can the construction of 
iron steamships be established in this country, and, 
if so, by what means? , 

“ihe transocean commerce of the United States 
would employ about six million tons of shipping, 
it each vessel made but one round voyage in a year, 
The value of our exports and imports has already 
reached the sum of nearly eleven hundred million 
dollars, and during the present decade it will ex- 
ceed fifteen hundred million dollars annually. The 


annual returns for freight and passengers are about 
one hundred million dollars. 

“The history of the loss of our commerce, ag 
shown in the statistics already given, renders it 
certain that without some eflicient action on the 
part of the Governinent, the entire foreign trade of 
the country will soon pass into the hands of our 
rivals.” 

And he goes on to argue the question at 
some length. So thatthe committee, in making 
this recommendation for the doubling of this 
service, are sustained by all the officers of the 
present Administration who have had occasion 
to examine this question, and by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by all the commit- 
tees who have ever investigated it carefully, 
and by the special committees appointed to 
inquire particularly into this subject. 

Mr. President, the remedy that the commit- 
tee propose is no experiment. We have tried 
it. We have found it a sucesss, a success of 
which the American people may well be proud. 
Some five years ago, as was stated by my 
honorable friend, the Senator from California, 
[Mr. Corn,] we enacted a law granting to the 
company which carries the mail on this line 
the sum of $500,000 a year to enable them to 
pat new ships into the service, and to perform 
a monthly mail service between the United 
Statesand Japan. What has been the result? 
Without attemyting to go into it fully and 
state the statistics in detail, I will refer only 
to a few points illustrative of the benefits 
which the Government has derived from this 
service, 

In the first place, it has returned to the Gov- 
ernment a sum much larger in the actual in- 
crease of revenue at one port alone during 
these five years than the amount paid. {read 
from statistics taken from the returns at San 
Francisco, California. Since the China line 
was established in 1867, the Government has 
already received back from increased duties 
collected at San Francisco alone upon articles 
entered for local consumption there, more 
than the entire amount expended for the mail 
transportation. lor five years the total re- 
turns to the Government at San Francisco in 
increased duties and taxes and postages has 
been $3,257,000; the total expenditure for 
this mail service has been $2,250,000, making 
an actual increase of revenue from this line 
at that singie port during the five years we 
have tried this experiment of $1,007,000 clear 
profit to the Treasury. 

I say then, Mr. President, that financially 
considered it is no longer an experiment ; it 
is a triumphant and an honorable success, in 
which every American who feels an interest 
in the development of rhe commerce of this 
country should take pride. 

But look at it for a moment from another 
point. What have we received in the way of 
a commercial marine by reason of this aid? 
That company, when it made application to 
Congress five or six years ago for this subsidy, 
proposed, in order to execute the law, to put 
upon that line vessels enough to perform a 
monthly service that should not be of less 
than three thousand tous burden each. What 
have they done? Have they kept that agree- 
ment? They have put upon the main line 
four vessels of over four thousand tons bur- 
den, and in addition to that, without any for- 
ther subsidy, they have placed upon the inte- 


ne 


wer Ne 


‘be fired at. 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2991 


rior waters of China and Japan six other ves- 
sels averaging some two thousand five hun- 
dred tons each. So that for the subsidy of 
$500,000, granted by the act organizing this 
service, we have now a commercial marine on 
the waters of the Pacific and the inland waters 
of China and Japan of ten vessels, valuable 
for commerce in time of peace, and equally 
valuable for national defense in time of war. 

Now what is proposed if the amendment 
offered by the Committee on Appropriations 
be adopted? An additional service of four 
vessels of five thousand tons each for the main 
line, and eight other vessels to start new branch 
lines between Yokohama and various other 
points in Asia, which will make, if the new 
service be granted, twelve additional vessels 
of large size capable of being used for com- 
mercial purposes, and of being also applied 
to war purposes in case of war; and the 
amendment which the commitiee propose to 
this bill requires that these vessels shall be 
placed at the service of the Government in 
case of war, which the Government, I appre- 
hend, would have the right to do without such 
provision, but the Government may take them, 
paying a reasonable compensation for their use. 

Now, sir, examine this question for a single 
moment in comparison with our present system 
of furnishing a Navy. We have as one of the 
results of the precedent aid ten large ocean 
steamers at a cost of about fifty thousand dol- 
lars a year for each vessel, not deducting any- 
thing for the postages which they earn. It 
was only yesterday that we passed a þin 
through the Senate appropriating over seven- 
teen million dollars for our present Navy. I 
submit whether it is not worth the considera- 
tion of the Senate to compare for a moment 
the economy of increasing our naval strength 
by additions to eur merchant marine as Great 
Britain now does, and when it can be done so 
cheaply, as we have thus far been doing, rather 
than to expend the many millions which we 
are now expending on the Navy. I would like, 
without casting any reflections or imputations 
upon our Navy, (for I am, as the Senator from 
New Jersey yesterday said- he was, proud of 
the achievements of our Navy, and I would say 
nothing against it,) to compare for a moment 
the results of money expended in a merchant 
marine, which can be used for defense in time 
of war, with the amount expended without a 
question on our Navy. Before doing so I 
desire to say that in the investigation made 
by the House committee, to which I referred 
a moment ago, the question was raised as to 
whether vessels of this character can be made 
available and effective in time of war. J will 
read a few extracts from the evidence of Ad- 
miral Porter on that subject. In his testimony 
betore the committee he said: 

“That the European Governments had taken away 
entirely the American commerce on the Atlantic, 
and that we had now no steamships in the foreign 
trade, except one or two running to Brazil. If the 
United States possessed the steamships plying be- 
tween New York and Europe, the Government would 
have a better Navy than it everhad. There wasnot 
a ship in the American Navy that could compare 
with the best ships on the English and French lines 
in point of speed, stability, or for carrying guns. 
roskis that would carry merchandise would carry 

Further on, the chairman of the committee 
propounded this question : 


“Iunderstand you to say that if we had, at the 
commencement of our late war, thirty such vessels 
as you speak of—the best Huropean steamers—they 
would have been as efficient as was onr entire Navy.” 


To this, Admiral Porter replied: 
“Twice as efficient; I say that without any hes- 


jtation. Theships that we had could catch nothing. 
We never had a vessel that could run down a block- 


ade-runner during the whole war, except the Van- | 


derbilt, and two others. Whenever we caught block- 
aders, it was either with one of those fast tugs, vessels 
of fifty or sixty tons, or by the machinery of the 
blockade-runner breaking down, or by her getting 
into a fog and being surrounded by four or five of 
our vessels, when she would surrender rather than 
Ido not think that during the war we 
caught thirty vessels by fair running; that Tam 
quite satisfied of.” 


‘thousand dollars each in time of peace. 


Mr. President, a good deal was said yester- 
day as to the expensiveness of our Navy. It 
is stated in this testimony of Admiral Porter, 
that— 

“Tt has cost us, since the commencement of the 
war, about four hundred and eighty million dollars; 
and what have we to-day to show for it in our Navy? 
He believed that thirty ships such as the Pereire, on 
the French line, would make a better Navy than the 
United States possessed to-day, There were a great 
many iron-clads on the Navy list, but twenty-six of 
them had been condemned as being unfit for any- 
thing, except for old iron, and no one would buy 
them for that. There were about thirty good vessels 
in the Navy altogether, fit for war purposes, and 
these were wooden vessels, and about ten monitors.”’ 

So that according to this sworn testimony we 
have now of vessels that are available for pub- 
lic service, about thirty wooden vessels and 
about ten monitors, as the result of what? If 
this testimony be true, we are appropriating 
this year over twelve million dollars, and the 
result isthat we keep afloat some thirty or forty 
vessels which are of little use as compared 
with these merchant vessels of larger size and 
built for swift running. 

I submit, then, Mr. President, whether it is 
not well, in considering the increase of strength 
of our Navy, to consider the propriety of 
doing as Great Britain has so successfully 
done, increase our merchant marine and make 
it available in time of war. Hach vessel in 
the Navy costs over three hundred thousand 
dollars per annum, while these, which will be 
equally useful in war, cost only about fifty 
I 
submit that as a matter of economy alone this 
question is worthy of our consideration, aad 


| L also suggest to Senators whether they will 


sit longer inactive and indifferent while our 
commerce is being swept from the ocean, or 
act with courage and decision upon the sys- 
tem shown thus far to be so efficient, act upon 


i the policy of our successful rivals, and build 


up a commercial marine that shall pour the 
wealth of the nations into our lap in time of 
peace, and that shall be available for war pur- 
poses in time of war? 

I do not desire to detain the Senate longer, 

Mr. STEWART. T believe we are agreed 
that it would be well if we could do something 
to revive commerce. I think this far we are 
all agreed. There are various causes assigned 
for the decline of our commerce. The principal 
cause assigned is our war and the destruction 
of our commerce during that period; and it is 
said that on account of our high wages and 
tariffs it is impossible for us to maintain a 
commerce to compete with Great Britain. 
Of course these two causes are something, but 
they are not all. As has been suggested by 
the Senator from Minnesota, there are other 
reasons. During the last fifteen years the 
commerce of the world has been transferred 
from sailing vessels to steamships, and Great 
Britain has been enabled to monopolize that 
commerce through her superior steam vessels 
and her ability to carry freights cheap. It is 
not all owing to the difference ia the price of 
labor. That has not given her all this advan- 
tage. It is not all owing to the fact that our 
merchant marine was destroyed during the 
war. Great Britain, in order to retain her 
supremacy and enable her steamship lines to 
carry freights cheap, so that they can drive 
all other lines from the ocean, expends an- 
nually over five million in goid in the shape 
of subsidies. 

It is very evident that it is impossible for 
our country to build steamships and compete 
with Great Britain if we take into account 
the difference in the price of labor and our 
adverse tariffs, which make the price of every- 
thing higher here; and if, besides these, Great 
Britain adds a subsidy to competing lines and 
we give none, of course we cannot expect the 
superior enterprise of America to overcome 
all these disadvantages. We have tried the 
subsidy on a small scale in one instance, (and 
it is about all we have done,) for the China 
and Japan line, and it has proved a success. I 


need not go into details. It has brought us 
into relations with those countries. I believe 
the Brazilian line has also been established; 
and that is an important one. Where we have 
given a little subsidy the enterprise of this coun: 
try has been able to overcome the difference 
in the price of labor. There was a difference 
in the price of labor before the war almost as 
great as there is now, because labor has gone 
up very much in Europe. There was a differ- 
ence in the price of everything before the war 
between this country and Great Britain. 
Prices have advanced in Europe almost as 
much as they have here. Things have set- 
tled down pretty much to their normal condi- 
tion, so far as prices are concerned, for we 
are very nearly back to the specie basis; but 
we cannot overcome their subsidies unless we 
grant subsidies. Where we have done so wa 
have not met with success. 

We have opened a trade with China and 
Japan; we have. secured more intimate rela- 
tions with those nations. The whole country 
is attracted by the relations we are establish- 
ing with them, and anticipating great benefits 
therefrom. ‘The trade of those countries has 
been sought for by the civilized world for the 
last three hundred years. They are right at 
our doors. ‘They come here when their ports 
are opentous. When they desire commercial 


| relations to be increased with any country, 


when they desire their diplomatic relations to 
become more friendly, they come to this coun- 
try first. We are their nataral neighbors and 
ought to be their friends. The commerce of 
the Pacific is naturally and legitimately be- 
tween Asia and America, They lie on opposite 
sides of the same ocean. No one who has 
given the subject any consideration can regret 
the experiment which we have tried, Wehave 
tried the experiment of subsidizing this one 
line to the extent of $500,000 a year in green- 
backs, less than one tenth the amount. of sub- 
sidies given to different lines by Great Britain. 
We have tried this experiment, and it has 
proved a snecess; it has puta large number 
of ships, as you have just been told, into the 
merchant service. ; 

Now, we do need ships in the merchant ser- 
vice, we need a merchant marine, and without 
it we never can have a navy. You never can 
have a navy and no other country has ever 
been able to build a navy relying on the navy- 
yards alone. Private enterprise must build 
up navies, private enterprise must educate the 
men to build navies. Your Navy must be sus- 
tained by your merchant marine, and if you 
are unable to sustain a merchant marine you 
cannot sustain a navy. ‘lake away from Great 
Britain her merchant marine, where she edu- 
cates seamen for her navy, and she may spend 
double the money she is now spending on her 
navy and in ten years’ time she would be as 
helpless as we are. 

If we were to spend the same amount in 
subsidies so as to compete with the subsidies 
granted by Great Britain to her steamships, 
$5,000,000 a year in gold, we should kave 
steamships upon every principal line in the 
world, and our people could do it. There is no 
doubt of it. They can run a line to Great Brit- 
ain with a little encouragement. 

The difference in the cost of labor will not 
be a very serious obstacle, because that bas 
before been overcome by the skill and energy 
of American mechanics. Prices are now so 
equalized that that is not much in the way, 
and Great Britain realizes that fact and sub- 
sidizes steamship lines that enable her to run 
them between all the important points of the 
world and do freighting cheap. She pays 
subsidies in order that she may be the cheapest 
carrier; and if, in competing with them, our 
enterprising mechanics, after having overcome 
the difference in the cost of labor and the 
burdens created by your tariff, have to meet a 
competition sustained by five millions in gold, 


they cannot do it. 
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I look on it as very important that we should | 
encourage lines that go to countries like China 
and Japan and to South America for many 


reasons. Those countries have many things 
that we want. They compete with us in 
nothing. Our trade with them is all an ad- 


vantage to us. If we can get them to con- 
sume our commodities and take something 
of us, they are our very best customers, and 
we ought to be theirs. 
been such a success, it being proposed now to 
double the service, [ am for it. This amend- 
ment provides, I believe, for doubling the ser- 
vice. 

Mr. WINDOM. Semi-mouthly trips. 

Mr. STEWART. It seems to me that under 
all the circumstances to give Asia a semi- 
monthly service is an advantage, and thon if 
you would give four millions to other lines, 
you would open your ship-yards. 

I do not want to reflect on the Navy; but 
you had better spend this money in this way 
than spend it in repairing old hulks that are 
not good for anything in the Navy. I do not 
believe much in the ships we have in the 
Navy. I believe they are going out of use. 
I believe we ought to build one or two ships 
every year, aud they should be built in private 
yards, so that we might have mechanics in 
this country. If we have mechanics we can 
improvise a navy, but those who talk about 
improvising a navy in case of war, when you 
have no private ship-yards in the country, and 
you haveno mechanics in the country, talk 
without having’ considered the subject. The 
best of the mechanics who were in this coun- 
try before the war are now on the Clyde where 
ships are built. ‘Che mechanics will be where 
there are ships to build, and private yards are 
better than public yards for building ships. 

Why could we improvise a navy when our 
war broke out? How did it happen that we 
had the most ingenious mechanics in the 
world, men to build monitors and invent all 
sorts of machinery for the defense of harbors? 
Because our ship-yards were in full blast, 
because we had the best mechanics of any 
people in the world. Where are they now? 
Gone to other countries, forced out of employ- 
ment. Wewant more mechanics now. ‘That 
is the great loss. We could improvise a navy 
if we had the machinery and the mechanics. 
It was well suggested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island yesterday that we ought to in- 
vest a large amount in live-oak timber, in 
materials; and we ought also to invest in 
something that will enable us to build more 
ships. ‘This line has been a success. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to state while the 
Senator is on that point, with his permission, 
one thing which 1 omitted to mention and 
desire to do so. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is reported in an official 
document by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, that during 
our war only twelve per cent. of all the ves- 
sels manufactured were made at the Govern- 
ment yards, eighty-eight per cent. at private 
yards. 

Mr. STEWART. That is a very important 
fact. What will you do if you have a war 
with Great Britain or Spain or France or any 
other country that has a navy worth mention- 
ing? What will you do without private yards 
and without material to build ships with in 
those yards? You cannot improvise a navy; 
the men must be educated for the Navy. This 
country once had a proud Navy, and gave 
attention to it heretofore. For years and 
years we granted a special bounty (and I do 
not think it ought to have been repealed even 
now) on the catching of cod-fish, for the pur- 
pose of educating sailors. That did a great 
deal toward making a navy. You must have 
sailors and mechanics, and mechanics are 
especially necessary now when you build 
steamships. 

I am in favor of this subsidy. It may not 


I say this line having | 


be the best way to get at this subject. This 
subject is like all other matters of difficulty, on 
which men differ so widely. Itis a subject 
that I do not pretend to comprehend altogether. 
I know very little of it, but E can see some 
plain facts. The only proposition that ap- 
pears to meet witb any assent toward reviving 
commerce is to subsidize a few important 
lines. Some are for drawbacks for building 
ships, but that is involved in a great deal of 
expense, and there is danger of fraud in it. 
Some say one thing and some another; but 
there is one thing that Great Britain does, and 
that France does to some extent, and that 
otber countries do, who do the carrying trade, 
and do it cheaply. The policy of other nations 
is to subsidize lines on the important routes, 
and enable them to carry freight cheap, and 
we have tried it sufficiently to know that it is 
not an experiment. It has done a vast amount 
of good, and has met the approbation of our 
Departments. Every time that it has come 
before the Departments who have watched its 
operations every year, we have a recommend- 
ation of the Departments. The executive 
department understands this because they 
have watched it attentively. Senators do not 
have their attention called to it so particularly. 
Every year the President recommends it, and 
every person who pays any attention to it be- 
comes an advocate of it. It seems to me that 
it is economy, and economy in the right direc- 
tion; to increase this service. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. : 

The question being put, a division was 
called for, and the ayes were twenty-five, 

Mr. COLE. Would it be in order to sub- 
mit a conference committee’s report ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until 
the vote is announced. The Chair thinks 
there is a quorum in the Senate, but there is 
not a quorum voting. 

_ Mr. HAMLIN. Let us have another divis- 
ion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will again divide the Senate. The Chair 
thinks there is a quorum in the Chamber. 
Perhaps Senators have not all heard the 
motion, which is that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The question being again put, the motion 
was agreed to, there being, on a division—ayes 
26, noes 16. 

MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had, agreeably to the request 
of the Senate, returned the bill (H. R. No. 
1080) to regulate elections in Washington and 
Idaho Territories. 

The message also announced that the House 
insisted on its amendments to the bill (S. No. 
616) to release to the State of Indiana the lands 
known as the bed of Beaver lake in Newton 
county in said State, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Wasuincroy Townsend of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Marx H. Dunne tof Minnesota, and Mr. 
James R. McCormick of Missouri, managers 
at the same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1178) to grant the right 
of way to the Laramie Water and Ditch Com- 
pany over the public lands in Albany county, 
Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1785) to provide for hold- 
ing adjourned terms of the supreme court of 
Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize the issue 
of a supply of arms to the authorities of the 
Territory of Montana; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for the 


removal of the Kunsas tribe of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery} 

A bill (H. R. No. 2628) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Wyoming,” 
approved July 25, 1868 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2629) amendatory of an 
act setting aside certain proceeds of internal 
revenue for the erection of penitentiaries in 
the Territories of Nebraska, Washington, Col- 
orado, Idaho, Montana, Arizona, and Dakota, 
approved January 22, 1867; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2680) to donate the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Steilacoom to the Ter- 
ritory of Washington for the use of the insane 
asylum ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2681) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land 
in Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2682) to provide for filling 
vacancies in certain offices in the several Ter- 
ritories; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2633) amendatory of an 
act approved March 2, 1869, entitled ‘‘An act 
amendatory of an act to provide a temporary 
government for Montana,” approved May 2, 
cl ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of G. 
S. Baker, of Marysville, Missouri, for the 
reissue of a certain bond; 

A bill (H. R. No. 206) for the relief of George 
C. Haynie; 

A bill (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the appro- 
priation for the employment of surfmen at 
alternate life-saving stations on the New Jersey 
coast for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 
to be expended in employing crews at such 
stations, and for such periods, and at such 
compensation, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may deem reasonable, not to exceed forty 
dollars per month for each person employed; 

A bill (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin, at La Crosse; 

A bill (H. R. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the State 
of Minnesota; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. No. 878) for the relief of 
settlers on the Osage lands in the State of 
Kansas ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1016) to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the 
United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1496) to carry out certain 
provisions of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, and 
for the relief of settlers on the Cherokee lands 
in the State of Kansas: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) for the relief of Robert 
Williams, jr., collector third district Ohio ; 

A bul (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Harding; 

A bill (S. No. 793) to amend an act approved 
February 28, 1871, amending an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitied “An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of this Union, and for 
other purposes ;’’ 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) appoint- 
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ing commissioners to inquire into depredations 
on the frontiers of the State of Texas; and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) to amend 
the resolution for the relief of James Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. E. Bancoox, his Secretary, 


announced that the President had yesterday } 


approved and signed an act (S. No. 1014) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri river at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,” 
‘approved March 6, 1872. 

‘Lhe message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had this day approved and signed the 
following acts: , 

An act (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Eliza Whiting; : p : 

An act (S. No. 878) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey; 

An act (S. No. 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong; 

An act (S. No. 894) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Frederick F. Dayton, 
deceased ; i ; 

An act (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, a private of company A, forty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers; and 

An act (S. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutchison, minor son of Joseph 
Hutchison, deceased, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in obedience to the requirements 
of the act of Congress of February 22, 1867, 


the report of the inspector of the national | 


cemeteries for the years 1870 and 1871; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuurson, its Clerk, announced 
that the Mouse had passed the bill (S. No. 988) 
to provide homes tor the Pottawatomie and 
absentee Shawnee Indians in the Indian ter- 
ritory, with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the | 


Secretary of the Interior to open negotiations 
with the Indian nations, tribes, or individuals, 


for the purpose of commuting all annuities | 
dow payable in kind, and to report his doings - 


to Congress for its adoption, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1585) to abolish the tribal 
relations of the Miami Indians, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 

ecretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and 

annock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 


ment of a portion of their reservation in | 


Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2623) to provide for the 
removal of the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana, 

ELECTION IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Before the doors are 
closed 1 ask that Senate bill No. 58, contain- 
ing only six lines, be read, The last proviso 
18 the only portion the committee have left; 
the rest they strike ont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
ofA lichigan, in the chair.) The Senator from 

Oulsiana asks unanimous consent to consider 


the bill indicated by him. Its title will be read. | 


The Cuter Creag. It is the bill (8. No. 
88) to prescribe the time for holding the elec- 


42D Cone. 2p Sxss.—-No. 188, 


T 


t 
i 


f 


i| considerable debate. 


{ : 

tion for electors of President and Vice Pres: 
i ident in the State of Louisiana, and for other 
The Committee on Privileges and | 


purposes. 
Elections report the bill with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause down 


to and excepting the proviso at the end of the 
second section 


Mr. CASSERLY. What isthe motion in 


| regard to that? 


Mr. KELLOGG. I have asked that the 
bill be taken up, and the bill is taken up and 
before the Senate. I ask that it be now con- 
sidered. I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That bill will lead to 
son why the State of Louisiana should be made 
to differ from the other States of this Union as 
to the day of holding the presidential election. 
i Mi: KELLOGG. After the bill is read 

will—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I thought we had voted 
to go into executive session, and I desire to 
say, though not with any special reference to 
this business, that I can conceive of no time 
more unfit for Senators to bring forward 
important measures here, than after we have 
voted to go into executive session, and before 
the doors are actually closed. 
pletely taken by surprise when 1 heard the 
title of this bill read from the desk, which 
brought to my attention the character of the 
bill, Itis a very important bill in some of its 
bearings, and ought to be discussed before it 
is passed, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well. There are 
only six lines of the bill. If the Senator 
objects I will not insist upon it. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


changed since I read it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


will observe to the Senator from California |, 


that the bill was to be read subject to objec- 


tion, not waiving the right any Senator had to, M ; ; ) 
|i to introduce a resolution which was objected 


But [ understasd the i; 


object. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


nator from Louisiana to be pressing it to its | 5 x AE : 
? PST ee Rene | there will be any further objection to it, 


passage. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
no objection that it be passed. 
the bill be read subject to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
was that the bill should be read subject to 
objection by any Senator. Does the Senator 
from California persist in his objection to the 
reading of the bill? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Chair will pardon 
me. J was not impeaching anything that had 


i was simply speaking of the only thing 
heard, that is, the action proposed by the Sen 
ator from Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be read subject to objection. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CASSIERLY.. Now, I should like to 
inquire from the Chair, or from some Senator 
who has had experience, how it happens that 
after having voted to go into executive ses- 
sion we are still sitting here in open session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
stated that if there was no objection the bill 
would be taken from the table and read, sub- 
ject to objection, as it had been customary to 
do; and the Chair heard no objection to that. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask that the order of 
the Senate to go into executive session be 
enforced 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


tor objects by demanding that the order be | 


executed. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear 
the gallery and close the doors. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 


sideration of executive business. After two 
hours spent in executive session, the doors 


| were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


I do not know any rea- | 


I was com- | 


I object. now in advance. | 
| I have read it, and I suppose it has not been 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 2, 1872, 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Peren by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
BED OF BEAVER LAKE. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the message of the 
Senate asking for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes ona bill (S. No. 616) to 
release to the State of Indiana the lands known 
as the bed of Beaver lake, in Newton county, 
in said State, which has been returned to the 
House with the amendments of the House dis- 
agreed to, and a request for- a committee of 
conference. I move that the request of the 
Senate for a committee of conference be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection ; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed, as managers of 
such committee on the part of the House, 
Mr. Townsenp of Pennsylvania, Mr. DUNNELL, 
and Mr. McCormick, of Missouri. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. BUFFINTON. I am recorded as 
absent on the quéstion of adjournment which 
was taken by yeas and nays at the evening 
session yesterday. I was present and voted 
in the affirmative and desire that my name shall 
be so recorded. 

There was no objection; and the correction 
was accordingly made. 

i TheSPEAKER. The factthatthe Journal 
does not record the gentleman from Massa- 


I do request if there is |) 


I asked that |: olution does not give rise to debate. 


The order | 


The bill | 


| | 


been done by the Chair in the slightest degree. 


chusetts [Mr. Burriyroy] as voting on any 
yea and nay call is sufficient evidence that it 
; is not correct. He is always present. 
MADISON LIBRARY ASSOCLATION, IOWA. 
Mr. McCRARY. J ask unanimous consent 


to the other day, but on examination the ob- 
| jection is now withdrawn and I do not, believe 


Mr. DAWES. 1 will not object it the res- 
If it does 
give rise to debate I hope the understanding 
will be that the resolution will be withdrawn. 

Mr. McORARY. Ido not think the reso- 
lution wili give rise to debate. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Whereas there is due to Hon. Daniel F. Miller, for 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i expenses jucurred by him in prosecuting his claim 


| to a seat in the House from the first district of Town 


House of Representatives of July 29, 1850; and 


The preamble and resolution were agreed to. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the preamble and resolution 
were agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agrced to. 

SUPPLY UF ARMS TO MONTANA. 

Mr. COBURN. I am instructed by the 
! Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
eferred the bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize 
che issue of a supply of arms to the authorities 
i of the Territory of Montana, with leave to 
report al any time, to report the same back 
; with the recommendation that it do pass. 


i Mr, KERR, Has the morning bour begun? 
| The SPEAKER. It has not. This is a priv- 


ileged report. : 
‘Lhe bill was read. It instructs the Secre- 


tary of War, without delay, to cause onè 
thousand effective breech-loading rifled mus- 
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n 
kets and two hundred thousand cartridges to | 
be forwarded and placed at the disposal of the | 
Governor of the Territory of Montana and | 
delivered at Virginia City, in said Territory, for į 
distribution among the settlers of the Gallatin | 
valley and other exposed valleys in said Ter- | 
ritory for home defense against Indian raids. | 
it farther provides that the Governor of said 
Territory, in making said distribution, shall 
take from the parties to whom the arms may 
be distributed good and sufficient security for 
the return of said arms to the United States 
after the necessity for their use has ceased. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to say only a few 
words in relation to this matter. The Com- | 
mitte on Military Affairs had this bill referred 
to them a day or two since. They have reli- 
able information that many raids are made 
by the Indians of Montana upon peaceful set- 
tlers there, that large amounts of property 
have been taken, and that there is great in- 
security for life and property. ‘These raidsare | 
made by predatory bands. No notice is given. | 
Without any war being openly made, and with- | 
out hostilities being declared or imagined, | 
persons are robbed in great numbers of large | 
amounts of property, and in some instances | 
they have been murdered in cold blood. j 

The object of this bill is to put in the hands 
of the scattered settlers good breech-loading 
arms sufficient to enable-them to take care of 
themselves. There are sometwenty-eight thou- | 
sand treaty Indians, and about twelve thousand | 
not bound by treaties in Montana—a dangerous 
population. ‘These arms are to be given into 
the possession of the Governor, who is to use 
his discretion in distributing them. A thou- | 
sand stand is to be distributed for this purpose. | 
I now yield to the gentleman from Montana, | 
[Mr. Cuacerr. | i 

Mr. CLAGETT. Since 1866 to this day, | 
periodically every year these predatory bands | 
of Indians have been in the habit of making į 
incursions into the Gallatin valley. And here 
I desire to state for the information of the 
House that this Gallatin valley is among the | 
most fertile portions of Montana, is the granary 
for one half of the Territory, and is a section | 
of country almost as densely populated as 
the country immediately beyond the suburbs | 
of this city. For years past the settlers (in | 
conjunction with the military authorities) have 
been compelled from time to time, at great | 
expense to themselves, to maintain to the east 
of the Gallatin valley and other exposed local- 
ities, lying upon our eastern frontier, sentinels | 
and patrols to guard the mountain passes day 
and night, for the purpose of keeping these 
predatory bands out of the settlement, 

I have information that these Indians have 
already commenced their depredations this 
season. ‘They made a raid a few days ago 
on the settlement on Deep creek, adjacent 
to the Gallatin valley. I received informa- 
tion this morning that twenty-five men on their 
way from Whoop Up, in British Columbia, to | 
Montana, encountered and were surrounded | 
by a band of these Indians, and that a con- ! 
siderable fight ensued. Although we do not 
anticipate an Indian war in that Territory, and | 
although the territorial and Federal author- | 
ities and people are all very properly labor- 
ing to avoid the possibility of a conflict, there 
will still continue to be in the future as in the 
past difficulties with these border bands, which |) 
belong nowhere, who owe allegiance to no 
wibe so tar as we know, and who are contin- 
ually threatening our border and robbing and | 
murdering our citizens. n 

_Now, so far as this bill is concerned, the 
distribution of arms among the settlers is no 
longer an open question. The people already 
have arms, furnished them in 1867. But these 
arms are the old muzzle-loading Springtield | 
rifles, which are comparatively worthless. The 
bill provides for the distribution of arms bet- | 


ter adapted to the purposes of defense, i 
One word more in conclusion. These bands 
of Indians come in smali numbers, from fifteen 


to fifty, sweep like wild-fire over the country, 
killing settlers along their route, driving off 
stock, andimposing thousands of dollars of ex- 
penses upon the settlers there; and before the 
military authorities can be notified and troops 
be set in motion they will be from one hun- 
dred to one hundred and fifty miles distant. 
The consequence is that in case any defense 
at all is to be made, it must be by the settlers 
themselves upon the ground where the depre- 
dations are committed, and before the Indians 
get out of the country; and in order that 
they may be able to do that it is necessary 
that their inferiority in numbers shall be equal- 
ized by superiority of arms. _ The truth is that 
many of the Indians in Montana Territory are 
better armed than are the white settlers, and 
many of their arms have been put in their 
hands in past years by the authorized agents 
of the United States. 


I hope that this bill will be passed. It does | 


not impose any expense upon the Goverament 
except the cost of transportation to the Terri- 
tory. There is no danger that the arms will 
be diverted from the purpose which Congress 
contemplates by this bill. As I have stated, 
arms are already distributed in the same way 
in which it is proposed to distribute these. It 
is proposed to place them subject to the dis- 
position of Governor Potts, one of the most 


prudent and cautious men the Government | 


ever sent into a Territory to exercise the du- 
ties of such an office, and whose control of 
them is a perfect guarantee against the possi- 
bility of abuse. 
necessily for the purposes of self defense, and 
all we ask is that we may be placed in a posi- 
tion where we can defend ourselves in those 


cases where the Government, from the nature | 


of the situation, cannot afford us protection. 

{Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. SHANKS. I ask my colleague to yield 
to me for a brief statement. 

Mr. COBURN. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. SHANKS. It strikes me that if this 
thing is to be done, it had better be done just 
the other way—that we had better take the 
gans from the Indians than to put arms in the 
hands of white settlers simply because the In- 
dians are now armed. If the Government has 
furnished arins to the Indians, the proper step 
is to take the arms from them, so that they 
will not use them in committing depredations. 
Butif you give the white men arms, so that 
they may attack the Indians simply because 
the indians are now armed and the whites are 
inferior to the Indians in numbers, you wili be 
taking the surest steps to inaugurate an Indian 
war. I think the step should be in the other 
direction, to take the arms away from the In- 
dians instead of putting arms in the-hands of 
the white settlers. It will be impossible to 
keep peace if you arm both sides, and espe- 
cially if you put better arms in the hands of 
the white men so that they may the more suc- 
cessfully contend with the Indians. 

Mr. COGHLAN. How can you get arms 
from the Indians if you give none to the white 
men ? 

Mr. SHANKS. The gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. CLacutt] says none but these pred- 
atory bands are doing this. 

Mr. CLAGETT. The gentleman is mistaken. 
There are of treaty Indians in the Territory 
twenty-eight thousand two hundred and ninety. 
In addition to them there are some fifteen thou- 
sand of the Teton, Yancton, and Santee Sioux, 
who, in violation of their treaties with the 
United States, have come into Montana within 
the last year. It is the predatory bands of 
these and other Indians, who do not belong to 
the treaty tribes, and that the Government 
cannot control, that commit the depredations 
I have referred to. 

Mr. SHANKS. [I certainly did not misun- 
derstand the gentleman when he said these 
depredations were committed by small bands 
of from fifteen to fifty Indians. He certainly 
asserted that definitely; if he wishes to be un- 


It is a matter of absolute | 


derstood differently now, I am not respons- 
ible for it. But I say that when you arm white 
men to contend with Indians, you inaugurate 
war; you bring expense upon the country, and 


death upon the frontiers. It is certainly wrong, ©” 


in fact, to put arms in the hands of Indians, 
and better arms in the hands of white men. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wouid suggest to my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, [Mr. SHanxs,] the necessity of 
inquiring into the facts and providing legisla- 
tion, if necessary, to prevent the distribution 
of arms to Indians; that certaiuly would be a 
very important duty on the part of his com- 
mittee. It seems to me that if arms are really 
distributed to Indians there ought to be somé 
steps taken to put a stop to it. I concur en- 
tirely with the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
CLAGETT] and the chairman of tae Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, [Mr. Cozorn,] that 
where our Citizens are upon exposed frontiers, 
especially like those of Montana, where the 
lines we hold over the Indians by means of 
treaties are of the frailest character, where 
they are liable at any moment, from passion, 
jealousy, or any other cause, to be attacked 
by the Indians, it is right and proper that 
arms shall be put in the hands of settlers, 
scattered as they are about in thinly populated 
districts, so that they shall not be surprised and 
murdered by these bauds of Indians. For 
that reason, and to remedy the mischief 
alluded to, L hope this bill will pass. 

Mr. SHANKS. The gentleman refers to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs as reporting 
this matter. That committee has taken no 
steps toward furnishing arms, and I only call 
attention to the fact that it was not a matter 
which came before us. 

Mr. COBURN. I only wish to say that 


these settlers are very much scattered, and: . 


furnishing them with arms will not be an en- 
couragement to hostility on the part of the 
Indians, but rather a movement toward the 
continuance of peace. The evil is this: that 
the Indians go to the homely cabin and the 
scattered settlers. They are not carrying on 
a war, but marauding. If this thing pro- 
gresses further on the frontier they will be- 
come bolder and bolder if they are not stopped, 
and it is the highest wisdom and economy to 
put the means of defense in the hands of men 
who are interested in preserving the peace 
there. If we do not put armsin the hands 
of these men we shall have to send Sheridan 
and his men there at an enormous expense. 
Let me say five wagon loads of powder com- 
ing in from British possessions were captured 
last fall in the Territory of Montana. I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tiou thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read athird time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time,and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALASKA INDIANS. 


On motion of Mr. SHANKS, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, the bill (S. No. 965) 
authorizing the President of the United States 
to take jurisdiction over the people of Alaska, 
called Indians, and for other purposes, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. i 


ELI MOORE. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee ou the Public Lands, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 1298) for-the relief 
of the heirs of Eli Moore; which was recom- 
mitted, and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. DICKEY. I call for the regular order 
of business. 
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TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The House, as the regular order of business, 
resumed the consideration of the bill reported 
last evening by Mr. Parker, of Missouri, from 
the Committee on the Territories (H. R. No. 
2635) for the better protection of the Indian 
tribes, and their consolidation under a civil 
government, to be called the Territory of 
Oklahoma. 

The question was upon postponing the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill until the second 
Juesday of December after the morning hour. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I would say 
that this bili came before the House as a sub- 
stitute for the original bill. 

The SPEAKER, It was treated ag an ori- 
ginal bill. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, moved to re- 


I move the 


consider the vote by which the motion was |} 


adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BECK. I call for the regular order. 


REMOVAL OF FLATHEAD AND OTHER INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins 
at twenty minutes to twelve o'clock, and the 
House resumes the consideration of the bill (H. 
E. No. 2624) to provide for the removal of the 
Flathead and other Indians from the Bitter 

` Root valley, in the Territory of Montana. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to move to amend 
that bill in the second section by striking out 
‘$30,000’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
€$20,000.7" 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 

engrossed and read a third time; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
` Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


OSAGE INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. BURDETT, from the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. | 


No. 2384) to confirm to the Great and Little 


Osage indians a reservation in the Indian ter- | 


ritory, 

he preamble to the bill is as follows: 
,,Vhereas by the treaty of 1866 between the United 
States und the Cherokee nation of Indians said 
nation ceded to the U 
of the ninety-sixth meridian west longitude, for 
the settlement of friendly Indians thereon; and 


whereas by act of Congress approved July 15, 1870, ; 


the President was authorized and directed to re- 
move the Great and Little Osage Indians to a loca- 
tion in the Cherokee country west of the ninety- 
aixth meridian, to be designated for them by the 
United States authorities; and whereas it was pro- 
Vided by the same act of Co 
the Osages in Kansas should be sold by the United 
States, and so much ofthe proceeds thereof as were 
necessary should be appropriated for the payment 
to the Cherokees for the lands set apart for the said 
Sages west of the ninety-sixth meridian; and 
x: Whereas under the provisions of the above-men- 
tioned treaty and act of Congress and concurrent 
foun of the authorities of the United States and 

i e Cherokee nation, the said Osages were removed 
rom their former homes in the State of Kansas to 

® reservation set apart for them in the Indian ter- 
veny, at the time of the removal supposed to be 
West of the said ninety-sixth meridian, and bounded 

n the east thereby, and upon which said Osages 

: eae made substantial and valuable im provements; 
oe fhereas by a recent survey and establishment 
~ the ninety-sixth meridian, it appears that the 
ae valuable portion of said Osuge reservation, 
a upon which all their improvements are situ- 
the vjes east of the said meridian ; and whereas it 
eae els became necessary to select other lands, in 
nin of those found to be east of the established 
We éty-sixth meridian, for said Osage Indians; and 
creas a tract has accordingly been selected, lying 


etween the western boundary of the reservations | 


‘ arrctotore set apart for said Indians and the main 
ot anne of the Arkansas river, with the south line 
© State of Kansas for anorthern boundary, and 


“the north line of the Creek country and the main 


United States all its lands west i 


ngress that the lands of ! 


channel of the Arkansas river fora southern and 
western boundary ; and whereas the act of Congress 
approved July 15, 1870, restricts the said reserva- 
tion for said Osage Indians to “a tract of land in 
| compact form, equal in quantity to ane hundred 
and sixty acres for each member of said tribe:” 
; and whereas in a letter of the Cherokee delegation, 
| addressed to the Secretary of the Interior on the 
| 8th day of April, 1872, on behalf of the Cherokee 
nation, containing their approval of and assent to 
the proposition to provide for the settlement of 
i the Osage and Kaw Indians on that portion of the 
| Cherokee country lying west of the ninety-sixth 
degree west longitude, south of Kansas, east and 
north of the Arkansas river. i 


Therefore the bili provides— 


„That in order to provide said Osage tribe of In- 
j dians with a reservation, and secure to them a suti- 
: cient quantity of land suitable for cultivation, the 
I following described tract of country, west of the 
established ninety-sixth meridian, in the Indian 
territory, be, and the same is hereby, set apart for 
and confirmed as their reservation, namely: bounded 
on the east by the ninety-sixth meridian, on the 
south and west by the north line of the Creek coun- 


i A 


on tho north by the south line of the State of Kan- 
sas: Provided, That the location as aforesaid shall 
be made under the provisions of article sixteen of 
the treaty of 1866, so far as the same may be applica- 
ble thereto. 

I wish 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
to inquire of the gentleman who reports back 
this bill if it does not propose to loeate these 
Indians upon the lands in the Cherokee 
nation, which lands have been patented by 
the Government of the United States to the 
Cherokee Indians? 

Mr. BURDETT. I would say, in reply to 
the question of my colleague, that the location 
proposed by this bill is upon such of the Chero- 
kee lands as lie west of the ninety-sixth par- 

allel, and that it is expressly provided by 
| treaty stipulations that the United States shall 
have full authority so to do. 
| Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
| ask another question. It is known to my col- 
| league and to the committee that the Osage 
| Indians are required by the provisions of the 
act under which they parted with their lands 
in Kansas to pay to the Government of the 
| United States at least $1 25 an acre for all the 
; lands they may acquire on this new settlement. 
| Now, does this bill propose to give these peo- 
ple any right whatever to those lands further 
than the right of occupancy? 

Mr. BURDETT. ‘The treaty and the law 
expressly provide for all those things. It is 
provided in the treaty and in the law that this 
right of occupancy shall accrue, and that the 
Osage Indians out of the funds realized to them 
by the sale of their former reservation in the 
State of Kansas shall pay to the Cherokee 
‘| nation an amount which shall be agreed upon 
| between them; and in case of disagreement 


I wish to 


| States is to step in and decide the matter. 

| Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. But this 
|| bill makes no provision for vesting in these 
Osage Indians any right whatever to these lands 
which they are required to pay for except the 
right ofoccupancy. 1 desire to see justice done 
in this matter. These people are required to 
pay for these lands and to extinguish the Cher- 
okee title to the lands out of the proceeds of 
the sales of their own lands; but the bill does 
not secure to them any right whatever to the 
lands further than that of occupancy. 

Mr. BURDETT. The difficulty with my 
colleague is that he ignores the provisions of 
| the treaty which provide for all these things, 
| Whenever the Indians themselves shall consent 
i to this transaction, thereupon full right of oc- 
| eupancy and possession accrues to the Osages 
i by virtue of the treaty and the law. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. But only 
I the right of occupancy, nothing more. Besides, 
; the Cherokee council, the legislative body of 
ii that tribe, has never consented to the sale of 
these lands. Their leading men have come 


States and sold to other parties, who are re- 
quired to pay for the lands ; yet the Govern- 
ment declines to give any title or vest any abso- 
lute right of property in these Osage Indians. 


li 


try and the main channel of the Arkansas river, and | 


| between them, the President of the United | 


here, and upon agreement with them the lands ; 


are taken by the Government of the United || : 
| Secretary may prescribe. 


Mr. BURDETT. My colleague is again in 
- error. Under the provisions of the treaty and 
the law, these Indians were some time ago 
located, as was supposed, west of the ninety- 
sixth parallel, with the full knowledge and 
approbation of the Cherokees. But upon a 
definite location of the ninety-sixth parallel it 
is found that the Indians were unfortunately 
located east of it. Hence it becomes necessary 
to disturb the former location, which was sup- 
posed to be correct, and to push the Indians 
over upon the lands provided for them under 
the treaty. That is all there is in the matter. 
I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the oper- 
ation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third ‘time; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

T. R. CURTIS AND J. I. RICHMOND, 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass, a bill (H. R. 
No. 547) for the relief of T. R. Curtis and J. 
H. Richmond, and moved that the bill be laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report in 
writing be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MIAMI INDIANS, 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back, with amendments, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish the tribal 
relations of the Miami Indians, and for other 

urposes. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the tribal relations of the Miami 
tribe of Indians be dissolved and cease at the 
end of two years from and after the date of 
the passage of this act, and that then and 
thereafter the individual members of said 
tribe of Indians shall be treated and regarded 
as citizens of the United States. 

The second section provides that the lands 
reserved for the future homes of the Miami 
| tribe of Indians by the first article of the treaty 
of June 5, 1854, and which remain unallotted, 
together with the school section mentioned in 
said article, shall be disposed of in the fol- 
lowing manner, to wit: each person, being 
the head of a family or over twenty-one years 
of age, who has settled and made improve- 
ments upon said unallotted lands, or in case 
of his death, his heirs, and who shall occupy 
the same at the date of the passage of this act. 
shall be entitled to purchase the land so settled 
upon and occupied in quantities not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres, according to the 
legal subdivision of the public surveys, on pay- 
ment therefor, within one year from the date 
of the passage of this act, in such manner as 
the Secretary of the Interior shall direct, of 
the amount at which said land was appraised, 
in the year 1860, by W. J. Howard and A. BR. 
Boone, commissioners, appointed under the 
j direction of the Secretary of the Interior to 
appraise the same preparatory to a proposed 
sale thereof, and an amount in addition thereto 
equal to twenty per cent. of said appraised 


value; andall of said unallotted lands not dis- 
| posed of under the foregoing provisions shall 
i be sold under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior in parcels not exceeding one 
| hundred and sixty acres each, to the highest. 
bidder, for cash, atnot less than the appraised 
value thereof, increased by twenty per cent. as 
hereinbefore provided; such sale to be made 
upon sealed proposals, to be duly invited by 
public advertisement, in such manner as the 
The school section 
referred to, shall, within sixty days from the 
passage of this act, be appraised by a com 

missioner, to be appointed by the Secretary 
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of the Interior for that purpose, and shall be 


sold at not less than the appraised value, in the į 
same manner as the residue of the unallotted | 


and unoccupied lands herein provided to be 
sold. The proceeds of all the sales here- 
inbefore provided for, after deducting the 
expenses of such sales, and of the appraise- 
ment of said school section, shall be paid to 
said Miami Indians in the manner prescribed 
in the third section of this act. 

‘The third section provides that all the money 
found to be due, or to become due, to the 
said Miami Indians under existing treaty stip- 
ulations, including the balance of the twenty 
annual installments provided by the third arii- 
cle of the treaty of June 5, 1854; the $50,000 
directed by the third article of said treaty to 
be invested for educational purposes or objects 
of abeneticial character; the commutation of 
the permanent. provision for the support of a 
blacksmith shop and miller, (being the sum 
of $80,800,) as provided by the fifth article 
treaty of October 6, 1818, the fifth article 
treaty of October 28, 1884, and the fourth 
article treaty of June 5, 1854, together with 
all sums of money that shall be ascertained 
by the Treasury Department to be due said 
Miami tribe of Indians on account of unex- 
pended appropriations, and the net proceeds 
of the sales authorized and provided for in 
the second section hereof shall be consoli- 
dated, and within eighteen months frem the 
date of the passage of this act shall, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
be paid per capita, share and share alike, to 
the members of said Miami tribe of Indians 
residing in Kansas at the date hereof, includ- 
ing those persons of Miami blood or descent. 
for whom provision was made by the third 


section of the act of June 12, 1858, and their | 


descendants; provided that no portion of said 
consolidated fund shall be paid to any mem- 
ber of said tribe or person of Miami blood or 
descent. who has drawn annuities or money or 
received allotments of land from any other 
tribe or tribes of Indians at any time since 
the removal of the Miami tribe of Indians to 
Kansas, 

T'he fourth section provides that within sixty 
days from the passage of this act the President 
shall appoint a commission, not to exceed 
three persons, whose duty it shall be to exam- 
ine and report to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for confirmation and final adjustment, the 
amount, if anything, due the Miami tribe of 
Indians on account of any or all of the follow- 
ing items, namely: first, the difference between 
paper and gold in payment of interest on in- 
vested funds due said Miamies ; secondly, the 
amounts due on errors made in fixing the 
sums in the treaty of 1854 for the cession of 


lands therein, on account of deficiency in | 


quantity of land, and tenure of the Indians in 
the lands ceded thereby, and also on account 
of mistakes in the sum stated in the said treaty 
as commutation of the perpetual annuity fund 
of $25,000 per annum, 

The fifth section provides that the sum of 
$10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated to reimburse the Miami Indians of 

ansas the expenses incurred by them in 
sending delegations to Washington from time 
to time, by order of the Indian department, 
to make treaties with the Government; pro- 
vided that no greater sum of this appropria- 
tiou shall be paid than has been actually ex- 
pended by the said Indians. ` 

The sixth section provides that the pay- 
ments provided to be made by this act shall 
be in full discharge of all obligations on the 
part of the United States arising out of the 
various treaties made with, or laws of the 
United States in favor of, said Miami tribes 
of Indians. 

The seventh section provides that the pro- 
visions of this act- shall notin any way affect 
the rights or claims of those individual Miamies 
or persons of Miami blood or descent who are 
named in the corrected list referred to in the 


4 


| vious question. 


Senate amendment to the fourth article of the 
treaty of June 5, 1854, or their descendants. 
The Clerk read the amendments of the com- || 


| 
mittee as follows: i 
In the first section, line seven, after the word |i 
* States” insert ~ but the dissolution of the tribal ji 
li 

| 


relations and acceptance of citizenship shall not 
impair or destroy any rights or claims of said 
Indians in any property or estate not mentioned in 
this act.” y | 

In the third section, twenty-first line, after, the 
word hereof,” strike out the word “including,” and | 
in lieu thereof insert the words “and also.” 1 

In section three, line thirteen, after the word | 
“since,” strike out the remaining portion of the! 
section, and insert these words: "the ratification of 
the treaty of June 5, 1854, or to any persons or their | 
descendants named in the corrected lists referred to |: 
tn Senate amendment tothe fourth article of the | 
treaty of June 5, 1854: Provided also, That before the |; 
distribution of said consolidated fund asin theman- |} 
ner hereinbefore specified, the Secretary of the In- 
terior is hereby directed to deduct therefrom a sum 
of money equivalent to the aggregate amount re- 
ceived by those persons of Miami blood and descent, 
for whom provision was made by the third section of 
the act of June 12, 1858, out of the annual annuities 
paid since the passage of said act to individual 
Miamies referred to in the corrected lists of the 
Senate amendment to said treaty of June 5, 1854, 
and to pay the same to the said Miami Indians em- 
braced in said corrected lists.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. RICE, of Illinois. I ask permission 
of the gentleman from Ohio, who reported 
this bill back from the committee, to offer an 
amendment. 

_ Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I must decline to | 
yield for that purpose, and will call the pre- | 


Mr. RICE, of Illinois. 
have the amendinent read. 

The Clerk read ag follows: 

Src. —. That nothing in this act contained shall 
bo of any force or validity if, in the opinion of the 
Attorney General, it is contrary to or in conflict 
with the treaty between the United States and the 
said Miami tribe of Indians, dated June 5, 1854, 
and Senate amendments thereto, or other treaties 
between the same parties, it being the object and 
intention of the Government to observe its con- 
tracts with the Indians in good faith, and not allow 
them to be violated. 

Mr. RICH, of Ilinois. Will the gentleman | 
let meexplain why I want to offer that amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I will yield to the 
gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the 
object of the amendment is for the purpose 
of protecting the treaty rights of the western 
Miami Indians, who, according to their view 
and the view of those who have given atten- 
tion to the question, are jeopardized by the 
provisions of this bill. 

Not wishing to propose any amendments 
that are merely captious, I desire to put such 
a qualification in the bill as will preserve the 
treaty rights of the western Miamies accord- 
ing to the construction of the Attorney Gen- | 
eral, referring the question to him rather than | 
to the Indian Office. ‘Thatis the whole object |! 
of my amendment. 

junderstand that these lands, these reserved 
lands belonging to the western Miamies, are to 
be sold by this bill, and that the proceeds of 
the sale are to be distributed, not only to the 
western Miamics, who are now the tribe proper, 
but that other persons are to be included, who 
by the terms of the treaty, as we understand 
it, have no right to participate in that fand. 
Then there is another objection to the bill 
as it stands, which the amendment will meet. 
Certain persons claim the right to participate 
in the proceeds of the sale of these lands, 
who are Indians belonging to that portion of 
the tribe remaining in Indiana, and who were 
never admitted by the terms of the treaty, 
according to the corrected list of the Indiana 
Indians, to be entitled to the funds distributed 
to them by the Government. JI insist that no 
persons known as Indiana Jndians, who never 
emigrated West with the tribe to this reserva- 
tion, are entitled to draw from the fand, ex- 
cept those who are included in the corrected 
list referred to in this bill and in the treaty ; 
and that if other pergons are to be added it 


I should like to 


—— 


cannot be done by a decision of the Depart- 


i ment or the Indian office, but that by the 


terms of the treaty they are to be added by. 


i the council of the tribe, or what remains of 
the tribe in the State of Indiana ; that if they 


` 


wish to draw from the fund appropriated to ` 


! the Indiana Indians, or from the fund appro. 
|| priated to the western Miamies, it can only be, 


done with the consent of these tribes, or parts. 
of tribes ; and that under the treaty no person 
can properly be on that list to participate in 
this distribution who is not put on by the con- 
sent of these Indians in council. 

The object of this amendment is that this 
bill shall be operative to all intents and par- 
poses, except where it comes in conflict with 


i the provisions of the treaty of 1854, or the 


treaty theretofore made between the Govern: 
ment of the United States and the tribe of 
Miami Indians. There are two points in 
which I desire to protect the rights of the 
western Miami Indians: first, that the pro- 


i ceeds of the lands which belong to those who 


emigrated, not those who remained in Indiana, 
shall go to them; and secondly, that no per- 
son shall be allowed to draw from these funds 
who have never been recognized by the tribes 
themselves in council as belonging to the 
tribes, 

Now, I understand that on the list in the 
Indian office there are persons who are really 
French, who have very little Indian blood in 
them, and also persons who belong to the 


Pottawatomie tribe, who were never recog:- 


nized as belonging to the Miami tribe. Will 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Surra} accept 
the amendment or allow the House to vote 
upon it? 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. Lcannot consent toit. 

Mr. RICH, of Minois. I have evidence, 
although it is not now in my deek, that these 
persons have never been recognized as a part 
of the tribe, either by the Indiana Indians or 
by the western Miamics. I donotsee that the 
gentleman from Ohio- [Mr. Smita] can have 
any objection to allowing this bill to operate 
to its full extent, with the qualification that it 
shall not operate to the violation of the prop: 
erty secured to these Indians by treaty, and 
that that question shall be referred to the 
Attorney General, who is the proper officer 
to decide the question of law for the Govern- 
ment. A 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. This bill was framed 
for the express purpose of meeting to some 
extent the very objections which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Rice] has presented. We, 
by the terms of the bill, exclude the Miami 
Indians of Indiana, and others not belonging 
properly to the tribe, and we divide the whole 
proceeds among the western Miamies, who, 
under the treaty of 1854 and the statute of 
1858, received an allotment. As an evidence 
that those who are placed there under the 
statute .of 1858 are members of that branch 
of the western Miamies, they hold allotments 
of two hundred acres each in the lands re- 
served. And by a treaty which was proposed 
in 1869, but not ratified by the Senate, provis: 
ion was made for the final disposition of all 
their property. The Miamies proposed then 
to recognize, and did recognize those tribes 
placed out West by the law of 1858 as part of 
their tribe, by providing, in the treaty of 1869, 
that their children should share with the chil- 
dren of the rest. This was sanctioned by the 
head-men ofthe tribe. The bill therefore pro: 
tects both points the gentleman has referred 
to. The Miami Indians of Indiana are ex: 
pressly excluded by the terms of the treaty, 
and this billis framed in accordance with sal 
provision of the treaty. g 

Mr. SHANKS. I wish to callthe attention 
of the House to the fact that by the treaty ot 
1840 the Miami Indians of Indiana were t0 
move west of the Mississippi river. In ac- 
cordance with a law passed in 1850 they were 
aliowed six years to go, and in 1846 they were 
provided with territory by the executive 
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department. There were excepted two or 
three families, who are permitted to remain in 
Indiana, and some did not go West on account 
of being sick, &c. A subsequent arrangement 
was made by which those who remained in 
[Indiana were not to have any share in the 
“funda of those who went West, but there were 
gome of these Indians in Indiana, near Fort 

Wayne, who were by the act of 1838 permitted 
: to take lands of the Miami tribe, and from that 
time codperated with that tribe, 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I must now insist 
upon the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to beengrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the 
vote ‘by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REMOVAL OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. AVERILL, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported adversely upon the 


nesota for the removal of the Chippewa In- 
dims from their reservation at the mouth of 
Pigeon river, Minnesota; which was laid on 
the table. 


NET LAKE INDIANS. 


Mr. AVERILL also reported back adversely 
the memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, 
for completing a wagon-road for the purpose 
of facilitating the payment of the Net Lake 
© Indians; which was laid on the table. 

INDIAN TREATIES. 

Mr. AVERILL, from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, and with 
the recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to open negotiations with In- 


purpose of commuting all annuities now pay- 
able in kind, and to report his doings to Con- 
gress for its adoption, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, ‘I'he first section pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
enter into negotiations with any of the Indian 
Nations or tribes with which we have treaty 


joint resolution of the Legislature of Min- | 


dian nations, tribes, or individuals, for the | 


5 


stipulations conditioned that the United States 
shall pay or deliver annuities to the nation, or ! 


tribe, or individuals, any article or articles in | 


.. kind, or article whatever of value, other than 
; , Money, securities, or lands, with a view tothe 
commutation in money, in single or annual 
payments, to be made to the nation, tribe, or 


individual entitled under treaty ; provided, | 
however, that the period for the payment or 


payments of the commutation money shall in 
no case extend beyond the period of ten years 
from the passage of this act. 

‘The second section provides that it is hereby 
made the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to make to both Houses of Congress, at their 
next ensuing session after such negotiation is 


concluded with any nation, tribe, or individual |: 


ndian, a special and detailed report of the 
same; and no such agreement or negotiation 
shall be of any effect until it has been adopted 
by Congress. 


dhe third section provides that all laws ii : LEG Babe hin 
Oor- parts of laws authorizing or directing the | Proper agents or commissioners, to be by him į 


appointment or licensing of Indian traders be, | 


and the same are hereby, repealed. 


i 
The amendment reported by the committee | Lane : ‘ ; 
repor ed oy | reservation of said tribes, in Wyoming Terri- 
i 
i 


Was in sect 
ines eleven, twelve, thirteen, and fourteen, as 

+ ? ° 
follows: 


Provided, however, That the period for the pay- 
Ment or payments of the commutation money shall 
P no caso extend beyond the period of ten years 
rom the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 


ion one, to strike out the proviso in | 


i 
| 
l table. 
| 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
|. Mr. AVERILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POTTAWATOMIE AND OTHER INDIANS. 


Mr. BOLES, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, 
the bill of the Senate (S. No. 988) to provide 
bomes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
| Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory. 

The bill, which was read, provides for the 
| issuing by the Secretary of the Interior of cer- 
tificates by which allotments of lands lying 
within the thirty miles square tract hereto. 
fore selected for the Pottawatomie Indians 
next west of the Seminole reservation in the 
Indian territory, shall be made to each mem- 


ber of the Pottawatomie band, known as the 


i to each head of family and each other mem- 
| ber of the tribe twenty-one years of age, not 
more than a quarter section, and to each minor 
; not more than eighty acres, such allotment 
being made to include, as far as practicable, 
i for each family, the improvements which they 
| may have made. Certificates of allotment are 
to be made in severalty, specifying the names 
| Of the individuals to which they have been 
| assigned, and that the tracts are set apart for 


i 

t 

| Pottawatomie citizen band, in this manner: 
| 

t 


; the exclusive and perpetual use and benefit 


| of such assignees and their heirs. Until other- 
wise provided for by law, these tracts are to 
be exempt from levy, tax, or sale, and shall 


|| be alienable only to persons of Indian blood 


| lawfully residing within the terzitory, with the 
permission of the President, under such regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 


was to strike out the first section of the bill. 

Mr. BOLES. That is the section referring 
to the Pottawatomies. The objection to that 
| is that they are citizens of the United States, 
i These Indians have been declared citizens of 
the United States, and therefore the committee 
| thought proper to recommend that this section 
be stricken out, and they instruct me to ask 
i that the bill, as amended, be passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and received its third reading, and 
| Was passed. 

Mr. BOLES moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was then amended by 

i striking out the word ‘‘ Pottawatomie.”’ 
SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 

: Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on 

| Indian Affairs, reported back, with an amend- 


| 

iment, House bill No. 1914, to authorize the j; 
| Seerctary of the Interior to negotiate with the ji 
1 
i 
ł 
! 


chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and Ban- 
nock tribes of Indians for the relinguishment 
| of a portion of their reservation in Wyoming 


ii Territory. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to negotiate, through 


for the. relinquishment of that portion of the 


_tory, which is situate south of the central 


_ dividing ridge between the Big Popoagie and | 


! Little Wind rivers, and to cede to said tribes 
; lands lying north of their present reservation, 


? 
i equal in area to any lands by them ceded; | 
| and that it shall be the duty of the Secretary |; 


to report all proceedings under this act to 
Congress for approval or rejection. 


The amendment reported by the committee | 


appointed, with the chiefs and head-men of | 
ii the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians, 
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“ Little Wind rivers,” the words “and south 
of the forty-third parallel.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
; bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it yas accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. MITCHELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ALASKA. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on In 
dian Affairs, reported adversely upon Honse 
bill No. 2174, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to take jurisdiction over the people 
! of Alaska called Indians, and for oiher pur- 
poses; and the same was laid upon the table. 


RED BEAR, A CHIPPBWAY CHIEF. 


Mr. ADAMS also, from the same commit: 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2636) for the 
relief of Red Bear, a chief of the Pembina 
| band of Chippeway Indians: which was read 
a first and second time, : 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The preamble of the bill states that provis- 
ion was made in the nintb article of a treaty 
with the Red Lake and Pembina bands of 
Chippeway Indians, concluded October 2, 
1863, for setiing apari out of the tract of land 
ceded to the United States by the second arti- 
cle of said treaty a reservation of six hundred 
' and forty acres for the chief Red Bear, on 
| the north side of the Pembina river ; but that, 
; by reason of the lands having been entered to 
such an extent by settlers, no tract of land of 
i} six hundred and forty acres in compact form 
| was left on the north side of the river suitable 
to the uses of said chief. 

The bill accordingly provides that in view 
| of the uniform good conduct and friendly dis- 
position toward the Government of the United 
! States of said chief Red Bear, he shall be 
authorized to make selection of the reserva- 
tion comemplated for him by ibe treaty of 
i October 2, 1863, out of any unoccupied lands 
ceded to the United States by the provisions 
of the second article of said treaty. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it waa 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
i| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
| table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 

RICHARD G. MURPHY. 


: Mr. ADAMSalso, from the same committee, 
|, reported adversely upon the memorial for the 
j reliefof Richard G. Murphy, late United States 


Indian agent for the Sioux of Minnesota; and 
| the same was laid on the table. 
INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN NEW MEXICO, 
: Mr. ADAMS also, from the same commit- 
| tee, reported adversely upon the petition of 
| Gustave Elsberg and Jacob Amberg for relief 
i for depredations committed upon their prop- 
erty by Indians in New Mexico: and the same 
was laid on the table. 
J. A. VIALE. 

Mr. ADAMS also, from the same committees, 
i reported back a letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior in relation to affidavits in bis Depart- 
ment in answer to charges made by M. M. 
i; McCauley against J. A. Viall, superintendent 


i uper 

i| of Indian affairs for Montana Territory, and 
i! moved that the committee be discharged from 
i 
t 


i the further consideration of the same, aud that 


i it be referred to the Committee on the Public 
H 


Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 
OSAGE TRUST LANDS. 
Mr. ADAMS also, from the same com. 


The amendment was to insert after the words || mittee, reported adversely upon the petition 
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of L. Spirling and fifty-nine others, settlers on 


Osage trust lands, for extension of time | 


of payment for lands; and the same was laid 
on the table. : 
ELBRIDGE GERRY. 


Mr. BURDETT, from the Committee on | 


Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 


2687) to compensate Elbridge Gerry for im- | 


portant services; which was read a first and 
second time. i 

The questioun was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. — y 

The bill, which was reaa, appropriates from 
the Treasury the sum of $13,200, to be paid 
to Elbridge Gerry, in full compensation for 
‘valuable services rendered the Government in 
1864. 

Mr. ADAMS. I opposed this bill in com- 
mittee, and I am opposed to it now. I hope 
before the House is called upon to pass it there 
will be some explanation of it. 
makes an appropriation, I make the point of 
order that it must receive its first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken, and the bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BURDETT. I move that the bill and 
the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


ERASTUS S. JOSLYN. 


Mr. BURDETT also, from the same com- ; 


mittee, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1499) for the relief of Erastus 
S. Joslyn, of Washington Territory. 

The bill was read. It proposes to appro- 
priate out of any money in ihe Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated $4.000, to pay Erastus 
S. Joslyn tor the use and occupancy of his 
farm in Washington Territory as an Indian 
reservation. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make the 
point of order that this bill contains an appro- 
priation, and must go to the Committee of the 

hole on tbe Private Calendar. 

Mr. BURDETT. There is an amendment 
ìu the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. That does not obviate the 
point of order. 

Mr. BURDETT. It will be found that the 
substitute is so drawn, or was intended to be so 
drawn, as not to make an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. That does not obviate the 
point of order if it be insisted upon, because 
the House might not agree to the substitute, 
and the original bill would be before it. 

Mr. BURDETT. Then let this bill also, 
with the accompanying report, be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole ou the 
Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. BURDETT also, from the same com- 


mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1029) to 
abolish the office of superintendent of Indian 
aTairs, aud moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihope that the House will 
not sustain the recommendation of the com- 
mittee in regard to this bill. 
which manifestly, I think, ought to pass; and 
if there is enough time left to allow a discus- 
sion of the question—— 

„The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the 
bill on the table is not debatable. 
_ Mr. BURDETT. The bill proposes to abol- 
ish all the Indian superintendencies; and it 
has been thought, by a majority at least of the 


committee, that the time has not come for us | 


in this manner to change entirely thé whole 
structure of the machinery of our Indian sys- 
tem. This is the reason the committee have 
reported adversely. 
Mr. ADAMS. If I can have time, and can 
et the attention of the House, I think I can 
emonstrate that this bill ought to be enacted 


And as it | 


It is a measure | 


iy 
| 
| 
i 
| 


i 


into a law. It proposes simply to abolish the 
office of Indian superintendent, an office which 
is now filled, I believe, by eight incumbents, 
and costs the Government of the United States 
annually the sum of $80,000. Now. I would 
like the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bur- 
DETT, } or some other gentleman, to show— 

Mr. BURDETT. [I believe the question is 


| not debatable, and there is other business 


which the committee wish to submit. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the 
bill on the table is not debatable, and the gen- 
tileman from Missouri [Mr. BurpEetr] objects 
to debate. 3 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Burpert, that the bill be laid on the table, 
it was agreed to. 

JAMES STEVENS. 

Mr. SHANKS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. 
No. 744) for the relief of James Stevens, and 
moved that the bill þe laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REMOVAL OF OSAGE INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS also, from the same commit- 


tee, reported back adversely a communication || 


from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting an estimate of appropriations required 
to pay certain expenses connected with the 
removal of the Osage Indians, and moved that 
the same be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

W. F. AND Q. M. DYER. 

Mr. SHANKS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back adversely a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, relating to 
the account of William F. & G. M. Dyer, for 
beef cattle furnished the Piute Indians in 
Nevada during the winter of 1861-62, and 
moved that the same be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘TREASURY INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. LYNCH. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to report a letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with accompanying papers, relating 


ii to the examination of the administration of the 


Treasury Department by acommittee appointed 
by him, and also the report of the Committee 


on Expenditures of the Treasury Department | 


upon the same subject, with the testimony 


taken by us, and to move that these various | 


documents be printed and recommitted. 
There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on } 


Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles ; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) appointing 
commissioners to inquire into depredations 
on the frontiers of the State of Texas; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) to amend 
the resolution for the relief of James Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867 ; 

An act (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 


An act (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of G. |! 
S.. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, for the || 


reissue of a certain bond ; 

An act (H. R. No. 206) for the relief of 
George C. Haynie; 

An act (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 


j| mouy in the courts of the United States; 
An act (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the | 


appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
at alternate life-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1872, to be expended in employing crews 
at such stations, and for such periods, and at 
such compensation, as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem reasonable, not to exceed 


ii pro tempore to oneadjournment. 


forty dollars per month for each person em- 
ployed ; 

An act (S. No. 793) to amend an act ap- 
| proved February 28, 1871, amending an act 
approved May 31, 1870, entitled “ An act to 
enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of thig 
Union, and for other purposes ;”’ 

An act (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin at La Crosse ; 

An act (H. R. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the States 
of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and 
Territory of Dakota; 

An act (H. R. No. 878) for the relief of 
settlers on the Osage lands in the State of 
Kansas ; 

An act H(. R. No. 1016) to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the 
United States ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for 
other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 1496) to carry out cer- 
tain provisions of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, 
and for the relief of settlers on the Cherokee 
lands in the State of Kansas ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Harding; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1948) for the relief of 
Robert Williams, jr., collector, third district 
Ohio. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
committee on the tariff bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill. . 

Mr. KERR. I must object, and I object 
for the purpose of getting to the regular order 
of business. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


| The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make 
a request of a personal nature to himself. Pri- 
vate business renders it necessary he should be 
absent from the city to-morrow and next day, 
and it is not within the competency of the Chair 
under the rules to appoint a Speaker pro tem- 
pore beyond one adjournment. The rules limit 
the Speaker in the appointment of a Speaker 
Ifthe House | 
will agree, however, that to-morrow at the close 
of the session it will take a recess until a quar- 
ter of an hour or ten minutes before eleven © 
o'clock, the time of meeting the next day, with- 
out an adjournment, that will bring it under 
the rule. The Chair would not be willing to 
surrender the Saturday session, which so many 
members desire to be held on account of the 
pressure of business at this stage of the ses- 
sion; but if the House will agree to takea 
recess until a quarter of an hour before eleven 
o’clock a. m. of the next day, it will bring the 
matter within the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
House take a recess from to morrow until a 

uarter of an hour before eleven of the next 


ay. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers not to 
i have the matter submitted to a majority vote, 
but will ask for unanimous consent. soe i 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. : : 

Mr. TAFFE. Would that prevent the House 
adjourning over Saturday if it so desired? 

The SPEAKER. It would not prevent the 
House having no session: on Saturday. With 
that the Chair has nothing to do. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the House unan- 
imously consent to the Speaker appointing the 
same Speaker pro tempore for to-morrow an 
for Saturday, what is there to prevent it? 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that 
| the Speaker shall have the right to name any 


a 
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“member to perform the duties of the Chair, 
‘but such substitute shall not extend beyond 
an adjournment, i 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. But cannot the 
Speaker be authorized to do so by the unan- 
jmous consent of the House ? 

. The SPEAKER. The Chair apprelends 
that it might be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the motion, 
“then, that the Speaker have unanimous con- 
gent to appoint a Speaker pro tempore for two 
days, to-morrow and the next day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous con- 
sent given that the Chair may name a Speaker 
pro tempore for Friday and Saturday? Of 
course it leaves the question of a session on 
Satarday to be determined by the Honse. If 
the Chair hears no objection, he will, before 
the close of to-day’s session, name a Speaker 
pro tempore for both sessions. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Then the last order might 
be rescinded. 

The SPEAKER. The last order will be 
rescinded. The Chair will name a Speaker 
pro tempore for to-morrow’s session and Sat- 


urday’s session, if one shall be held on that | 


day. 
TARIFF. 

The motion of Mr. Dawes was agreed to; 
and the House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorer in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
© No. 2822) to rednce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
e (Mr. Maywarp] is entitled to the 

oor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] desires a moment to 
make a personal explanation. | hope he wiil 
be allowed to do so by general consent. 

Mr. WOOD. I had the honor to address 
the committee some days since on the bill 
under consideration. din the course of my 
remarks | animadverted on some of the offi- 
cers of the War Department, who were selling 
the public property and accounting for the pro- 
ceeds by becoming the purchasers themselves, 
and making such returns as in their judgment 
was proper. I quoted from the letter of the Sec- 
retary of War, Executive Document No. 200, 
page 28, to prove this allegation, showing that 
General Albert J. Myer, the chief of the Sig- 
nal Bureau, had sold signal equipments belong- 
ing to the Government, and that in the table 
which he furnishes himself ii is set down that 
he himself became the purchaser of those 
equipments. I have this morning received a 
letter from that gentleman, which I desire to 
have read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Tf it would answer the 
same purpose, it would save time to let the 
letter be printed in the Globe merely. 

Mr. WOOD. [Itis very short. [should like 
to have it read. 

l'he Clerk read as follows : 

Wan DEPARTMENT, 


Orrics or TAE Cuter SIGNAL OFFICER, 
WASHINGTON, D: C., Aprii 30, 1872. 

„Drar Sir: Referring to statements quoted in the 
Globe as made by you in debate on the 27th instant 
in reference to sales of property belonging to the 
signal service of the United States, it is proper to 
say that you have been apparently misicd by tbe 
statement of Executive Document No. 250; page 23, 
whieh is incorrectly printed. 

The sales made by this office in 1870 and 1871 were 
to, Commodore J. J. Almy, acting as chief signal 
sticer of the Navy, and were transfers to the Navy 

partment (at cost price to the War Department,) 
of property needed for immediate use in the naval 
service, 

here were no sales to the chief signal officer of 
the Army, 

Lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

a ys ALBERT J. MYER, 
Brigadier General and Chief Signal Officer Army. 
Hon, Fernanpo Woop, 
louse of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Mr. WOOD. I desire io give General Myer 
the full benefit of his explanation, stating at 


the same time that I quoted from the official 
document as printed for the use of the House; 
and that while it acquits him of being the pur- 
chaser of these articles, it confers that honor 
upon the signal officer of the Navy instead 
of the signal officer of the Army. 

Mr. DAWES. In connection with the same 
matter, when it was before the committee the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] was 
under the impression, and so charged, that the 
Secretary of War had increased his expend- 
itures by the amount of $8,000,000, which he 
had received from the sale of arms, and had 
covered his deficiency by the appropriation of 
thatsum. The gentleman used this language: 

“During the last fiscal year, in defiance of that 


law, the War Department, as is shown by the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, expended $8,000,- 


000 in excess of the appropriation, and sold arms to | 


the French to make good the deficiency, and the 
proceeds of these arms aro now deposited in the 
Treasury to the credit of the Department, subject 
to be drawn out by it.” 

I have here, sir, a letter from the Secretary 
of War giving a statement of every expendi- 
ture of the War Department during the last 


year, and the act making the appropriation. | 


I also bave a copy of the warrant on the 
Treasury, which covers each of those expendi- 


tures, and a copy of the warrant by which j 


$8,000,000 was covered into the general 
account of the Treasury last November. These 


papers I desire to have printed in the Globe. | 
There was no objection; and.it was so | 


The documents are as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON Crry, April 29, 1872. 
Dear Str: I send herewith, in accordance with 
your verbal request of to-day, a stutement in regard 


ordered. 


to the amounts received and disbursed by this | 


Department on account of the appropriation for 
ordnance, ordnance stores, &c., for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871. 


Hon. Mr. Beck, in his speech in the Houseof Rep- | 


resentatives on Saturday last, remarks: 

“During the last fiscal year, in defiance of that 
law, (act of July 12, 1870,) the War Department, as is 
shown by the report of the Seeretary of the Treas- 


ury, expended $8,000,000 in excoss of the appropria- ii 


tions and sold arms to the French to make good the 
deficiency; and the proceeds of those arms are now 
deposited in the Treasury to the credit of that 
Department, subject to be drawn out by it.” 

Mr. BECK is in error at al) points. 


Hoy 


In tho first place, the War Department did not | 


expend any sum in excess of appropriations made 
by law, and therefore it had no deficiency to make 
good. 

In the secand place, it did not sell arms te make 
good the deficiency. 

Inthe third place, when ordnance and ordnance 
stores, &c., are sold, the proceeds must be paid into 
the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation made 
specifically for ordnance, ordnance stores, &c., and 
could not be drawn upon except for expenses for 
ordnance, ordnance stores, &e., alone. Therefore, 


i Washington arsena 


even if there were a deficiency or overexpenditure | 


on other accounts, the money to the credit of ord- ij 


nance stores, &., could not, by any possibility, under 


existing laws, be used to makeit good. And this į 
rule applies to all appropriations. All money must i 
be used for the specific purpose for which itis appro- | toed.” 


In the fourth place, the proceeds of the sales |. 


priated and no other. 


referred to arc not now deposited in the Treasury 
to the credit of the War Department, subject to be 
drawn out by it, as stated by Mr. BECK, but, on the 
contrary, they were on the 24th of October, 1871, 
carried to the surplus fund, by warrant No. 119, 
(copy herewith,) and ean no more be drawn upon by 
the War Department than ifthe money were not in 
existence, It stands no longer to the credit of the 
War Department, but has gone into the general fund 
of the Treasury, subject to the action of Congress 
alone. 

Lastly, if any one supposes that either previous 
to the fiscal year 1870-71, or thereafter, any_moncy 


Covered into ‘the Treasury from appropriation for 
ordnance, ordnance stores, &c., per surplus War- 
rant No. 119 (copy inclosed)........ ss $18,714,929 59 
It may be proper to add that no specific appropri- 

ation for ordnance, ordnance stores, &c.,.was made 

in the annual appropriation bill for the year end- 

ing June 30, 1871. 

The inelosed copy of warrant No. 119, surplus 
fund, includes all appropriations for the ordnance 
department from which money was covered into 
the surplus fund. 

Very respectfully. your obedient servant. 

WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War., 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, House of Representatives. 


{Appropriation warrant, No. 119. War Department.] 
To the Comptrollersand Register of the Treasury : 
Congress having, by the, hereinafter mentioned 


i act, mado provisions fora “surplus fand,” you are 


hereby directed to debit on the books of the Treas- 

ury which relate to the appropriation accounts for 

the fiscal year ending June 39, 1871, the following 

accounts, respectively, and carry the same to the 

credit of said fund, and for so doing this shall be 
your warrant. 

Given, in duplicate, under my hand and the seal 

of the ‘Treasury Department, this 24th day of 

{u..8.] October, in the year of our Lord 1871, and of 

independence the ninety-sixth, 
g J. F. HARTLEY, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
Received, registered, and countersigned October 


R. W. TAYLER, 
First Comptroller. 
Received and registered October 25, 1871. 

J. A. GRAHAM, e 
Assistant Register. 
By the fifth and sixth sections of ‘An act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1871,” approved July 12. 


Purchase of arms, &e..... $90,049 O2 
Ordnance, ordnance stores, Æc.. 18,714,929 59 
Armament of fortifications... 58,575 80 
Purchase of gunpowder and lead... 616,442 64 
Ordnance service... 95,752 91 
National armories..... i 1,929,917 63 
Repairs, &e., at Springfield armory 1,904 35 
48,858 50 

9,608 L4 

72,348 13 

65 84 

Augusta arsenal... 4,195 05 

: Baton Rouge arsenal 1,437 76 
Benecia arsenal...... 20 48 

: Columbus arsenal... 212 8: 
© Champiain arsenal 579 8U 
i: Fort Union arsenal... 43 45 
: Indianapolis arsenal... 82,266 |] 
Mount. Vernon arsenal 3,946 94 
New York arsenal... 209 85 


Pikesvilic arsenal . 
Si. Louis arsenal... 
Vancouver arsenal, 


Waterviiet arsenal, 
Watertown arsenal 


Purchase of artille: 20,076 65 


$21,765,403 07 


Tota. cccee bs dvovesbadacunesincsivines’ 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
SECOND Avpriror’s OFFICE, 
October 18, 1871. 
1 certify that the above-named amounis, uot being 
needed for the settlement of any accounts now pend- 
ing in thie office, may he carried to the “surplus 


E. P. FRENCH, Auditor. 


I certify that the foregoing is a true copy from the 
books of the Treasury Department of the original 


warrant. J. H. SAVILLE, Chief Clerk. 


War DEPARTMENT, April 30, 18 

Dear Sir: The following is a listof the appro- 
priations made by Congress, under the direction of 
the War Department, for the fiscal year ending June 
30,1871. The volume and page of the statutes in 


=o 
roars 


i: which each may be found is given in the margin: 


i For rivers and harbors 


has been improperly expended by the War Depart- | 


ment in excess of appropriations, let the matter he 

investigated. : 

There was, on the 30th June, 1870, to the eredit of 
the appropriation tor ordnance, ordnance stores, 

ESEI ETETE AE E $10,618,854 48 

the taking effect of the act of July 12, 

1870) during the fiscal year ending 


June 830, UST cece ccesersecetees ee eeeete teres 139,154 06 


Lea VINE. -ececsececs ce ceeceeeegreecesenetensesees, 10,479,700 42 
Paid into the Treasury to the eredit of 
appropriation for ordnance, ordnance 
stores, &c., during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 187], on account of the 
proceeds of sales, &¢....ree sso ee 


Total to credit of said appropriation 
June 30, 1871..... 


. $3,945,900 0V 


For fortifications neseser, : « 1,311,500 09 
For additional appropriation for fort i 
on site of Fort Tompkins... seses 238,000 41 
: For improvement on the falls of Ohio 
river and Louisville canal, and for 
Des Moines rapids improvement... 541,000 0V 
< Bor Army approprietion—military es- 9 
tablishments proper. we 29,321,367 22 
For armorics and arsen 1,212,912 55 
For Military Academy 814,869 20 
For arming and equippin 200.000 00 
For bronze statue of General Scott. 20,000 09 
For relief of private parties under A 
i. rY ACtE..ssoncstrsesenarosasnosersóosrinsonss 97,688 15 
': For deficiency appropriation for 
ending June 30, L871... csc cena sreeereee 3,419,016 53 
Totals s a eee TE OAS $40,622,254 06 


8,235,229 17 | 


$18,714,929 59 


There was expended for the same fiscal year, on 
account of what are technically called “ indefinite 


3000 
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appropriations;” that is, such as former statutes re- 
quired to be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, and for which no specific 


sum is appropriated in the annual appropriation 


pills, a total of $13,671,152 99. The items which form i 


this sum will be found in detail in the accompany- 


ing copy of the “indefinite appropriation warrant.” | 
The expenditures of the War Department for the |: 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, uuder all heads, may 
pe briefly and accurately stated thus: Aea 
Appropriated in annual appropriation bills, includ- 
ing permanent, AP PTOPTIALiONS... ee $40,622,254 06 
There was Fee a the Treasury 
nexpended April 1,1872, of theabove : 
amount gahasseade $ osekan aan ir apaes Er EEA AD NE 3,405,884 09 


iving the total expended under this 
Oae era TA E rnas SERN 
Add to this the expenditures tor indefi- — - 

nite APPTOPTIALIO DS... ceeccsreecceererrerecees 13,671,152 99 


a ded by War Department 
Tol expem eio a aas11e 360,887,522 96 


for above fiscal yea.. sere ren 


No part of the above sum has been expended 
axcept by aurbority of law, | 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. H. L. Dawns, Louse of Representatives. 
{Warrant No. 115, issued June 30, 1871.! 
Indefinite and relief, 

By an act to indemnify the States for expenses 

incurred by chem in defense of the United States, 
276,) approved July 27, 1861. Refund- 
expenses incurred in raising volun- 


By an v provide ior the paymont 
of borses and other property lost or 
destroyed iu the military service of 
the United States, (9 Statutes, 414,) 
approved 1 3,1849. Horses and 
other property lost in the military 
service... AET 

By an act appropriations for 
sundry civil exponsex of tho Govern- 
ment for thə year ending June 30, 
1867, and for other purposes, (14 Stat- 
utes, 322 and 323, sections 12 and 16,) 
approved July 23, 1866. Bounty un- 
der act Bth July, 106. cece resas 

By joint resolution in regard to rations 
of Union soldiers held as prisoners of 
war, (12 Statutes, 364,) approved July 
%, 1866. Commutation of rations to 

 PEIBOD ELS OË WAL essences vored trdi 

By un act to reimburse the States of 

ndinna and Ohio for moneys ex- 
pended tor the United States, enroll- 
ing, equipping, and provisioning mil- 
itia forces, to be used in suppressing 
tho robellion, (5 Statutes, 9,) approved 
March 20, 1867. Reimbursing State 
of Indiana ior expenses incurred in 
enrolling, &¢,, hor militia... eee 

By an act to authorize the Secretary of 
War to settle and adjust the expenses 
of the Rogue River Indian war, (10 
Statutes, 307,) approved July 17, 1854, 
Rogue River Indian war... eee 

By section three of an act to reimburse 
the State of Kansas for moncys ex- 
pended for the United States in en- 
rolling, equipping, and provisioning 
militia forces to aid in suppressing 
the rebollion, (16 Statutes, 402,) ap- 
proved February 2, 1871. Compensa- 
tion of commissions to audit Kansas 

By the thirteenth section of an act to 
amend laws relating to internal rev- 
enue and for other purposes, (14 Stat- 
utes, 480,) approved March 2, 1867. 
Payment of tax on salaries.. sses... 

By an act making appropriation to 
satisfy n judgment obtained against 
Grenville M. Dodge, late an oficer 
of the United States, and others, tor 
acts done by them in the line of their 
duty, (16 Statutes, 36,) approved May 
6, 1870. Judgment against Grenville 
M. Dodge and others... cece eee 

By an act for the relief of Malinda 
Harmon, widow of Jacob Harmon, 
deceased, of Greene county, Tennes- 
see, (17 Statuiss, 77,) approved Janu- 
ary 21,1871. Relief of Malinda Har- 
MON, WIDOW, KG... ceccccsseteccetseeteseneese 

By an act for the relief of the Ken- 
tucky University, (17 Statutes, 76,) 
approved January 17, 1871. Relief 
of the Kentucky University... oe 

By an act for the relief Mrs. Caroline 
G. Gardner, widow of Brevet Briga- 
dier General John L., Gardner, (17 
Statutes, 80,) approved February 14, 
1871. Relief of Mrs. Caroline G. 
Gardner, WidOW....sscscsiserseeseesseees 

By an act for the relief of Joseph Ane 
derson, a citizen of Davidson county, 
Tennessee. (17 Statutes, 86,) approved 
March 2, 1871. Relief of Joseph An- 
derson, of Davidson county, Tennes- 
BOC siias EEREN EEA 


228,836 75 


10,656,300 53 


15,964 00 


100 00 


33,844 83 


330 00 


91 94 


4,696 70 


25,000 0U 


1,554 00 


15,000 00 


‘Amount carried forward s-sess $18,365,942 97 Í 


By an act for the relie 


< $2,379,246 72 | 


4,350 00 | 


Amount brought forward... $13,365,942 97 

By an act for the relief of William 
Chinn, (7 Sratutes, 97,) approved 
March 3, 1871. Relief of William 
Chita a e a AES 
By an act for the relief of Shadrick 
Saunders, Daniel Moore, Alexander 
Forbes, and others, citizens of Peters- 
burg, Virginia, (17 Statutes, 78,) ap- 
proved February 4, 1871. Relief of 
Shadrick Saunders, and others, of 
Petersburg, Virginia... reece 

ief of Bryan R. 
Young, (17 Statutes, 89,) approved 
mare) 3, 1871. Relief of Bryan R. 


723 00 


672 00 


By an a elief of General 
John C. MeQuiston and Jeremiah D, 
Skeen, of Indiana, (17 Statutes, 98,) 
approved February 27, 1871. Relief 
of General Jobn C. McQuiston and 
Jeremiah D. SKeen, ...scce-eseseeerseeseere 

By an act for the relict of Abram G. 
Snyder. of the Watervliet arsenal, at 
West Troy, New York, (17 Statutes, 
98,) approved March 3, 1871. Relief 
of Abram G. Snyder... Saiko 

By a joint resolution for the relief of 
William P. Thomasson, (17 Statutes, 
102,) approved March 3, 1871. Relief ne 
of William P. Thomasson....... edict SSS, 377 70 

By a resolution to compensate John L. 
Miles, late second lieutenant of the 
Indiana battery, for one horse lost 
in the service, (17 Statutes, 103,) ap- 
proved March 3, 1871. Compensation 
of Jobn L, Milos... cesses resres tresse 


2,000 00 


150 00 


13,374,865 67 
To theabove must be added the amount 
paid to the National Asylum for Dis- 
abled Volunteers.....ccccccceesecessseenees 296,287 32 


313.871,152 99 


Mr. BECK. I desire to say one word. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ido not care how long 
these pro bono publico explanations go on, 
provided they are not taken out of the time 
allotted to myself. 

Mr. BECK. I will not occupy a minute. 
I will explain why I made the statement to 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
referred. I made it because the last report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury shows, on 
page 5, that the expenditures of the War De- 
partment last year were $35,000,000 ; and his 
report also shows that the appropriation for 
them was only $29,500,000. The report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, while it gives 
the expenditures of the War Department as 
$35,799,991 82, upon page d of the appendix 
to the report states the amount expended by 
the military Department in detail thus: 


Military Establishment. 


Pay department 
Commissary department.. 
Quartermasters department.. 
Urdnance department... 
Forts and fortifications... 
Improvement of rivers and harbors 
Military Academy......... 
Medical department.. 
¥reedmen’s Bureau... a ie 
National Asylum for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers....... 
Bounties to soldie ode > 
Reimbursing States for raising volun- 
TOBEE. aaar againd rS ay TSSA AS 
Horses and other property lost in ser- 
WACO releven keidas uraani rika i 
Contingencies of the Army....... Dee 
Washington and Oregon volunteers in 
5 and 1856 a 
Payments under relief acts.. 
Capture of Jefferson Davis... A 
Bronze equestrian statue of Lieutenant 


.. $6,146,981 79 
3,483,668 52 


173,294 05 


2,379,246 72 
228.836 75 
257,404 39 


42,131 71 
110,887 67 
11 50 


General Winfield Scott...ccssssuseesees 15,000 00 
44,080,084 95 

Deduct proceeds of sales of ordnance, 
GEO ee atesssssuss Snes OTO PAEA PETERET 8,280,093 13 


Total military establishment.. .........$35,799,991 82 


Mr. DAWES. I stated atthe time that it 
was only a book-keeping. I had seen the books 
of the War Department, and seen that they 
covered every dollar of the expenditures. 

Mr. BECK. But only $29,500,000 were 
appropriated, as the laws show. : 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; the gentleman is 
mistaken there. There was a general appro- 
priation, of which this is the balance. You 


{t will see in the Globe of to-morrow all the 


warrants. 


Mr. MAYNARD. As this is an entirely 


463,210 82 | 


+ _ 296,287 32 
10,656,300 53 | 


new subject, it has never been heard of before 
in the House. Of course the Chair's eye will 
fall upon the dial at this particular moment, 
and will not charge me with the time that has 
been occupied by this explanation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bascocx, one of his secretaries, 
informed the House that the President had 
approved and signed a bill of the following 
title; 

A bill (H. R. No. 174) repealing the duty 
on tea and coffee. 

The message also announced that the bill 
(H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of Isaac B. 
Kinkead, received by the President April 15, 
1872, and not having been returned within ten 
days (Sundays excepted) after presentation, 
has become a law under the Constitution. 

TARIFE 

The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. MAYNARD addressed the committee, 
[His remarks will be found in the Appendix. } 

Mr. KERR also addressed the committee. 
[His remarks wili be found in the Appendix. ] 

In the course of Mr. Kerg’ s speech, 

Mr. DAWES said: 1 would like to state to the 
House that there are quite a number of gentle- 
men still desiring to speak upon this question, 
and I hope they will bear in mind that the 
debate closes to-morrow at three o'clock; 
that the order was wade, aud a motion to 
reconsider laid upon the table, so that, as I, 
understand the rules, it is fixed. If any gen- 
tlemen will come here to debate the bill this 
evening, J will try and have the House here, 
and I would like to have an indication of the 
wish of the House on that subject so that we 
may not come here and have no one to speak. 

Mr. KERR. I cannot yield for that purpose 
now. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resuined the chair, a mevsage 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsox, one of 1 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed, 
withoutamendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1194) 
directing the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to credit John Says, of Ohio, with 
the sum therein named. 

TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole then resumed 
its session. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. I yield the remainder 
of my time to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. SPEER. | 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, the proper regulation of the fiuauces 
of the country is at once difficult and import- 
ant. That we must have revenue to defray 
the expenses of the Government, pay the in- 
terest on its debt, and provide for the gradual 
reduction of the principal, is not questioned 
by any man or party. But bow shall this 
revenue be raised? From what source shall 
it be drawn? These are the questions that 
meet us at the threshold, and must be settled 
before anything practical can be done. The 
answers to these questions are as numerous 
and conflicting as the interests of the country 
themselves. Nor is this surprising. With our 
extended and diversified territory; our ocean 
and inland communication; our vast minera 
wealth, and our boundless agricultural re- 
sources, it is to be expected that the friends 
and representatives of the various interests 
and elements that make cur country so great 
and so prosperous will not be able always to 
see and to think alike. And it may be best 
that it is so. Zeal, guided by wisdom and 
earnestness, free from selfishness, will give to 


! the nation wholesome legislation, and to the 


people continued prosperity. 

No stronger evidence of the difficulties at- 
tending the regulation of the national revenues 
can be furnished than we have in the action 
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`of the Committee of Ways and Means, itis! 
composed of nine members, six Republicans 
and three Democrats. Tor five months this 
committee has been patiently and faithfully at 
“work hearing. the representatives of all sec- 
“tions and interests, and bringing to.the dis- 
charge of its duties great practical knowledge 
and a sincere desire to relieve the burdens and 
promote the welfare of the people; and yet 
© what is the result? The chairman of the com- 
mittee reports to the House a bill, with the 
statement that he himself does notapprove it ; 
two of his colleagues report another bill of 
_ widely different provisions; while the Demo- 
-cratic members of the committee stand off with 
swords drawn to cut both bills into fragments, 
and unable themselves to agree upon a substi- 
tute. Now, when doctors differ, who shall 
decide? When a committee of nine members 
can be satisfied with scarcely less than nine 
different bills, what can we expect of this 
House, composed of two hundred and forty- 
three members? This wide divergence of 
views should admonish us of the grave im- 
portance of the subject we are called upon to 
consider, and the danger of deranging the 
business of th® country and paralyzing its in- 
dustries by our action. 
cautiously taken, and the path of advancement 
should be traveled in the light of the nation’s 
experience. 
THE QUESTION NOT POLITICAL. 


_ There has been more demagogism on the 
question of the tariff than upon any other 
‘subject of national legislation. Local inter- 
ests and prejudices have been appealed to, and 
party triumphs have thereby been achieved, 
when to every reflecting mind the question, 
_' from its very nature, cannot be a political 

one. If members of one political party only 

= were engaged in mining or manufactures or 
` agriculture or commerce, or if that section of 
the country where these various operations are 
carried on was exclusively inhabited by those 


might be sense and justice in the attempt, 
often miade, to construct a party creed out of 
apurely economic question. Butif free trade 
be sound in principle, then it is as good for 
Republicans as for Democrats; and if protec- 
tion be for the interest of the country, Demo- 
crats are as much benefited by it as Repub- 
licans. There is clearly no party division in 
the discussion of the question in this House. 
Local and geographical interests alone seem 
to be consulted. New England wants free 
coal and protected manufactured goods ; the 
West pleads for free iron, while she does not 
object to a duty upon wool. Michigan and 
Wisconsin demand a tariff upon lumber, while 
Kentucky whispers, ‘Save my hemp.” Thus 
we are met by diversified interests, each seek- 
ing in the general struggle to prolong and 
strengthen its own life, 
OUR DUTY. 

_ With this condition of things before us, what 
3s our duty? We are citizens of a common 
country, to whose prosperity we are devoted, 
and whose advancing greatness is the marvel 
of the age and the wonder of the world. The 
music of our rivers invites the capital of the 
manufacturer; the wealth of our soil rewards 
with golden harvest the labor of the husband- 
man; and the rich ores beneath our hills yield 
their treasures to the enterprise and toil of the 
Miner, dt cannot be the part of national wis- 
dom to develop but one of these sources of 
growth and neglect the others. Andif is was, 
which one 
thorized to make the choice? It will not do 
to say, let each take care of itself, for the 
expenses of the Government must be paid, 
and revenue must be raised to pay them; and 
it can be raised in but one of two ways: by 
taxes upon home labor and capital, or by 
utes upon foreign labor and capital. 

aring and since the war our revenues have 
been raised from both these sources ; but free- 


; wisely settled this point, 


Each step should be! 


who adopt the same political fuith, then there | 


should we select, and who is au- |; 


trader and protectionist alike agree that the 
internal revenue system is justly odious to our 
people, and should be wholly repealed at the 
earliest day possible. The public mind has 
and all classes agree, 
and always have agreed, that it is best to 
defray the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment by revenue raised by duties upon imports, 
But here the trouble begins. Upon what arti- 
cles and at what rate shall they be laid? Upon 
what basis—according to the value or the 


quantity of the article? Here the wise and the | 


unwise differ. All seek the same object—the 
good of the people and the prosperity of the 
country ; but differences of opinion, originating 


i| largely in the diversity of local interests as to 


the best means of accomplishing this object, 
confront and often confuse those who are hon- 
estly seeking to know their duty, that they may 
fearlessly and faithfully do it. The fluctua- 
tions of trade, the condition of the various 
markets of the world, and many other consid- 
erations materially affect the question and 
multiply the complications which always sur- 
round it. 
. THE PRIMARY OBJECT OF A TARIPF. 

The primary object of a tariff is to obtain 
revenue. The national Constitution, in sec- 
tion eight, provides that— 

“t The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.” 

Here the authority is expressly given, and the 
purpose for which it is given is expressly de- 
fined. But it is not declared that duties must 
be imposed upon those articles that yield the 
most revenue, nor upon any specific number 
or class of articles. The power to raise rev- 
enue to pay our debts and to provide for the 
general weifare is vested in Congress, but the 
manner in which that power shall be exercised 
is left to its discretion and wisdom, with this 
limitation, that ‘all duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, shall be uniform throughout the United 
States.” Keeping in view, then, the consti- 
tutional provision, and the object of the power 
given, we come to the question of its 

PROPER EXERCISE. 

Shall revenue be raised-by duties upon those 
things which we raise and manufacture in this 
country, or upon those which we import from 
foreign countries? In one case it is urged 
that our people should be permitted to buy 
where they can buy cheapest, this position as- 
suming, what should not be assumed, that a 
tariff necessarily and always increases the 
price. On the other hand, the true policy is 
alleged to be to levy the duties upon such 
articles as can be largely produced here, for 
the purpose of developing our resources, of 
giving employment to labor, and of creating 
such competition as will in the end reduce the 
price. These are the two positions taken, and 


in defense of them innumerable theories have |! 


been advanced, and tables and figures that no 
mathematician can compute. It is not my 
purpose to discuss abstractions ; theories un- 
supported by practical results are worthless. 
We may build houses of glass and have struc- 
tures beautiful to the eye, but they will be 
useless for the practical purposes of life. It 
is said that figures cannot lie; but they canbe 
so used and arranged as to mislead the judg- 
ment and produce apparent results which the 
repeated experience of the country has proved 
to be false. 
TAXES MUST BE REDUCED, 

The people demand, and they have reason 
to demand, a reduction of the taxes by which 
they have been so long burdened. Under the 
present rates the revenues of the country are 
more than its expenses, leaving a balance to 
be applied to the payment of the principal of 
the national debt much larger than should be 
annually paid by this generation. Both the 
bills reported to the House provide for a re- 
duction, differing, however, in the extent of 
the reduction, and also as to the articles upon į 


which it should be made. While protection is 
fiercely denounced in one quarter, absolute 
free trade, as a practical measure, is not de- 
manded by anybody. The expenses of the 
Government must be borne by the imposition 
of duties upon imports, and in my judgment 
these duties should be so levied that, while 
raising sufficient revenue, they will protect 
American labor and develop American re. 
sources. Articles of daily and universal use 
in this country which we neither grow nor 
make should be admitted free of duty, while 
those articles for the manufacture of which we 
have the raw material in abundance, and in 
whose manufacture the labor of the country 
finds employment, should be subject to duties. 
Now, what reduction of taxes and imposts can 
be safely made? 
OUR RECEIPTS. 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, 
our net receipts were, in round numbers; 
$383,000,000, and our expenditures $292,- 
000,000, showing a surplus of $91,000,000. 
For the year ending June 30, 1872, there will be 
about $375,000,000, and the expenditures will 
be under $300,000,000, leaving a balance of 
at least $75,000,000. Upon the present basis 
of duties the Secretary of the Treasury esti- 
mates the receipts for the year ending June 80, 
1878, at $359,000,000, and the expenditures at 
$801,000,000; but this estimate evidently 
places the receipts too low, and the expendi- 
tures too high. If the present duties be con- 
tinued and the Government be administered 
with economy, (and the expenditures will 
annually decrease.) the surplus for next year 
would approach $100,000,000. And, inaddition 
to this, it must be remembered that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, wisely or unwisely, keeps 
constantly in the Treasury over one hundrea 
millions in gold. In view of these facts the 
reduction in the present duties and taxes 
should be at least $50,000,000, and it might 
with entire safety be much more, 

WHAT IS PROPOSED. 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, in the bill reported by him, pro- 
poses a reduction on the basis of last year's 
receipts of $31,845,561, as follows: 


On basis of On duty 
quantities received 
of 1871, an 1871. 
$2,348,639 $3,625,716 
2,9%49,3 5,070,480 


212 
1,584,667 
18,952,438 
Internal revenue. 
Matches... 
Agreement stamps 
(estimated)......... 
12,893,123 


$31,845,561 


That the committee have sincerely endeav- 


ji ored to do their duty is freely conceded, but 


that they have failed to satisfy the House and 
even themselves is equally evident. My objec- 
tions to the bill are twofold: first, the reduc- 
tion is too small; and secondly, small as it is, 
it is improperly made. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his estimate 
for the fiscal year ending June, 1873, estimates 
the receipts from internal revenue on the pres- 
ent basis at $126,000,000, and suggests a re- 
duction of $16,000,000 in these taxes. The 
committee has kept below these figures even, 
and reports a reduction of less than thirteen 
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millions. I would go further than either the 
committee or the Secretary, and blot out en- 
tirely this whole internal revenue system. It 
is unjust, oppressive, inquisitorial, and iniqui- 
tous. If its entire repeal should create the 
necessity for raising additional revenue it could 
be done in ways far less objectionable to our 
people and far more in accordance with the 
spirit of our institutions. 

What is this system but a direct tax and 
burden upon the labor and enterprise and cap- 
ital of our own people? It has sent over the 
land a swarm of spies and informers, and it 
has involved many honest and well-meaning 
but uninformed persons in the most serious 
trouble, and often in financial ruin. It came 
into life as a supposed necessity of the war, 
and as the cause that produced it has ceased 
it should be at once repealed. Over its grave 
no tears will be shed, and it will be remem- 
bered only by the injustice and wrorg that 
were committed in its name. I will gladly 
vote to relieve the people from this system of 
taxation, regarding it as unsound in policy, 
of doubtful constitutional authority, oppress- 
ive in practice, and exceedingly unpopular. 

OTHER REDUCTIONS. 

But believing it improbable, in the present 
stage and temper of Congress, to secure the 
repeal of the entire internal revenue system, 
and admitting the necessity of a large reduc- 
tion, how should it be made? In my judg- 
ment, our attention should first be directed to 
those articles of common use and necessity 
which we do not and cannot raise or produce 
in this country; and first upon this list come 
tea and coffee. The simple mention of these 
words throws some gentlemen into excitement. 
They charge that the effort to repeal these 
duties is t*a trick of the protectionists,’? and 
if successful will compel the retention of du- 
ties upon other articles which they claim should 
be free. But all this does not change or affect 
the only question properly to be considered 
by us in determining our course as Repre- 
sentatives of the people. 

The House twice by very decided majorities 
voted to place tea and coffee on the free list ; 


and the Senate tardily indeed, but finally, two | 


days ago, passed the last House bill, and after 
the Ist of July next our people will bave free 
tea and coffee. This action on the part of 
Congress wipes out $19,000,000 of revenue, 
and will compel many a member to ‘‘ change 
his base.” I rejoice at the passage of this 
bill, for the duty of fifteen cents upon tea and 
three cents upon coffee was a simple naked 
tax upon those articles. We do not raise 
them, and hence the importers have entire 
control of the market. The unchanging effect 
of the duty was to add the amount of it tothe 
price. It ig true the revenue raised went into 
the national Treasury, but, head for head, the 
poor man paid more of it than the man of 
wealth. They are both articles of daily use, 
and almost daily necessity. Coffee especially 
is needful to the laborer, and the statisties 
will show that the families of our mechanics 


- and laboring men, upon the average, are larger 


than the families of our men of means. The 
burden then fell most heavily upon those who 
are least able to bearit. The effect of the law 
was to compel the labor of the country to 
contribute unfairly tothe payment of the ex- 
penses of the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, we have fallen upon new and 
strange times, when prominent Democratic 
newspapers attempt to make the retention 
of these duties a Democratic measure. The 
attempt was repugnant to every principle of 
sound Democracy and to every article of its 
confession of faith; and it richly deserved 
the rebuke which it twice received. on this 
floor. From 1832 to 1861 these articles were 
admitted free, except a duty of ten cents on 
tea from 1832 to 1836, not imported in United 
States vessels from beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope; and for nearly all this period of twenty- 
pine years the Government was under the 


With the : 


control of the Democratic party. t 
rapid and enormous increase of our laboring | 
population, there is more reason now than | 
ever that articles of this kind, that meet no; 
competition in our market, and are of almost | 
universal use, should be rendered as cheap as | 
possible. The great mass of the poopie will | 
approve this act, irrespective of the motives | 
which are charged in certain quarters to have | 
secured its passage. It lifts a burden from | 
many who were sadly able to bear it, and hence į 
T hail it. 


HIDES. 
Hides and skins, from the importation of j 
which we last year got over thirteen hundred | 
thousand dollars of revenue. should also be | 
placed, as they are placed by the bill of my | 
colleague, [Mr. KELLEY, ] upon the free list, | 
and then a corresponding reduction of the || 
duty upon leather can be made, without in- | 
jury to the manufacturer or the business | 
interests of the country. By relieving the | 
purchaser of raw hides from the payment of | 
the duty—for there is really no competition į 
between- domestic and foreign hides—you re- | 
duce their cost to the extent of the, duty 
removed; aud then, to secure to the people 
the benefit of this removal of daty, the tariff 
upon the leather manufactured from these; 
hides should be reduced to the same extent. 
The result will be that the manufacturer will 
make the same profit upon the same capital, 
while the cost of leather, an article of uni- 
versal necessity, will be reduced. 
OTHER ARTICLES. | 
There are many other articles that should | 
be put upon the free list, and others still the | 
duty upon which should be reduced. But in | 
all cases care should be taken to discriminate | 
in favor of home production and home indus- | 
try and no assault upon American labor in: 
the interest of foreign capital should be per- | 
| 
i 


mitted to succeed. 1 would be just always and 
to all men; but I would think it no crime to | 
be more than just, to be generous, to the strug- 
gling interests of my own land. There seems 
be no standard by which the committee has 
been governed in making the reductions in the 
bill reported by its chairman. Some of the 
duties are touched ltghtly, very lightly, while 
the full blast of ‘ revenue reform” has entirely | 
swept away others. The pangs attending the 
birth of this strange child almost disarm the ; 
criticisms which its deformities evoke. It has 
been thrust into the House and left as a waif, 
its reputed father hastening to disown it as his 
offspring. In its infancy it has been nursed | 
by strangers, and if it survive at all, it will be i 
alone through the sympathy and aid enlisted : 
by the cruel ingratitude of its natural parents. | 
COAL. 
The present duty on bituminous coal is | 
$1 25 per gross ton, and the revenue it afforded : 
last year was $548,000. Both the bills before | 
the House reduce the duty to fifty cents per: 
ton—a reduction of sixty per cent. on the 
present duty. This article seems to have 
been selected as the victim for sacrifice upon 
the altar of manufactured public clamor. 
There is vo duty on anthracite coal, because | 
the only coal of that kind known is found in, 
Pennsylvania and Wales; in the latter coun- 
try in comparatively small quantities. Eng- 
land has a coal-bearing territory of about 
eighty-five hundred square miles, while the} 
coal-bearing area of the United States covers 
about six bandred thousand square miles. 
With allthis hidden wealth, can it be wise or 
safe for a nation struggling for the mastery of 
the world, to permit it to remain baried in the 
earth, and depend for her supplies of this very 
article, in peace and in war, upon a rival 
Power? With this industry paralyzed at home, 
aud our collieries closed, what would be the 
condition of the American Government in 
case of a foreign war? And many of those! 
who ery most loudly for free coal are most 
tenacious that there be no backing down from 


the high ground taken in the construction of 


the treaty of Washington. But if this nation 
adopt their policy, England can afford to in- 
dulge their bluster, and laugh at their bravado 
as long as they render her more efficient, ser- 
vice in the American Congress than they could 
do in the British Parliament. 

From 1824 until 1842 the duty on coal wag 
six cents per bushel, equivalent to $1 68 per 
ton; from 1842 to 1846 it was $1 75 per ton; 
in 1846 it was thirty per cent. ad valorem; 
from 1847 to 1861, twenty-four per cent. ad 
valorem; from 1862 to 1865 it was one dollar 
per ton; during 1865 it was $1 10; and from 
that time until the present it has been $1 25 
per ton. ‘Thus it is seen that under ail 
Administrations and parties it has long been 
the settled policy of this Government to en- 
courage the development of this great and 
growing industry. But this policy is now 
assailed with unusual fierceness, and it is 
alleged that this duty is paid by the consumer 
and goes, not into the national Treasury, but 
into the pockets of the producers, This charge 
is earnestly and perhaps honestly made; 
and if true, it might furnish just reason for 
the proposed reduction. But ig it true? Let 
us iu the interest of truth, and not of section, 
examine it. 

The duty of $1 25 per ton, it is very evi- 
dent, cannot affect the market in the interior. 
For instance, foreign coal imported into New 
York free of duty could not be loaded on the 
cars there and carried to Pittsburg and sold as 
cheap as the coal mined at Pittsburg. The 
freight between the two cities rénders this 
impossible. Hence the duty upon coal does 
not change its price to the inland consumers 
to the extent of a farthing. As farasthe cost 
of the article is concerved, it makes no dif- 
ference to them whether the duty is two cents 
or two dollars. This fact, apparent to every- 
body, shows that a very large majority of our 
people have no interest in the clamor against 
coal. But it is said that from four to five mil- 
lion tons of coal are annually used on the 
Atlantic sea-board, and that there the duty is 
simply a tax, increasing the price of every ton 
$1 25, thus compelling the consumer to pay 
the producer five or six million dollars, while 
the Government receives only $500,000 of the 
amount so paid. 

The immediate effect of a tariff upon any 
article is to raise its price; but just as the 
price rises, and it becomes profitable, capital 
seeks investment in it, and thus its produc- 
tion is stimulated and increased. The law of 
supply and demand is higher than the law of 
statutes; and when we produce more of any arti» 
cle than the market demands, the price must 
fall. Now, while the duty may at first increase 


i| the price of coal, it largely increases its home 


production; and as the quantity produced 
increases, the cost of production per ton de- 
creases. If it cost $100 to mine one hundred 
tons per day, and you increase the daily pro- 
duction to three hundred and fifty tons, the cost 
will not be over $800. And tbus the producer 
isable to reduce his prices without loss of profit 
or reduction of wages. Notwithstanding the 
duty upon coal, under the reciprocity treaty, 
which went into effectin June, 1854, and expired 
in March, 1866, all coal imported from British 
North American possessions on the Atlantic 
was admitted free. Bearing this in mind, 
there are a few facts to which the candid 
attention of the House is invited. 

In 1861, with Nova Scotia coal free, only 
192.000 tons of it were imported; in 1871, 
with $1 25 duty, there were 262,000 tons. 
In 1861, there were used in the Altantic sea- 
board States 890,000 tons of American bitu- 
minous coal; and in 1871 there were used 
4,641,000 tons—an increase in ten years of 
almost four million tons. In her best years 
1865, Nova Scotia shipped to us only 465,000 
tons, aud her entire yearly production has 
never exceeded 700,000 tons. What folly, 
then, for this Government to depend upor 
such a source for her supplies of coal! 
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But is the tariff on coal added to its price? 
Of course the importer pays the duty, but it 
does not follow that the consumer would get 
-jt $1 25 per ton cheaper if there was no duty 
to pay. If there was no home production 
there would be no competition in the market ; 
and the importer of foreign coal, having driven 
- his rivals from the field, would fix his own 

tice. If the demand was active, the price 
would be high; if the market was dull, the 
price would be low. It is not denied that 
Nova Scotia coal can be delivered in Boston 
and New York cheaper than American coal, 
and the reasons are obvious. First, a dollar 
of our money is worth only about eighty-eight 
cents in gold; secondly, Jabor is much better 
paid here; and thirdly, the freights from the 
water-bound coal fields are much lower than the 
freights from the American mines. Now, if 
the duty on coal adds just so much to its price, 
then the price ought to have been $1 25 lower 
from 1861 to 1866 than it has been from 1866 
to 1871, for during the first period of five 
years Nova Scotia coal paid no duty. Here 
is a fair test of the theory, and a test, too, 
from which the theory shall not escape, and 
tried by which it must perish. Facts are stub- 
Y born things, and upon this question, so vital 

are they to its just determination, that they 
` must be met and answered ; they shall not be 

evaded. 

From the Boston Shipping List and Price 
Current I take the average yearly price of 
Nova Scotia coal at Boston, for the period 
often years, from 1861 to 1871, as follows: 

eed 
Anean” Dily 


j 

| 
| Lalso add the following table, showing the || 
| average price, per ton of twenty-two hundred 
| and forty pounds, of Cumberland coal, deliv- 
| ered on board vessel at Baltimore, Maryland, 
| together with the average freight to Boston: 


i P . Average Average 
| Year. ar ne efor Jreightto cost in 
i! : Boston. Boston. 
j weve $B 44 $2 25 $5 69 
l ~ £2 2 42 6 65 
| 5 57 3 28 8 85 
i 339 10238 
li 3 79 li 36 
f 3 53 9 47 
|i 2 68 7 65 
3 21 7 92 
2 83 7 80 
2 64 7 36 
273 7 45 


| In 1866, when a duty of $1 25 was imposed, 
ithe price of Pictou coal, instead of rising, fell 
| $106, and in 1870 it was just three dollars 
|| lower, with the duty, than it was in 1865 with- 
| out it, and $3 80 lower than it was in 1864 when 
| there was no duty. What do facts like these 
ji teach us? Simply that foreign capitalists sell 
| their coal for the very highest price they can 
| get, and as the demand increases and the pro- 
i duction diminishes, the price goes up. If the 
|| free-trade theory as to coal is sound, that the 
ʻi) duty always increases the price and is simply 
| a tax upon the consumer, why is the price now 
i lower than when coal was admitted free? With 
| all this cry about the millions of dollars that 
| are paid as a bonus to the American coal in- 
i terests, the people of Boston to-day are buying | 

their coal cheaper than they have bought it 

for nine years. 
| Mr. Chairman, there may be a way by which 
| to account for this devotion to the Pictou coal 
| fields by the Representatives of New England. 
i The report of the Pictou Mining Company, 
organized since the expiration of the recipro- 
i city treaty, shows that a large majority of their 


These persons have voluntarily invested their 


| directors are citizens of the United States. 
H 
t 


i capital in British soil, with the law before 


them, imposing a duty of $1 25 upon coal. 
Our people with the same law have developed 
American mines and added to the wealth and 
prosperity of our country; and now the Amer- 
ican Congress is asked to withdraw its recog- 
nition of the claims of this great home indus: 


| try, and to compel it to make this unequal 
fight unaided, or die. 


If the men who own the coal mines would 
be the only sufferers from the adoption of 
such a policy, the question would lose its 
real importance. But its certain and inevit- 
able effect will be to depress labor, to reduce 
wages, and to leave our large mining popu- 
lation, with their dependent families, either 
without employment at all, or with employ- 
ment at greatly reduced wages. Many of them 
are unfitted for any other kind of manual 
labor, and even if it were offered, they would 
be unable to support their families at it. 
And as this large element of our population 
would thus suffer, the farmer, the merchant, 
and the mechanic would suffer with them. 
Business would become dull, money scarce, 
and general discontent would prevail in all 


| our densely settled bituminous-coal regions. 


Nor would the results of this policy be local. 
Within the last few years hundreds of thou- 
sands of bushels of wheat have been brought 
from the West into my district, ground into 
flour, and sold there to the operators in coal 
and iron. Prosperous industry diffuses its 
blessings everywhere. The Hast has prof- 
ited by the investment of its capital, the 
West has had the benefit of an improved 
market, and the laborer has béen able to 
gather his wife and his children under a roof 
which he can call bis own. 

To show the extent and the rapid growth 
of this business, I here furnish a statement, 
exhibiting the number of tons of American 
bituminous coal used in the Atlantic sea- 
board States for the last ten years, from 
1862 to 1871, inclusive : 


Tonnage of American bituminous coal used in the Atlantic sea-board States. 


Cumberland, Maryland. si Other bituminous 
| West Virginia: bitus 5 Broad Lop: popi coal hipped East | 
i shi 7 ~ j] — “a via Pennsylvania 
Tp Bast via Baltimore Via Baltimore and | Via Chesapeake and Philadelphia and. ene and Phila- | ange 
i i i Itimore a č ap A la a aoe ae 
and Obie railroad, Ohio railroad. Ohio canal. Reading railroads, aoaia R | 
. 7 | T 
: 218,950 i 98,684 333,606 640,684 | 1,291,924 
- 581,553 j 216.792 305,678 602,829 | 1,656,852 
- 399,354 | 258,642 386,645 667,157 ! 1,711,798 
= 560,293 343,202 315,996 ! 769,756 1,989, 247. 
~ 736,158 343,178 265,720 | 1,187,881 i 2,482,932 
- 785,669 | 458,153 244,412 i 1,349,869 | 2,788,103 
165,972 848,118 482,325 280,936 i 1,581,304 | 3,308,655 
269,158 1,230,518 652,151 360,778 j 1,721,375 i 4,233,980 
248,879 1,112,938 | 604,137 313,425 f 1,889,097 | 4,168,476 
sea 189,763 1,404,814 850,339 319,625 j 1,787,181 | 4,641,722 
t . l . | = 
The production this year will be about five |} TRON, ing money, and making it rapidly. They 


million tons ; and each ton of coal is estimated 


to represent the labor of three men for one | 
As the average working time of each | 


day. 
man is known to be about two hundred and 


twenty-six days in a year, the number of men | 


engaged in the production and transportation 
of bituminous coal is about sixty five thou- 
sand; and they-represent a population of over 
three hundred thousand. All these persons 
must be fed and clothed, and as they produce 
Nothing that they eat or wear, they furnish a 
market for those who do. If we average the 
yearly wages of each hand at $500, we have 
the sum of $825,000 contributed annually to 


the wealth and prosperity of the country. May | 


Tnot, then, in the name and on behalf of this 
arge army of honest laboring men, their 
wives and children, appeal for justice at the 
hands of the American Congress? 


|| The bill of the chairman of the committee 
further proposes a reduction of one dollar on 
pig iron per ton; one quarter of a cent per | 
pound on one class of bar iron, and one half | 
a cent on another; and on railroad iron ten 
cents per one hundred pounds. Pennsylvania | 
pig iron is famous inside and outside of Con- 
gress. It has served many a troubled candi- 
date for reélection to a seat in this House. In | 
addressing his ‘‘dear people,” he felt sure | 
there was one subject. that would never desert 
him. When everything else failed he could 
|| fall back upon ‘‘the Pennsylvania iron mas- 
ters.” 

lam not their defender. They are numer- 


ous and powerful in my district, and, with but 
a few exceptions, they of both parties pre- 
ferred, as they had a right to prefer, another 
for the seat I hold here. They are now mak- 


freely admit that if the preduction and de- 
mand were to continue as they are now they 
would not feel the proposed reduction in the 
tariff. But this is uncertain, and perhaps 
impossible. The business invelves a large 
expenditure of capital, and is attended with 
great risks, When it is prosperous it yields 
handsome returns, but when the market grows 
heavy the profits vanish as rapidly as they 
came. The nature of the business commends 
it to the fostering care of the country. The 
ore as it lies buried in our mountain sides is 
comparatively of little value, but when trans- 
formed by the several processes of labor it 
becomes of immense worth. : 
The aggregate value of cur iron interests is 
almost incalculable, and yet five sixths of it 
represent nothing but labor. The gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Finxetysore,] who so 
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a 


ably opened this discussion, stated that the 
argument in favor of protection was based 


upon the higher wages paid in this country | 
for labor; but that after an examination of | 


the subject he was satisfied that labor rep- ; 


resented only from twenty to twenty-five per 
cent. of the cost of our manufactured articles. 
As to iron, he is widely in error; labor forms 
at least eighty per cent. of the cost of its 
manufacture. Hence, when I lift my voice 
for this industry and ask that it be saved from 
the touch of the ‘tariff tinkers,” I speak not 
for the few, but for the many. : 
The country has suffered untold loss from 


the want of a settled, stable policy upon this | 


subject. With the annual threat of a congres- 
sional raid upon the tariff capital has been 
frightened from full investment, and the pro- 
duction of American iron has been greatly 
retarded. We have the capital and the raw 
material here in abundance; and if the people 
could be assured that Congress would stay its 


hand and let things be as they are, months | 


would scarcély pass until the smoke of new 
furnaces would cap our hills with gelden 
clouds, and prosperous labor would open such 
mines of wealth as never yet rewarded the 
hand of toil. 

But the price of iron is now high,and that 
is enough. Down must come the tarif. That 
is the panacea. 
statesmanship, and hence I will leave it name- 
less. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bor- 
CHARD] really amusedme. In hiszeal against 
iron he lost his knowledge, and this is a com- 
mon failing with zealots, He says that the 
production of pigiron in the United States in 


1870 was 1,850,000 tons, and with a duty of ; 
seven dollars per ton, the increased cost was | 


$12,950,000; and then, dividing this sum by 
70,000, the number of persons employed in 
the business, he claims there was a bounty of 
$162 paid to each person. Now, mark how 
plain a tale will put him down ! 

On the 14th ot July, 1870, Congress passed 
an act providing that from the Ist of January, 
1871, the duty on pig irou should be seven 
dollars per ton instead of nine dollars. Pig 
iron was then selling at thirty-five dollars per 
ton; and now, with the duty two dollars less, 
it is selling at fifty dollars per ton! If the 
tariff always increases the price I might suggest 
this question in “the single rule of three” to 
the gentleman from Illinois: if the reduction 
of two dollars in the duty increases the price 
of iron fifteen dollars per ton, how much would 
the reduction of seven dollars in the duty 
increase it ? 

The gentleman ought not to attempt to feed 
the couutry with such stuff as this. There is 
a reason, and a sound one, for the increase in 
the price of iron. The reduction of the duty 
in 1870 prevented the erection of furnaces sutli- 
cient to meet the growing demand for iron; and 
as a Consequence, while there were made in 
1869, in the United States, 1,916,641 tons of 
pig iron, there were made in 1871 only 1,906,- 
000 tons, 10,000 less when the demand was 
so much greater, that of railroad iron alone 
there were 862,000 tons more consumed in 
this country in 1871 than in 1869, The rea- 
son of the present high price is simply because 
the production is not equal to the demand ; 
and one of the reasons, if not the only reason, 
why it is not equal, is that the reduction of 
the duty two years-ago prevented the building 
of furnaces and the development of new iron 
interests. The demand of the country in- 
creased more rapidly than the production of 
the country ; aud bence scarcity first, and high 
prices afterward. 

Ifthe theory of the gentleman from IHinois 
is correct, that the tariff is always added to 
the price, and the article thus made so much 
dearer, then the reduction of the duty two 
dollars on iron should have reduced the price 
two dollars per ton; but the price actually 
increased fifteen dollars per ton, thus proving 


I cannot cal) such conduct | 


A 
the utter unsoupdness and fallacy of the theory. 
Whenever we make more iron than we need, 


result, cheap American iron. 
; PENNSYLVANIA. f 

Upon the shoulders of Pennsylvania are 
poured the vials of anti-tariff wrath. She is 
the center and the object of the assault. Na- 
ture has made her fruitful and strong; her 
valleys are gardens; her hills are wealth, and 
her mountains fortresses. Heaven has filled 
her great bosom with untold treasures, and 
to-day, scattering blessings over the homes of 
her own people, she invites the enterprise and 
capital of the world to come,and share,and 
enjoy. If magic fortunes attend upon the 
development of her industries, then the high- 
ways of the land and the sea are open for all 
to seek them. 

From her veins has been drawn the life- 


now having grown rich and strong, like un- 
grateful children, they deny and disown the 
hand that fed them. Pennsylvania needs no 
eulogy. She points to the $180,000.000 of 
internal taxes elone that she has paid to the 


i| with an unselfish pride, she renews her cov- 
|| enant of fealty to the nation and its destiny. 
Born before the Union, she does not want to 
survive it; but giving to its life the virtue and 
cnergy of her own. she clasps by the hand her 


the nation may go forward ! 


Appendix. 
Mr. STORM. 


drag them before the House. 
can avail us nothing now. The party lash 
cannot be invoked. ‘There is no ‘‘this side” 
nor ‘‘that side”? of the House. Democrats 
and Republicans are divided now by new lines. 
We are permitted to approach this question 
with minds unprejudiced by party affiliations. 
We are now seeking to know the truth, not to 
obtain party advantage. This is a great gain. 
All the important questions of the last twelve 
years have been discussed and voted upon 
under the disadvantages of party prejudice. 
The tariff question is not a party question, and 


Party shibboleth 


gain of one section of the country, seeking its 


of the country into a spirit of indignant oppo- 
sition. It is a question of statesmanship, not 
of demagogism. 


being adapted to grazing and wool-growing, 
another to manufactures, and another to agri- 


becoming a party question. 
occupations of men are as varied almost 
as their mental characteristics. 


question above the level of ordinary political 
questions, they have, at the same time. made 
j the solution of it exceedingly dificult. 
two men in this House would agree to the 
same bill. The Committee of Ways and 


we are promised a third. None of the com- 
mittee have expressed themselves as satis- 
fied with this bill; two of them are -villing 
to accept it as the best that can be done 
under the circumstances. Even the gentleman 
who reported it [Mr. Dawes] was unseemly 
hasty to disclaim any responsibility for the 


blood of the great cities of our sea-board ; and | 


Government in the last nine years ; aud then, : 


| Mr. KELLOGG addressed the committee | 
in remarks which wiil be published in thei e A y 
i may be made in the revenue from customs, 
; amount, added to the reductions proposed under the: 


Mr. Chairman, we have now | internal revenue laws, gives 


arrived at a point in the legislation of this |) 
Congress where we can discuss a great question ,, 
independent of party considerations, despite | 
the efforts of my-colleague [Mr. Kerrey] to |) 


indeed cannot be made one unless the greedy | 


own selfish ends, shall drive the other portion | 


The great diversity of human pursuits, the | 
varied capabilities of our soil—one portion | 


culture, have prevented this question from | 
The pursuits and | 


1 Bat while | 
these circumstances have served to lift this ji 


No: 


Means have presented us with two bills, and | 


i 


sister States, and bids the day-star arise, that | 


same. So far as I am able to analyze thig 
medietas linguce committee, three of them 
considered the reduction too great, three too 
small, two are content, and the chairman, 
(Mr. Dawes, ] whois divided by being opposed 
to both bills, wants to amend. The abstract 
principles of free trade or protection cannot 
solve the difficulty; if we attempt to apply 
them in all cases, and arbitrarily, we will soon 
find out our mistake. The question is one of 


' great importance to the people because it con- 


cerns their welfare, 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to discuss the fol- 
lowing questions: 

First. Ought we to reduce the revenues of 
the Government? 

Secondly. I£ we do, then how much ought 
we to reduce them? and 

Thirdly. What shall be the mannerand mode - 
of reduction? 

That thereshould be a reduction of taxation 
needs but a moment’s consideration. Not 
only does the state of the Treasury allow it, 
but the people demand it. No member of 
this House dare say that there should be no 
reduction. The President in his last annual 
message recommends it. The Secretary of 
the Treasury in his anuual report says: 

“It is practicable to dispense with all revenue 
from internal sources except that derived from 


stamps, spirits, tobacco, and walt liquors. These 
sources should furnish for the year 1872-73 a reve 


nue of about one hundred and teu milion dollars, 
‘ making a reduction of taxes of $16,000,000. The rev- 
i enue from customs under existing laws, and from 
lands and miscellaneous sources, would amount to 
about two hundred and thirty-three millions more, 
making a total revenue for that year of $343 000,00€.. 


of about twenty millions within which Feduistione 
his - 


a 


§36,000,600.?? total reduction of 
$36,000,600.’ 


The Senate bill reported by the Finance 
Comniittee is entitled ** A bill to reduce exist- 
ing taxes.’’ The bill under consideration is 


| styled “A bili to reduce duties on imports and 


to reduce internal taxes.’? The gentleman 
from Pennsylyania [Mr. KELLEY] has called 
his bill +A bill for the reduction of taxes,” 
&c. So that we have all the officials of the 
Government, from the highest to the lowest, 
with one voice assenting to the demands of 
the people for relief. i 

Our present rate of taxation is the legacy 
of wartimes. The manner in-which it is levied 


| and collected is at war with the spirit of the 
i times. 


The present rate of import duties was 
not only laid to meet the stern demands of a 


' war period, but as an offset to internal taxes 
| levied upon the domestic manufactures. 


Now 
that the war has long since ceased aud the 
internal duties nearly ail removed, there can 
be no good reason assigned for a continuance 
of these onerous taxes. Besides, a plethoric 
Treasury is a standing temptation to Congress 
to vote extravagant appropriations. 

The second question is, how much of the 
burden of taxation can we lift from the peo- 
ple? If the balance-sheet presented by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to the House on the 8th of March last 
be correct, there is an end to all further redac- 
tion of taxation. If he wagrightin his figures, 
then we are cutting a sorry figure before the 
country now in discussing how much we will 
reduce existing taxes. ‘The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawns] in bis calculation 
adds some twelve items to the $278,025,773, 
the expenditures for the next fiscal year as 
estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
These twelve items amount in the aggregate 
to $26,574,685; estimate of expenditures, 
$273,025,773; total expenditures, $299.600,- 
458. The estimate of receipts for the next fiscal 
year as made by the Secretary is $878,000,000. 
This sum is reduced by the items of the pro- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3005 


i 
ceeds of the sale of public lands, duties on | 
coal, salt, tea and coffee, the income tax, 
and various other items contained in the mis- 
cellaneous list, to the sum of $817,889,433, 
against an expenditure of $299,600,458 ; 
leaving a balance of $17,778,975 to be ap- 
plied to the sinking fund, which consists of 
two items, namely, one per cent. of the pub- 
lic debt, amounting to $22,895,980, and the 
interest upon the capital of the sinking fund, 
` $5,788,333 ; total, $28,679,263; balance of 
receipts over expenditures, $10,870,288. So 
that the surplus receipts, according to this 
calculation, fail to pay the sinking faud by 
nearly eleven million dollars. According to 
this, the removal of the duties on coal, salt, 
tea, and coffee is the full extent of the relief. 
If we believe that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] did not mean what he 
said, but was only trying to call a “halt”? 
upon the recklessness that began to develop | 
itself among his friends, by drawing the | 
gloomy picture he did, and that if the state- 
ment of the chairman of the Finavee Com- 
mittee of the Senate is correct, then we have 
some basis for reduction, even according to 
the showing of the friends of the most ex- 
travagant administration on earth. According | 
to Mr. SHERMAN, the Treasury ought to show 
the following statement: 


Estimated receipts and expenditures for the year | 


ending June 30, 1873. | 


RECEIPTS 
. .....$226,000,000 00 


; ows: 
$50,000,000 00 
83,000,000 00 
8,500,000 00 
5,000,000 00 


From customs... 
From internal 


2,200,000 00 
16,090,000 00 
500,000 00 
tions formerly taxed 
but now exempt... 300,000 00 


Residuum of ine 
tax.. 6,500,000 00 
From sales of public landa .... 

Fees from United States 
$565,563 24 


consuls... 
Fees on let 620,319 11 


126,000,000 00 
3,000,000 00 


ax on circulation, de- 
osits, 


l 


Mi 


of nationa 
«+. 6,803,584 32 


DY 
Pacific railroad com- 
i 813,284 75 


645,923 17 
9,051,225 41 


ensions....... « 30,480,000 00 
Publio works under Treasury Depari- 
MOD tise cesses see 93,104,500 00 
Public works under In- 
terior Departmenr,...... 244,800 00 
ublic works under War 
SparlMent.ce nese 14,609,662 97 
ublic works under Navy i 
BpALtMEN ten. seccaeseerce 1,483,100 00 
Publioworksundor Agri. 
cultural Department... 26,500 00 


——— 19,468,582 97 

. 5,474,001 00 
» _11.258,325 44 
71. 126,231,974 00 


Postal service., 
liscellaneous... 


5,783,333 00 
21,320,737 00 


Total.. 
Receipts in 


Total. 


++» 823,025,773 99 
49,974,226 01 


} 

s i 

sees non oes 8373000 000 00 | 
1 


excess of expenditures 


ee 


Here it will be observed that afier paying | 
$50,009,009 on the public debt, inciuding | 
the payment on account of the sinking fund 
and the interest on the capital thereof, there 
Would be $60,000,000 left for reduction, But | 
I think it is clear to all that there should be 


i 
| 
18,000,000 00 | 
| 
f 


| 


| tion he has placed the amount which is neces- 


ii ing fund at $18,758,480, when in fact the 


‘i the expenditures of this Government at such j 
| figures. 


no reduction of the public debt beyond the 
demands of the sinking fund. Then we areable | 
to increase the amount which we can reduce 
taxation to $71,000,000. Again, in the above 
statement the custom receipts are placed far 
below what we have a right to believe they 
will actually be for the next fiscal year. It is 
well known when high rates of import duties || 
are decreased, there is always a large increase 
in the receipts. 

The great desideratum in a sound tariff 
measure is not to exceed the limits which 
yield the maximum amount of revenue. When 
prohibition is reached, the revenue fails as 
completely as if there was no duty; and there 
is no complete protection, such as its friends 
ask, unless it excludes the foreign article. 

‘This increase of revenues by a decrease of 
the rate of customs duties is illustrated by the 
following figures: è 


Our customs receipts were in— 


Alee E E E E TEER $164.464,599 | 
1869. - 180.048,426 
1870. . 194,538,374 
1871 veee 206,270,408 


Here was an annual increase of about four- 
teen million dollars per annum, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that in that time duties to the ex- 
tent of $200,000,000 were removed. I think | 
there may be added to the above sum, pro- | 
posed as a basis of reduction, the further sum | 
of $14,000,000 as an allowance for the elas- 
ticity of revenues, making the total of the | 
proposed reduction $85,000,000. I have not || 
followed: the course of the gentleman from || 
New York [Mr. Brooks] in showing what the 
expenditures of the Government ought to be. 
He has very properly shown that they ought 
not to exeeed $239,000,000. In his calcula- 


sary to comply with the demands of the sink- 


amount is $28,500,000; so that he would 
find his expenditures increased to nearly 
$250,000,000. 

But I will not discuss this question on any 
such delusive theory that this Administration 
either possesses the inclination or the ability 
to reduce the expenditures of this Govern- 
ment to the sum proposed by the honorable || 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] i 


With our custom- houses swarming with thieves | 
and robbers, with our internal revenue system 
supporting a host of sinecures; with officers 
whose salaries per diem amount to more than 
the collections they make, with reckless and 
extravagant appropriations on the part of ji 
Congress, it is the wildest supposition to place |! 


| 


j 


H 
Having thus, as I think, found the amount | 
for a possible reduction, I come to my third 
questiou: how sbould it be made? ‘This is 
an important question, and in answering it I 
shall be guided by the following principles 
which have stood the test of a century, and | 
have the sanction of all the great men who have | 
written upon the subject ot political economy; ! 

lam willing to go where they lead me: il 

First. That every one as nearly as possible || 
ought to contribute to the support of the; 
Government in proportion to his ability. 4 

Secondly. 'Thatthetime and manner of pay- | 
ment, as well as the amount paid, ought to be | 
clear and plain to the contributor. 

Thirdly. It should be levied atatimeand in | 
a manner most convenient for the contributor | 
to pay it. 

* Fourthly. It should take out and keep out of 
the pockets of the people as little as possible 
over and above what it brings into the Treas- 
ury. 

Fifty. The heaviest taxes should be im- 
posed on those articles the consumption of | 
which is prejadicial to the interests of the peo- | 

le. 

3 The correct application of these elementary . 
principles will aid us in settling many ques- : 
tions relative to taxation. Tried by these jj 


i 
| 
i 
i 
H 


H 
i 
í 
1 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


eones e 


rules, there are many articles taxed in the cus- 
toms list as well as in the internal revenue 
list which violate one or more of these rules. 

It ig apparent now that there are two minor. 
ities on the committee reporting the bill under 
consideration, and that they have their adher- 
ents on this floor. The one side is fall of 
eulogies on the internal system of taxation 
and denounce with irony and scorn most of 
the customs duties. The other side land the 
customs duties as the perfection of legislation, 
and clamor for the abolition of the entire 
internal revenue system of taxation. My 
principles, above laid down, allow me to fol- 
low neither party. The truth lies between 
these two extremes, There are proper sub- 
jects of taxation in both lists which can be 
brought within the rules of sound and jast 
legislation, ‘The articles of tobacco, spirits, 
and malt liquors should continue to pay inter- 
nal taxes, for the reason that their consump- 
tion cannot be said to be beneficial to the 
interests of the people, and thus are proper 
subjects of taxation. 

The duty on stamps furnishes a clear rev- 
enue, convenient for the Government, but not 


; convenient for the people, and therefore vio- 


lative of the third canon of taxation. Besides, 
a stamp duty is not one well suited to the 
spirit and genius of our people, and one that 
they look upon with disfavor. I shall not dis- 
cuss the question of the income tax, as it ex- 
pires by its own limitation this year, and will, 


| I hope, never be renewed. So much for the 


principal articles of internal revenue duty. I 
would be glad to see the whole internal revenue 
system abolished by one sweep of legislative 
power. The system is unpopular, undem- 
ocratic, and expensive to collect. Yet, if we 
intend to reduce customs duties, we cannot 
entirely dispense with the internal taxes. 
With » proper consolidation of the different 
rates of taxes on tobacco and spirits, and such 
a modification of the existing laws as will make 
them more in keeping with the spirit of our 
institutions, these items would yield a fair 


| revenue which could be cheaply collected. 


In discussing the leading items in the,tariff 
list, we will still keep our principles before us. 


| The duty on tea and coffee have been eulo- 


gized by all the friends of internal duties. And 
those who voted for their removal have been 


| denounced with bitter invective as ‘ protee- 


tionisis,’’ ‘being led by the nose by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania,’ &e. 

Mr. Chairman, I voted to remove those 
duties, and will do so again if necessary; I 
am led by no man; I call no man master here. 
The vote I gave was based upon a conscien- 
tious conviction of duty. 

I concede the fact that tea and coffee yield 
a pure revenue. But it is violative of the 


i! principle which requires the burdens of taxa- 


tion to be in proportion to the means of pay- 
ing the same. It is a tax upon the consump- 
tion of two articles of prime and universal 
necessity. The tax falls upon the poor man 
with the same force it does upon the millionaire. 
In fact, the burden upon the poor man is 
greater. His family as arule is larger; the 
2»boring man drinks more, and having lesa 
variety of food than the rich man needs more. 
Do not mock him by saying that tea and coffee 
are luxuries with which he can dispense. You 
might as well tell him that he could do with- 
out bread and that he should eat oat-meal. 
The poor man regards his coffee and tea as 
necessary articles of food, and Iam sorry to 
see that some honorable and kind-hearted gen- 
tlemen have allowed their bitter feelings 
against Pennsylvania iron to run away with 
their judgments on a question of so much im- 
portauce to the poor man. ie 
Again, the import duties on tobacco, spirits, 
and wine, are proper subjects of taxation for 
the same reason that applies to the articles 
of domestic manufacture. They are: willingly 
paid, and have been favorites of taxation In 
all nations making any pretension to wisdom 


3006 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


in government. If the above changes and 
modifications are made in the internal duties, 
there will have to be deducted from the above 
sum of $85,000,000 the sum of $31,500,000, 
leaving a balance of $53,500,000. If the 
House shall stand by its repeated and decisive 
resolves to take the duties off of tea, coffee, 
coal, and salt, the above sum will have to be 
reduced by the further sum of $21,001,938, 
and there will still remain a balance of nearly 
$32,500,000 as a further deduction to be made 
entirely from the customs duties. Here is 
where our real difficulties begin. Hoe opus, 
hic labor est. : 

The leading articles in dispute are the man- 
ufactures of iron, steel, wool, cotton, hemp, 
leather, hides, and silk. The article of silk 
yields a larger revenue, and is paid by those 
who have the means of payment, the rich, 
and should be continued. In legislating upon 
the other leading articles above enumerated, 
great care must be observed. The interests 
are sc vast, the capital invested so great, 
the men employed so numerous, that any un- 


Foreign and domestic products of iron and steel, cotton, wool, and hides consum 


wise legislation will seriously disturb the trade 
and industries of the nation. Not only has 
the capitalist interest at stake, but the con- 
sumer and the laborer will be affected by a 
change. That there must be some reduction 
iis admitted; that this reduction must fall 
| upon all or some of the articles above named, 
together with other articles in the tariff sched- 
ule, all must concede. The woolen or cotton 
interests cannot in fairness demand to be ex: 
empted from bearing their just proportion of 
the proposed reduction. 
unless its friends can show special reasons why 
| it should not bear its proportion. The an- 
nexed table will show in a strong light the 
character of the duties upon these articles, 
and furnishes the strongest arguments for a 
+ modification. 


mostly official, shows the foreign and domestic 
products ofthese four leading articles consumed 
in the United States in 1871, considering hides 


| and leather under one head. In selecting these 
articles I have included iron, for had I not I 


Neither can iron, || 


i 


The following table, compiled from figures |, 
l 


would have been accused ofa desire to ask a 
favor for that article that I was unwilling to 
! concede to others. ft will be seen that iron, 
| though the largest in consumption, yields a 
‘larger proportional revenue than either of the 
| other three. Again, the duty on iron is a tax 
on the consumers in proportion to their means 
of payment. The duty is a charge upon those 
most able to pay. Railroads alone use $50,000,- 
000 for rails. It is notso with cotton and woolen 
| goods, and the manufactures of leather. They 
| are similar to tea and coffee; they are articles 
! of prime and universal consumption ; the poor 
| man as well as the rich must have shoes for 
' himself and his family; be as well as the 
‘rich must have clothing and beds; and the 
' amount he is obliged to pay is fearfully out of 
: proportion to his means of payment. The duty 
on woolen fabrics averages about sixty-eight 
percent. ; they yielda revenue of $29,000,000, 
iat a cost to the consumer of $120,000,000. 
| Who that believes there ought to be a reduction 
of taxation will say that this iniquity ought to 
be continued ? 


ed in the United States in 1871. 


=i z SERS 


: i | Re E | 
P l Enhanced cost of the 
A Domestic pro- | Foreign pro- | Total consump- | Average rate ay 
Articles. duct, value of. | duct, value of. | tion. Revenue | of duty. | monies Au prodati | 
l H : 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of. $202,335,000 | $43,350,000 $245,685,000 | $20,530,000 j 43 per cent, | $45,000,000 | 
Cotton, manufactures of.. 176,000,000 | 26,587,994 196,587,994 i 10,773,832 4l percent. | 70,000,000 | 
{ H i 
Wool, manufactures of. 176,000,000 | 42,860, 057 218,860,057 |; 29,024,372 | 68 per cent. i 120,000,000 
Leather and hides, manufactures of. «i 176,000,000 i 24,000,000 200,000,000 | 5,200,000 25 per cent. l 40,000,000 
{ bi 2 ij 
Total. ssns- s | - - $65,528,204 | - $275,000,000 


From these four items it will be seen that 
about sixty-five million five hundred thousand 
dollars’ revenue is derived; but at the same 
time it appeurs that the price of the domestic 
article is enhanced at the same rate, making 
it necessary for the consumer to pay in addi- 
tion fo the revenue about two bundred and 
seventy-five million dollars. Thus $65,500,000 
revenue is obtained at a sacrifice to the con- 
sumer of $275,000,000, not acent of which the 
Government gets. 

The consumer pays to the Government $65, - 
600,000; the consumer pays to the manufac- 
turer $275,000,000; total paid by the con- 
sumer on the five articlesof iron, cotton, wool, 
hides, and leather, $840,500,000. The Govern- 
ment receives nineteen per cent.; the manu- 
facturer receives eighty-one per cent. 

Here we see the consumer of five leading 
articles of manufacture in the United States 
taxed with a sum sufficient to pay the enormous 
expenditures of the most extravagant Govern- 
ment on earth, the interest on the public debt, 
and then leave a balance of $67,000,000 to be 
applied to the payment and liquidation of the 
principal of the same. - 


But the above is not the full amount the | 


consumer pays. Nothing is allowed for the 
profits of jobbers, importers, and retailers of 
the imported article, which would probably 
enhance the price of the same from forty to 
forty five per cent. This is unjust, and why ig 
it submitiedto? Becausethe ‘time and man- 
ner of payment and the quantity paid are not 
clear and plain.” 

Let the champions of this injustice come 
here and demand of the Government a bounty 
of $275,000,000 for these especial interests, 
and they will see how loug these impositions 
will be submitted to. For by such an act the 
amount would be made certain, the manner 
of payment ‘clear and plain.” Yet sucha 
bounty would be more just to the consumer 
than the present method, and the people would 
have a cheaper article. It takes out and keeps 
out of the pockets of the people four times as 
much as it brings into the Treasury. 


Mr. Chairman, I regard absolute free trade as 
| impossible now, and that it will remain so for 
| a hundred years to come. I regard a tariff for 
protection beyond what renders a reasonable 


as unjust and unfair. 

Much has been said about Pennsylvania iron. 
My distinguished colleague from the fourth 
|| Pennsylvania district [Mr. Kerey] has had 
ij the hard epithets of *‘ Old pig iron,” “Steel,” 
&c., applied to him. 

Pennsylvania has been sneered at because 
her Representatives, like the Representatives 
of the other States, have looked after her inter- 
ests. As the able Representatives of Illinois 
and Indiana adhere to the most objectionable 
and questionable income tax; as the Repre- 
sentatives of New York watch with proper 
care the commercial interests of that State, so 
do the Representatives of Pennsylvania en- 
deavor to care for her interests on this floor. 
And if we can in the future, as we have inthe 
|| past, induce a sufficient number of gentlemen 
of this House to- vote with us, it will either 

prove that we are right or that our powers of 
persuasion are greater than those of our oppo- 
nents. 

No Stale will be so much affected by a 
|, change of tariff duties as Pennsylvania. Her 
vast coal fields furnish the fuel for the nation. 
| Her oil wells supply it with light. Her fur- 
naces, rolling-mills, founderies, machine- 
shops supply the farmer with his implements 
of husbandry, the artisan and mechanic with 
his tools, the railway with its track and rolling 
stock, the ship-builder with the materials out 
of which he constructs his vessel. bg 


a right, as a member of the Federal Union, to 
see that her interests are not sacrificed. 

I believe that we would to-day, as a nation, 
be independent of governmental aid or pro- 
tection if we had not originally entered upon 
such a doubtful piece of legislation. But 
other States are as responsible for it as Penn- 
sylvania. And I further believe that, havin 
entered upon such a course of legislation for 


discrimination in favor of the domestic product || 


i 


t 
l 


A State so affected by tariff legislation has |: 


Hi 


; the encouragement of manufactures, Congress 
should have persisted in a uniform system of 

i legislation until the object was attained. 
The original friends of the ‘ American sys- 
tem,” as it was called, did not in its inception 
| look upon it as a system which was to become 


ia permanent policy; but they actually con- 


templated a period when a tariff for revenue 
only should become the policy of the nation. 

The ‘infancy of the nation,” ‘infant man- 
ufactures,’’ were common expressions in the 
early days of the system of protection. Clearly 
| by the use of such expressions Clay and his 
: followers admitted that when a period of 
national manhood and vigor was reached the 
system should cease. But if we compare the 
rates of duty of to-day with those of 1816, 
1820, 1824, and 1828, we will come to the con- 
clusion that the infant is slow in maturing. 

But the protectionist says, and correctly 
too, that the system has not had a fair trial. 
There have been too many changes for a fair 
j experiment. 

The tariff of 1816 averaged twenty-four per 
cent.; the tariff of 1820 averaged thirty-two 
per cent.; the tariff of 1824 averaged thirty- 
eight per cent., and the tariff of 1828 averaged 
forty-eight per cent. The tariff of 1828 was 
reduced by the compromise of 1832, by what 
was known as the ‘‘sliding scale” until 1841, 
when it reached twenty per cent. The tariff 
of 1842 increased it to thirty-eight per cent., 
which was reduced in 1846 to twenty-eight 
per cent., and again reduced in 1857 to twen- 
ty-four per cent. The course of tariff legisla- 
tion has not been even. It can be fairly as- 
' serted that the question to-day is not so much 
; one of a high tariff or a low tariff as it is one 
, of uniform legislation. It is characteristic of 
ius as a people that we are unwilling to walt 
‘long enough to test the merits of the laws we 
enact for the regulation of taxation, banking, 
;and currency, So frequent are the changes 
_ that it is with caution men make investmen's 
in certain branches of business. They do not 


g | know in what moment their investments may 


i be swept away by an act of Congress. Suc 
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legislation, is vicious. And J indulge the hope 


that what we do this session may render legis- || 


` Jation on the subject of tariff for many years 
to come unnecessary. 

It ig now contended that the time has come 
“when we can withdraw all protection; that, 
indeed, it is not needed. Especially is it as- 
gerted in the case of iron. The great cost of 
transporting it from Great Britain, our prin- 
cipal rival, the superior skill and inventive 
genius of our American workmen and me- 
chanics, the cheap food our country affords, 
the superior quality of our products, the great 
demand for them and the prices they com- 
mand, all, say the opponents of protection, 
furnish sufficient protection against the cheap 
labor of Europe, about which my colleague 
[Mr, KELLEY] has much to say—a subject which 
furnishes a fine field for his oratory and “ giit- 
tering generalities.” 

The matter is thus in dispute, and I for one 


will not consent to an unreasonable reduction | 


of the duties on iron. I must as an honest 
and candid man admit that the profits on iron 
are large; that the men engaged in its produc- 
tion are growing rich very fast; but their risks 
aregreat. They furnish employment for a vast 
number of men, and the number connected 
with the manufacture of iron, directly and in- 
directly, is large beyond conception. If the 
withdrawal of protection to iron should give 
the Bnglish an opportunity to undersell us, not 
only would we find no employment for the vast 
number of foreigners seeking our shores every 
year, but hundreds of millions of capital would 
be destroyed, bankruptcy and ruin stalk through 
the land, and the manufacture of iron would 
leave our shores. The instant our manufac- 
tories and workshops closed the price would 
advance, and we would be compelled to pay to 
British what we now pay to American manu- 
facturers. 

Suppose, as I have stated in my table above 
exhibited, that we do pay an enhanced price 
hy reason of the tariff. Are we not paid for 
it? What would we doin time of war if we 
were compelled to rely upon so treacherous a 
friend as Great Britian for our supply of iron. 
Ships in the future will all be built of iron. 


When we look at both sides of the question, | 


we find these grave facts staring us in the face. 
J wish to do right; I will not be swerved from 
it by taunts or considerations of selfishness. 
I will vote and act asa member of the Awer- 
ican Congress, not as a Pennsylvanian. I 
shall take in consideration my whole country. 
All are interested in this bill. Every individ- 
ual of our great Republic is entitled to our con- 
sideration, whether he lives in the pine forests 
of Maine, or dwells by the Atlantic sea-shore ; 
Whether he delves in the gloomy coal mines 
of Pennsylvania, or lives on the bright savan- 
nas of the South; whether his home is on the 
broad and almost boundless prairies of the 
West, or on the Pacific slope. Be he capital- 
ist or laborer, producer or consumer, rich or 
poor, he is my countryman, and I recognize 
his rights, 

Mr. DAWES, 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
peaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House, the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House No. 
2822, to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF TERRITORIES. 


i Mr. DAWES. I ask consent to offer the 
ollowing resolution for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by thn House of Representatives, (the Sonate 
concurring,) That there be printed and bound, with 
maps and other illustrations, twenty-four thousand 
Copies of Professor Hayden’s annual report of the 


I move that the committee 


j 


i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
fl 
t 
1 
{ 
| 


United States geologi vey itori 

for 1871; Ateen thoweend Copies cr which bet be 
for the use of the House of Representatives; five 
thousand copies for the use of the Senate; two thou- 
rare aaa Tao tenna gaina atanz of he Tat 
the Smithsonian Institution OREN ikutin Ee 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What will 
the printing of all these documents cost? 

Mr. DAWES. That question will doubtless 
be considered by the Committee on Printing 
before they report upon the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the resolution will be referred under the law 
to the Committee on Printing. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly, 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SARGENT. I would like to call up 
the report ofthe Committee on Appropriations 
upon the Senate amendments to the Indian 
appropriation bill, Į have been waiting for 
several days for an opportunity to do so, and 
I will state the necessity that exists for early 
action. It is absolutely necessary for the de- 
partment to take advantage of what is called 
the June rise on the Missouri river (that is, the 


abundance of water at that time) in order to || 


send supplies to the Indian tribes. If this 
opportunity be lost it will cost the Government 
a great deal more money to send those sup- 
plies. To act on the report now will not take 
more than ten minutes, or at the outside fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can this bill go into 
effect before the 1st of July ? 

Mr. SARGENT. 


custom) to take advantage of the rise of water 
in June in order to send supplies. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman does not 
answer my question. Can this appropriation 
bill go into effect before the lst day of July? 

Mr. SARGENT. 
under it until that time. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition requires 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like the ear of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] 
fora moment. There are several gentlemen 
who have indicated their willingness to come 
here and make speeches on the tariff to-night. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If there are gentlemen 
who want to speak this evening, and if it be 
understood that there is to be no other busi- 
ness transacted, Ido not know that I have any 
objection. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let them 
speak on Saturday. 

Mr. DAWES. The House has ordered that 
general debate on the tariff be closed to-mor- 
row, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] told us that if we 
would agree to meet at eleven o’clock in the 
morning there should be no evening sessions, 
yet we have had two or three. 

Mr. DAWES. That is so, and I suppose 
the gentlemen would take heed of another 
thing, that they would not be able to get off 
all of their tariff speeches unless we had a 
night session, ‘That has not occurred to him. 
I do it for their convenience. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I have no objection, 
but the gentleman ought to have seen it was 
required at the time he firstspoke. The House 


I object, and move that 


! understood that by meeting at eleven o'clock 
| evening sessions would be entirely obviated, 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. [sympathize 
with the reporters, and I object to any night 
session. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to-morrow, as well 
as to-night and Saturday, be devoted to gen- 
eraldebate on the tariff bill, 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. f 

The SPEAKER. The present limit of 
debate is three o'clock to-morrow afternoon, 
but it is within the power of the House to 


No, sir; but it has been | 
| customary for years (and it is a very proper 


No money can be paid jj 


continue the 
majority vote. 

Mr. SARGENT... I ask unanimous consent 
that after the reading of the Journal to-mor- 
row morning I may be allowed to call up the 
amendments of the: Senate to the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, I shall object, because 
some one of us will want to speak on the 
pending tariff bill. 
| Mr. SARGENT. There will be ample op- 
portunity to talk on that. : 

Mr. RANDALL. The debate closes to- 
morrow at three o’clock p. m. 

Mr. SARGENT. It was understood at the 
time the tariff bill was taken up for general 
debate that it should not be to the exclusion 
| of the appropriation bills. The Committee on 
Appropriations have remained patiently quiet 
and have not at all obtruded their business 
upon the House. 
| Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations should notcomplain. They have 
had more time for the consideration of their 
business than any and all of the committees 
| put together. 
| Mr. HALE. And so they ought. 
| Mr. SARGENT, Iam not complaining of 


general debate after that by a 


any action of the House, but I think that when 
they asked for but fifteen minutes to complete 
| a bill which has passed both Houses, it is an 
exceedingly reasonable request. While this 
general debate has been going on the com- 
mittee have remained patiently quiet. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, The gentleman from 
California has had no opportunity to speak on 
the floor, no opportunity of getting the floor 
and holding it, and I therefore hope the House 
will take an evening session so that the gen- 
tleman from California may have an oppor- 
tunity of being heard, 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam willing to take up 
this report at the evening session. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin well knows that 1 am 
not speaking of myself, bat in reference to the 
business of the Committee on Appropriations. 
I have had no opportunity of getting the floor, 
which other gentlemen have not had equally 
with myself. 

i Mr, DAWES, I again submit the propo- 
sition that there be an evening session for gen- 
eral debate on the tariff. 

Mr. RITCHIE. There is the coal interest 
which has not yet been heard from ; I wish to 
| say something in its behalf. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair learns from 
| the list there are five gentlemen who wish to 
| speak this evening. 

Mr. DAWES. And they have left expect- 
| ing to come here this evening. . 


| 

LEAVE OF ABSENCS. 

| Leave of absence was granted to Mr. Por- 
| 
| 


[TER indefinitely, to Mr. WADDELL for one 
week, and to Mr. ARcHER until Monday next, 
JANE DULONEY. 

On motion of Mr. WAKEMAN, by unani- 
| mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the 
papers in the case of Jane Duloney, for an 
invalid pension. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY, HARPER’S FERRY. 

The SPEAKER by unanimous consent laid 

| before the House a letter from the Secretary of 


j 
{ 


|| War in compliance with a request of the Com- 
| mittee on Military A ffuirs, in relation to Govern- 


ment property at Harper’s Ferry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
FORT GRATIOT MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
| Secretary of War, in reference to an appropri- 
ation to complete the survey of lots sold at 
Fort Gratiot military reservation; which was 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympsox, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed a concurrent 
resolution providing that four thousand addi- 
tional copies of the reconnoissance of Arizona 
and Nevada be printed in quarto form and 
bound; of which one thousand copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and twenty-seven 
hundred and fifty for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and two hundred and fifty 
for distribution by the chief of engineers of 
the United States Army; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed an act (H. R. No. 1191) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 
purposes, with amendments, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire 
unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce a bill for present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House take 
a recess until half past seven o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. And I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw my objection 
to the request of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Towxsenp. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Í insist on my motion 
to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 31, noes 67. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question was on the motion of Mr. 
Dawns, that the House take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to inclade in the 
motion that the session of this evening be for 
the purpose of general debate on the tariff 
only, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to that. I ask 
simply ten or fifteen minutes to pass one of 
the most important appropriation bills that 
have been before the House this session. 

The SPEAKER. The majority can take a 
recess, but the order of business can only be 
determined by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as I am concerned, 
Iwill not object to the House sitting long 
enough to dispose of the business of which 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Sarceyr] 
hag charge. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, 
the Chair was authorized to appoint a Speaker 
pro tempore for to-morrow and next day, and 
in pursuance of the authority thus given the 
Chair names as Speaker pro tempore for the 
sessions of the House on those days Mr. Henry 
L. Dawes, Representative, of Massachusetts. 

The question being taken on the motion 
that the House take a recess, it was agreed 
to. The House accordingly (at five o'clock 
and five minutes p. m.) took a recess until 
half past seven o'clock p. m. 


I object. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House re- 
sumed its session at half past seven o'clock 
p- m., Mr. Dawes in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. | ask unanimous con- 
sent to report a bill from the Committee on 
the Territories, in order to have it printed and 
recommitted. X 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no quorum pres- 


j i aj t B- | è : 
ent, and J object to any business being trans- | Now Jersey [iMr. Hazenton] is entitled to the 


acted. But if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. SHOEMAKER] will agree that the 
bill shall not be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider, I will not object. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. J agree to that. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to make a single 
remark, I understand that quite a number of 
gentlemen desire to speak on the tariff bill, 
and I am aware that general debate on that 
bill is to close at three o’clock to-morrow. In 
consideration of that fact, I will not press the 


i Indian appropriation bill now, but I give 


notice that I will endeavor to call it up at the 
first opportunity. 


UTAH, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD. 


Mr. SHOEMAKER, by unanimous consent, | 
from the Committee on the Territories, re- | 


ported back the bill (H. R. No. 2478) granting 
the right of way through the public lands for 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph 


line for the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Rail- | 


road Company, with a substitute; which was 
ordered to be printed and recommitted to the 
same committee. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill and substitute were 
recommitted ; and also moved that the motion 


į to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 
BUTLER, MILLER AND COMPANY, 


Mr. VAN TRUMP, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2608) for the 
relief of Butler, Miller Co.. and Hawkes, 
Miller Co.; which was read a first aud sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOIN GIBBS. 


Mr. VAN TRUMP also, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2639) 
granting a pension to Jobn Gibbs; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee ou Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I beg to state to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. SarGexr] that I 
do not wish to impede the progress of the ap- 
propriation bill of which he has charge. T 
therefore suggest to him that he make a motion 
to assign Tuesday next, immediately after the 


| reading of the Journal, for the consideration 


of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I make that motion, and 
ask that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole under the five- 
minutes rule. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. TAFFE. 
with a view to its being put upon its passage. 

Mr. RANDALL. J object. 

Mr. TAFFE. Will the gentleman not hear 


| it read? 


Mr. RANDALL. Ido notobject to its being 
read. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: | 


A bill in relation to the creation of new land dis- 


tricts. . 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to 
hearing the bill read, but I give notice that 
I shall object to any action upon itat this time. 

Mr. TAFFE. [tis a short bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. No matter; I shall object 


to its consideration now. 

_Mr. CONGER, Then Linsist upon my mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole onthe 
tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 


| the Whole on the state ofthe Union, (Mr. Sco- 


FIELD in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No, 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports, and to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes. 


I desire to have a bill read, | 


tw 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


floor. i 

Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey, and Mr. 
HIBBARD addressed the committee. [Their 
remarks will be published in the Appendix,] 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
it is a most gratifying fact, and speaks vol- 
umes for the energy of the people and the 
resources of the country, that since the close 
of the war and prior to the organization of 
the present Congress we have been able to 
reduce taxes to the extent in round numbers 
of $252,000,000. The present Congress, by 
act of May 1, 1872, has made a further reduc- 
tion of $17,000,000 by placing tea and coffee 
on the free list, making the total reduction to 
date $269,000,000, and now we are engaged 
in modifying the revenue Jaws with a view to 
a still further reduction of at least $33,000,000, 
which if consummated will make $50,000,000 
for this session, and a total since the war of 
$302,000,000, which, together with the farther 


I| fact that notwithstanding these immense re- 


ductions of taxes the publie debt since March 
1, 1869, has been reduced $828,000,000, is a 
result alike creditable to the Administration 
and satisfactory to the people. 

But I am aware that in reducing taxes the 
question will arise as to where and from what 
articles reductions shall be made, and this 
question is one of vital interest. to both pro- 
ducers and consumers. The preconceived 
opinions and opposing views of gentlemen on 
the tariff question will doubtless have much 
to do in shaping their course and controlling 


‘their votes on the various modifications and 


reductions which may be proposed, but all, I 
apprehend, are agreed and will engage with 
avidity in the pleasing duty of reducing taxes. 
Still the question arises and must be met, shall 
we make the entire reduction from the internal 
list, or shall we divide it between internal and > 
import duties? 
INTERNAL REVENUE, 
The internal revenue system in this country, 


lj as all very well know, grew out of the neces- 


sities of the war, and was regarded as a purely 
war measure to be abandoned as soon us the 
necessities of the Government should justify 
it. ‘he taxes under this system were laid 
on lightly at first, amounting in 1868 to 
$41,000,000, but reaching in 1866 nearly 


i| $811,000,000, and falling in 1871 to $144,- 


000,000, showing an aggregate in eight years 
of $1,626,572,882 22, an astounding sum, and 
one which approximates our entire national 
indebtedness. This tax is a blight apon pros- 
perity, a clog to enterprise, and a burden upon 
the country which nothing but dire necessity 
can justify. Jt is my belief that there is no 
one grievance that the people so much desire 


| to get rid of as this system of direct taxation, 


together with its army of revenue officers, and 
it does seem to me that the time has come 
when we can set free from this species of tax- 
ation every article of domestic production ex- 
cept spirits, tobacco, and malt liquors, and 
trust the day is not far distant when we shall 
be able to exempt these also. f 
The income tax, which by limitation of 
law ceased with the year 1871, was, in my’ 
judgment, less offensive to the people than 
the stamp tax which still exists. Our fathers, 
in 1776, regarded a similar tax imposed by 
the mother country as one of the prominent 
and justifiable reasons for revolt; but be- 
canse of the necessities of the Government 
the people have borne it patiently since 
1863. The actual expense in the rural dis- 
tricts is less complained of than the trouble 
and inconvenience to which the people in the 
more sparsely settled portions of the coun- 
try are subjected, being compelled in many 
instances to travel from fifteen to thirty miles 
to procure a stamp before a contract or obli- 
gation can be made legal. The Treasury cau 
now dispense with the revenue arising from: 
this source without serious inconvenience 
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Hence this tax, yielding about sixteen million 
dollars, as well as tho tax on gas and lucifer 
matches, yielding each about twenty-five hun- 
dred thousand dollars, should be wiped out at 
once, never again to return in time of peace. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last 
annual report, uses the following language : 

“Jn the suggestions I have the honor to make in 

reference to the reduction of taxes I keep in view 
~ two important facts: first, that the ability of the 
nation to pay at least fifty millions annually of the 
principal of the public debt.shall not be impaired ; 
and, secondly, that in the change of the revenue 
` gystem no violeuce shall_be done to the business 

interests of the country. While I do not undertake 

to state precisely the causes which have contributed 
< tothe public prosperity, there is no substantial rea- 
» gon for questioning the truth of the statement that 
< the last few years have been the most prosperous in 
the history of the country; years without example 
in our own affairs, and without parallel in the affairs 
of any other Government.” 

‘These are sound financial views and worthy 
of the statesman who uttered them. Let us 
then see to it that in changing our revenue 
laws ‘fto violence shall be done to the business 
` interests of the country. Let reductions be 
made from such articles as we cannot or do 
not produce, and not from such articles as 
come directly in competition with those pro- 
duced by the labor of our own people. 

WAR UPON DOMESTIC INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. Chairman, it cannot be doubted that a 
war of great virulence is being waged against 
the domestic industries and interests of the 
ople of the United States. This war has 
hesi carried on for more than fifty years, with 
more or less success, victory perching now 
upon the banners of the enemy and then upon 
those of the Republic—a war against labor, 


and every enterprise which tends to develop 
the resources of the country, strengthen the 
independence of the nation, and enhance the 
interests of the people. 

Perhaps no people in the world are harder 
to drive, and certainly none are more easily 
coaxed and led, than those of the United 
| States. England, aided and abetted by her 
American free-trade friends and allies—the 
very worst enemies of the laboring man and 
of every industrial pursuit—has for loug years 
been preparing for the battle now being fought. 
She has been strengthening and extending her 
fortifications, advancing her picket lines, and 
mustering into her service every American 
recruit found willing to sacrifice the industrial 
enterprises of his own country for the benefit 
of foreigners. : 

EFFECT OF PROTECTION. 
_ No one who has taken the trouble to exam- 
ine the history of the country has failed to 
see that those periods in which industry and 
enterprise have been most amply rewarded, 
"and the country most prosperous, are precisely 
those periods when the productions of the 
farm, the mill, and the mine, have had the 
fostering care and protecting efficacy of na- 


an average rate of duty ranging from forty- 
seven to sixty per cent. The result was that 
in the older and more populous States, espe- 
cially those of New England, where labor and 
capital were more abundant, manufacturing 
establishments went up as by magic, labor 
was in demand at good prices, agricultural 
productions were taken at remunerative rates, 
all branches of busines and all classes of the 
people were prosperous beyond a precedent 
ln our former history, and we began to feel 
for the first time that we could live independ- 
ently of the outside world. But in 1816, just 
after the war, our revenue laws were re- 
vised, and at one swoop the average rate of 
duty was reduced from fifty-five to twenty- 
ve per cent., and subsequently to fourteen 
percent, The results were as they ever must 
¿9e under such reductions—our ports were 
filled to overflowing with foreign goods, im- 
“Portations increasing from thirteen millions 


n 1815 to one hundred and forty-seven mil- 
“Hong in 1816. 
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capital, commerce, manufactures, agriculture, 


tional law. During the war of 1812 we had | 


t 


the precious metals to pay the balances of 
trade; our manufactories were closed; pro- 
prietors were ruined; laborers thrown out of 
employment, and bankruptey and ruin per- 
vaded the land, all in a single year, which 
must be regarded ag the legitimate results of 
erroneous legislation, to be guarded against 
if possible in all future time. There are yet 
men living who have a vivid recollection of 
the commercial distress which pervaded the 
country from 1815 to 1820, and who wonld 
shrink with horror from such legislation as 
would bring about a similar state of affairs. 
But in 1820 the average rate of duties was 
again increased to twenty-nine per cent., and 
vibrated between twenty-nine and forty per 
cent. up to 1887, during which period the 
country was again prosperous. But the re- 
duction which commenced in 1832, reaching 
an average duty of fifteen per cent. in 1834, 
and culminating in bankruptcy in 1837, when 
the reduction had reached an average duty of 
twelve per cent., will never. be forgotten by 
the American people. A general increase of 
duties in 1842 again brought relief and pros- 
perity to the country, which continued until 
the revenue tariff of 1846 was enacted, under 
which the energies of the country where again 
paralyzed. But by the act of March 8, 1857, 
the average rate of duties was cut down to 
seventeen per cent., which increased importa- 
tions in that year to the enormous sum of 
$361,000,000, an amount unequaled in any 
former year, and the energies of the country 
were taxed beyond endurance to pay this im- 
mense sum; hence the general distress and 
bankruptcy of that year. I hazard nothing 
in the assertion that with the exception of 
secession, the doctrine of free trade or rev- 
enue reform, which, as I understand it, means 
about the same thing, has caused this country 
greater distress and greater financial loss than 
any other political heresy that has ever been 
promulgated. 
NECESSITIES OF THE WAR. 

During the first half of the last decade, the 
eountry was harassed by a war of unparalleled 
virulence; men and money were indispensible, 
and both were furnished without stint. Dar- 
ing the last half the necessities of the Govern- 
ment have been such as to require increased 
amounts of revenue, and the people have re- 
sponded to the demands of the tax-gatherer 
as no people ever did before. The credit and 
perpetuity of the Republic have been assured, 
because the people had the willand the means 
to do it; and yet during the whole of those ten 
years of unparalleled taxation the country has 
been prosperous beyond a precedent, and it 
must be conceded that our revenue laws, afford- 
ing reasonable protection to aud stimulating 
our industries, have been the great financial 
lever underlying and contributing quite as much 
to our prosperity as the energy of the people. 

Jt may safely be said that the manufactur- 
ing industries of the United States have within 
the last five years attained a vitality and im- 
portance far in advance of our highest expect- 
ations. Indeed, every productive industry of 
the country seems to be enlarging and diver- 
sifying its operations to an extent which, with- 
out careful study and close observation, is dif 
ficult to understand. 


LABOR AND MATERIAL. 


The question of utilizing the labor and mate- 
rial of the country is of such paramount im- 
portance that it can hardly be too much dis- 
cussed in order to a correct understanding. 

It is well known that the chief element of 
wealth in New England is her manufactures 
without which she would be as poor as the 
most impoverished States of the South; and 
how well the shrewd Yankees know how to 
encourage and protect this interesi by State 
law in addition to any and all protection af- 
forded by tariff enactments is shown by an act 
of the Legislature of Maine, in 1864, declaring 


The country was drained of | that all manufactures thereafter commenced 


shall be exempt from taxation for ten years, 
provided the towns in which they are located 
shall consent to the same. Vermont by statute 
of 1867 has enacted the same provisions for 
five years. If such laws have been’ wise and 
beneficial to the people of Maine and Ver- 
mont, why would they not be equally s0 to the 
people of the western and southern Stites? = 

It is a well known fact that in any district or 
State where manufacturing and agricultural 
interests are in harmony, are combined prop: 
erly, dividing labor between the two, wages-are 
higher, and the intelligence and prosperity of 
the people promoted far in advance of localities 
where either industry prevails to the partial 
exclusion ofthe other. ‘This statement is veri- 
fied by labor statistics, and any gentleman who 
will take the trouble to examine the table will 
find that farm labor is forty per cent. higher 
in Massachusetts than itis ia Maryland, and 
one hundred per cent. higher in Pennsylvania 
than it isin Virginia, and this difference can 
only be accounted for on the ground that Penn- 
sylvania and Massachusetts are largely engaged 
in manufacturing, while the other two States 
named are not. 

During the last decade the workingmen 
have advanced to the front ranks of respect- 
ability, Labor has been made to take 4 higher 
position, aud to-day commands higher respect 
than ever before, and in the same proportion 
facilities for clothing, feeding, and educating 
the children of the laboring classes have been 
euhanced, The amount of capital employed 
and the number of manufacturing establish- 
ments in every branch of industry have been 
increased to correspond in some degree with 
the wants and capabilities of the rapidly-in- 
creasing population of the country. Our enorm- 
ous debt, entailed upon us as one of the results 
of the war, is being paid at arate not even 
approximated by any other nation, and all 
classes and conditions of the people are pros- 
perous beyond any period in our history. [ 
submit, then, in view of these facts, whether 
it is a time to give heed to the unceasing er 
of revenue reformers for a reduction on suc 
imported articles of foreign manufacture as 
come in direct competition with those of 
American production. If the time shall ever 
come when the capitalists of this country will 
loan money as cheaply, and the laboring men 
work for the same wages as those of Europe, 
then, and not till then, we may adopt a free- 
trade policy. . 

A SUPPOSITION, 

Suppose the domain lying south of the Po- 
tomac river belonged to a separate and inde- 
pendent Government—a supposition which at 
one period in our history many feared would 
be an accomplished fact; and suppose on 
either side of that river there stands a manu- 
facturing establishment, whether of wool, cot- 
ton, iron, leather, or anything else, it matters 
not. They are of the same capacity, each 
requiring the same amount of capital and labor 
to turn out an equal amount of goods, but the 
proprietor of the establishment on the north 
side is obliged to pay double the rate of inter- 
est on capital, double the wages of labor 
employed, and double the amount of-taxes 
paid by his competitor on the south side. Now, 
if the latter be allowed to cross the river with 
his goods free of duty, or with a duty at such 
rates as would fall largely below the difference 
in the rates of interest, labor, and taxes. re- 
ferred to, and to put them upon the market in 
competition with those of his rival on the north 
side, does any one fail to see that the. latter 
would be compelled to close his establishment, 
dismiss his laborers, and probably go into 
bankruptcy? Now, if we substitute the Atlantic. 
ocean for the Potomac river, I think the case 
is illustrated. 

Any argument against protection to Amer- 
ican productions is, in my judgment; equally 
an argument against American labor; manu- 
factures, and agriculture; also against the 
development of the resources of. this grand 
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country, the payment of the public debt, and 
against American independence. Protection 
is enabling us to pay our national debt at a 
rate satisfactory to the people and creditable 
to the Government, and under the healthy 


influence of existing laws the material re- j 


sources of national wealth are being devel- 
oped at a rate and to an extent hitherto 
unknown. Laborers, manufacturers, and pro- 
ducers everywhere are asking to be let alone, 
while importers, traders, and gentlemen of 
leisure, who are mere consumers, who pro- 
duce nothing, and add nothing to aggre- 


gated wealth, but are mere traffickers in the 
products of other men’s labor, are clamoring | 


for low duties that they may continue to fatten 
and grow rich at the expense and degradation 
of honest toil. 

The strength and glory of a nation, as well 
as the intelligence and prosperity of its people, 
depends very largely upon the diversification 
of its productions. While we have the natural 
capacity for agricultural productions in quan- 
tity and variety to an unlimited extent, our 
manufacturing resources are equally unlim- 
ited. These two industries have been very 
properly termed twin sisters; an injury to one 
is equally an injury to the other, and from 
their joint productions the trade and com- 
merce of the world is carried on. 

PROTECTION TO FARMERS. 

Free-trade economists are unceasing in their 
declarations of sympathy for the farmer, de- 
claring that he is oppressed and robbed by 
tariff laws for the benefit of manufacturing 
monopolists; that he is taxed on his iron and 
steel, his hardware and cutlery, his cotton and 
woolen goods, and on everything that he uses, 
forgetting to tell him that as an offset he is 
protected on everything he produces, and that 
all this protection innres to the benefit of the 
labor of the country and to the United States 
Treasury. There is not a single production 
of the field, the orchard, or the dairy that does 
not share this protection, in proof of which Ian- 
nex the following table compiled from the report 
of the chief of the Bureau of Statistics for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, exhibiting a 
few of the. leading agricultural productions 
imported into this country during that year, 
together with their value and the duty thereon: 


Value. Duty. 


Animals, living, of all 


kinds........ $5,287,689 12 $1,165,533 83 
Butter 1,091 87-4 $7 198,720 50 
Choese 376,395 87 100,530 07 
Fruit of all kinds. 6,872,741 36 3,428,097 72 
Hides and skins.......... 13,431,781 27 1,343,178 14 
Meats, eggs, poultry, 

&e » 1,128,395 81 240,612 77 | 
Potatoes 225,972 48 107,985 00 
Flaxseed ., se 5,977,925 80 724,420 40 
Garden and agricultu- 

ral seeds... š 5623.536 38 169,006 41 

Wheat........ 5,753 79 43,664 80 
Wheat flour 157,805 28 31,561 06 

Fenes 45,143 75 10,138 76 
Barley 8,032,484 78 721.479 80 
Oats a 290,982 90 72,702 20 
Indian corn. 100,902 91 10,553 48 
Al other... assess 911,823 73 167,055 36 
Wool, raw of all kinds. 9,906,031, 03 4,515,103 72 
Fiax, and tow of flax... 763,818 00 65,468 59 
Jute-butts, jute, and 

sunn hemp... 1,165,404 00 92,926 33 

emp, Manila 

USSD. eeee 3,584,862 00 510,527 33 
Tobacco, (un man 

tured). 2,756,186 03 2,281,653 79 
Bristles . 721,518 00 87,214 28 
qoney 53,119 00 17,071 50 

C. 1,196,779 44 592,170 63 
Must 114,535 74 80,508 27 | 


Sugar, molasses, 


70,802,398 69 
Rice and paddy, 


1,449,198 50 
Total ....scsccssseseseenee$132,854,540 03 


32,585,120 16 
1,262,197 62 


$50,620,202 52 


Thus we have the fact established by figures 
from an undoubted source that the leading 
agricultural productions represented in the fore- 
going table, amounting to nearly one hundred 
and thirty-three million dollars, are protected 
by an aggregate duty of nearly fifty-one mil- 
Jion dollars, or an average duty of about 
thirty-eight per cent., in which the great grain- 
gtowing, stock, and wool-producing States of 


the West and Northwest fully participate; and 
yet. the delegations from those States, with 
few exceptions, are opposed to protection. 
Wipe out or even reduce the tariff on grain, 
stock, and wool, and no class would suffer 
more than western farmers. Canada, with 
her cheap labor and unbounded pasturage, 
could drive them from the markets. 

The States of Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Michi- 
gan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, produced in 
1870 one hundred and tweuty million bushels 
of wheat, or over one half the entire crop of 
the United States, on which they enjoyed the 
benefit of a duty of twenty cents per bushel, 
amounting to $24,000,000 protection, and yet 
they received per bushel but little over one 
half the price received by the New England 
States. The same is true as to price of other 
cereals; and the reason is obviously because 
in the West probably nine tenths of the labor 
is employed in agriculture, while in New Eng- 
land it is divided between agriculture and 
manufactures. Our importations the last fis- 
cal year exceeded $518,000,000, on which we 
collected duties amounting to largely over 
$200,000,000. Now there can be no doubt 
but that a critical examination would show 
that from thirty to thirty-three per cent. at 
least of these importations was made up of 
articles strictly agricultural from which full 
average duties were collected. And, so far 
from being robbed, as has been alleged, the 
farmer fully and equally participates with other 
producers in the benefits of protection. 

Det the West diversify her productions by a 
more judicious division of labor; let furnaces, 
forges, cotton and woolen mills, and other 
manufacturing establishments be spread over 
the Mississippi valley as they are over the 
New England States, and the difference in the 
value of farm productions in the two localities 
will soon disappear. Every laborer trans- 
ferred from the field to the factory, together 
with each member of his family, still remain 
the annual consumers of an equal number of 
barrels of flour, with pork, beef, and other agri- 
cultural productions in proportion, thus re- 
lieving the farmer of a competitor, giving him 
a new customer, and saving the cost of sending 
just so much to a distant market. 

Free-trade economists, with untiring zeal, 
argue that any rate or percent. of duty charged 
upon imported articies adds precisely the same 
rate or per cent. to the value of all similar 
domestic productions, and they usually take 
pig iron for a basis, and argue thus: ifthe duty 
on pig irou be seven dollars per ton, then it 
follows that every ton manufactured in the 
United States is just seven dollars higher to 
the consumer than it would be withont the duty ; 
and the samé argument is used in regard to 
every other description of iron, as well as 
leather, cotton, and woolen goods, and all the 
minor productions of American manufactares. 

It seems entirely pertinent as well as inter- 
esting to the producing classes to inquire 
whetaer without protection we could at the 
present prices of labor ever manufacture a 
single ton ofiron, a side of leather, or a yard 
of cotton or woolen cloth, or anything else, and 
whether a failure on our part to manufacture 
would not piace us at the mercy of foreign 
manufacturers, and compel us to pay prices 
far higher than they now are; whether our 
condition as a dependent nation would not be 
pitiable in time of peace and helpless in time 
of war; and whether, if we should stiil strive to 
pay our national debt, the whole burden and 
weight would not fall upon agriculture ? 

No nation in the world, however rich and 
productive iu soil and genial in climate, which 
has failed to diversify her labor and combine 
manufactures with her agriculture, has ever 
reached the rank of even second class among 
the nations of the earth; and notwithstanding 
all that nature has done for this country, if 
the day shall ever come when the Government 
shall fail to protect and defend alike the farmer, 
manufacturer, and laborer, through whose in- 


dustry and energy alone the resources of this 
grand country cap be developed, then and 
trom that day will the current of poverty, deg 
radation, and dependence set in, and a new 
system of slavery be inaugurated by which the 
labor of our hands and the products of our soil 
will contribute to the wealth of the nations of 
Europe instead of our own. 
AN ABSURDITY. 

If it be true, as alleged by free-trade disci- 
ples, that the duty on imported articles of man- 
ufacture adds just so much to the price of sim- 
ilar articles of domestic manufacture, which, 
as they say, gues into the pockets of manufac- 
turing monopolies, then it musi be equally true 
that the duty on imported articles of agricul- 
ture adds just so much to the price of similar 
articles of domestic production, which must, 
according to their owu showing, go into the 
pockets of agricultural monopohes; in which 
case, it strikes me, the farmers will have the 
best of it, and Las a farmer certainly have a 
right to examine and report upon this question. 
We produced last year in round numbers two 
hundred and forty million bushels of wheat, 
protected by a duty of twenty cents per bushel, 
making $48,000,000; also eleven hundred 
million bushels of corn, protected by a duty of 
ten cents per bushel, making $110,000,000 ; 
aiso two hundred and fifty million bushels of 
oats, protected by a duty of ten cents per bushel, 
making $25,000,000. Thus we have on these 
three articles alone an aggregate duty of 
$183,000,000, which, according to the showing 
of free-iraders, is a tax upon the consumers 
of $4 75 per capita for the benefit of farmers. 
Now, if we add rye, barley, buckwheat, pota- 
toes, butter, cheese, beet, pork, bacon, live 
avimals, wool, and all other agricultural pro- 
ductions which are protected, and then ascer- 
tain the aggregate duties thereon, we shall 
have an immense sum amounting to hundreds 
of millions, and proving conclusively that the 
farmer has quite as much protection as the 
manufacturer. i 

Experience has fully demonstrated the fact 
that the only way to cheapen the productions 
of either the farm or the factory is to protect 
and stimulate both, by which our own produ- 
cers will compete not only. with each other, 
but also with Europe, for the American mar- 
ket. It has become a common expression 
that the industries of the country are always 
in danger when Congress is in session, and 
it is to be regretted that our unsettled and 
vacillating course affords ground for the re- 
mark. Gentlemen are always to be found in 
this House who, if not clamoring tor free trade, 
are advocating such reductions of duties as tend 
to cripple and paralyze the industrial enterprise 
of the country. ` 

A tariff that will do justice to all classes 
and all interests by distributing the burdens 
of taxation equally, and yet discriminating in 
favor of American prodactious, is in my judg- 
ment what is desired by the people; and the 
question arises, have we such a tariff now? 
My answer is in the affirmative and emphatic, 
in proof of which I need only refer to the 
unparalleled prosperity of thé country during 
the last decade; and especially since the close 
of the war; agricultural productions have 
steadily increased, while mining and manufac- 
turing Operations bave in many instances more 
than doubled, and our progress in the arts 
and sciences, and in the development of the 


material resources of the country during the 
last five years, are without a parallel in the 


history of the world, all of whieh must in fair- 
ness be attributed very largely to the benefi- 
cent workings of the tariff, and regarded as 
the healthy resulis of protection to home 
industry. 

COMMITTER’S BILL. 

Mr. Chairman, the House and the country 
have been anxiously awaiting the result of the 
long and seemingly arduous labors of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on the question of 
a reduction of taxes, it being well understood 
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that leading members of both Houses favored 
a reduction in gross of about $50,000,000. A 
majority of that committee have reported the 
-result of their labors in the shape of a bill 


and.to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
“purposes.” This bill proposes to ređuce im- 
X port duties in round numbers $19,000,000, and 
internal taxes to the extent of $13,000,000, or 
<a gross reduction of $32,000,000 instead of 
50,000,000, which the Treasury can very well 
béar, and which would greatly relieve the 
untry. 

© Now, it is to be regretted that the committee 
‘manifestly desired to retain tea and coffee as 
articles from which a large revenue was still 
to be collected in contravention of the wishes 
ofa large majority of this House, as expressed 
by their votes on two separate oecasions. But 
since the discussion on this bill commenced, 
and when it had progressed but two days, Con- 
gress, in deference to the expressed wishes of 
the people, has by an overwhelming majority 
of both Houses enacted that from and after 
the 1st day of July next tea and coffee shall be 
imported into this country free of duty, thus 
relieving millions of our best citizens, though 
poor, of a tax upon articles once regarded as 
luxuries, but now conceded to be of. prime 
necessity, second only to meat and bread. 

Hence the discussion of the bill must con- 
tinue with its most objectionable feature, that 
of taxing tea and coffee, removed from the 
contest, and now, having reduced taxes by this 
actabout seventeen mitlion dollars, let us go for- 
ward in the good work until we shall have taken 
off $33,000,000 more, which in my judgment, 
alter enlarging the free list to the extent ofa few 
millions, should be taken from internal duties, 

; and the question of reducing taxes, I think, 
may be regarded as settled for this session at 
least. 

The majority of the committee introducing 
this bill have seen proper to strike at wool- 
growers and wool and iron manufacturers by 
reducing duties on each of these productions 
full twenty per cent., which if carried into law 
must result in great injury to labor and in 

` many instances ruin to proprietors, as well as 
to retard, if not completely check, any further 
enlargement. of these industries for long years 
to.come. The committee have also laid their 
hands heavily upon the manufacturers of 
‘leather and cotton goods, and upon lumber- 
men, farmers, and stock-growers, and upon 
many other industries, in all of which labor 
forms the basis and is the principal element. 

The internal list, the most odious of all 
taxes, is touched lightly by the committee, less 
than $13,000,000 covering the entire reduc- 
tion, while they propose by this bill to take 

- over $14,000,000 from such imported articles 
as come in direct competition with American 
products, thus virtually transferring that sum 
from the pockets of our own people to the 
coffers of European monopolies. : 

But some gentlemen of the committee, act- 
uated doubtless by their favorite theory of 
revenue reform, express their disapprobation 
of this meager reduction, as they term it, and 
aver that it should be at least doable. Mr. 
Chairman, if such views are to be incorpo- 
rated into our domestic policy, the progress 
and devélopment of our material resources in 
coming years will compare most unfavorably 
with the past. The fuct that our national 
wealth has increased from $16,000,000,000 
ìn 1860 to $32,000,000,000 in 1870, exceeds 
our highest expectation, and staggers the 
faith of the most sanguine. 
gress interfere with the growth and develop- 
ment of. our domestic industries by reducing 
the very moderate protection now afforded to 

. thei products, while we are collecting, and, 
without a modification of our internal revenue 
laws, will continue to collect directly from 
the earnings of the people $130,000,000 an- 
= nually? The act making tea and coffee free 
= Will he heartily approved by the people, and 


entitled ‘A bill to reduce duties on imports: 


Why should Con- | 


$ 


ł 
i 
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f 


| rest while bills are pending in Congress, the 


a large reduction from the internal list will 
doubtless be equally approved. 
IRON IMPORTATIONS. 

Our importations of iron and steel manu- 
factures during the past fiscal year amounted 
in gold value, with duty added, to $62,000,000. 
Under the provisions of this bill the duty is 
reduced full twenty per cent., which will doubt- 
less increase importations another year, with 
duty added, to at least $75,000,000, to the 
great injury of our own- manufacturers and 
laborers, and to the financial ruin of many 
proprietors. The same is true of woolen fab- 
rics, of which we imported last year in gold 
value, with duty added, $72,000,000, and now, 
if the duty shall be reduced over twenty per 
cent., aS is proposed, there is good reason to 
believe that onr importations of these fabrics 
next year will approximate $100,000,000, to 
be paid for in gold or in products at gold valne. 
If increased importations of European manu- 
factures are desirable, it cannot be doubted that 
this bill, if it receives the sanction of Con- 
gress, will fully accomplish that abject 

Perhaps the country was never in greater 
suspense or more nervous on the tariff ques- 
tion than it is at this very hour. No merchant 
or manufacturer, no man engaged in any of | 
the industrial enterprises of the country, can 


passage of which would prostrate his business 
and perhaps sink his entire capital. 


with as little vibration as possible, adapted to 
the encouragement of arts and manufactures, 
making a more judicious division of labor, 
giving confidence to capital, stability to manu- 
factures, and fair wages to labor. 

OBJECTS OF A TARIFF. 

T believe it is conceded that the objects of a 
tariff in this country are threefold: first to raise 
revenue for the support of the Government by 
indirect rather than by direct taxation; sec- 
ond, to so levy the duties as to protect our own 
people in their industrial productions, and 
enable them to compete with foreigners in the | 
American markets; and third, to encourage j 
the development of our own material resources 
to the end that we may be self-reliant in time 
of peace, and independent of the outside world 
in time of war. 

It is a fact admitted by confederates them- 
selves that during the war of 1861 their inabil- 
ity to manufacture was one among the chief 
causes of their failure, and it has been alleged, 
and is believed by many, that if they had pos- 
sessed the manufacturing facilities of the little 
State of Massachusetts alone, the rebellion 
would have been a success. 

The most reliable statistics show that our 


wool production last year reached about one || i 
much higher everywhere, nor can he doubt 


hundred and sixty million pounds, while we 
imported about fifty-two million pounds, or 
nearly one third as much as the domestic pro- 
duction. 

Instead of fostering this industry until it 
could be made to yield an amount which 
would at least approximate home consump- 
tion, this bill proposes to cut down protection | 
to American wool growers by reducing the 
daty on foreign clothing wools over twenty | 
per cent. from present rates. This may be 
well for non-producers, but will be remem- 
bered by farmers; and F trust gentlemen on 
this floor representing farming constituencies 
will see to it that this great wrong shall not be 
perpetrated. i 


WOOLEN PABRICS. 
From the most reliable information that can 
be obtained in theabsence of the census report, 
the value of the finished productions which our 
wooleu manufactories turned out last year can 

hardly be estimated at less than $175,000, 000. | 
After deducting the value of the raw material, 
probabiy not less than $80,000,000, near 
$15,000,000 of which was paid for foreign 
wools, and the remaining $65,000,000. to do- 
mestie wool-growers, we still have $95,000,000 


| Hence the |} 
necessity tor a steady and enlightened policy, 


as the result of combined capital and labor in 


this single industry ; yet from the importations 
of last year we find that the country needed 
and used $72,000,000 worth of these goods 
over and above the capacity of our mills to 
supply, thas showing our dependence upon 
Europe for this immense amount of these 
fabrics. 

The increased productions of this industry 
within the last ten years, and especially since 
the tariff of 1867, have been most gratifying, 
and furnish ground to hope that within a few 


| years, under favorable legislation, we shall be 


able to furnish an amount of woolen fabrics at 
least commensurate with the wants of our 
rapidly-growing population. - But by the terms 
of the bill a large percentage of the protection 
afforded to this branch of manufactures under 
the present. tariff is taken off, and if the bill 
should pass we may give up all hope of any 
enlargement of this industry until we can have 
more favorable legislation. 
IRON INDUSTRY. 

Another leading industry of the country 
whose development will be retarded and whose 
production will be reduced under the provis- 
ions of this bill is iron, one of the indispens- 
able elements in the progress of civilization 
and power andin the development of the arts 
and sciences. The consumption of iron is 
rapidly increasing, and the demand was prob- 
ably never so great as atthe present time; and 
it has been estimated that the consumption of 
1872 would exceed that of any former year by 
at least ten per cent., or probably greater than 
the world is able to supply. and so far from 
reducing production by adverse legislation 
every reasonable incentive should be afforded 
for the growth and development of this leading 
American industry. 

The duty. of nine dollars per ton on pig iron 
increased the production from 931,582 tons in 
1865 to 1,950,000 tons in 1869, and the effect 
of competition under this protection was to 
constantly reduce the price in the American 
market. But the reduction of two dollars per 
ton in 1870, aside from its direct bearing upon 
production, created apprehension in the minds 
of proprietors that this was merely the inau- 
guration of a policy designed gradually to re- 
duce the dimensions of the iron industry, and 
the effect was to retard the erection of new 
furnaces, to cause some to be blown out, and 
many to curtail their operations, which has 
resulted in a decrease of one hundred thousand 
tous in the annual production and an increase 
of from ten to fifteen dollars per ton in price, 
and the same is true of other descriptions of 
iron. 

No man can doubt that if our annual pro- 
duction of iron and steel were withheld from 
the markets of the world, prices would be 


that a reduction of duties will curtail opera- 
tions, keep down competition, and enhance 
prices to consumers. Protection is the only 
sure and potent way to arouse an effective 
rivalry in digging the coal and ore from the 
mines, and setting the furnace fires ablaze all 
overtheland. An increased amount ofraw iron 
will always increase the amount of the finished 
article, which must result in low prices to the 
consumer, 

Pig iron lies at the base of every iroa and 
steel manufacture, from a needle to an anchor, 
just as wool and cotton form the bases of the 
infinite varieties of articles into which these 
fibers are manufactured. We need no pro- 
tection on raw cotton, for the simple reason 
that our facilities for producing it enable us 
to bid defiance to the world, just as England 
is able to defy the world to compete with her 
in the prodaction of iron. The farmer in Ohio 
can no more produce wool without protection 
than the furnace-man can produce pig iron. 
Their interests in this regard are mutual. The 
one can no more compete with the poorly paid 
labor of Australia and south Africa. than the 
other can compete with the pauper labor of 
England and Belgium. 
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PIG IRON. 

Why is that whenever pig iron is mentioned 
in this Hall certain gentlemen become excited 
and begin at once to look around for weapons 
of attack? Is it because the manufacture of 
this article is more hazardous and involves 
more labor than most other crude productions, 
and as a consequence more proprietors in pro- 
portion te the number engaged fail in this 
than in almost any other enterprise, or is it 
because a reduced domestic production of pig 
iron would produce a corresponding reduction 
in all other grades and open a wider door for 
the importation and use of English iron, to 
which some gentlemen seem very partial if 
we are to judge from their untiring efforts to 
reduce the duty on the raw material to three 
dollars per ton? 

Tn the absence of positive data it is difficult 
to ascertain the precise value of pig iron man- 
ufactured last year, but it is certain the value 
ranges between $60,000,000 and $75,000,000, 
and that about eighty thousand laborers are 
empioyed in its production. S:ill weareusing 
annually about four hundred thousand tons 
more than we produce, having imported near 
that amount of pig and scrap last year, and 
having reduced the duty $2 on pig less than 
two years ago I submit whether it is wise while 
production is so far below consumption to gub- 
ject the article to a still further reduction of 
$1 per ton, as this bill proposes, the effect of 
which will be to widen the margin between 
production and consumption. 

No other domestic manufacture involves so 
large a per cent. of actual labor as pig iron, 
and probably none in which so many trades 
and arts are represented and directly bene- 
fited. It has been estimated that more than 
eighty per cent. of the value of a ton of pig 
iron 18 actual labor, and gentlemen who pro- 
fess to be deeply concerned in the interests of 
Jaboring men make an adverse record when 
they vote to reduce the duty on this article. 
The gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. FINKELN- 
BURG,] a member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means and a supporter of this bill, in his 
remarks the other day stated that tlre value of 
labor represented in pig iron was only fifteen 
to twenty per cent. of its cost. I have too high 
a regard for the integrity of that gentleman to 
suppose he would intentionally misrepresent 
the facts, but this grossly erroneous statement 


is calculated to mislead and ought not to go- 


uncontradicted. 

Now, if the gentleman referred only to the 
labor incident to the manufacture of pig iron 
after all the material is prepared and laid down 
at the furnace, he may not have been greatly 
in error, but he did not so qualify his remarks. 
Now, | hold myself responsible tor saying 
that in my district, where about one hundred 
and thirty thousand tons of pig iron are annu- 
ally produced, the bulk of which is made with 
charcoal, the actual value of the different kinds 
of labor whieh enter into its cost is over eighty 
per cent., and-I have no doubt about the same 
is true in other localities. 

It has been several times stated in this de- 
bate that the vaiue of the iron productions of 
the United States last year was $195,000,000. 
This is an error. Any one who wil examine 
the table upon which this estimate is based 
will find that the value of pig iron is first set 
down, then the value of the different grades 
of finished iron and steel made from the pig, 
thus twice including the value of the latter. 
In order to be correct, we must deduct from 
the value of the finished iron the value of the 
pig, say $70,000,000, which will leave $125,- 
000,000 as the legitimate production, or a little 
over double the value of importations. 

It isargued that manufacturers can well afford 
to submit toa reduction of duties, onthe ground 
that they are now relieved of internal taxes, 
but it must be remembered that when they were 
paylug these taxes gold was at a very high 
premium, which added a corresponding per 
gent. to the then existing duties, and that by 


the decrease of the premium on gold they have 


suffered a reduction of protection to more than | 


double the amount of the tax referred to. But 
it is said the appreciation of the value of paper 


is precisely in proportion to the depreciation | 


of the premium on gold. That is true, but 
the benefit inures to those who furnish the raw 
material and perform the labor, and not to the 
manufacturer, except so far as his net profits 
are concerned. 

Mr. RITCHIE addressed the committee 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. DUKE. Mr. Chairman, in the fourth 
paragraph of the fourteenth section of the 
majority bill will be found the following pro- 
vision: 

But nothing in this section shall be construed to 


exempt from a special tax any farmer or planter who 
shall, by peddling vr otherwise, sell leaf tobacco at 


retail directly to consumers, or who shali sell or | 


assign, consign, transfer, or dispose of to persons 
other than those who have paid a special tax as leaf 
dealers or manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, or cigars, 
or to persons purchasing leaf tobacco for export. 
And it shall be the duty of every tarmer or planter 
producing and selling leaf tobacco, on demand of 
any internal revenue officer, or other authorized 
agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said 
officer or agent a true and correct statement. verified 
by oath or affirmation, of all his sales of leaf to- 
bacco, the number of hogsheads, eases, or pounds, 
with tbe name and residence in each instance of 
the person to whom sold, and the place to which it is 
shipped. And any such farmer or planter who shall 
willfully refuse to furnish such information, or who 
shall kuowingly mako false statements as to any of 
the facts aforesaid, shall be liable to a penalty not 
exceeding $500. 

And substantially the same provision will be 
found in the bill of the minority. 

Mr. DICKEY. As I see several members 
of the Committee of Ways and Means here, I 
ask why was that provision inserted ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. If the gentleman ap- 
peals to me, | will ask which bill he refers to? 

Mr. DICKEY. Either. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The bill presented by 
the gentleman’ from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] has the provision to which the gentleman 
refers. 


Mr. DICKEY. The same provision is in 


both bills. 
Mr. DUKE. Both are the same in that 
respect. 


Mr. BURCHARD. That matter, if I may 
be allowed to state it, was referred to a sub- 
committee, of which the gentleman who re- 
ported the bill was a member, and that sub- 
committee reported those provisions. 

Mr. DICKEY. I wish to ask why the man 
who raises tobacco must, no matter how igno- 
rant he may be, or whether he raises it on 
shares or otherwise, be compelled to keep a 
book account, any more than the man who 
raises corn or wheat? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Those members of the 
committee who gave their attention to that 
portion of the subject reported that on a con- 
ference with the Department it was thought 
desirable to lay these restrictions upon the 
sale by individuals, in order if sales should be 
made of manufactured tobacco 

Mr. DICKEY. Then I understand that the 
man who raises tobacco must be subjected 
to an imposition to which no other man is sub- 
jected ? 

Mr. DUKE. I remarked before, and I 
think what has just beensaid by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BURCHARD] bears me 
out in the statement, that no member of that 
committee could have been familiar with the 
raising of tobacco. Iam not here to blame 
the committee or cast any imputation upon 
them. I merely say that they were not famil- 
iar with the subject. f 

I desire briefly to call the attention of the 
House to this most remarkable provision. And 
in the first place, I merely premise that such a 
provision could not have been inserted in the 
bill if any member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had represented a tobacco-growing 
district. It so happens (by accident, no doubt) 
that the tobacco interest, that interest which 


pays the second largest internal tax, is wholly 
unrepresented upon that committee, whose 
special duty it is to impose all taxes. Tobacco 
pays about one fourth of the entire internal 
revenue, and yet nota solitary member of that 
committee comes from a district in which 
tobacco is cultivated to any extent as a staple 
crop. I do not mean to intimate that this was 
done by design, but, nevertheless, it is unfor- 
tunate that no member of this committee comes 
from a distriét which would be especially 
affected by this large tax. I have not brought 
this matter to the attention of the House in 
any captions spirit, or with a view of casting 
any censure upon theappointing power orupon 
those appointed, but simply to account for 
what would otherwise appear an act of great 
injustice to those who grow tobacco asa staple 


crop. 

Mr, BURCHARD. I am not responsible 
for that provision. I prefer to keep the price 
up on tobacco and vote with the gentleman 
against those restrictions. 

Mr. DUKE. Upon tobacco? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUKE. Ah! there we bitch again. I 
propose to argue this question before the House 
and ask to have that provision struck out. 

Now, what are these provisions of this por- 
tion of the paragraph? Theyare simply these: 
that a planter or farmer who chooses to make 
tobacco shall only be allowed to sell that to- 
bacco in a particular way, and if he dares to 
sell the production of his own labor, the erop 
which he or his hands have produced from his 
land, he shall be subject to heavy pains and 
penaities. The farmer who raises hay, corn, 
wheat, oats, or any other farm product or pro- 
duct of the orchard, or who raises stock, shall 
be permitted to sell in any way he thinks 
proper. I can raise corn or wheat and sell it 
to my neighbor by the bushel, barrel, or hun- 
dred barrels; I can send itto Washington city or 
to Richmond, and sell it in such quantities as 
I may see fit; I can ship my fruit crop to New 
York, and sell by the box or erate or fifty crates. 
But the poor freedman, who rents a small 
piece of my land and raises a few hundred 
pounds of fine tobacco, cannot, when he goes 
into the village to buy a small amount of gro- 
ceries, take his tobacco with him and retail it 
out to those who actually need it for their own 
use unless he pays a special tax for se doing. 
He cannot sell his little crop unless he sells 
upon the premises or to those who buy tobacco 
for manufacturing purposes or for export. I 
can take my grain or fruit or stock to the neigh- 
boring town and sell it to whom I please andin 
such quantities as I thiak best; I can get the 
money for it, or I can get goods for it; but the 
freedman who rents aportion of my land cannot 
sell his little crop of tobacco in this way; he 
cannot sell it to consumers, unless they will 
come upon his premises to buy, and even then 
he cannot sell to an amount exceeding $100. 
All producers of agricultural commodities are 
left free to dispose of their products in such 
manner as they deem proper, save and except 
one; that one, the tobacco-zrower, is fenced 
about and hedged in by such restrictions and 
limitations as will tend to diminish the produc- 
tion of tobacco by planters who make small 
crops. Isgit fair, is it just, thus to impose upon 
one class of producers burdens which are 
imposed upon no other? We have heard much 
of class legislation; could there be a more 
odious or oppressive instance of class legisla- 
tion than this? 

Again, you require the cultivator of tobacco 
to keep an account of all tobacco sold by him, 
and he is compelled “on demand of any in- 
ternal revenue officer, or other authorized 
agent of the Treasury, to furnish said oflicer 
or agent a true and correct statement, 
verified by oath or affirmation, of all his 
sales of leaf tobacco, the number of hogs- 
heads, cases, or pounds, with the name and 
residence, in. each instance, of the person to 
whom sold and the place to which shipped,’ 
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Now, let us see what is the plain meaning of 
his. Every farmer who makes tobacco must 
keep an account of all tobacco sold by him, 
b whom sold, andin what quantity. Unlesshe | 
does this, how can he furnish the United States | 
officer. with a correct statement, on oath, of 
he number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds 
old, the name and residence of the purchaser 
o whom sold, and the place to which it is 
shipped? And all this must be done under 
a penalty of not exceeding $500. Now, 
bear in mind that a portion of those who 
raise tobacco can neither read nor write, and 
especially is this the case with the freedmen, 
many of whom raise small crops of tobacco. | 
These men must employ a clerk, they must | 
ay that clerk, and thus, in addition to the 
heavy burden which you impose upon them 
indirectly by your tax on the manufactured 
article, you burden them with the expense 
of keeping accurate accounts, which they may 
at any time be called upon to swear to. Has | 
such a proposition ever before been incorpor- 
ated into the legislation of this country in re- | 
gard to the sale by farmers of farm products? 
Corn is much used in the distiilation of whisky. 
Whisky is a taxed article, and therefore we | 
will require the corn-growers to keep an ac- 
count of the corn sold by them, to whom sold, 
the quantity soid, and when shipped; and | 
these accounts are at any time to be furnished | 
to a United States officer, and sworn to. 
Again, there are in my district, and no 
doubt in other districts, a considerable num- 
ber of small farmers, living remote from mar- 
ket in the mountains, who make small crops 
of tobacco, who cannot well afford to ship to 


H 


to 


a distant market, who have no facilities for 
prizing their tobacco. These men sell the loose 
tobacco to neighboring merchants or other 
parties, who, coilecting tobacco from different 
sources, prize it into hogsheads and ship it to 
market. This class of men are those who 
make their crop of tobacco with their own 
hands. ‘They are laboring men, and your pro- 
posed legislation strikes directly at them. It 
does not affect the large planter; he cannot 
afford to sell his tobacco in small quantities; 
it would not pay. Buatit does impose a most 
unjust and unfair burden upon the small 
: planters, those men, the bone and sinew of 
the country, who should be especially pro- 
- tected. 

Is there any member of the Ways and Means 
‘Committee who would tolerate such a burden 
upon the agricultural productions of his dis- 
trict? I pause fora reply. 

What would my friend from Kentucky who 
sits behind me [Mr. Beck] say to a proposi- 
tion introduced into this House which should 
` prohibit the farmers living in his splendid blue- 

grass region from selling their blood stock to 
their neighbors for their own use, unless such | 
Sales were made upon the farm, and tren | 
restrict them to sales not exceeding $100 in | 
value; which would prohibit them from tak- 
ing their stock to Lexington and there selling 
it to those who buy for use; which would re 
quire them to keep an accurate account of all 
stock sold, to whom sold, and the place where 
shipped; and, in addition, which would re- | 
quire them at any and all times to produce 
‘before a United States officer a sworu state- 
ment setting forth all these matters under a 
penalty of $500? Do you not think my friend 
would, in his most emphatic and impressive 
Manner, ‘go for’? the unlucky individual who 
_Shouldsuggest such a thing? 

_ What would my friend from Indiana who 
sits near me [Mr. Kerr] say, if this House 
should propose to make a law which would 
prevent the hog raisers of his State from sell- 
Ing their pork to neighbors for their own use || 
unless such sales were made upon the prem- 
ses, and then such sales not to exceed $100 
in value—a law which would require them to 


| to afford the manufacturer every relief, but F 


| ufacturers has appeared before the ‘‘ Ways 


i tion of that agricultural article of’ export | 


cep an accurate account of all pork sold, to 
Whom. sold, and where shipped, and to furnish 


at any time a sworn statement showing accu- 
rately all these things? With what fervent 
eloquence would he not denounce such a prop- 
osition as violating every principle of civil 
liberty! Would he not ‘‘ demand to know” 
from what clause of the Constitution could be 
derived the power to do such an iniquitous 
thing? 

Suppose the President of the United States 
would recommend to Congress the passage of 
a law that the corn-growers of Illinois should 
not be permitted to sell their corn to consum- 
ers except at the place where grown, and also 
require them to keep accurate accounts of all 
corn sold, to whom sold, and where shipped, 
would not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BurCHARD] incontinently take up his line of |! 
march for the insurgent camp at Cincinnati. 

Suppose a proposition was introduced into 
this House forbidding the constituents of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
from selling his delectable “pig” to consum- | 
ers except as it came from the furnace, would 
not his deep tones be heard denouncing the | 
proposition as a covert attempt to destroy 
"t American industry” by the ‘pauper labor 
of Europe,” and that ‘‘ British gold was at the | 
bottom of this daring attack upon the just | 
principles of protection to native industry ?”’ 

And finally, suppose the Secretary of the 
Treasury should propose that those who catch 
Professor Agassiz’s ‘‘brain food, cod-fish, | 
should not sell to consumers except upon the 
Banks, would not the chairman of the com- 
mittee turn from his beloved Boutwell forever, 
and with tears in his eyes exclaim in ‘mournful 
accents’ ‘‘Eiphraim is joined to his idols, let 
him alone?” z 

Now, sir, in what respect do such laws as 
these differ from the one proposed in regard 
to the grower of tobacco? The principle | 
is precisely the same. If you have a right to 
restrict the mode, manner, time, or place in 
regard to the sale of tobacco by the producers, 
then you have the same right to do the same 
thing as to the producers of stock, grain, pig 
iron, or the catchers of cod-fish. I ask gentle- 
men to bring this matter home to themselves. 
Just suppose a similar proposition should be 
made in regard to any agricultural products | 
grown in your own district. Ifyou would not 
apply it in such a case, then do not apply it to 
us. Task gentlemen to pause and put this ques- 
tion to themseives: if this proposition were 
made in referefce to any agricultural product of 
my district would I go for it? Is there one 
of you who would tolerate for an instant such 
a provision in regard to any article exclusively 
raised in your districts? 

What say you, corn-growers of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois, to such a proposition as this? 
Do you think your people could stand it, as 
applied to their productions? Then, why 
apply it to us? I think a spirit of fair dealing 
and equal rights as to all agricultural pro- 
ducers will induce you to change this. May 
I not urge another reason, which is that by 
such legislation you will curtail the produc- 


l 


which, next to cotton and wheat, brings you 
the largest return, to wit, tobacco? F ask 
you then to permit the planter to dispose of 
his tobacco just in the same way that you per- 
mit the farmer to dispose of his crops cf grain, į 

I know that the excuse for this is that it 
protects the manufacturer of tobacco who pays 
you a tax. I, sir, do not desire to do injustice 
to the manufacturer; I am willing, nay, [ am 
anxious, even to the extent of pertinacity, in the 
opinion of some of my neighbors on this floor, 


cannot relieve him at the expense of the plant- 
er. Delegation after delegation from the man- 


and Means’’—delegations, | undertake to say, 
of shrewd, active, intelligent business men, 

who understood their own interests and who | 
knew how to present their views in a most | 


| er's. 


forcible and direct manner; while on the 
other hand not a solitary voice, so far as I 
know, has been raised in behalf of the large 
class who plant tobacco. As the representative 
upon this floor of a large planting interest I 
must enter my protest against the legislation 
proposed in that part of the section to which 
i refer, and which at the proper time I shall 
move to strike out. 

I propose now to submit some views upon 
the general question of internal taxation. I 
submit that a tax upon any agricultural pro- 
duction, except in proportion to its value as 
compared with other property taxed, is in vio- 
lation of the just principles of taxation. The 
fact that the article undergoes some slight 
change before it is put upon the market does 
not change the principle. Because wheat is 
converted into flour, and this baked into bread, 
would it be any the less unjust to impose a 
specific tax on bread than on wheat? Because 
Indian corn is ground into meal, would a tax 
on corn-meal be any less objectionable than a 
tax on corn? Now, manufactured tobacco is 
not essentially changed in the process of man- 
ufacture. It will not be denied that “ raw 
leaf’? would be more palatable to those who 
use tobacco than unground wheat would be to 
those who use flour. 

Why, then, is it more just to tax manufac- 
tured tobacco than to tax flour? No one would 
tolerate for an instant a tax upon flour or 


‘bread, nor do I desire them to be taxed; but 


there is no more authority for taxing one than 
the other. We are told that in other countries 
tobacco and spirits are legitimate subjects of 
taxation, and therefore we should tax them. 
Is this an argument? Because England and 
France tax tobacco is that any reason why we 
should tax this article? Then, by reasoning 
equally convincing, because England has a king 
or queen and lords we should have them also T 
Because France one day hag a despotism, the 
next day the commune, and the third a gov- 
ernment which isneither the one nor the other, 
but a large mixture of both with a very little 
republicanism thrown in, we should have the 
same advantages | 

I hope gentlemen will give us better rea- 
sonsthan these. But we are told that they are 
luxuries, and therefore must be taxed. Are 
gentlemen serious in this? If it be true that 
they are luxuries then why not tax other lux- 
urles? In the part of the country from which 
I come, the greatest luxury which can be eon- 
ceived of, the luxury which a very small num- 
ber can enjoy—indeed itis a luxury enjoyed 
by none of us except the Federal tax-colect- 


| ors—is the luxury of having your pockets full 


of money and a large balance at your bank- 
lf you tax tobacco and whisky as lux- 
uries, then, in the name of justice, why do you 
not tax, and tax heavily, too, this, the greatest 
laxury of all? You tax the tobacco which 
is used by the laboring man, you tax this, 
the only luxury he bas; you tax this from 
one to two hundred per cent., but the other 
luxury, the luxury of a pocket full of money 
and a large bank balance, you have entirely 
overlooked. 

Your whole system of internal taxation is iu 
violation of every just avd equitable principle. 
It is arbitrary, unjust, and unwise. Three 
fourths of your internal revenue are collected 
from labor, and come out of articles pro- 


| duced by the land-owner and land-worker. The 


whole system is arranged in the interest of cap- 
ital and against labor, in the interest of the 
money-holder and money-lender against the 
land-holder and land-worker. Jt is a two- 


; edged sword, wielded by the money rings; with 


one edge they smite labor and with the other 
land. Day by day the laboring man finds it 
more aud more difficult to ‘live; the rates of 
wages are but Jittle increased, while the cost 
of living is doubled, tripled; or quadrupled. 
Day by day the land-owner finds it more and 
more dificult to procure a reasonable return 


for his means invested in land. He cannot 
make more than one or two, or at most three 
per cent. on his investment, while the money- 
lender makes ten or twelve, or even one hun- 
dred per cent. 


So great is the depression in agriculture | 


jn the southern States that large portions of 


the country are rapidly passing back into the | 


wilderness, nor would it be much better with 
the agricultural States of the West but for the 
vast immigration which is constantly pouring 
into that section. Labor and land, the two 
great sources of the wealth of nations, the 
two breasts of the State, are at this time in a 
deplorable condition throughout our country. 
You may talk about our national prosperity as 
much as you choose, but it cannot be denied that 
our laboring population and our agriculturists 
are at this moment in a worse condition than 
they have been for years. There must be a 
reason for this, and what is the reason? Is it 
aught else than because the immense burden 
of your taxation, some four hundred million 
dollars per annum, falls almost exclusively on 
Jabor and land? 

There is only one just principle of taxation, 
which is, that each and every citizen shouid 
contribute to the taxes in proportion to his 
ability to pay. 
a fundamental principle of taxation that ‘‘the 
subjects of every State ought to contribute to 
the support of Government as nearly as pos- 
sible in proportion to their respective abil- 
ities’? Can any one deny the justice of this 
principle? Is it not right that Government, 
which is intended to protect property, should 
be supported by property? Lf this principle 
is true in a monarchical Government, is it 
not especially true in this, our General Gov- 
ernment ? 

The objects to be attained in the formation 
of the General Government were not to 
protect personal rights as between citizens ; 
that was not contemplated; that was left to 
the States. The Government was authorized 
to collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
for the commen defense and general welfare. 
And these duties, imposts, and excises were 
to be uniform throughout the United States, 
and no direct tax. was to be laid unless in pro- 
portion to the census. l take it that the fram- 
ers of the Constitution meant by those pro- 
visions something more than a uniformity of 
taxation on any particular article taxed. It 
is hardly to be supposed that men as wise as 
they were would agree that the entire taxes 
of the country might be raised by a tax upon 
one particular article. 

Did it ever enter into their heads to conceive 
that Congress would have the right to collect 
all the taxes required for the support of the 
Government by a tax upon wheat at so much 
per bushel, or a tax upon tobacco at so much 
per pound? If Congress bas the right to levy 
a specific tax on tobacco for a portion of the 
revenue, irrespective of the ratio which the 
value of tobacco bears to other agricultural 
products taxed, then,it has an equal right to 
collect all of the taxes from tobacco, it has an 
equal right to raise all the taxes from wheat 
or corn or petroleum or any other article. This 
could never have been tie design of those who 
framed the Constitution, Their great object 
was to require taxes to be paid in proportion 
to the ability to pay. 

Let us see what, Justice Story says in regard 
to the meaning of uniformity of taxes. I 
quote from Story, Coustitutional Law, pages 
428-429 ; 

“The order of the subject would naturally lead us 
tothe inquiry why direct taxes are required to be 
governed by the rule of apportionment, and why 
“duties, imposts, and excises’ are required to be 
uniform throughout the United States. The answer 
to the former will be given when we come to the 
further examination of eertain prohibitory and re- 
strictive clauses of the Constitution on the subject 
oftaxation; the answer to the latter may be given 


ina few words: it was to cut off all undue prefer- 
ences of one State over another in the regulation 


Adam Smith lays it down as | 
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of subjects affecting common interests. Unless du- 
ties, imposts, and excises were uniform the grossest 
and most oppressive inequalities, vitally affecting 
the pursuits and employments of the people of dif- 
ferent States, might exist; the agriculture, com- 
merce, or manufactures of one state might be built 
up on theruins of those of another; and the combi- 
nation of a few States in Congress might secure a 
monopoly of certain branches of trade and business 
to themselves, to the injury, if not to the destruction 
of their less favored neighbors.” * = * ā  ¥ ® 

“If this provision as to uniformity of duties had 
been omitted, although the power might never have 
been abused to the injury of the feebler States of the 
Union, (a presumption which history does not justify 
us in deeming quite safe or certain,) yet it would of 
itsolf have been suficient to demolish, in a practical 
sense, the value of most of the other respective 
clauses in the Constitution. New York and Penn- 
sylvania might by an easy coinbination with the 
southern States have destroyed thewhole navigation 
of New England. A combination of a different 
character between New England and the western 
States might have borne down the agriculture of the 
South; and a combination of a yet different char- 
acter might have struck at the vital interests of 
manufactures, so that the general propriety of this 


: clause is established by its intrinsic wisdom, as well 


as by its tendency to quiet alarms and suppress 
discontents.” 

Is not the fair meaning of this that the pro- 
ductions of one section of the country should 
not be taxed while those of another were 
exempt? Might it not be said that under your 
present system of taxation a combination of a 
certain character has struck at the agriculture 
of the southern and western States? Again, 
the Constitution provides that ‘* no capitation 
or other direct tax shall be laid ualess in pro- 
portion to the census or enumeration herein 
before decided to be taken.” Now, is nota tax 
upon tobacco a direct tax within the meaning 
of the Constitution? [am aware that in the 
case of Hylton vs. United States, (8 Dallas, 
171,) the Supreme Court decided that a tax 
upon carriages was not a direct tax, and they 
intimate that a capitation tax and a tax on 
land were the only two direct taxes within the 
purview of the Constitution, But the general 
question did not arise in that case ag to what 
were or were not ‘‘ direct taxes ;” the partic- 
ular case decided was as to the tax on car- 
riages, and all else said was what the law- 
yers call obiter dictum. The case decided is 
the law of that case, and of all similar cases; 
but the case which was not decided cannot 
settle the law in similar cases. In the case 
decided one of the judges intimates that a tax 
upon the products of the soil might be regarded 
as a direct tax. It may well be asked, if a tax 
upon land is a direct tax are not taxes upon 
the products of land direct taxes? Land is 
valuable not in itself, but for what it produces. 
Land which produces no crops is not and can- 
not be valuable as land. If, then, it be the 
products of the soil which make land valuable, 
these products should occupy the same posi- 
tion in regard to taxation as laud, and can only 
be taxed asland is taxed. A tax was imposed 
upon raw cotton, but it was soon repealed as 
unjust, if not unconstitutional. Why is a tax 
on tobacco more just than a tax upon raw 
cotton? Itis claimed that the tax is imposed 
upon the manufactured article; but docs this 
alter the case? Manufactured tobacco is not 


| essentially changed fromthe “raw” article by 


manufacture. It is used for the same purposes 
and in the same way, either raw or manufac- 
tured; the only effect of the manufacture is to 
make it more convenient to handle and a little 
more palatable. It is not more changed in 
the process of manufacture than wheat is when 
converted into four or corn into meal. In my 


| opinion, therefore, a specifictax upon manufac- 


tured tobacco is contrary to the spirit if not 
the letter of the Constitution. 

J return to the proposition that the only just 
principle of taxation is that each citizen should 


j pay in proportion to his ability to pay. Any 


other rule is arbitrary and empirical. You 
wholly ignore this rule. You do not tax ac- 
cording to what a man has, or according to 
what he makes, but: you tax what he con- 
sumes; and that is not the worst of it. If 
you taxed all articles consumed according to 


their value it would not be so unjust; but you... 
tax only particular articles of consumption, 
and you tax those articles of consumption. 
which are used in greatest proportion by the | 
laboring classes, and which are derived from’ 
the products of agriculture. What articles of: 
consumption pay your internal taxes? Are 
they those used by the rich or those used by: 
the poor? Letus see. For the fiscal year end.’ 
ing June 30, 1871, there was collected from: 
domestic spirits the sum of $46,281,848 10,..: 
and from tobaceo the sum of $83,578,907 18; 
making together the sum of $79,860,755 28| 
The entire internal revenue for that fiscal.’ 
year amounted to $144,011,176 24, so that. č 
spirits and tobacco paid more than one half 
of the entire internal revenue. 
articles are consumed more largely by the. : 
laboring classes than by the wealthy. The: 
men of wealth use their fine imported wines 
and brandies, their imported cigars, while the 
laboring men must of necessity content them- 
selves with domestic spirits, and plug or fine- 
cuttobacco. I think it might be claimed with- 
out fear of successful contradiction that the 
working men of our country pay more per 
capita of the internal revenue than do the men 
of capital, and especially is this the case since 
the discontinuance of the income tax. f 

Now, is this right? Can it be justified on 
any pretense whatever? In other countries © 
these laws taxing rich and poor to the same ` 
extent are supported on the ground that they = 
are sumptuary laws? But has the Congress ` 
of the United States any authority to pass 
sumptuary laws? From what clause of the 
Constitution cau they derive such power? If 
we can pass such laws, then there is no limit: 
to our power, and we can do just what we 
please. I do not think that the Congress of 
the United States can resolve itself into “a, * 
Brick Lane branch of the Grand Junction 
Ebenezer Temperance Society, ’’ and enforce 
its views upon the people by law. I duly ap- 
preciate and admire those distinguished Sen- 
ators and Representatives who give useloquent 
addresses on temperance, and who illustrate 
the moral grandeur displayed in the life and: 
character of a reformed drunkard; I sympa-> 
thize with the anti-smokimg and anti-chewing 
society ; but when they ask Congress to legis-: 
late on these subjects I must respectfully refer 
them to their respective State Legislatures, 
where the power to do so properly belongs. I 
hope that it will not be supposed for an instant’ 
that I am an advocate of intemperance, for 
such is not the case, I am in favor of tem- 
perance in all things, temperance in eating and 
drinking, temperance in legislation, and espe-: 
cially in taxation. 

But until the millennium shall arrive—and- 
God grant that it may soon come, for it is 
much needed about this time—many men will 
use spirits and tobacco; and because they do 
this, I see no reason why all the taxes should 
be imposed upon them. The taxes are now 
imposed, not in proportion to the ability of 
the individual to pay, but in proportion to his 
capacity and inclinalion to drink spirits or 
chew tobacco. But, as I have already said, 
these two articles are selected as proper sub- 
jects of taxation because they are luxuries. 
Now, let us examine into this matter a little 
further. If the taxation of luxuries be the 
true principle, then tax to the utmost limit 
the many luxuries of the rich, and spare the 
few luxuries, or rather comforts, of the poor. 
In your present system of taxation this is not: 
done, 

The miner who toils down in the earth, upon ` 
whose pallid face the glorious, life-giving sun 
but rarely shines, whose eyes are seldom glad- 
dened by the sight of green meadows, waving 
woods, sparkling brooks, and lofty mountains,’ 
those glorious pictures painted and framed by ~ 
uature’s good God for the delight of nature's 
poorer children ; the hardy mariner who braves” 
a thousand dangers upon the ocean, bringing 
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safely into port the argosy freighted with 
wealth for others to enjoy; the toiling mil- 
lions whose lives are spent in a fierce struggle 
for existence, and whose very blood is coined 
into gold to fill the coffers of the rich; all 
these are compelled fo pay tribute to your pub- 
lie fisc, while he who hoards his gold and day 
by day and hour by hour adds cent. per cent. 
to his thousands, goes free from all taxation. 

Tax as much as you choose the Juxuries of 
the rich ; such taxes are not felt. Those men 
of wealth who possess culture and refinement 
are not deterred by taxes trom purchasing 
articles of luxury which contribute to their 
enjoyment. Those other men of wealth, who 
do not possess culture and refinement, I mean 
those who have grown suddenly rich by gam- 
bling in gold or stocks, or by robbing the 
Government under the thin disguise of con- 
tracts—the ‘‘ ring-masters and ring-men”’ in 
all Government jobs—such men prefer the 
article because ofits high price. They esti- 
niate books by the extent of surface and amount 
of gilt edge; they value paintings as they do 
silks, according to their cost per square yard; 
they boast of the cost of their fine houses, 
fine pictures, fine furniture, and fine equip- 
ages; they are proud of the bigh price of their 
fine wines and fast horses, and some of them 
even of the high price of their fast women. 
Tax the luxuries of those men as much as you 
please, but spare, I pray you, the few luxuries 
of the poor. 


Let us examine now into the practical work- | 


ing of your system of ivternai taxation, 
propose to show bow unjust and unequal it 
is; bow burdens are imposed upon ceriain 
sections, and other sections are almost entirely 
relieved. 

The entire value of property in the Uri 
ted States by the censns of 1870 was $29,975,- 
781,300—(see census report on ** wealth, tax- 


ation, and public expenditures,” page 10, table | 


one)—say in round numbers, $30,000,000,000. 
Now, a tax of fifty cents on $100 worth of prop- 
erty would produce $150,000,000. Forthe fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1871, there was collected 
from all sources of internal revenue the sum of 
$144,011,176 24. Now, let us see what States 
paid the bulk of these taxes. The entire wealth 
(real valne) of the State of Massachusetts was 
in 1870, according to the census, (see page 10 
as above.) $2,182,148,741. If a tax of fifty 
cents on $100 worth of property were imposed, 
Massachusetts would pay into the public Treas- 
ury $10,660,748. On the other hand Virginia 
has an aggregate wealth of the real value of 
$409, 588, 188. 
of property would produce $2,047,940. Under 
a just system of taxation Massachusetts should 
pay $10,660,743, and Virginia $2,047,940. 
Now, letus see what these two States actu- 
ally pay under the present system. As already 
stated, the entire internal revenue for the fs- 


cal year ending June 30, 1871, was $144,011,- | 


176. We must deduct from this, adhesive 
stamps, tax on salaries, and fees for passports. 
These deductions are made, because it}s impos- 
sible to ascertain from what States these items 


are derived, Deducting these three items there | 


remains the sum of $127,873,109. 
Now, let us see what amount of this sum is 


paid by Massacbuseus and what by Virginia. | 


On page 207 of the report of the Commisioser 
of Internal Revenue under date of November, 
21, 1871, we will find that Massachusetts paid 


$6,801,074, while Virginia paid $5,319,272; | 
that is, Massachusetts paid a little over one half | 


of what she should have paid, and Virginia 
paid more than double what she should have 


paid. In other words, Virginia, overrun, laid | 


Waste, her entire labor system overthrown, 
with allof her banking capital destroyed, and 


her financial system utterly deranged, was com- | 


pelled to pay her own, taxes and one half of 
the taxes of Massachusetts. But.this does not 
tell the whole story; for in addition to the 
taxes actually paid in the State. there were 
‘shipped in bond about twenty million pounds 


A tax of fifiy cents on $100 ;; 


of manufactured tobaceo, the tax on which 
paid by Virginia manufacturers amounted to 
$6,400,000. - 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough to answer me a question? 

Mr. DUKE. Of course I will, with the 
greatest pleasure, if I can. 

Mr, DAWES. I have been very much inter- 
ested in the gentleman’s figures, and have 
felt some considerable pride in tbe great 
wealth of Massachusetts, as exhibited by his 
statemeut, while at the same time I am sorry 
that the comparison between my State and 
Virginia is so much to the disadvantage of the 
latter. Considering that Virginia is an older 
State than Massachusetts, about five times as 
large as Massachusetts, has a finer soil and 
better climate, larger forests, good iron and 
coal mines, aud the grandest water-power in 
the world, perhaps the gentleman can tell me 
the reason his State is at such a disadvantage. 

Mr. DUKE. 1 will tell the gentleman the 
reason. itisbecause from the foundation of 
the Government down to the present time 
Virginia has been taxed and her money has 


| been rolled into the coffers of Massachusetts. 
| That'is tue reason, sir; it is your whole sys- 


tem of taxation. While we were contending 
for what we called constitutional rights, you 
were collecting in the Federal money. 
accounts for the difference. 

Mr. DAWES. And you got rather the 
worst of the bargain. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUKE., . We did, decidedly. 


Virginia is an agricuitural State, Massachu- | 


setts is a State of capital and manufactures. 


Let us take another instance. ‘The five New | 


England States of Maine, New Hampshire, 


Vermont, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, have | 
hin the aggregate taxable property of the actual | 
value of 81,814,989,809. A tax of fifty cents on | 
Now, on ji 
the other hand, the great agricultural State į 
i of Illinois bas an aggregate taxable property | 
| of the value of $2,121.680,579. A tax of fifty | 
cents upon $100 would produce the sum of | 
Now, iet us see what these five | 


$100 would produce $9.074,946. 


$10,608,402. i 
New Engiand States actualiy pay and what 
lijinois pays. The five States named pay 


| in the aggregate the sum of $8,187,720, that | 
‘is about one tbird of what they should pay. | 


On the other hand Illinois pays the sum of 
$15,119,609, that is one third more than she 
should pay; or to put the matier in another 
light, the agricultural State of Ilinois pays all 
of her own taxes and nearly two thirds of the 


| taxes of the manafacturing and money States 


of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Con- 
necticut, and Rhode Islaad. 


Mr. BURCHARD. Is that on internal 
revenue? 

Mr. DUKE. Yes, sir, internal revenue 
; alone, 


Mr. BURCHARD. You charge to us the : 


taxation collected upon whisky. You forget 


| that we do not consume all the whisky we 


manufacture. 


Mr. DUKE. 


{Laughter J 
i am aware of that. 


pays the tax on any commodity. I admitthat 


so far as concerns luxuries used by the rich, | 


the consumer does pay the tax ; but when you 


come to the litle comforts used by the poor | 
| man, the tax is partly paid by the consumer ): 
i and partly by the producer. 
‘it gravely urged that the laboring men of this |) 
country would have their whiskyand tobacco, | 
ne matter what price might be fixed upon it. | 
| Sir, I repel this imputation upon the laboring |} 


men of ihe country. They are frugal, and 
your taxes diminish their comforts. 


Fhe same results as in Massachusetts are: 
i presented in the protected Si i 


2 of Pennsyl 


vania. I might carry this comp 


are, but these examples will sufice. 


it may be suid, however, that the ability to 


pay taxes dependsa good deal upon the qaan 


tity of money in circulation; granted. Now 


That ; 


I know |; 
ithe common doctrine is that the consumer 


I have heard ! 


son further, | 
and show how unequal and unjust your taxes | 


let us see how matters stand in this regard: 
I quote from the report of thé Comptroller 
of the Currency, of date November 10, 1871, 
page 15, appendix; in the State of Massa- 
chusetts. the actual national bank circula: 
tion amounted to $57,480,866. The national 
bank circulation of Virginia amounted to the 
pitiful sum of $8,312,400; tbat is, for evéry 
dollar in circulation. in Virginia there were 
nearly twenty dollars in circulation in Massa: 
chusetts. It will be said, however, thai this 
is not a fair example. Let us take another 
instance: the national bank circulation of 
the five New England States of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, and Rhode 
Island, amounts to the sum of $49,386,275, 
white in the State of Hinois the national bank 
circulation was only $18,722,825. The State 
of Connecticut, which has a population of 
only 587,454, and an aggregate of wealth of 
$774,631, 524, has a circulation of $17,800,455 ; 
while the State of illinois, with a population 
of 2,539,891 and an aggregate of wealth of 
$2,121,680,579, hasa circulationof $13, 722,825, 
Why, sir, the little State of Rhode Island, 
which might be takea up and deposited in 
many places in Illinois without the inhabitants 
being aware ol it, except from the smell of 
cod-fish aud onions—ibis little State, with a 
population of 217,358 and an aggregate of 
wealth amounting to $296,965,646 ; that is, a 
little more than one tenth of the population 
and one tenth of the wealth of Illinois, bas 
about the same bank circulation with this latter 
State, the former being $13,236,805 and ihe 
latter $13,722,825. 

I desire to cail the attention of the House, 
and especially of the Representatives of the 
State of Illinois, to one or two other faets 
shown by the censns tables: in the year 1850 
the population of Hlinois was 851,470; in 1860 
it was 1,711,951, and in 1870 it was 2,539,891. 
Now, how was it in Massachusetts? Ju 1850 
the population of Massachusetts was 994.514; 
in 1860 it was 1,231,066; in 1870, 1,457,351. 
Loput itin another fight, from 1850 to 1860 
the population of Illinois increased about ane — 
huudred per cent., and from 1860 to 1870 it 
increased about fifty per cent.; on the other 
hand, the population of Massachusetts hetween 
1850 and 1860 increased not quite thirty per 
cent., and between 1860 and 1870 it increased 
not quitetwenty percent. Now let us look at 
the increase of wealth. In 1850 the wealth of 
Hlinois amounted to only $156,265,066; in 
1860 it had increased to 8871,860,282. and in 
1870 it bad increased to $2,121,080,579. 

Between 1850 and 1860 the inerease of 
wealih in Ilinois was more than four hundred 
per cent., and between 1860 and 1870 it was 
about one hundred and forty-five per cent. ; 
that is, the increase of wealth between 1860 
aud 1870 was much less in proportion to the 
increase of population than between 1850 aod 
1860. To put it in the form of a proportion: 
19501900). Populationi... 199 Ber cent, ineroase, 
1551—18601 wealth nna f 40 por cent: inore 
1860—1870 Í 145 per cent. incre 

Now, how stands the case with Alassach 
setis?. In 1850 the wealth of Massachus 
was $573,842.286; in 1860 it had only in- 


' creased to $815,237,483, while in 1870 it had 


increased to the enormous amount of $2,132,- 
148,741. Beiween 1850 and 1860 the increase 
of wealth in Massachusetts was about foriy- 
five per cent., while between 1860 and 1870 
the increase of wealth was upward of one 
hundred and fifty per cent.: 


1850—1860} { 30 per cent. increase. 


1860—141870 j “Un Population... 4 20 per cent, increas: 
| 1850—1880 Wealth J _45 per cont, increase. 
1860—1579 foe aise RES { 150 per cent. increase. 


To sum up in the decade between 1560 and 
1876 as compared with the decade beween 
1850 and 1860 in the agricultural State of Pi- 
nois, the increase of wealth as compared 
with the increase of population kas- dreii- 
ished in the proportiou of two hundred to ene 
hundred and forty-five; while in the man- 


my, 
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ufacturing and money State of Massachusetts 
in the former decade as compared with the 
latter, the increase of wealth as compared 
with the increase of population has increased 
in the proportion of five to one. Now, 
ask of the Representatives of the great State 
of Illinois, how can you account for this? 
Are the hardy farmers of Illinois less indus- 
trious, less frugal, or less enterprising than 
the manufacturers and bankers of Massachu- 
setts? I think not. This great disparity can 
only be accounted for on the ground that your 
system of taxation and finance has plundered 
Illinois and other States to enrich Massachu- 
setts. Truly may it be said that Massachusetts 
has for the last ten years ‘‘run the machine’’ 
to some purpose, so far, at least, as her own 
interests are concerned. 

But this enormous incredse of wealth has 
not inured to the benefit of the working classes 
of that State. Day by day the laboring pop- 
ulation is becoming more and more dissatis- 
fied, and well they may be, for while they are 
compelled to pay high taxes upon spirits and 
tobacco, of which they use some small quan- 
tity, their employers, who rake in the gold by 
tens and hundreds of thousands, do not pay 
anything in the way of internal taxation. The 
only thing which these cotton lords did pay 
upon were their incomes, and they have, by 
the cry of its being an “inquisitorial, unjust, 
and oppressive tax,” succeeded in having that 
repealed. They take care, however, to continue 
the tax upon those articles which are used by 
the poor. Your political Doctor Sangrados 
have bled the patient nigh unto death, and, 
having become somewhat alarmed at his con- 
dition, at an early day in the present session 
attempted to administer a little warm waler, 
in the shape of a ‘ commission of inquiry.” 

I trust the patient has strength enough left 
to kick out these Sangrados, and return to a 
healthy system of treatment. I waru the capi- 
talists of the manufacturing districts that there 
is danger ahead. here is gradually growing 
up a feeling of hostility between labor and 
capital; this hostility is constantly deepening 
and widening and becoming more intense. 
Nearly every day we hear of strikes in some 
manulacturing districts—labor breaking out 
in revolt against the cruel exactions of cap- 
ital—capital calling in the armed mercenaries 
of the Government to repress labor. Why is 
this? Is it not because capital does not divide 
yrofits fairly with labor, and because all the 
Borders of the Government are removed from 
capital and imposed upon land and labor, 
thereby greatly enhancing the cost of living. 

Let your capitalists relieve the working 
classes from these unjust impositions. Do 
this at once; delay is dangerous. To-day, by 
judicious legislation, all may be well; to- 
morrow may be too late. To-day is heard 
only a gentle murmuring of complaint; to- 
morrow it may swell into the awful roar of 
the storm-tossed ocean. The cloud in the 
distance not larger than a man’s hand is full 
charged with threatening electricity. See to 
it that this current is properly directed and 
drawn off, or the hurricane may be upou you, 
and your boastful achievements in literature, 
in arts, in science, and in moral progress— 
those indices which mark upon the dial-plate 
of time the advancement of civilization—may 
be Swept away, and night and chaos will come 
again. 

In conclusion, I desire to address a few 
words to the men of the great Westand North- 
west. 

From Cairo all along down the valley of 
the great Mississippi to the Gulf, from Bowl- 
ing Green through the valleys of the Cum- 
berland and Tennessee, through the heart of 
Georgia to the blue waves of the Atlantic, 
your children, native and adopted, have met 
in deadly conflict the children of the sunny 
South. In my own beloved Virginia your 
sons, equally with the sons of New York 
and Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and || 


Maryland, sleep the long sleep which knows 
no waking—sleep in peace beside the veterans 
of Stonewall Jackson and of Lee. While you 
were, as you term it, ‘‘saving the life of the 
nation” by pouring out like water your blood, 
the thrifty sons of New England were (with 
some honorable exceptions) sending foreign 
mercenaries into the field and amassing wealth 
at home. . 

Four long years have been spent in deadly 
strife; you have won; we have lost. The war 
ended seven years ago, and its *‘ stern alarums”’ 
should long since have been ‘‘changed into 
merry meetings;’’ yet still we stand sullenly 
apart. Why should this be so? The only ele- 
ment of discord which divided us—the question 
of African slavery—has been forever eliminated 
from the problem ; your interests are similar to 
ours. The people of the lower valley of the 
Mississippi need your cora, your flour, your 
pork, your cattle and horses, and spirits; you 
need some of our tobacco; there is no conflict 
of interests between us. Notwithstanding these 
things, we still permit the lingering hates and 
bickerings of the war to keep us asunder, while 
the protectionists of New England and Penn- 
sylvania plunder the camp. i 

Will you not discard New England polities 
and New England politicians, New England 
finance and New England financiers? Willyou 
not, uniting with us, and buryingin one com- 
mon grave the animosities of the dead past, 
overthrow the'present unjust and unequal sys- 
tem of internal and external taxation and 
finance, and erect upon its ruins a system 
based upon true revenue reform, and which, 
while granting bounties, advantages, and mo- 
nopolies to none, will impose the burden of 
taxation upon all in proportion to their “ability 
to pay?’’ Do this, and speedily we will take 
what rightly belongs to us, the foremost rôle 
iu the grand drama of human civilization and 
progress which is enacting around us. 

Mr. UPSON addressed the committee 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not propose in the limited time at my com- 
mand to enter into a general discussion of the 
revenue question. The statement of a few 
principles of general application, which will 
largely control my vote upon the pending bill, 
is all that {í shall attempt. No Government, 
whatever may be its political character, can 
be carried on without money. A national 
revenue is indispensable to a national exist- 
ence. Political economists and the experi- 
ence of mankind alike indicate that this rev- 
enue must be principally derived from two 
sources: first, taxation; and second, customs 
or tariff duties. Both are exactions made by 
the State for which the citizen, within the just 
and reasonable exercise of this power, receives 
an ample consideration in the enjoyment of 
equal laws and the protection of person and 
property. The amount levied and collected 
ought to be equal to but never in excess of 
ihe wants and necessities of the Government. 
The true question for us to consider is how 
much money is necessary to be raised and 
how shall it be levied. 

The receipts and expenditures of the last 
fiscal year, ending June 80, 1871, as shown by 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
are as follows: 


From customs.. nesses 
From internal revenue... 
From sales of publie lands 
From miscellaneous sources...... 


+++3206, 270,403 05 
. 143,093,153 63 
- 2,388,648 68 
see 31,569,736 53 
$383,323,944 89 


The expenditures for the same period were: 
For civiland miscellaneous purposes... $69,493,710 97 
For War Department .......... 35,799,991 82 
For Navy Department 31,02 

7,426,997 44 


For Indians..... 
345,443,894 88 


For pensions... 
For interest on the public debt. + 125,576,565 93 


$292,177,188 25 


leaving the sum of $91,146,756 64, which 
was applied to the payment of the national 
debt. 

The estimated receipts and expenditures of 
the present fiscal year areas follows : receipts 
from all sources. $365, 198,374 60 ; expendi- 
tures, 293,403,382 92; leaving an estimated 
balance applicable to the payment of the prin- 
cipal of the public debt on the 80th day of- 
June, 1872, of $71,794,991 68. 

These figures, taken from official sovrees, 
demonstrate very clearly two important facts. 
The first is, that both the tariff and the internal 
revenue tax must for the present at least in 
some form be retained, neither is alone suff- -` 
cient to meet the public wants and necessities; 
the second is, that the amount collected ig 
$50,000,000 in excess of that required for the 
necessary expenses of the Government and the 
one per cent. of that portion of the debt re- 
quired by law to be carried to the sinking fand, 
and ought, therefore, to be reduced. The faith- 
ful collection of the reveuues and the rapid 
reduction of the national debt since the inau- 
guration of President Grant has established 
our credit at home and abroad, and if we here- 
after pay our bonds at maturity it is all that 
justice or public policy requires. It is far 
more important to remove all unnecessary 
burdens from the people and cheapen the cost 
of living. 

Under our system of government taxation 
for national uses is confined within narrow 
limits. The constitutional provision requiring 
Representatives and direct taxes to be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to 
their respective population is a virtual prohi- 
bition, This is doubtless a wise and salutary 
limitation, The assessments for State and 
municipal purposes are all the direct taxes 
which ought to be levied upon the people. 
The internal revenue tax was originally de- 
vised as a war measure, and most of its objec- 
tionable features have, with the restoration 
of peace, been swept away by successive acts 
of Congress. It is now mainly a tax upon the 
luxuries of life and large incomes. ‘The last 
annnal report of the Commissianex of Internat 


| Revenue makes the following exhibit of the 


articles taxed and the amounts received there- 
from during the last fiscal year: 

On spirits .... 
On tobacco... 
On fermente quors. 
On banks and bankers 
On income 


$46,281,848 10 
33,578,907 18 
8.644211 53 
19162650 75 


« 2,573,122 92 

ccupations formerly 
WPL. sceevseceaseeereeee 15,401,184 13 
636,980 35 


15,342,739 46 


Totales 


sesceasseceseeeneenbl 44,011,176 24 


The bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposes, as I understand it, the 
following reductions: 


Internal revenue. 


On tobacco 
Qn gas. 
On ban 
On matches . 
On agreements 


$ Doble iadi 


I shall cheerfully support this proposed re- 
duction, with the exception of the cbange in 
the tax on tobacco. No change in this tax 
18, 80 far as I am informed, demanded by the 
people. The trade in that article has accom- 
modated itseif to existing laws, and while the 
cousumers do not complain, the manufacture 
aud sale of this article are known to be sulli- 
ciently profitable. The last articles whica 
ought to be excepted from the internal rov- 
enue tax are spirituous and malt liquors 
and tobacco and cigars. It will be muci 
better, in my opinion, to lessen or abolisi 
the income tax, which is probably the most 
unequal and liable to the most frauds of all 
our taxes, 
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The bill under consideration also proposes 
the following reduction of import duties: 


On basis of On duty 
quantities received 
of 1871. in 1871. 
wees $2,348,639 — $3,625,716 
a 2,949,309 5,070,480 
322,881 
5.522 
On leat A 
On iron and manufac 
On steel and manu i 
On WOO). ca ceceecege resser sese verant 559.823 
On woolen manufactures i 5,517,275 
On woolen Carpets... 197,772 
On cotton manufactures. 783.724 
On copper and manufactures 
OL AE E E vesteaiseysstoves 39,611 
On chemicals, drugs, &c. 584,862 
On cork, manufactured.. 28,915 
On Jumber ...seeseeeseeees 761,801 
On all other articles. 212 
On free List......s.eeseeee cee . 1,584,667 
$18,952,438 


The bill which has already passed both 
Houses of Congress placing tea and coffee 
on the free list will swell the first two items 
to $16,000,000. The scheme presented, al- 
though possessing some merits, is by no means 
perfect, and will, I trust, be amended in the 
commitiee. The reduction upon wool, cop- 
per, and lumber is an unnecessary discrimin- 
ation against leading interests of the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent. 
The following article taken from a leading 
journal shows what consideration the wool- 

rowers of the country have heretofore received 
in the adjustment of the tariff: 


“The Wool-Growers.—The existing tariff shows 
that the wool manufacturers have * protected’ the 
sheep-farmer very much as the wolf protects the 
lamb. Itis cheap wool and dear cloth every time. 

“ Carpet wools and all similar, wools, such as 
native South American, Cordova, Smyrna, Turkey, 
Greece, Egypt, Syria, and elsewhere, get the miser- 
able pittance of protection of threecents per pound, 
while one pound of ordinary three-ply carpet, about 
ayard, gets the magnificent protection of $1 10. 

Three cents per pound is protection enough for 
the American farmer who grows carpet wools for a 
living, but the Pemberton square (Boston) carpet 
manufacturer must be‘ protected’ at the rate of $1 10 
per pound for his production, and thisis a fair sample 
of the protection afforded the wool-growers by the 
manufacturers’ lobby. , 

“Wool and Cloths—The producers of American 
wool of the finer grades are protected by a tariff of 


from ten to. twelvecents per pound, while the Amer- | 


ican manufacturers of broadcloth get their produc- 
tions protected at the handsome rate of two dollars 
per pound and upward, according to fineness. 

Tho rates are greater in favor of the manufac- 
turer and against the farmer, and the laws fixing 
them are still more unjust and unfair. For exam- 
ple, carpet wooils, and all other similar wools, worth 
not over twelve cents per pound at the place of ex- 
portation, exclusive of charges, pay a tariff duty 

` of, three cents per pound, , . 

“Under this law itis possible, to import medium 
grades of wool for making ordinary cloth at three 
cents per pound duty. ‘here is only a single ad 
valorem rate on wool fixed by foreign valuation. 

On cloths of all kinds there is a double rate—ad 
valorem and specific. Undervaluation will avail 
nothing. Cloth ofall kinds, not otherwise provided 
for forty cents per pound and thirty-five per cent. 
advalorem. Under thisarrangement one yard of six- 
dollar broadcloth, weighing one pound, would be 
assessed $2 50 per pound. 

A he wool from which it was made might come 
in at three cents, and in no case would it pay more 
than twelve cents per pound, 

< Itis simple, single, and low rates for wool, but 
high, complex, and double rates for cloth. Turkey 
every time for the manufacturer, but for the sheep- 
farmer not once.” 

The reduction of the duty on lumber is 
equally unjust to the lamber interest of the 
Northwest. The iariff upon this article does 
not materially atfect its price in the interior. 
The principal item of expense upon Michi- 
gan lumber when taken to Pennsylvania or 
New York is the transportation. If a tarill 
is good for anything, it ought to keep prices 
uniform throughout the country. Fhe only 
effect of the proposed change will be to open 
our northern borders to cheap Canadian lum- 
ber, destroy ruling prices, and depreciate the 
value of honest investments, without any Cor- 
responding advantage to consuiners through- 
out the country. 
benefit of Canada, it is all might; but if we 
are making laws for the benefit of our-own 
country, it is all wrong. : Why should the duty 


Hf we are legislating for the | 


on leading articles of Michigan production, 
exposed to ruinous competition with cheap 
Canadian labor, be reduced, while the tariff on 
Kentucky hemp is increased? This is nota 


trade” or “Kentucky neutrality.” 

Lam aware, Mr. Chairman, that the adjust- 
ment of the tariff so as to meet the wants of 
the different sections of the country, and the 
conflicting interests of the manufacturer, pro 
ducer, and consumer, is a matter of serious 
difficulty. But, sir, I believe that a reduction 
of nearly forty-four million dollars, including 
the duty on tea and coffee, can safely be made 
without injuring the business of the country 
or impdiring any of our industries. This, with 
the proposed reduction of the iniernal revenue, 
except on tobacco, will lessen the exactions 
from the people to the amount of $50,000,000, 
and furnish a reasonable measure of relief. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
now rise. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. 
Dawes haviog resumed the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. Scor1gLp reported that, pur- 
suant to the order of the House, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the state of the 
Union generally, and more particularly the 
bill of the House (No. 2322) to reduce daties 
on imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at ten o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


I move that the House 


PETITIONS, ETO. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of ,Cole- 
man Bohanon, for indemnity for thirty-two 
bales of cotton. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Trow- 
bridge, Wilcox & Co., and over 75 others, in 
favor of a light-house on Passage Island, near 
Isle Royale, Lake Superior. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of Mrs. 
Melindy ©. H. Eberle, and others, asking 
the passage of the bill to provide for the sale 
to actual settlers of the surplus lands of the 
Round Valley reservation. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Bara Dick- 
inson and others, for the equalization of 
bounties and back pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Frederick 
E. Upton, for restoration to his rank in the 
Navy. 

By Mr. LAMISON: The memorial of 
Thomas T. Sesler, George M. Wadsel, and 54 


testing against the extension of L. L. Long- 
streth's patent on bee hives. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
George W. Ferrel, C. B. Wright, A. V. Dille, 
Benjamin Davis, Newton H. Braddock, Mor- 
gan Rinehart, Wiliam €. Johnson, and 40 
others, honorably discharged soldiers of the 
late Union Army, ehizens of Greene and 
Fayette counties, Pennsylvania. praying the 


io every honorably discharged soldier. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of Christian 
Heakle, guardian of Miunie Messner, asking 
Congress to pass a special act for her relief. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: A petition for the pass- 
age of a bill giving increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers. 


of Indiana, asking the passage of an act to 
grant arrears of pension to Joha W. Salyers, 
a soldier of the war of 1812. 

By Mr. WILLARD: A petition for restora- 


| tion of pension to Orville Ford,-of Brandon, 


t Vermont. - : 


passage of a bill allowing 58 334 per month | 


By Mr. TYNER: The petition of citizens ! 


very consistent exhibit of Kentucky. ‘‘free 


others, citizens of Allen county, Obio, pro- | 


| 


| proved duly 25, 1863. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 8, 1872. 


Prayer by the Rev. E. D. Owen, of Wash: 
ington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was: 
read and approved. ; 


POTTAWATOMIE AND SHAWNEE INDIANS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before. the: 
Senate the amendment of the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 988) to provide 
homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory. 

The amendment of the House was to strike 
out the Erst section of the bill relating to the 
Pottawatomie Indians. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move that the 
Senate non-concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and, by unani- 
mous consent, the Vice President. was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to open negotiations 
with the Indian nations, tribes, or individuals, 
for the purpose of commuting all annuities 
now payable iu kind, and to report his doings 
to Congress for its adoption, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1585) to abolish the tribal 
relations of the Miami Indians, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs aud head-men of the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 
meut of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory; and 

A bill (H. R, No. 2628) to provide for the 
removal of the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana. 

‘The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Commitee 
ou Territories: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1178) to graut the right 
of way to the Laramie Water and Ditch Com- 
pany over the public lands in Albany county, 
Wyoming Territory ; 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 1735) to provide for hold- 
ing adjourned terms of the supreme court of 
Arizona; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2630) to donate the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Steilacoom to the Ter- 
ritory of Washington for the use of the insane 
asylum ; 

A bili (H. R. No. 2632) to provide for filling 
vacancies in certain offices in the several Ter- 
ritories ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2633) amendatory of an 
act approved March 2, 1869, entitled “Au act 
amendatory of an act to provide a temporary 
government for Montana,” approved May 2, 
1864; and 

A bill (H. R, No. 2628) to améud an act 
entitled “An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Wyoming,” ap- 
° 

The following bills were read twice by. their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands: 

A bill (EL. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery ; and : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2631) to. withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land 
in Wyoming Territory. 
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The bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize the 
issue of a supply of arms to the authorities of 
the Territory of Montana was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2629) amendatory of an 
act setting aside certain proceeds of internal 
revenue for the erection of penitentiaries in 
the Territories of Nebraska, Washington, Col- 
orado, Idaho, Montana, Arizona, and Dakota, 
approved January 22, 1867, was read twice 
by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill came 
from the Committee on Territories in the 
House of Representatives and will be referred 
to that committee here, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It seems to me that bill 
had better go to the Committee on Finance. 
Tt proposes to devote a portion of the inter- 
nal revenue for purposes of improvements in 
Territories, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt is in regard 
to internal revenue receipts which are used 
for penitentiary purposes. The Senator from 
West Virginia moves its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 


REMOVAL OF KANSAS INDIANS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for the 
removal of the Kansas tribe of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs have reported a similar bill; and 
now that this bill has passed the House, as 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs is here and agrees to it, I ask that it 
be put on its passage at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to its present consideration? It will be 
reported, subject to objection if it gives rise 
to debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I didnot rise to object, but 
T rose to ask the Senate to be good enough to 
ake up the District school bill and then Ict 
the morning business proceed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let this bill 
posed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Massachusetts objects, apparently. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to get up the school 
bill with the understanding that it shall be 
passed over informally until the morning busi- 
ness is disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
that the bill relating to schools in the District 
of Columbia be taken up, subject to be passed 
over for the morning business. : 

Mr. STOCKTON, and Mr. DAVIS of West 
Virginia. 1 object. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I give notice that as 
soon as the morning business is disposed of 
I shall move to take up that bill. 

i ie HARLAN. You do not object to this 
ill? 

Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for 
the removal of the Kansas tribe of Indians to 
the {ndian territory, and to dispose of their 
lands in Kansas to actual settlers only. 

The bill authorizes and empowers the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to cause to be appraised 

“and sold so much of the lands heretofore 
owned by the Kansas tribe of Indians in the 
State of Kansas, and which were ceded to the 
United States in trust in the treaty made by 
the United States and these Indians, pro- 
claimed November 17, 1860, and which remain 
unsold, in the following manner: the Secre- 
tary shall appoint three disinterested and com- 
petent persons, who shall, after being duly 

` sworn to perform the service faithfully and 


be dis- 


impartially. personally examine and appraise 
the lands by legal subdivisions of one hundred 
and sixty acres or less, separately from the 
value of any improvements on the same, and 
also the value of the improvements, distin- 
guishing beiween improvements made by 
members of the Indian tribe. the United 
States, and white settlers, and make retarn 
thereof to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ; 
but the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
discretion, set aside any appraisements that 
way be made under the provisions of this sec- 
tion, and cause a new appraisement to be 
made. 


The second section provides that each bona | 


Jide settler at the time occupying any portion 
of the lands and having made valuable im- 
provements thereon, or the heirs-at-law of such, 
who isa citizen of the United States, or who 
has declared his intention to become such, 
shall be entitled, at any time within one year 
from the approval of the appraisement, to 
purchase, for cash, the land so occupied and 
improved by him, not to exceed one hundred 
and sixty acres jn each case, at the appraised 
value thereof, including the appraised value of 
any improvements which may have been made 
by the United States or any of the Indians on 
the same, under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
The third section provides that all the lands 
mentioned in the first section of this act now 
occupied by bona fide seulers, as mentioned ia 
the second section of this act, remaining unsold 
at the expiration of one year from the approval 


of said appraisement, shall be sold at publie | 
sale, after due advertisement, to the highest | 

: i ; i 
bidder for cash, in tracts not exceeding one } 


hundred and sixty acres; and all the lands 
mentioned in the first section of this act which 


shall be unoccupied by bona fide settlers at: 


the date of such appraisement may be sold at 
auy time after the approval of the appraise- 


ment, at publie sale, after due advertisement, | 


to thẹ highest bidder for cash, in tracts not 


exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, ander | 


such rules and regulations ag the Secretary of | 
the Interior may prescribe; but in no case || 


are any of the lands mentioned in this act to 
be sold at less than their appraised value ; 
and the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
discretion, open any of the lands remain- 
ing unsold after having been publicly offered 
to cash entry at their appraised value, subject 
to the rights of bona fide settlers as provided 
for in this act; but the proceeds of the sale 
of the Jands and improvements, after paying 


the expenses of the appraisement and sale, | 
are to be applied in accordance with the pro- | 


visions of the treaty in the payment of the 
liquidated indebtedness of the Kansas. tribe 
of Indians pro rata as the same shall be 
received, and the excess, if any, shall be dis- 
tributed to the Indians per capita, in money. 

The fourth section provides that if the 
Kansas tribe of Indians shall signify to the 
President of the United States their desire to 
sell their diminished reserve, as indicated in 
the treaty, including lands held in severalty 
and in common, and to remove from the State 
of Kansas, and shall so agree in such manner 
as the President may prescribe, the Secretary 
of the Interior may cause the same to be ap- 
praised in legal subdivisions as hereinbefore 
provided for the appraisement of the so-called 
t‘ trust lands,’’ and sold, in quantities not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, at not 
less than its appraised value, after due notice, 
to the highest bidder or bidders, on sealed 
bids, including improvements of every char- 
acter, and no preference is to be given to set- 
tlers on any part of the diminished reserve ; 
and the appraised value of any improvements 
on any part of the diminished reserve, made 
by any member of the tribe, is to be paid to 
him or her in person; and the residue of the 


proceeds of the sales is to belong to the 


tribe in common; fifty per cent. of which is to 
be placed to their credit on the books of the 


t 


Treasury, and bear interest at the rate of five 
per cent. per annum, the interest to be paid 

to them semi-annually, for the term of twenty 
years, efter which the principal is to be paid 

to the members of the tribe per capita, and 
the remaining fifty per cent. of the proceeds 
of sales is to be used in providing and improv- ` 
ing for them new homes in the Indian territory,. 
and in subsisting them until they may become 
scif-sustaining; but that if any adult member 
of the tribe to whom an allotment was assigned 
under the provision of articles one and tws 
of the treaty of November, 1860, shall desire 
to remain upon the same, such member shall, 

upon satisfying the Secretary of the Interior 
of it that he or sheis the person to whom such’ 
allotment was originally assigned, and that he 
or she since the date of such assignment con- 

tinued to occupy and cultivate the same, be 
entitled to demand and receive for such allot- 

ment a patent in fee-simple to such land ag 

was patented, which shail be exempt from 

levy, tuxation, or sale, during the natural life 

of such Indian. 

Mr. NYE. {should like to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from lowa. By what authority 
do you propose to remove these ladians? 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘They are not to be re- 
moved unless they expressly desire to remove, 
In fact, a number of them have removed. 

Mr. NYE. I suppose they are not to be 
removed without their consent, and therefore 
I want that section of the bill read again that 
provides for their assent. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iwill state to the honorable 
Senator that these Indians have heretofore 
selected a tract of land down near the Osages 
in the Indian territory, and are anxious to go 
down there. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the honorable Senator 
from [owa if there is any treaty by which the 
Government of the United States havea right 
to remove these Indians to the Indian terri- 
tory? l 

Mr. HARLAN. They undoubtedly have 
the right to remove them with their consent, 
and this bill provides that they shall give their 
Consent. 

Mr. NYE. That is the very portion of the 
bill that I desire to have read again. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think it is the fourth 
section of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the fourth section. 

Mr, NYE. To what part of the Indian 
territory do they go? 

Mr. HARLAN. East of the Arkansas river, 
west of the Osages. 

Mr. NYL. By what tribe is that tract held 
now? 

Mr. HARLAN. By the Osages. 

Mr. NYE. I see no provision in the bill 
that the Osages are to be consulted. 

Mr. HARLAN. There is a provision that a 
part of this money, the proceeds of this sale, 
shall be used in procuring fer them a new 
home in the Indian territory; and if any dif- 


j ficulty should arise in consummating the con- 


tract neretoiore entered into between the Kaws 
and the Osages, we have other lands in the 
Indian territory on which they can be located. 
Mr, NYE. Then they are to be located 
where the Government say. 
Mr. HARLAN. Not without their consent. 
Mr. NYB. The only objection I have to 
the bill is that my friend has been exceedingly 
auxious to protect the Indians now in the In- 
diau territory in all their rights, and I want 
to know why put other tribes among them that 
they do not want? What greater right have 
you to do that than to put white people there? 
Mr. HARLAN. ‘There is a law, enacted 
some five or six years ago, directing the Sec- 
retary of the [nterior to negotiate with the 
Indians in Kansas with a view of removing 
them to the Indian territory. The Department 
consequently have the authority of Congress. 
Mr. NYE. Bat I suppose that Congress, 
according to the idea:my friend from lowa 
entertains, has not that right. 
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Mr. HARLAN. Not without the consent of 
the Indians. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I appeal to the Senator 
from Nevada not to offer any objection to the 
bill. 

Mr. NYE. The Senator from Kansas may 
rest content. I have no intention to make any 

. objection. 

Mr. CALDWELL. We have considered 
the matter in the Indian Committee. The bill 
‘then passed the House, and is substantially the 
same bill we were ready to report from our 
own committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


IDAHO AND WASHINGTON ELECTIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays 
before the Senate the bill (H. R. No. 1030) to 
regulate elections in Washington and Idaho 
Territories, which passed the Senate and bas 
been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives on account of a message transmitted to 
the House asking its return, the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Morro] having moved to recon- 
sider the vote upon its passage. 

Mr. MORTON. Lhope that question will 
be taken now for various reasons. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I think it had better lie on 
the table fur the present. 

Mr. MORTON. It ought to be decided. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana bas moved to reconsider the vote on 
the passage ofa bill. 

Mr. MORTON, Let it be decided. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, there is an effort 
made to attach considerable importance to this 
bill, Ido not think there is a great deal of 
importance in it; and in order that the Senate 
may be posted precisely in regard to the facts 
before they act, I will read a letter from the 
Delegate from Idaho, addressed to me: 


WASEINGTON, D. C., March 4, 1872. 


Duar Sir: Allow me to call your attention 
briefly to the bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate 
elections in Washington and Idabo Territories 
reported by you from the Senate Committee on 
Territories on the Ist instant, . 

Prior to the year 1869, March 3, the elections were 
held in Idaho Territory in the fall of the year, as 
provided by law enacted by the Legislative Assem- 
bly ofsaid Territory. p i $ 
_ In 1869 Congress passed an act fixing the elections 
in Washington and Idaho Territories in June, on 
the same day election was heldin Oregon. 

The ostensible reason for this change was that 
voters from those Territories colonized in Oregon 
and voted illegally, thereby influencing the elec- 
tions in said State. 

_ That this was an entire misapprehension, at least 
in regard to the people of Idaho Tertitory, I have 
no doubt, knowing as I do the people of Idaho, the 
relative situation of Idaho and Oregon, the distances 
between the nearest places of election in each, &e. 

The charge was that Democrats from these Torri- 
tories, by illegally voting in Oregon, improperly 
influenced the elections in that State, and heuce 
the necessity of fixing the time of elections in those 
Territories on the same day that the Oregon election 
was held. 

To show how little foundation there was for the 
charge, I beg leave to call your attention to the 
fact that for several years prior to the act of Con- 
gress referred to, the.State of Oregon voted Repub- 
lican, and that at the election in 188 that State 
elected a Democrat to Congress, and in 1870, subse- 
quent to passage of the act referred to, » Democratic 
Legislature and State officers and member of Con- 
gress, 


_ The distance between the most easterly precincts | 
in Oregon and the most westerly in Idaho is from 


fifty to one hundred miles, and those very small pre- 


Gincts, aggregating less than one hundred votes, | 


the population on the casterly border of Oregon 
and the westerly border of Idaho being exceedingly 
sparse. 

„othe reasons for the change proposed by the bili 
T R. No. 1030) are— ; 

1l In June both the agricultural and mining 
population are busily engaged in their several pur- 
suits~the one in cultivating and preparing to gather 
their crops, the other in mining and. necessarily 
utilizing, to the greatest possible extent, the water, 
which is then ordinarily at its highest stage from 
the melting snows. Hence, where precincts are far 
apart, as they necessarily ure in a thinly settled 
country, persons can only vote ata loss of valuable 
time and labor. November, the time proposed for 
the elections in Idaho and Washington, isa season 
of leisure, 


2. In the northern part of Idaho, (namely, in the 
counties of Nez Perce, Shoshone, and Idaho,) where 
the snows ordinarily fall to a great depth, itis almost 
an impossibility in the spring of the year for either 
political party to hold primaries and conventions 
to assist in nominating candidates. This has been 
the. case to such an extent, that with the exception 
of one year- neither of those counties has ever par- 
ticipated in the conventions of either political party 
in Idaho. Moreover, sometimes in June the water 
in the mountain streams is so high as to make it 
exocssively inconvenient for persons to go to the 
polls, : 

3. If it is necessary in order to prevent the people of 
Idaho and Wasbington Territories from improperly 
influencing the State elections in Oregon that the 
elections in those Territories should be held on the 
same day asin Oregon, then what scheme will Con- 
gress devise to preventsuch interference in the pres- 
idential election in that State, that isif that election 
be deemed important compared to a State election ? 

The constitution and Jaws of Oregon require a 
bona fide residence of six months in the State and 
ninety days in the county in order to entitle a per- 
son to vote. The usual oath of citizenship, resi- 
dence, &c., is required of persons offering to vote, 
and whose votes are challenged, and persons voting 
| illegally are subjected to severe penalties, These 
safeguards, in addition to the act of Congress, are 
surely sufficient to preserve the purity of the ballot- 
box in Oregon, even against the “raiders” from 
Idaho and Washington. 

I have yet to learn of a citizen of Washington or 
Idaho Territory who has been arrested, presented, 
indicted, or prosecuted for voting illegally in Oregon. 
That faet is sufficient evidence that there has been 
no such illegal voting. 

„This Congress has passed an act (the apportionment 
bill) fixing the first Tuesday after the first Monday 
in November, 1876, and every two years thereafter, 
asthe time for the election of Representatives and 
Delegates to Congress in the several States and Ter- 
ritories, 

Hoping you will excuse the length of this letter, I 
have the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient 


servant, SAM. A. MERRITT, 
Delegate from Idaho. 
Hon. Jamus W. Nyu, Chairman Committee on Terri- 
tories of the Senate. 

These are just the facts in this case. It is 
claimed on the part of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. Corserrt] that they are 
liable in that State to depredations from these 
Territories. I am not quite as willing as some 
to believe that people would travel one hun- 
dred miles for the purpose of depositing a vote 
illegally, and having the penitentiary of Ore- 
gon all the time in view if they make the 
attempt. I think, as I said the other day in 
the few remarks I made on this bill, that the 
imagination of my distinguished friend from 
Oregon has been lightened up to an unusual 
heat, and hesees as through a glass dimly the 
result of this change. 

I ought to state, however, that the Territory 
of Washington is a very strong Republican 
Territory, and it is very ably represented, as 
far as Territories can be, in the other branch 
of Congress. I have in my drawer a letter 
from the Delegate from Washington, in which 
he joins in this request for the convenience of 
their voters. 

The question for the Senate to determine is 
simply this: whether the risk run in the State 
of Oregon is greater than the convenience to 
i| these two sparsely settled, wide-spread Terri- 
l! tories in their elections. For one, I think the 
i! pill ought to pass, and I would not be afraid 
|| to guaranty that there will not be a voter in 
|! Oregon from either of these Territories. 
| Mr. CORBETT. Itis necessary for me to 
state briefly the facts in this case. At the com- 
|| mencemeut of the war, as every one knows, 
the Douglas wing of the Democratic party 
|| joined with the Republicaus of Oregon, and 
ii we carried the State by nearly two to one. 
i! Mr. Nesmith, who represented that wing of 
| 
| 


the Democratic party on this floor, was an 
Administration Senator at that time. Imme- 
diately after Mr. Johnson assumed the chair 
| of President those gentlemen commenced grad- 
ually returning to the Democratic ranks. Mr. 
i Nesmith, who was the leader of the Douglas 
| Democracy, is now a Democrat, and is can- 
| vassing the State for the Democratie party. 
‘| Therefore the support of that portion of the 
| Democratie party was lost to what we then 
called the Union party of Oregon. We car- 
li vied the State for a number of. elections, and 
iH through the entire war. At the close of the 


war these gentlemen returning to the Demo- 
cratic ranks threw our. State back into. the 
Democratic party. Previous to the passage 
of this law they carried the State by twelve 
hundred and fifty votes. Immediately. after 
the passage of the law we reduced the major- 
ity to three bundred and fifty on the Congress- 
man and from four to five hundred on the 
Governor. , 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to ask- the: Senator 
whether after the passage of the act of 1868, 
which it is now proposed to repeal, it was dis- 
covered by the difference in the number of 
votes given, either in the towns of Idaho bor- 
dering on Oregon, or the towns of Oregon 
bordering on Idaho and Washington, respect- 
ively, that the voting was influenced by the - 
act? 

Mr. CORBETT. All I can say with refer- 
ence to that is, that it was claimed, as I. had 
read from the statement of my former col- 
league in this body the other day, that there 
was illegal voting, and that in one precinct he 
believed there were onè hundred illegal votes 
cast. I have no information as to the exact 
number of votes in the various precincts. “In 
the eastern portion of Oregon, east of. the 
Cascade range of mountains, every county and 
every precinct on the Oregon side is Demo- 
cratic, and every county in Idaho and Wash- 
ington on that side is Democratic. The Dem- 
ocrats have that country all in their own hands, 
and it is supposed that these men went across 
the lines at the time of the election and voted 
in Oregon. It isso claimed. Iwas not pres- 
ent at that election; I can only speak from 
information received from our people. L feel 
it my duty to state the case to the Senate, and 
to prevent the passage of this bill, if possible. 
If the bill is passed, and the Democrats carry 
our State by an increased majority this year, L 
fear and feel that the people of Oregon will 
blame me for allowing the bill to pass, and 
assign it to that reason. I believe if the Stare 
is carried by the Democrats it will be in con~; 
sequence of the repeal of this law. So feeling 
within myself, I have deemed it proper to state 
these facts to the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to the Senator right here. If in fact be- 
fore the passage of the law of 1868 citizens 
from Idaho went over and voted in Oregon, 
and then returned to their election and voted 
in Idaho, the aggregate of the vote given in 
the towns in Oregon and in Idaho would be 
much greater as. shown. by the returns than 
their true vote, whereas after the law passed 
and these voters were employed at home on 
the same day, the true vote would be re- 
vealed. Ifthe Senator has compared the vote 
in those towns given after the passage of the 
act of 1868 with the vote given before, he will 
be able to.give us information as to the influ- 
ence of that act. 

Mr. CORBETT. I did not anticipate that 
there would be any effort to repeal this law, 
which is in the interest of fair and honest elec- 
tions between Washington and Idaho and Ore- 
gon; I supposed that no one could desire the 
repeal of the law; and therefore it did not 
occur to me that it would be necessary to bring 
that information to the Senate. It has been 
impossible for me since this bill has been in- 
troduced to obtain that information. I have 
not had time to do so. I simply state that 
these precincts on both sides of the line in 
Oregon and in Washington and Idaho being 
Democratic, they have an opportunity, if they 
choose, to bring their voters across and vote 
them in Oregon, those Territories holding their 
elections at a different time in November. Of 
course, if we lose our State in. June we shall 
lose it in November, so far as our party is 
concerned. All I desire is that we shall 
have an honest vote in that State. I believe 
the Republican party is in a majority-and'can 
carry the State at this election if.we have an 
honest vote. If this law is. repealed, I fear 
we shall lose the State ina party sense. I 
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have felt it my duty to state to the Senate and 
to the Republicans of the Senate who are in 
favor of honest elections these reasons that 
this law should not be repealed. 

It is very singular to me that half the Re- 
publicans here vote for this bill and the Dem- 
ocrats solidly vote for it repealing the existing 
law, and the Republicans do not seem to think 
that it is necessary to have these elections 
held at the same time in order that we may 
have honest elections. Ido not wish to make 
any further statement or delay the passage of 
this bill if a majority of the Senate are in favor 
of it. I propose, if it is passed, to throw up 
the sponge. 

Mr. KELLY. I wish to ask my colleague 
a question, if he will answer it; in what county 
does he claim that frauds were committed? 

Mr. CORBETT. It is claimed that in all 
the counties on the border frauds were com- 
mitted. 

Tn all? 


Mr. KELLY. 
Mr. CORBETT. It was claimed generally 


that frands were committed in those counties. 
Mr. KELLY. I should like to have the 
county pointed out, for I must confess I never 
heard of it. 
Mr. CORBETT. Ido not think any Dem- 
ocrat has heard of any frauds that were com- 
mitted at that time. That is my answer to 
that. 
Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, this isa matter 
of very little concern to me. So far as the 
Oregon elections are concerned, I do not think 
it will make any difference at all; and the only 
reason why I favor the passage of the bill is 
that the Delegates from both Washingion and 
Idaho Territories desire it. They are friends 
of mine. Although the Delegate from Wash- 
ington Territory is politically opposed to me, 
that does not make any difference with me, 
He desires, and he is earnest in the desire 
that this law should be repealed, and so is the 
Delegate from Idaho Territory. L believe the 
reason assigned by them is this: that they are 
anxious, if they be nominated, to canvass their 
Territories, as is customary on the Pacific 
coast. ‘They desire to meet their friends, and 
yet they cannot desert their duties here to go 
back and canvass those Territories within a 
month from this time, because the election 
takes place on the first Monday in June. Lo 
necessarily deprives these gentlemen of that 
privilege which they seek to have, and it is, E 
confess, much more to gratify them that I 
urge the passage of this bill than it is for any 
political effect it may have in the State of 
Oregon. 
It is said that in the county of Umatilla 
frauds were committed ; that voters came over 
from the county of Walla-Walla, in Washing- 
ton Territory, und voted there, and by that 
means had a marked influence upon the elec- 
tion in Oregon two years ago. ‘hat being the 
allegation, I called the attention of my colicague 
to this fact, and [asked him to state where these 
frauds were committed. I hold in my hand 
the official returns of the vote in that county, 
and in 1866 the Democratic majority was 234; 
in 1868 it was 262; in 1870 it was 247—only 
15 difference between 1868 and 1870—15 votes! 
And yet it is alleged that great frauds were 
committed in that county! 
Now, Mr. President, I think there should be 
some evidence of it other than the mere asser- 
tion of my colleague. Ft does not amount to 
anything merely to assert that there was fraud 
unless there be some evidence of it. It is all 
conjecture. . 
Another thing: as I suggested the other day, 
if we are to gain by having the election in 
Wasbington and in ‘Idaho Territories on the 
same day with our Oregon election, we ought 
then to advocate a fixed policy that the elec- 
tions should not take place on the day. the 
` presidential election does, because these voters 

that they say come to Oregon to vote will be 
. there to vote at the presidential election. Why 
_ do you want to have the elections on the first 


Monday in June in these Territories, when 
those Democrats who it is said go over into 
Oregon and vote will be at liberty to go over 
and vote against you at the presidential elec- 
tion? It shows that there is really nothing in 
this allegation. As I said before, it is with 
me a matter of no concern except as a mere 
accommodation to my friends who are the 
Delegates from these Territories. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
passed this bill. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, 
Sawyer, Sherman, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Cameron, Cas- 
serly, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, Ramsey, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Stevenson, Stockton, Vickers, West, and Wil- 
son—23. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Morrill of Maine, Pomeroy, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trambull, and Windom—26. 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs onthe passage of the bill. 

Mr. COLE. Will a single objection throw 
it over? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A single objec- 
tion will not pass it over; but the morning 
hour has expired, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate as the unfin- 
ished business. 

MESSAGE PROM THE ILOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
2042) for the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of 
Teunessee, asked a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Austris BLAIR of Michigan, 
Mr. Joux T. Harris of Virginia, and Mr. 
Ksenezer MeJunxin of Pennsylvania, man- 
agers at the same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed. a bill (H. R. No. 2686) for the 
relief of Red Bear, a chief of Pembina band 
of Chippewa Indians; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

POST OFFICE APPOPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. [ desire to submit a conference 
committee report, which will consume no more 
time than it will take to read it 

Lhe VICE PRESIDENT, The Post Office 
appropriation bill is before the Senate, pend- 
ing which the Senator from California desires 
to submit a report from a conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to move that the 
debate on amendments to this appropriation 
bill shall be limited to five minutes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Post Office 
appropriation bill being before the Senate, the 
Senator from Indiana moves that debate on 
amendments to the bill be limited te five min- 
utes, under the new rule. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think that would hardly 
be desirable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
mnst be decided without debate. 

Mr. NY. Will not the Senator allow us 
to have a vote on this election bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Indiana insists on his motion to limit 
debate, the Chair must submit it without 
debate. 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir, I insist on the 
motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion to limit debate. 


I call for the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 380, nays 21; as follows; 


YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hitchcock, 
Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Kamsey, Rice, 
Sawyer, Sherman, Stewart, West, Wilson, and 
Wrizht—20, ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Casserly, Chandler, Davis of West Virginia, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Sauls- 
bury, Spencer, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner,’ Vick- 
ers, and Windom—2l. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Ransom, 
Robertson, Sehurz, Scott, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Trumbull—23. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. COLE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1080) making appropriations for-the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do. 
recommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

That the Louse of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 18, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 80, 87, and 88, and agree to the 
same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 


the bill, strike out all after the word " fifty,” down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu the following words: “three thousand 
four hundred and twenty-two dollars;” and the 
iLouse agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word ‘‘after,’’ in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word ‘‘ Con- 
gress,” in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: "the fourth day of March, eighteen hundred 
and seveuty-five; aud the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment tothe 
thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate and agree to 
said Senate amendment with the following amend- 
meut: add to said amendment the following words: 
“and no person shall be employed under the pro- 
visions of this clause who shall not have fully set 
forth, in a written statement under oath addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, the character of 
the claim out of which he proposes to recover, or 
assist in recovering, moneys for the United States, 
the laws by the violation of which the same have 
been withheld, and the name of the person, firm, or 
corporation having thus withheid said moneys. And 
if any person so employed shall receive or attempt 
to reecive any money or other consideration from 

ny person, firm, or corporation alleged thus to have 
withheld money from the United States, except in 
pursuance of the written contract made in relation 
thereto with, the Secretary of the Treasury, such 
person shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less 
than $1,000, or imprisonment not less than two years, 
or both, in the discretion of any court of the United 
States having jurisdiction, and the person so em- 
ployed shail be required to make report of his pre- 
ceedings under such contract at any time when 
requested to do so by the Secretary of the Treasury ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the fifty-fifth and 
seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the sane 
with thefoilowing amendment: in line three of sai 
House amendment strike out the word © forty,” and 
insert in lieu the word “thirty ;” and the Louse 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement te 
the ameudment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree io the sane 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 

fouse amendment the words “ ninety-two,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘eighty:” and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendmeat: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out, 

for one clerk of class four, 


insert the following: “f 
two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, anil 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 


office, $7,240;”? and that the Senate agree to the 
same, 


That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
i strike out from the words proposed to be inserted, 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3021 


in said amendment, where it first oċcurs, the word 
* two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ four;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the eighty-fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “three,” where it 
occurs the second time,in line eight of the said 
House amendment, down to and including the words 
“per annum,” in line nine, and in line nine strike 
out the word three” and insert in lieu the word 
“seven; and in line seventeen of said House 
amendment strike out the words “six thousand” 
and insert in lieu thereof “five thousand six hun- 
dred ;” and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendments in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “fifty,” 
and insert in licu thereof the worda ‘twenty-five ;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitate in lieu of 
the first clause of said House amendment the follow- 
ing: “that a commission, consisting of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, 
and the officer in charge of public buildings and 
grounds, is hereby authorized and directed to ex- 
amine and report to Congress prior to the second 
Monday of December next, a plan by which the 
locomotive railroad track in front of the western 
entrance of the Capito] shall be removed, with due 
regard to the rights of all parties concerned, and by 
which proper connections with other railroads may 
he made;” and the House agree to the same. 

That the Ilouse recede trom their disagreement to 
the ninety-third amendment of the Senate and agree 
to the same, with an amendment as follows: substi- 
tute in lieu thereof the following: “‘that from and 
after, the 1st day of July, 1872, the annual salaries 
of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, and of 
the supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, shall be $4,000 each; and the annual salary of 
the judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 each, 
and a sufficient sum to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of this section to the end of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated ;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, 


C. COLE, 

JUSTIN §. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JAMES A. GARFIELD, 
F. CLARKE, 
Managera on the part of the House. 

The Secretary having read a portion of the 
ort, 

Ir. CONKLING. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from California if the bill remains 
mainly unchanged, as the report of this com- 
mittee has been read twice before, it is un- 

“necessary to read it over, but let him state 
any change that has been made since the last 
report. 

Mr. COLE. There is a new portion of it in 
writing which can he read. 

The Chief Clerk read that portion of the 
report which relates to the thirty-fourth amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The report was concurred in. 

SION H. ROGERS. 

Mr. MORTON. Task unanimous consent 
to make a report from the Committee on Priy- 
ileges and Elections. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
for reception merely ? 

Mr, MORTON. Ireport back the bill (H. 
R. No. 2617) to remove the legal and political 
disabilities of Sion H. Rogers. I will state 
that Mr. Rogers has been elected a member 
of the other House, but he cannot be sworn 
until his disabilities are removed. I ask 
unanimous consent to put the bill on its pas- 


re 


For action or 


sage. It has passed the other House. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. [ object. It is a bill 


that never ought to pass. I shall have some- 

thing to say on that subject. 
Phe VICE PRESIDENT. 

placed on the Calendar. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. POOL. I ask that I be allowed to call 
up a bill for present action in regard to the 
western judicial district of North Carolina. 
It is a local matter, and it is important that 
it should-be acted on promptly, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
Post Office appropriation: bill, the Senator 
from North Carolina asks leaye to call up a 
bill reported by him yesterday from the 


The bill will be 


-on Military Affairs. 


Judiciary Committee to establish a new judi- 
cial district in North Carolina. 

_ Mr. WINDOM. I willyield to this one bill 
if it gives rise to no debate. If it does I shall 
insist on the regular order. 

Mr. POOL. I think there will be no debate 
onit. Itis House bill No. 2192 to establish 
a western judicial district of North Curolina, 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Sen- 
ator from Hlinois who objected yesterday is 
not present. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made the bill cannot be considered at this 
time. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. J ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up House bill No. 2048, It will 
only take three minutes. ~ 

Mr. WINDOM. There is so much confusion 
in the Hallthat I cannot hear, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Virginia asks unanimous consent to take 
up a House bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
lar order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should like to be 
allowed to present a petition. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will not object to the 
reception of routine morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive the ordinary morning business, 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of Henry B. Goodyear, administrator of Nel- 
son Goodyear, deceased, late of New Haven, 
Connecticut, praying for an extension of the 
patent for the manufacture of light [ndia-rub- 
ber for the term of seven years; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 


I must insist on the regu- 


Mr, WILSON presented three petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage of 
the bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training- 
School Association ; which were referred to the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented eighteen petitions of 
officers of the Army of the United States, 
praying for the passage of a law to equalize 
promotions in the several arms of the ser- 
vice; which were referred to the Committee 


He also presented a petition of officers of 
the third United States cavalry, praying that 
William P. Bainbridge may not be reinstated 
as first lieutenant in their regiment; which 
was referred to the Commitiee on Military 
Affairs. ` 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
petition of Mrs. Anna M. Orne, of New Jer- 
sey, praying for indemnity for certain losses 
sustained by her, occasioned by the United 
States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr, POOL presented additional papers in 
the case of Mrs. Martha Barker, of Marion 
county, Florida, praying compensation for 
damages done by the Seminole Indians in 
1849 to her property; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred a petition of soldiers of 
the late war, praying an increase of pension 
to those who are permanently disabled by loss 
of limbs, or of both eyes, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to 
report a billin conformity with the prayer of 
the petition. 

I will state for the information of the Sen- 
ate that this bill amends the first section of the 
peusion law of the 6th of June, 1866, which 
fixes the different rates of pensions for persons 
disabled in the military and naval service of 
the United States. To the first class, embrac- 
ing those who have lost the sight of both eyes, 


or who bave lost both hands, the old law gave 
a pension of twenty-five dollarsa- month. This | 


bill increases that pension to. thirty dollars. a 
month, or twenty per cent. The law of 1866 
gave to those persons in the military or naval 
service who had lost both feet, or who had lost 
one hand and one foot, twenty dollars a month. 
The present bill increases that pension tò 
twenty-four dollars a month. The law of 1866 
gave to those persons who had lost one hand 
or one foot. a pension of fifteen dollarsa month, 
This bill increases the rate of pension to eight- 
een dollars a month. As this bill is one of 
general importance to this unfortunate class 
of our fellow-citizens, I ask that it may be 
rinted. 

The bill (S. No. 1073) increasing the rates 
of pension to certain persons therein described 
was read, and passed to the second reading: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be 
printed, of course, under the rule. 

ROBERT A. MAYO. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I renew the request to 
take up and consider House bill No. 2048. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota object? 

Mr. WINDOM. I agreed with the Senator 
from Virginia that I would not object if it.did 
not give rise to debate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
2048) for the relief of Robert A. Mayo, of 
Richmond, Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think when we 
are on the Post Office bill we ought to take 
up claims bills unless there be something 
peculiar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects, and the bill cannot be 
considered. i 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
dace a bill (S. No. 1072) for the better pres- 
ervation of harbors, havens, roads, channels, 
navigable rivers, lakes, and other navigable 
waters within the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 1070) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for 
the year ending June 380, 1878, the pending 
question being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in line eight of 
section four to strike out ‘‘ $500,000” and 
insert ‘* $1,000,000’? as the appropriation 
‘for ‘‘ steamship service between San Fran- 
cisco, Japan, and China.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On amendments 
to this bill debate is limited under the new 
rule to five minutes by each Senator. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have some reports to 
make, but I will delay them until to-morrow, 
the morning. hour to-day having been other- 
wise occupied. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not rise to address 
the Senate; but I think before the vote is 
taken on this amendment it is proper I should 
let the. Senate know that I intend, when the 
opportunity occurs, to offer the following 
amendment. After the word +‘ construction,” 
onthe seventh page, in the sentence, ‘that all 
steamships hereafter accepted for said service 
shall be of not less than four thousand tons 
register each, and wholly of American icon- 
struction,” I propose to add: 

Andshall beso constructed as to be readily adapted 
to the armed naval service of the United States in 
time of war; and before being accepted, the officers 
by whom they are inspected. shall report to the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster General 
whether this condition has been complied with. 

I do not think that itis possible, without 
making it very onerous to the steamship: coni- 
pany, to build such vessels as we would build 
for our Navy if we were building them for 
that purpose; and this amendment, therefore, 
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is not worded so as to make them build iron- 


elads such as we would build ourselves. Itis 


worded so that the constructing officers of the | 
Navy may have opportunities of suggesting | 


and seeing that as tar as practicable these ves- 
sels are made so as to be serviceable in time 
of war. 

In addition to that, let me say that it makes 
them much more secure as passenger vessels ; 
and if we are to assist these lines, I think we 
have a right to see that the vessels may be of 
service to us when we ueed them, and also 
that they are as safe and secure and strong as 
any vessels can be made. An ordinary vessel 
built simply for purposes of cconomy and 
making money, with no other object in view, 
might not be safe; and certainly such a ves- 
sel would not bear the recoil of great guns 
such as we are now making. 

‘The Senator from Minnesota yesterday read 
from the testimony of Admiral Porter that any 
vessel which could carry freight could carry 
guns, That is literally true; but I think not 
true in the sense that the Admiral probably 
used the expression, I have not been able to 
find the sentence. They can carry guns ; they 
ean carry those guns as freight, but they cannot 
fire them. The recoil from one of those large 
guns is so great that L presume if you had not 
a carriage which diminishes the friction grad- 
ually, any ship that ever was built in the Navy 
would be torn to pieces by the recoil from one 
of those guns. Certainly it would destroy the 
use of the vessel forever afterward. You can 
only fire them at all by having a strong ship, 
and by means of a very ingenious invention 
which we now have in our gun-carriages. 

The result of my thoughts on this subject is 
that, without any onerous burden whatever 
upon the companies, this amendment will 
really be au advantage to them, and we can 
secure vessels which, while not such as we 
would build if we were building nothing but 
war vessels, will be extremely valuable and 
serviceable in case of any sudden emergency 
of war, I merely give notice now that I will 
offer the amendment, because it is better that 
Senators before voting on the change recom- 
mended by the committee should know what 
is proposed. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire merely to say, 
without occupying any portion of the five min- 
utes of the Senator from California, that 
the Committee on Appropriations, or at least 
a majority of them, examined the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Srocxron] this morning, and I am au- 
thorized to say they will accept it. | think it 
would be well to have the amendment read at 
the Secretary's desk. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And it shall be so constructed as to be readily 
adapted to the armed naval service of the United 
States in tine of war; and before acceptance, the 
oflicers by whom they ure inspected shall report to 
the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster Qen- 
oril whether this condition has been complied 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) If there be no 
objection the amendment to the amendment 
will be regarded as agreed to. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY, Mr. President, I heard 
with regret the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Morron,] prominent and influantial Senator 
as he is with the majority here, move to apply 
the five-minutes rule awhile ago to the debate 
on the amendments on this bill. Sir, this is 
avery important bill. Besides the ordinary 
routine of post office appropriations, it con- 
tains as reported by the committee two im- 
portant subsidies, one for the China line, and 
one for the Brazil line. Doubtless also it is 
well understood that two other amendments 
will be offered; one for a subsidy to the Aus- 
tralian line, and another subsidy which I do 

not now remember. Now, sir, if I ean have 
` the attention of the Senate-—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


| will suspend business until order is restored | 


in the Chamber. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not know but that 
it would be an economy of time for the Sen- 
ate to adjourn until the Cincinnati convention 
is over. [Langhter. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator make that motion? 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir, I merely sug- 
gest it. What with the reading of dispatches 
and discussing them here this morning, I 
think the shade of Alexander Hamilton, could 
it be brought again on this floor, could not 
command five minutes’ attention. 

The Senator from Indiana did not give us, 
if I remember aright, the benefit of any dis- 
cussion on his part yesterday. I do not know 
that he was in the Chamber during the debate. 
But I will state to him now, and I eallit to the 
recollection of Senators who were here, that 
the debate was by no means prolix, nor did it 
threaten prolixity if continued. But four Sen- 
ators spoke. ‘The first Senator who spoke, 
the Senator from Oregon, {Mr. Keuy,] spoke, 
I should think, for ten minutes or a quarter 
of an hour, and the whole four Senators did 
not consume more than two hours. Now, sir, 
after a discussion of two hours on these im- 
portant subsidies presenting so many varied 
questions, one of them a great question which, 
as the Senator from Oregon conceived, affected 
the labor of this country, the Senator from Ín- 
diana moves to-day, and the Senate sustains 
his motion, to limit further debate on the 
amendments of the character I have described, 
to five minutes. So far as I am concerned, | 
make no complaint for myself; I have already 
expressed myself sufficiently on the Chinese 
question to be understood if Tam capable of 
making myself understood at any time ; but it 
seems to ine that it was an unwise use to make 
of the rule, to apply it as the Senator from 
Indiana succeeded in getting the Senate to 
apply it this morning. 

i listened to what the Senator from Oregon 
said, and said so well yesterday, I sympa- 
thized with all the objections he presented to 
any measures tending to encourage or increase 
the importation or even the immigration of 
Chinese labor into the United States. I sug- 
gest to him, however, whether it will not be 
more easy to enforce existing or future laws 
of the United States as to the discouragement 
of coolie labor, or the importation of it, or 
the transportation of itinto the United States, 
if the passenger business is confined practi- 
cally to the mail steamers of the United States 
starting upon specified days under circum- 
stances which make, as it seems to me, in- 
vestigation of the character of the immigra- 
tion, whether voluntary or otherwise, far more 
easy than ic ever can be if the immigration or 
the transportation of those people is in any 
great part conducted by private sailing ships. 

So tar as [ am concerned, the Legislature 
of the State of California has fixed my posi- 
tion on this bill; I mean upon so much of it 


Does the 


| as relates to the subsidy to the China mail. 


By a very large vote, as I am informed, it 
passed resolutions instructing its Senators in 
favor of the further subsidy now proposed. 
Of course I do not understand that as taking 
away from me in any respect or impairing in 
any degree the right which I have here, and 
the duty also, of making such amendments as 
in my judgment tend better to protect the 
interests of my State and of my coast and the 
country at large. I say that now, in order 
that my own position may not be misunder- 
stood by any Senator here, or by anybody else- 
where. 

I believe, sir, [have perhaps exceeded by 
a little my five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senator from California be 
allowed to proceed. He has buta very few 
remarks to make, and Ido not think any Sen- 
ator would wish to cut him short. 


| 


Mr. POMEROY. As this is a matter that 
relates peculiarly to California, I hope the 
Senator will be allowed to proceed by unani- 
mous cousent, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia will proceed. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Pacific 
Mail company has two lines of steamers on 
the Pacifie ocean, one between San Francisco 
and Japan and China, and the other between 
San Francisco and Panama. The line between 
San Francisco and Panama was the pioneer 
conveyance between the eastern part of the 
United’ Siates and the world at large and the 
Pacific coast in the early days of the State of 
California. Itis aline which has a great hold 
in consequenee upon the kindly recollections 
of the people of that coast. As a rule, I 
believe it to have been fairly managed, andin 
such a way as on the whole to deserve the 
favor which it has received. Itisvery import- 
antto us(and I call the attention of the Senate 
to the point now very briefly, for I shall un- 
doubtedly have more to say by and by) that 
the line between San Francisco and Panama 
should be kepton foot; and I hope in granting 
aidto the China line of the same company, for I 
repeat it is the same company that owns both 
lines, the Senate will make some provision’ by 
which the Panama line shall be continued. 

Gentlemen in the Senate who were members 
of the committee on the investigation of the 
custom-house in New York will remember 
what our eyes saw and our ears heard there 
during our stay there. The blockade of the 
railroad, which had been the usual, and of 
course for the great body of merchandise 
the favorite mode of transportation between 
all of the United States cast of the Missouri 
river and the Pacifie coast, had practically 
disorganized the whole business. There was 
a complete aneurism, if I may so say, of that 
great artery of commerce. The suffering on 
the Pacific coast was very great, and the losses 
of correspondents on this side and in Europe 
were by no means inconsiderable. In that 
juncture, what should we have done either on 
this side or the other side of the Rocky mount- 
uins but for the Panama line? And my asso- 
ciates upon the committee of investigation saw, 
as Í saw upon more than one occasion, the great 
rush of freights to the Pacific coast by way of 
Panama. Had not that line of steamships 
been then ranning, it is difficult to couceive of 
the disasters that might have occurred on the 
Pacific coast, difficult to coneeive of the losses 
that must have fallen upon the correspondents 
everywhere of the business men of that coast. 
Therefore I shali have occasion hereafter to 
propose an amendment to the amendment of 
the committee, with a view to the mainte- 
nance of that invaluable line. TT call it invalu- 
able. Itis, perhaps, now more so than ever. 
It furuishes the only competitor upon which 
the people of the Pacific coast can rely with 
that gigantic railroad company which has 
established, and now coutrols, the entire rail- 
road system of the State of California, and 
every line and link that connects California 
with the rest of the world. I bring forward 
the subject now in order that it may arrest 
the attention of the Senate. I may say some 
thing further when J offer an amendment which 
I hope will meet the good favor of the Senate. 

Mr. CORBETT. The importance of this 
line of steamers, it appears to me, cannot be 
overestimated. This country furnishes the 
material for building ships peculiarly adapted 
to the Pacific coast. 1 am informed that iron 
ships are notas desirable for navigating the 
waters of that coast as ships built mainly of 
wood and copper, owing to the fact that the 
waters of the Pacific, being so much calmer - 
and warmer than those of the Atlantic, lead 
to the constant creation of fouling upon the 
vessels, and hence iron ships are not so well 
adapted to the navigation of those waters 
as wooden-built vessels, 
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The Pacific Mail Steamship Company have 
built a large number of these vessels, con- 
structed wholly, I believe, of American mate- 
rial, and in this country, and I believe they 
are of a larger class than the requirement of 
the law. They are certainly the finest ships 
that I ever stepped foot on board of, I think 
no one can deny that they are the pride of 
American commerce, and I think where in any 
portion of this country or foreign countries 
American ships can be used to better advan- 
tage than foreign-built ships, we certainly 
ought to increase the building of such ships, 
and encourage that commerce and maintain 
it. We are now in possession of the commerce 
of the Pacific ocean, and particularly that por- 
tion of it ranning to China and Japan, and if 
we give this additional subsidy to the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company, I have no doubt we 
shali maintain that line and maintain the pos- 
session of that commerce as against all com- 
petitors. 

I am in favor of liberal encouragement to 
commerce in every way possible. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce have had this subject 
under consideration. Various Boards of Trade 
throughout this country have been before 
them representing the interests of commerce, 
and they represent that the commercial com- 
munity are more interested perhaps on this 
question than any other that we are considering 
from time to time. We had the representa- 
tives of some forty Chambers of Commerce 
before our committee. They made recom- 
mendations to the committee for the en- 
couragement of the rebuilding of ships in this 
country. The Committee on Commerce have 
made a report in accordance with the recom- 
mendations substantially of these Chambers of 
Commerce who represent the commercial com- 
munity throughout the country, and [hope that 
we shall be able to take up that question so 
far as the rebuilding of ships in this country 
and the encouragement of that branch of in- 
dustry is concerned. 

Bat so far as this line of steamships to China 
is concerned, we have possession of this trade, 
and it is of importance that we should continue 
to encourage and strengthen it, so that no for- 
eign competitor can take hold of that commerce 
and supersede us. s 

I trust that we shall deal with this line in a 
liberal spirit. They certainly have been enter- 
prising, and have built up such a line of steam- 
ers as is a credit to the country. Their past 
efforts and their past industry in the develop- 
ment of a commerce that has been brought 
out by their energy are a guarantee for the 
future; and I trust we shall still continue to ex- 
tend such aid asis necessary to maintain them. 
_ Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I have listened attentively to the hon- 
orable Senator from Minnesota, and also to 
the honorable Senator from Oregon, to hear 
something said in favor of this very large ap- 
propriation of the public money. The bill 
itself undertakes to appropriate $500,000 for 
this steam mail service, for what I am not 
able to understand; and now it is proposed 
in. addition to that to appropriate $500,000 
more for ten additional years, for what pur- 
pose I am not yet able to understand. 

If I understood the. honorable Senator from 
Minnesota in his remarks yesterday, he stated 
that this was a most prosperous line, that it 
was building new ships and good ships. He 
spoke about the great trade they were now 
conducting, and the great profits derived from 
it. If so, why the occasion of all this? The 
honorable Senator from Oregon also stated 
that this line was in a most prosperous condi- 
tion. Is it so upon your Atlantic sea-board ? 
Is it so elsewhere? Have you any such liue 
elsewhere? And if you -undertake becanse 
this is on the Pacific. ocean to appropriate 
these large sums of money for such.a long 
period of time, how. will it be when you come 
to your Atlantic sea-board, where you have no 
lines of the kind? S a i 


Here is the beginning of that great system 
of subsidy; and when you begin it here, where 
is it to end? If you undertake to lavish 
$10,000,000 upon a prosperous line in the full 
tide of prosperity, what are you to do with 
lines that have nothing and that cannot sup- 
port themselves against the competition of 
foreign lines? It is the beginning of that 
system which is to discriminate in favor of 
one port against another. You will have a 
line at San Francisco, you may have a line at 
Norfolk or at New Orleans, and you may have 
a line at Philadelphia or New York. Inter- 
mediate ports are to be discriminated against, 
so that you not only have this unnecessary 
and lavish expenditure of public money, but 
you have an unjust discrimination agaiust 
localities. Itis neither just in the expendi- 
ture of money, looking at it in that point of 
view alone, nor will it be just to the people of 
the whole country when you come to the 
establishment of a system of the kind. 

This money ought to be expended for one 
of two purposes. First, it ought to be ex- 
pended for the postal service. If we want 
mails carried to these distant parts, let us pay 
the mail service for it. But when we under- 
take to mix up with this the idea of the en- 
couragement of these lines to aid the estab- 
lishment of a navy, or vessels of war fit for a 
navy, I say, with all respect to the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxtoy,] 
that that is a mere pretense for money. If we 
have a war these vessels will never be used, 
and it will be a long time, [ anticipate, before 
we shall have a war, and I am opposed to 
the policy of expending the publie money in 
times of peace calculating upon an ultimate 
war. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire, if the Senate 
will permit me, to take a little more time than 
five minutes. Unless I can have more time, 
I have nothing to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to giving the Senator from Virginia 
more time than five minutes? The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
ator require? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. About fifteen or twenty 
minutes. [‘‘ No objection.” } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Virginia asks for from fifteen to 
twenty minutes. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and he will proceed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, the nom- 
inal and professed object of this amendment, 
and of others that follow it in the bill, is to 
revive the lost American art of ship building, 
and to improve and invigorate our commerce. 
It is a known fact that we are not building 
ships in the United States; it is claimed that 
our commerce is declining; and the object 
sought to be obtained is to let these two great 
interests be restored. 

Before undertaking to declare the proper 
means for reviving these interests itis proper to 
inquire what has been the cause of their decline. 
We must know what the disease is before we 
undertake to apply a remedy. It has been 
said and asserted generally that the depreda- 
tions of the Alabama were one cause of the 
decline of American commerce. The depre- 
dations of one small confederate steamer 
surely afford a wholly insufficient cause for the 


What time does the Sen- 


decline of the vast commerce the United States, 


possessed. But if it was one of the causes 
during the war it cannot be now. The Ala- 
bama no longer walks the waters. The bot- 


tom of the sea received her years ago. Ifher 
depredations destroyed our commerce the re- 
sult ought to have ceased with her existence. 
Surely her shadow does not still haunt the seas 
and keep off and destroy American commerce. 
There must be some other cause deeper and 
broader and greater than that ; and if there is, 
our right. plan is to apply the.remedy to that 


car and not apply mere temporary expedi- 
ents, : 
This amendment to the bill is a subsidy to 
particular lines of steamers. : The effect would 
be to improve and assist those lines; but we 
do not desire only to help and make particular 
lines prosperous; we wantall interests of ship- 
building, all commercial interests revived. 
We want that our commerce shall be upon 
every sea and upon every ocean, and our ship- 
yards to be again busy; and in order to effect 
these things we must apply remedies that will 
cure the disease, and not merely affect partic- 
ular lines. The English do not subsidize all 
their lines; only afew. The subsidized lines 
are benefited; but a very small part of the 
commerce of England is carried on in those 
lines. If those lines were stopped—— 

[Senators were engaged in groups in dif- 
ferent parts of the Hall reading dispatches and 
otherwise, so that the honorable Senator on 
the floor could not be heard. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will preserve order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I think that the Senate 
had better adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator make that motion? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Yes, sir. 


The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hopes Senators will assist the Chair in main- 
taining order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, It seems almost im- 
possible to do_business to-day. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 have just heard of the 
death of an eminent journalist, [laughter,] and 
I suppose the motion to adjourn was on that 
account. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, in order 
to ascertain what are the causes for the decline 
of American commerce, I propose to read 
some extracts from a report made by the com- 
mittee of the other House on the subject a few 
years ago. I think it will be found that evi- 
dence before that committee sustains the theory 
that the decline of our ship-building and of 
our commerce is attributable entirely to our 
high tariff and our high internal taxation. If 
these are the true causes, it is useless to apply 
mere temporary expedients by way of remedy. 
Subsidies will not remove them; they will 
benefit the subsidized lines, but will leave all 
our other commercial interest in the state of 
decay they now exhibit. I have taken a good 
many extracts from that report because they are 
tothe same effect. It is a casein which cumu- 
lative evidence is valuable. The evidence of 
asingle witness upon such a subject would not 
be of much value, but where we have the con- 
current testimony of a great number of experts 
on that subject, then the testimony of each 
mau adds to the weight of that which has 
been given before; and in order, therefore, to 
show what are the true causes of the decline 
of American commerce and of American 
ship-building, I propose to read several ex- 
tracts from that report. Mr. Low says: 

“The English protect their ships, but we burden 
ours. We burden every supply that goes on board 
our ships. Every pound of tea and every pound of 
sugar is burdened with heavy tariff charges. The 
English exempt the stores that are put on board 
their ships from such charges. In every way they 
increase their shipping interests, and in every way 
we depress ours.” id = Se E Ge ay 

“In the first instance we have a depreciated cur- 
rency. Ithink that militates against the building 
of ships. We have very high prices of labor, and 
high prices of all the materials that enter into the 
construction of ships. These prices are increased 
by the laws which are designed to protect other 
branches of industry, and of course they all tend to 
inerease the cost of the ships in the first instance, 
and the cost of the sailing of the ship after she is 
built? = * š Æ “Individually, Ihave 
always been in favor of protecting American inter- 
ests. I have been inclined to sustain our own areh- 
itects, builders, und mechanics, and to rear our own 
sailors and advance the interests of comerce gener~ 
ally in that direction. Most of our laws.are formed 
with a view to protecting our various industries; but 
the laws which protect our, general industry bear 
oppressively upon this: particular: interest, so that 
the laws which are designed forthe protection of 
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American industry are really a burden upon our 
shipping industry. He had been at some little pains 
within the last day or two to ascertain the cost of a 
thousand-ton iron sailing ship, built in New York, 
to comply with Lioyd’s specification, and fitted out 
ready, for sea, excepting stores. It would cost $121,- 
00, 
£16 per ton, which, allowing currency and exchange 
to be at $1 40, would make it cost in our currency 
very nearly one hundred and sixiecn thousand six 
hundred and sixty dollars. That would bea little 
over four thousand less than the American-bailt 
ship, and that showed about the extent of the relief 
that American ship-builders wanted. The daty on 
iron averaged about thirty-five per cent. Tho duty 
on the iron in such a ship would be about twenty- 
one thousand dollars; so that ifthut duty were taken 
off, it would give the American builder an advan- 
tage of between sixteen and seventeen thousand 
dollars. 

“Mr. Weis. It is your opinion that the allow- 
ing of drawbacks on the materials used in ship- 
building would facilitate and encourage the building 
ot ships here? 

“Mr. Row ann, It would make a ship cost four- 
teen or fifteen dollars a ton less, and that would 
help us some; there is no doubt of it. ? 

Mr, Houmax. Lunderstand you to say that, with 
relief from the payment of taxes, internal and 
exiernal, on the materials entering into the con- 
struction of ships, they could be built in this coun- 
try, of wood or of iron, so as to compete with foreign 
builders ? 

“Mr. Stivers. Yes, sir; but then I also want the 
inducement of letting all stores be put on board 
ship free of duty, ‘Lhat would be an additional 
inducement to build ships, because it would afford 
profits.” w $ BY * * E g Ed 

e Mr. Portion. Yes, sir; the act of last winter is a 
prohibitory tarift so far as copper is concerned. It 
acts very seriously on the ship-repairing interest. 
The ships that require to be recoppered will take a 
freight which they know is not profitable, aud some- 
times where they know that there will be real loss 
upon it, for the purpose of getting to Engiand in 
order to make a saving on their copper; thas not, 
only cutting off the revenue that might be dorived 
by this country from a moderate tariff such us ox- 
isted before the war, but also seriously injuring our 
mechanical interests in tho coppering work being 
done in Wngland which should be done in this coun- 
try. Not only was the coppering work thus Lost to 
this country, but also a large amount of repairs 
which generally go with the coppering of vessels, 
such as rigging and curpentor work. Lt strikes ata 
dogon differcut kinds of mechanical interests, tle 
thought that all that the ship-building interest of 
the country required was a drawback of cuties on 
wll the materials that enter into the construction of 
ships particularly of tho duties on iron, copper, 
and cordage. ‘Lhe duty on copper at present was a 
prohibitory duty, preventing any importation of 
gopper, and compelling American ship-builders to 
pay somo seven or eight cents per pound fyr copper 
more than the inglish ship-builders paid, he 
duties on iron, he believed, were from = thirty to 
thirty-five per cent, operating to that extent 
against the American ship-building interest. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Do you believe that if the draw- 
backs were allowed to the amount of the duties paid 
theship-building business of the United States would 


rovive immediately ? 

“Mr, Wigs, Yes, sir; immediately, I have a 
ship-building establishment, and keep it open, but 
unfortunately we do not do much business there. 
am sorry to say thatin that yard, where we built a 
great, many ships, tho grass is now growing. 

“Mr. Gipnons. In the construction of iron ves- 
sels about six tenths of the entire cost is labor und 
four tenths material, and the tax now required to 
be paid upon every material entering into the cou- 
struction of aship, from the laying of her keel until 
she is finished, is a watter of vitul consequence to 
American ghip-builders.”? * w at * “Por 
instanco, forty-five dollars in gold will buy a ton of 
plate or bariron in England, which bere costs eighty- 
eightor ninety doilars for plates and eighty-five dol- 
Jars for bars. When this is worked ap we find that 
they have the advantage of us of about. two tenths in 
material. 

o“ Frankin W. Surru. In 1868 there were but 
six iron vessels built in the United States, and 
at present he believed that there was not one 
iron vessel on the stocks in this country. A bark 
of six hundred or seven hundred tons, and the 
iron bark Novelty, built by the Atlantic works, 
were the only iron sailing vessels built in this coun- 
try. As to wooden shipping he was not able to rol- 
low its decline, the decline being so rapid. What 
was the reason for this? The answer might bo given 
in one word—the tariff. The contrast on this mat- 
ter between the United States and Great Britain 
was most painful. In 1867, out of two hundred and 
twenty-seven ships built upon the Clyde, there were 
but fourteen of wood, and these averaged only one 
hundred and sixty tons each. He held in his hand 
a slip from the Glasgow Herald, of August 7, 1869, 
detailiug the launches which had taken place dur- 
ing the previous month. There were thirteen of 
them, amounting in all to thirteen thousand nine 
hundred and ninety-one tons, averaging nearly 
eleven hundred, and ali of iron. Why could not 
this be done here? Because of the tarif. He was 
indebted to one of the able articles of the New 
York Evening Post for a record of the changes in 
the tariff, and of the pressure which those changes 
had brought to bear upon the ship-building inter- 
est. In 1857, common rounds and squares of iron, 
wach as are used in the wooden ship-building inter- 


The same vessel would be built in England at j 


est, and which were then the great item to be taxed 
in ship-building, wese taxed twenty-four per cent. 
ad valorem. In 1861 they were taxed fifty per cent., 
and in 1864 one hundred and twelve per cent. ud 
valorem. It was stated that by the proposed bill 
introduced by Mr. Moorhead, in 1868, those very 


were struck at for a rate of one hundred and sixty- 
eight percent. He held in his hand a list showing 
the charges to-day of an iron ship of one thousand 
tons burden, supposing that all ber materials of for- 
eigu construction were imported. N ; 

“Mr. SAMUEL Har, of Hast Boston, ship-builder, 
made a statement to the committee. He said that 
the wooden ship-building interest had been much 
depressed sinee the war. He had built but one ship 
since the war, and had one upon the stocks now. 
This depression was owing wholly to the high cost 
of the ships. The high duties upon the materials 
entering into the construction of ships, made ships 
cost. from fifty to sixty per cent. higher than they 
did previous to the war. Iron which they used to 
buy for not exceeding forty dollars per ton was now 
cighty dollars per ton; rigging which they used to 
buy at eight cents per pound was now sixteen cents 
per pound; duck which they used to buy at twenty- 
eight cents a pound was now worth fifty-six cents; 
and everything else was in the same proportion. 
Unless there was something done to relieve ship- 
buildors they would have to give up their business 
entirely. 

“Mr. Haypen. I propose the allowance of draw- 
backs on the amount of materials used in ship- 
building. I think that nothing else would be requi- 
site. Let us have this and we ean build ships as 
cheaply as other nations can.” * ® # œ 
“The extra cost of ship-building in thiscountry was 
now so great as almost, not quite, to annihilate 
American ship-building. The British kepton build- 
ing, and now they had four or fivetimes the tonnage 
engaged in the foreign carrying trade that Aimer- 
icans had, The remedy tor the evil was to remove 
those disabilities. He suggested that a certain 
amount per tou, the exact figures to be obtained by 
estimates, should be allowed as a drawhack upon 

every vessel builtin this country, as an equivalent 
for the duty paid on the copper, tron, cordage, sail- 
eloth, &u., used in her construction, Ife thought 
that with these allowances American ship-builders 
could compete with foreign nations, 

“Mr. Snow. Speaking of subsidies, our ship-own- 
ers, as a rule, would oppose with all their influence 
any subsidy, because it would be building up the in- 
terests of a few to the prejudice of a great many, 
It scomed rather paradoxical that the ship-owner 
who was interested in protection should at the same 
time be in favor of free trade. Theship-owners of 
tho United States had now the whole coasting trade, 
and yet they asked for tree trade in their ships. It 
might seem natural for them to oppose free trade, 
but they did not; they found that every nation in 
tho world was encouraging free trade in ships; they 
found that all nations had been forced, from one 
cause or another, to recognize that their interests 
lay in that sort of free trade. We also think that a 
bouded warehouse system, such as they have in Eng- 
land, would be of much advantage to us. Prior to 
the war, and prior to having any internal revenue 
tax upon our goods, we did not feel the want of a 
bonded warchouse system; but now we do. If a 
ship is taking among her stores a barrel of whisky, 
tor instanco, instead of buying it here out of bond, 
at Gost price and free of duty, she has to go to Bng- 
lund and buy it there; because there she can get it 
free of duty and here she cannot. In England, all 
ships going abroad take their stores out of bond freo 
of duty, which lessens very much the cost of the out- 
fit of the ship. Here there is no such provision, and 
we need it very much, 

“Mr. Rowand. ‘Taking the duty off iron might 
help ussome. Lt would make those Pennsylvania 
people cume down in their prices, and then, instead 
of building ships at the same prices or at greater 
prices than they are builtin Eogland, I think we 
could build them ten per cent. cheaper. It looks to 
me like a lack of enterprise among our merchants. 
When an Englishman makes three or four per cent. 
on the capital invested he is quite well satisfied ; 
but our people do not look at it in that light. Labor 
cost more here, but it was also worth more, in con- 
sequence of the superior intelligence of American 
mechanics; so that ifthe duty were taken off mate- 
rials a ship would not cost any more here than in 
England. The tax should come off iron used in the 
construction of iron ships. There wasa very fine 
yard in Wilmington, Delaware, for the building of 
iron vessels, and such vessels could easily be built 
in Maine if they could bave the ironin Maine as 
cheap as they had it on the Clyde. 

“Mr. Oppyke. The second cause is the high duty 
charged upon such toreign materials as enter into 
the construction of ourships. Ships, after they are 
built in this country, have to compete, without any 
protection, with the ships of other countries. If we 
charge a high duty on the materials used in the 
construction of our ships, their cost is necessarily 
enhanced to that extent. And after they are fin- 
ished, unlike our domestic manufactures that are 
sola at home, our ships enter on the ocean and have 
to compete, even without any protection, with the 
vessels of other countries. That I regard as a most 
onerous exaction upon our shipping interest, and 
one that has done much to cripple it, 

“Joux Roacu. America has lost her commerce; 
and what has she obtained in exchange forit? Sim- 
ply the right fora few men to charge nine dollars 
per ton, in gold, on the importation of pig iron! 


* Pig. iron was the basis of all other metals con- 
Í nected with the making and repairing of ships. 


bars of iron, essential in wooden ship-building, | 


There had been a revolution in ship-building, and - 
jron was the material from which they were now 
built. ‘The high cost of iron, produced by the tariff 
upon it, was one of the principal difficulties that our 
commerce had to contend with. 

“he cost of sailing ships after they came under 
the American flag would be greater than their cost 
would beto foreign ship-owners; but it was believed 
that the ship-owners of America had sufficient en- 
ergy, enterprise, and ability to overcome that dif-. 


ference just as the ship-builders of Maine thought 
that they could overcome the difference in the cost 
of labor, &c., if the materials that entered into the 
building of their ships were free of duty.” a 

According to the last witness, these interesis 
have been sacrificed for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the pig irou. ‘‘ In order that a few men 
may get a little more for their iron, American 
commerce and American ship-building have 
been sacrificed.” : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator suspend until order is restored? The 
business of the Senate will not be resumed 
until order is restored. [A pause. ] 

Mr. JOHNSTON. If these witnesses are 
right, the true cause of the decline of American 
commerce and American ship-building is found 
in the high prices of articles that enter into: 
the material for the construction of ships and, 
in the high price of labor. Then the cost of 
running ships is increased by the high price 
of stores caused by heavy taxation. Then it 
is manifest that nothing can restore these in 
terests but the removal of those causes. If 
we cannot build ships as cheap as they build 
them in England because the tariff is high and 
because taxation makes living and materials 
high, then, of course, the only resource left for 
us is to reduce the tariff, reduce taxation, and 
thus redace the cost of the building of ships, 
and in that way restore this interest. But if 
we had the ships we then cannot run them be- 
cause the necessary stores cost more here than 
they do in England, and a ship leavińg New 
York and another one of the same capacity 
leaving Liverpool the Liverpool ship can be 
run cheaper than the other, because the sup- 
plies used there are cheaper there than they 
are here. Therefore we can compete neither in 
ship-building norin running ships with England 
or other European Powers until we enable our- 
selves to build our ships and run them as 
cheap as they do, 

Then, what isthe simple remedy? To re- 
duce taxation, not add to it. When we find 
these interests suffering from heavy taxation, 
from the burdens that are imposed on the 
country, the proposition is to add to that tax- - 
ation instead of reducing it, and thus add to 
the causes that have produced this decline! 

If the present rate of taxation is high and 
we are burdened, of course as you increase 
taxation, increase the annual sum to be paid 
by the American people, you increase exactly 
in that proportion the burdens that bear on 
these interests. If the collection of $350,- 
000,000 a year from the people overwhelms 
and well-nigh destroys these interests, the 
addition of a large sum annually of course 
can only increase, not diminish the evil. 

Mr. WINDOM. As the Senator’s time is 
uot limited, will he allow me to ask him a 
question on that point? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand him to state 
that the only reason we cannot now compete 
with England upon this and other lines is that 
we have a tariff which increases the price of 
articles that enter into the manufacture of 
ships, and if that were removed we could 
compete with England. Was that the state- 
ment of the Senator? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. A high tariff and oner- 
ous internal taxation as well. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now, I ask him this ques- 
tion: on this very line between China and 
Liverpool, Great Britain pays a subsidy of 
$2,250,000. Great Britain has free ships, free 


materials, and free trade. Does the Senator 
mean to say that if we simply repeal our tariff 
so as to reduce the price of the articles used 
| in ship-building, we can compete with them as 
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gainst $2,250,000 and all the advantages they 
ave, including that of cheap money, worth 
nly about one half the interest we are paying? 
“Mr. JOHNSTON. The subsidized lines 
‘ro. a very small part of the commerce of 
‘ther America or England. We cannot sub- 
dize all the ships we build; neither can Eng- 

d. If we subsidize this line we do not 
nefit other lines. I shall presently show 
e relative distances to be traversed by Eng- 
nd and the United States in competing for 
is trade, and that we have, in that respect, 
protection which is equal to the subsidy Eng- 
nd gives her vessels, and that will be a suf- 
ient answer to the Senator’s question. 

High taxation, both internal and external, 
y increasing the cost of material and labor, 
mpair our commerce and render us unable to 
wild ships. Yet it is illogically proposed to 
ake our taxation higher, and thus enable us 
o do what we cannot do now. Having ascer- 
ained the cause of our trouble, we propose to 
geravate and increase, instead of removing 
. The country staggers and is ready to fall, 


timense burden now imposed upon the in- 
lustry and energy of the people, and when the 
amel’s back is just ready to break we are 
sked to throw upon it, not the grain of sand, 
ùt a mountain of sand. 

«This whole subject may be put in this brief 
ormula: the materials that enter into the 
onstruction of ships and the labor employed 
‘in building them are so costly in the United 
tates that she cannot compete with England ; 
or can she run ships upon equal terms, 
yecause ship stores can be bought cheaper 
n England than here. But why are all 
hese things dearer here than in England? 
ecause there is a heavy duty upon them here 
‘and none in England. Then, by keeping up 
w increasing these duties, we keep up and 
crease the greater cost of construction and 
ailing ships. And the only pathway out of 
‘hese troubles is through the reduction of tax- 
tion. Economize in public expenditure, re- 
uce taxation, take off the tariff from mate- 
ials, and the whole problem is solved. 

Mr. President, the distance to be traveled 
elatively by American ships and Euglish ships 
to reach Japan, China, or Australia is cer- 
“tainly.a very important element to be consid- 
‘ered. If we are so much nearer those coun- 
ries as to give us a great advantage, we have 
what has been well denominated natural pro- 
“tection, Iwish, therefore, to call attention to 
the distances. 

From Liverpool to Calcutta is 11,379 nautical 
“tailes; from Liverpool to Melbourne, 11,555 
-nautical miles ; from Liverpool to Java, 11,003 
nautical miles; from Liverpool to Nankin, 
13,008 nautical miles. From San Francisco 
to some of these same points see the difference. 
From San Francisco to Nankin is 6,900 miles ; 
‘from. San Francisco ‘to Melbourne is 7,500 
miles; from San Francisco to Yokobama is 
4,520 miles. So that suppose a ship to be 
started out from England to-go to Yokohama, 
or Nankin, or Melbourne, it ‘has to traverse 
twice the distance, or more than twice the dis- 
tance that one would going from San Francisco 
--to the same point; in other words, two vessels 
plying between San Francisco and any of these 
- ports can do as much as four of the same 
capacity plying between these ports and Eng- 
lish.ports. In commerce ‘‘distance does not 
lend enchantment to the view.’’ We have that 
advantage, therefore; and if we cannot with- 
out protection do as much with two vessels as 
_England:can:with four, we are not entitled to 
have the commerce of the world. If they, 
sailing or steaming twice the distance that we 
do, can overcome us in a contest of the com- 
merce of these ‘countries, then we have no 
American enterprise, and we do not deserve 
. to succeed. 

Mr. President, Lam under obligations to the 
Senate for its courtesy in suspending the rule 
or my benefit, and have notbing more to add. 
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nd some great interests do perish under the | 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, there is 
now a contract existing between the Govern- 
ment and this steamship line to pay $500,000 
a year for monthly service. The proposition 
before us is to have a semi-monthly service 
and pay $1,000,000 a year. Before I could 
vote for this subsidy I should want to know 
that it was necessary in order to sustain a 
semi-monthly service. I am- advised that the 
business of this line is prosperous and grow- 
ing. From the information I have, they have 
got a start on which they can get along with 
$500,000 a year and have a semi-monthly ser- 
vice. Jam advised that they are preparing to 
put on additional ships anyhow, whether they 
get an additional subsidy or not. For one, I 
am not willing to vote another appropriation 
of $5,000,000 to authorize a contract to be 
made for ten years at an increased compensa- 
tion of $500,000 a year, unless I am satisfied 
that it is necessary in order to secure import- 
ant results. {í want some evidence on that 
subject. ` 

Bear in mind that this line, as just stated 
by the Senator from Virginia, has immense 
advantages over any European line in the 
shortness of distance. lt is not subject to 
the same competition and the same difficulties 
that competing lines would be between New 
York and Liverpool. It has got a subsidy, to 
last some six years yet, of $500,000 a year, 
and if the business of this line will now jas- 
tify semi-monthly service, is it necessary that 
we shall increase or shall double the subsidy ? 

I am in favor of building up Amefican com- 
merce; I am in favor of allowing materials to 
be imported free for the building of iron steam- 
ships. We have nothing to lose by that. We 
are not building them now, and if we shall 
allow materials to come in free for the pur- 
pose of building these ships, we are not taking 
from our manufacturers anything that they 
now have. I would be opposed to allowing 
bounties, because that would take money out 
of the Treasury that has been paid in from 
other sources ; but to allow materials to come 
in free to build steamships is to allow mate- 
rials to come in that are not now used as 
furnished by American manufacturers. 

But I am not prepared now to discuss that 
question. Iam not willing to vote an enorm- 
ous subsidy of $1,000,000 a year to a single 
steamship line unless there is some evidence— 
and up to this time there has been none—that 
this line cannot be put on semi-monthly without 
this subsidy. 1am told they are now running 
extra ships. Iam toid they are now buiiding 
three extra ships, that the business demands 


| it, and that the business will sustain it; and 


from what I have heard I am advised that they 
will put this semi-monthly service on anyhow, 
subsidy or no subsidy, if they can get a sub- 
sidy so much the better; but before they ask 
Congress to vote this additional subsidy, let it 
be shown that this semi-moathly line cannot 
be sustained without it. . We cannot justify 
ourselves before the people of this country in 
increasing this subsidy to $1,000,000 per an- 
dum unless it can be shown that it is necessary 
for the commerce of this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, I am 
exceedingly rejoiced to hear the Senator from 
Indiana enunciate what I think is so sound a 
political sentiment. I was gratified when that 
Senator told us the other day that he honestly 
believed that $70,000,000 of taxation under 
which the people were now laboring could be 
relieved and stricken off from our tax bills.. I 
cordially agree with the honorable Senator. 1 
shall not vote for this subsidy. One ounce of 
experience is worth pounds of theory. We 
have tried subsidies to steamships years and 
years ago. We raised the subsidy to the Col- 
lins line from $860,000 to $800,000. We were 


then told that the prosperity of the commerce li 


of this country demanded it. The subsidy was 
raised, and the people’s money went to that 
experiment. What became of it? Let his- 
tory answer. And now, when our taxes. are 


grinding the people in many of the agricul- 
tural States almost to- powder, we are asked to 
double a subsidy to a prosperous line, which, 
so far as my information goes, is not yet full, 
the capacity of which for business is not yet 
exhausted. 

I feel a deep interest in the prosperity of 
my country, I hope; I desire to see every 
industry and all its arts prosper; but I will 
never consent, with the present amount of 
taxation, to be putting $500,000 or $1,000,000 
a year into the hands of a company which we 
are told is already prosperous and already 
doing a large business, under the specious 
guise that we are helping to improve our ship- 
building. 

I cannot agree with my honorable friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. Winpom] that this is a 
step in the right direction. We can go abroad 
and buy ships, and on foreign bottoms we can 
float our flag and do all the business that this 
country requires, without taxing our people 
and getting no benefit in return. The war 
has been over for years. Why has not ship- 
building revived? It is because of your im- 
mense, onerous duties upon iron. Let busi- 
ness revive, let the debt be paid off, before we 
attempt to increase these expenses. 

Honorable gentlemen tell us that we ought 
to relieve the country of seventy or eighty mil- 
lion dollars of taxes this year. What sincer- 
ity can there be in that if the dominant party 
intend, not in this subsidy alone, but in many 
others which are to come after it, to put into 
the hands of these various companies millions 
and millions of dollars? England is no ex- 
ample to me as to her subsidies. However 
prosperous she may bein some respects, what- 
ever the amount of millions that she gives for 
her mail service to steamships, I cannot shut 
my eyes to the fact of the condition of her 
population. ‘The aristocratic few lord it over 
the toiling millions who either have to go to a 
silent doom or have to flee from their own 
mother land to find an asylum in this country 
for themselves and for their children—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. A 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam somewhat surprised 
at the reason given by the Senator who has 
| jast taken his seat for opposition to this meas- 
ure. He opposes it in one breath because we 
formerly made an effort of this kind—I sup- 
| pose he refers to our experience in the Collins 
line—which failed. Therefore, he argues, be- 
cause aid to steamships failed, this is wrong! 
In the next place, he is opposed to it because 
this line has been a success and is prosperous, 
and therefore it is wrong! The reasons, it 
seems to me, do not agree with themselves 
very well. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me a single sentence ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Not out: of my five min- 


utes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope it will not be 
taken out of the Senator’s time. I say if it is 
prosperous it does not need the subsidy. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. Morron] also made reference to the 
prosperity of this line. I stated yesterday, 
and I think the figures will show it, that so 
far as the development of commerce, so far 
as the increase of the business of this country 
is concerned, it has been a. success; but the 
statistics will also show that after the construc- 
tion of the Pacific railroad this company lost 
on their Panama line over $900,000 the first 
year; and that they have not been prosperous 
is very clear from the price which their stocks 
have borne in the market. Some years ago ` 
their stock was very much above par, I think 
at one time selling at some four hundred per 
cent., and now it is down to sixty or seventy. 

Mr. MORTON. Will my friend allow me 
to make a statement not to come out of his 
time ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly, on that con- 
dition. ` i : 
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from California to China. If that line in it- 
self is prosperous or is a paying line, with 
$500,000 a year subsidy, that is a reason why 
we should not grant additional subsidy ; but 
because the old Panama line is unprofitable 
now and has been, we cannot afford to grant 
a subsidy on the Chinese line to make up for | 
the losses on the Panama line. | 

Mr. WINDOM. The subsidy which this 
company now receives is applied, it is true, i 
to the main stem or main line; but they give 
us, besides, a service of over three hundred 
aud sixty-six thousand miles in the aggregate 
per annum, for which we pay no subsidy what- 
ever, I refer to these matters because they | 
are to be taken us a whole. ‘The law applies 
simply to the main line, but they do a large 
service to the Government over and above that ! 
without subsidy. ! 

The Senator from Indiana also desires some |! 
reasons why this is necessary ; he wants some | 
evidence on that. subject. l refer the honor- 
able Senator to the evidence given us by the 
executive department of the Government. 
Every year for the last four years the Post- | 
master General has appealed to Congress for 
its assistance in securing increased service on 
this line. The Secretary of the Treasury says 
that some aid is necessary to secure additional 
service or that our commerce is to be ruined. 
The President of the United States, in his last 
two messages, in December, 1870 and 1871, 
appeals to Congress for the same thing. Now, 
l present the views of these officials who have | 
examined the subject, who say that something 
is necessary to increase the service, ‘Lhe | 
company ask nothing more to maintain the 
present service; but if you require the doub- 
ling of the service, there must be some addi- 
tional aid. 1 will give the Senator another 
reason why this is necessary. I find in the 
New York Stockholder of April 30 the fol- 
lowing: 


“Transpacific Steam Navigation Company.—A prom- 
inent London journal announces the registration of | 
a company with this title, for the purpose of run- 
ning a line of steamers between the ports of Chins 
and Japan and to a port on the Pacific, connecting 
with the American system of railways. The capital 
is fixed at $3,750,000, a large portion of whigh, it is 
announced, has been subseribud by the directors | 
and their irieuds, The directors are said to be influ- | 
ential and practical meu in steamboat euterprise, j 
and consist of 1. IM. Green, banker, Loudon; Gibson | 

i 
| 
| 


Homan, merchant, Beadiord; W. Jalt, London, and | 
late of Japan; William Nicol, ship-owner, Liver- 
pool; William Malcolm, iron-master, Wilts; and W. 
Wetmore Cryder, merchant, London, The wanagers | 
announced are Malcolm, Hudson & Co., London, and | 
Hudson, Malcolm & Co., Japan, with power to ap- 
point sub-agents. Should this new enterprise be | 
successfully organized, we shall in due time have | 
two lines of steamers between our Pacific ports and | 
the eastern empires of China and Japan. Mr.Green | 
is known in American business circles as an active, | 
ener-etic man, and one whocontrols a large capital. | 
The other gentlemen named are also mostly known ; 
here, and are of the highest respectability.” 


| 

This is entirely authentic and confirmed by ! 
private advices from London. There bas been | 
already organized in London a company to | 
run another line between the same points, a | 
company that will be subsidized undoubtedly | 
by the British Government, as they now sub- | 
sidize their line to China. If we choose to 
say we will not render any assistance for 
increased mail service on thig route the new | 
English company will come in and drive us 
from the Pacific as we have been driven from 
the Atlantic; and we shali reap our reward 
within the next year probably. 

Mr. COLE. I wish in the five minutes | 
allowed me to present this matter in a light in | 
which it has not probably been presented | 
before. These vessels are essentially war ves- | 
sels. By the original bill that authorized the | 
establishment of this line it was provided that | 
before the vessels should be received they ! 
should be inspected by some skillful naval con- | 


structor, an officer of the United States Navy, | 
who was to be appointed by the Secretary of | 
the Navy, and make his report before the ves- 
sels were to be received. ‘They are war vessels 
in thig sense, that every one of them to-day car- 


a s = 


ries an armament, not a full battery, I con- 
cede, but several very effective guns, and equal 
in combat, each of them, probably, to any ves- 
sel of war of either of the nations with which 
they are trading. The proposition of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Stockton] is that 
all the vessels hereafter shall be so constructed 


as to be readily converted into vessels of war, | 


transformed in a moment as it were in a case 
of necessity, and the bill provides that they 


may be taken at any time for the service of | 


the Navy Department. 

Now, Mr. President, such being the char- 
acter of the vessels, let me ask the attention 
of the Senate to another view that may be 
taken of this matter. 

We have expended, as was stated here yes- 
terday, between three and four hundred mil- 
lions in the last decade upon the Navy. We 
are now expending full twenty millions on the 


average a year, not to build vessels, but to | 


keep them in order; and it has been stated 
here, and not denied, that the effective ves- 
sels in our Navy now are less than forty. 
that you expend every year a half million 
dollars upon every vessel of war that you have 
capable of service to-day. That is not 


counted; all that goes for naught; it is of as; 


little use to the nation as if it were sunk in the 
sea. Now, the proposition is, by the expendi- 
ture of $500,000 a year to add half a dozen or 
2 dozen vessels to your Navy, and to cause to 
be invested in such, vessels which are to be 
used for the Navy, and to be kept in repair 
without “any expense to the Government— 
vessels, [ say, which would cost and will cost 
five or ten million dollars. By this expendi- 
ture you virtually put that amount of capital 
into your Navy. 

Mr. NORWOOD. If the Senator will allow 
me, (and with the consent of the Senate he may 
have the five minutes I might occupy on this 
amendment in answering my questions,) I 
desire to put some inquiries to him. 

Mr. COLE. If agreeable to the Senate, of 
course | am willing. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, 

Mr. NORWOOD. I should like to know 
of the Senator why it is that this line, which 
has been running for seven years, and which in 
the beginning had a subsidy of $500,000, and 
which has gone on increasing and prospering, 
should now require double that subsidy for 
double that service? In other words, if they 
could run on the subsidy of $500,000 seven 


years ago when the trade was in its infancy | 


and probably making very little profit, and it 
has increased its profits every year till now, 
why with a double service do they require a 
double subsidy ? 

Mr. COLE. I will answer the Senator, I 
think, to his satisfaction. The vessels of this 
company have been running for the last twenty 
years or more between New York, by way of 
Panama, and San Franciseo. By the comple- 
tion of the Pacific railroad, travel and trade 


were diverted across the continent, and some į 


of the larger vessels the company had on hand 
at that time they were able to use in establish- 
ing this line across the Pacific. Therefore 
they were not required to build the fleet neces- 
sary to carry on this line at once. They have 
since that time built, as the reports show, four 
new vessels, each of which cost something 
over a million dollars, vessels of over four 
thousand tons burden, among the largest ves- 
sels afloat. Now, to double the service, it 
will require an additional supply of new ves- 
sels, which undoubtedly will cost over a mil- 
lion apiece and number four or five. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Now the Senator will 
pardon me a moment again. The bill pro- 
vides that those vessels shall be American bot- 
toms. Does not that necessarily increase the 
subsidy that you want to give to the company? 
if they could build these ships in England 
instead of requiring them to be built in Amer- 
ica, where labor is higher and materials are 


So | 


i time, as I am informed, and as 


higher—from whatever cause we will not dis- 
cuss—they would not need so much subsidy, 


Do they not require a heavier subsidy to be | 


given to them on that account? 
Mr. COLE. To be sure the vessels prob- 


ably could be built cheaper in England, butit © 
so happens that under our laws vessels built © 
in England cannot run under our flag. Ves... 


sels must be built in the United States and by 
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Americans in order to carry our flag. I will =. 


say to the Senator that if you do not put on 
this additional service you will see an English 
line on that precise route within a very short 


believe. 

Mr. STOCKTON. With the permission 
of the Senator from California I will suggest 
that I do not think wooden vessels can be 


I certainly a 


built in England cheaper than they can be ae 


here at this time. The reason that vessels 
are built cheaper on the Clyde is on account 
of the tariff we have on iron. 

Mr. COLE. 
sels are to be of American construction 
entirely. The engines and every part iu 


them are to be built in America, and that `i 
of course will add very materially to the > 


ship-building interest of this country, and 
they will be of a character of vessels as in 
the past of which we shall be proud, and we 


shall see so much to all intents and purposes |” 


added to the American Navy, because under 
the provisions of this law these vessels can 
be taken at any time for military use. 

Now, the proposition is to put so many ves- 
sels of war to commercial use during times of 
peace. One of the Senators this morning 
spoke of our building vessels of war at great 
expense, and he asserted that these mail ves- 


sels would not probably be used at all in time, ~~ 


of war. Why, sir, many, many of the vessels 
we have built for war purposes have been upon 


the seas for years, and gone to the bottom, or ©. 


to pieces from decay, without ever encounter- 
ing an enemy, without ever entering into an 
engagement. That often happens. Very few 


of the vessels we have had for the last eighty . 3 


yesrs since we have been a nation have actu- 
ally been engaged in battle; and yet during 
that time we have had a good many vessels, 
and it may be that these vessels in the China 


service will never be called upon to enter bat- 


tle; but we shall have a navy nevertheless. 
We shall have complete protection upon the 
Pacific sea; much better protection than would 
be afforded by any regalar navy we are likely 
to have. : 

We have in the past built many ships of war, 
and the complaint now is that we have not 
built more ships of late. Why, we had better 
let private parties put their capital in them. 
It is our duty to lend them encouragement, 
and then we have the vessels ready for use 
whenever they are called for, ready to receive 
a battery at'a moment’s notice in case of 
necessity; and then these vessels put to this 
use preserve the peace; they patrol the ocean, 
they are running to and fro across the Pacifc, 
and mingling in commerce, and so preserving 
peace. War and commerce are not harmo: 
nious, as we all know, and the tendency of 
establishing a line of this kind is to maintain 
the peace. 

Mr. NORWOOD. If the Senator will par- 
don me, there is one point on which I desire 
information, and it is this: what is the neces- 
sity for extending a subsidy in this bill to ten 
years? Why not put it for five years or a less 
time? That would answer the purpose just as 
well. Ifthe business of the line is increasing 
year by year, may they not be able to stand 
alone in a shorter time than ten years without 
a subsidy? : 

Mr. COLE. I can answer that question to 
my friend’s satisfaction, I am sure. It is in 
the discretion of the Postmaster General in 
the first place to make the time shorter if he 
will; but I am satisfied he cannot do 80; 
because persons having capital will not put it 


It so happens that these ves- 
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to these vessels unless they have some assur- 
nice that the vessels are to be used, unless 
ey are assured that they will have the advan- 
ge of their investment for a certain length 
fitime. I have no doubt that answers my 
iend’s inquiry fully. I know that that is 
he care with which capital protects itself 
lways. Í 
Only one other point, Mr. President. My 
me is running away rapidly. These vessels, 
stead of being burdens upon the nation, call- 
gupon your Treasury every year for half a 
ilion each, as your war vessels do, are con- 
stantly adding to your wealth. They are not 
nly pouring money into your Treasury directly 
rough your custom-houses, but they add to 
the national. wealth constantly, and help to 
‘build up the nation instead of exhausting it as 
o all the instruments of war. 

Further than that; they add to the efficient 
marine force during times of peace, upon 
hich we may rely in time of war. If we had 
mply a navy, and only sailors enough to man 
+ the first few encounters with an enemy 
ould destroy its efficiency if we had not some 
eans of securing afresh supply of experienced 
eamen. These vessels. will keep up the sup- 
ly of experienced seamen. In that consisted 
e strength of the American Navy in former 
ears. We had the fisheries and a commerce 
‘which afforded a constant supply of efficient 
en to man our Navy, and in that consisted 
$ entire strength. 


‘ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I stated yes- 
terday that I was not opposed to granting sub- 
dies to inaugurate steamship lines in their 
fancy, but that.I had great opposition to 
fostering and cherishing those that were already 
Prosperous condition. The honorable Senator 
‘from California and the honorable Senator 
om Minnesota, instead of showing that this 
ne needed a subsidy, made the general state- 
ent that our merchant marine was going to 
uin, that it needed resuscitation, that some- 
hing must be done to revive American com- 
erce, How is that an answer to my sugges- 
on? If it be true that the commerce of the 
tlantic is in ruin, if it be true that our sail- 

g vessels have been swept from the seas, can 
hey be revived by subsidizing a steamship 
ne that is already in a prosperous condition? 
‘How can it be done? Is it not rather a dis- 
-couragement to the sailing class of vessels if 
e foster and cherish the steamship lines? fs 
not taking away from that class of vessels 
‘that need protection 
Mr. WEST, Will the Senator yield to me 
ra moment? 

. Mr, KELLY. Ihope the Senator will allow 
sme to go on a little longer. 

Mr. WEST. I only wish to say one word 
on that point, and that is that all our marine 
statistics prove that wherever we have estab- 
shed a steam line, our sailing vessels have 
creased in the same quarter. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, when Sen- 
tors will vote to put a limitation of five min- 
tes upon us, and not allow us longer than 
at to discuss these subjects, it is rather ask- 
ng a little too much when gentlemen take a 
great portion of that time away from us in 
propounding questions, 
> Mr. WEST. I will yield my five minutes 
to the Senator if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
tor from Louisiana yields his five minutes to 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. KELLY. I am very much obliged to 
the Senator. 
This line, as I said, is in a prosperous con- 
ition. The honorable Senator from Califor- 
Nia while admitting it at times, seems to deny 
it at others. He says if we do not grant this 
bsidy, the steamship company cannot and 
ill not build these new vessels, and hence 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- | 


rosperous, and I stated that this line was in a | 


| 
| 


| 
} 


; on with semi-monthly trips. 


all will go by the board. Task the Secretary 
to read a short letter which will show what 
that steamship company propose to do, and 
that they are not really going to ruin. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Freight and Passage Circular for the trade with ` 


hina and Japan. 
Orrice Paciric Mar STEAMSHIP Company, 
New York, October 2, 1871. 

DearSinz: I beg to inform you that the Pacific 
Mai) Steamship Company will begin asemi-monthly 
transpacific line between San Francisco, Japan, 
and China, ọn the 15th of May, 1872, with regular 
departures thereafter from San Francisco on the 1st 


i and 15th of every month, except when such dates 


fall on Sunday, when the departures will take place 
on the Saturday preceding. 

The company will be prepared to supply addi- 
tional tonnage should the trade require it. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALLAN McLANE, President. 

Mr. KELLY.” It will be seen that the com- 
pany will have its new line in operation withina 
few days, the middie of this month. Whether 
this subsidy is granted or not, they are going 
I understand that 
the line in its last voyage brought fifteen han- 
dred passengers from China and Japan to San 
Francisco, showing conclusively that the pas- 
senger trade is amounting to a vast sum of 
money. I had the figures showing the freight 
list, but I bave somehow mislaid them; the 
amount is enormous. This company is pros- 
pering beyond all precedent; and yet in the 
face of that we are asked to vote ten million 
of subsidy to it while the country is laboring 
and groaning under taxation. Is this right? 
Is it just? This company, I have no doubt, 
in a very short time, if it be as prosperous in 
the future as it has been in the past, will be 
enabled to have a weekly instead of a semi- 
monthly line on the ocean, and are we then in 
a state of prosperity to increase this subsidy 
totwo millions a year? I presume that would 
necessarily follow, that whenever there is 


an increase in its business, an increase in its j 
prosperity, an increase in its trips, then, how- 


ever prosperous the company may be, and 
however burdensome the taxes of the country 
may be upon us, we shall be compelled to pay 
$2,000,000 a year instead of $1,000,000, as 
now. 

For this reason I object to granting this 
subsidy. If we must subsidize, if the people 
are to be taxed for such objects, let us sub- 
sidize the weak; let us discriminate; let us 
favor the weak lines of steamers and sailing 
vessels; those that are struggling into exist- 


ence, not those that are strong and can stand | 
|; without any aid from the Government. 


Again, I stated yesterday that I objected to 
subsidizing this line because it brought a class 
of passengers to this country who are objec- 
tionable to the people of the Pacific coast. 
Both parties, Republican and Democratic, 
have in their conventions protested against 
Chinese immigration, which has a tendency to 
drive away white labor from our coast. I 
desire Senators to show whether they are in 
favor of the. policy of encouraging Chinese 
immigration to our coast or whether they are 
opposed to it. I shall therefore demand the 
yeas and nays upon this amendment, and we 
will see whether Senators are in favor of 
bringing that class of persons to our coast, 
heathens from the teeming millions of China; 
whether they are to be brought here and kept 
to work against our own workmen. That is 
the question, and it is a very serious one to 
the people of the Pacific coast; and I desire 
to see how Senators will vote upon it, whether 
the platforms of political parties are to. say 
one thing and the votes of Senators are to say 


another thing; whether we are to encourage | 


| that immigration, or whether we are opposed 


to it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have very great doubt 
about the wisdom of increasing the subsidy for 
this service. No one can pretend that it will 


' hasten the maijs from our shores to China or 


in all human probability increase the number 


of trips that will be made by the mail-carriers. ; 
We have already heard from the Secretary’s 
desk that this company is about to put on 
semi-monthly. vessels, or vessels to start semi- 
monthly from San Francisco to the East. If 
they put on these ships, doubtless under the 
existing contract they will be compelled to 
carry any mail which the Government may 
choose to put aboard. I believe this is a con- 
dition in all mail contracts. So that if they 
publish the truth of themselves, that they are 
about to put on these additional vessels, if 
they put them on, and the existing contract is 
of the tenor which is usual in such cases, they 
will be compelled to carry the mail on each 
vessel which they sail on that line. Hence it 
will be no addition to the mail service. 

But it is said by the honorable Senator 
from California that these ships are to be war 
ships, and that at the same time that we in: 
crease the subsidy we shall be in the act of 
constructing a war navy for the United States, 
Let us see what the provision is: 

And the Government of the United States shail 
have the right, in case of war, to take, for the use 
of the United States, any of the steamers of said 
line upon payment of a reasonable compensation. 

Pray tell me, Senators, if the United States 
cannot do this now? What additional power 
does this clause confer upon the Government 
of the United States? Have we not the power 
now, and have we not exercised it in every 
war that has ever existed? That the Govern- 
ment of the United States may take property 
for the public use by paying for it I suppose 
will not becalled in question, Then this clause, 
confers no additional right on the Government 
ofthe United States. 

But it is said this is to be in theaid of com- 
merce, that our commerce is being swept 
from the sea and going into the hands of other 
commercial peoples. Well, sir, it would be 
the province of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to correct this misapprehen- 
sion. If the published statistics which have 
been laid on the table of every Senator can be | 
relied on, our commerce has not been swept. . 
from the seas at any time. I have before me 
the ‘last report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, dated June 80, 1871, giving a statement 
exhibiting the amount of tonnage of the Uni- 
ted States annually from 1789 to 1871, inclu- 
sive, all the registered, enrolled, and licensed 
tonnage employed in steam navigation in each 
year. By looking at this table we find that the 
largest amount of American tonnage which 
has ever existed in one year was 5,539,813 
tons. This was for the year 1861. The lowest 
amount, according to this report, was for the 
year 1869, and it amounted to 4,144,639 tons. 
Since then the tonnage has been on the in- 
crease. For the last year it is reported at 
4,282,607 tons. 

‘But in calling the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce to this subject 
at his desk privately, and he will pardon me 
for alluding to this fact, he said it might be 
probably explained or largely explained by 
the fact that our coastwise tonnage was in- 
creasing but the tonnage engaged in foreign 
commerce was diminishing. Well, sir, I hold 
in my hand another table sent to the Senate 


| at the same time containing these very remark- 


able figures. I read from the report, page 802, 
table No. 18, proportion of the enrolled ton- 
nage employed in the coasting trade, cod 
fishery, mackerel fishery, whale fishery, &c. 
Under the head of ‘coasting trade” I find 
that the largest amount of tonnage engaged in 
that trade for any one year was 3,353,671 
tons. That was for the year 1865. For the last 
year the coastwise tonnage amounted to but 
2,764,599 tons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The Sena- 
tor’s time has expired. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will move an amendment 
to the pending amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the 
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Senator a question with his permission. I 
understood the Senator to say that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury stated that this company 
was about to put on a semi-monthly service 
anyhow. 

Mr. HARLAN. I did not state that the 
Secretary of the Treasury said so ; but I heard 
a report read from the Secretary’s desk jast 
now, on the request of the honorable Senator 
from Oregon, which did state the fact, — 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator, if it is 
not to be taken out of his time, allow me to 
state the fact in relation to that? 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The fact is that such a 
circular as that sent to the desk by the Senator 
from Oregon was issued, and the fact also is 
that the action of the board of directors of the 
company which authorized that circular to be 
issued was so objectionable to the stockholders 
that it resulted in a change of the board, and 
that that action has since been reconsidered 
and no such line will be put on. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no doubt when 
they concluded to apply for a subsidy they 
would rescind that act and withdraw their ad- 
vertisement for the time being. 

Mr. WINDOM. They ousted the other 
board before they did it. 

Mr. HARLAN. Of course they did. They 
knew very well that if the country had already 
learned to know that they had decided to put 
on these ships the people would not justify 
Congress in voting an additional subsidy. 
Hence, they rescind the action of this board 
and wait to see if Congress will give them an 
additional $10,000,000 for the same service 
and a service they are about to perform in the 
interest of commerce. 

But, sir, [ was about to read. Wor the year 
1866 the coastwise tonnage was 8,353,657 tons; 
for the last year, 2,764,599 tons. Here is a 
falling off in the coastwise trade of 599,058 
tons. Í need not inform any Senator that we 
have a monopoly of the coastwise trade; all 


foreign competition is absolutely prohibited; į 
but the falling off is more than half a million | 


tons, And this accounts largely for the ap- 
parent filling off of the total tonnage of the 
United States. Take the year of the smallest 
tonnage, 1868; it was then 4,144,639 tons; 
and the largest, 1861, was 5,559,813 tons, 
making a difference of 1,257,206 tons, so that 
the diminution of the coastwise tonnage makes 
a very large per cent. of the aggregate diminn- 
tion; but then the startling fact must be pres- 
ent in the mind of every Senator, that our 
tonnage is increasing from year to year, and 
has been for several years last past. 

In the face of these facts, with what propri- 
ety can the Senate of the United States double 
the pay for carrying the United States mails? 
Everybody who has given the slightest atten- 
tion to this subject knows that the pay this 
line are already receiving is largely in excess 
of the service they perform; that the mails 
can be hired to carry across the Pacific by 
paying any ship the ocean postage, and the 
Postmaster General has now the authority to 
make these contracts by a statute passed but a 
few years since. He may contract with any 
ship to carry the mail of the United States 
for the ocean postages. 

This measure, therefore, is not necessary to 
secure the carrying ofthe mail. It will be per- 
fectly useless as a war measure. It gives us 
nothing that we have not now under existing 
law, and aswe have learned from the published 
statements of this company, it will not even 
augment the number of ships which they will 
put on the Pacific ocean or on this line of 
ecommerce. 

There is one other observation that I desire 
to make, and that is that just as sure as you 
increase this subsidy you diminish the proba- 
bilities of any competition. If commerce shall 
ever spring up between the United States and 
China ia proportions at all commensurate with 


the vast commercial interests ofthe two uations, 
no one line of steamships can perform the 
service. But, sir, while this commerce is 
springing up, while itis struggling for an ex- 
istence, we place it in the power of this com- 
pany to monopolize the business and thus drive 
out other companies that may desire to put 
ships on the same line. Ii it is not necessary, 
therefore, to secure the carrying of the mails, 
is of no use whatever as a war measure, and 
is not demanded in the interests of commerce, 
and will tend to make this more of a monopoly 
than it is to-day, I am at a loss to see any 
substantial reason for enlarging the subsidy. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam anxious 
to give some assistance to commerce in almost 
any direction, but a subsidy is objectionable, 
and very objectionable in the form in which it 
ispresented here. Į understand that this com- 
pany is already under contract for five years 
to come to carry the mails as they have done 
in time past. This bill proposes that we shall 


make a contract with the same parties, giving |! 


no other parties any opportunity for competi- 
tion at all, not increasing the number of ves- 
sels to a certain extent over those they now 
run, but increasing the compensation, doubling 
the compensation they now receive for vessels 
they already have in existence. I propose, 
therefore, to offer an amendment changing the 
first portion of this section, so that the con- 
tract shall be given out to the lowest bidder, 
and that there shall be time for vessels to be 
constructed. Iam not for giving a monopoly 
to this or any other company. 1 shall move 
that amendment whenever it may be in order. 

Sir, I am not deceived in relation to this 
service. While I believe it will be extremely 
important to the country, I wholly throw aside 
the intimation that it has already proved of 
any very great advantage to the Treasury as 
compared with the amount paid out. It has 
simply caused a transfer of a large share of 


| the tea trade from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 


I do not care where the tea comes in, whether 
on one ocean or the other; but so far as the 
increase of duties is concerned, if there had 
been no such steamship service, the same 
amount of revenue we have collected upon 
teas would have been collected. I move to 
strike out on page 6, section four, from line 
six down to and inclading the word ‘‘thereof,”’ 
in line fifteen, and insert what I send to the 
Secretary’s desk as a substitute for the pend- 
lng proposition. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from 
Vermont allow me a moment? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
explain this amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to make a point 
of order upon it at the proper time. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If Senators 
willlook at their bills and insert after the word 
“contract,” in line nine, the words ‘ with the 
lowest bidder after sixty days’ public notice ah 
aid on the same page, after the word ‘‘ years,” 
in line ten, insert “from and after the 1st day 
of October, 1873; and on page 7, line fifteen, 
after the word ‘thereof,’ insert ‘but which 
shal! in no case exceed the annual amount 
hereby appropriated,” they will have the sub- 
stance of the amendment which I propose. 
This will give fair competition. It will give 
time to build the ships. It is not taking time 
by the forelock, as the amendment of the com- 
mittee proposes to do, and to give this com- 
pany five years before their contract termin- 
ates an additional subsidy for work they are 
already doing. 

Mr. POMEROY. Is this amendment in 
order? I understood that the amendment to 
the amendment moved by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Srocxroy] was now pend- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was 
accepted by unanimous consent. There was 
only one amendment pending: until the Sena- 
tor from Vermont offered his amendment, 


I desire to 


Mr. WINDOM. I desire to explain the 
action of the committee on this matter, 
Mr. POMEROY. The Senator has spoken ` 


several times. 


Mr. WINDOM. I do not want to speak; ` 


but I see that thereis evidently a contusion. .. 
in these amendments, and I desire to state.” 


what I believe to be the condition of the bill, ` 
and what the committee desires. ‘The dis- > 

cussion has been upon the eighth line wholly, =° 
and I was not aware that any amendment had 


been offered further than that, although it hag +7 


been discussed. The committee propose to 
strike out all in lines nine, ten, eleven, twelve, 
thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen, down to the 
word ‘‘ provide,” and insert at the proper ` 
time what I send to the Secretary to be read, 
and now give notice of, i 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Task if the ~ 
amendment L offered is in order? f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so rules. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
I shall offer that amendment from the com- 
mittee at the proper time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont offers an amendment to 
the amendment, which will be read. 

The Carer Cuerx. Itisproposed to amend 
that portion of the section so as to read: 

For steamship service between some port or ports 
of the United States on the Pacific coast and Japan 
and China, $1,000,000; and the Postmaster General is 
hereby authorized to contract with the lowest bid- 
der, after sixty days’ public notice, for a term of ten 
years from and after the lst day of October, 1873, 
for carrying asemi-monthly mail on said route, at a 
compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage now: 


paid for the moatbly service, and upon the same 
conditions and limitations as prescribed by the ex- 


isting acts of Congress in reference thereto, and the ` ~ 


contracts made in pursuance thereof, but which shall 
in no caso exceed the annual amount hereby appro- 
priated. 


Mr. COLE. 
proposition of the Senator having the bill in 
charge. ; 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senator from 
Vermont will add his amendment to the per- 
fected amendment as the committee propose to 
make it. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to hear the amend- 
ment read as suggested or reported by my 
friend from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no objection, the Secretary will read the 
amendment to the amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have seen 
the amendment to be proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota, and it is even more objec- 
tionable than the amendment as it now stands, 
for in terms and specifically it prescribes that 
the contract shall be made with the present 
contractors. Therefore I am opposed to the 
change and prefer the amendment as I have 
offered it. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from Vermont that I think his amend- 
ment provides for what he does not mean. It 
provides for a contract for a semi-monthly 
service, which may be made with an entirely 
new company, while there is a contract now 
for monthly service which will last for five or 
six years yet. It might result in having two 
services. 

Mr. WINDOM. It was precisely to obvi- 
ate that difficulty that I have offered my 
amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. If he will simply provide 
for another monthly service, then we get two, 
and the two together make it semi-monthly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will modify 
my amendment so as to say ‘an additional 
monthly service’’ instead of + semi-monthly.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont modifies his amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to the 
Senator from Vermont modifying that if he 
desires to do so, but I think the committee 


I simply give notice that . - 


I ask for the reading of the ~ 


872. 
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ght to be permitted to perfect their amend- 
ent before it is acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
or from Minnesota asks to have the modified 
mendmentofthe committeeread. The Chair 
gars no objection, and theamendment as pro- 
posed to the modified will be read. 

The Cmr Crerk. The amendment is to 
strike out in section four commencing in line 
dine down to and including the word ‘‘thereof,’”’ 
and to insert: 

Aud the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to. contract with the present contractors for a term 
of ten years for the conveyance of an additional 
monthly mail on said route, at a compensation not 
exceed the rate per voyage now paid to the said 
contractors under the existing contracts, and upon 
the same conditions and limitations as prescribed 
by existing acts of Congress in reference thereto, 
and the respective contracts made in pursuance 
thereof; and the said contractors shall be required 
to carry the United States mails during the exist- 
ence of said contract without additional charge on 
all the steamers they may run upon said line, or 
any part of it, orany branch or extension thereof. 
> Mr. WEINDOM. Add to that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Srocxron,}] which the committee have ac- 
cepted, and you will have the amendment as 
the committee propose it, to which I have no 
objection to the Senator from Vermont 
offering his amendment, 
“Mr. EDMONDS. I do not propose to pro- 
long this debate, but only, as these amend- 
ments are being proposed from the Committee 
on Appropriations, to say that I do not agree 
changing the law as it now stands in pro- 
viding for a monthly service at a liberal com- 
pensation. I do not think this company at 
this time need this additional assistance, and 
do not think it wise at this moment to in- 
érease this subsidy. Therefore, I wish, as one 
member of the committee, to dissent to any 
change of the present law. That is all I have 
to say. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator ‘from Minnesota when the present 
contract expires? 
: Mr. WINDOM. In about four years, I 
think, but this does not extend the present 
contract, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis the point. How 
can it extend for four years when the contract 
was entered into in January, 1865, for ten 
years? 
Mr. WINDOM. 
sixty-seven. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Highteen hundred and 
sixty-five the law prescribes. I remember 
when the law was passed. 
'-Mr. WINDOM. I thivk it was 1867. 
Mr. POMEROY. They did not put the 
steamers on immediately after the law was 
passed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it has nearly five 
years to run. 
~ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should be 
very much pleased to gratify my friend from 
Minnesota and allow his amendment to be 
acted upon first, but be will see that if his 
‘amendment should be adopted it would defeat 
my purpose. I could not afterward move to 
Strike out what had been inserted; and it will 
be perfectly competentif the amendment which 
Tpropose shall be adopted for the Senator 
from Minnesota to propose the remainder of 
his amendment as an addition to what I have 
alrealy proposed. It is perfectly plain that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
‘Minnesota is a sheer bounty to the present 
contractors. What I propose is that we shall 
have an additional service for the amount of 
subsidy we pay out. 

: Mr. WINDOM. That is what the commit- 
tee propose. 

~ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. Ido not see it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Vermont to ob- 
ject.to the modification of the amendment of 
the committee, and therefore the modification 
gánnot be made at the present time. 


Eighteen hundred and 


fi 


Mr. POMEROY. I desireto understand 
the Senator from Vermont. Does he want 
the Government to put an opposition line on 
so that the Government shall subsidize two 
lines over the same ground? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If there is 
another party who will carry the mail for two 
thirds or fifty per cent. less than this company, 
I am perfectly willing that they shall be in 
competition with the present existing line. 

Mr. POMEROY. It seems to me to be 
very bad policy for the Government to subsi- 
dize two lines over the same ground. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have not 
the slightest objection to it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does not the Senator limit 
it to American lines ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have not 
changed at all from your present amendment 
in that respect. 

Mr. FRELINGHYSEN. At the proper 
time I shall propose an amendment, accord- 
ing to my view of this subject, quite an im- 
portant one. I understand that the great 
object, the prominent object of the Govern- 


ment of the United States in granting subsi- | 


dies to steamship lines, is thatwe may by our 
commerce train seamen for our Navy intime of 
war. That was the reason given for the action 
of the Government in reference to the bounties 
paid to the fisheries, that it was a school in 
which to train seamen. Now we are proposing 
to pay this bounty of $500,000 or $1,000,000 to 
this line, and there is no provision that the 
seamen shall be American citizens. I take it 
to be essential, in order to provide seamen 
for our Navy in time of war, that they should 
be American citizens. These lines may be 
run and to a considerable extent, I believe, 
are manned by Chinese. Very well, if Chi- 
nese can, under the law, become American 
citizens, I would not discriminate against 


them ; but when we are paying subsidies, the | 


great object of which is to provide seamen for 
our Navy, it ought to be essential that the 
seamen employed by that line, of whatever 
race they may be, shall be American citizens. 
Therefore, at the proper time, I shall move 
to add to the amendment the following : 

Provided, That the seamen employed on the said 
line shall be American citizens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I should like to have the 
precise proposition before the Senate read. 
‘There have been four amendments offered to 
my certain knowledge within a few minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe the 
Senator from Minnesota will accept the propo- 
sition I have offered. 

Mr. MORTON. He cannot do that. 

Mr. WiNDOM. I cannot from the com- 
mittee, but for myself I am in favor of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment cannot be accepted 
unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want it to be an Amer- 
ican company, however. 

Mr. MORTON. I move to lay the amend- 
ment to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to have the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Vermont 


read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will first read the amendment proposed 
by the committee, and then the amendment 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The CuieF CLERK. The committee report 
to amend that portion of the fourth section so 
that it will read as follows: 


For steamship service between San Francisco, 
Japan, and China, $1,000,600. And the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized to contract for a term 
of ten years for carrying a semi-monthly mail on 
said route, at a compensation not to exceed the rate 
per voyage now paid for the monthly service, and 
upon the same conditions and limitations as pre- 


scribed by the existing acts of Congress in refer- 
ence thereto, and the contracts made in pursuance 
eroof. : 


It is proposed to amend that amendment so 
as to read: 


For steamship service between some port of. the 
United States on the Pacific coast and Japan and 
China, $1,600,000. ` 

Mr. COLE. That portion of the amend- 
ment has been acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Chair 
understands that the original amendment was 
modified by giving consent to withdrawing the 
amendment inserting the words ‘‘ some port of 
the United States on the Pacific coast” in lieu 
of “San Francisco,” and it is now proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont to replace those 


| words. The Secretary will resume the reading. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment to the 
amendment is to amend the clause sọ as to 
make it read: 

For steamship service between some port of 
the United States on the Pacific coast and Japan 
and China, $1,000,000. And the Postmaster.General 
is hereby authorized to contract with the lowest 
bidder, after sixty days’ public notice, for aterm of 
ten years from and after, the Ist day of October, 
1873, for carrying an additional monthly mail on 
said route at a compensation not to exceed the rate 
per voyage now paid for the monthly service, and 


i upon the same conditions and limitations as pre- 


scribed by the existing law of Congress in reference 
thereto and the contracts made in pursuance there- 
of, but which shall in no case exceed the amount 
hereby appropriated. t 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Indiana withdraw his motion to allow 
me to make a single word of explanation? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senate 
may think that this is absolutely creating a new 
line. Of course the old line will be at liberty 
to make a bid if they choose. It does not pre- 
clude that line or anybody else, but it confines 
it to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Does it not 
extend the time? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It extends 
the time, giving time enough for the comple- 
tion of the ships. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But it extends 
the time for which the bounty shall run. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The committee 
reported not to extend the time. 

Mr. WINDOM. The committee do not 
desire to extend the time upon the present 
contract, but upon the new contract. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This does 
not extend it on the present, but only on the 
new contract. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is what the com- 
mittee desire. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is all 
this amendment does. 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont authorizes the Post- 
master General to pay $1,000,000 as a sub- 
sidy if nobody offers to do it any cheaper. I 
therefore renew the motion to lay the amend- 
ment to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will merely 
say that I am opposed to giving any job. 
am for having the service performed at the 
cheapest rate. If it can be done for $250,000 
or $500,000 we shall have it done under this 
amendinent, and ifwe have competition there 
is no danger of its being a job. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Indiana moves to lay the amendment 
to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the Senator 
from Vermont why he does not confine this to 
an American company; why he allows it to 
go to the lowest bidder without limitation? _ 

Mr. SHERMAN. This confines it to Ameri 
can citizens. q 

Mr. WINDOM. It does not confine it to 
American citizens as I understand it. 

Mr, WILSON. I did- not understand: that 
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the amendment of the Senator from Vermont ; 
confined it to American citizens. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It did not 
reach that far in the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont does so confine it. It 
says the contract must be made on the same 
terms and conditions as the original act of 
1865, which expressly provides that ‘‘ no bids 
shall be considered which shall amount ta 
more than $500,000, or unless the same is 
froma citizen or citizens of the United States,” 
and the vessels must be of American build. 
This proposition reénacts the act of 1865, and 
requires the provisions of that act to be in- 
serted in the contract. 

If no one has the floor I should like to say 
a word about the amendment of the Senator 
irom Vermont. It seems to me that the 
amendment is an idle or a useless one. The 
principle of it is correct. The policy of re- 
quiring bids to be made is a true one; but in 
this case it is not probable there will be any 
bidders except those in possession of the ex- 
isting line. They first got the contract they 
now hold by a bid. Consequently they ob- 
tained the contract they now hold by a com- 
peting bid. If there was any probability that 
anybody else would bid against them, and put 
on another competing semi-monthly line at the 
same rate, I should think it would be very 
good policy to pass that amendment, but it is 
not at all probable. : 

Mr. POMEROY. They were the only 
bidders before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were the only bid- 
ders before, and therefore it seems to me'o be 
a useless provision. 
tion I have to it. The principle is correct, 
No one ought to receive a contract from the 
Government of the United States as a matter 
of favor. The contractor ought not to be 
named in any law. It ought to be lett to free 
competition. This company attained their 
present right by a bid under competition. In- 
deed they were the only bidders, and it is not 
likely that anybody else will bid for this service 
under the conditions named. Then, what is 
the use of providing for it? Still if the Sen- 
ator supposes that any one clxe will bid in 
competition with the existing line, | for one 
have no objection to his amendment. He will 
see himself it is prescribing a condition which 
is not likely to be of any service to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If we puta 
job into the bill, we are very likely to have a 
job. If we do not put it in the bill, we shall 
not have it. I think the Postmaster General 
will obtain the best terms possible if we give 
him an oppor'unity, 

Mr. MORTON. Still you authorize him to 
give a million for a semi-monthly service. 

Mr. POMEROY. That makes a million 
and a half for the whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have no 
objection to putting it at $500,000 if anybody 
desires it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will look 
he will see that he will have to draw his 
amendment over again, because there is already 
an appropriation of half a million in the bill 
to carry out the existing contract. If he pro- 
poses to add an additional appropriation, and 
to authorize a contract for another line at 
another half million, he will have to make 
it a distinct and independent proposition, an 
addition to the House bill rather than an 
amendment to it, Isuggest that to him. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is the 
way this comes up, as additional service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is not so 
drawn. It substantially cuts out the House 
proposition to pay half a million for the exist- 
ing line, and proposes a million for a new line, 
as the Senator will see if he will look atita 
moment. 


| 
: 
| 


That is the only objec- | 


1 


Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from Ver- 


| mout will allow me a moment, the amend- 


ment I have offered from the committee to 
the amendment now printed in the bill was 
carefully considered in the Post Office De- 
partment, and carefully considered by the 
committee, for the express purpose of avoid- 
ing the troubles which are spoken of by the 
Senator from Ohio. We do not desire to 
extend the present service at all, but only to 
make an additional service. The amendment 
which I have sent up to be read is very clear 
on that point. If the Senator from Vermont 
will allow that to be acted upon, and then 
offer his amendment, so far as I can I am 
willing to accept his amendment and confine 
this to the lowest bidder, for my desire is to 
get the service. The question on this printed 
amendment is whether it does not extend the 
present service. We do not want to take up 


a service which has four or five years to run ! 


and extend it six years longer; but we pro- 
pose to let that stand as it is and add an addi- 
tional monthly service, which, when proverly 
applied by the Postmaster General, will give 
a semi-monthly service. 

Mr. MORTON. I renew the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator from Indiana will allow me I will modify 
the amendment so as to read: 

For steamship service between San Francisco, 


Japan, and China, $500,000; and for, additional 
steamship service between San Francisco, Japan, 


; and China, $500,000. 


And let the remaining part of the amend- 
mend read as first reported. 

Mr. MORTON. For how many years? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. For ten years. 

Mr. MORTON. That will make a new 
contract for ten years for $500,000 for semi- 
monthly service. I renew the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. I simply rise to make an 
inquiry as to the effect of the vote on this 
motion to lay the amendment to the amend- 
ment on the table. Does it carry the amend- 
ment with it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion, 
if agreed to, will lay the amendment to the 
amendment only on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, there being, on 
a division—ayes 25, noes 15. 

Mr. WINDOM. If it is in order, I now 
offer the amendment to the amendment which 
I send to the Chair. 
` Mr. MORTON. Let it be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was to strike out all of 
the amendment from line nine down to and 
including the word ‘‘thereof’’ in line fifteen, 
aud to insert in lieu thereof: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 


to contract with the present contractors for a term |Í 


of ten years tor the conveyance of an additional 
monthly mail on said route, ut a compensation not 
to exceed the rate per voyage now paid to the said 
contractors under the existing contracts, and upon 
the same conditions and limitations as prescribed by 
existing acts of Congress in reference thereto, and 
the respective contracts made in pursuance thereof; 
and the said contractors shall be required to carry 
the United States mails during the existence of said 
contracts without additional charge, on all the 
steamers they may run on said line or any part of ii, 
or any branch or extension thereof. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota whether he proposes to 
let the amendment as he has now offered it 
stand so that the contract shall inexorably be 
with the present contractors? 

Mr. WINDOM. IfI have the power I am 
willing to accept, to that extent, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. lf he does that, 
I propose to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. WINDOM. If [ accept your amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator does not. ` 


Mr. MORTON. Allow me to say one word 


ji 
| before the Senator from Minnesota does that, 
| The effect of the amendment offered by. the 
| Senator from Minnesota is that for the first 
! five years we shall have a semi-monthly ser- 
| vice at the rate ofa million a year. Then the 
first contract will expire, and there will be 
a remaining contract for five years longer, 
monthly service, for $500,000 a year. 
| Mr. WINDOM. And the company are com- 
| pelled to carry the United States mails free 
: of any other charge on all the vessels they 
i may run on the semi-monthly service if they | 
| run it during the ten years, the period of the 
new contract. : 

Mr. MORTON. If that amendment should 
be adopted the effect of it will be just this; 
for five years we shall subsidize this line at 
the rate of one million a year for semi-month] 
service, and after that at the rate of $500,000 
a year on the old contract. 

Mr. WINDOM. On the new contract. 

Mr. MORTON. On the new contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On all the steamers 
they may run. It helps them for five years. 
That is the substance of it. ; 

Mr. WINDOM. If no objection is made I 
will accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unani- 
mous consent that may be done. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator from Minne- 
| sota offers this amendment, and he can aceept 
‘another to it himself if he has a mind to 
do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair 
understood it, he proposed it from the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not come from 
| the committee in the sense of being reported 
in the bill, He offers it in behalf of the com- 
mittee, but he has the sarme right to modify it 
that anybody else has. ; 

Mr. WILSON. [hope the Senator will so 
j modify it. , 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill so modify it if there 
| be no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
i tary will now read the amendment ag mod- 
ified, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
| to contract with the lowest bidder for a term of ten 
years—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Insert there 
i from and after the 1st day of October, 1878.” 

The Chief Clerk read: 

From and after the lst day of October, 1873, for 
the conveyance of an additional monthly mail on 
said route at a compensation not to exceed the rate 
per voyage now paid under the existing contract 
upon the same conditions and limitations as pre- 
scribed by existing acts of Congress in reference 
thereto, and tho respective contracts made in pur- 
suance thereof, and the said contractors—— 


Mr. WINDOM. Change that to read ‘‘and 
such contractors,” 

The Curer CLERK. . And such contractors 
shall be required to carry the United States 
mails’?-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. j 
the Senate in a matter so important as this 
| that the precise amendment should be written 
| out în hec verba. so that we may know what 
j itis. This isa matter that involves $5,000,000, 
and I should like to have the proposition dis- 
tinctly read to us before we are called upon to 
vote upon it. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading as 
follows: 

And the contractors shall be required to carry the 
United States mails during the existence of said 
contracts, without additional charge on all the 
steamers they mayrun upon said line or any part 
of it, or any branch or extension thereof. : 
_ Mr. SHERMAN, I did not intend to par- - 

ticipate in this debate, but while the amend- 
ment is being prepared and put in proper shape 
I will state in a few words the course I shall 


pursue in regard to it. Ef this proposition ig 
simply to double the service for the next five 


I think itis but just to 
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years for the China mail with double subsidy, 
Tam rather disposed to vote for it, even if it 
involves the extension of the existing contract 
five years more, 

I remember, and perhaps many of the Sen- 
ators around me remember, the circumstances 
under which this contract was made. - It. was 
in January, 1865, in the midst of the war. It 
was at the time when the destruction of our 
merchant marine by the Alabama and other 
rebel. cruisers was at the worst. We had lost 
one hundred and thirty thousand tons of our 
commercial navy; we nad lost eight hundred 
: thousand tons of our commercial navy by 
: changing their flag to the British flag mainly ; 
- we had lost nearly one third of our entire 


causes. It was then not so mach as a matter 
of subsidy, but to build up a Navy and to en- 
courage commerce with Japan and China, that 
we authorized the original contract to be made. 
When the proposition was made here it was 
passed by the unanimous vote of the Senate, 
no man objecting on any ground. 
ported by the Committee on Post Offices and 
‘Post Roads. I remember distinctly that when 
the proposition was made the then Senator 
from California (Mr. Conness) called up the 
bill, it was debated but very little, and was 
passed without objection in this body. 

The general results of the contract have been 
favorable to the Government of the United 
States. They have developed our trade and 
commerce with China and Japan to a large 
extent. They have largely increased our busi- 


portations from those countries to California. 
They have brought into our country a con- 
siderable number of immigrants. I do not ob- 
ject tothem because they are Japanese and 
Chinese. The contract has been beneficial to 
the Government of the United States. I believe 
now it would be a wise commercial and naval 
policy to increase that service. 

- Weare told by the Senator who has this bill 
in charge that if this increased subsidy is not 
granted, in all human probability an English 
line will soon be competing with the American 
line and we may by possibility lose the only line 
of vessels we have established with foreign 
countries. Under the circumstances I believe 
that we are justified in exending this subsidy 
and doubling it for double service. I there- 
fore, if it is carefully gnarded and limited to 
that provision, feel disposed to vote for the 
measure. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I am very 
glad that this modification has been made, and 
for the reason that it avoids the outcry of “a 
job.’’ It isthis outcry of ‘‘ jobs’? that has cost 
this nation hundreds of millions of dollars in 
regard to our commerce. 
ago, when F came into this body, we were doing 
something to subsidize our steam lines. it was 
at a time when business was passing from sail- 
ing vessels to steam lines. The oatery about 
“ jobs” broke down that system, and the resalt 
has been that we have been driven from the 
north Atlantic. Two hundred million dollars 
cannot recover to-day what a few millions 
would have saved us if the nation had been 
wise. We have lost the north Atlantic and 
cannot recover it for years to come. The 
Pacific seas are open to us. Our great conti- 
nental railway, our position, everything enables 
us to take the control of the commerce of the 
Pacificseas. I am in favor of doing itas a mat- 
ter of business for the interests of the Govern- 
ment, the interests of the nation, and the cause 
of Christian civilization andenlightenment. I 
want our power to go over those seas. 


manifestations of the result here recently. 
Jam in favor, too, of subsidizing lines at a 
careful and moderate expense, avoiding all 
jobs, putting everything open to competition, 
on the south Atlantic between us and the 


Navy by occupation in the war and from other | 


It was re- | 


ness with those couniries and our direct im- | 


Seventeen years | 


It is | 
It is 
already reaching Japan, and we have had | 


į 


countries south of us on this continent, I 
want to develop oar trade, our commerce, 
our power, our influence in that direction, 
where we have lost during the past sixteen 
or seventeen years. From fifty to one hun- 
dred million dollars judiciously and honestly 
expended would have madeus a great com- 


mercial power on the Pacific and on the 


south Atlantic, and would have given us some 
power on the north Atlantic, which is now 
thrown away. I hope that Congress will not 
do anything that shall look like jobbing, but 
I hope the representatives of the American 


people will maintain the interests of this nation’ 


undeterred by the outery about jobs. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, it 
seems to me all subsidies are more or less 
jobs. Now, what is this if it is nota job? 
Let us look at it as it is presented to the Amer- 
ican people. Let the position of this com- 
pany be canvassed, and let the people. under- 
stand that the American Congress are willing 
to put into the hands of a private corporation 
not $500,000, but $1,000,000 a. year, and 
under what circumstauces? The honorable 
Senator from Ohio tells us that this job, that 
this $500,000 never would have been given 
but for the public necessities of the country 
at the time; and what were those necessities? 
Our Navy was not able to compete in the 
crisis with other navies; our shipping was not 
protected. Congress proposed, therefore, to 
make this a sort'of man-of-war which should 
protect itself against the Alabama, and to that 
extent protect our private shipping. Now all 
that is past. The line has been profitable; 
they have had a subsidy; and it is proposed 
to increase it, and increase it under what cir- 
cumstances? When the business is so profit- 
able that an English line can come in, acquit 
itself, and undertake to make money where 
this iine has had comparatively no competi- 
tion. At a moment when the business is 
so profitable that English capital can invest 
itself in a new line of steamers, which the 
Senator from California tells us is probable, we 
are asked, in order to prevent that, to increase 
this subsidy to $1,000,000. That is a very 
strange argument to me, 

Mr. COLE. Will my friend yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. The British lines have always 


run with much larger subsidies than we are | 


offering to our citizens. They have on the 
British line running from Liverpool to Hong 
Kong now in the form of subsidy, as my friend 
calls it, in our currency more than two and a 
half million dollars, Let me say to my friend 
from Kentucky, too, that this is no more of 
a job than the carrying of the mails over any 
land route isa job. It is paying for service. 
I will say further that all the routes over which 
the mails of the United States are carried by 
land do not pay. He will find some routes in 
the interior, in the Territories especially, where 


| the returns for service are very small for the 


amount paid; and yet the Government sees 
it very much to its advantage to make the 
expenditnye. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Thenit is a matter of 
arithmetic. If Great Britain chooses to subsi- 
dize her line of steamers by giving $3,000,000, 
we are to give $6,000,000, are we? That is 
the argument. 


Mr. COLE. 


done by American citizens for much less in all 
probability than it will cost when done by 
British subjects. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, all my 
limited experience has not satisfied me that 
subsidies are productive of any great benefit. 


i If I look to the Pacific railroad, I find $64,- 


000,000 given by this Government on a first 
mortgage, and what is the result? A private 
company comes in, asks the United States to 


No, sir; not by any means. į 
I say that the service can be procured to be | 


1 


‘ler, Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, 


give up its lien, cdntracts millions on millions 
of dollars—and I am told the owners of the 
road and the contractors are one and the same: 
class of people—and now we cannot get either 
principal or interest. 

Sir, I believe in the doctrine of a great man 
who has gone to his grave, Andrew Jackson, 
who said that the liberties of this country, if 
they ever perished, were to-perish under the 
subsidies and moneyed power of gigantic cor- 
porations. I tell you that his prophecy is being 
rapidly fulfilled to-day, for you cannot look at 
the power that these large corporations have 
that you do not see their influence upon the ` 
legislation of the country. 

If we cannot have vessels built in this coun- 
try, let us take foreign bottoms and run them 
under our flag. I think by reducing the 
expenditures in the purchase of the vessels, 
with the increased business that China and 
Japan will open to us, this company can go 
on with the present subsidy of $500,000. Cer- 
tainly we should not increase it until greater 
necessity is shown than has yet been presented. 

Mr. MORTON. Iask thatthe amendment 
be reported as it is now finally prepared. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The Postmaster General is hereby authorized ‘to 


contract with the lowest bidder, after sixty days’ 
public notice, for the term of ten years from and 


| after the Ist day of October, 1873, for the conveyance 


of an additional monthly mail on the said route, at w 
compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage now 
paid under the existing contracts, and upon the 
samo conditions and limitations as preseribed by 
existing acts of Congress in reference thereto and tho 
respective contracts made in pursuance thereof; 
and the contractors under the provisions of this 
section shall be required to carry the United States 
mails during the existence of their contracts with- 
out additional charge, on all the steamers they may 
run upon said line or any part of it, or any branch 
or extension thereof.” 

Mr. MORTON. This authorizes another 
contract for ten years. If this line cannot be 
self-supporting without any subsidy in five 
years, it ought to be abandoned. It makes a 
subsidy of $1,000,000 for four or five years, 
and after that a subsidy of $500,000 up to tea 
years from the time the contract is made. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says this 
avoidsa job. How? The service is to be let 
to the lowest bidder with the perfect under- 
standing that there is only one party who can 
bid for it, and that they will bid up to the 
maximum that the Postmaster General is 
allowed to pay. That avoids no job. It does 
not deceive anybody. I move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table, and upon that question I 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I wish to 
state that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY] is paired on the question of sub- 
sidy with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
CARPENTER.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Megsrs. Ames, Bayard, Cameron, Chand- 

Hamitton 
of Maryland, Harlan, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Vickers, and Wright—]é. 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Qs- 
born, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey. Rice, Sawyer, Soott, 
Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, Trumbuil, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—3s. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Carpenter, Cooper. Davis of Kentucky, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock. Howe, Lewis, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stockton, 
Thurman, and Tipton—24. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment. of the Senator 
from Minnesota to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The Cuter Clerk. The amendment is to 
amend the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations by striking out, com- 
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mencing in line nine, on page 6, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ thereof, ’’ in line fifteen, 
aud in lieu thereof inserting: 

And the Postmaster.General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the lowes! bidder, after sixty days 
publie notice, for a term of ten years from and after 
the Ist day of October, 1873, for the conveyance of 


an additional monthly mail on the said route, at a j 


compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage now 
paid under the existing contracts, and upon the 
same conditions and limitations as prescribed by 
existing acts of Congress in reference thereto and 
the respective contracts made in pursuance thereof. 
And the contractors under the provisions of this 
section shall be required to carry the United States 
mails during the existence of their contracts, with- 
out any additional charge, on all the steamers they 
may run upon said line or any part of it, or any 
branch or extension thereof. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The question is on sub- 
stituting this which has just been read for the 
report of the committee, as I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Precisely. 
It is an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not know whether 
it was inadvertent ox intended, but I ask the 
Senator from Minnesota who has charge of 
this bill whether he intends to retain lines 
twenty-one to twenty-four on page 7? 

Mr. WINDOM. I shall follow the present 
amendment by oue striking those lines out. 

Mr, CASSERLY. Thai will make that part 
of it right. f 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment offered by 
myself is with the concurrence of the commit- 
tee. Those in favor of the service will vote 
Say,” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair whether this isin fact a substitute for the 
printed amendment reported by the commit- 
tee with the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So far asit 
goes, the Chair understands that it is. The 
question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihavenospeech to make. 
I wish simply to say now that the amendment 
as it stands makes a semi-monthly service for 
three ycars and three months only, and extends 
the service of the present contract for six 
years and nine months. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The Senator, I think, is 
mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, Iam not mistaken. 
This contract only takes effect from the 1st of 
October, 1873. Under the law asit now stands 
the prasent contract expires on the 1st of Jan- 
uary, 1877. ‘The law under which the present 
contract was made provides— 

“That any contract which the Postmaster General 
may execute under authority of this act shall go 


into effect on or before the 1st day of January, 1867, 
and shall continue ten years.” 


So that it expires on the Ist of January, 


1877. 
Mr. WINDOM. My understanding is that 


this provision does not affect the existing con-. 


tract at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what I mean. 
The contract under this amendment only com- 
mences on the 1st of October, 1878. 

Mr. WINDOM. And runs ten years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Consequently from the 
žst of October, 1878, to the 1st of January, 
1877, there is a semi-monthly service, and 
after that a monthly service, so that the in- 
creased subsidy granted is for three years and 
three months. 

Mr, WINDOM. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I am perfectly 
willing to vote for that increased subsidy. I 
think myself the time, Ist of October, 1878, is 
postponed too long. It ought tobe January 1, 
1873. But I will not move any amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the service can be 
secured earlier. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government of the 
United States will then beat liberty at the end 


li after the word 


of the present contract to continue or discon- 
tinue the semi-monthly service. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to renew the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxroy,] to come in 
** construction,” at the end 
of line seventeen, on page 7, as follows: 

And shall be so constructed as to be readily 
adapted to the armed naval service of the United 
States in time of war, and before acceptance the 
officers by whom they are inspected shall report 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
Gon ra whether this condition has been complied 
with. 

The object of the amendment was explained 
by the Senator from New Jersey. It is sim- 
ply to provide that these vessels shall be capa- 
ble of carrying guns whenever required ; shall 
be ready for conversion into war vessels. I 
will say that during the war those engaged in 
the China trade did carry large guns. I think 
it is a very proper amendment, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May I ask the Sena- 
torfrom Minnesota whether they are to be iron 
or wooden vessels ? A 

Mr. WINDOM. They are iron steamers, 
as I understand. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think not. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia can answer better than I can. 

Mr. CORBETT. They are wooden ships; 
and those that are to be constructed hereafter 
I suppose are to be of the same class, because 
the Pacific ocean is not adapted to iron ves- 
sels. lt fouls the bottoms so that iron vessels 
cannot be used with the same facility as 
wooden vessels. 


Mr. STEVENSON. My information is that |! 


the Navy Department now are looking alto- 
gether to iron steamers. The chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will correct me 
if I am mistaken, but as far as I have heard, 


and as far as | am informed, wooden vessels | 


have been condemned. ‘There may be a ques- 
tion as to whether we shall have wooden ves- 
sels which shall be iron clad or whether we 
shall have iron steamers. I should like this 
amendment to designate whether the steamers 
are to be iron-clad vessels or iron vessels 
themselves. Do I understand the Senator 
from Oregon to say that you cannot use wooden 
vessels which are iron clad in the Pacific, or 
is it the iron vessels alone that cannot be 
used? 

Mr. CORBETT. I have no doubt these 
vessels could be iron clad if necessary for war 
purposes; but if used as merchantmen they 
would not be iron clad until the necessity for 
their being iron clad arose. I suppose that 
they would not be made so until it was neces- 
sary for war uses. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say just one 
word. The effect of the amendment as modi- 
fied by the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota is this: that for three years 
and three months after this contract is made 
there shall be a subsidy of $1,000,000 per 
annum for this service; that after that for six 
years and nine months there shall bea subsidy 
of $500,000 per annum. ‘This is made in favor 
of a company that without any subsidy has 
resolved to puton the additional semi-monthly 
service anyhow. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is a mistake. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘he Senator from Iowa 
said the statement had been read from the 
desk here, though I did not hear it, and that 
the notice was afterward withdrawn by order 
of the board, and the Senator from Iowa sug- 
gests the reason for that. Jt was withdrawn 
for the purpose of getting the subsidy. I want 
to say that ray information is that the business 
of this company is prosperous, that they have 
made money, and that they can put on this 
additional service without any subsidy, and 
we are voting it without any evidence, with- 
out the slightest proof that it is necessary 


| immense subsidy is concerned it is just the 


{ 


| makes. 


in order to procure the additional service and 
in order to sustain the interests of commerce, 
We are acting without evidence, or rather we 
are acting in the face of evidence, for all the 
evidence on the subject is that this company 
can put on this additional service without this 


; subsidy, and that their interests require them 


it 


to do so. ed 
Now, sir, so far as the political effect of thig 


same whether the million subsidy is to last for 


' three years and three months, or for five years, 
| or for ten years. 


We are furnishing—and [Í 
speak plainly for we all understand it—we are 
furnishing this immense capital to our political 
enemies in the coming canvass without evi- 
dence of its necessity for commercial or postal 
purposes, or rather in the face of the evidence 
that there is no necessity for it. For one, I 
raise my voice against it. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from Indiana is 
trying to furnish the enemies of the party with 


i material to be used against the party in the 


next campaign, without, in my opinion, hav- 
ing any foundation for the allegations that he 
Iam not acquainted with the affairs 
of this company; I never had a business trans- 
action with them of any kind in the world 
further than to buy my tickets on their lines; 
but I am informed by those whom I believe 
that they will not put on this additional service 
unless they have the encouragement of the 
Government. If the Senator has information 
upon which he makes his allegation, why 
does he not bring it.forward rather than at- 
tempt to find fault or give arguments to our 
enemies ? 

Mr. MORTON. Did not the board of the 
company resolve so, and according to the 
statement of the Senator from Minnesota 
afterward take it back? 

Mr. COLE. Thave seen here a letter—I 
do not know who wrote it, but it purports to 
have been written by a former president of 
that company. The order that was contained 
in that has been revoked, and so far and so 
effectually revoked, as it was stated by my 
colleague on the committee, and I have no 
doubt upon information, that it resulted in a 
revolution of the organization of the company. 
The Senator from Iowa, in my opinion, drew 
upon his imagination alone in the statement 
that he made that there might have been a 
sinister motive for this proceeding. I state, 
in opposition to that, that there was a revolu- 
tion, so to speak, in the company by which 
new officers were created in consequence of 
that order which was issued, they seeing that 
they could not carry out that order. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, as stated 
by the honorable Senator from Ohio. this has 
become a very innocent amendment; but let us 
see how much additional tax this will be to the 
‘Treasury of the United States. He says that 
if this amendment should pass the contract 
will not take effect until October, 1878, and 
will overlap the existing contract only three and 
a quarter years; that during that period the 
Government, will have to pay $1,000,000a year, 
and afterward but $500,000; and he keeps out 
of sight the fact that this new contract will ex- 
tend the subsidy of $500,000 seven years after 
the termination of the existing contract. Now, 
let us see how this will foot up : 

Begining with October, 1873: 

Three and a quarter years at $1,000,000 per 


ANNUM... eee 250,000 
Six and three qua 

$500,000 per annum. 3,875,600 

Aggregate... 6,625,000 

Deduct. .. 1,750,000 

Increase by the amendment... -84,875,000 


This is the innocent little proposition that 
is advocated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance! You propose to extend 
the contract nearly seven years at $500,000 
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‘@ year beyond the termination of the 
existing contract, and to augment the subsidy 
r three and a quarter years atthe rate of 
500,000 a year, makiug nearly five million 
ollars of excess of taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator understates 
the amount. The precise amount is five mil- 
ons. He had better get exactly the precise 
mount of subsidy voted. This amendment 
is five millions. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think it is just $4,875,- 
000, according to the honorable Senator’s 
figures. But take it at $5,000,000. Now, 
‘what are the exigencies demanding a tax on 
‘the people of the United States of $5,000,000? 
It is perfectly patent to the whole world that 
this company has prepared and is about to 
put on this additional service, about to put 
on additional ships. It has not been gainsaid 
that under their existing contract they will 
have to carry the mail semi-monthly if they 
put on the ship; I take this for granted. 
a general rule of the Department that when 
-they make a contract for monthly service, 
or weekly service, or semi-weekly service, if 
the contractor puts on additional vebicles for 
carrying the mail the Post Office Department 
have a right to throw their mails on those 
vehicles for the extra service. Then it is a 
proposition to pay these men five million 
doliars for nothing. They have already adver- 
tised their ships for the semi-monthly voy- 
ages, naming the day of the departure of their 
ships; but lest this advertisement might defeat 
their application for additional subsidy they 
withdraw their advertisement, resciud their 
general order, and wait for these five millions. 
They can well afford to suspend putting on 
these ships for a month or two for five mil- 
lions of extra bounty. This is being done 
without any. statement of facts requiring it. 
‘There has been no statement here on the part 
of the chairman of the Post Office Committee 
saying that it is needed for that service. 

r. RAMSEY. Certainly the Senator 
‘Knows that the Post Office Committee have 
for three successive years reported in favor 
of this appropriation. 

Mr. HARLAN. Itis not needed. I hold 
in my hand the law that authorizes the Post- 
master General to contract with any sbip to 
carry the mail for the ocean postages, and no 
ship, I venture to say, has ever refused to 
carry the mail for the ocean postages. If 
these ships are put on they can be compelled 
to carry the mails for the cost of carrying the 


` countries and foreign countries. 

.. There is therefore no necessity for this sub- 
sidy growing out of the Post Office service; 
there is none growing out of the war service. 
If these ships are put on they will not be war 
vessels; they will be unfit for war vessels ex- 
cept as transports. Everybody knows this. 
The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs would not propose to build such 
ships as these for the American Navy. It 
requires avery different style of ship to stand its 
ground in aline ofbattle. They can be used for 
transportation and possibly may carry light 
guns; and if we should want them they can 
be taken by the Government just as ships 
heretofore have been taken and paid for. 
You gain nothing under that head. You gain 
nothing under the claim of promoting or 
advancing our commercial interests. ‘This 
company have proposed to put on these addi- 
tional ships, have advertised the time of leav- 
ing. port; but they conclude if Congress is 
blind enough to give them a donation of 
$5,000,000 to receive it. No one can blame 
them for taking the subsidy if Congress is 
blind enough to vote it. But what surprises 
me is that the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, who is usually so carefal in his 
watchfulness over the Treasury, should con- 
sider this proposition so perfectly innocent in 
its character. 


mails at the rate agreed upon between our 


Tt is ij 


j 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. f 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to offer another 
amendment, a verbal one. In line twenty, 
page 7, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ upon 
payment” and to insert ‘‘and in such case 
pay.” 

The question arose in the mind of some of 
the committee whether upon the words as they 
stand the Government could take these ves- 
sels without making prepayment. We do not 
desire that to be done, but by inserting the 
words ‘‘and in such case pay,” it will be clear 
that where the Government takes these ves- 
sels they may pay what they are reasonably 
worth, the pay to come after the vessels are 
used. : 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. I have one more amend- 
ment to propose, to strike out, commencing in 
line twenty-one, all after the word ‘and’ to 
the end of the clause. Thatis inserted already 
in the written amendment which has been 
made, and as matter of form I move to have 
it stricken out. The words are: 

And the contractors shall agree to carry the United 
States mails, without further charge, upon thesteam- 
ers they may run upon said line or any part of it, or 
any branch or extension thereof, beyond Yokohama 
in any direction. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Iofferan amend- 
ment to come in immediately after the amend- 
ment of my colleague: 

Provided, That the seamen employed by said line 


| Shall be citizens of the United States, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to the Senator 
from New Jersey that the subject is perhaps a 
little larger than his amendment. For some 
reason satisfactory to Congress, as long ago 
as 1864 the then existing laws of Congress 
in regard both to officers and seamen of mer- 
chant ships were repealed or greatly changed. 
I have an amendment here the etfect of which 
is to restore, so far as these steamers to which 
we may give subsidies are concerned, the laws 
as they existed before that change. 

The amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey points in the rightdirection. The ouly 
defect it has, if it has any, is that it does not 
cover the whole subject. I move an amend- 
ment here which [ think will be satisfactory 
to that Senator and will cover the subject. I 
think with that Senatorthat we should be con- 
sidering now whether we ought not to restore 
as soon as possible the old policy of the coun- 
try in regard to the officers and seamen of our 
merchant ships. 1f we expect to preserve the 
race of our sailors we must doit. Ifthe Seu- 
ator from New Jersey will indulge me long 
enough to look for my amendment, I will find 
it in afew minutes. Meantime I ask to have 
the amendment read in regard to the China 
mail line as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. J send up the amend- 
ment of which I just spoke. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment, as follows: 


That the act of June 28, 1864, entitled “An act 
repealing certain provisions of law concerning sea- 
men on board the public or private vessels of the 
United States,” is hereby repealed, and tbe acts and 
parts of acts repealed by said act are hereby revived 
and declared to be in full force: Provided, That in 
all cases the officers of public or private vessels of 
the United States shall be citizens of the United 
States, and that persons of foreign birth who liave 
according to law declared their intention to become 
citizens of the United States may be employed as 
though they were citizens within the meaning of 
this act, or of the act or acts specified in said act of 
June 28, 1864. 


Mr. POMEROY. That is a general law, 
and cannot be put on this bill. 


Mr. WEST. I woald ask the Senator from 
California whether that proposition intends to 
apply to the commercial marine of the United 
States generally, or only to these ships? 

Mr, CASSERLY. It doesintend to apply to 
the commercial marine of the United States 
generally, and I think it should, È 

Mr. WEST. Ishould hesitate very much 
to oppose the principle the Senator from Cali- 
fornia suggests, but it will strike the Senate at 
once that this is not in accordance with the 
rule we have adopted. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have no ob- 
jection to the proposition of the Senator from 
California, but I think it will involve the sub- 
ject; and the simple amendment which I have 
introduced answers the purpose here, and at 
some other time these laws can be reviewed 
and corrected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask then to have the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
read. As I heard it read it struck me as being 
quite imperfect. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
order? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A point of 
order is raised by the Senator from Kansas. 
Unless the Senator from New Jersey accepts 
the modification by unanimous consent, the 
Chair cannot entertain the motion of the Sen- 
ator from California. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey be so 
amended as to embrace those who have de- 
clared their intention to become citizens, who 
have always been treated in our commercial 
laws as citizens. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have no objec- 
tion to adding after the words ‘‘citizens of the 
United States,’’ the words ‘‘ or those who have 
declared their intention to become such.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California 
is in the third degree, and clearly cannot 
be entertained unless the Senator from New 
Jersey accepis it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iso intended it, and never 
had any other idea. I wished the Senator from 
New Jersey to accept my amendment. It isin 
the same direction with his own. The only 
difference is that J think my amendment car- 
ries out more fully the intention. 

Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. Ihave no objec- 
tion to accepting the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California, but any other Senator is 
at liberty to object to entering into that sub- 
ject and introducing it on this appropriation 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Kansas to make 
a point of order under the new rule. If the 
Chair is called upon to rule on that he will do 
so. Does the Senator from Kansas persist in 
his point of order ? 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is— 
“No amendment to any such bill making legisla- 
tive previsions, other than such as directly relate to 


the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be 
received.” 


Mr. CASSERLY. Very good. Let me say 
that I understood that question to be practi- 
cally decided the other way by the Senate yes- 
terday. There was no vote taken, but I think 
there was a general concurrence in the idea 
that so long as the amendment offered did re- 
late to an appropriation in the bill it was not 
objectionable. Åf the strict construction put 
upon that rule is correct, namely, that there 
shall be no amendment received unless it re- 
lates directly to the appropriation in the sense 
that it must be an amendment bearing directly 
on the appropriation, then there is no power 
in the Senate to amend an appropriation bill 
except by raising the appropriations or dimin- 
ishing them. Is it so intended by that rule; 
or if that rule has any such intention will not 
the Senate change it? 


Is the amendment in 
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Mr. POMEROY. The Senator states, I | 
think, the case different from his own amend- 
ment. His own amendment is a general jaw 
applying to every case, every vessel, every- 
where. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is true. 

Mr. POMEROY. And on thataccount itis 
obnoxious to the rule, but if it was limited to 
this particular service, to this particular line, 
it would be within the rule. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I propose to add that, 
of course, if the Senator from New Jersey will 
assent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator from California so modifies his amend- 
ment, the Chair will rule in favor of the admis- 
sion of the amendment at the proper time. But 
in its present form it is clearly obnoxious to 
the rule, and would be excluded. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will state that it was 
drawn long before the rule was adopted or 
thought of. 

Mr. POMEROY. As I understand the 
amendment pending to be the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey, { desire to sub- | 
mit a single remark. I donotlike any amend- 
ment nor anything put into a, bill that discrim- 
-inates against any class of citizens who may 
come to this country. I apprehend that the 
Japanese and Chinese are good laborers to be 
employed on these vessels. I think thatif 
I were sunning vessels onthe Pacific I would 
employ that class of labor. What strikes me 
offensively is that we are running these ships 
directly to China and Japan, and we are in- 
viting the tradeand commerce of these nations; 
we are trying to extend.our civilization to 
them; they are adopting our customs, adopt- 
ing our language to some extent, having it 
taught in their schools; and yet in regard to 
the very steamers that we send there we put 
in a clause that none of their people shall be 
employed on these vessels. Senators may say 
that if they have declared their intention to 
become naturalized they may perhaps be 
employed ; but under the naturalization law 
I understand it is construed that they cannot 
be naturalized. [do not know whether that 
isso ornot. I am told that the Chinese or 
Japanese cannot be naturalized under our nat- 
uralization laws. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is so. 

Mr. POMUROY. If that is so, then we are 
inviting the trade and commerce and friend- 
ship of a people and extending to them as we 
say our civilization, aud the very vessels that 
bear us there go under a law enacted by Con- 
gress that supports these vessels, saying to 
them, ‘None of your people shall be em- 
ployed on them.” It is bad taste; it is offen- 
sive to those people and wrongin itself. You 
make this company pay more for labor than 
they need to. The umendment ought not to 
be adopted. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
J confess that E am surprised at the argument, 
of my friend that it is either in bad taste or 
wrong. Here this Government is paying a 
subsidy of about five millions for what? ‘lhe 
leading, the controlling motive is to raise up 
seamen for our Navy. That is the govern- 
mental object that we have in the improve- 
ment of our commerce. 

Mr. POMEROY. Will not the Japanese 
and Chinese make good seamen? Negroes 
make good seamen. i 

Mr.FRELINGHUYSEN. Hear me through. 
That is the object. That was the object of this 
Government when it paid bounties to our fish- 
eries. ‘That was the reason always given. My 


friend from Kansas would not say that we in |} 


time of war were to employ seamen on our 
ships of war who were notcitizens of the United 
States. 

Mr. NYE. Does the Senator from New | 
Jersey say we do not? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


| sitiveness of Senators from the Pacific coast. 


j saw it with great apprehension—Chinamen 


I do say so. | 
The Senator is mistaken. 


Mr. NYE. 


i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ithink not. At | 
all events, if it has been done, it is certainly | 
the policy of this Government that our sailors 
should be citizens of the United States, and 
there is no discrimination against any class, | 
because anybody can become a citizen. If 
there is any defect in our naturalization laws, 
let that defect be corrected, so that there shall | 
be no discrimination as to class. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask a 
question, because it may arise hereafter in the 
construction of this clause. Would the word | 
“seamen”? here cover the other employés, for 
instance firemen ? 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


ot. 

Mr. STEWART. I apprehend this line 
would have to stop entirely if they were 
required to get American citizens to go into the 
China seas and be firemen. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not under- 
stand that firemen are covered by the term 
“seamen,” 

Mr. NYE. Just say that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have no objec- 
tion to saying it. 

Mr. NYE. Say that it applies to 
alone.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. The amendment as I 
proposed it refers only to officers and seamen 
as technically classed; that is, sailors of the 
higher class. Jam surprised at the sensitive- 
ness of Senators as to the effect of the amend- 
ment. Iam particularly surprised at the sen- | 


I understand 
n 


“seamen 


They have all seen what l have seen, and Í 


employed as sailors before the mast on steam- | 
ers of the Pacific mail line. f 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Pomeroy] 
asks me if they were not good sailors. Of 
course they were not good sailors. They were , 
not sailors at all. 
ludicrous (except for the painful apprehen- | 
sions the spectacle excited) than to see them į 
attempt to take in sailin a blow. They had | 
a sort of foreman who translated the orders i 


to them, and they worked away in a con- ; 


fused, helpless crowd. it was almost enough | 


to make one shudder to think of one of the li 
company’s great ships of four thousand tons, |; 


full of passengers, caught in one of the tre- 
mendous typhoons of the China sea, compelled 
in such a struggle beiween life and death to 
depend on a crew of Chinamen. The bare 
thought almost makes one’s hair stand with 
fright at the thought of precious human lives | 
exposed to such a risk. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] | 
asks, how could one’s hair stand upon end in | 
such a case? Í was speaking of my own thoughts į 
as I stood upon the deck of a fine ship in the | 
safe waters of the tropics on oar Pacifice coast, | 
imagining what indeed would be the unhappy | 
condition of any ship or of any ship’s passen- | 
gers in the hands of a crew of Chinamen ex- | 
posed to the fury of a typhoon. Even as a 
part of the crew they are wholly unfit. While 
we are subsidizing these steamers, we should | 
see that they are properly manned for their 
stormy and dangerous trade. Properly manned 
they never can be with Chinamen. AH this is ; 
so well known on our coast that I confess my | 
surprise to hear what we have heard from the | 
Senator from Nevada. 

The object of my amendment first offered 
was to restore the old system as to the officers 
and able-bodied seamen of merchant ships. 
To my surprise it met with opposition. 
the amendment now stands it is confined to 
the officersalone. Asto them it provides fora: 
return of the old system liberalized. Itis con- 
fined also to such ships as are employed in 
this service. Iam sure l would not be illib- 
eral toward a man of another land than this. 
[ have no right to be, if such right any one 


| 
i 
i 
i 


Nothing could be more || 


AS i 


has. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Do I under- | 


stand the Senator’s amendment only to apply 
to officers ? i 

Mr. CASSERLY. Only to officers. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not accept 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from New Jersey declines to accept it, 
and therefore it is not before the Senate-—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was about to say, and 
I may as well say it now, that as these arg 
United States mail ships there is a peculiar 
propriety in having the officers eitber citizens 
of the United States, or at least persons who 
have made their declaration of intention—— 

Mr. POMEROY. The law under which 
they are built requires that they shall be offi- 
cered by citizens of the United States. if 
the Senator from Ohio has the law, the Sen- 
ator from California will see that the law is so. 

Mr. CASSERLY. lask to have the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment as 
follows: 

Provided, That the seamen employed by said line 
shall be citizens of the United States, or those who 
have, according to the naturalization laws, declared 
their intention to become such. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam not sensitive or ex- 
cited about this question. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘‘officers’’ 
ought to be inserted before ‘‘seamen.”’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will modify 
it by saying ‘‘officers and seamen.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let that be reported again. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows ; 

Provided, That the officers and seamen employed 
by said line shall be citizens of the United States, or 
ihose who have, according to the naturalization laws, 
declared their intention to become such, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ishould like to understand 
the precise operation of that. What is ils 
object ? . 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose its object is to 
prevent Chinamen from being employed. 

Mr. CASSERLY. As sailors; it does not 
interfere with those employed as waiters or 
helpers around the ship. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is there any reason why 
they should not be employed as sailors if they 
make good sailors? 

Mr. FRISLINGHUYSEN, My reason [ 
wiil state to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
We are here giving a subsidy of some five mil- 
lion dollars to establish this line. I suppose 
that so far as the Government is concerned 
our object, our governmental object, is to raise 
seamen for our Navy in time of war. That 
has been the reason generally given for all 
bounties we have extended iu aid of any kind 
of commerce, as the Senator from Massachu- 
setis knows, he being familiar with the ques- 
tion of the fisheries. It seers to me that there 
is great propriety thar these seamen for our 
Navy should be citizens of the United States ; 
at all events that their interest should be iden- 
tified with this country, either by being citi- 
zens, or by having deciared their intention to 
become such. It discriminates against no 
class; it only provides that inasmuch as we 
are paying this bounty, one object of which is 
to raise up seamen for our Navy in the event 
of war, they should be identified with us. F 
think it is a proper amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suppose that incident to 
that is the exclusion of Chinese. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 

Chinese. 

Mr. SUMNER. I asked for information. 
I did not mean to assert it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It does not ex- 
clude them as Chinese. It excludes those 
who are not citizens and have not declared 


No, not the 


i their intention to become such. 


Mr. SUMNER. Of course it would operate 
then upon all other foreigners, English, Irish, 
French, and Swedes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. SUMNER. Would not that limit very 
much the supply of seamen? The Senator is 
aware that on board our ships generally more 
than half of the seamen are foreign born. My 
friend from Nevada [Mr. Nyx] says ‘‘for- 
eigners yet;’’ not only foreign born but for- 
eigners yet. I am inclined to think that that 
provision will be found a great embarrassment 
to the navigation of the ships. Ido not see 
howthey can findthe men. They could not find 
them surely in San Francisco. They must 
pick them up and send them around there. I 
throw out that remark in order to open the 
way for the suggestion that this provision 
seems to have an embarrassment. I fear that 
it would interfere essentially with the naviga- 
tion of these vessels. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if the word ‘‘ seamen?’ under 
nautical law has such a definite meaning as to 
exclude a fireman, a servant, and a great mass 
of persons employed on these vessels? 

Mr. SUMNER. 
:: T would not say. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is very important. 


vants. 

Mr. SUMNER. ButIam now calling atten- 
tion to the point that it would exclude that 
large class of foreigners who are now employed 
in our navigation, English, Irish, aud particu- 
larly Swedes. The Senator is aware tbere are 
a great many Swedes on board our vessels, 
and Germans also. 


ator from New Jersey is, that under our nav: 


‘American citizens. 
Mr.SUMNER. In pointof fact they were not. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The question is whether 


© indefinite meaning as to include firemen of 
¢ steam vessels. 
Mr. SUMNER. 
not embrace firemen. 
word ‘* seamen’’ isalmost a perfectly technical 


.. term in the law. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Task the Sen- 


It seems to me it would 


the fact is such as he states, that it would be 
- to the interests of our Navy to have Chinese 

ag seamen, not on account of any mental qual- 

ities, but on account of their physical power, 
ic their aptitudes? Is it not better to have our 
o own citizens? 


Mr. SUMNER. 


I should rather have every 


people, who gave to the service therefore not 
: only his arms but his heart; but what induced 
me to make the inquiry I did was an anxiety 
Jest we at this moment should do an illiberal 
` thing. That is the practical point with me. 
I feared that in these somewhat plausible terms 
there was an illiberality which I certainly do 
< not wish to see in the legislation of our coun- 


try. The explanation of the Senator meets it ij 


i toa certain extent; and yet he will pardon 
<- me if I say even while listening to his explan- 
ation I feared that under that there was this 
=o idiberality, that perhaps one motive to this 
. provision was a desire to bear upon the Chi- 
nese, 
such thing. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


Chinese would make good seamen for our 
Navy in time ofwar; and I think the success 
of our Navy depends almost entirely upon the 

. character of its seamen. There is no hidden 
motive about it. Iam free to say so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not attribute that 
to the Senator at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Tam notsure thatit would. | 


Tt is manifest that Japanese, Chinamen, and | 
others must be employed as firemen and ser- |} 


Mr. SHERMAN. Theargument ofthe Sen- | 


igation laws, formerly, we always required | 
the word ‘‘seamen”’ is not a word of such | 
It seems to me the | 


ator from Massachusetts if he thinks, even if | 


> man in our Navy a citizen, one of our own | 


I confess I doubt the expediency of any | 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to renew the 
amendment just voted down striking out the 
words ‘‘and seamen.” The effect of that 
modification is to enlarge the present law. 
The present Jaw requires the officers of these 
ships to be citizens. This permits any man 
who hasgiven that pledge to the country which 
is involved in a declaration of his intention to 
become an officer also. I move simply the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
with the words “ and seamen’? taken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on that amendmentof the Senator from 
California, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the commit- 
tee as amended. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Thatisthe 
main question, and I ask forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On this question Iam 


| paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 


CARPENTER.) If he were here I would vote 
t nay, and he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett. Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan. Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Logan, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
West, Wilson, and Wincom—2. 


of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Freling- 
huysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Har- 
lan, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, Norwood, Pratt, Spen- 
cer, Stevenson, Vickers, and Wright—18. 
ABSENT~—Meessrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Cooper, Davis‘of Kentucky, Edmunds, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 


| ton, and Trumbull—27. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Connecticut moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn, which motion takes precedence. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 8, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a. m., Mr. 
Dawes in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D 


‘Lhe Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when 

Mr. WILLARD asked unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 
a No objection was made; andit was ordered 
accordingly. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that 


: ii the amendments of the Senate to House bill 
As to motive, | 


I am free to say that I do not think the! 


No. 1191, making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1878, and 
for other purposes, be taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and that the bill and amend- 
ments be printed, the av.cudments to be num- 
bered. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I move that the 
rules be now suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union for the consideratio 
of the special order. i 

Mr. WILLARD. Allow meto make a sug- 
gestion. The House has had but one morning. 
hour for private bills for a month, I think. 
This is private bill day, and it does seem'to ma 
that we ought to have a morning hour to-day. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. General debate on 
the tariff bill is to close by order of the House 
at three o’clock to-day. 

Mr. WILLARD. The time for general debate 
can be extended. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. It will be easy to 
obtain a special order by the House for an 
evening session for private bills, or for an hour 
some future day. 

Mr. WILLARD. Will there be objection 
to having a morning hour to-day after three 
o’ clock ? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I hope not. 

Mr. WILLARD. If there is no objection 
to that I will not object to going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order after three o’clock will be morning-hour 
business, and the majority can control it then. 

The motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. 


TARIFF. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, (Mr. Scorienp in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


| No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports, and 
NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Chandler, Davis j 


to reduce internal taxes, and tor other pur- 
poses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the subjeet of 
a tariff for protection and its oppressions is no 
new theme to me, Whether tariffs have been 
defended here as war measures or as peace 
measures; whether plausibly defended as 
necessary to develop our industries or in- 
cidentally tohelpthem ; whether for “ revenue 
only,” or for revenue and protection, in what- 
ever guise, I have endeavored as a western 
and eastern Representative, to tear off the 
glossy lacquer with which such schemes are 
made plausible. 

I have endeavored to do this by appealing 
to the spirit of the Constitution, which forbids 
any levy of tax, except for revenue—as well as 
the aggrandizement of one trade by ‘ gratu- 
ities’? forced from others. In doing this I have 
often indulged in the weariness of detail. I 
have done this to show the pernicious effects of 
such devices upon the general and individual 
interest. This weariness, which is the com- 
panion andresult of such labors, has only been 
relieved by the delight which comes from the 
study of the just proportions of trnth and 
goodness. The supreme delectation which gar- 
lands even a lauce of straw against a champion 
cased in the adamant of falsehood, selfishness, 
and cant has been my inspiration. It has, 
against allremonstrance of friends, and de- 
lights of home and library detained me in 
publie life. No equivocal platforms, no party 
defections, no selfish arrogance, no specious 
demagogery has ever deterved the unfettered 
thought which I cherished as a scholar in the 
university and since as a public servant. The 
long list of splendid minds, beginning with 
Solomon, when he established his reciprocal 
exchanges with Hiram, down to the new era 
which ushered in Adam Smitb, Bastiat, and 
Stuart Mill; the grand contest in England in 
1846, and in France later, when the recipro- 
cities of trade were celebrated by two great 
nations, led by Cobden and Chevalier—and 
most, the splendid results to the material inter- 
ests aud the substantial glory of civilization— 
the contemplation of all these, and more, have 
been a solace and a reward for my love of 
economic science and my devotion to its induc- 
tions and conclusions. ; 
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Yet through these long years. since I have 
been in this contest for fiscal and commercial 
liberty here, there has been but little practical 
satisfaction, except the exceeding great reward 
of ‘duty done.’ Protection continues to be 
our ruling policy. The great shame of our 
nation continues. I have been compelled to 
say like the Latin poet: 

* Pudet hæc opprobria nobis; F 
Et dici potuisse et non potuisse repelli.” 

The opprobrium shames us; and we can 
speak of it when we cannot repel it, Thank 
God! I have lived to see the day when truthful 
men of the opposite party are coming to the 
front. They are helping us to realize the 
-proverb, “that in the revenues of the wicked 
there is trouble.’”’ The doom of protection is 
sealed. My friend from Illinois [ Mr. Burcu- 
ARD] has made his confession, that long he 
groped in the dark, but investigation did for 
his honest and acute intellect what it did 
for David A. Wells and others. It has made 
him a champion worthy of any bandit’s steel. 

I trust that I may, without offense, refer to a 
method of argumentation which I have pur- 
sued on this topic, not from any self-satis- 
faction, but to illustrate what I desire to say 
on this proposed legislation. My friends will 
not, J am sure, become so profane as did 
Donatus when he uttered the ejaculation: 


* Damned be they who bave said our good things 
before us,” 


METHOD OF ASCERTAINING BOUNTIES. 

When the Morrill tariff bill of 1862 came 
to us, l adopted this method of detecting and 
exposing its fallacies and frauds: if a duty, 
say on leather, was thirty-five per cent. ad 
valorem, we add that to the cost abroad of the 
article, including the premium or difference 
of exchange. ‘Then, as the customs are paid 
in gold, we add the depreciation of the paper 
money the merchant pays with. Then, to 
theadditional cost in consequence of exchange, 
duties, and paper money, we add the freight, 
insurance, and importer’s profits. At this 
point of cost the imported article comes in 
competition with the corresponding article of 

-the home manufacturer in the American mar- 
ket; and the aggregate of the items above 
mentioned constitutes the protection or bounty 
which the tariff system gives to the manufac- 
turer. The consumers of the domestic article, 
of course, pay this bounty to the manulacturer. 
This is now reduced to an axiom in political 
economy. It is as clear as the proposition 
that the object of a tariff for protection is to 
increase the price of the article. If this were 
not the case who would care for protective 
bounties? Not the manufacturer, certainly. 
If not he, who then? 

By this method, Mr. Chairman, and no other, 
did [ demonstrate what in 1862 | denominated 
t bounties,” a term now generally and prop- 
erly adopted. [ have sometimes used other and 
less decorous terms, but we should not always 
speak our thoughts here. Jt was by this 
method, based on facts like the original bills of 
lading and charges at the custom-houses, that 
I ascertained the enormous percentage in gold, 
even, which the product of the home manufac- 
turer received at the point where the foreign arti- 
cle came in competition with the home product. 

In these discussions I did not omit to point 
out the exact sums which were paid by the con- 
sumer as well as by the protected classes and 
sections which received them. No man born 
of woman ever dared to question the demon- 
stration. Ignorance and selfishness sometimes 
contend yet that the bounty does not go to the 
home manufacturer. Oh, no; but these pre- 
cious logicians, when it comes to removing 
the tariff on tea and coffee, sing hallelujahs 
to their legislation because it relieves the con- 
sumer of a tax measured by the amount of the 
duty. When it comes to a tax on copper or 
nickel, they do not see the same fundamental 
law of economy. Then their god, Baal, is 
‘talking, or he pursueth, or he is on a jour- 


ney, or peradventure he sleepeth and must be 
awaked.”’ 

Afar from the calm retreats of economic 
science, these ghosts of protection go abeut 
squeaking and gibbering among laboring men 
of protection, when their false theories and 
distorted facts are condemned and scouted by 
the intelligence and progress of our age. They 
talk to the economists as if they were bookish 
men—doctrinatres. We are not practical 
men; we do not know affairs. They forget 
the primordial law of all experience and con- 
templation, that no true theory ever existed 
unless based not only on irrefragable fact, 
but heavenly justice. 

The right to speak, write, travel, worship, 
and labor is not a whit more sacred than the 
right to exchange commodities unhampered by 
partial legislation. In fact, no argument is 
sound against such legislation that is not 
founded on the principles of liberty. Call 
the opponents of such schemes by what name 
you please—tree-traders or what not—I accept 
any name. If for “free trade” Ishould sug- 
gest the words ‘‘unshackled exchange,’’ or 
“unhampered commerce,” men might wonder 
at the impassioned denunciation with which 
“‘free-traders’’? are met by their opponents. 
Standing on the rules of right and justice, 
denying to Government the function to help 
one section or class or individual at the ex- 
pense and to the detriment of another ; espe- 
cially denying the privilege or right of the 
few to despoil the many, I have fearlessly 
analyzed the various bills which have been 
before Congress during my service here. 

Bills to relieve the people, come they from 
minority or majority, come they from Mis- 
souri or Illinois, or even when reported by 
Massachusetts, I welcome them for as much as 
they are worth; and thcy are only worth so 
much as they near the goal of justice. Call 
them bantlings, or orphans, or foundlings. 
Let the bill of the majority be called father- 
less and alone. I do not inquire who fathers 
the bill. If it is a waif, so much the more 
need for our care of the little but precions 
innocent. My only question is, isit humane? 
is it fair and good? 

It may not be my privilege to see the full 
fruition of free trade; certainly not during or 
by this Congress; but the world progresses. 
Science is the handmaid of just legislation. 
Political economy is not a delusion or a soph- 
ism. ‘Lime will work for the right. You may 
cast your poison into the fountain, but the vein 
of truth will well up to purify and cleanse. i 
cheerfully look to the future; toa future when 
custom-houses, with all their proven corrup- 
tions, will be abolished, and when men in 
America will wonder, as now the English peo- 
ple wonder, at the long struggle which Bright, 
Villiers, Cobden, Elliott, and Peel conducted, 
and which culminated in 1846 in a new order 
and a splendid prosperity for the British people. 

Much has been said about the relative vir- 
tues of a more direct system of taxation, like 
the internal revenue, and the mischief of the 
fraudulent protective system. J infinitely prefer 
the former. Besides, was it not understood, when 
these exorbitant tariffs began during the war, 
that their reduction or repeal was to be a conse- 
quence or a concurrence with the reduction or 
repeal of the internal tax? Let facts tell. 

BAD FAITH OF PROTECTION. 

On the 30th of June, 1864, an internal rev- 
enue tax was imposed on manufacturers of 
five per cent. upon gross products. It was 
increased in March, 1865, to six per cent. 
This was made the pretext for the advanced 
tariffs of July 14, 1862, and June 30, 1864. 
Pennsylvania, by her great leader, Thaddeus 
Stevens, stated that these tariffs were increased 
by reason of this internal tax. 

The leader of the Ways and Means, [Mr. 
Morri.,] declared this legislation to be tem- 
porary. It wasawar measure only. When 
peace came, then the stern duties of economy 


| 


required that both internal and external dutieg 
should be reduced or repealed. These blessed 
economies were to go pari passu! The inter- 
nal taxes of the year 1864 on manufactures for 
that year were reported to he $128,000,000. Of 
that the iron interest paid $12,000,000. How 
they groaned under it! But most of these 
were stricken off. Again, in the last Congress 
there wasan additional reduction of the internal 
revenue, and now it is proposed to reduce it still 
more and more without a fair reduction of the 
tariff. Why do not the protectionists keep 
faith? Why not march hand in hand with the 
reduction of the internal tax? Why, but for 
the same reason that induces the minority of 
the Ways and Means to remove all straight- 
forward and honest revenue taxes, in order 
that they may help the greedy and few to 
their insidious and unjust gains? 

I refer for a detailed statement on this topic, 
illustrative of that bad faith which follows bad 
legislation, to the statement of Mr. Allison, of 
Iowa, in the Forty-First Congress. Referring 
to this point, he said: 

“These taxes, by successive acts of repeal, have 
all been removed. First came the revenue act of 
July 13, 1866, when the internal tax was removed 
from most manufactures of iron and steel, and re- 
duced upon manufactures of woolens, and the free 
list enlarged. In March, 1867, 2 further reduction 
of taxes was made, and by the act of March, 1868, all - 
taxes upon mannfactures were abolished, save only 
the tax of two dolars per $1,000 on sales; thus practi- 
cally relieving the domestic industry of the country 
of a burden which in 1865 was $73,000,000 in round 
numbers; in 1866, $128,000,000: in 1867, $92,000,000, 
and in 1868, $62,000,0U0."—Globe, Appendix, volume 
81, page 193. 

As no reduction was then made in the tariff, 
the abolition of these internal taxes sucessively 
had the effect of increasing, hy so much, the 
tariff on similar articles. ‘This was a fraud. 

Since then we know that some millions have 
been taken off of the internal tax by the. 
Schenck bill. It is now proposed to take off 
some twenty million dollars more. And this is 
considered fair to the consumers, fair to the 
many. I denounce it asa flagrant breach of 
honor. If the original tariff bill of Morrill, 
made in 1861, had been reduced one third it 
would hardly have represented what should 
have been done in good faith. 

INDIRECT TAXATION BY TARIFF. 

If the question of good faith had reference 
only to the equal repeal of tariff and internal 
tax the iniquity would not be so monstrous. 
But the tariff, by its insidious devices, not 
merely makes revenue but it robs by felonious 
indirection. My friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] reckoned that apon the present tariff 
there were more than five hundred millions 
of ‘‘bounties’’ paid to the pet manufacturers 
which never saw the Treasury. ‘This is a very 
moderate computation. 

l have already shown in a speech here 
on 28th March, 1870, that on eight articles 
alone under the tariff, before it was meagerly 


| amended by the Schenck bill of last session, 
j that to get $41.211,440 into the Treasury the 


people paid $852,817,740 to some favorites 
outside of the Treasury, whose locus in quo 
was not amoug commercial, working, or agri- 
cultural people. That was shown by computa- 
tions drawn from bills of lading, and by the 
inexorable rules of economic logic. To get 
revenue on pig, bar, and railroad iron in one 
year, amounting to $5,481,182, or fourteen 
cents and seven mills per head on imported 
iron, the tariff enables the iron manufactu- 
rers to collect as tribute the enormous sum of 
$148,750,000, or $3 71,8 per head; on cot- 
ton fabrics to get $24,278,504 in the Treas- 
ury we pay $190,320,000; to obtain revenue 
on ready-made clothing, cotton and woolen, 
amounting to only $1,348,975, the people pay 
over $190.000,000; on salt, to get $1,058, 609, 
they pay nearly $5,000,000; on leather, to 
obtain revenue, hardly $2,000,000, they pay 
$175,380,000; on bituminous coal, to get about 
500,000, nearly $70,000,000 of taxation; and 
80 on through the dishonorable chapter. 
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: My friend from Ilinois [Mr. BurcHarp] 
has well earned the eulogy of an honest man 
by following this true formula of discussion. 
But even he falls below the mark. If he 
had stated the full result it would be so in- 


credible that men would cease to wonder 


that even demagogues proclaim the mystery 
“tof this tariff inquity. I reproduce, however, 
- one of his significant tables, which shows, 
- per capita, the bounty which a certain class 


of manufactures receive, 
ducing it: 

“ The statistical tables of importations and of do- 
mestie production in this country give the total con- 


He says, in intro- 


; sumption, the census statisticsthe number of persons 


employed, and the tariff laws the rate of duty by 


| which the price of the domestic article is sought to 


be enhanced above the foreign. I append a table 
giving the bounty allowed by present laws to manu- 
facturers engaged in producing some of the most 
neoanpary articles of comfort, health, and enjoy- 
ment: 


Tarif pensions. 
Value domes- Annual 
Articles. tie produc- Duty. Increased Persons em- bount, 
tions 1870. cost. ployed. per cape: 

Qotton. $165,000,000 40 percent. | $51,241,000 171,000 $300 
Pig iron 1,850,000t | $7 per ton 12,950,000 9,900 162 
Silk.. 30,000,000 60 per cent. 11,250,000 16,000 703 
` Salt. 2,289,504" 101 per cent. 1,431,687 2,213 647 
Wire 5,000,000 - 1,875,000 1,800 1,042 
. ‘Woolens... 176,000,000 69 per cent. 50,286,000 120,000 419 

Railroad iron.. 620,000 $7 per ton 4,340,000 = - 
Wrought iron. 710,000t | $18 per ton 9.230.000 i - 422 
Steel ... 11,250,000 - 2,387,340 4,000 397 
21,216,802* 20 per cent. 3,536,132 11,011 321 

* Census of 1860. tTons. 


If this table should include all the protected 
. classes it would not be out of the way to say 
that at least $500,000,000 per annum have 
been taken from the body of the people for 
purposes other than revenue, so that since 
1861, during ten years, there has been 
five billions taken from the national wealth; 
twice our national debt! We have toshow for 
it—what? Why, increased, unhealthy labor 
` insome departments of industry ; copper, iron, 
coal, woolens, &c. Truly. But this great trib- 
ute has obliterated commerce; it has preyed 
upon the masses of mechanics; it has been a 
mildew to the farmers; itis an unhealthy blight 
upon the general prosperity. Our export trade 
shows it. Our total domestic exports in- 
creased twelve and a half per cent. between 
: 1860 and 1870; our exports of leading do- 
; mestie manufactures declined from $34,500,000 
; to $12,800,000—a decrease of sixty-two and a 
half per cent.; in other words, under the 
protective system we have lost about two 
thirds of our export trade in manufactures. 
This enormous and ruinous tribute is given 
without consideration. It is bounty. Our 
values of all kinds are estimated by authority 
at $80,000,000,000. 


distributed among the body of the people who 
earned it; and it would have gone into the 
homes of hundreds of thousands of families, 
to bless and comfort them, instead of increas- 
‘ing the huge mountainous wealth which but a 
few are piling up, and which are the standing 
dangers to liberty in this country. 
LABOR AND WAGES IN EUROPE. 
The one great argument relied on by pro- 
_ teetionists is the ‘‘ pauper-labor?’ fallacy. In 
. the same connection it has been attempted to 
show that the tariff is a great blessing to the 
laboring man. The wages of labor in Belgium, 
Prussia, and other countries of Wurope are 
cited to show that wages are lower there than 
in this country. England may not answer the 
purposes of nigh-tariff sophists, as there the 
Wages approximate the rates of this country. 
The great and patent causes which have brought 
about the poverty and degradation of the labor- 
ing man in these countries are omitted, as well 
as the causes which prevent orretard the same 
results in this country. It is the operation of 
the political or governmental systems which 
have impoverished the laboring men of Euro- 
pean countries. ‘They are the large standing 
armies, the large civil lists, the religious es- 
~ tablishments, the national debts, &. These 
have helped to bring about the degradation 
<: and oppression of the laboring men of Europe. 


These have been the excuses for the heavy | 


taxation which has oppressed. the labor of 


By this peculiar system | 
there would have been $5,000,000,000 fairly . 


Hurope for ages. The barons of the Middle | 


Ages robbed them by force of arms, modern 
Governments rob them by taxation. Another 
great cause operates: the supply of labor in 
those countries is in excess of the demand for 
it. This, added to the causes already men- 
tioned, accounts for the low rates of wages in 
Europe. 

In this country the same causes are now 
operating with great energy to produce the 
same results. We have a costly Army and 
Navy, a large civil list, a large national debt, 
and, what is worse than all, the infamous tariff 
system, which robs the people to pay bounties 
to manufacturing monopolists. 

These causes, when added to a dense popu- 


lation, and when the supply of labor will bein ! i 


excess of the demand, will produce the same 
poverty and degradation of the laboring man 
here. But the catastrophe is here retarded by 
searcity of labor in proportion to the demand. 
This state of things is but temporary. It is 
also retarded by the fact thatthe laboring man 
if too much oppressed here can escape from 
the oppression of capital by fleeing to the pub- 
lic domain and cultivating the land. This he 
can get by settling upon it, or at a low price. 
When that great safety-valve for labor is gone— 
and under our peculiar legislation it is fast 
going—and our population becomes dense, 
and labor plenty, as it must then be, we shall 


see here precisely the same state of: things 
which exists in Europe. y 

The monopolists understand this. Hence 
they look forward to a strong Government with 
its armed forces between them and the impov- 
erished, desperate, and anarchial proléfaire. 
Hence the facile acquiescence in military usur- 
pations and the suspension of habeas corpus. 
But where the free-trade system prevails, 
the wages of labor have increased consider- 
ably, while the hours of labor have dimin- 
ished, and the general condition of the labor- 
ing classes has improved. In certain other 
European countries where there are protec- 
tive tariffs, wages are low, and the masses are 
not improved or improving. 

I refer to England, or more particulary to 
the Clyde, to illustrate the fact that free-trade 
policies enhance wages; and by a comparison 


with this country I will show thatit is our ruin- 
ous protective system which impoverishes the 
workingman. This will not appear by a mere 
statement of the rates of wages, but by the fur- 
ther statement of how much the wages will buy, 
and especially what they will buy which is ne- 
cessary to a laboring man’s family. So that 
under our protective system the laboring man 
here in reality may have nominally greater 
wages than in England, but really he works 
more hours to purchase the same necessaries. 
This invaluable table is answer ‘quite enough 
to all the brood of falsities promulgated by 
hired writers and selfish leagues: 


Comparative rates of wages in the ship-building yarda 
on the Clyde and inthe United States. 


i Wagesin 
Wagos'on the nited 
Occupations. States, 
1872. 1872. 1869. 
428. 810 50 $15 50 
35s. 8 75 15 50 
y 35a, 8 75 15 00 
Boiler-makers.........] 859. 8 75 15 00 
Helpers and strikers.) 44s. 6 10 50 
Blacksmiths ... | 35s. 87 15 50 
‘Chippers... 27s. 6 75 12 00 
Carpenters 358. 8 75 16 50 
Painters ...... veel 27a. 6 75 15 00 
Laborers, or un- 
skilled workmen...| 24s. 6 00 9 81 


Hours of labor per week on the Clyde, 51; in the 
United States, 60. 

Average wages per hour, 153 cents gold, 23$ cents 
currency. s 

Nominal difference of higher wages in the United 
States, forty-four per cent. Actual diference, (gold 


at ten per cent.,) forty per cent. x 


Cost of a few prime necessaries in New York and on the Clyde respectively. 


Equivalent in i 
Items. * Clyde. United States| New York. Percentage. 
currency to— 
Rent for four-roomed tenement per week 3s. 6d. $0 92 $2 35 1553 
Coal, per ton 108. 275 7.00 155 
Blankets, one pair.. 108. 2 75 6 50 138 
Heavy brogan boots, one pair 10s. 2 75 50 64 
Common woolen suit of clothe 30s. 8 25 18 00 118 
Fleas yards common alpaca. 12s, 3 30 60 100 
ne dozen spool-threa wW 
RE e E RERE E E A E la. 2d. 31 80 160 


How many hours does a man work in the 
United States and in England, respectively, for 
the above necessaries? : 


Average wages per hour in England eight- 
pence, and in the United States twenty-three 
and a third cents: l 


, Clyde. z New York, | ,23cessin the 
Items. Clyde Hours’ labor. New York. | Hours labor. | United. States 
Rent for four-roomed 
i house per week..... Ay 38. 6d. 5+ $2 35 10} 5 
Coal, one ton...... 10s, 6 7 00 34 19 | 
One pair blankets. 108, 15 6 50 28 13 j 
One pair heavy brog 10s. 15 i 4 50 193 34 
common woolen suit. 303. i | 8 a u 32 | 
'welye yards alpaca. ‘ , 
One dozen spooi-thre: Te, 2d. B | 80 i 34 B 
7 i s i | 
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So it appears that the aristocratic wages 
of the United States compel the laboring 
men of New York or Ilinois to work five 
hours more for his weekly rent, ninetcen 
hours more for a ton of coal, thirteen hours 
wore for a pair of blankets, three and a half 
hours more for a pair of boots, thirty-two 
hours more for a common woolen suit, nine- 
teen hours more for twelve yards of alpaca, 
and one hour and three quarters more for a 
dozen of spool thread—all indispensable arti- 
cles of the poorest households—more, by far, 


than his pauper competitor of Scotland. And | 


for what? To supply the dire necessities of our 
Federal expenses? No. To supply a Treas- 
ury overflowing one hundred millions per an- 
num? No. But to swell the already bloated 
monopolists, caressed and favored by this 
class legislation of this tariff ridden country. 

Upon the Clyde, where these wages are paid, 
the manufacturing industry is all given to com- 
merce and ships. In fact, it is reduced to the 

uestion of working in iron and skilled labor. 

he same may be predicated to some extent 
of all industries of Great Britain. The latest 
reports from the great woolen ard cotton in- 
dustries of Great Britain indicate that even 
this excess of purchasing power just quoted 
would still more favorably compare with the 
high aristocratie wages of the much-favored 
State of Massachusetts. So that all the facts 
point with no uncertain index to the concla- 
sion that 

ENGLISH PAUPER LABOR IS A SICTION. 

Wuiving for a moment the real question, 
whether even if wages were lower than here 
that we ought to have by natural right and fair 
policy the advantages of it, I beg attention 
to some facts relating to the present. condition 
of labor in England, the wages paid, the price 
of iron, and the effect which the present tariff, 
with that which the proposed tariff will have 
on certain American industries. 

I repeat, that the allegation that English labor 
is pauper labor, isa fiction. I have shown that 
to-day it is as well paid, if not better paid, as to 
the purchasing power of wages received, than 
in America, The British system of taxation, 
by which its vast revenuesare raised, is derived 
mainly from so called articles of luxury—to- 
bacco, tea, coffee, incume tax, and excise. 
These contribute mainly ; while the essentials 
to the maintenance of labor and life, like coal, 
salt, wheat, wool, cotton, bear no burden. 
This results in a labor wage cheap, compared 
with that paid in a land such as this, where 
our very existence, from the cradle to the 
grave, is taxed; and so free trade properly 
gives England dominancy in the world’s mar- 
kets. 

In May, 1871, British labor began its action 
for increased wages and reduced hours of 
work. Various demands were made and con- 
cessions granted from that date to April 1, 
1872, aggregating an advance of fifty per cent. 
in wages over the price paid at‘the same time 
in 1871, and in a reduction of hours of labor 
from sixty hours in 1871 to fifty-one and a 
half in 1872. The increase in the wage, based 
on the time current in 1871, with dimin- 
ished hours in 1872, is practically an addi- 
tional payment to the laborer. This increase 
of wages has been by sixpence sterling per 
hour; and the advance reaches from the coal 


or iron-ore miner, through the coking-oven, | 


the blast-furnace, puddling-furnace, muck-bar 
mil, to the finished product. It represents ten 
shillings sterling per ton in cost of finished iron 
paid to labor over the current rates of 1871. 
And this advance in labor is paid to and en- 
joyed by labor alone; not a penny of the 
additional cost goes into the pocket of the 
iroh-master in any shape whatever. 

As there have been five advances of ten 
shillings, the year’s increase in the cost of a 
ton of iron in labor, is represented by £2 10s., 
equal to $12 50 United States gold, nearly. 

n 1871 Scotch pig iron, first quality, sold at 
56s. to 60s. sterling. Yesterday the quotations 


were 105s. to 112s. sterling. Then English all- 
mine pig sold at 86s. to 42s.; now it is 
eagerly bought at 85s. to 88s. 6d. 

Scotch pig iron is used solely in foundery 
work here to tone the barder American iron ; 


its use, therefore, is defined and limited by a ;; 


natural law, and no influence can force its use 
beyond that limit. The duty can, therefore, 
be reduced to five dollars per ton or less. The 
effect of the present duty and of all duties is 


to add to the cost of American pig iron a sum | 


equal to the duty on Scotch pigs, which Amer i 

e; 
production in America in 1871 being some | 
1,800,000 tons, at seven dollars bonus to mak- | 


can labor pays in some way or other. 


ers here, the amount of protection given is 
$12,600,000. 

It is a matter of fact that whatever the cost 
of foreign iron, pig or finished, the American 
mill price for years has been skillfully ad- 
justed to meet it. At present rates of freight 
and premium on gold, English best bar iron 


is one dollar per ton higher than American | 


of same quality! 
RISE IN IRON. 


Mach has been said here about the price of 
pig iron being raised since the reduction of 


the tariff from nine to seven dollars per ton. | 
The importations have increased, | 
and yet the prices have increased. Two things i! per’ ton 

appear i i lation: first, that there ii A 
may appear im this relation: Arst that there i| posed bill pay three anda half cents per pound. 


It is true. 


must be an unusual demand the world over 
for the article; and second, that the reduction 
of the tariff increases the price of the article! 


| As to the last, if it be true, what arrant recre- 


ants to Pennsylvania interests have we here. 
When we cut down pig to five dollars, how 
they struggled to get it up to nine dollars 
again | 


able. The trath lies here. 

Owing to the Franco-Germanu war and its 
withdrawal of labor and chaos in business ; 
owing to the English coal strikes which made 
an ‘iron famine,” as well as owing to the im- 
mense and growing demand of iron for every 
object, from the sewing-machine to the build- 
ing, from the plow to the needle, from the 
steamship to the shoe-tack—there has been an 
immense demand. It is one of the phenomena 
of our material age of progress. But does 
this demand change the Jaws of economy? Is 
it true that a reduction of such a tax on the 
foreign product, coming in competition with 
our manufacture, by its inherent vigor of reduc- 
tion adds to the price? The absurdity of such 
a proposition is unworthy of an idiot. 

A speculative friend of mine purchased a 
fortnight ago in Scotland a lot of Scotch iron. 
He bought at thirty-three dollars per ton. 
Before the shipment arrives in New York he 
is offered fifty-three dollars per ton. His 
profits would have been $150,000. Who pays 
such profits arising from the difference between 
the foreigu and home product? Mind you, 
this man is but a middle-mau, a speculator. 
By our laws he is enabled to pocket his profits; 
out of what? From every horseshoe, every 
locomotive, every agricultural implement, 
every stove, every chisel, everything of iron 
used by the mass of consumers! When the 
great mass pay bounty to one interest and one 
section, can we wonder that overgrown with 
this splendid pauperism and rude in over- 
weening arrogance, it taunts all other occupa- 
tions and sections, as an oriental suzerain 
would treat its tributaries and slaves? Can 
we wonder that it sneers at the 

REVIVAL OF COMMERCE, 
unless it is paid, out of the Treasury itself, lar- 
gesses upon its pet product when it enters 
into the building of a vessel? 

Much is said about the decline of American 
commerce, The true causes lie in high values 
created by protective tariffs, internal revenue 
taxes affecting materials, cost of house rents, 
food, clothing, &e., compelling a high value in 
labor, these causes effectually preventing the 


How they strain and storm now when ij 
we mention that a further reduction is desir- j 


creation of a mercantile marine. To illustrate : 
the quotation on the Clyde is ship-plates at 
thirteen pounds sterling per ton, or sixty- 
four dollars gold. The protected iron here 
costs five and a half cents per pound, or 
$123 20 currency. Reduced to gold at yester- 
day’s premium, it is $109 64. This is a dif. 
ference of $45 64, or sixty-seven and a half 
per cent. in favor of the Clyde ship-builder ; 
and this, mind, before an hour of labor is 
applied to adapt it to use. 

The same relative difference exists in the 
angle and T-iron in the hull, the boilers, and 
machinery, and notably on the wire rigging of 
the ship. 

A word on wire rigging; to show, ex pede 
Herculem, where the brute and selfish strength 
lies which holds our ships from launching 
upon the deep. On wire rope, whether gal- 
vanized rope for ships or plain for colliery 
and mining uses generally, the present bill 
increases the duty to that paid on the wire of 
which the rope is made. 

The larger portion of such rope in actual 
use ranges from one half to oneinch diameter ; 
these are the current-sizes. The size of wire 
gauges from No. 20 down to No. 16. Plain 
wire rope now pays duty of thirty-five per 
cent., and galvanized rope of two and a half 
ceuts per pound specific, or fifty-six dollara 
These gauges of wire in the pro- 


The bill is skillfully drawn, so as to show by 
comparison with existing duty a removal of 
the fifteen per cent. ad valorem rate levied 
additional to the three and a half cents per 
pound, creating the impression that as wire is 
reduced so also is wire rope. The reverse 
isthe case. This bill advances the duty on 
plain wire rope, from an average duty on the 
sizes most in use, of $56 36 to $78 40 per ton, 
or from two and a half to three and a half 
cents per pound! Being used in coal and iron- 
ore mines, and in many other ways, it not only 
adds to the cost of mining but it affects the cost 
of a ship; and itis proposed in the interest of 
the only wire-rope maker that I know of, at 
Trenton, New Jersey, and in drawn wire of the 
special pet of the Government, at Worcester, 
Massachusetts. Itis their interests which have 
engaged gentlemen to advocate the bill on 
behalfof California, whose Representatives are 
silent on the subject; for in that State I knowof , 


; no wire-drawing or wire-rope mill to be estab- 
! lished or to be benefited. 


I annex some figures on plain and galvan- 
ized wire rope, which show the whole thing: 
galvanized wire rope for ship-rigging, sizes 
most in use from one to three inches in cir- 
cumference ; average cost of one and a quar- 
ter, one and a half, one and three quarters, 
two, two and a half, and three inches; £27 in 
England ; equal to dollars, gold, $182. Pres- 


| ent duty, two anda haif cents per pound, $56 


per ton; equivalent to ad valorem forty-three 
per cent.; proposed duty, three and a half 
cents per pound, $78 40 per ton; equivalent 
to ad valorem sixty per cent. Colliery rope, 
coal and ore mines, and other purposes; sizes 
most in use as above, one to three inches cir- 
cumference. Average cost of sizes, 1, 14, 14; 


| 14, 2, 23, and 8 inches, £32 16s. in England; 


in United States, gold, $161; present duty, 
thirty-five per cent., $56 35, or two and a half 
cents per pound; proposed duty, three and a 
half cents per pound $78 40 per ton; equiv- 
alent to ad valorem of forty-nine per cent. 

The smaller the rope the smaller the wire 
used in the manufacture, and, as a matter of 
fact, four fifths of the rope in use is made 
of wire gauging from twenty to sixteen 
gauge, which therefore positively enhances the 

uty. 

IfI should make the same calculations as 
to every component part of a ship, as I bave 
often done, the cause of our decline in ship- 
ping would not ignorantly be attributed to 
Alabamas and Shenandoahs, nor would the 
failure to revive be found in any other imped- 
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iment save the stubborn persistence of selfish 
ronmongers and other manufacturers. 

I have often urged here, as I have urged 
rom Maine to New York, in another forum, 
hatif this Government will not relieve usso that 
we may build ships, why not repeal the regis- 
‘try law and let us buy abroad ; nay, let us buy 
and place them under our flag, even if we 
have to pay a tariff on the ship per ton! All 
ther nations may go to the Clyde and buy. 
We alone are prohibited. It isa burning, blis- 
. tering reproach. 


ain! Well, Great Britain helps herself by our 
‘ignorance or stubbornness. While we have 
been losing our wealth by our tariffs since 
; 1861, she has increased one hundred and 
twenty-five per cent. or more. But Great 
Britain and British labor is hostile to our 
interests. Well, this Administration, in our 
usillanimous recreancy to the solemn treaty 
for the adjustment of damages, does not seem 
so very unfriendly to that ubiquitous and 
commercial Power. We can trade free be- 
tween our own States; we have no registry 
of the ships of South Carolina or Louisiana, 
Maine or New York; yet, by our spite or 
spirit, we have been slow to give cordiality 
¿between North and South. Indeed, we have 
fomented all discontents by bad rule and re- 
prisals of men and property years after civil 
strife; and yet, and yet we allow trade to 
be free between the States by land and sea, 
while toward our loving British cousins we are 
ready to bow our necks at Geneva but not at 
Glasgow! 


RECOMMENDATIONS AS TO IRON. 


‘ing changein thebillonbariron, Itreads, “bar 
< iron, rolled or hammered, not less than three 
‘eighths or more than two inches thick ; not less 
‘than one or more than six inches wide, and 
‘rounds and squares not less than three quarters 
~-ormore than two inches, shall pay three fourths 
of a cent per pound ;” and ‘‘ bars not less than 
one quarter inch thick or more than one to 
six inches wide, and round and square less 
than three-quarter inch or more than two inches 
shall pay one cent per pound.” Under the 
present differential duty none of these sizes 
have keen imported for years, the duty abso- 
lutely prohibiting ıt. If amended so as to in- 
‘elude the sizes sold at one uniform sterling 
price in England, gay ‘* not less than one half 


and flats not less than one quarter or more than 
two inches thick, nor less than one inch wide 
‘or more than six inches wide,’’ it would es- 
tablish a uniform classification, lead to in- 
creased duties, lessen the cost to cousumers, 
- and remove the demand from American mill 
owners, who since 1865 have had absolute con- 
trol of that branch of trade. 
< The one-half and five-eighth round and 
square sizes have special uses in hardware 
manufactures; while two and a quarter to three 
round and square bars are largely used in 
line-shafting in woolen, cotton-yarn, and other 
mills, and the extra cost in equipping indus- 
trial enterprises compels a higher cost of pro- 
duction. The ill effect of these and similar 
burdens is to give artificial vitality to industry. 
Tt not only affects commerce, but it increases 
: the cost of a railroad. It compels a high 
freight rate to reimburse for the outlay. It 
lessens the value of the farmer’s crops. It 
adds to the cost of all implements, the hoe, 
the plow, the loom, and the anvil. it bar- 
«dens labor only, labor which is too often blind 
to. the fact that increased wages is due to 
Increased cost of living with no commensurate 
benefit from theincrease. Like the blind Sam- 
son, it pulls down in its reckless strength the 
very pillars of our prosperity, and it will have 
_the same end, to crush the life out of itself! 
EXPENDITURES AND REVENUE. 


: Admitting, as perforce one must, that tariffs 


Oh! but we do not want to help Great Brit- } 


- I would therefore earnestly urge the follow- | 


or more than three inches, round and square, | 


i 
i 


f 


ij Public works 


will still continue for a time to harass and im- 
poverish the peopie, and coming to the question 
of their adjustment according to the princi- 
ple of cy pres, i. e., to get as near right as 
possible, we must consider how much money 
our Government ought to raise for its frugal 
administration. No discussion of this or any 


other bill affecting the revenues of the country | 


can be comprehensive unless at the same time 
regard is had for the budget as a whole. We 


must know what the expenditures are to be, | 


before we can wisely and judiciously proceed 
to impose revenues, 

Before proceeding to express my views as 
to what the expenditures of the Government 
should be limited to, Jet us consider the esti- 
mates of the Administration: 

Administration estimates for 1872-73. 
Legislative establishment.. 
Executive establishment. 
Judicial establishment. 
Military’. scscosss.cssscosedsssovese 
Military, permanent appropri- 

LA Cea ot ARRAN EEE O EEE 


32,922,510 
NOVY ieena sore 
Navy, permanent 

18,058,089 
Post Office deficit 
Free mail matter, permanent.. 

k 6,174,001 
Indians... 5,445,618 
Pensions.. 30,480,000 
Interior D ppro 

Priations... ee ORE N 145,000 
Customs and internal nue Services, 

refunds, drawbacks, marine hospitals, 

inspectors, &e... 16,992,200 
Bond and currence: 2,000.000 
Interest on public debt. 110,932,774 
Miscellaneous.. 1,258,325 


Totala oie Saati vas aia a aa 


273,025,773 
28,679, 263 


Grand total, (financial report, 1871, 
| DARE T)sossrsresvenseceo seooeosseororeosessesesrooar « $301,705, 036 


These are the Administration estimates on 
paper as published in the official documents. 
What they are in reality may be judged by 
the fact that included in these estimates is 
$28,500,000 for reduction of the national debt, 
while the avowed intent and object of the Ad- 
ministration is to expend $100,000,000 per 
annum for this purpose. Including the $28,- 
500,000 alluded to, the official estimates are 


far below what the actual expenditure is found | 


to be. Excluding the expenditure for reduc- 
tion of debt, and they are perhaps not very far 
at fault. But what do they reveal, taken atthe 
figures furnished by the Administration? That 


| in 1878, eight years after the close of the war, 


this Government is to cost the people $273,- 


000,000, or nearly five times as much per an- |) 


num as it did before the war, when the net 
ordinary expenditures were but $60,000,000! 

Even afier interest on the public debt is 
deducted from the budget at both periods the 
figures of 1873 are three times as great as 
those of 1860, Our legislative expenses 
should be no greater now thau then ; our judi- 
ciary should cost no more; our executive 
ought notto be more expensive; our Army is 
no greater, or at least should not be greater. 
As for our Navy we have none at all to speak 
of; and no foreign commerce, alas! for it to 
protect. The Indians should cost less, for 
they are dying out. Our post-otlice system is 
but very little further extended now than 
then. Our customs service is no more extended 
as to ports and districts; and although under 
existing protective classifications and protect- 
ive infinities of detail, and protective bewil- 


derments of incomprehensible and tortuous | 


regulations, the service is difficult to perform, 


it should not cost the immense enhancement | 


shown in the estimates. 

The $2,000,000 appropriated for currency 
printing is wholly unnecessary ; the $19,500,000 
devoted to publice warks—often but another 
name for public jobbery—is an insult to a 
people staggering under the burdens now im- 
posed upon them and clamoring for reform. 


i interest, which now it cannot be. 
ii nomical management $200,000,000 for 1878 


The miscellaneous expenses, over eleven: mil- 
lions, amount to as much as it used to: cost 
to run the entire Government within a period 
when some of those now present werein public 
life. Except interest on the public debt and 
pensions, there is not an item in the Adminis- 
tration estimates which is not susceptible of 
material reduction. ven the interest is over- 
stated fully $10,000,000, if the Administration 
succeeds in cajoling this House into neglecting 
to materially reduce the reveiiues from customs 
and internal taxes. 
HOW MUCH IS IT NECESSARY TO EXPEND? 

I think I am exceedingly fair, and largely 
| withia the mark, when I claim that the ex- 
penditures for 1872-78 can be reduced, without 


inconvenience, to $200,000,000, including in- 
i| terest on the public debt, and the one per 
|| cent. sinking fund provided for by law, as the 


annual rate or amount at which the principal 
should be reduced. Indeed, I shall be pre- 
pared to show at a proper time that the ex- 
| penditures could be reduced to $175,000,000; 
but I am willing to treat the subject fairly, and 
I claim that $200,000,000 is enough and 
plenty, and with the improved confidence in 
the Government which such a reduction would 
occasion, the debt could be funded without the 
| aid of juggling syndicates at‘a lower rate of 
With eco- 


| would pay all expenses, put $25,000,000 in 


|i the sinking fund, and leave a substantial gur- 


| plus at the end of the year. 

THE PRESENT TAX SYSTEM, 
Having now considered how much we need 
| to expend, let us next consider how we shall 
; obtain the money. The existing revenue sys- 
; tem ‘yielded as follows during the year ended 


ii June 30, 1871: 


Customs... $206, 270,408 
Internal r 143,098,154 
Publice lands.. 2,388,646 
Miscellaneous... 31,566,737 

Totila aieeaii eer.. $383,323,945 


In addition to this, some eight or nine mil- 
lions were derived from the sale of ordnance, 
stores, &e., which T leave out of view. 
| For the current fiscal year ending on 80th 
June next, the Treasury estimates the revenues 
at $365.000,000. This is an under-estimate. 
For the succeeding year ending June 80, 1878, 
the Treasury estimates the revenue at $3659,- 
| 000,000. This is a still more flagrant under- 
i estimate. Recollect that these estimates are 
i necessarily based on the assumption that there 
| will be no change in the revenue laws. Recol- 
lect also that this is a growing country, and 
| that the revenues have steadily increased from 
year to year in the past, and without change in 
| the laws are bound to do so in the future, and 
| gentlemen will be able to measure the ingenu- 
ousness of this Administration simply from an 
exhibit of its comparative estimates of reve- 
| nues. 

ADMINISTRATION ESTIMATES OF NET REVENUES. 


| 1870-71 Cactital)....ccesscaesestee ree $383,323,945 
1871-72 pea propane 365,000,000 


| 1872-73 (estimated)... we 859,000,000 
i Instead of adding some ten or twenty mil- 
lions.a year to the revenues, as past experi- 
i ence proves that it should, it actually takes 
that amount off! So that instead of $400,- 
i 000,000, the sum we shall unquestionably 
obtain in 1873 if the present laws are undis- 
i turbed, the Administration figures the revenues 
for that year down to $359,000,000; and sim- 
ply for the purpose of having plenty of money 
| to expend, and plenty of profits to distribute 
among its followers! : 
; A BUDGET. 

I believe these views are susceptible of being 
reduced to such exact demonstration as to com- 
mand universal, if, indeed, unwilling assent. 
If accepted as sound we shall have to cut down 


all the existing rates of customs duties and 
internal revenues fully one half, in order to 


‘ 
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bring the revenues down to the level of the 
expenditures, and avoidincreasing any further 
that heavy and useless and mischievous balance 
in the ‘Treasury with which it continually 
threatens to destroy the trade, peace, and pros- 
perity of the country. Ifthe custom rates are 
cut down one half they will yield at least one 
half as much as they would if not cut down. 
That is a proposition which even pretectionists 
willconcede. But men of my school go further 
than this, and believe that under such cireum- 
stances the yield would amount to consider- 
ably more thanone half. But taking the mini- 
mum amount, we should obtain in the form of 
revenues for 1878 fully $200,000,000. Esti- 
mating the expenditures at $200,000,000 and 
we have the following: 
BUDGET FOR 1873. 

Revenues from half of present rates, mini- 
mum $200,000,000; expenditures, (includ- 
ing interest and sinking fund,) maximum 
$200,000,000. And this without at all dis- 
turbing the so much coveted heavy balance of 
$100,000,000 in the Treasury. 

This is what we can do; this is what the 
heavily laden people of this country desire us 
to do. Now, let us consider what the Ad- 
ministration proposes we shall do. We have 
already seen that it proposes to expend, in- 
stead of $200,000,000 for all expenditures, 
$273,000,000 for ordinary expenses, and as 
much more as it can get for reduction of debt 
and whatever else for which it may be able to 
smuggle in deficiency bills. Let us now see 
what it proposes in the bill presented by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

THE SO-CALLED MAJORITY BILL. 

The principal features of this bill are heavy 
reductions in the duties on tropical products, 
in coal, and in salt, moderate but uneven re- 
ductions in iron and hardware, moderate re- 
ductions in wools and non-competing woolens, 
slight or no reduction in competing woolens, 
moderate reduction ou cottons, heavy reduc- 
tions in lumber, and a free list framed mainly 
to suit the requirements of manufacturers. Its 
internal revenue features are moderate reduc- 
tions on tobacco and stamps, and an abolish- 
ment of the tax on gas. 

This bill deserves both commendation and 
censure. I prefer to be thankful for the good, 
the half loaf which is discernable in its pro- 
visions. It seems both a free-trade and a protec- 
tion bill; but it is neither. Where it reduces 
the duties on coal and salt it is somewhat free 
rade; where it stabs tea and coffee and merely 
sacrifices wooleng, itis “protection.” Where 
it offers up the pet lamb of Pennsylvania to 
the sacrificial knife, it is free trade; where it 
refuses to materially cut down hosiery, shoes, 
fancy goods, notions, glassware, cutlery, and 
plated ware, but lets in a thousand little arti- 
cles for manufacturers free, it is protection. 

While if the comparatively trifling reductions 
it makes in the whole amount of revenue is 
taken into consideration, it proves not only to 
be neither free trade nor protection, but sub- 
stantially nothing at all. It claims in its title 
to be “A bill to reduce duties on imports and 
to reduce internal taxes, aud for other pur- 
poses.” “The other purposes’? prove upon 
inspection to be all there is in it, for the reduc- 
tion of duties and internal taxes it effects will 
scarcely more than counterbalance the natural 
increase of revenue from these sources. What 
these other purposes are bas been already indi- 
cated. 

LAST TARIFF. 

The tariff passed at the last Congress was 
heralded as a reform. It had a pretentious 
look. It pretended to reduce revenue; whether 
it did or not appears in the one clever thing in 
it, to wit: the reduction on pig iron from nine 
dollars to seven dollars per ton. The Secretary 
of the Treasury in his report had the frankness 
to confess that this reduction (which should 


have been to three dollars) did enhance the 
{+ 


revenue, for it increased importation. Tt ilus- 
trated the principle, which Great Britain has 
proven, that a reduction of custom rates in- 
creases the revenue. But how as to the real 
reduction of taxation? Some allowances 
must be made for the simplicities of our 
nature, but there is no one so simple who 
will not understand that the bill of General 
Schenck, which the free-traders of this House 
won from a reluctant majority—the so-called 
“ forked-tail’’? tariff—was a delusion. If not, 
why does the clamor for reform go on in both 
parties and from all sections? 

The protectionists praise their own enforced 
virtue in repealing many millions of tariff tax, 
and as this reduction has formed the staple of 
Republican platforms, editorials, and oratory, 
it will be just as well, in advance of similar 
schemes now on foot, to advise the public of 
the specious character of such reforms and 
reduction. 

To thoroughly understand what is to come 
on this topic, I present a table, showing the 
estimated reduction of the tariff by the last 
legislation. It bears the honored signature 
of Mr. Edward Young, chief of the Statistical 
Bureau. I do not change Mr. Young’s 
figures. My only criticism is that they do not 
go far enough, But to the unwary they seem 
a glowing account of areal success. May I 
add two columns to the official paper? I 
endeavor, with the best data, to show the 
amount of taxes that are additionally ground 
out of the people by the last tariff act. Thus 
it will be seen how pretentious is the claim to 
reduction, and thus may be discovered and 
exposed the method by which such delusions 
will be repeated. The estimated consumption 
of the articles in the column added by me is 
much below the mark, as it has been or can 
be easily shown. I append this table marked 
“ Exhibit A’ to my remarks. 

In connection with this table I call attention 
to the pretended reduction on gunny-cloth. It 
was, in fact, no reduction at all, as the old laws 
provided a duty of three cents a pound on that 
article, valued at less than ten cents a square 
yard, ‘The Jast law provides two cents per 
square yard if valued less thau seven cents, 
and three cents if valued at over seven cents 
per square yard. Itis well known that gunny- 
cloth invariably costs more than seven cents 
the square yard, and will therefore have to 
pay three cents per yard as before. 

In brief, I maintain now as I did in my place 
in Congress at the time, and as [shall do again 
till ny term expires, that the tariff- tinkering 
of the Fortieth Congress, about which so much 
laudation has been sung by the unreflecting 
members of the Republican party, was a 
swindle on the people, and this the ‘f Exhibit 
A” will show. 

HOW CHEAPLY THE CUSTOMS ARE COLLECTED. 

But supposing all these figures indicate to 
be true; suppose the reductions of the last 
tariff have been exaggerated ; yet it is claimed 
that the Administration, in its peculiarly pure 
way of running the custom-house, is entitled 
to the gratitude of a frugal people. Let us see. 
Let us compare the Administration of John- 
son in 1868 with the present Administration 
in 1870 to see what claim there may be to 
peculiar vigilance in collecting the revenue by 
the present Administration. 

The sums collected under the two Adminis- 
trations for the fiscal years 1868 and 1870, 
respectively, were: 

Amount of duty collected in 1868 under 
the so-called dishonest Johnson administra- 
tion was $160,511,679. Amount collected in 
1870, under the most honest and skillful 
Grant administration was $191,221,768, or 
$30,710,089 more. 

In the first place, the dutiable goods im- 
ported in 1868 were $329,661,272, and in 1870 
they were $406,131, 904. 

Thus we imported $76,470,632 more duti- 
able goods in 1870 than in 1868. 


| of taxation. 


But I am well awarethat it is asserted that 
this increase of dutiable goods is not owing to 
actual importation, but to the simple fact that 
the revenues were more faithfully collected, 
Now, it so happens that many articles pay a 
specific duty, either per pound or measure, on 
which undervaluation is perfectly powerless. 
I herewith furnish a table of twenty-two items 
only, whereon specific duties were collected in 
the two respective fiscal years, giving acolumn 
for quantities as well as revenue, and it will 
thus be seen that $19,500,000 were collected 
more in 1870 than in 1868 on these articles 
for the simple reason that we imported more in 
the year 1870. 

For the exact proof of these figures I refer. 
to the table marked ‘‘ Exhibit B,” at the end 
of my speech. 

A certain weak administration in England 
in the last century, who were anxious to take 
credit for all windfalls that befell the empire, 
was taunted by a wit with the astonishment 
that the ministry failed to take credit for the 
happy event of an increase in the royal family. 
Perhaps our Administration may likewise feel 
inclined to take credit for the increase of 
foreign pig iron or scrap iron. The table 
marked ‘‘ B” is, however, as instructive as it 
is interesting. Thus, for instance, if we had 
reduced the duty on pig iron from nine dollars 
to six dollars a ton, we should have got in 1870 
by the natural increase of importation $1,078,- 
800 revenue, or some $68,000 more than in 
1868. Or if we had reduced the duty on scrap 
iron from eight dollars to $4 50 per ton, we 
should have got a duty of $666,000, or $26,000 
more in 1870 than in 1868. 

Or we could have reduced the duty on rolled 
iron one third of the duty of 1868 and got 
more revenue in 1870 than we did get in 1868, 
and so on with most of the articles. It is this 
undeniable fact in political economy ina young 
growing country which requires the adjust- 
ment of a tariff that presses the life-blood out 
of a people and its industries. 

Surely, we have a right now to demand not 
only a substantial reduction of revenue and 
taxation. With a fresh Congress adding fifty 
new members of liberal tendencies in econo- 
mies we have aright to expect that revenue, 
when reduced, should carry with it a reduction 
Yet we have passed through 
nearly the whole of this long session without 
a murmur in favor of substantial reform. I 
fear that we are doomed to go before the peo- 
ple to receive not its clamors, but its condem- 
nation. 

The country has demanded reform; but the 
Administration wants money; money to pay 
off the bonds and keep its Wall street friends 
in good humor. Just look atit! One hundred 
millions a year on account of principal piled 
on top of $110,000,000 a year for interest 
makes $210,000,000 a year, and all in gold! 
With $210,000,000 a year flowing into their 
coffers, a clique of operators might be enabled 
to contro! within certain limits the prices and 
the markets of the world. I claim that this 
policy is pernicious, and that we should not 
pursue it beyond the strict limits of the law, 
which provides for the interest and one per 
cent. per annum for principal ; altogether, say 
$135,000,000 a year. 

The Administration also wants money for 
the election. It has the sword. It wants the 
purse. It has twenty millions of building con- 
tracts on hand. The judicious expenditure o 
this sum will employ a large number of voters. 
There are thirty millions to expend in the 
Post Office Department, mainly for salaries 
and mail contracts. There are five millions 
nominally for “Indians,” but really for the 
‘traders’? and other parasites and robbers that 
hover on the borders. There are fifty or sixty 
millions to expend in the War and Navy De- 
partments. Then there are millions for the 
vigilant and faithful in the customs and rev- 
enue services; twenty or thirty millions inthe 
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Departments, and no end of plunder lying 
‘ound loosely among the various appropria- 
ns, patriotically voted by.Congress out of 
e pockets of the people. 
THE MINORITY BILL. 
As for the bill which is offered by a minor- 
nof the committee, it is a rank protective 
asure. It began by placing tea and coffee 
rthwith on the free list, and throws more 
‘Jess of everything else overboard to float 
ig and bar and scroll and scrap iron and 
el, which it does not touch at all. It pre- 
nds to relieve the country from forty or fifty 
illions in duties and taxes, but it puts twice 
ind thrice this sum into the pockets of a few 
ronstituents of its supporters. It gives the 
armer free tea and coffee, but it lowers the 
market for his products. It plunders him in 
he price of every agricultural implement or 
ool, every nail, screw, brad, horseshoe, or 
yound of wire he is obliged to buy. It makes 
a profound fifty million bow to the assembled 
tion; then picks its pockets of several hun- 
jred millions. 

In this bill, on saltin bulk, the duty is reduced 
rom eighteen cents per one hundred pounds to 
ht cents, and in sacks from twenty four cents 
yer one hundred pounds to twelve cents per one 
ndred pounds. Why should we not at once 
repeal this contemptible tax? It is nearly two 

jundred percent. It has had enough bounty. 
Why not put it on the free list with coal? But 
he details of this bill will be cared for when 
e come to the discussion by clauses. 
Are these measures such as the situation of 
he country demands? Dothey afford a sub- 
tanitial relief to the people? Do they loosen 
the shackles of commerce, lighten the farmer’s 
rden, or lessen the hours of the working- 
man’s toil? Do they represent the wishes of 
iný portion of this nation? What need to ask 
“these questions? The majority bill affords 
“gome relief; the other very little, and that little 
coupled with robbery of and insult to the 
sation. They loosen nothing, except it be 
he morals of the people, who cannot fail to 
ye edified by the examples of disingenuous- 


. Sugar, clarified, No. “| 8h ete. per lb... 


42D Oona. 2p Szss.—No. 191. 


22 cts. per Ib. 


ness they contain. They lighten nothing; 
they lessen nothing. They areshams; shams 
differing less in kind than degree; and as 
shams I shall oppose them. What the country 
demands is not pretended, but real reduction; 
and not reduction for the sake of Pennsyl- 
vania iron-masters, but reduction for the sake 
of reduction ! 

The time is fast going by when this House 
will possess the opportunity it now enjoys to 
earn the gratitude of the nation. Slowly but 
steadily all those features which follow in the 
wake of privileges, monopolies, and central- 
ized power and wealth, and.which have tended 
to degrade and oppress the people of Europe, 
are appearing upon our horizon. 


DANGER TO LIBERTY. 


They threaten the liberties of the people. As 
well might we at once go back to the barbaric 
days of Akbar or Charlemagne, and yield 
¡j implicit obedience to the feudal lord and the 
lord’s superior. There is no despotism so 
galling as that of a Government constituted to 
secure, but fatal to oppress the people in their 
rights. If there be one act which society and 


freedom, it is trade. The time has gone by 
when Governments should undertake to fix 
the prices of goods or regulate the processes 
of manufacture; The struggle has been long. 
It is marked by tears and blood through the 
centuries; but in the language of John Stuart 
Mill, in his book on Liberty— 


“The cheapness and good quality of commodities 
are most effectually provided for by leaving the pro- 


check of equal freedom to the buyers for supplying 
themselves elsewhere.” 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
limit liberty by a wall of flame, shutting us in to 
our own land. He pictures to us our country, 
gifted with all soils, all climates, all mineral 
resources, and with the powers of wind, water, 
and fuel, on a grander scale than the nations of 
Europe combined. His picture is entrancing. 
It would be patriotic if it were not heretical. 
His love of country is so ardent that he 
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its agent, the Government, should foster in! 


ducers and sellers perfectly free, under the sole | 


would have no soil send us its product. | He 
would, if consistent, grow the palm in Ver- 
mont and the pepper in New York: He would 
have the balmy climes of Algeria here to repro- 
duce the dear orange and the expensive date. 
He would have no wind to turn the mills which 
pump water on the arid plains of California 
which blow. from China; and no breeze to move 
our ships on our lakes which comes from Lab- 
rador! He would so restrain our liberty of `. 
commerce that no water which touched the 
Canadian shore should turn a wheel to make 
flour for the people ; for he would foster home 
industry by requiring all wheels to’ be made 
of iron and all motive power come from coal! 
The fuel which God has planted within the 
hills of his State should be the only sources 
of caloric to run the spindles of New England 
or the saw-mills of Michigan! In fine, he 
would obscure the very shine of heaven, since 
the sun in its chariot visits other climes and 
other people ; and in its stead, if consistent, 
he would light up the darkness of our earth, 
which he would desire, by gas made from 
Pennsylvania carbon and through conduits 
made of native iron. 

The liberty I love has a larger range and a 
better principle. It would bind the world, 
npt by isolating nations, but by the civilizing 
amenities of interchange. It would make the 
weakness of every man and every nation the 
strength of allby thatlaw of interdependence 
which is the philosophy of humanity and the 
glory of our faith. l 

On behalf of the progressive, scientific econ- 
omists of this age and country; on behalf of 
a rigorous and fairexpenditure and an honest 
collection of our revenues; on behalf of 
natural equity outraged by this tariff system ; 
on bebalf of the impoverished and unrepre- 
sented masses, and on behalf of that spirit of 
liberty which is destined to make our star 
more beautiful and glorious as the ages roll 
on, I enter my protest against all schemes 
which make Government the organ of oppres- 
sion and wrong, and not the refuge of thé 


people. 


79,605,027% Ibe. 
34 l 


Por- Per- Entered for home 
. ‘Former rate | Rate of duty un- | centage | centage | , Consumption 
Articles. of duty. der new tariff. o of in. the fans puds 
decrease.| increase. g $ 
1870. 
....| 25 cts. perib....i 15 cts. per Ib. 40 - 40,812,188 lbs, 
ese. | Cts. per Ib... 3 cts. per lb... 40 - 253,571,664? Ibs, 
Cocoa reses. | 3 CES. por Ib...../ 3 ets. per Ib... 833 - 2,674,016 Iles. 
. Cocoa, ground and prepared...| 9 cts. per lbu... 5 ets. per lb... 44 4-9 - 8,149 ibs, 
Pee endacd. pid olemlfvatien, | Sete por Woes A 2et 
standard, old classification...| 3 cts. per Ib..... verage 2cts. per 
: DD EEEE 33% - 1,094,483,6623 Ibs. | 
. Sugar, not above No. 7, new 
Classification ..ccccccscccocros noreres - 1} ets. per lb........ - - - 
Sugar, No. 7 to 1%, new classi- 
fication... Dess - 2 cts. per Ib... - - 
Sugar, No.1 
fication... 2% ets. per Ib. 


Columns added by S. S. 
Cox, M. C. 


L3 h 

Aggregate | Aggregate g Sam. 
decrease of | increase Estimated M E 
duty. of duty. | consumption, g PEF: 

| Song 
i BBO 
| EEPE 
j Head 


$4,081,218 88 
5,071,433 30 
26,740 16 
325 96 


tta’ 
rae 
treo 


10,944,836 62 


597,037 70 
63,271 00 


à 


Sugar, clarified; No. 4 cts. per Lb.....| 34 cts. per Ib - 436, bs. 
Sugar, refined... 5 cts. per }b.....)4 cts. per Ib... - ,822. Ibs. 
.| 8 ets. per gal...; 5 ets. per gal........ - 47,768,267 gals. 
...! 24 cts. per Ib...) 13 cts. per lb. 40 - 33,307,758 Ibs. 
.| 15 ets. per Ib... 5 ets. per Ib... 663 - 951,045 Ibs. 
. Pepper, black, white, and red..! 15 ets, per ib...| 5 ets. per Ib... 663 - 5,731,203% Ibs. 
‘Pepper, ground 18 ets. per Jb...| 10 cts. per lb.. 44 4-9 - „02123, Ibs. 
Ginger, root 5 ets. per Ib... 2 cts. per 1b 60 - 1,592,537% Ibs. 
. Ginger, gro 8 cts. per Ib.....) 5 cts. per lb 3872 - 465 Ibs. 
» Cinnamon 0-cts. 20 ets. per] $ - 5,958, Ibs. 
l}. Nutmegs, 50 cts. per 20 ets. perl 60 - 614,495% Ibs. 
ace... 40 ets. por Ib... 25 cts. per] 374 - 45,423} Ibs, 
Cloves... .-. | 20 cts. per Ib...| 5 ets. per lb 75 - 876,138 Ibs. 
~ Gloves, stems. .{ 10 ets. per 1b...) 3-ets. per lb... 70 - 40,774 lbs. 
be Cassia... .| 20 cts. per 1b..., 10 ets. per ib.. 50 - 1,292,520 . Ibs. | 
Cassia buds.... 25 ets. per lb...) 20 ets. per Ibur 20 + 29,120 Ibs, | 


tt’ 
tt’ 
raaa 


643 22 
1,433,048 02 
333.077 58 
95,104 50 
573,120 37 
` 169 84 
47,776 12 
13 95 

595 80 
184,348 73 
681,356 25 
131,420 70 
2,854 18 
129,252 00 
1,456 00 | 
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Articles. 


28, Wines, in casks, value fifty 
cents or less per gallon... 


27. Wines, in casks, value over 
fitty cents and not over one 
dollar per gallon 


e Brandy .scscsseesereceges ctcsosetsessevens 
. Spirits from grain and other 
waterials, not otherwise 
provided HOTS onire 
Cordials, liqueurs,arrack, ab- 


SINLbe, AOssosrirsiiosiriao rosso tiss: i 


. Flax, not backled or dressed .. 
. Flax, tow of. 


e Tron in pigs..cccssessees 


.| $9 per ton 


Former rate 
of duty. 


Rate of duty un- 
der new tariff. 


50 cts. per gal. 
and 50 per ct.. | 60 cts. per gal....... 


i 
“$2 per gal... 


! $3 per gal........: 


$5 per ton. 
$15 perton 


$6 
i lects. per 
| 2 cts. each 
25 per ct.. 
3U per ct... 


40. iron, old scrap.. .. | $8 per ton 
41. Watches, and parts of, ess | 20 per ct... 
42. Oranges, lemons, and pine- 

I PAAA RG E per a A 
43, Limes and bananas. 20 per ct... 
44, Cocoa-nuts.. 25 per ct... 
45. Nickel... 15 per ct... 
46. Currants. 5 cts. per lb. 
47. Prunes and plum .| 5 ets. per lb 


s 
. Oil, linseed and flaxseed... 


. Oil, seal... 
| Oil of cott: 
Rapeseed. 
. Linseed a 
. Opium 
. Opium pr 
and all other preparations 

of opium nototherwise pro- 
vided for 


.| 10 percet... 


20 cts. per gal.: 
and 2 per cti 
li 


-| 10 per ct... 


«| 30 cts, per Ib 
«| 2t ets. per lb.. 


25 cts. per gal....... 


$25 per ton 
$10 per ton 
$15 per ton 

3 cts, each 
hot. per lb. 


| The same as on 
, other wools......... 


$7 per ton... 
$6 per ton. 
25 per ct...... 


20 per et 


10 per ct... 


23 cts. per gal.: ; 
el ibs 


20 percet... 


100 per ct... 


55. Morphia, and salts of... m| $2 50 per oz... 
56, Grindstones, rough or 'unfin- 

EAEN EE «| 10 pereti.u. 
57. Grindstones, Anisned. a| 20 PEE Ctonenes 
58. Freestoite 

ito, &e.. | 20 perct...ue 
59. Marble, olished, 

slabs, and Marble. paving- 

tiles, &e + | 50 per ct.. 
60. Hair-cloth for seatings............ | 30 per ct.. 
61, Aniline dyes or colors.........+ $1 per Ib.. and 

35 per et... 

62. Buttons and ornaments of 

BUR..esenevovevesessasnssisacasssenooe see | 40 DOL Otecccceres 
88. Cotton thread, not on spools... | 40 perct....ue 


. Gunny-cloth and = gunny- 
bags, or other manufac- 
tures suitable for the uses 
to which cotton bagging is 
applied, &c., value ten cents 
or less per square yard... 

Guany-cloth, &., salue: over 
ten cents per yard... 


Total decrease......, 
Total on free list..., 


Less increase 


Net decrease... eres noras us 
we 


Decrease. of ete as stated by chief of the bureau, less $187,042 on gunny-cloth... 


educt 


..| 3 ets. per 1b..... 


4 cts. per Ib... 


| 25 ets, 
-| 40 cts. per sq. 


$1 50 per ton.,...... 
$2 per ton... 


$1 50 per ton........ 


and 30 per ct 


18 inches wide... 


50 ets. per Ib. one 
35 per ct... 
50 per Ct... eee 
alue not over 
40 cts. per 1b., 
10 ets. per 1b. 
and 20 peret. ; 
value not over 
60 cts. per lb., 
20 ets. per Ib. 
and 20 per ct.: 
value notover 
80 cts. per lb., 
30 cts. per Jb. 
and 20 per ct. ; 
value over 80 
cts. per lb., 40 
ets. perlb. and 
20 per et... 


2 ets. por Ib........... 
3 ets. per Ib... 


$6 por Ib. 
$1 per OF .....ccsecseee 


per foot 


Per- 


centage 
of 


decrease. 


55 


Io oml 


Per- 


Entered for home 
consumption 


gel in the year end- 


increase. 


| ing June 30, 
1870, 


| 7,991, 923% gals. 
: 1 $2,562,759 30 


} 


eg ,4541- 1.10 sals} 
| #353. 290 gals. 
i 
| 
} 


789,821 1-23 gals. 


87,167 3-5 gals. 
1,351 tons. 

918 tons. 

8,000 tons. 


$23,043 50 


473,133 04* 
179,802.30 tons. 
148,230.50 tons. 

$2,437,673 UO 


2,586.465 87 


7,662,942} Ibs. 
8,131,675 Ibs. 


129,557 gals. 
$251,929 


85. 529 Ibs. 


2,791,336 bush. 
121,1854 ibs. 


{ gif aoe Ibs. 
$1 
3, isi OZ. 


38, 644 42* 
832 20* 


53,650 41* 


71,392 37* 
104,283 35* 


{ 49,1884 les 3 
$204,601 
$246,133 00 


290,288 40° 


18,704,274} lbs. 
11,232 Ibs. 


Aggregate 
decrease of 
duty. 


241,093 66 


131,453 09 
578,290 00 


394,910 56 
18,583 80 


9,132 60 
67.918 27 


359.004 60 
296,461 50 


129,323 29 
18,559 64 
16,608 47 


191,573 56 
243'950 25 


“427 65 
181,777 87 


36,331 00 
4,781 25 


24,594 37 


187,042 75 


2,403,000 


29,939,631 38 
422,398 28 


$29,517,233 10 | 


27,536,631 EJ $422,398 28 


erea 
Columns added Pe S. 


i 
| 


: JOX, 
A gate | i 
incrense i Estimated i 
ot duty. | consumption. 
$6,755 00 | 100,000 tons. 
4,595 00 80,000 tons. 
80,000 00 - 
37,636 00 - 
7 1,000,000 1bs. 
- 6,000,000 ibs. 
122,883 65 i 
R 2,000,000 1bs. 
9,068 99 | 20,000,000 gals, 
25,192 90 | SL 000.000 
= 3,000,000 gals. 
111,653 44 20,060,000 bush, 
- 10,000 tons- 
- 10,000 tons. 
- 2,000,000 tons. 
- $4,500,000 
- 250,000 
24,613 30 2,500,000 
- 7,000,000 


Add as stated 
by the chief 
bu- 


of the 
TER vee 


Total... 


by 


enuctax paid 
consumer. 


Increase rev- 
producer 


$500,000 
150,000 


10, 090 
10,000 


1,500,000 


1,500,000 
75,000 


250,000 


2,100,000 


11,055,000 


422,398 


$11,477,398 


= Amount of duty for year ended June 30, 1870. 


em, TOLY 
eats 


- EDWARD YOUNG, Chief of Bureau of Statistics. 
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ar and sheet iron. (duty 
‘Lead, in pigs, (duty per pound) 
Salt, (duty per hundred pounds) 
Brandy, spirits, and wines, (dut: 
ugar, (duty per pound) 
Tea, (duty per pound)... 


ound)... 
ariey and oats, (duty per 
Raw wool, (duty per pound) 


Amount of duty.... 


Quantities imported | Amountof duties | Quantities imported in | Duties coll i 
during 1868. collected in 1868. 1870. in tgrorrtes ; 
i i i 
.| 2,050,818 pounds. $205,081 8,220,783 pounds. $322,078 
Şi 91,726 pounds. | 229,313 | 121,185 pounds. 302,963 
12,101,490 pounds. f 181,522 20,804,681 pounds, 312,070 
18,433,173 pounds. i 184,331 31,122,795 pounds. 311,2 
40,657,232 pounds. | 108,903 61,330,804 pounds. 
| 212,379,267 pounds, 10,637,845 253,571,664 pounds. 
| 39.338,402 square yards. | 3,000,967 54,903,790 square yards, 
42,544,230 pounds. l 2,016,113 | 45,179,464 pounds. 
28,805,968 pounds. H 585,503 37,258,093 pounds. 
383,494 tons. i 431,148 498,914 tons. 
112,345 tons. i 111,109 i 179,800 tons. 
„80,000 tons. i 640,000 148,000 tons. 
514,753,013 pounds. a 5,600.957 | 886,738,313 pounds. 
63,254,677 pounds. H 1,265.093 | 85,896.725 pounds. 
528,421,176 pounds. i 1,136,255 638,255,726 pounds. 
i 7,494,213 gallons. — i 6,309,235 | 10.351.187 gallons. 
| 997,298,330 pounds. i 30,359,873 | 1,183,089,155 pounds, 36,28 
37,345,733 pounds. i 9,414,664 =~ 40,812,158 pounds. 
3,564,515 pounds. f 247,5 | “5'371,927 pounds. 
248,116 pounds. H 1,111,727 525,722 pounds. 
4,170,432 bushels. | 605,892 8,857,187 bushels. 
24,504,497 pounds. 1,602,371 | 38,634,066 pounds. 
i “al - $77,935,480 - $9 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I propose 
to occupy the time allowed me to an examin- 
tion of that portion of the bill under consid- 
eration which relates to the internal revenne, to 


nd whether the ‘evying and collecting thesame 
‘ig the best system which can be devised. The 
President in his last annual message to Con- 
ress made the following recommendation : 

‘ “I recommend that all taxes from internal 

‘sources be abolished except those collected from 
‘spiritous, vinous, and malt liquors, tobacco in its 
arious forms, and from stamps.” 
~Why should we not in the main follow his 
suggestions? Jam disposed to so act in ref- 
rence to this subject, and I ask his political 
iends in this House to give me encourage- 
rent by their votes when J shall offer such 
amendments to this bill as will go to reach a 
ractical adoption of his views. 

The time has come when we can safely: re- 
eve the tax-payers by a material reduction 
‘ofthe internal assessments, and relieve them 
‘from the present very many annoying modes 
of collecting such as we do assess. 

I hold that the revenue derived from inter- 
nal taxes should be confined to the following 
‘sources: distilled spirits, tobacco, snuff and 
‘cigars, and fermented liquors. Thenecessities 


‘Should be continued, and as far as I am in- 
‘formed the manufacturers do not offer serious 
objection thereto. 


‘exclusively, whereby we shall be able to dis- 
‘pense with a large army of useless revenue 
‘officers, such as assessors, assistant assessors, 
and clerks, numbering about two thousand. 
‘The annual cost of their retention in office is 
about $8,500,000. At the proper time I shall 
therefore give my support to the billintroduced 
sby the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 


‘qualified approval of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, locking to this reduction of force 
in the revenue department. 


be as follows: upon distilled spirits, seventy 
cents per gallon, to be levied and collecied as 
now provided by law for the tax of fifty cents 
per gallon; upon tobacco and snuff, twenty- 
four or twenty cents per pound; upon cigars. 
me half cent each; and upon fermented 
diquors, ninety-six cents for every barrel con- 
taming not more than thirty-one gallons, and 
ts like.rate for any other quantity or for 
‘any fractional part of a barrel authorized by 
aw. Anda discount of ten per cent. shall 
e allowed upon purchases of stamps repre- 
enting the tax upon distilled spirits whenever. 

M : L 


-of the Government require that these taxes | 


The mode of collecting | 
these taxes I propose to confine to stamps i 


“‘Dawes,] and which is said to have the un- ; 


‘The rates of tax which I will propose shall i 


letermine whether the necessity exists for the | 
collection of such an amountas is now imposed, | 


the tax upon such spirits is paid and the stamps 
affixed at the time said spirits are drawn from 
the receiving cisterns and gauged, and alike dis- 
count upon stamps for tobacco and snuff when 
the tax is paid and the stamps affixed before 
removal from the place of manufacture ; but no 
discount shall be allowed in any other case. 
Thus to impose a single tax of seventy cents 


on distilled spirits in lieu of all taxes whatso- | 


ever now levied; this I consider about tbe 
same figure as fixed in the majority and mi- 


nority report of the Committee of Ways and || 


Means, when we include the additional charges 
they propose, which I altogether omit. 
Under the present laws, there are nineteen 
different taxes levied on distilled spirits, to wit: 
1. Distillers, gallon tax, paid by stamps. 
Distillers, special tax, assessed on annual list. 


Distillers, barrel tax, assessed monthly. 
Distillers, per diem tax on distilleries, monthly. 


istillers, 

monthly. 

. Distillers, gaugers’ fees, monthly. 

Distillers, on sales not made at distillery, as 
dealers, > 

. Rectifiers, special tax, annual list. 

. Rectifiers, barrel tax, monthly. 

. Rectifiers, stamps, monthly. 

. Rectifiers, gaugers’ fees, monthly. 

3. Wholesale dealers, special tax, annual list. 

. Retail dealers, special tax, annual list. 

. Dealers, additional tax, on sales, monthly. 

. Wholesale dealers, stamps, monthly. 

. Wholesale dealers, gaugers’ fees, monthly. 

. Manufacturers of stills, special tax, annual 


ist. 

19, Stills and worms, monthly. 

The amount of spirits produced under the 
act of July 20, 1868; and from that period to 
July 1, 1871, the production is reported at 
181,091,420 gallons, an average per year of 
60,363,807 ; and the amount of tax received 
during the latter period at about seventy-three 


store-keepers’ compensation, 


cents, and a few cents additional per gallon, | 


if we include storekeepers’ charges and gaug- 


; ers’ fees, was last year $46,281,848 10. The 


manufacturer is willing to pay sixty-five, 
seventy, or even seventy-five cents, provided 
it is made one tax, to be paid the same as 


the present gallon tax, on withdrawal from | 
warehouse, or at the still, with an allowance | 


of ten per cent. if paid in such manner. 

The bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposes to consolidate the fol- 
lowing taxes: 


1. The tax of fifty cents per gallon, yielding last 


T S ses visas ST w+ $31,157,314 15 
2. Per diem tax on distilleries.. . * £901,802 98 
3. Distillers’ special and barrel tax ...... 5,683,077 31 | 
4, Distillery-warehouse stamps sesers 249,699 00 

Folat annia e aih EEA ETS $38,991,693 44 


for which a tax of sixty-five cents per gallon 
is substituted. ; 

The average product for the three years 
ending June 30, 1871, was, as- heretofore 


Distillers,distillery warehouse stamps, monthly. | 


Amount of duty collected on the above articles in 1870 over that of 1868, $19,518,917. 


shown, 60,368,807 gallons, which, at sixty-five 
cents, would yield $89,286,474 55. 

The other taxes from distilled spirits which 
the committee propose to retain, exclusive of 
the rectifiers’ and dealers’ stamps, are as 
follows, for the collection of which an assess- 
ment is required: 


{| 1. Rectifiers’ special and barrel tax 
2. Retail dealers’ special tax......... 


| 3. Wholesale dealers’ special tax... se 281 
|! 4. Manufacturers of stills, special tax. 1,927 49 
5. Stills and Worms «0.0.0... cece 8,240.00 
Total... csscccsesssereevercesnseesescssee sees ee $6,767,733 46 


|i RECAPITULATION, 
‘| Last year’s revenue, $46,281,848 10. Of 
Į this sum about sixteen million dollars was 
|! assessed, the remaining $30,000,000 was col- 
i! lected by sale of stamps. ; 
Committee bili: by stamps, at sixty-five 
cents, $39,236,474 55; and by assessment, 
H $6,767,733 46; total, $46,004,208 01. ; 
i The amendment T proposed, say on an aver- 
1 age of 60,363,807 gallons at seventy cents, 
i! would yield $42,254,664 90. 
: The latter plan, as I suggest, would require no 
ji assessments whatever, and hence a fair deduc- 
|! tion of the costof such assessments from the 
‘} amounts received last year, and from the esti- 
|| mates of the committee's bill, should be made. 
ii I find the cost of such assessments to have 
been about two million dollars last year, and 
I see no reason to think it would be less during 
the coming year.’ Under the seventy cents 
tax per gallon at still or in warehouse this 
expense would be dispensed with, making the 
figures. in fact as follows: pa? 
Last year 


w+ $46,281,848 10 


Committee’s bill, (estimate).. we 46,004,208 OL 
Amendment, at seventy cents per gal- 
LOM COX... cess PE NEA kaiara ATARE 42,254,664 90 


When we consider the simplification, the 
relief of all annoyances to the distiller, rec- 
tifer, and the wholesale and retail dealer, I 
think that this plan would þe of great con- 
venience. In addition I believe the natural 
increase in production, the impossibility of 
| fraud, and the indisposition to even attempt 


i| fraud, would more than equal the apparent 
' falling off of $1,750,000 to $2,000,000 in the 
revenue, and eighteen taxes would at once ba 
dispeused with. 


| TOBACCO. 

ii The present tax upon tobacco is thirty-twa 
i cents on one class, and sixteen cents on the 
other class. oe ; 
Tax on 65,000,000 pounds, at 32 cents..+..$20,800:009 -00 
5,600;000-00 
26,400,000 00 
S634 21175 


| Tax on 35,000,000 pounds, at 16 cents 


On ciga Tinca ira a a aa 
i f 
| In all 


933,064,211. 75 
(a E 
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Tn lieu of this I propose a uniform tax on all 
tobacco and snuff of twenty-four or twenty 
cents if the House so determine. This is said, 
in mode of levying, to be satisfactory to the 
manufacturers, and at 4 rate not perhaps all 
that they should have, but almost all we can 
at this time yield. Iam not, myself, unwilling 
to submit to the recommendation of the ma- 
jority, and place the uniform tax on tobacco 
at twenty cents. . . 

There are under the present law eight dis- 
tinct taxes on tobacco, snuff, and cigars. The 
committee propose to reduce to six, as follows : 

1. Manufacturers of cigars, 

2.. Dealers in leaf tobacco- 

. Manufactured tobacco. 
Manufacturers of tobacco. 
The uniform tax of twenty cents. 

6. Cigar tax of one half of one cent on each 
cigar. 

The amendments propose in lieu of all 
these vexatious taxes-a simplification of two, 
the one of twenty-four cents or twenty cents 
on tobacco of all kinds except cigars, and the 
one of a half cent on cigars—a result much 
desired by manufacturer and consumer. 

There are also many annoyances connected 
with the manufacture and sale of cigars, such 
as requiring them to be packed in new boxes, 
which is a destruction of every box when emp- 
tied, and the requirement that retailers shall 
sell from stamped boxes only, as well as others, 
which might all beavoided by a provision that 
the stamps should be affixed to each cigar in- 
stead of the box, a provision which could be 
readily enforced by authorizing any person 
who finds an unstamped cigar to seize and con- 
fiscate it. 

There was realized last year from taxes on 
tobacco, snuff, and cigars, $38,578,907 18. 

The tax was levied as follows: 


1. Dealers in leaf tobaeco, annual list. f 

2. Dealers in leaf tobacco, additional special tax, 
monthly, 

8. Dealers in tobacco, annual list, 

4. Dealers. in tobacco, additional special tax, 
monthly. 

5. Manufacturers of tobacco, annual list. 

6. Manufacturers of eigars, annual list. 

7. Manuiacturers of cigars, additional special tax, 
monthly, 

5. Additional special tax on manufacturers of 
tobacco whenever his bond is increased. 


3 
4 
5 


The committee propose a uniform tax of 
twenty cents, which is, upon an estimated aver- 
age— 

Say of 105,828,963 pounds, at 20 conts....$21,165,792 60 
Cigars, &C. se csesescssssecserssnscesestesneseeseenns 6,593,173 24 


Total, issssevissiniesstoroesvsonntenencanacisnstateas $27,103,965 84 
Under the amendment I propose— 
Say on 105,828,963 pounds, at 24 cents...$25,398,951 12 
Cigars, 1,332,844,357, at one half cent...... 6,664,221 78 


$32,063,172 90 
If at twenty cents, the revenue would be 
about four million dollars less: 
Last year’s revenue: 


On tobacco, snuff, and Cigars...... cece sous 33,578,907 18 
Committee’s estimate, under their bill.. 27,763,955 84 
Amendment Proposed ....ccccssccccerseeasees 32,063,172 90 


FERMENTED LIQUORS. 

The present tax on fermented liquorsis nom- 
inally one dollar per barrel, but a discount 
of 7% per cent. is allowed on stamps, which 
makes the actual tax 924 cents per barrel. 
Taking the size of the packages allowed by 
law, aud this involves a fraction of a cent in 
the tax on each, and the computation of the 
tax in brewers, assessors, collectors, and the 
office accounts is in consequence much compli- 
cated. The barrel is 92} cents; half barrel, 
464 cents; quarter barrel, 23$ cents; sixths, 
153%; cents; eighths, 11,2; cents. Taking the 
tax at 96 cents per barrel without discount,and 
the whole fractional complication is abolished, 
and a single stamp tex at this rate will yield 
more than is at present realized from both 
stamps and special taxes. The amount col- 
lected last year from beer stamps was $7,159,- 
740 20; representing at 92} cents per barrel, 
7,740,260 barvels, with the tax at 96 cents, 
this would yield $7,430,657 60, a little more 


than was received from this source the last 
year including the special taxes. 

Amendment propesed, to wit, 96 cents per 
barrel, say on 7,740,259 barrels at 96 cents, 
would realize $7,480,658 64, which would 
prove rather an increase than a decrease. 

Recapitulation under the proposed amend- 
ment: 


Distilled spirits......... iira : 
Tobacco, snuff, and cigars 
Fermented liquors 


$42,254,664 90 
. 32,063,172 90 
7,430,658 54 
81,748,506 44 
All realized by agency of stamps, which 
would render assessors, assistants, 
and their clerks unnecessary. 
Tf we include taxes on banks, to be col- 
lected through the Currency Bureau, 
(the tax upon private bankers. I would 


relinguish,) estimate... 3,000,000 00 

: _ 84,748,506 44 
eS a Tedaction 9E egrets, 4,000,000 00 
Leaving the net revenuo at.....ssssrerrms $80,748,506 44 


The tax upon banks and bankers I would 
combine, as far as the banks are concerned, 
and authorize the payment of the same directly 
by the banks to the Treasury, giving the Comp- 
troller of the Currency full power to see that 
the payment of the same is regularly and cor- 
rectly made under the terms of the existing 
law. The tax upon private bankers I would 
abolish, in like manner as I would abolish the 
tax on gas, amounting to $2,573,122,92, and 
on friction maiches, amounting to about two 
million three hundred thousand dollars, 

It is interesting to examine what the taxes 
are which the committee propose to retain, 
which require the employment of assessors, 
their assistants, and what will be realized 
therefrom. As far as I am able to ascertain 
it would be as follows: 
Distilled spirits by assessment 


. $6,767,733 46 


Manufacturers of cigars 142,192 40 
Dealers in leaf tobacco. 221,661 98 
Dealers in manutactured 970,017 96 
Manufacturers of tobacco 20,174 93 
Brewers’ special tax... 229,761 62 


Banks and bankers’ t 3,644,241 53 


$11,995,783 88 
which will constitute the entire employment 
necessary for the two thousand assessors, as- 
sessors’ clerks, and assistant assessors, whose 
salary and expenses amount to about $3,500,- 
000 the last fiscal year, and i8 likely to be the 
same this year under the committee’s bill. 

My proposition is to abolish all internal 
revenue taxes except upon distilled spirits, 
tobacco and snuff, cigars and fermented 
liquors, and to make these stamp taxes re- 
quiring no assessment, thus doing away with 
the necessity of keeping up the army of as-. 
sessors, their clerks, and assistant assessors, 
at the yearly cost of over $8,500,000, and also 
to abolish those nondescript officers called 
supervisors, who, being nominated by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, are confirmed 
by the Secretary, and yet are authorized by 
law to suspend from office officers appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Sen- 


ate, the latter at a cost to the Government of 


Collections of internal revenue as stated in the 
ury, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
to July 1, 1871. 


$181,677 68 per year, of which about one third, 
or $67,460 66, is salary, and two thirds, or 
$114,217 02, is clerk hire and expenses, 

The number of officers who will be disposed 
of is about as follows: E 
Assessors a little Jess than the number of members | * 


of the House of Representatives, say... 295 
Assessors’ clerks, (a moderate estimate,) say... 500 
Assistant assessors about... „400 
SuperviSOrs.....ccesee cree 25 
Supervisors’ clerks, say.. 30 

Total by direct Sotlonlssssiissiireisrsenssss iceri 2,180 
= 


Reduction of expense by above: 
Assessors, assistant assessors, and ex- 

PONSCS:csesassssveccaisas sicensevssere -+83,541,982 12 
Supervisors and expenses... wees 181,677 68 


$3,723,609 80 


CS 
Should the recommendations I make be in- 
grafted on the law, as sooner or later they 
will and must be, then I would suggest a fur- 
ther amendment, looking directly to the trans- 
fer of all the duties of the Commissioner of the. 
Revenue from the said officer to what I would 
hereafter call the commissioner of customs 
and internal revenue, dispensing altogether 
with the officer now known as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, in some such lan- 
guage as follows: That the office or bureau of 
internal revenue shall be, and is hereby, abol- 
ished, and all the powers, authority, and 
duties pertaining to the office of Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue are hereby transferred to 
and vested in the Commissioner of Customs, 
who shall hereafter be styled commissioner 
of customs and revenue, and shall have charge 
and direction of all papers, books, records, 
and business pertaining to the internal reve- 
nue, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall transfer to the office of customs 
and revenue so many of the clerks now em- 
ployed in the office of internal revenue as the 
necessities of the service may demand. 

The figures which I have presented and 
made comparison of are not only interesting 
but instructive, and show clearly that the in- 
ternal taxes can be at once reduced to $80,000,- 
000, without embarrassment to the Govern- 
ment and with great relief to the people. 
Under such circumstances we, in my judgment, 
criminally fail in our duty if we continue them 
longer. I may asa general proposition declare 
that every dollar raised by internal taxation 
can be placed to the payment of the principal 
of the public debt, the receipts from other 
sources being equal to the sum required to pay 
the interest on that debt and the current 
expenses of maintaining the Government if 
economically administered. : 

There is one more subject to which I wish 
to direct the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the members 
ofthe House generally, and the country, which 
I may characterize as the discrepancies in the 
accounts of the Treasury Department as to the 
receipts of public money into the Treasury 
during the nine years last past, from June 30, 
1863, to June 30, 1871, inclusive: 


official reports of the Secretary of the Treas- 


and the Fifth Auditor, from September 1, 1862, 


m See 


Year ending— Secretary.* 


Commissioner.t 


Excess of Com- 
missioner over 
Auditor. 


Auditor. 


$37,640,787 95 
109,741,134 10 |: 


June 30, 1863... 
June 30, 1864 


June 30, 1865... 209,464,215 25 
June 30, 1866... 309,226,813 42 
June 30, 1867... 266,027,537 43 
June 30, J863 


June 30, 1870 


810,287,942 78 


265,920,474 65 
191,180,564 28 
160,039,344 29 
185,235,867 97 


| 184,899,756 49 
li 


June 30, 1871... ay 143,098,153 63 144,011,176 24 ¿130,864,141 11 13,147,035 18 
Total EEE e| $1,609,542,448 54 | $1,626,572,882 22| $1,437,648.102 79| _$188,924,779 43 | 
! 


* Finance report, 1871, pages 14 and 16. 


6. 
t Commissioner’s report, 1871, pages 278 and 279. > $ Finance report, 1871, pages 204 and 205. 


Auditor’s report, January 1, 1871, page 163. 


8-279, gives the same receipts as.. 1,626,572,882 22 
è. Fifth Auditor in his report of 

anuary 1, 1871, and in finance re- 
ort, pages 204-205, gives the same 


1,437,648,102 79 


17,030,439 68 
37,640,787 95 


Xcess of Commissioner over Regis- 
teinne HBAS nt abunnd danas isasi daesddns padeeds 54,671,221 63 
134,253,557 80 
171,894,345 75 
188,924,779 43 
hese diserepancies are of a grave and ex- 
Faordinary character, reaching as high as 
3188,924,779 43. 
A merchant whose books exhibited such a 
tate of facts would. promptly bring his ac- 
untant to an examination and explanation 
f. the same. 
It is alike due to the Secretary of the Treas- 
iy and to the country that the chairman of 
he Ways and Means Committee should before 
> close of this debate give some explanation 
3 to these discrepancies in the public accounts. 
J yield the remaining portion of my time to 
he gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lamrson. ] 
Mr. LAMISON addressed the House in 
emarks which will be found in the Appendix. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, having had an opportunity at an 
arly period of this session to speak somewhat 
it Jength on the subject of the tariff, I do not 
opose to enter into its details now. In what 
hall say I do not intend at all to speak of 
ig iron, and I have no doubt my free-trade 
iends, and my revenue reform-friend from 
Minois [Mr. Buscuarp]} who sits behind me, 
i think a tariff speech by a Peunsylvanian 
thout ‘‘pig iron’’ in it would be very much 
ike Shakspeare’s play of Hamlet with the 
part of Hamlet omitted. 
I propose to occupy the attention of the com- 
‘mittee for a short time witha branch of the sub- 
ect which I have not heard mentioned here- 
ofore in the discussions which have taken 
‘place, and that is as to the effect of a tariff on 
resumption ofspecie payments. We have been 
suffering for the last ten years under an irre- 
-deemable paper currency. Thatcurrency has 
varied in its value from thirty-five cents on the 
dollar, as it was in July 1864, to eighty-nine 
per cent., at which figure it is now, or ninety 
and one fourth cents, at which it stood a little 
while ago. It has been subject to great and 
violent fluctuations: This has had a bad effect 
upon the business of the country. It has ren- 
dered contracts between manand man so un- 
certain that a man making a contract any day 
that was to be consummated at some future time 
would be unable to anticipate whether he 
would gain or lose by the transaction. It has 
been the bane of business. It has been oper- 
ating prejudicially upon operations of all kinds 
and in ail transactions. There has been no 
man so high in pecuniary circumstances and no 
man so low. but what has been more or less 
-affected by these fluctuations in the value of 
the currency. 
* Let us look for a moment at the condition 
of the currency at the time at which specie 
payments were suspended and as it stands 
now. In. 1862, when the banks suspended 
specie payments, their immediate liabilities 
in circulation, deposits, and what was due to 
banks, amounted to $541,000,000. Theirimme- 
diately available assets at that time amounted 
to.$221,000,000, making the whole immediate 
liabilities in excess of immediate assets some- 
thing like three hundred and twenty million 
dollars. We had also at that time in the 
‘country $300,000,000 in specie, of which about 
-oné hundred millions were then in the banks. 
The whole amount then of excess of liabilities 
‘being only $820,000,000, was, as respects the 
fusiness transactions of the nation, easily 
anaged, There was no trouble or difficulty 


er 
xeess of Register over Auditor...... 
xcess of Secretary over Auditor.... 
cess of Commissioner over Aud- 
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in the every-day operations of commerce, man- 
ufactures, or agriculture, however extended, 
and when a man made a bargain that was to 
be consummated at some fature time, he had 
a very fair prospect of knowing what he had 
to pay or to receive. How is it to-day? By 
turning to the tables which have been fur- 
nished to us by the Treasury Department, we 
find that the immediate liabilities of the banks 
on the 27th of February last, suchas notes out- 
standing, deposits and dues to banks, amounted 
altogether to $1,096,000,000, to meet which 
the immediate assets in the banks were only 
$400,000,000, leaving an excess of immediate 
liabilities over available assets in the banks of 
something like six hundred and ninety-six 
million dollars. 

To ascertain. the actual condition of the 
country, we have, besides regarding the con- 
dition of the banks, to look at the condition in 
which the Government finds itself. By turn- 
ing to the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury we find that at the same time the 
whole amount of immediate indebtedness of 
the Treasury was $441,000,000, the imme- 
diate assets in coin and currency in the Treas- 
ury amounted to $124,000,000, so that the im- 
mediate currency liabilities of the nation in 
excess of its immediate assets amounted to 
$317,000,000. 

This amount added to the immediate liabil- 
ities of the banks made $1,013,000,000 of 
immediate liabilities over and above the im- 
mediate assets of the banks and of the Gov- 
ernment. Wehad got into afar worse position 
than we were in ten years ago. We had in- 
creased the excess of immediate liability over 
the amount of immediate assets something 
like $700,000,000. 

In addition to this growing excess of liability 
and indebtedness of the country, as shown by 
the bank and Treasury statements, when we 
come to look at the condition of the imports 
and exports we find that from the time that 
specie payments were suspended up to the 
present time we have been constantly and rap- 
idly increasing our imports over and above our 
exports. The whole amount of the imports 
of the country from 1864 down to the end of 
the last fiscal year have been, inclusive of five 
per cent. for undervaluation and smuggling, 
$3,408,000,000, while the whole amount of our 
exports reduced to specie values, and in- 


cluding specie, amounted to something like. 


$2,987,000,000; making a balance of $416,- 
000,000 against us. 

To this we may fairly add freight on im- 
ports in foreign vessels, say eight per cent. on 
sixty-eight per cent. of the imports, and we 
have $184,000,000; and the interest we have 
paid abroad in that time has amounted.to at 
least $250,000,000. Our bonds were sold at 
an average discount of twenty-two per cent., 
or seventy-eight cents on the dollar; so that 
our whole indebtedness abroad, at the lowest 
figures, cannot be less than $1,000,000,000 to 
$1,200,000, 000.. 

Still farther, I would state that the debt 
of the country abroad in 1863, according to 
the authority of ex-Commissioner Wells, was 
almost liquidated; it amounted to nothing 
practically; but by inguiry at the Treasury 


Department, and by consulting the documents | 


that are issued therefrom, I find that our in- 
debtedness to foreigners is about as stated 
above. Ido not fix it at so high a figure as 
my friend from New York [Mr. Roperrs] did 
the other day when he placed it at $2,009,- 
000,000. 

Now, what are we to do? 
free-traders and the revenue reformers, and 
the friends of a revenue tariff, desire to do? 
Do they desire to increase that debt, or do 
they wish to diminish it? Let their proposed 
action and its necessary results be the answer. 
They demand a lower tariff. They demand 
a reduction of duties, the effect of which 
would be to make additional imports. We 
are importing to-day at the rate of $30,000,000 


What do the | 


i 


to $50,000,000 annually im excess. of our. 
exports. We export annually in payment of 
merchandise $50,000,000 in’ gold, while we 
produce annually only $25,000,000 of gold 
throughout. the whole country. In 1866 the 
amount of gold on hand was $300,000,000, of. 
which $100,000,000 was in the banks, and it 
has been going out ever singe until there is 
now only about. $130,000,000 in the Treasury 
and in the banks and im the hands of the 
people. 

The revenue reformers propose by their 
policy to increase our debt abroad.. They 
desire to make foreign merchandise cheaper, 
to bring a large amount of it into the coun- 
try, and thus far displace American manufac- 
tures. Another effect will be to raise the 
price of gold. This will increase, with a low. 
tariff, to an indefinite extent, because of the 
demand for gold to pay for excessive importa- 
tions, until the foreign indebtedness against 
us will become unable to be borne, and we 
become the slaves of foreign capitalists. 
Instead, sir, of being on the road to resump- 
tion, we are on the road to an everlasting 
suspension. We are $700,000,000 further 
away from ihe resumption of specie payments 
than we were in 1862, or at any time since. 
We are widening the difference between: our 
assets and our foreign indebtedness. , We are 
making it broader and greater every day. 
That debt is rolling up until it will become 
mountain high, when it will render impossible 
a return to specie payments, and overwhelm 
us in a cOmmon bankruptcy and ruin. 

Now, what is the remedy for the existing 
unfortunate condition of things? How are we 
to get back to specie payments? I know that 
it is said that the way to resumption is. to 
resume at once. I know that by congressional 
action we can command a resumption, but as 
it is a financial and commercial question rather 
than a legislative one, L feel well assured that 
with our heavy debt abroad and a low tariff 
increasing imports we could not maintain a 
resumption fora month. It would be a finan- 
cial impossibility. An attempt at it now would 
be to invite our securities from abroad to 
obtain their price in gold at a handsome profit 
over their cost. It would be to bring back 
millions of bonds and to drain from us every 
dollar of specie. 

It is not to be done by low tariffs and heavy 
importations, and not by buying more than we 
sell, as we are doing every day, and not by acting 
the part of the spendthrift who spends ali and 
saves nothing. It can only be reached in one 
way, and that ‘is to sell more than we buy; to 
export more than we import, and to regulate the 
tariff so that the balance of trade shall be in 
our favor. We cannot do it under a low tariff, 
for every low tariff has destroyed manufac- 
tures, impoverished labor, and prostrated agri- 
culture. By the means indicated, and by that 
only, can we return to specie payments, and 


| bring values to a sound, proper, and suitable 


condition for the business of this great nation. 
Our country was never so prosperous as when 
the tariffs have been high enough to give the 
preference of our markets to the American 
citizen, and never so dilapidated in its busi- 
ness relations as when mere revenue tariffs _ 
gave our markets to the cheap goods of 
foreigners. 

The bill of the majority makes unwise dis- 
eriminations. It leaves duties remain on 
articles we neither produce or manufacture, 
and takes them off or reduces them. on those 
articles our own workmen can supply. This, 
in my judgment, reverses Wil the best princi- 
ples of political economy, and’ should that 
policy prevail, another inundation of foreign: 
fabrics, an increased indebtedness abroad, will 
postpone resumption to a period beyond the 
lives of most of those whe.now sit within: this 
Aall. 

Now it has been said by- gentlemen -on the 
opposite side of the House- that the tariff is a 
tax on the industry of the people; that itis not 
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only atax to the amount of the duty, but a 
tax to the amount of the duty multiplied into 
the aggregate production of different articles 
of American industry similar to those im- 
ported. Our national experience, however, 
proves the contrary. Gentlemen who have 
spoken on the other side to-day have alleged 
that it is a tax of $5,000,000,000. If they 
believed that it was such a burden as that, 
then they are doing a wrong to themselves 
and to their constituents to vote for any tariff, 
even a tariff for revenue. They should demand 
that the taxes should be collected directly 
from the people; and it seems to me that that 
is the purpose of a large portion of the Dem- 
ocratic party. The Democratic party of this 
nation have announced themselves as in favor 
of direct taxation. They put in their national 
platform of 1868 that they were in favor of 
‘equal taxation on every description of prop- 
erty according to its real value, including Gov- 
ernment bonds and other publie securities.” 

In other words, they are for taxing as well 
the horse of the poor man as Bonner’s fifty- 
thousand dollar Dexter. They are in favor 
of taxing the cart of the laborer who works 
upon the roads as well as the coach in which 
rolls the millionaire. They are in favor of 
taxing the Dutchman’s lager-beer and the 
rich man’s brandy. They are in favor of tax- 
ing the poor man’s pine table, on which he 
eats his faily meal, as well as the rich man’s 
mahogany. They are in favor of taxing alike 
the one-dollar shawl of the poor Irishwoman 
and the thousand-dollar shawl of the banker’s 
wife. They are in favor of taxing alike the rich 
smoking-cap with its gilded tassel of the volup- 
tuary and the cotton nightcap of the poor 
woman’s baby as it lies in its humble cradle. 

In fact they are in favor of taxing every- 
thing that bears the name of property whether 
real or personal. They want the tax-gatherer 
to go everywhere. They want his Argus eyes 
to see everything, however small and remote, 
and his Briarean arms to gather within his grasp 
every object that may be within reach of tax- 
ation, ‘This is the meaning of the taxation 
plaok in their platform of 1868. 

It means low tariff now, and free trade and 
direct taxation as soon as they can getit. It 


meaus the tax-gatherer in every man’s house | 


aud espionage everywhere, The low tariff is 
the velvet paw which conceals the sharp claws 
of free trade. Hither or both of them are the 
equivalents of overwhelming debt abroad, of 
destruction of home industry, of capitalists 
ruined, of laborers beggared, of an indetinite 
suspension of specie payments, and of uni- 
versal national bankruptey. 

If such a bill as that before us shall pass, I 
shall despair of ever seeing again a specie cur- 
rency. 

Mr. BRIGHT next addressed the House. 
[See Appendix. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the committee that at half past one o'clock 
the Committee of Ways and Means will resume 
the floor. In the mean time the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer] will take the 
floor, with the understanding that he will yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] at half past one o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER, Mr. Chairman, a stranger 
coming into this Hall now, at one o'clock on 
this 8d day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1872, and witnessing the excitement and the 
running to and fro of men of both sides of 
the House, who are earnestly looking over 
bills or telegrams, or whatever they may be, 
would be at a loss to determine whether the 
very exciting question of the tariff and its 
effects upon the country caused all this com- 
motion, or whether, perchance, it might be a 
telegram from Cincinnati, indicating the pro- 

gress there of each candidate in the canvass. 
My own opinion is that this excitement par- 
takes partly of both; and I venture to say that 
among the Republicars and Democrats in this 
Houseno one can tell certainly what his opinions 


| friends, under the lead of the heroic Greeley, 


j aud this discussion and the remarks which | 


| suggest to the gentleman that he had better 


| on and grind, however slowly, whatever may 


| this fact—that in the last two or three days 


| were a week ago; and they may be violent 


| aud the policy of parties to-day on the tariff, 


| ment. 


may be a half an hour or an hour hence on the 
subject of the tariff. It is barely possible that, 
with the next clicking of that little instrament 
which brings news from Cincinnati to us and 
to all “the rest of mankind,” we may change 
sides on this subject ; and that my Democratic 


may be marching forth with “high protec- 
tion” inscribed upon their banners, leading 
the country ahead of our present views and 
present sentiments on the protective side of 
the tariff question; and I warn my Republican 
friends not to be too high protective tariff just 
now, for to-night or to-morrow we may be 
outstripped by the Democracy under the gal- 
lant leader that we have followed so long, and 
in the efforts to outstrip us they may be com- 
pelled to favor a higher protection than the 
interests of the country demand. 

Gentlemen had better not be running after 
telegrams and neglecting this tariff question 


they ought to hear me make on this subject in 
this last half hour of discussion, for I venture 
to say that no man can tell what may befall 
him in the next few minutes or hours. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My friend 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot yield to any inter- 
ruption, even from the Democratic leader of 
the House. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 


I was only going to 


defer his speech until he had beard the news. 
Mr. CONGER. No; my speech must move 


befall either party of us here. Now, in this | 
uncertain state of the canvass at Cincinnati, 
and in the uncertain state of this bill in this 
House one can hardly tell on either side of 
the House what doctrines to advocate or 
what theories to advance. And I have noticed 
that on the Democratie side—and £ call the 
attention of whoever may have the audacity to 
read in the Globe the speeches made here to 


there has been a dwindling down on the part 
of Democratic speakers of opposition to the 
tariff, ‘Their opposition has grown beauti- | 
fully less and less, until the present moment. 
it may revive, and the Democratic party, under 
the result of operations at Cincinnati, may yet 
become as bold free-traders to-morrow as they 


-protectionists next week ; who knows? 
1 submit with all humility as my judgment 
that lite itself is not so uncertain as the theory 


at least for the next hour. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, let (hat pass. I have attracted the atten- 
tion of the House for a moment from these 
telegrams. I wish I could keep it a few mo- 
ments longer in the midst of this wild excite- 


I do not propose to enter into the discussion 
of tariff questions or tariff principles in gen- 
eral, but to confine myself to this conglomer- 
ated tariff bill, which is the best the free- 
traders of this country can present through 
our chairman, who, I believe, has seized hold 
of this bill merely that he may control it, not 
that he approves it. his measure is the best 
that the free-traders offer to us; and I pro- 
ceed to consider their compromise on the 
tariff. 

No man bas advocated this bill except my 
unfortunate friend from IHinois, [Mr. BurcH- 
ARD. ] No other man dare advocate it. No 
man who believes his speech will ever be read 
by the peopleof the United States dare say 


\ 


that this measure is fair or just or equiteble 
or desirable. As for myself I stand here to | 
say (and it is for that purpose only I wish to | 
speak) that in almost every provision of this | 
bill there is a deadly thrust at some vital iu- 

terest of my State. 


provision which has not a tendency to injure i 


and destroy our interests, not only in what we | 
consume but in all wé produce. 
ported by free-traders and supported by the | 


if 
It contains scarcely a || 


‘This bill, re- ʻi 


free-traders of this House, walks up boldly -to 


the destruction of the interests of almost all -> 


the States, and especially the interests of the 
State of Michigan, It comes here earnestly 
and savagely to destroy the interests of my 
State, and for that I oppose it and would 
destroy it. 

A friend near me, a moderate, quiet man, 
when I spoke earnestly against this bill said to 
me, ‘But be calm, treat it gently, treat it 
mildly, try to modify it; amend it so as to 
make it more suitable to the country and more « 
advantageous to the interests of the people.” 
Sir, when we are met by a bill which seeks to 
destroy all the interests of Michigan, as well 
as other States; to destroy them by half-way 
measures, by a lingering death, (I would rather 
free trade should sweep over our State at once, ) 
why should we meet it mildly? 


Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as several gentle. . 


men in discussing this question have illustrated 
by stories, and even the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] one of the oldest 
members of the House, illustrated his remarks 
with a dog story, it may not be inconsistent 
for me to follow the example. I have read 
somewhere that during the ‘‘late unpleasant- 
ness’ in the South one of our soldiers who 
was set to guard the property of a gentleman 
of the South from the attacks of our own sol- 
diers or of rebels, was attacked fiercely and 
furiously by a Cuban bloodhound that had 
escaped from his kennel. The bloodhound 
with red eyes and open mouth rushed upon 
the soldier furiously to destroy him; and the 
soldier, with his bayonet sét, did not take it 
mildly, but thrust the weapon into the dog's 
mouth and throat, pinned him to the earth, 
and destroyed him at once. But the owner, 
coming round soon after and seeing his Cuban 
bloodhound killed, was very angry and remon- 
strated with the soldier, as my friend did with 
me, and said to the soldier, ‘* Why didn’t you 
meet the hound mildly and keep bim off? - 
Why did you thrust your bayonet into the dog 
and destroy him? Why didn’t you take the 
but end of your gun and keep hima off till Í 
came and saved you?’’ The soldier very prop- 
erly replied: * Why didn’t your dog come at 
me with ‘the other end,’ and then we would 
have met but to but?’ [Laughter.] So I say 
about this tariff; there is no reason why we 
should meet it mildly. It comes at us fiercely 


i to destroy the interests of every State of this 


Union. Let us pin this bill and every similar 
bill to the earth and destroy it in this “un- 
pleasantness’’ as the soldier did in that. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill as it stands here 

to-day proposes to reénact a duty of ten cents 
per pound on tea and two cents per pound ypon 
coffee. If this bill be passed, all we have done 
in that direction is lost, and we restore those 
duties ; for the committee have not had the 
grace to withdraw even that part of the bill, 
notwithstanding the concurrent voice of the 
House and the Senate against it, by the pas- 
sage of a bill which has now become a law, 
making tea and coffee free of duty to all. 
_ The great leading products of Michigan are 
its lumber, its salt, its iron, its copper, and its 
wool; and yet while these are the leading 
elements of the productive interests of the 
State of Michigan, there is not one of these 
interests but what this bill seizes upon and so 
reduces the tariff upon most of them, as to 
render it inefficacious as protection to them, 
utterly so. Whatdothe Representatives of 
my State say on this subject? What do they 
say without respect to party ? My friend who 
represents the sixth district, [Mr. SUTHER- 
LAND,] as well as the Republicans in the 
House from that State unitedly and unant- 
mously say to the House and to the country 
that this bill is ruinous to the interests of 
Michigan, and therefore we oppose it. : 

Sir, why should the commiitee propose in 
this bill to reduce the tariif on subjects upon 
which the sense of the House and the Senate 
has beer so lately taken? Did the commit- 


e forget that this House by an almost unpar- 
eled majority in response to the wish of the 
jole people lately placed tea and coffee upon 
the free list? And yet they leave it in the 
lf at the rate of ten centsa pound on teaand 
wo cents upon coffee. Did the committee 
rget. that not long since on the subject of 
mber in the Senate and in the House, when 

e proposition was made to admit. a small 
quantity of lumber free of duty, the Senate 
and the House struck out even that license 
and prohibited the introduction of all lumber 
free of duty? Did this committee forget that 
But a few years ago when our copper interest 
was entirely destroyed in this country the 
House and the Senate passed an act taking 
copper from the free list, and imposed a duty 
nit for the purpose of its protection ? 

And did thar not know to-day that more 
than two thirds of the copper mines of Michi- 
gan, as well as of the copper mines of the 

nited States outside of Michigan, are lying 
idle because their productiveness is not remu- 
nerative, even with the protection they now 
have? No, the committee ask to reduce it, 
id the committee not learn that to-day more 
than half of the sait-manufacturing works of 
the Saginaw valley in the State of Michigan 
are lying idle because the sale of their salt in 
the market is unremunerative? Did not the 
committee know the wharves and docks of 
Canada, lying across the river from Michigan, 
and across the lake, are piled high with Cana- 
dian salt, waiting for such a bill as this to be 
introduced into Congress and become a law, 
thus depriving hundreds and thousands of 
our laborers of the reward of their industry, 
and the support and education of their families? 
ci Bir, I will not dwell on these things. I 
have no desire to criticise further these defects 

‘the bill. I have merely referred incident- 
ally to these particular interests. But, sir, 

ere are interests affecting the whole coun- 
try, small interests as well as large, that need 
revision. Among others that should be put 
on the free list are the articles of gilling twine 
and net twine used by our fishermen ali along 
the Atlantic coast, all over the lakes, all 
through the Gulf of Mexico, and all over the 
vivers in our land. It is a small article, and 
yet on that article, not manufactured in this 
secountry, a duty of forty per cent. is laid, and 
there it remains notwithstanding the petitions 
of our people from different parts of the coun- 
try, and letters received and presented on that 
“subject. Canadian fishermen have free twine; 
but it is too simple to attract the attention 
of the committee. Although it affects inter- 
ests in every State in the Union, yet it is too 
unimporiant to be placed on the free list by 
the committee who reported this bill, At the 
proper time I shall ask this protection, this | 
benefit to our fishing interests. 

Sir, I call the attention of this committee to 
the effect on these interests.of this sort of half- 
way reduction, which does not benefitthe con- 
sumer of the article and which tends to the 
“ruin of the producer. Free trade with all its | 
enormities is better than this mangling half-way 
bill; and I hope either this bill will bein these 
respects materially modified or that it will be 
“cutterly destroyed. ‘The action of the Senate 
has opened the way for a different bill, looking | 
to the removal of internal revenues, looking | 
to the placing on the free list of many such 
articles as Í have alluded to, such as gilling | 
and netting twine, which enters intu one of tae 
common industries of the country, an article 
not manufactured in this country and which į 
now bears a duty oppressive to the people 
engaged in that industry, as well as oppressive | 

i 
H 


0 


to the people who use their productions. 

Mr. Chairman, I might say a good deal more 
upon this bill and upon this subject, but in the | 
present excited state of the committee, or the 
members of the committee, awaiting the news | 
from. Cincinnati, which, as 1 have said, may 
shape their views on the tariff, it is idle to | 
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spend time longer upon it. “I have asked the 


‘attention of the committee that I might speak 


for the State which I have the honor in part 
to represent, against the passage of this or any 
bill similar in its nature. I have asked. the 
attention of the committee, and I call their 
attention now to the fact that there are many 
articles in our common use of great import- 
ance which ought to be placed on the free list; 
and which, if this bill progresses, I shall bring 
under the notice of the committee in amend- 
ments which I shall offer. 

But, as there are other gentlemen who de- 
sire to address. the House in the brief space 
of time which is left to us, I shall not longer 
occupy the attention of the committee. 

By the downcast looks of my Democratic 
friends, Í presume this last telegram announces 
the nomination of the champion of protection 
at Cincinnati. The transition is somewhat 
sudden; but the resolute Democracy will prove 
equal to the emergency, and hang out the 
banner of protection on the outer wall. 

I now yield a moment to my colleague, 
{Mr. SUTHERLAND, ] and the few minutes left, 
to the gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
EAMES. | 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Globe some 
remarks which I have prepared on the pend- 
ing bill. 

There was no. objection; and leave was 
granted. [See Appendix. } 

Mr. CONGER. I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Rhode Island, 
(Mr. Eames. J 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
address to the committees a few remarks in 
regard especially to the interests of the State 
of Rhode Island as affected by the provisions 
of the bill reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and now under consider- 
ation. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Conger] who has just taken his seat says 
that this bill touches every interest there is in 
the State of Michigan. Í may respond that 
it tonches, also, every interest of the State 
which I in part represent upon this floor. It 
is proposed by the bill which has been 
reported by a majority of the committee to 
reduce the.duty upon cotton goods twenty per 
cent., and upon woolen goods twenty per 
cent. also. It is known that so far as Rhode 
Island is concerned her material interests de- 
pend to a considerable extent upon her water- 
power, by means of which she is enabled to 
propel the wheels that move the spindles and 
looms that spin and weave the cloth that is 
there produced. We live upon a soil that is 
naturally barren and sterile. We can only 
live by encouragement on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to the industries we may there pur- 
sue, and in relation to these and the proposed 
reductions upon. them I feel, sir, although 
hardly able to utter a word, that it is my duty 
to make a protest here before this debate 
closes. 

But, sir, my purpose in rising was not to 
discuss the questions of the tariff either upon 
the theory of free-trade or revenue reform, or 
upon the theory of protection, bni simply to 
call the attention of the committee to two 
positions which have been assumed by gentle- 
men who have supported the bill which has 
been reported by the committee, and also to a 
statement that has been made with reference 
to the condition of laborers who are engaged 
in manufacturing pursuits in New England. | 

One position is that which was presented 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FINK 

LNBURG] in opening the debate upon. this 
question. In doing so, he took the ground 
that this was the time to make a reduction, 
which should be no more, as I understood his 
argument, than an equivalent for the. taxes 
imposed by the internal revenue laws which 
had. been repealed in 1868. 

. Now, sir, the. argument. of the gentleman 


was very plausible, indeed; and so was the 
illustration by which he sought to’ enforce. it: 
He presented to the House the basis upon. 
which the present tariff upon wool and woolens: 
was adjusted, and by the statement he made” 
and the arguments he presented, perhaps his 
theory was entirely carried out. in respect to 
wool and woolens.: Bat I had occasion to 
look at other articles in this long list, the 
duties on which it is proposed to reduce, and 
I find that the same idea is not carried out in 
any other portion of the bill. Upon cottons 
the reduction is twenty per cent., whereas the 
tax imposed by the internal revenue system 
was only five per cent. upon the amount. of 
sales. And, so, sir, you may follow the bill 
through on the different articles of manufac- 
ture in iron and other materials, and we find 
that it is only in one particular, the case of 
wool and woolens, that this bill coincides with 
the statement which the gentleman made, and 
which furnished the plausible argument the 
gentleman presented on this floor why the bill 
should receive the favorable consideration of 
this House. 

But there is one other position which has 
been taken, to which I desire for one moment 
to allude; and that is the assertion which 
“was made in the first place by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. FINKELNBURG, ] and 
which was repeated by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Burcuarp,}] and echoed and 
reéchoed by every gentleman who has taken 
that side of the question upon the bill under 
consideration—that to the extent that a duty 
is imposed for the benefit of any of these 
home industries, and exactly to that extent 
the consumer is obliged to pay. 

But the gentlemen who maintain this propo- 
sition overlook the fact that these protected 
industries furnish a profitable home market 
for a very large proportion of the products of 
agriculture, and they ignore entirely in theif 
caleulations the important and material fact 
that in every case in which home industries 
have been developed by the fostering care of 
the Government, the result has been a material 
reduction of the price of the foreign product. 
That such has been the result is established by 
the reduction ia price of the following articles 
of domestic production now in common use: 

The manufacture of ribbed hose was cum- 
menced in this country in 1824. Previous to 
1850 only three sets of machinery were in 
operation, producing three thousand dozen a 

ear. The price which at first was paid for 
knitting the legs was $1 20 per dozen, and for 
knitting the feet 75 cents per dozen. In 
1867 the price for knitting the legs was 2 
cents a pair, and for the feet 5 cents a pair, 
and instead of three thousand dozen the pro- 
duct was five hundred thousand dozen a year. 

The price for knitting ribbed shirts in the 
early stage of the industry in this country was 
$4 per dozen for the bodies, and $1 25 for the 
sleeves. The price in 1867 was 12 cents for a 
single shirt and sleeves. : J 

Jeans, a light, twilled fabric, when imported 
sold for 30 cents a yard. When first manufac- 
tured in this country an article of superior 
quality sold for 23 cents, and in 1860 the price 
was from 64 to 7 cents. 

Cotton hosiery which sold for $3 a dozen in 
1860, and for $5 during the war, in 1867 could 
be manufactured for $1 60a dozen, a reduc- 
tion of nearly one half. 

The price of brown cotton goods in 1816 was 
30 cents per yard; in 1819, 21 cents; in 1826, 
18 cents; in 1829, 83 cents; and in 1848, 6% 
cents per yard. 

The average price of print cloths in 1826 
was 23.07 cents; in 1830, 16.36 cents; in 1835, 
16.04 cents; in 1840, 12.09 cents; in 1846, 
10.90 cents; in 1850, 9.24 cents; aud in 1856, 
9.15 cents per yard. 

‘Che heavy domestic cottons have to acon- 
siderable extent superseded the foreign article. 
Mixed fabrics of cotton and wool have been re- 
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duced in price from 40 to 20 cents. Blankets 
which before the war sold for $12 50 a pair, in 
1867 sold for $5. Two-ply carpeting has been 


reduced from 90 cents to 70 centsa yard in | 
1867, and three-ply from $1 30 to 95 cents. 


There has been a reduction in the cost of woolen 
cloths between 1860 and 1869, of sixteen per 
cent., 4nd reliable returns from one of the 
largest woolen mills in the country show an 
increase in wages during the same period ot 
thirty-seven per cent. for female operators and 
fifty per cent. for male operators. , 

1 might, Mr. Chairman, in this way go 
through the list of manufactures of iron and 
other materials which have been started into 
life and have been developed by the protec- 
tion which they have received from the duty 
imposed upon the foreign product, and show 
that the result has been au improvement in 
the quality and a reduction in the price of the 
article which had been previously imported. 
But the articles of domestic production to 
which I have referred are sufficient to estab- 
lish the fact. And yet the gentlemen who 
assert that the consumer pays to the manu- 
facturer the duties thus imposed, entirely ig- 
nore this fact, as well as the important benefit 
which ig derived from having a home market 
for the products of the soil which these indus. 
tries create. It is evident that any estimate 
in this respect which does not take into ton- 
sideration these facts, must be not only unre- 
liable, but illusory and deceptive. 

I hoped to say a word in regard to the oper- 
atives in the workshops of New England, and 
especially of those in the State of Rhode Island, 
but J must not trespass upon the time of the 
chairman of the committee. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE. 

Here the committee rose informally, and the 
Speaker pro tempore having resumed the chair, 
a message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed, without amendment, a bill (H. R. 
No. 2624) to provide for the removal of the 
Kansas tribe of Indians to the Indian terri- 
tory, and to dispose of their lands in Kansas 
to actual settlers. 

The, message farther announced that the 
Senate had adopted the report of the third 
committee of conference on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 
1878, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, with amendments, in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House, the bill (EL R. No. 1666) to establish 
certain post roads. 

TARIFF. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session, 

Mr. DAWES. I now ask that the first and 
formal reading of this bill in Committee of 
the Whole be dispensed with. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I must in 
the outset invoke the patience of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, for, in rising to close an 
exhausting and an exhausted debate upon a 
subject of itself intrinsically dry and uninter- 
esting I find that Ihave been unable, in the 
preparation of all that I might desire to say, 
to bring myself within even the compass pre- 
seribed by the rule. 

Among the many problems which con- 
fronted this Administration on coming into 
power demanding a solution none was more 

.formidable than that in which the finances of 
the nation had been involved by the war. A 
national debt of $2,700,000,000 had been suf- 
fered to hang over the nation for nearly four 
years since the close of the war, with only 
$13,655,668 of principal paid during all that 


time. An annual interest account of $128,- 
502,102 24, and an additional current expend- 
iture averaging during that time $179,271,680, 
made an annual draft upon the Treasury of 
$307,773,782 24, to be met by internal taxes 
and customs duties. Taxes annually collected 
off the industries of the country and the direct 
earnings of the people had, during those 
years of peace, averaged $162,194,491,29; and 
the customs revenues had, during the same 
period, reached a like average of $193,691,- 
069 70. Legal-tender notes, a necessity of 
the war, outliving the purpose of their cre- 
ation, had supplanted the constitutional cur- 
rency of the nation, inflating prices, swelling 
and disturbing the currents of trade, and over- 


| turning all ordinary modes of living and pur- 


suit. The medium of exchange in which this 
great people were left to transact all their vast 
business concerns was permitted according to 
the standard by which the rest of the world 
measured values to sink sometimes as low as 
thirty-five hundredths, and never to rise higher 
higher than seventy-one hundredths. 

There had been no attempt to grapple with 
any of the many and difficult questions this 
condition of things involved. The nation was 
without a policy in respect to the public debt. 
Whether it should be transmitted to posterity 
for liquidation, or, like the British debt, be suf- 
fered to fasten itself upon the future of the 
nation, in either case rolling its ever recurring 
burden of interest into the yearly budget, or 
whether it should be manfully met by the gen- 
eration that incurred it with the same unflinch- 
ing courage through which it came, had hardly 
been debated. Whether the evils of a debased 
and debasing currency were to become perma- 
nent or pass away had not been determined, 
nor whether extravagant expenditures and 
large interest accounts should continue to de- 
mand and the people be required hereafter to 
bear the burdensome exactions of internal 
taxes and exorbitant rates of customs duties 
which the war had required, and up to that 
time the nation had found no way to shake off 
or lighten. 

This was the financial problem inherited 
by this Administration only three years ago. 
In boldly meeting its responsibilities and 
working out its solution $3800,000,000 of the 
public debt has been extinguished, on May 
1, $827,719,819 29; and nearly as much 
more refunded at five and four and a half per 
cent., saving annually between two and three 
million dollars of interest, and ultimately 
$20,000,000, besides making possible the fund- 
ing of $1,000,000,000 more ata still lower rate 
and larger saving. The premium upon gold 
has been reduced from thirty-nine to ten, 
while internal taxes have been reduced from 
$310,906,984 17 to $182,011,176 24, aud £us- 
toms duties diminished $30,000,000. 

While applying annually from the current 


receipts of the Government $100,000,000 to. 


the extinguishment of the public debt, econ- 
omy in expenditures and fidelity in collection 
have enabled the Government within the last 
two years to relieve the business pursuits of 
the nation from internal taxes to the amount 
annually of $55,600,000, and to repeal cus- 
toms dutiesamounting each yearto $30,000,000, 
and at the same time to meet every demand on 
the Treasury and still retain an abundant bal- 
ance for any unlooked for emergency. But so 
wise had been the policy under which these 
immense sums had been annually collected to 
meet the unexampled demands consequent 
upon the war, and so little had taxation, prop- 
erly adjusted, crippled energy or stifled devel- 
opment, that, spite of reductions in taxes and 
custom duties, amounting in the aggregate to 
$85,000,000, the Treasury found its receipts 
in the very next year greater than ever; and 
the Presidentin his last annual message called 
the attention of Congress to this gratifying 
condition of the Treasury, and the opportunity 
it afforded for a further reduction of burdens 


without impairing the credit or crippling the 
business of the country, and at the same time 
maintaining the fixed policy of his administra. 
tion—that of the ultimate and early extinction 
of the public debt. He says, with unques- 
tioned wisdom : 

“I recommend thatall taxes from internalsources 
be abolished, except those collected from zpiyity- 
ous, vinous, and malt liquors, tobacco in its varioas 
forms, and from stamps. | 

In readjusting the tariff I suggest that a careful 
estimate be made of the amount of surplus revenue 
collected under the present laws, after providing for 
the current expenses of the Government, the inter- 
est account, and asinking fund, and that this sur- 
plus be reduced in such a manner as to afford the 
greatest reliefto the greatest number.” 

The Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
data at his command, presents in his last 
annual report the same considerations more 
fully and elaborately, pointing to the fact that, 
notwithstanding the great repeal of taxes and 
duties by the last Congress, the estimates dis- 
closed a surplus of receipts over expenditures, 
after payment of the interest on the public 
debt, of $85,974,226 01, from which the sink- 
ing fund required $28,679,263, leaving undis- 
posed of $57,294,963. He said: 

“ The revenues for the year 1871, and the receipts 
since the Ist of July last, show that the time has ar~ 
rived when a considerable farther reduction in taxes 
can be made, and yet leave Lue Government ina 
position to pay at least $50,000,000 annually of the 
principal of the publie debt, including the amount 
pledged through the sinking fund. In wy annual 
report to Congress tor 1870, I expressed the opinion 
that the settled policy of the country should con- 
template a revenuo sufficient to meet the ordinary 
expenses of the Government, pay the interest on the 
public debt, and from twenty-five to fifty million 
dollars of the principal annually.” 

And recurring to the subject again, he nays: 

“In the suggestions I have the honor to make in 
reference to the reduction of taxes, I keep in view 
two important facts: first, that the ability of the 
nation to pay at least fifty millions annually of the 
principal of the public debt shall not be impaired; 
and, secondly, that in the change of the reverne 
system no violence shall be done to the business 
interests of the country. While I do not undertake 
to state previsely the causes which have contributed 
to tne public prosperity, there is no substantial rea- 
son for questioning the truth of the statement that 
the last few years have been the most prosperous in 
the history of the country; years without example 
in our own affairs, and without parallelin the affairs 
ofany other Government. 

_ “It is practicable to dispense with all revenue 
from internal sources except that derived from 
stamps, spirits, tobacco, and malt Liquors.” 

The receipts thus far of the present fiscal 
year, now more than nine months elapsed, 
being $280,724,754 49, show that the cautious 
estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury will 
fall far short of the fact, and that, at existing 
rates of receipt, if there be no change in the 
tax or tariff laws, there will be more than 
100,000,000 instead of $86,000,000 in the 
coming year beyond current expenses at the 
disposal of the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will please sus- 
pend until order is restored in the Hall. 

Several Mempers. Will the Chair state 
what has caused this commotion in the House? 

_The CHAIRMAN. The information is that 
Horace Greeley has been nominated at Cin- 
cinnati. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to congratulate 
the House on this great triumph of the prin- 
ciples of protection? 

Mr. RANDALL. He is an honest man, 
anyhow. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please 
resume their seats and suspend conversation. 
The Chair desires to say to the committee that 
he has not the power like the Speaker to com- 
pel the preservation of order among members, 
but he must rely upon the disposition of gen- 
tlemen to preserve order. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] is entitled to be 
heard. The Chair must request gentlemen in 
the rear of the seats to desist from conversa- 
tion, or retire to the cloak-rooms. 

Mr. DAWES. Afier the announcement that 
has been made I do not know that there is any 
occasion for me to further advocate the prin- 
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iple of protection to American industry, now 
at be who more than any other living man 
is taught that doctrine is to be the standard- 
arer of those who have hitherto opposed it. 
‘or the first nine months of the present 
scal year there has been received and 
yvered into the Treasury up to this time 
280,724,754 49, and it is fair to estimate the 
lance yet to come in for this same period of 
ne months at $5,000,000 more— 


WOE vessiacsvastisrnicaeuiensipatiitanes eevee $285,724,754 49 
95,241,584 83 
‘Total receipts... save 880,966,339 32 
xpenditures as per estimate... s.s.s.. 273,025,773 99 


Surplus in Treasury... sess susene 107,940,565 33 
he sinking fund requ 8,679,263 

roposed payment on publ 

LODE EA laxsenvessentievicine . 25,000,000 


53,679,263 00 


‘Leaving for reduction of taxes and 
ULC ss scsssccoscssccuoss N cteentes $54,261,302 33 


I have assumed a payment of $25,000,000 on 
è principal of the public debt beyond the 
ayment into the sinking fund required by 
w. Ido notthink an Administration which 
as signalized its first three years byan annual 
ayment of $100,000,000 of the public debt 
nd received the unmistakable commendation 
the American people and the whole finan: 
cial world therefor, can afford in its last year 
voluntarily put it beyond its power to pay 
‘at least $25,000,000 of it. 
I shall assume, therefore, that at least that 
um shall be provided for. There will then 
be left, taking the actual receipts of the last 
ine months as the basis, $54,261,302 33 for 
reduction in the revenue by a repeal of in- 
rnal taxes and customs duties. And the 
question arises at the threshold of the discus- 
gion, how shall this reduction be. applied? 
y the action of Congress, since this debate 
mmenced, the duties upon tea and coffee 
have been repealed, diminishing the revenne 
$15,898,846 67, and leaving for further reduc- 
on $88,367,455 66. If all internal taxes 
Xcept those upon spirituous and fermented 
quors and tobacco should be repealed it 
would. cause a farther reduction of about 
twenty-three million dollars, and would leave 
$15,367,455 66 to be divided. between an en- 
larged free list of articles which enter as raw 
material into production and are consumed, 
‘but not themselves produced in this country, 
and a general reduction of duties still retained. 
©” It is to the reasons for such an application 
-of the reductions now in our power to make, 
that I ask the attention of the House at this 
time. They are found in the lessons of the 
past. If you will patiently turn with me to 
its review they cannot fail to be recognized. 
The courage with which the problem of finan- 
ial complications and burdens to which I 
have already called attention was approached, 
and the- persistency with which the strag- 
ẹ has been maintained, have wrought out 
the solution. The credit of the Republic is 
established among the nations of the earth. 
Capitalists at home and abroad are eager to 
take our bonds at a reduced rate of interest. 
Qur debt is being paid more rapidly than any 
nation before us or beside us has ever met iis 
obligations, and the interest account is daily 
diminishing. If our faith falters not this gen- 
eration shall not pass away before the last 
trace of the gigantic burdens of the war shall 
have faded from sight. 
:. The key to this solution, the grand central 
idea of the policy which has wronght out this 
result, has been the maintenance of the ma- 
terial prosperity of the nation. That collapse 
in the business efforts of the peeple, that par- 
yzation of the industries of the land, that 
fainting after years of unnatural excitement, 
and that:ebb following flood, which have here- 
tofore, and with all other peoples, been the 
artain attendants -of transition from the un- 


natural state of protracted war to the normal 
conditions of peace, never came to-this na- 
tion. All business. pursuits, enterprises, and 
investments, prosperous during the war to an 
unexampled degree, have. suffered no check 
either in. growth, development, or remuner- 
ative return. The nation has laid more rail- 
roads, tunneled. more mountains, and spanned 
more rivers in bringing its people and their 
pursuits and products to each other’s door 
than-ever before. Labor has been better paid, 
has better understood itself and its relations 
to capital than ever before, and has achieved 
an independence in position, in home and its 
comforts, in physical and mental life never 
before attained. 

Ten years ago the yearly immigration to this 
country in search of a better home was only 
69,449. In1860 it amounted to 129,715. . Now 
it exceeds 321,850, and the demand for labor- 
ers exceeds the supply. In 1860 the census 
returned the true value of real and personal 
property in this Union exclusive of slaves to 
be $13,000,000,000 ; that of 1870 returns that 
true value to be $30,000,000,000. Making 
all allowances for inaccuracies and for cur- 
rency inflation, still itis a greater increase in 
ten years, by more than thirty per cent., than 
all the increase of all the previous years of 
the history of the nation. 

Had the nation forgotten, in the levying of 
taxes and imposing burdens to meet the exi- 
gencies of war, that internal strength was the 
source of power, or, following false theories, 
had lost sight of home production in search 
of something cheaper, exhaustion in the midst 
of the struggle or prostration and paralyzation 
at its close would have been inevitable. In- 
stead, during the years of the war itself, out- 
side the lines of military operations and all 
over the Union since the surrender, the mate- 
rial prosperity of the nation, growth in wealth, 
and the development of its internal strength, 
have been unexampled whether compared with 
any past period of its own history or with that 
of any other nation. 

I have indulged in this rapid review of the 
past that I might inquire, in determining the 
mode of reducing the revenues $50,000,000, 
what is this lesson of the past? Shall we in 
this reduction adhere to the principles of 
the existing system under which results so 
amazing have been wrought out, or, departing 
from the past policy of the nation, adopt new 
theories and follow new lights be they ever so 
plausible or dazzling? Shall we abandon ex- 
perience for experiment? For my own part 
I may not understand the theories of Bastiat, 
or be able to fathom the philosophy of John 
Stuart Mill. The aphorisms of Perry and the 
figures of Atkinson may confound me. Iean- 
not stop now to settle that question. But this I 
do know: the country has all this ime grown 
stronger and richer and greater under the ex- 
isting system. Her people, to the humblest 
operative in her mills, miner among her ores, 
or smith at her forges, have all the time been 
lifting themselves to a higher plane of material, 
mental, and moral life. 

We are told by the philosophers of the new 
dispensation that to put the laborer of this 
country upon a perfect equality with the laborer 
in other countries, who works for less and lives 
on less, by the imposition of duties upon his 
products sent into our markets, is to puta tax 
upon our own consumers. It may be so; but 
it is not by taxation that a nation thus grows 
rich and strong and great, in and through the 
elevation and improvement in ali the condi- 
tions of the life of the laboring masses, which 
make up her character and power and rule her 
destinies. It may be that arithmetic in the 
hands of a professor can figure out the exact 
tax which under the existing system the weaver 
at the loom or the hatter in his shop pays on 
the coat he wears, the shoes he buys, or the 
hat he makes; but the intelligent workman 
will all the while with exultaut pride point to 


the- comforts of his cottage, tothe: school 
house, and to the savings bank, for whieh he 
exchanged a hovel and a pittance in a foreign 
land, and. will laugh figures and theories out 
of his sight while he ‘still beckons those left 
behind living on philosophy to turn their faces 
from preachers to practical results, è 

I am constrained. by such considerations as 
these in reducing the revenue to adhere to the 
policy of the past. -I seek to recognize in legis- 
lation, which from its nature affects industry, 
the difference in the conditions under which 
that industry must exist. If disadvantages 
lie at the door of labor in this land when 
competing with the labor of another country, 
it is the part of neither wisdom nor. patriotism 
to ignore or omit to remove them. If com- 
merce between this and other nations is to be 
established in disregard of all inequalities and 
all advantages possessed by them or possible 
of attainment by us, it is sure to impoverish 
and exhaust us. 

In the reduction of existing duties just as 
much as in the imposition of new ones the 
legislation adopted necessarily and inevitably 
affects production so far as the duty touches.a 
possible home manufacture. And the plain 
practical question is, shall that effect be inju- 
rious or advantageous? In the readjustment 
to which we are addressing ourselves duties 
are to be imposed in one of two ways only— 
indifferently or with discrimination. Indiffer- 
ence is biind folly, and discrimination alone is 
worthy of intelligent legislators. The answer, 
therefore, to a single question would seem to 
make the path of duty plain, and settle for- 
ever all controversy, shall that discrimination 
be in favor or against the American product? 
The question is put to American legislators. 
You cannot escape discrimination, a choice 
between two; the one is the home product, 
the other is the foreign. As between these 
two, will you discriminate in favor or against 
the products of your own country? 2 

Remember, that where the product origin- 
ates, there also is the producer; that where 
is the manufacture, ihere too are the bands 
that fashion it; there too is the capital ne- 
cessary for production; there too are built 
the homes of the artisans, are supplied their 
tables with daily food, their houses with daily 
comforts, their children with schools, their 
towns with the artificers of all that the varied 
and diversified wants of civilized life con- 
stantly demand. This makes a town, and 
towns make a State. Where shall this town 
rise, on this or the other side, on our own soil 
or in a foreign land? You may have this town 
where you will—by the side of Lowell, at 
Manchester on the James, by Si. Anthony’s 
falls, or Moline on the Mississippi, It may 
be planted by some waterfall in the now 
wilderness of the far West. You can choose 
its location, or let it be built on the other side 
of the water, and all its advantages and wealth 
of material and men be lost to us forever. It 
is for you to determine. Take two mills, the 
one in Manchester or Glasgow, the other in 
Patterson or Lawrence. Now, the necessities 
of the Government require the imposition of a 
given duty, and that must be imposed either 
upon the raw material imported to supply the 
one at Patterson, or the manufactured article 
produced by the one at Manchester. That 
discrimination, which no legislator can avoid, 
will compel us to determine between the two, 
and he who can hesitate when the choice 
between our own and foreign producers is 
open to him is sick of an incurable disease. 

Now, sir, let the ultimate adjustment of these 
necessary duties be equalization.. Let no more 
duties be imposed than the exigencies of the 
Government demand, but let those duties be 
so adjusted between manufactured articles and 
raw material as to equalize the conditions: of. 
production in our own country with those. of 
foreign nations, and the highest possible good, 
the true end of legislation, is attained. “Thus 
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wiil the necessities of the Government be met 
and no more, and atthe same time the material | 
prosperity of the nation assured. | 

What those inequalities between production | 
here and in other nations are requires careful | 
study. They vary greatly in different pursuits, | 
and perfect equalization is most difficult of 
attainment. Such as can be remedied consist | 
generally in the difference of cost in the raw 
material to which labor is applied, difference 
in the wages paid for that labor, difference in 
the cost of the capital necessary to carry on 
the business, and in the local expenses and 
taxes that the producer encounters in the pro- | 
gress of his work. These can be approximately 
ascertained. 

The difference in the rate of interest on 
business capital between Great Britain and 
the United States is the difference between four 

er cent. and seven percent. National secur- | 
ities are in the one case three per cent., in the | 
other six; so it results that every dollar in- 
vested in production here costs nearly as much 
as two there, 

The wages of labor are more difficult of | 
ascertainment. They vary in different employ 
ments, at different times, and in different coun- | 
tries. They are on a general rise throughout 
Europe at the present time, attributable more 
than anything else to the superior inducements 
in compensation, in comforts of life, in oppor- 
tunities and possibilities which are constautly 
tempting to this country by the hundreds of 
thousands annually the laborers of other 
nations, depleting their workshops and supply- 
ing ours. 

The census returns are full of instruction 
on this point. The number of skilled arti- 
sens who in the last ten years have turned 
their faces from foreign workshops in search 
of employment among the skilled industries 
of this country is more than treble, nearly 

uadruple the number in the preceding 

lecade. Thirty-two thousand skilled work- 
men reached our shores last year; and ina 
constantly increasing aggregate of immigra- 
tion there bas been an actual falling off from 
Ireland and non-manufacturing States, and a 
corresponding increase from those nations 
more devoted to the production of fabrics for 
the markets of the world. 

I take an extract from a book published in 
London in 1870, called ‘Social Politics in 
Great Britain and Ireland,” found among 
the many interesting facts collected by my dis- 
tinguished colleague on the committee, [ Mr. 
KeE.vey,] in the book published by him. ‘This 
extract illustrates both the strong current of 
Immigration to this country and its causes, 
and at the same time the character of those 
who are of late years turning to betler their 
fortunes here. It is as follows: 

“There are now above seventy thousand souls in 
the cast end of London who must emigrate speedily | 
ordie. They are being shipped off as Inst as charity 
and Government can transport them to North Amer- 
ica, Above eens thousand of these are work- 
men moreor less skilled in engineer aud ship-build~ 
ing occupations. These are not shepherds, nor are 
they plowmen, norwill they ever be to any great 
extent one or the other. They are mechanics, and 
will be so go where they may. In the vast hives of 
industry in Lancashire there are a greater namber 
who must emigrato or die. These are getting off as 
fast as they possibly can to Massachusetts to find full 
occupation in cotton, Not one is either pastoral or 
agricultural, and few are likely ever to be either.” 

This was as late as 1870. 

Mr. Commissioner Wells compares the wages 
paid in the United States in 1867 in sixteen 
different occupations with those paid in Great 
Britain of like occupations during 1866, show- 
ing an average increase in them al! of more than 
fifty-five per cent. ‘The Bureau of Statistics 
in 1870 furnishes a later and stiil more striking 
table of comparisons between the wages paid 
in the United States, Great Britain, Prussia, | 
Saxony, Switzerland, and Belgium, in fifty one 
diferent employments; and I have here the 


actual pay-roll, for two weeks, of two different 
manufacturing establisuments engaged in pre- || 


cisely the same kind of business—the manufac- 
ture of spool-thread, and of equal production— 
both owned by the same parties, but oneis situ- 
ated in Scotland and the other in New Jersey. 
This pay-roll was made out within six weeks 
of the present time, and is in the handwriting 
of one of the owners themselves. It is anin- 
dustry in which seventy-five per cent. of all 
the cost is labor, and on which it is proposed 
by the present bill to reduce the duty twenty 
percent. I will read this pay-roll, showing 
prices paid in Newark, New Jersey, com- 
pared with those paid in Scotland: 


Wages paid at Wages paid 
Newark, New in Scotland 
Jersey, for two Sor two 
weeks. weeks, 
Foreman cope-winders . $28 00 $11 00 
Cope-winders, (women). 16 00 5 50 
Foreman cn twisters... 4) 00 15 00 
Overseers...... 9 00 
‘Twisters, (girls). 4 00 
Rulers, (girls). 5 50 
Hånd spoolers, (girls). 5 50 
Machine spoolers.. 5 50 
Ticketers 5 50 
Dyers....... 13 00° 
Bieachers, (men). 5 50* 
Spool-turners 14 00 
Machinists, 14 00 
Carpenters, 14 00 
Total. leah ode $127 00 


Tt will be seen that this total shows a differ- 
ence of three to one. To all this difference 
is to be added the difference in local expenses 
and taxation, 
character of our currency are felt in every 
branch of industry and in every department 
of expenditure. The cost of living, cost of 
clothing, cost of every necessary and of every 
luxury is increased by it. Even the articles 
which we import, measured by the standard 
of gold on the other side, brought here cost 
us just as much more as the paper in which 
we pay for them falls below the universal 
standard of values. Local taxation incident 
upon the expenses of the war and from other 
causes in this country far exceeds taxation 
in any other, It amounted the last year to 
$281, 180,312, or $7 29 to every man, woman, 
and child in the United States, 

All these differences in the cost of pro- 
duction the manulacturer on this side of the 
water encounters ; and it is the blindest folly 
to open our markets to producers thus un- 
equally matched. The consequences certain to 
follow are as apparent as the plainest laws of 
trade. The production must be reduced in 
cost here or the market abandoned to the 
cheaper producer of foreign fabrics. A reduc- 
tion of wages is inevitable in every attempt to 
reduce the cost of production bere to the 
standard abroad, and the plain proposition 
presents itself: will you thus open our mar- 
ket to the foreign producer and reduce the 
compensation of the laborer at home? 

Where it is possible of attainment, is any 
duty plainer than that legislation shall be so 
shaped that whatever of labor is to be per 
formed for this country shall be Bn aren by 
the laborers of the country? Are we to enter 


| upon a new policy, the first and inevitable re- 


suit of which will be the alternative of depend- 
ence upon foreign countries for production, 
or a reduction to their level of compensa- 
tion for the labor bestowed upon production 
here? Shall we close our mills and shops and 
forges, and turn adrift the thousands there 
employed, and become a nation of consumers 
of other nations’ products; or shall we put the 
thousand busy fingers of industry here upon 
the same footing, in compensation, in fare, in 


i home comforts, and fature prospects, with 


those that crowd every avenue to toil in the 
Old World, and clutch at the pittance there 
doled out to them? i 

There is no escape from one or the other of 


these consequences, either of which would be 


* Women. 


The effects of the depreciated | 


humiliation and poverty. Equalization is in-. 
evitable. A free, unobstructed commerce be- 
tween nations devoted to commercial pursuits 
will ultimately as surely bring all conditions of 
competition to a common level as will a cur- 
rent established between two bodies of water 
bring both to one and the same common 
point. The lowest will not more surely drain 
the highest in the ove case than in the other, 
Remove all obstacles in Niagara river and Lake 
Erie will empty itself into Ontario. The only 
condition of continued commerce between the 
two is to lock up or Jock down the great nate 
ural inequality between them so long ag it’. 
shall remain. 

I have already shown that the superiority in 
all the recompenses of labor in this country- 
is emptying the workshops of England, Bel- 
gium, and Germany of their most skilled 
workmen. 

What bas been the effect? To stop this exo- 
dus greater compensation, higher rewards, and 
stronger inducements to remain at home are 
being held out by employers there every day. 
Kuowiedge of the better treatment and greater 
opportunities as well as greater power of wage 
labor in this country is breeding discontent in 
the breast of its kin abroad. Ali this forces 
an increase of wages abroad, and consequently 
increases the cost of production there. Thug 
equalization is attained by locking up instead 
of locking down. ‘The influence of that ad- 
herence to our own system which is securing 
to the laborers of this country the labor of the 
country, is being felt in the amelioration of the 
condition of labor in all nations which are to- 
day seeking to compete with us in our own 
markets. {tis that law of equalization which 
forces itself upon all commerce. And it is 
our persistency which gives us a victory which 
would otherwise be theirs, 

I turn now briefly from the consideration of 
these results upon production and the pro- 
ducer to an examination of the effect upon 
the consumer, We are told that such a duty 
upon articles manufactured in this country as 
shail equalize the conditions of their production 
here with those of the countries from which they 
come to compete in our markets is so much a 
tax upon the consumer. ‘This is borne out 
neither by reason nor experience. The ques- 
tion with the statesinan and legislator is not 
whether in a given instance and at any par- 
ticular time that duty is not found added 
to cost, but whether the tendency of such 
legislation and the laws which govern supply 
and demand work out such a result as the 
ullimate effect of the imposition of ihe equal- 
izing duty. 

l suppose it will not be denied that compe- 
tition controls prices in every market. it 18 
likewise true that equality is essential to com- 
petition. It cannot long live on any other 
terms. Ifthe home producer is not put on an 
equal footing with the foreign producer he 
cannot compete with him, aud is ultimately 
sure to be driven from the market. if the 
home producer drives bis foreign competitor 
from the market, as he surely will if the com- 
pensatory duty rises above equalization and 
becomes what is denominated protective, then 
he invites home competition, and is held at 
ouce to the line of a fair remunerative profit. 
For in this land where freedom of pur-uit is 
open to every one, and capital and labor are 
eager for employment, no calling can yield 
more than a fair remunerative return without 
instantly tempting iuto its paths a crowding 
competilion that will inevitably by over-supply 
reduce the cost to theconsumer. It can never 
be otherwise so long as the universal man is. 
searcher for gain. 

lt is charged against this policy that its par- 
pose is to stimutate home production. I do 
not know how that can be done without at the 
same time stimulating home competition. And 
the law of competition is the reduction of cost 
to the consumer, 
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“The unbroken testimony of experience cor- 
oborates this statement. There is no staple 
rticle of home manufacture which has estab- 
ished itself on a sure foundation under that 
are of its own Government which secures for 
ý fair play and equality of competition in our 
“own market, which has not steadily diminished 
in cost to the consumer. I do not mean to say 
“that that tendency to reduction has been always 
‘strong enough to counteract the opposite effect 
f outside and independent causes. Thus the 
nflation of the currency has been too power- 
“fal to be counteracted by the laws of competi- 
tion, the fruits of invention stimulated by the 
opportunity this legislation secures, and the con- 
fidence in long reaches which stability inspires. 
‘So, too, local taxes and outlays, unusual casu- 
alties and disturbances in the currents of trade 
may temporarily work a like result. But in 
‘the long run a permanent policy, securing the 
home market, concentrates energy and enter- 
prise, invites capital, multiplies production 
through invention, tempts competition till 


munerative production. 


ture of nails, an article of prime necessity and 
ofuniversal consumption. Atthe beginning of 
“this century they cost about twenty-five centsa 
pound, and were wrought out, each single nail, 
byhandat a forge. The contrast in the condi- 
tion cf the manufacture then, and as we see it 
‘now, is best told in an extract from a speech of 
Fisher Ames in the discussions of the first tariff 
bill in 1789—only two days afier the orgauiza- 
tionofthe Government. He said he— 

“Thought this a useful and accommodating man- 


ufacture, which yielded a clear gain of all it sold for 
except the cost of the material. 


many instances be thrown away. It had become 


their chimney-corners, and in the winter evenings, 
“when little other work could be done, great quanti- 
ties of nails were mado even by children, These peo- 


barter the manufacture was prodigiously great,” 


Under the policy then adopted, which secured 
> to the laborer of this country the right to per- 
form this kind of labor for the country, this 
manufacture has gone on in improvement and 


by the most wonderful automatic machinery, 
iron is transformed into nails by thousands of 
instruments more rapidly at each than one can 
` count, and at a cost of scarce a fraction beyond 
that of the iron itself. And now nails flow 
into use in every department of industry. The 
inventions through which this marvel is at- 
tained are just ag much the result of the stim- 
ulant the home market created as any other, 
i and born of them is the wonderful mechan- 
ism which carries this manufacture one step 
further and produces the wood-screw in all its 
“varieties of form and size. 

In all this no account is taken of the effect 
of home production for a home market upon 
the ability ofa nation to consume those pro. 
> ducts. Home production and consumption 
‘combined are the tests of national wealth, and 
the reflex influence of each upon the other isa 
fixed law of national growth. The more a 
nation produces for its own markets the more 
it will be able to consume. It is otherwise if 
iit produces only for foreign markets and strives 
for that end to cheapen the cost of production 
till labor is starved and pinched and impover- 
ished, thereby disabling, as in the case of 
‘England to-day. ‘Turn from that picture to 
the amazing exhibition of the statistics of 


my colleagne on the committee from New 
York (Mr. Hl. H. Rozperrs] read to the House 
from the census a day or two since. That in- 
crease on manufactures alone was, in 1870, 
$4, 302,452,616 agninst $1,685,861,676 in 1860; 
‘au increase of one hundred and twenty-eight 
per cent” ‘ 

> Whose heart did not swell with exultant 


prices reach the lowest possible level of re- | 
No better illustration |i 
of this Jaw can be found than in the manufac- į 


i 18 ‘the laboremployed | 
in it was such as, if not thus employed, would in || 


‘ple took the rod iron of the merchant and returned | 
im nails, and in consequence of this easy mode of | 


consequent yearly reduction in price, tillnow, | 


increase of production in this country, which | 
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usual for the country people to ercet small forges in || 


| 


-entering his ‘‘solemn protest.’ 


oe 


pride at this proof of the development and 
growth of this country? Let my other colleague 
upon the committee, from New York city, 
{Mr. James Brooxs,] no longer sigh that he 
did not see boxes of American shoes or shovels 
floating down some bard-named river in Japan 
or China, never heard of before, when he can 
regale his sight with the crowded marts and 
thoroughfares and storehouses of our own land, 
to its remotest limits, bursting with the very 
fatness of increased home production. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have dwelt too long upon 
these reasons for adherence to the policy which 


| has produced these results, and paid too little 


attention to the arguments of my distinguished 
colleagues upon the committee who urge an 
abandonment of that policy, and with it our 
own markets to foreign producers, it has not 
been that I have failed to appreciate their abil- 


ity orto acknowledge their sincerity. Although | 


I have been a faithful student both in the com- 


; mittee-room and on this floor of all they have 
j uttered. I confess that they bewilder me. 


They beckon me different and opposite ways 
at the same time. No man ever yet attempted 
with success to travel in opposite directions at 
the same time, but when a third turns up 
before bis bewildered eyes ordinary capacity 
fails. 

The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kzrr,] 
from Ilinois, [ Mr. BURCHARD, ] and from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. FINKELNBURG,] all members of 
the committee, have at different times hereto- 
fore and during this debate attacked the ex- 
isting syster of tariff duties. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] declares their pur- 
pose and effect to be the establishment of 
‘‘monopolies,’’ ‘odious, hateful monopolies,” 
with exclusive privileges secured to them by 
law from which others were shut out. In a 
speech delivered bere not long since under the 
the bour rule, he pronounced them ‘t monop- 
olies”? twenty-one times by actual. count. 
Sometimes they were +‘ hateful,” ‘t bloated,” 
“ corrupt,” but always ‘* monopolies,” against 
which he raised his ‘‘ solemn voice,” besides 
Yesterday 
they were ‘‘ plunderers and robbers.” 

The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Borcu- 
ARD,] on the contrary, says that the aim of 
the system is just the opposite; that it seeks 
to divert capital into these pursuits from 


others, and forces labor from. other employ: 
ments into these, and even offers bounties ‘to 
both capital and men to leave other pursuits 
and engage in these. Three hundred thousand 
men, he says, are under it pensioned ` more 
than all the pensioners of the war, by bounties : 
and high wages, to induce them to leave other 
employments for these. Then comes the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. FINKELNBURG,] 
right in between these gentlemen, and in a 
speech lately delivered on the ‘‘ relations of 
tariffs to wages’’ he insists that these men 
| who go into what they call the protected em- 
I| ployments not only do not get any bounty, but 
do not get even decent wages. He says that 
| they are ground down in abject poverty, and 
are growing poorer and ragged every day. 
And he read reports from my own State to 
show the misery and distress of the very oper- 
atives who in the eyes of the gentleman from: 
Illinoig [Mr. Burcuarp] were bounty-paid 
pensioners, till, as the gentleman informed 
us, his heart was ‘‘sick.’’ y ` 

Now, I might well leave these three col- 
leagues on the committee pointing their guns 
at each other and abide patiently the result— 
for no triangular duel between skillful and 
| trained marksmen like these ‘ever failed of a 
success—were it not that all of them are mis- 
taken, and neither has either sound argument or 
authentic information to support his position, 

That cannot be a ‘monopoly’ which is 
open to every man, woman, and child in the 
Jand to participate in all its privileges and 
profits, There isno production except such as 
patent Jaws to make a monopoly, because the 
property of the man who invented it, to which 
anybody is not perfectly free to apply his eap- 
ital or his labor, and from which nothing but 
considerations of personal advantage will ever 
deter him. 

Why, sir, look at the growth within the last 
ten years of that very manufacture toward 
which the intensity of the language and hos- | 
tile action of the geutleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Kerr] seems especially directed, the woolen 
manufacture. I havea table here from that 
great confessional of the nation, the census, 
i which shows for 1860 and 1870, arranged by 
States, all the woolen miils in the country and 
their power by sets of cards, the unit of power 
in that production: 


1870. 1860, | 
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TABLE—Continued. 
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From this it appears that this ‘hateful 
monopoly” had in this country, in 1860, 1,261 
mills with 3,209 sets of cards; and in 1870, 
2,783 mills, with 8,368 cards, and that while 
in 1860 his own rich and powerful Northwest 
had only 807 of these establishments, with a 

ower of ouly 466 cards, there are now there 
510 mills with a power of production meas- 
ured by 1,752 sets of cards. Thus vanish be- 
fore the test of facts all his charges that in this 
free land anybody can secure a ‘‘monopoly” 
of any kind of productive industry. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Burca- 
anv] is equally mistaken in his bounty theory, 
whether he applies if to the producer or the 
operative. In the first place, if it were true, 
does he suppose that there is police force 
enough in the country to hold back the rush 
of capitalists and workmen who would be 
crowding in to share these bounties? You 
cannot strew gold along any pathway without 
finding the whole human race turning its foot- 
steps thitherward. Nor do facts, more than 
the laws of human action, bear out any state- 
ment of extraordinary profits, either to the 
producer or the operative. There may be 
instances, as there are in every calling in life, 
where instinct and energy and frugality, aud 
it may be chance, have been rewarded with | 
fortune. But the rule covering men by classes 
and reaching over long years is, in these pur- 
suits as in all others, that the failures far 
exceed the successes. And nothing can be 
established more clearly from returns and 
official data than the fact that for the last 
thirty years, including all the inflations and 
chance opportunities of the war, capital in 
this field has not made six per cent. 

I now turn briefly to the charge of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. FINKELNBURG, ] 
that tariffs grind down the wage laborer in pov- 
erty and misery, while the producer bloats in 
his gains. Ido not complain of the temper 
of the gentleman in his treatment of this sub- 
ject. J only regret that he did not get his in- 
formation through his eyes instead of his ears. 
Nor will J raise an issue at this time with the 
labor gommission of Massachusetts, which 
has furnished him his data. Fhail every effort 
of that commission to elevate the condition 
of labor in Massachusetts; but the instances 


they have dragged to light no more prove the HI 


general condition of the operative than the 
marehing into open court of a criminal for 
trial proves the general prevalence of crime 
in any community. They prove the contrary, 
that society will not tolerate their longer con- 
tinuance. 

But, sir, whoever at home or here represents 
the operative as ground down in poverty and 
want by his bloated employer is mistaken, and 
he has but to open his eyes and he will see. | 
I have lived all my days among these opera- 
tives. Some of my colleagues and others upon 
this floor have been of them, and have more 
right than I have to speak for them. The 
honorable distinction to which these men 
have risen from their ranks is the pride and 
boast of the operative as he points to. his 
opportunities and his ambition in the battle 
ot life. I would not like to go home among 
these men if I failed to vindicate them from 
the foul aspersions which misinformation casts 
upon them, There is no class of men on the 
face of the globe, who, as a class, are more 
frngal, more moral, more intelligent, or make 
better citizens. As a class they take care of 
their earnings, secure homes of theirown, make 
monthly deposits in the savings banks, build 
school-houses and churches, and, better than 
nll, build character and influence for them- 
selves, to which the common judgment of the 
community accords respect and points with 
pride. Wehavein Massachusetts savings banks 
established io gather in and invest their earn- 
ings for them. No one person can deposit 
more than $1,000 in any one of them. There 
are one hundred and sixty of them in the 
Commonwealth, and there are deposited in- 
them to-day $163,535,943 by 560,890 different 
depositors out of 1,443,156 inhabitants in the 
whole State, one in every three. Recent in- 
vestigations demonstrate that more than sev- 
enty-five per cent. of all this sum is the savings 
of wage labor. I need say no more in vindi- 
cation of the Massachusetts operative. 

Equally erroneous was the inference of the 
gentleman from the table of dividends of 
certain selected corporations furnished him 
from the same source. I have a copy of a 
letter addressed to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri by one of the most reliable men in my 


j excite a feeling of antagonism ? 


State, Mr. R. S. Fay, himself an officer in 
many of these very corporations, which wholly 
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dissipates all his conclusions. I have his per- 
mission to annex his letter to my remarks,* 
But I have said all that space will justify upon 
the inordinate gains of the producer. . 

Iask a moment’s further indulgence while I 
state my objections to particular features of 
this bill, and theamendmentsI hope the House 
will adopt and make it what the country de- 
mands, a safe repeal of duties and taxes. -It 
is not to the amountof reduction that I object, 
for I would make it more by $15,000,000, but 


* WASHINGTON, March 28, 1872. 

Sir: In a speech in the House on the 23d, you 
quoted the profits of certain woolen and cotton-mills 
in Massachusetts as arguments in favor of a redug- 
tion of tariff. Feeling sure that you desire to make 
up your mind upon a correct understanding of facts, 
I venture to address you in explanation of some of 
the figures you quote, I will confine myself to two 
or three instances where I am in a position to speak 
from authority. The Middlesex mills, of which Iam . 
treasurer, were started in 1815 by Mr. Goulding, 
who lost his entire investment in about five years, 
The property was then bought by Mr. Hard, who 
became bankrupt in 1828. Mr. Hard’s assignees, by 
way of disposing oftheir property, made up a corpor- 
ation called the Middlesex Company, with a capital 
of half a million, which was afterward increased 
toa million. ‘he business was fairly remunerative 
until the tariff of 1846 came into operation, but 
after that the profits were small and uncertain, 
until in 1857 the company failed. In 1858 the cor- 
poration was reorganized, and $300,000 of new 
capital was paid in, but the value of the property 
had so diminished that even with this increase of 
capital the stock was considered worth only $750,000, 
and was so established, : You will sce, therefore, 
that the average dividends of twenty-two and 
a half per cent., cited by you as earned upon 
a capital of $750,000, gave but half that „return 
upon the amount invested since the beginning 
and that in a decade in which were includec 
the extraordinary profits of the war with its 
great rise in prices and inflation. The profits of the 
last four years have been thirteen per cent. per 
annum on the capital of $750,000, or only about 
eight per cent, to an original holder of the stock. 

On the other hand, our pay-roll in 1858-59, 1860-6], 
was about eighteen thousand dollars per month, 


| At present it is $26,000 for the same number o 


hands. The average wages of able-bodied men 
were then ninety-five cents a day; they are now 
$1 37. Are we getting all the profit? [snot the inter-. 
est of the laborer identical with that of the manu- 
facturer; and is it true kindness to the former to 
? Owing chiefly to 
the enormous advance in the price of wool we are 
this season running ata loss, and would gladly cose 
our mills were it not for our unwillingness to throw 
a thousand hands out of employment. A 
Another of the millscited by you is the Chicopee 
Company, of which I am a director. The Chicopee 
Company was chartered with a capital of $700,000. 
Under the tariff of 1846 its profits dwindled ta noth- 
ing; in 1857 it failed, and was sold to a new set of 
stockholders for $220,000. Two hundred thousand 
dollars new money was put in, and during the war 
they made a great deal of money on heavy shirtings 
and cotton flannels used for Army clothing, With 
these profits they increased their machinery, and 
are now prosperous and in good order. But their 
average dividends, quoted by you as twenty-six per 
cent. on $420,000, should be stated as twelve per 
cent. on $900,600 to give a correct idea of their busi- 


ness. 

The Salisbury mills failed in 1856, (before the cri- 
sis,) sinking their whole capital of $1,000,000, and 
$1,000,000 of new money was putin to set them going 
again. So their average dividend for the last ten 
years must be divided by two and reduced from 
twenty-two per cent. to eleven per cent, to represent 
their business. For three years past they have not 
divided quite eight per cent.on their investment. 

I am not a believer in high protective duties, but 
while our raw material, wool, the iron and steel that 
make our machinery, the coal we burn for heat and 
power, our dyes and drugs, and every material and 
element that enter into the expense of manufac- 
ture, are charged with duties, it issurely but fair that 
woolen goods should be equally protected. More- 
over, were I a free-trader I should be sorry to carry. 
my point by arguments drawn trom fallacious data, 
and so I am sure would you. 

I am, respectfully, yours, R. S. FAY. 

I reopen my letter to add a word upon the price 
at which some of the stocks referred to have sold. 
Itis true the Middlesex company’s shares, represent- 
ing 5175 paid in, sold atone time for nearly four bun- 
dred dollars, and the Salisbury shares, on which $200 
had been paid in sold for$360; but this was atatime 
when gold was at 200 and upward, so that the pre- 
mium was not excessive in one case, and the Salis- 
bury stock was at adisconnt. At present these stocks 
are worth: Middlesex company, $175 per share pal 
in; market value, $160; Salisbury mills, $200 paid in; 
market value, $155. X 

believe I know of but one woolen mill in New 
England whose stock stands at a premium on the 
amount paid in upon it. That mill was built in 1861, 
and reserved its war profits to double its machinery, 
making only very moderate dividends, 
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‘it is to the special and unwise discriminating 
plication of that reduction. Out of the 
$18,000,000 of reduction in duties recom- 
ended, nearly one third of them all is taken 
ff from wools and woolens alone, while of all 
otton fabrics the duties on brown printing 
‘cloths and their prints alone are reduced 
twenty percent. | have already alluded toa 
like reduction on spool-thread. The conse- 
quence of such partial and selected reductions, 
if they could be borne under any circumstances 
when all other productions were suffering like 
reduction, is to turn the whole burden of in- 
creased importation, sure to follow this legis- 
lation, upon these particular industries. This 
is to happen, too, when, as never before, the 
telegraph makes galvanic connections of the 
nerves of trade all over the world, and by 
means of steamships, the Suez canal, Pacific 
commerce, and transcontinental railroads, im- 
portations can be multiplied fourfold in the 
same time required in the last generation. To 
thus disturb the relations of one industry to all 
‘others is to fill capital invested in it with dis- 
trust, and it seeks investment elsewhere; is to 
fill labor engaged in it with alarm, and it seeks 
‘employment elsewhere; and, finally, compels 
the industry itself to encounter new diffical- 
ties when the scale of all expenditure is grad- 
uated by general rates of duties it does not 
itself enjoy. 

` Now, sir, since the repeal of the duty on tea 
and coffee has reduced already $15,893,846, it 
becomes all the more necessary to cast about 
‘and redistribute the remaining reduction. 
There can hardly be less than $20,000,000 
taken from internal revenue. I would take 
more, but that sum, or nearly that sum, with 
afree list of not less than $8,500,000, all agree 
must be adopted. These, with the duty on tea 
and coffee, make $39,398,846, and: leave less 
than $11,000,000 of $50,000,000—the utmost 
limit of reduction admitted possible by any 
one who has the slightest responsibility in the 
administration of affairs for the financial credit 
‘of the nation. Instead of fastening two thirds 
of all this redaction upon two industries, as 
this bill proposes, Lintend to move its distribu - 
tion over all manufactures by a general ten 
per cent. reduction, substantially as provided 
in the Senate bill. For this amendment I hope 
to have the support of the House. With its 


suggest themselves in the progress of the bill, 
I shall support and vote for it. 

„The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Keer ] hasindicated his purpose in the outset, 
before the bill is considered, to move to strike 
out its enacting clause, that he may thereby 
reach his own substitute. But there is nothing 
in his substitute which cannot be grafted upon 
this bill by amendment if the majority desire 
it. I shall ask the House, therefore, to stand 
by the form of this bill and apply to it by 
amendment every correction that can possibly 

“be desired by that majority in any way. Any 
other course will involve all in confusion 
through which no just legislation can be at- 

. tained. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say 
the field of study upon which one enters as he 
takes his seat in the room of the Committee 
of Ways and Means is the broadest and grand- 
ést that opens to the statesman. It compre- 
hends the entire material prosperity of the 
greatest.and most wonderful of the nations of 
the earth. It touches the forces which move 
the growth, which push the development, and 
Which influence the direction of all material 
progress and strength among such a people. 
Although my service there has been much 
briefer than that of the gentleman from New 


“grown more and more to admire and cling to 
that system of Americanizing all growth and 
all development and all attainment: in this 
Jand, which began in the First Congress, 
under Washington, and which finds its great- 
@at achievement in the courage and ability 


adoption and such other amendments as will- 


York, [Mr. Brooxs,] yet, unlike him, I have | 


with which it has enabled this Administration 
to bear the greatest financial burdens and 
solve the most difficult financial problems 
ever visited by political trouble and organic 
commotion upon a great people. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. 
Dawes having resumed the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. SCOFIELD reported that, pur- 
suant to the order of the House, the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and more particularly the bill of the 
House No. 2322, to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Irise to make 
a privileged report from a committee of con- 
ference. But before doing so, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the session of the House 
to-morrow shall be for general debate only. . 

Mr. KERR. Asin Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, no business whatever to 
be transacted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. For de- 
bate on the Cincinnati convention. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Does the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] propose that 
there shall be general debate to-morrow or 
debate on the tariff only? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I said general 
debate, because there are some gentlemen 
who wish to speak on other topics. 

Mr. CONGER. J ask that the gentleman 
make an exception in order that I may report 
the aérial telegraph bill. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
are plenty of men who have gone up in a 
balloon to-day without that. 

Mr. CONGER. I think gentlemen miss it 
very much that they do not permit meto report 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to the proposition that the session of 
to-morrow shall be for general debate only, as 
in Committee of the Whole, no business what- 
ever to be transacted? ` 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the order just made; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. f 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 


unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary a supplementary or 
amendatory amnesty bill, that it may be print- 
ed and recommitted. i 
There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
2640) to remove the legal and political dis- 
abilities improsed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States 
was reported, read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF A STEAMER. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2641) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to change the name of 
the steam propeller Thomas McManus Barn 
to that of David M. Hamiiton; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I move that 


JOHN MILLER, 


Mr. BIGGS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2642) for the relief 
of John Miller, postmaster at Newark, Dela- 
ware; which was read:a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed: 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce 
bill (H. R.. No. 2643) authorizing the cot- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at St. Louis, in the State of Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered. 
to be printed, and recommitted, not. to be 
brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 


Mr. RITCHIE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2644) to include mil- 
itary telegraph operators within the provisions 
of the act approved April 4, 1872, to enable 
honorably discharged soldiers, &c., to acquire 
homesteads on the public lands; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military. Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, submitted the 
following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do reg- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78, 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 13. 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 88, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88. and agree to the 
same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “ fifty,” down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and ih- 
sert in lieu the following words: “three thousand 
four hundred and twenty-two dollars:” and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “after,” in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word ‘‘ Con- 
gress,” in line three, and insert in Heu the following 
words: “thoe 4th day of March, 1875;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senateamendments, with the following 
amendment: add to said amendment the following 
words: “and no person shall be employed under the 
provisions of this clause who shall not bave fully set 
forth, ina written statement under oath addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, the character of 
the claim out of which he proposes to recover, or 
assist in recovering, moneys for. the United States, 
the laws by the violation of which the same have 
been withheld, and the name of the person, firm, or 
corporation having thus withheld said moneys; and 
if any person so employed shall receive, or attempt 
to receive, any money or other consideration from 
any person, firm, or corporation, alleged thus to have 
withheld money from the United States, except in 
pursuance of the written contract made in relation 
thereto with the Secretary ofthe Treasury, such per- 
son shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less than 
$1,000, or imprisoned not less than.two years, or both, 
inthe discretion of any court of the United States 
having jurisdiction. And the person so employed 
shall be required to make report of his proceedings 
under such contract at any time when required to do 
so by the Secretary of the Treasury;” and the Senate 
agree to the same. ee 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House to the fifty-fifth 
and seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and 
agree to the same. oF 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: in line three of said ` 
House amendment strike out the word “forty” and 
insert in lieu the word “‘ thirty; and the House 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendmentof the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words *' ninety-two” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “‘eighty;” and the 

ouse agree to the same. iit : 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be. stricken out, 
insert the following: “for one clerk of class four, 
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two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 
office, $7,240 ;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement 
to the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
Strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment, where it first occurs, the word 
* two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “*four;’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement | 


to the amendment of the House to the eighty-fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out all after 
the word " three,” where it occurs the second time, 
in line eight of said House amendment down to and 
including the words “per annum,” in line pine; 
and in line nine strike out the word “three” and 
insert in lieu the word “seven; and in line sev- 
enteen of said House amendment strike out the 
words “six thousand.” and insert in jieu thereof 

“five thousand six hundred;” and the House agree 

to the same. nae 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of suid amendment strike out the word ‘‘fifty,” 
and insertin lieu thereof the words “ twenty-tive:” 
and the Senate agree to the same. — 

That the Senate recede trom their disagreement 
to the awendinent of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the samo 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu of 
the first clause of suid House amendment the follow- 
ing: “that a commission consisting of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, and 
the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, 
is hereby authorized and directed to examine and 
report to Congress, prior to the second Monday of 
December next, a plan by which the locomotive 
railroad track in front of the western entrance of 
the Capitol shall be removed, with dueregard to the 
rights of all parties concerned, and by which proper 
connections with other railroads may be made ;” 
and the House agree to the same. — 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: “that from 
and after the 1st day of July, 1872, the annual sal- 
aries of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, and 
of the supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, shall be $4,000 cach: and the annual salary of 
tho judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 each ; 
aud a suficient sum to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of this section to the end of tho fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated;” and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

JAMES A, GARFIELD, 
F. CLARKE, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 
DA 0 
JUSTIN'S, MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, Mr. Speaker, 

there were two points especially made in the 
House against the Senate amendment, apart 
from the objections which were directed against 
the entire principle of the proposition, The 
conferees have had four sessions in reference 
to this question. The Senate conferees were 
absolutely unwilling to recede from the amend- 
ment. After all these conferences we insisted 
that if the proposition was to be retained at 
all, there should be safeguards to obviate the 
special objections made in the House. 

e The first objection was that irresponsible 
persons without character might make such 
representations as would induce the Secretary 
of the Treasury to give them a contract, and 
that this would be the last heard from them. 
The amendmentinits present form (as members 
will have noticed if they have attended to the 
reading) provides that no contract shall be 
made with any person unless he first submits 
a written statement under oath of what he 
believes to be the amount of money or prop- 
erty withheld from the Government unlaw- 
fully by any person, firm or corporation, stating 
also the law that he believes to be violated ; 
and the statements are to be so specific that 

Jke may enable the Secretary of the Treasury 


ape nt i 


to know where the derelict property is and its 
exact status, 

In the next place, the amendment in its 
present form provides as a protection against 
black- mailing that any person having such con- 
tract who shall attemptto make seulement, or 
shall receive money in the way of settlement 
without an express written order from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to that effect, shall be 
deemed guilty of a penal offense, and-shali be 
punished therefor. 

In the third placo, it is provided that fre- 


quent reports shall, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be made by any 
person thus authorized to recover property. 
The committee of conference believe that the 
proposition in its present form obviates as 
fully as possible the evils apprehended by 
members of the House who objected to the 
measure. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to 
ask me a question, g 

Mr. RANDALL. Not now; I will wait 
until you get through. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not suppose you 
desire to call the previous question until objec- 
tions to this report have been made. It is one 
very objectionable even in its modified form. 

Mr. DUKE. I hope the gentleman from 

hio will let it be printed and go over to 
another day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lhope the previous ques- 
tion will not be ordered. This bill is just as 
offensive as it ever was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Debate is not in order, 
the previous question having been called. 

Mr. PETERS. Idemand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [should like to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio whether any change 
has been made on the subject of increase of 
salaries? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There has been 
no change. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House adjourn 
if the gentleman will not give me time to dis- 
cuss it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
71, noes 79. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL, 
and Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, were appointed. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not think there is 
any necessity for going on with the motion to 
adjourn. There is no objection to some rea- 
sonable time being given for debate. 

Mr. COX. It was refused, and I object to 
debate now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I was willing 
to yield to any reasonable time for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. You had a very strange 
way of showing your willingness. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Do not quarrel, 
or we will goon. 

Mr. COX. Well, go on. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 64, noes 68. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man desires to speak for a few moments I do 
not object, but am willing to withdraw the 
previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. There ought to be some 
debate on this important provision. 

Mr. COX. I demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn in time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 70, nays 103, not voting 
67; as follows: 

XY EAS—Messrs.Acker,Adams,Arthur, Beck, Biggs, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Critcher, Davis, Dickey, Dox, Duke, Eld- 
redge, Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D, Foster, Getz 
Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, 
Kerr, King, Lamison, McClelland, McCormick, Mo- 
Crary, McHenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, McNeely; 
Mercur, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgani 
Packer, Eli Perry, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Yt 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Scofield, Seeley, Sherwood, Shoemaker 
Stater, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swanni 
Terry, ‘Turner, Vaughan, Walden, Walls, Waitt 
thorne, Winchester, Wood, and Young—70. f 

NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Beli, 
Beveridge, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, George a 
Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Bén- 
jamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William L. 
Clark, Cobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, 
Cotton, Creely, Crocker, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Fink- 


elnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 


I desire to call 


f 


Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hibbard, 
HL Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg: 
Kendall, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Mays. © 
nard, McGrew, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey,. = 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, 
Packard, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, > 
Peck, Perce, Peters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Prindle, < 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sessions, x 
Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, Snyder, ‘Thomas J, 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Taffe, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Voorhees, Wakeman, Wheel- ©: 
er, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wil-, * 
son, and John ‘t. Wilson—103. a 
NOT VOLTING— Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barber, 

Barnum, Barry, Beatty. Bigby, James Brooks, Car- 
rol, Freeman Ciarke, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Darrall, 
De Large, Du Bose, Charles Foster, Garrett, Qolla- 


E. Harris, Jobu ‘ft. Harris, Holman, Ketcham, Kin- 
sella, Leach, Lewis, Lyach, Manson, Marshall, Me- `< 
Kee, McKinney, Mitchell, Pendleton, Aaron FB, ; 
Perry, Porter, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shel- = 
don, Shellabarger, Shober, Slocum, John A. Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Ste- 
venson, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sypher, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, ‘Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Waddell, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, 
Wells, Whiteley, and Williams of New York—67, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion recurs on the adoption of the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. AMBLER. I hope by unanimous 
consent the thirty-fourth amendment of the 
Senate will be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest we have the 
thirty-fourth amendment read and this pro- 
posed addition to it. eg 

Mr. AMBLER. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. Let both the original prop- 
osition and the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read the thirty-fourth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

And from and after the passage of this act the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to em- 
ploy not more than three persons to assist the proper 
officers of the Government in discovering and col- 
lecting any money belonging to the United States 
whenever the same shall be withheld by any person 
or corporation, upon such terms and conditions as 
heshaljl deem best for the interests of the United 
States; but no compensation shall be paid to sue 
persons except outof the money and property so 
secured. 

The Clerk also read the recommendation of 
the conference committee in regard to the 


‘thirty-fourth amendment, as follows: 


That the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment with the follow- 
ing amendment: Add to said amendment the fol» 
lowing words: “and no person shall be employed 
under the provisions of this clause who shall not have 
tully set forth, in a written statement under oath 
addressed to the Secretary of the'lreasury, the char- 
acter of the claim out of which he proposes to recover 
or assist in recovering moneys for the United States, 
the laws by the violation of which the same have 
been withheld, and the name of the person, firm, or 
corporation having thus withheld said moneys; and 
if any person so employed shall receive, or attempt 
to receive, any money or other consideration from 
any person, firm, or corporation, alleged thus to 
have withheld money from the United States, except 
in pursuance of the written contract made in rela- 
tion thereto with the Secretary of the Treasury, suc 
person shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less than 
$1,000 or imprisoned not less than two years, or both, 
in the discretion of any court of the United States . 
having jurisdiction; and the person so employed 
shall be requested to make report of his proceedings 
under such contract at any time when required to 
do so by the Secretary of the Treasury;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference, on 
which the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the atlirmative—yeas 87, nays 77, not 
voting 76, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Beveridge, Bigbys 
Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin P. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, Cobb, Co* 
burn, Conger, Cotton, Dawes, Donnan, Dusnell, 
Eames, Elliott, Farwell, : Wilder D: Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Hale, Halsey, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hilt, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, 
Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, 


day, Gvodrich, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, George ger 
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ce, Walls, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
id: John T. Wilson—87. 
NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Arthur, Banks, Beck, 
ell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Caid- 
ell, Coghlan, Comingo, Ciitcher, Crocker, -Cross- 
od, Davis, Dickey, Dox, Duell, Duke, Ely, Farns- 
orth, Finkelnburg, Forker, Getz; Griffith, Haide- 
an, Handley, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Hay, Here- 
Ford, Herndon, tiibbard, Kerr, McClelland, MeCor- 
ick, McHenry, McIntyre, MeJunkin, McKinney, 
McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morphis, Orr, Packer, Hosea W. 
orter; Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y., Rice, Jobn 
© Rice, 
Shanks, Sherwood, Sboemaker, Slater, 
storw, Sutheriand, Taffe, Lerry, Turner, Tyner, 
aughan, Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Win- 
ester, Wood, and Young—77. 

NOT VO 
‘Barber, Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Boles; Bright, + 
mes Brooks. Campbell, Carroll, Preeman Clarke, 
Couner, Cox, Crebs, Creely, Darrall, De Large, Du 
‘Bose, Hidredge, Charles Jfoster, Henry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Golladay, Goodrich, Uambieton, Hancock, 
George W. Harris, John T, Harris, Hays, Holman, 
King, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshall, McCrary, McKee, Mitchell, Mor- 
ñ, Nibluck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Porter, 
obinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shellabarger, Shober, 
Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, Soapp, R. Milton 
Speer, Stevens. Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Strong, St. John, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Van Trump, 
Voorhees, Waddeil, Waldron, Warren, Wells, W hite- 

y, and Williams of New York—76, 
So the report of the committee of confer- 


ence was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ACKER said: On this question I am 
aired with Mr. WADDELL, of North Carolina. 
he were here he would vote “ay,” and I 
ould-vote “no.” 

Tke result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report of the com- 
ittee of conference was agreed to ; and also 
moved that the. motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I move that the House 
o now adjourn. 

Mr. SEARKWEATHER. [ask unanimous 
consent to have a reference changed. 

Mr. COBURN. And I desire unanimous 
consent for the same purpose. 

=. Mr, DICKEY. 1 insist on the regular 
der. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, it was agreed to. 

Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Byorderof 
the House, the session of to-morrow will be 
for debate only asin Committee of the Whole, 
no business whatever to be transacted. ‘The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Rusx] will 
take the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

« And thereupon (at. three o'clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented un- 
der the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
mmittees: 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Jonathan 
yman Lovejoy, of Boston, Massachusetts, 
aying a pension. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of J. T. 
Newcomer, praying indemnity for a horse 
taken by the United States forces at Shelby- 
ville, Tennessee. 

_ By Mr. BULLER, of Tennessee: The peti- 
tion of Mrs. Sara Duke, of Greene county, 
Virginia. 


tion of N. L. Avery, asking the passage of 
House bill No. 1788, to increase pensions to 
gabled soldiers. = í 
By Mr. KERR: The petition of Jaimes M. 
Duppin, Nathan Wright, William H. Sloan, 
and -65 others, citizens of Crawford county, 
adiana, and ex-soldiers in the late war, ask- 
g. bounty land and equalization of pay, &e. 


y 


arker, Bli Perry, | 


} 
| 
q 
i 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rogers, |; 


Snyder, | 


LANG—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, ! 


“By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- | 


| _ By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of Charles 
; Michails, asking compensation for Joss of time 
i and expenditures while under arrest as a 
i drafted recruit. 

By Mr. SARGENT: The petitions of 850 
citizens of California, praying for the exten- 
sion of suffrage to women. 


$ 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 4, 1872. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washing- 
ton, D. C. í 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 
POTEAWATOMIE AND SHAWNEE INDIANS. 


+The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the 
committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 988) to provide 
homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory, Mr. 
į Bucxixenam, Mr. HARLAN, and Mr. STEVEN- 


SON. 
5 TOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


N 

“Phe bill (H. R. No. 2636) for the relief of 
Red‘ Bear, a chief of Pembina band of Chip- 
pewa Indians, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


FANNIE M. JACKSON. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, non-concurring in the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2042) for 
the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of Tennes- 
see, and requesting a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The request of the House was concurred in; 
and the Vice President was, by unanimous 
consent, authorized to appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Hows, 
Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Cooper were appointed. 


‘PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Annie E. Paige, praying compensation for 
cotton destroyed by fire while in possession of 
the Government of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the counties of Cayuga and Tompkins, New 
York, praying the passage of Senate bill No. 
989, for the relief of William H. Akins and 
Jacob D. Felthousen ; which was referred to į 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of officers, | 
soldiers, suilors, and marines who have been 


if 


fi 
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to be allowed to sell or assign their interests 
in certain lands granted to them by a recent 
amendment of the homestead act; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER. Task that the Senate will 
be good enough to take up the district school 
bill, with the understanding that it be passed 
over informally for morning business. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not want to object 
to the bill, but I must leave the Chamber for 
a moment, and therefore I ask to be allowed 
to rid myself of two or three petitions. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object to the bill 
being taken up. : 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I will ask the 
Chair to be good enough to recognize me as 
soon as the morning business is over. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wi 
take notice of the request. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 make a similar request. | 
`- The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not make any promises. He must under the | 
rule recognize whoever first rises. | 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
deputy United States marshals for the south- 
ern district of New York and criers attached 


1| 


iu the service of the United States, praying jį 


i 
i 
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_He also presented a memorial of officers, 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who have been 
in the service of the United States, praying: 
to ke allowed to sell or assign their interests 
in certain lands granted to them by.a recent 
amendment of the homestead act; which was’ 
referred to. the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. WILSON presented four petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage 
of the bill incorporating the National Union 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Train- 
ing-School Association; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. f 

Mr. CRAGIN presented a memorial of thirty- 
one business firms, who use two hundred and 
fifty sewing-muchines in their business in the 
city of New York, remonstrating against the 
extension of the patent of A. B. Wilson on 
sewing-machines; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented the petition of 
James M. Laidley, of Charlestown, West Vir- 
ginia, praying the removal of his political 
disabilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis- 
abilities. : 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, some 
mornings since, as representing the Commit- 
tee on Territories, I had a bil! before the Sen- 
ate approving an act of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Dakota. I ask tbat by 
unanimous consent it may be taken up now 
and passed upon. I think those gentlemen 
who made opposition to it heretofore have 
become satisfied that the bill ought to pass 
with some slight amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks for the consideration 
at the present time of the bill affirming a 
legislative act of the Territory of Dakota. 

Mr. POMEROY. Has it been amended? 

Mr. SUMNER. I must object to that until 
the school bill is acted upon. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I never have objected 
to the consideration of the school bill. This 
is a matter of as much importance to the peo- 
ple of the Territory of Dakota, I apprehend, 
as the school bill is to a certain class. of peo- 
ple in this. District. I cannot understand why 
the Senator from Massachusetts objects to the 
consideration of this bill, , It is certainly not 
antagonistic to the District school bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not know that I have 
ever made an objection before during twenty 
years of service here; but I have tried every 
morning to press a most important bill upon 


|| the Senate; but one after another has objected. 


Now I shall insist that everything shall come 
up in its regular order, on motion, until my 
bill is acted on. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I will just say tothe Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that I have never 
made any objection to the consideration of his 
bill. I am willing to have it considered at 
any moment. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions are still 
in order. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of 
Michael Mahon, late of the seventh United 
States infantry, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of S. B.: 
Alexander and O. H. Gadsden, of Florida, 
praying indemnity for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the year 1801; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the city 
government of Jacksonville, Florida, relative 
to the improvements of the bar of St. John’s 
river, Florida; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands have had before them a petition and 


to the courts in that district, praying an in- 
crease of salaries; which was referred: to the i 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


i 


a bill accompanying it which was not read in 
the Senate, supplementary to an act entitled 
t An act to secure homesteads to actual, set. 
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tlers on the public domain.” It limits the 
application of this bill to the State of Oregon 
and the Territories; buat as the bill was not 
printed, and the committee did not consider it 
maturely, L am directed by the committee to 
report the bill, and ask that it may be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The bill (S. No. 1075) was read twice and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [Itis necessary to change 


the spelling of the name ofa vessel. Here is 
a bill of seven lines 
Mr. SUMNER. I must object. The Sen- 


ator can get it up at another time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will hear 


t read 

Mr. SUMNER. I know what itis; and if 
an exception is made in one case it will be 
pressed in another. As soon, however, as the 
school bill is acted upon I shall have no 
objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
object, of course, under the call for morning 
business to reading any bill except one just 
reported, If it is now reported it may be 
read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was reported the day 
before yesterday from the Committee on Com- 
merce, and simply changes the spelling of the 
name of a vessel. They have got a wrong 
spelling, and it is in the register. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Wrong spelling daes 
not vitiate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it makes it very bad 
for the owners of the vessel. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts insists on the objection, the 
motion cannot be entertained. 

Mr. SUMNER. lam reminded that it is 
much more important to have schools where 
they can learn to spell [laughter] than to 
correct an error in a bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw his objection. 


i 


Mr. SUMNER. No, I shall not. I am 
going to insist on it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 


mittees are in order 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1067) to provide for the crea- 
tion and regulation of railroad companies in 
the Territories of the United States, reported 
it with amendments, which were ordered to be 
printed; and the bill, as amended, was recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 876) to authorize the building of a light- 
house on Hunting Island, South Carolina, 
reported it adversely and moved its indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to have that 
bill go on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
placed on the Calendar with the 
port of the committee. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2186) to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to regulate the carriage of passengers in 
steamships and other vessels,’? approved 
March 8, 1855, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
861) to aid in settling the unsurveyed and 
unoccupied lands on the tributaries of the 
Colorado river of the West, moved its indef- 
inite postponement, a similar bill reported by 
the committee having already been passed; 
which was agreed to. 

- Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, who were directed to inquire into 
the facts connected with the placing of Dr. 
James C. Palmer’s name above that of Dr. 
Ninian Pinkney as a surgeon in the Navy, 


It will be 
adverse re- 


submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to cail up House bill No. 2048. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. I object. 

Mr. SCOTT. Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of A. Gordon Mullin, of Philadelphia, 
praying for the issue of two bonds of the Uni- 
ted States in lieu of bonds destroyed by fire, 
to submit a report, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill (S. No. 1074) for the relief of A. Gor- 


don Mullin was read, and passed to the second | 


reading. 


Mr. SCOTT. I would like to have the bill | 
considered at this time, were I not aware of, 


the fate snch a request would meet. / 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
desires, the Chair will ask unanimous consent. 
Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. SUMNER. [I object. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not ask unanimous con- 
sent. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1076) for the relief of George R. Wilson ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GILBERT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1077) referring to the United States Court 
of Claims for adjudication and determination 
a claim for the entire past and future use of 
the Norton post-marking and postage-cancel- 
ing hand stamp; which was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1078) referring to the United States Court of 
Claims a claim for the use of the Norton 
type-wheel dating and printing-machine, also 
the dating and canceling hand-stamp; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, the bill 
(S. No. 1054) to reimburse the State of Ken- 
tucky for moneys expended for the United 
States in enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and trans- 
porting militia forces, to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion, was taken from the table and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSTON and Mr. KELLOGG sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed 
by them to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, and 
completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to postpone all 
other business for the purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 628. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduction 
of bills is still in order, and therefore that 
motion is not now in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not a motion to post- 
pone all other business in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not the morn- 
ing business under the twenty-fourth rule. 
That must be progressed with until it is con- 
cluded. If there are no other bills, Senate 
resolutions must be called for. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there are no other 
bills, I make the motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 628. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Senator 
from Massachusetts a resolution to offer ? 


Ty 


Mr. SUMNER. No, sir; but when resolu- 
tions are over I have a motion to make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate resolu- 
tions are in order. There appear to be none, ® 

Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate ` 


school bill. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
A 


oor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. For a Senate 


resolution he could not retain the floor, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I had no Senate rego: 
lution, but I had a motion to make to take up 
Senate bill No. 628. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business was not concluded at that moment, 
Any Senator had a right to offer a resolution. 
After the announcement of the close of the 
morning business, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was the first Senator who addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Are resolutions in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not now, un- 
less by unanimous consent. 
passed. The morning business having been 
announced as concluded, the Senator from 
Massachusetts has risen to make a motion. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to give notice of 
amendments to bills. I believe those notices 
are in order. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are, by 
unanimous consent. The morning business 
is formally concluded. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of tbe District 
school bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business has concluded and the motion is in 
order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that bill will not 
be taken up for the reason that it will prob- 
ably consume the whole morning hous. There 
is a bill that I desire to call up reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary to organize a 
court in the Indian country. It has probably 
come to the notice of every Senator that there 
have been great disturbances in the Indian 
country west of Arkansas. Some ten or a 
dozen persons lost their lives there a few days 
ago. The committee has received communi- 
cations from the executive department’ urging 
theimportance of the establishment ofa United 
States court in the Indian country, and a bill 
has been reported for that purpose, and it is 
important, as the Government think, that early 
action should be hadupon it. In fact, the 
Secretary of the Interior, who wasin that coun- 
try at the time, telegraphed here urging the 
immediate establishment of a court in that 
country. . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will say, in 

addition to what the Senator from Iilinois has 
said, that Ido not think the bill will take a 
minute. It was the unanimous opinion of the 
Committee on the Judiciary that the bill ought 
to be passed at once. It has been carefully 
considered for a long time by the committee, 
and there was no difference of opinion upon 
it. Jt cannot give rise to any discussion. 
Mr. POMEROY. I have an amendment 
which I desire to submit to that bill. I have 
been instructed by the Legislature of my State 
on that subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We considered those 
matters. Of course the Senator can offer his 
amendment, but I think the bill ought to be 
acted upon. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know it is very import- 
ant to have a court there, but the bill ought 
to be amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts yields, the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Illinois to move to 
take up the bill to which he refers. 5 

Mr. SUMNER. I cannot yield, and I will 


memei 


say, with great deference to my friend, tbat I 
i have exerted myself every morning to get- up 


proceed to the consideration of the District |. 


I thought I had het” 


resolution; but if the Senator had no Senate ` 


They have been. “i 


pill which is regarded as necessary, which 
‘its own provisions will go into operation 
‘the Ist of July, and it ought to be passed 
omptly, so that the people here shall have 
ice and govern themselves accordingly. 
Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to make a 
ggestion. Why not let the Senator from 
sachusetts take up his bill, and then doubt- 
gif this other bill can pass, as I hopé it ean 
4 moment, letit lie aside informally, that the 
snate may go on with the other bill. The 
fidian territory court bill is of some import- 
ve, but I do not see that itis necessary to 
tagonize it with the other bill. I shall vote 
take up the bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and then no doubt he will let it lie 
aside to allow a vote to be taken on the other 
ill. 
Mr. POMEROY. Ihavean amendment to 
offer to it which I have not yet prepared. 

Mr. SUMNER. If the bill can be passed 
five minutes or so, as the Senator says—— 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know as to 


at. 
Mr. SUMNER. The school bill and the 
estion of equal rights are put aside always. 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. If the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from New York was car- 
ried out, then the Senator from Massachusetts 
ör any. other Senator could demand the regular 
order if the court bill for the Indian territory 
should take any length of time in debate. The 
pending question now is on taking up the bill 
indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
“Mr. SUMNER. Very well; let my bill be 
taken up. -` ` 
“Mr. TRUMBULL. That just complicates 
matters by having one bill up and then inform- 
ally laid aside for another. I think we had 
better take a vote, and if the Senate votes to 
take up the Senator’s bill, very well; I cannot 
lp it; but if they do not vote to take it up, 
hope the Senate will consider the bill to 
hich I have referred. I think it will take but 
à few minutes. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will let it come up, we shall have it 
disposed of in a very short time. If not, I 
ask for a vote of the Senate on taking up the 
school bill, which will occupy the remainder 
of ‘the morning hour, and perhaps more. 
YE. I want to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Illinois. We have a bill on 
the table reported some time ago, to organize 
the Territory of Oklahoma, in which bill there 
is ample, provision made for courts. I shall 
feel bound, if that matter is entered upon, to 
offer that bill as an amendment. 
Mr. SUMNER. Then I think that question 
of courts had better go over to another day, 
and let us settle the school question to-day. 
T hope there will be no question on that point. 
Mr. LOGAN. Isuggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether his supplementary civil 
rights bill, as it is called, will not obviate the 
necessity for this school bill? 
“Mr. SUMNER. No; there are details in 
“this bill. ‘Lhigis a District bill, and it contains 
details specially applicable to the District, which 
have been considered in the District Commit- 
tee, and also by the trustees of the. schools 
here. The general bill contains only the gen- 
éral principle. This contains details, and in 
some respects the machinery for carrying it 
into execution. : 
` Mr. LOGAN. I know nothing about that. 
Mr. SUMNER. I hope there can be no 
“question on this matter. 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
-getts, to proceed to the consideration of the 
~ District school bill. 
: Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas andnays, 
and they were ordered. 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the exact title of the bill. : 
Fhe Carer CLERK. ‘A bill (S. No. 865) 
fo secure equal rights in the public schools 
of Washington and Georgetown. ” 
Mr, BAYARD. © Mr. President, a sense of | 


42p Cong. 2p Szss.—No. 192. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


duty has compelled me hitherto to oppose the 
passage of this bill, and I propose to express 
my opposition to it whenever it is brought 
before the Senate. I should not particularly 
desire to have it come up now; at the same 
time I propose that my opposition to it shall 
be of the most regular and orderly character. 
I do not desire to evade the question, and it 
will be for the Senate to pass upon it when it 
is brought properly before it. Ido not know 
how long a time my remarks will occupy. If 
they should be prolonged beyond the morning 
hour, I should desire to be permitted to finish 
them, and not to be cut short by this very lim- 
ited time. If it can be the understanding of 
the Senate that I may be permitted to go on 
if my remarks exceed the residue of the morn- 
ing hour, I shall not then interpose my vote 
to delay the taking up of the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should have no objection. 
_ Mr. BAYARD. The Senator’s vote of course 
is potential here in many ways; but it is not 
nevertheless absolute and omnipotent. If I 
am to be cut off midway in the few remarks I 
propose to submit, I shall object to taking up 
the bill during the morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator desire the Chair to submit that question 
to the Senate? 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not, because I do not 
care to make my convenience a subject of 
consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
does not ask unanimous consent, but gives 
notice of the fact that he will desire some time 
after the morning hour on this bill ifit shall 
be taken up. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 17; as follows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Ames, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Howe, Kellogg, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—25, 

YS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Sauls- 
bary, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, and 

ckers—17. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Corbett, Cragin, Davisof Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Hamilton of ‘Texas, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrillof Vermont, Morton Patterson, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Thurman, Tipton, 
West, andWright—3z. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
EQUAL RIGHTS IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
accordingly resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 865) to secure equal rights in the 
public schools of Washington and George- 
town. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to ask a question 
as to the order of business. I understood that 
the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
taken up, was to be taken up subject to any 
other business that might be offered. I wish 
to know whether that was the understanding 
of the Chair? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is 
incorrect. That was not agreed to by the 
Senate. There were suggestions made by the 
Senator from New York in regard to the bill 
of the Senator from Illinois, which were not 
acceded to. There was also a suggestion of 
the Senator from Delaware that he desired to 
speak longer than one o’clock, but he did not 
desire that question to be submitted to the 
Senate, so that no agreement was eniered into. 

Mr. BAYARD addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill, speaking until one 
o’clock. A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate, and the 
Chair recognizes upon it the Senator from 
Minnesota, [Mr. Winpom,] who is entitled to 
the floor. ae 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator from, 
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Delaware may be allowed to continue his 
remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota yield that the appropri: 
ation bill may be informally passed over to 
continue the consideration of the present bill? 

Mr. WINDOM. Iyield to allow unanimous 
consent to be asked. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota yields to the Senator from. Massa- 
chusetts to ask unanimous consent to continue 
the consideration of the present bill until the 
Senator from Delaware concludes his remarks. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. WINDOM. I will not object to that, 
to allow the Senator from Delaware to con- 
clude his remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to the Senator from Del- 
aware concluding his remarks, after which 
time the Senator from Minnesota gives notice 
that he will insist on the regular order unless 
it is laid aside by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. I do not know how long the 
Senator from Delaware may require in his re- 
marks. Ido not wish to prevent him con- 
tinuing his speech, but I should like to know 
how long it will require, whether it will con- 
sume the day. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh, no; I will not con- 
sume the day. Iam sorry to consume any of 
the time of the Senate on this business. At 
the same time I do not think it right to tie me 
down to minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator from 
California will allow the Senator from Dela- 
ware to proceed. 

Mr. COLE. I did not ask for the purpose 
of shortening the debate, but—— 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘The Senator has permitted 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts to 
take up this measure, and I have expressed 
on several days my intention to oppose it in 
the usual and orderly way, not for the purpose 
of delay, but simply to vindicate what I think 
to be right. 

Mr. NYE. The Senator from Minnesota 
said he had no objection to the Senator from 
Delaware proceeding. 

Mr. COLE. I have no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Clerk to read 
the law which I sent to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires it to be understood that the appropriation 
bill is informally passed over, subject to the 
call of any Senator should the debate be pro- 
longed. At the close of the speech of the 
Senator from Delaware, the Senator from 
Minnesota gives notice of his intention to 
demand the regular order. 

Mr. BAYARD resumed the floor and con- 
cluded his speech in opposition to the bill, 
which will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 


dent—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
noy inthe chair.) The Post Office appro- 
priation. bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope there may be no 
question—— 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 1 believe I 
have the floor. Iask the Senator having the 
appropriation bill in charge to allow me to 
present an amendment to the pending bill, 
that I may have it printed. 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, In order to 
give notice of it, I will read the amendment. 
It is to amend the bill in section one by strik- 
ing out the words ‘passage of this act’! and 
inserting ‘‘approval of this act by the people 
of Washington and Georgetown, in the man- 
ner hereinafter provided;’’ and also to add 
the following as section six: : 

An election shall be held in the citios of Washi g- 
ton and Georgetown on the first Monday of duly, A.D. 
1872, at the customary voting ‘places in said cities, 
and upon such notice and between such hours as is 
required by law for other elections therein, and 


| shall be by ballot; and on each ballot shall be writs 
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ten or printed the word “approved” or “‘disap- 
proved ;” and if a majority of all the ballots cast 
in said cities shall be so written or printed ‘‘ap- 
proved,” then this act shall take effect as in the 
first section thereof is provided; but if the majority 
of such ballots shall be printed or written “‘disap- 
proved,” then this act shall be of no effect. 

Task that this amendment may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The school 
bill has passed from the consideration of the 
Senate, and the Post Office appropriation bill 
is now before the body, but if there be no 
objection this amendment will be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. T shall offer 
it when the school bill comes up again, and I 
wish to have it printed in the mean time. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order 
will be entered. ; 

Mr. WINDOM rose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will 
allow this bill to be proceeded with to the end. 

Mr. WINDOM. If a vote can be taken I 
will not object. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think there will be very 
little discussion. 

Mr. WINDOM. [If it isto be further dis- 
cussed I must insiston the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. If I supposed it was to 
occupy much time I should not ask the Sen- 
ator to yield, but he willsee that we have taken 
this bill up now two or three times, and I ask 
him if it isexpedient that we should be obliged 
to take it up again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts asks that by unani- 
mous consent the appropriation bill may be 
laid aside for the purpose of continuing the 
consideration of the school bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I propose to 
discuss that bill. I have submitted an amend- 
ment which I wish to have printed. 

The Sen- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from Connecticut objects. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is that in the nature of 
an objection? The Senator says he will dis- 
cuss it. Very well. 


Mr. VICKERS. I object. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland objects. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I have the greatest 


respect for the Senator from Massachusetts, 
but it seems to me he ought to understand 
by this time that this bill of his is destined 
to have a very thorough discussion in this 
body. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; then is it not 
better that it should go on now? > 

Mr. CASSERLY. But I appeal to the Sen- 
ator whether he should undertake to force it 
through in this manner over the appropriation 
bill already pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland objects to the further laying 
aside of the appropriation bill, and the school 
bill cannot be proceeded with without a vote. 

Mr. SUMNER. I appeal, then, to the 
Senator from Minnesota to allow the bill that 
has been under consideration to-day to be 
proceeded with to the end. We have com- 
menced it; the plow is in the furrow ; and let 
us go on. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not in my power I 
believe to consent to anything of the sort. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland objected, and the school bill 
can only be taken up by laying the appropria- 
tion bill on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is in the power of the 
Senator to put aside this bill for the present. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is in the power of the 
Senate, not in my power. I hape, however, 
the Senate will complete this appropriation 
bill, which has been under consideration two 
or three days. I do not feel at liberty to 
consent to let it go over, ` 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


vice of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, the pending question 
being on the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, in section four, line twenty- 
six, to strike out ‘‘one hundred and fifty” 
and insert “four hundred ;”’ so as to make 
the clause read, ‘‘for steamship service be- 
tweenthe United States and Brazil, $400,000 ;”” 
and to insert after ‘‘dollars’’ the following 
clause: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby directed 
to increase the mail service with Brazil now in 
operation under the act approved May 28, 1864, so 
as to provide for deliveries of the mails in New 
York and Rio de Janeiro twice each month; and 
he shall require said semi-monthly service to be 
performed by steamships wholly constructed in the 
United States (two of which shall be of not less 
than two thousand five hundred tons burden, and 
the others of not less than two thousand tons 
burden) for the term of years provided by the for- 
mer contract; and the Government of the United 
States shall have the right, in case of war, to take 
any of said vessels for its own use upon payment 
of a reasonable compensation therefor: Provided, 
That the expense of the service shall be divided 
between the Governments of Brazil and of the Uni- 
ted States; and that the United States portion 
thereof shall not exceed $400,000 for service twice 
performed per month. 


Mr. WINDOM. In conformity with the 
action of the Senate yesterday, or at least in 
partial conformity therewith, 1 offer a substi- 
tute for the amendment printed in the bill. 
It is to strike outall after the word ‘‘ Brazil,” 
in line twenty-six, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

Four hundred and fifty thousand dollars. And 
the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
increase the mail service with Brazil, now in 
operation under the act approved May 28, 1864, 
so as to provide for deliveries of the mails at New 
York and Rio de Janeiro twice each month, and 
in the contract therefor he shall require said semi- 
monthly service to be performed for the term of 
years provided by the original contract, and by 
steamships wholly constructed in the United States, 
two of which shall be of not less than twenty-five 
hundred tons burden, and the others of not less than 
two thousand tons burden, all of which shall be 
officered by citizens of the United States or those 
who have declared theirintention to become citi- 
zens; and the contractors shall be required to carry 
the United States mails, without extra charge, on 
all the steamers they may run on said line, or any 
part of it, or any branch or extension thereof: Pro- 
vided, That all steamships hereafter accepted for 
said service shall be constructed so as to be readily 
adapted to, the armed naval service of the United 
States in time of war; and before acceptance the 
officers by whom they may be inspected shall report 
to tho Seeretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
with; and the Government shall have the right, in 
case of war, to take any of said vessels for its own 
use upon payment of a reasonable compensation 
therefor: Provided further, That the entire cost to 
the United States of said service performed twice 
each month shall not exceed $450,000 per annum. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the order adopted yesterday 
limiting debate to five minutes is still in force 
to-day. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that while the 
service is doubled by this amendment the pay 
is trebled; that is to say, at present $150,000 
is paid fora monthly service, and the com- 
mittee propose to pay $450,000 for a semi- 
monthly service. J should like to know the 
reason why the committee do not insist upon 
treble the service if they treble the pay. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. West] has charge of this amend- 
ment, and he will doubtless answer the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. WEST. I did not distinctly hear the 
Senator from Michigan, and I should like him 
to repeat his question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I statea that the pay 
now for monthly service is $150,000 a year. 
This amendment proposes to double the ser- 
vice, that is to give a semi-monthly line instead 
of a monthly, and to treble the pay. In other 
words, it would be $300,000 if they doubled 
the pay and doubled the service, but they 
double the service and treble the pay. They 
raise the pay from $150,000 to $450,000 and 
only double the service. 

Mr. WEST. The particular answer to the 
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will recall itto his recollection, his experience 
herewill remind himself of, is that the original 
contract for the service was a joint contract 
made as between the Government of Brazil 
and the Government of the United States; 
that is to say, under the act of May 28, 1864, 
establishing this service, 1t was stipulated and 
agreed that it should be jointly borne by the 
two Governments, but that in no event should 
the charge upon the Government of the Uni- 
ted States exceed $150,000. The Government 
of Brazil, as I am informed, has contributed 
to this line a subsidy of $100,000 per annum, 
making the total compensation to the company 
$250,000. The agreement as between the 
Government of Brazil and this company ex- 
pires in a very few years, within three years, 
as I am informed, and there has been such 
objection made by other companies who ara 
not put on the same footing as the American 
company has been as to make it out of the 
question for Brazil to advance a similar com- 
pensation or proceed in the same ratio in the 
future service. Now, had the Senator who 
sits adjacent to the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
called upon him for the very exhaustive and 
able report that committee has made within a 
few days, setting forth all the facts in connec: 
tion with this service, it would hardly have 
been necessary for him to ask the question. 
That report goes on to show that at the present 
time we have a very imperfect service in con- 
nection with the Brazilian ports ; that the trips 
are necessarily so long that it is out of the 
question to derive the full advantage from 
them that would be derived if they were more 
continuous or more repeated. 

However, I will not enter upon that matter. 
I will refer the Senator to the report, but I 
have answered his question, that the semi- 
monthly service which is now proposed must 
of necessity be entirely borne by the Govern- 
ment of the United States on account of the 
conflict of the provision with the usages ac- 
corded to other nations by the Brazilian Gov- 
ernment. ; ? 

Mr. STEWART, I should like to inquire 
of the Senator if that report is a lengthy one. 

Mr. WEST. No, sir. Some of it might be 
omitted, but if it should be read, and if the 
Senate would give attention to the reading, it 
would save a great deal of debate. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to hear the 
report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
made by Mr. Ramsey, from the committee, on 
the 26th of April: 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom were referred the memorial and supple- 
mentary memorial of the United States and Bra- 
zil Mail Steamship Company respectfully report: 

That mail steamship service to Brazil was inaugu- 
rated under act of Congress approved May 28, 1864. 
Brazil had agreed to bear part of the expense, thus 
preferring the United States to all other nations. 
The Postmaster General attests the fidelity of ser- 
vice under the contract, but, he states that the route 
is too long for monthly service; that under the best 
possible schedule of running the outgoing steamer 
must leave New York two days after the arrival of 
the incoming steamer. As neither letters, nor re- 
mittances, nor shipments under commercial orders 
can be prepared in this limited time, and as they 
cannot await thirty-two days for the next departure 
from New York, they necessarily fall into Britieh 
steamers. Our people, deprived of the reciprocal 
opportunities for exchange of commodities, lose the 
main benefits contemplated when this service was 
begun. The Postmaster General urges double ser- 
vice as a practical necessity. The contractors offer 
to bind themselves to perform this for a moderate 
mail pay. They state that they have paid $4,000,000 
in gold for duty on coffee imported by theirsteamers, 
besides increasing the trade largely in divers ways. 
They offer proof that owing to disjointed service 
they have, in seven years, (although they have pai 
nothing for insurance,) not earned, altogether, five 
per cent.; in other words, have barely managed to 
keep out of debt. They are confident that double 
service will secure a large exporttrade. If they are 
refused this, they ask to be released from their con- 
tract. They are known to be able and economica 
managers. The route is therefore presented practi- 
cally, on both sides, as one capable of yielding great 
public benefits with adequate service. The alter~ 
native seems to be semi-monthly steamship service 
or no stcamship service whatever. 5 

Petitions have been ‘received by. the committee: 
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some of the most important commercial and 
eyed interestsin the land asking for extension 
“this service. As a postal route, the Postmaster 
neral states that it is very imperfect at present, 
id ‘‘a majority of the letters ” go via England. In 
fiscal year 1869-70 we exchanged with Brazil by 
werican steamers 166,000 letters, yielding over 
wenty thousand dollars. With British opportuni- 
es constantly increasing, and with no increase of 
yr own, these receipts must be diminished; but it 
Claimed that to double the American service will 
nmediately treble this amount. 
Ina national and commercial point of view the 
ire people of the United States feel the deepest 
interest in the Brazil trade. We aro dependent on 
Brazil for almost a necessary of life, importing thence 
annually two hundred and fifty million pounds of 
j We are the largest single consumer of her 
We should pay for this, if not with manu- 
cturers, with our produce and provisions. The 
ute isin American waters. In last fiscal year we 
ported to Brazil the value of $5,945,807. We im- 
ported thence $30,560,468. The imports and exports 
of: Great Britain in the same trade balance each 
| They now seek to do more—to cut off our 
xports by triangular voyages, going direct to 
razil from Great Britain and returning via New 
By perfect transportation they defeat the 
Jaws of nature. We consume twice as much coffee 
as England, but she exports to Brazil between six 
and seven time as much value as we do. France is 
ot far behind her in exports, Brazil and contigu- 
ous. markets purchase $150,000,000 of imported arti- 
cles; but they buy naturally from those who can 
furnish them ata stated early time, There is not a 
nation of Europe indifferent to this trade. Few 
mations are untaxed by their efforts to secure it, 
Nature offers a large portion of it to the United 
States, but the efforts of other nations exact from 
us the highest class of transportation. France alone 
paysover five hundred thousand dollars currency per 
annum (2,306,172 franes) for mail service, (monthly, 
we believe.) 
¿We find much of interest on this point in the dis- 
atches of Mr. Blow, United States minister to 
> (Senate Document 92, Forty-First Congress, 
second session.) ‘‘ While we have been paying gold 
almost entirely for our coffee to Brazil, othernations 
more remote buy almost entirely with their manu- 
factured goods and produce,” simply because their 
early efforts ‘were directed to establishing close 
and rapid communication by every means in their 
power,” Again, he says, our produce and manufac- 
res ‘‘ are now needed at remunerative prices, but 
re kept back for the want ofregular and fair trans- 
ortation,” “A people paying $60,000,000 per annum 
for an article so essential as coffee have a right to 
demand the most enlightened legislation in regard 
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fülly employed.” The greatest need of the masses 
of Brazil is bread, and as they become accustomed 
to flour and corn the consumption of their mandioca 
willdecline. : r 

“The production of coffee can be increased in 
quantity more readily than of sugar and cotton. 
The fact stares us in the face that the consump- 
tion of coffee, even at the high price it has com- 
Manded and at the high duty it has paid, has in~- 
creased so rapidly in the United States [Mr. Blow 
dates doubtless from 1865] as to threaten us with a 
rate where it will cease to be within the reach of the 
masses of our people, who regard it as a necessity.” 
In confirmation of this, itis certain that in 1870 the 

consumption of coffee exceeded the importation. 
‘The production of coffee, estimated by Mr. Blow 
to be five hundred million pounds in 1870, was fifteen 
million three hundred and twelve thousand pounds 
«in 1820, having been multiplied thirty-three times 
in fifty years. 

Four millions of emancipated negroes are being 
added gradually to our coffee consumers, and our 
need of coffee is notlikely to diminish. Any policy 
which will cheapen coffee will benefit our people at 
They consume annually over seven pounds 
per capita. Each cent per pound saved in pricerep~ 
resents near three million dollars saved to them, 
Increased scope of business will be followed by 
“greater interchanges of products, and, of course, by 
lower freights and increased importations, In this 
way the price will.be reduced. The importations 
of coffee for some years after the establishment of 
the Brazil line of steamers averaged annually one 
:hundred milijon pounds, more than for some years 
previous. In 1865 two hundred and thirty-eight 
‘vessels from Brazil entered our ports. In fiscal year 
1870-71 the entries were five hundred and five, so 
‘that through limited imperfect intercourse the ton- 
mage has more than doubled in five years. The last 
-fiscal year shows seventy vessels more than 1869-70, 
But there is another side of the picture. With in- 
|= oferior transportation we cannot command remit- 
“tances—sailing vessels available to fetch and carry 
‘ean no longer command commerce, Certainty and 
“speed are needed. There was cleared for Brazil in 
“1869-0 the number of two hundred and ninety-seven 
vessels; in 1870-71 the number was two hundred and 
eighty-eight. A decrease ofninein clearances, an in- 
crease of seventy in entries, present significant facts. 
Tn 1859 our clipper ships weresupreme on the ocean, 
in this trade, at least. Brazil then afforded a mar- 
ket for five hundred thousand barrels of flour. In 
fiscal year 1870-71 our shipments were considerably 
less; we believe in calendar year 1871 they were less 
‘by one fourth. 
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Value of eight articles above, (omitting hardware.) 
at a 


in one year, we have furnished her 
POLES... sesen sorsrcccresesesesecressartsessessasneesseee $244,408 
The world furnished her— 
van s... $18,158,550 
At Bahia aote. nes 5,390,255 


Total secssecerssssssreessssseereseseene serrin nes sarres 823,548,805 


Our total contribution of the articles named 
amounts to a little more than one dollar in $100 of 
her imports at two ports only. 

It is stated that nearly one hundred thousand tons 
of British steamers ply between English and South 
American ports; certainly the mere increase of 
British exports to Brazil, between 1867 and 1869, 
was over seven million dollars, a sum largely ex- 
ceeding our entire exports. There is another im- 
portant feature in this trade. Our Government 
allows an abatement of duty on coffee damaged on 
arrival. There are returns at the Treasury from the 
principal ports as follows, forthe year 1871, calendar 
duty at three cents per pound; with former duty of 
five cents per pound, the same percentage of damage 
would represent two thirds more money: 
Allowances, in gold, for damages on coffee imported 

by sailing vessels: 


At New York... -» $64,094 82 
At Baltimore... 46,529 44 
At New Orleans.. 40,092 06 
At Mobile... 6,048 96 
At Boston... 2,996 69 
At Philadelphia.. 2,360 00 
At San Francisco.. 8,950 34 
At Charleston. 865,65. 


Total .cssecsneecessscressnsseerssreessanseeees erreca $166,637 96 


Or, at fifteen per cent., in currency, over one hun- 
dred and ninety-one thousand dollars, 

The allowances for damages by. steamer, same 
period, were: at New York, gold, $2,416; Baltimore, 
none; New Orleans, none; San Francisco, $214. 

The damage by steamer is insignificant, but itis 
difficult to state the relative percentage. Itis prob- 
ably one tenth as great as that by sailing vessels. We 
have thus virtually paid from two hundred thousand 
to three hundred and fifty thousand dollars, ac- 
cording to rate of duty, for maintaining sailing 
vessels, two thirds of them foreign, driven from the 
European trade by superior transportation. With 
first-class steamers fetching coffee, this would be 
saved. We have had the refuse trade and paid this 
sum. If wisely applied, it would have built up our 
commore with Brazil permanently through steam- 
ships. 

In every point of view, perfect steamship service 
with Brazil is important, butit cannot be had with- 
out the patronage of the Government. Foreign 
nations can obtain equal speed and capacity with 
two thirds of the capital employed and two thirds 
of the running expenses; stili they grant large mail 
pay in addition, satisfied that it is returned mani- 
fold into their treasuries. | $ 

Our Government has paid the Brazil line, for mail 
pay, a little over one dollar per mile—$150,000 for 
one hundred and forty-three thousand miles of ser~ 
vice. They have received even less than this from 
Brazil. This is much less than we have granted to 
other important lines, and experience shows that it 
isnot enough. Brazil is not likely to grant any 
more than she pays now. With creditable energy 
the Brazil company propose double service for in- 


creased pay, instead of asking higher pay for service 
necessarily disjointed. ‘They have also adopted our 
view to include two steamers of twenty-five bun- 
dred tons each, in the tonnage employed, so as to 
provide ample capacity, 

Your committee are of opinion that the extension 
of this service is a practical necessity to retain our 
present commerce with Brazil and to assert natural 
claims for extended commerce and pay for necessary 
imports with our own produce and manufactures, 
They do not ask for unreasonable mail pay, and we 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill, 
which grants the least compensation that will main- 
tain proper service on a footing of justice to all. 

Before the reading of the report was con- 
cluded, wee 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not particular to 
shear that report. I thought it was a report 
from the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. NYE. Itis. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg your pardon. That 
istaken from the Commercial Relations. Those 
things are very familiar. Ihave been listen- 
ing for something from the Post Office Com- 
mittee. I wish the Post Office report; that is 
on commerce. I want to hear from the Post 
Office Committee. [Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that the Secretary is reading from a 
report of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota, [Mr. Ramsey, ] its chairman. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Everything there is 
familiar to me, and hence it is not worth while 
to read any more from that report. I should 
have been glad to hear something about the 
Post Office relations in connection‘with Brazil. 
I was perfectly aware that our imports from 
Brazil were thirty millions and our exports 
about four millions, and I never heard of any 
nation being very desirous of increasing that 
kind of traffic where it pays out six or seven 
dollars in coin for every dollar’s worth of mer- 
chandise it sends out. [ was likewise perfectly 
aware that this line brought into the ‘Treasury 
some four million dollars duty on coffee; 
but it did not make a difference of one six- 
pence to the Treasury whether the coffee came 
in sailing ships or in these steamships. I was’ 
likewise aware that this same steamship com- 
pany applied for a bounty of twenty dollars a 
ton on all the coffee brought by the line. I 
told them that I did not know that it made any 
difference to the consumers of coffee in the 
United States whether that coffee came by 
their steamship line or by sailing ships from 
Brazil. 

Mr. President, I am utterly opposed to this 
scheme; and unless the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads have something to say 
about Post Office business, I will thank them 
not to lecture the Committee on Commerce 
about our commercial relations. 

Mr. NYE. Perhaps some of the rest of us 
are not quite so fortunate as our distinguished 
friend from Michigan. Those that are not I 
think would like to hear this report read 
through. If the Committee on Commerce 
knew about this before they have not told us 
of it. We are glad to get it second-handed. 

Mr. COLE. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce will substitute some re- 
port relating to the commerce of the country 
for this I should like to hear it. I presume 
he has put forth in his official capacity as 
chairman of that committee some report in 
favor of encouraging the commerce of the 
country. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly I have. I 
presented a, bill from the Committee on Com- 
merce something more than a year ago that 
would have given us five lines of steamships, 
and six ships to the line, and three-thousand 
ton ships. We should have had thirty steam- 
ships of three thousand tons each on the ocean 
to-day had you adopted the recommendations 
of that committee. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The committee never called 
up the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, but it was talked 
out. 


Mr. COLE. If the Senator has ever done 
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anything more than that for commerce I should 
like to know on what occasion. 

Mr. NYE. I think we had better hear this 
report. It is very interesting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will continue the reading of the report. 

The Chief Clerk continued and concluded 
the reading of the report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is a motion in order to 
amend the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Committee 
on Appropriations have proposed an amend- 
ment to their reported amendment, which is 
in the second degree. An amendment in thes 
third degree would not be admissible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I hope the amend- 
ment and the amendment to the amendment 
will both be voted down. The amendment 
to the amendment is $50,000 worse than the 
amendment, and the amendment is $100,000 
too much. I desire at the proper time to 
offer an amendment making the service double 
what it now is; that is, voting $300,000 a 
year for semi-monthly trips. That gives them 
$12,500 a trip; and where a steamer cannot 
run with $12,500 a trip bonus for the voyage, 
T do not think it can be a very profitable traffic. 

With regard to the $4,000,000 paid into the 
Treasury by this line, it will be remembered 
that that was wholly on coffee. Wehave now 
repealed the duty on coffee entirely; and as 
we are paying for the coffee in coin, I do not 
think it worth while to pay a subsidy to a 
steamship line to bring that coffee when sail- 
ing vessels are waiting in great numbers to 
transport it without bounty, 

Mr. RAMSEY. My honorable friend from 
Michigan is very auxious to know the postal 
revenues derived from ourcommunication with 
Brazil. I will give him the figures. The Post- 
master General states that ‘owing to the 
imperfection of the service’’—the infrequency 
of the service I suppose he means—‘‘ the re- 
sult is that a majority of the letters from the 
United States for Brazil are forwarded in the 
British mail via Southampton, reaching their 
destination by that circuitous route sooner than 
if detaincd a month for transmission by the 
next direct steamer from New York to Rio de 
Janeiro.” The mail going out once a month 
and returning but once a month is too infre- 
quent to stimulate correspondence, and hence 
most of the letters pass by the English line. 
Ju the year 1869-70 the letters exchanged with 
Byrazilnumbered 166,000, and the postal receipts 
were $20,315 29. In 1870-71, owing to the 
more frequent arrivals and departures of the 
British mail service, the number fell off to 
98.487 letters and the postal reecipts were 
$13,276 69. 

Mr. CHANDLER. According to that we 
paid $150,000 out of the ‘Treasury to get 
$20,000 in. That may be a profitable busi- 
ness with the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, but the Committee on Commerce 
are not very much in the habit of considering 
that sort of exchange as beneficial to the 
Treasury. We like to see at least the account 
nearly balanced. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator ought cer- 
tainly to know that $1,000 of postal revenue 
means more than $1,000,000 in the Treasury 
through theenstom-house. ‘Chrough your cor- 
respondence you stimulate your trade. You 
do not want to get all your revenue to carry 
on the Government out of the postal corre- 
spondence. Itisa means to an end; thatigall. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I accept the lecture. 
The Committee on Commerce will turn over 
their business to the Senator’s committee, and 
when the Committee on Commerce exchanges 
and becomes a Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, I guaranty it will attend to post 
offices and post roads, and when any commer- 
cial matter comes before the committee it will 
refer it to the proper committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. It seems to be the under- 
atood policy of the Government that the sub- 


sidy to the line of steamships between the 
United States and Brazil shall be maintained. 
We already have a contract for twelve trips a 
year, at $12,500 a trip. The proposition is to 
increase it to twenty-four trips a year, increas- 
ing the compensation or subsidy $300,000, 
making a total of $450,000 as the annual sub- 
sidy. 

Xow, I call attention to the circumstance 
that if it is worth while to maintain this line 
of communication with Brazil at all, it is 
worth while to make it effectual. Ivis evi- 
dent that at present, with a length of voyage 
which it requires twenty-six to twenty-eight 
days to perform, a very large amount of the 
advantages of the line are lost to American 
trade. But three or four days at the outside 
are left at each end of the line for answering 
letters and for filling orders, and the result is 
that a large portion of the replies to corre- 
spondents and of the responses to orders for 
merchandise, &e., are conveyed through for- 
eign lines of steamers. 

But I will pass by that point, which is ob- 
vious to any one who will consider it, to the 
amount of the subsidy. The subsidy which 
we give to the Pacific mail steamship line is 
about three dollars per mile. If we give the 
$450,000 which it is proposed by the amend- 
ment of the committee to give to this line, it 
will be less than $1 80 a mile, and I think 
not much over $1 70 a mile. 

Mr. WEST. One dollar and sixty-six cents. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now there are a great 
many steam lines running from European 
ports to the Brazilian ports. They are gradu- 
ally taking more and more of the commerce 
of the world with Brazil and taking it away 
from the United States, Our commerce is in 
a fair way of being taken out of our hands, 
so far as it exists between Brazil and the Uni- 
ted States. Now, I say if this line is worth 
maintaining at all, let us maintain it so that it 
can exist and do us some good, As it at pres- 
ent exists with the present subsidy, it is neither 
profitable to the persons who carry on the com- 
merce, to those who own the lines of steam- 
ships, nor is it of any special advantage to the 
United States. 

The reasons for its not being advantageous 
to the United States are, as is believed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and as is be- 
lieved by the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, in the fact that it is a monthly 
service on a long line. We are attempting to 
do something to revive American commerce. 
This is one of the steps which it has seemed 
fit to two committees of the Senate to take 
in order to aid American commerce, dt 
is but a drop in the bucket compared with 
-what other nations do in subsidizing steam- 
ship lines to aid in their own commerce, and 
I trust that the opposition of the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce to this subsidy 
will not prevail with the Senate until he gives 
better reasons for that opposition than that 
the postage derived from the line is not enough 
to pay the amount of subsidy. We do not, as 
has been well said by the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
expect that this subsidy will be repaid into 
the Treasury of the United States by the 
amount of postages on letters which are car- 
ried in these vessels; but we do expect to 
extend American commerce over the great 
field of South America; we do expect to 
increase the exports from the United States, 
so that those which we send out from this 
country to Brazil shall be more than four per 
cent. of all that she receives from the world. 

The fact is to-day that we send her some- 
thing less than four per cent. of her imports ; 
and this, considering the position of the United 
States with regard to Brazil, considering her 
capacity to receive the products of the United 
States, is simply disgraceful, ifitis in our power 
to increase the amount which we send to her. 


We believe that it is in our power to increase 


i| largely the amount of the importations of the | 


i 
i 


products of the United States by Brazil. We be- 
lieve that instead of paying fora large portion of 
the merchandise which we receive from her in 
the precious metals we may pay for theta in 
our manufactured products. We believe thig 
subsidy which is proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations in this Post Office appro- 
priation bill is one of the steps to that end, 
that we may have at least one line of steam- 
ships which will be maintained with sufficient 
frequency to serve the proper ends of a postal 
line between the United States and Brazil. 

Mr. NYE. My friend from Michigan often 
tempts me to think it is strange that a man 
from the mountains should take any interest 
in commerce. The locality of the State which 
Ihave the honor in part to represent is mount- 
ainous, and yet it forms a part of this great 
nation. It ig neither too high nor too low to 
feel a warm sympathy with every interest that 
is beneficial to this country. Therefore, { 
shall be excused, notwithstanding my unfor- 
tunate locality, if IL occupy the attention of the 
Senate for a few minutes on this question. 

Two or three things are perfectly visible. 
One is that the commerce we used to possess 
has gone away. Now, sir, I am not going to 
stop to inquire into the causes, They are 
multifarious, and as many different things in 
in regard to the causes exist as there are dif: 
ferent individuals to talk about them; but the 
fact stands out, nevertheless, that our com- 
merce is dwarfed and dwarfing. As an Amer- 
ican citizen, and as one of the representatives 
of the people and the interests of this nation, 
I feel it my duty on all occasions to put forth 
every laudable exertion to reinstate it, for I 
know, and the Senate knows, that a great na- 
tion is impossible without a great commerce, 
and that owing to the peculiar situation of our 
own country, geographically, a great commerce 
is ours if our opportunitics are properly hus- 
banded. 

My friend complains that this report did not 
come from the Committee on Commerce. Mr. 
President, this nation has begged on its knees 
for eight years to my certain knowledge that 
Congress should stretch forth its hand to resur- 
rect, if possible, the commerce of our coun- 
try. They have been answered by nothing 
till the country, with the highest respect and 
regard for that commerce, have looked in vain 
for any relief from that source; and it is from 
other committees, especially from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, so 
nearly connected with our commerce as to be 
inseparable, that relief has been proposed. 
The Post Office Committee have charge of the 
veinous circulation that pervades internally 
as well as externally the whole country—the 
mails; and the Committee on Commerce com- 
plain that they supply these little rivulets that 
flow naturally to their committee. All this 
is very well; but where is the relief to com- 
merce? 

I do not share in the apprehension of the 
honorable Senator from Indiana (Mr. Mor- 


| tox] when he told us yesterday that subsidies 


would not do at this time. Sir, for more than 
eight years I have stood here and I have been 
told that story every time there was an effort 
put forth to aid commerce: ‘It will not do 
now.’? Sir, when will it do? Is it better 
to resurrect the dead than to try to save 
the living? Sir, it will do, and this nation 
demands more loudly now than anything else 
that the power of Congress shall be exercised 
in an honest effort to rebuild the commerce 
of our country. Ido not share in the appre- 
hension of the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana that the people will frown upon it. Sir, 
the people will sustain everything in this coun- 
try that tends to ennoble us and to make us 
grander and more important in the eyes of the 
world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. TES 

Mr. NYE, I would like about two minutes 
more, . 
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he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
urs no objection, and the Senator will 
oceed. 

Mr. NYE. Sir, the people will approve of 
y honest effort that is made by Congress to 
ild our wasted commerce. They haye 
ed here until their eyes have got tired of 
king for aid, because every proposition 
that. has been made for an honest effort has 
n either hooted down or laughed at. For 
e I am sick of this. I am for making 
orts; I would reach our arms out from 
Brazil to the Pacific coast by the way of New 
ork. I would endow these lines with mil- 
ns, if it were necessary, to try the experi- 
ment, aud see whether we have got to yield 
ẹ point for ever that we are again never to 
acommercial nation. Are we to wait for 
e Committee on Commerce longer? My 
norable friend from Michigan tells us that 
ür or five years ago he introduced a bill 
ere from the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr, CHANDLER. Last year, 

Mr. NYE. Last year; and if it had been 
{upon its passage he has a vision in which 
sees thirty ships floating now, six lines and 
ye ships to each! Mr. President, a beautiful 
ion, that! It was conceived and born, I 
ppose, by him; but where are the ships? 


here is the first one that has been built? It 
eeps the sleep that knows no waking, My 
onorable friend says it is not his fault, He 


l bear me witness that he has not moved it 
his year, and five long months have we been 
re and a withering commerce has been at 
door and his ear every hour. 
_ Sir, this talk never will build a ship. It is 
ot talk that builds vessels; it is inducements 
d out to men of enterprise to strike off on 
sea and try it, and, sir, that Government 
not true to itself which does not aid them. 
s not true to its own interests commercially, 
snot true to its own interests financially, 
t refuses to do it. I differ én toto with the 
licy of the timid in this respect. I say that 
r commerce is the very pulsation of our 
ional heart. Let us keep the pulsation 
ong; letthe blood flow to the extreme points 
ere ships go, and by Government aid if it 
necessary, until they are so strongly estab- 
hed that the capital of other nations shall 
ot undermine them by heavier help than we 
‘ive our own, 
The honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
EVENSON | yesterday read us a homily about 
Collins line. Why, sir, what were the 
‘acts about that? Steam navigation was then 
nits infancy, and a wasteful extravagance 
‘pervaded the whole management of that con- 
ern. One ship, the Adriatic, as she lay at 
he wharf, cost more than a million dollars. 
recolleet very well the history of the Collins 
ne, and our country let go just when it should 
have held on; another appropriation would 
have established that Jine so that to day our 
ill quota of ships would be seen flying our 
own flag from the masts at our great national 
etropolis. 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sen- 
tor’s time has expired. . 
Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, when it is 
proposed to grant a subsidy for the purpose 
of opening up a new commerce, establishing 
a commerce where there is none, that is one 
question. But where itis proposed to grant a 
subsidy to a steamship line between countries 
where there is already an enormous commerce, 
and that commerce rapidly increasing from 
causes which we all understand, that is another 
question. Now, this report shows that in 1865 
two hundred and thirty-eight vessels from 
Brazil entered our ports; and in the fiscal year 
1870-71 the entries were five hundred and five; 
so that the tonnage has more than doubled in 
five years. Here is an enormous commerce 
already existing. Here is a steamship line 
six years old, and yet we are told it cannot in- 
ease its service from monthly to semi-m onthly 
ips without an enhanced subsidy. If that is 


7 


‘of that kind, and they must get them from 


! 
so, it is because of reasons that show we can- | 
not build up our commerce or sustain it by | 
mere subsidies. | 

If it is proper to grant a subsidy to a steam- 
ship line between here and Brazil where there 
is now an increase to six hundred ships a year 
each way, as we are told, for the same reason | 
we should subsidize lines between New York | 
and Liverpool where there is already an enorm- | 
ous commerce. No, Mr. President, you can- | 
not reyive your commerce by means of subsidy | 
-in a case like this. So farasthe pretense that | 
it is for increased mail service is concerned, | 
that is not a good one. There isa monthly | 
service by this line, but I am informed there | 
are mails sent ont from week to week by other | 
lines and by other ships. There is weekly mail 
service; it may be semi-weekly or tri-weekly 
for all I know. There is only monthly service, | 
however, by this line. 

Now, let it be understood that this is a case 
where it is proposed to increase the subsidy 
between two countries where there is already 
an enormous commerce, and if this steamship 
line, with the enormous carrying trade between 
Brazil and the United States, cannot sustain 
itself without a subsidy, we cannot afford to 
sustain it by a subsidy. There is the same 
reason for a subsidy to sustain lines between 
this country and every other where there is 
already an enormous commerce. 

‘The subsidy for the line between California, | 
and China and Japan was first put upon the | 
ground that we should build up a commerce 
where none existed. Here there is an exist- 
ing commerce, an enormous commerce, bound 
largely to increase, because this report says 
that we have added four millions to the coffee 
consumers in the United States by the abolition 
of slavery. We know the increase of coffee 
importation is large from year to year—very 
large last year; very large the year before— 
and yet with all this enormous existing trade 
we are told that this line cannot be sustained 
semi-monthly without an increase of subsidy, 
more than doubling the subsidy. 

Mr. President, it is wrong in principle, it 
cannot be justified upon any ground, and I 
am opposed to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think 
there isa good deal of difference between a 
subsidy to a line between New York and Bra-" 
zil, and one to a line from New York to Liv- 
erpool. Lam not prepared to say that I would 
not vote for a subsidy between New York and 
Great Britain, but I am certain there is a wide 
difference in the two cases. Brazil is a great 
consumer of manufactured articles. She has 
not advanced in the production of those arti- 
cles as Europe has; and there is a chance, if 
we have trade with her, to supply her with 
manufactured articles, We are more advanced 
in manufactures than Brazil. With Brazil 
there can be an interchange of prodacts, be- 
cause she has the raw materials, and has to buy 
our manufactured articles. 

It is very plain that our manufacturers 
not stand on an equal footing with European 
manufacturers if the latter have speedy steam 
communication, because the sailing is too 
long to give orders for anything they want in 
the line of agricultural implements or things | 


Europe if they have got to have sailing vessels 
to bring them from the United States, There is 
a Chance here, then, to build up a trade, and 
au important trade, it seems to me, and we 
should be very much benefited by that com- 
merce, ‘There are reasons why we should cul- 
tivate that trade which do not exist in regard 
to trade with countries in Europe. 

It is admitted on all hands that our com- 
merce must be revived, that it is important, | 
that it increases the national wealth, and no 
other plan is devised but granting subsidies. 
It seems to me that inasmuch as we have no 
other plan we might try this experiment to a 


limited extent. Suppose we should try the 


has done of five millions a year properly dis- 
tributed; it would certainly put a very large 
number of steamers on the ocean. It would 
certainly set to work a very large number of 
mechanics at home. It would certainly give 
us some ship-yards. It would certainly give 
us ship-yards that would form a nucleus for 
building a navy when we want it. The total 
amount asked for all the companies, all the 
subsidies asked for, does not reach half the 
sum that Great Britain is now giving with all 
her other advantages of cheap labor and low 
tariffs. 

Now, let us do something in this line to place 
our enterprising people upon a level with Great 
Britain. Let us, if we can, do something to 
place them where they stood before the war, 
before Great Britain commenced this extensive 
system of subsidies. ‘Then there was about 
the same difference between labor in the two 
countries as there is now; and there was a 
great difference on account of the relative 
tariffs of the two countries; but still we could 
compete with her. Now, however, our people 
are called on to compete with Great Britain 
in this matter of subsidies. Great Britain 
gives her lines of steamships an advantage 
that we have not got and never have had. 
That advantage we can remove without dis- 
turbing the tariff laws. We can remove it by 
resorting to the same means she does, and to 
put on this increased line between this country 
and Brazil it seems to me would be very im- 
portant. It would give our mechanics a chance 
to compete with those of Europe in the markets 
of Brazil, where they need manufactured arti- 
cles, where they need the resuits of our invent- 
ive genius. It would give our people a chance, 
and for want of that chance we hear constant 
complaints. A semi-monthly line of steamers 
would be a very considerable aid to them in 
this regard, cultivating the trade of a people 
that are numerous, growing, and a country on 
the American continent. I think it would have 
a tendency to develop that trade, and I think 
it important at all events to try it, as long as 
there is a universal cry in this country for the 
revival of commerce, and no other plan is 
presented by anybody except to subsidize these 
lines. This plan is workingin England. I shall 
vote for reasonable subsides for all the lines. 
Iam willing to try the experiment. There 
may he something else wiser and better, but 
until it comes the only thing that we can do 
to aid commerce is to vote for this proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. POMEROY. This precise proposition 
if it has not been amended I do not think I 
can vote for. If it were proposed to double 
the service or double the present subsidy, I 
think I would vote for that; but this is more. 
Iwill not vote for this as it now is; but if it 
is put at $300,000, I will. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I shall vote against all these subsidies; and 
I wish very briefly, within the five minutes 
allowed me, to state my reasons. 

I had a weakness for the Pacifc mail sub- 
sidy yesterday, and I should have liked to vote 
for it; but when the only possible reason that 
I could see which authorized us to vote the 
money out of the Treasury, which was to pro- 
vide sailors for our Navy, was voted down, 
and we were told it was discriminating against 
race and class and previous condition to have 
men as seamen that were citizens, and over 
whom wehad some control in case there came 
a war, and that those lines must be manned | 
by Chinese, when one American or English- ` 
man would be a match for half a dozen of 
them, then I voted against it. 

There is another thing in that section to“ 
which I ask the attention of the Senate. : 
As Tunderstand that section as it has passed)? 
it really takes away rights that this Govérn:’. 
ment had. Under the existing law we have 

a right, for the subsidy we pay fora moxithly ` 
service of the mail, in case they put on` 


experiment to the. extent that Great Britain 


another line, to have a semi-monthly service ; - 
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but if a new company takes this contract, 
we relieve this present company from its ob- 
ligation in case it puis on a new line to 
carry the mail on the semi-monthly line; 
and when it expires in 1877 we have no 
right, no matter how many lines they put on, 
to have more than a monthly mail. I call 
the attention of those who are interested in 
that bill to that fact that they may investigate 
and see if my view of it is correct. 

But I am opposed to subsidies; they de- 
stroy competition; and the money of this 
Government is used against private enterprise. 
That is all that I wish to say. ‘That is a 
great objection to it. The mail vessels are 
not fit for war purposes; and notwithstand- 
ing the amendment of my colleague that they 
shall be so constructed as to be useful for 
war service, you cannot make a mail ves- 
sel Gt for war service, and the amendment 
which was introduced and adopted imposes an 
impossible condition. If we need more mail 
service, we know that at the close of the war 
we had on hand steam propellers, sloops-of- 
war, vessels which were built very sharp, so 
as to have great speed in chasing privateers 
so sharp that they could not carry much coal ; 
but we can take their armament out of them 
and then we can coal them, and then we can 
use them, with our own naval officers and 
practicing our seamen in utilizing these ves- 
sels (which are deteriorating at the wharves} 
for this extra mail service. 

But this is not the policy to raise up our 
commerce. In regard to the true policy to 
build up our commerce there are, in my opin- 
ion, two great ideas which are worthy of the 
reflection of the Senate. One is to give a 
drawback on the tonnage of vessels—the ton- 
nage would include the enhanced price of 
labor as well as of the material of which the 
vessel is built—and to pass a law that goods 
used by our commerce might be taken from 
under bond without duty. ‘hat is one plan. 
Another plan which I really think has a great 
deal of merit is that suggested by a Repre- 
sentative from Massachusetts in the other 
House some time ago, a system of differential 
duties, making a rebate of ten or twenty per 
cent. if the goods imported are carried in our 
own vessels. 

By the aid of these two systems, draw- 
backs and differential duties, we should find 
that we should soon have ship-yards, which are 
very essential to our navy, and we should soon 
have seamen. These are my reasons. 

Mr. COLE. I do not know but that the 
plan of the Senator from New Jersey would 
be the best; Lam not prepared to say that it 
. would not, but I should like to ask him if he 
does not think it would be a much more costly 
way of encouraging commerce than the pres- 
ent, and, further, whether it could be carried 
out under our treaty stipulations with other 
nations? 

Mr. FRELINGHOYSEN. I do not think 
this system is encouraging commerce. I think 
that if you give one line the money of this 
Government to compete with another line, it 
gives them such an advantage that you destroy 
private competition, while the ‘other plan, 
either a drawback or differential duties, leaves 
the whole matter open to everybody. 

Mr. COLE. I would suggest to my friend 
that no suppression of competition has ever 
taken place. Ihave never heard of it. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, I 
think there is one great mistake under which 
the Senate is laboring. The statement has 
been repeatedly made that we have lost our 
commerce, and that we must do something to 
recover it. I beg leave to say that the com- 
merce of this country is not lost. It was never 
as great as itis to-day. What is commerce? 
Not the sailing of a ship; but traffic, trade, 
intercourse, which will transfer the produets 
of one country to another. Thatis commerce, 
and that to-day amounts in exporis and im- 
ports to nearly eleven hundred millions per 


annum. What is then the difficulty under 
which we are laboring? Why, the Senate and 
Congress are endeavoring to build up a carry- 
ing trade under the name of commerce. We 
have lost a percentage of the carrying trade, 
it is true, but the carrying trade, the mere 
transportation, or the means of transportation, 
is not commerce. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. HARLAN] yesterday stated that the do- 
mestic tonnage had very much diminished 
from what is formerly was, and yet that it was 
increasing. I should say to that Senator if he 
were in his seat that tonnage is not an index 
of the amount of commerce. To-day we have 
our steamers instead of our sailing vessels, 
and on our coast one steamer is worth four 
sailing vessels, and on our rivers ten, so that 
while the tonnage may be diminished, the com- 
merce, both internal and external, has in- 
creased, and has greatly increased, and will 
continue to increase. 

The efforts which are being made are efforts 
to establish lines for the purpose of accommo- 
dating a commerce which already exists. It 
is possible that their value may be overesti- 
mated. What is the importance of establish- 
ing lines of transportation? It is to hasten 
and make cheaper the exchanges; and the 
object of the Senate appears to be to place the 
capitalist of America in such a position that 
he can use his money to establish lines of 
steamers between this and foreign countries. 
Js that important? It is desirable; just as 
desirable as it is that the American capitalist 
should put his capital in American bonds; 
jnst as desirable as it is that the American 
capitalist should put his capital in American 
railroads; but who complains that you hold 
out inducements for foreign capitalists to come 
here and invest their money in railroad bonds 
and in railroad stocks? Who is injured by it? 
No one that I know of. Ihave heard no com- 
plaint of it. So l ask you to-day, if foreign- 
ers will come and establish steamship lines 
between other nations and this, and use their 
capital in that direction for the benefit of the 
American merchant and the American pro- 
ducer, who isinjured? I do not know. 

It is said that we must maintain this com- 
merce at all hazards, and we must establish 
steam lines of communication between one 
point of our nation and another where in my 
judgment there is no trafic. Why? Simply 
because Great Britain has subsidized every 
line from America, and therefore we must take 
an opportunity, seize it to-day, and establish 
some line, no matter where, and no matter 
whether there is any business or not. I do 
not doubt that there is business between us 
and Brazil, I know there is. I know that 
that business is increasing. I know that it is 
important. I would not undervalue it, and I 
would much prefer“that to that other line 
which men design to establish between our 
western coast and Australia, and I must say 
that I am somewhat astonished at the states- 
manship of some men who desire to give a 
subsidy from the Treasury of the United States 
to establish such a line as that; but if that sub- 
ject comes before the Senate, I may say some- 
thing in regard to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Something has been 
said about England subsidizing her lines. 
Why, Mr. President, England absolutely would 
starve in six months but for her commerce. 
She does not produce her own food; she has 
cheap labor; she must seek tbe world for a 
market to keep her workshopsin motion. But 
itis useless for us with our dear labor to at- 
tempt to compete with England in her man- 
ufacturesat present. We cannot do it. Eng- 
land, with her surplus of labor, her shortness 
of food, her surplus of products, must seek 
markets wherever she can find them, or her 
people must starve, 

Now the proposition is to establish a system 
of subsidies; a system that will take nobody 
knows how much, and England is held up as 
the great example for us to follow. 


Mr. SAWYER. Willthe Senator allow me 
to ask him a single question ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator if he 
thinks we should have any disadvantage with 
Austria, for instance, in furnishing Brazil with 
flour? Now she goes to Austria for flour 
in place of coming to the United States, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam notaware of that 
fact, and I very much doubt it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis a fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to see the 
statistics on that subject before I take that ag 
a fixed fact. She may go to Austria for her 
fiour; but I doubt that very much. I know 
that we pay her in coin for at least four fifths 
of all we take from her. 

Mr. President, [am in favor of subsidizing 
lines where it will pay to grant a reasonable 
subsidy, and Ido not say that I would op- 
pose this if it were put at a reasonable sum ; 
but $450,000 is too much. This company 
has a contract with the Government of the 
United States to transport the mails once 
a month for $150,000 a year, and now the 
company proposes to treble the amount of pay, 
to get $450,000 instead of $150,000 for double 
service. I am opposed to that, and I hope 
the Senate will be opposed to it I hope the 
amendment of the committee and the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be voted down. 

My friend from Connecticut [Mr. Bucxiye- 
HAM] said precisely what I proposed to say 
when I got up sometime ago. A ship is not 
commerce. You may haveall the ships on earth 
lying at your docks and your flag flying from 
every peak, and you have no commerce unless 
those ships are loaded, unless they have cargo 
to and fro. Our commerce never in the world 
was so great as last year ; I have the statistics 
here before me. It is true that a portion of it, 
and too largea portion, has been done in foreign 
bottoms ; but that does not diminish the amount 
of our commerce, which has gone on steadily 
increasing aud is increasing to-day 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nye] does 

not seem to appreciate that you can have any 
commerce unless you own the ships. It is 
desirable to own the ships, as my friend from 
Connecticut has said, very desirable, and I 
hope to see the day when we shall have our 
old supremacy in shipping; but it never will 
be done in the world by subsidies. It is not 
the subsidized lines of Great Britain that pay 
the largest returns. The subsidized lines are 
compelled to make greater speed to perform 
their trips quicker, and they do not pay as 
large profits as some of the unsubsidized lines. 
You will never restore your flag to the ocean 
by subsidies. I care not how great you may 
make them; you may increase your subsidies 
to $10,000,000 a year, and you will not 
restore your flag. That is not the way to do 
it, and Iam sorry to see a proposition seri- 
ously brought before this body to restore your 
commerce by paying money out of your Treas- 
ury. You never will do it in that way. 
Mr. WEST. Mr, President, the Senate is 
probably not in a temper to listen to any dis- 
cussion of the policy of subsidies, and in the 
limited time that is allotted to each one of us 
we certainly can do but little justice to such a 
subject; but there have been some matters in 
connection with this peculiar proposition that 
have been alluded to by Senators which it 
would be wrong to pass over without notice. 

The Senator from Michigan who has just 
spoken says that the rate of subsidy here pro- 
posed is too large. How does that corre- 
spond with the decision of the Senate yesterday 


-giving three dollars per mile to a company 


upon the Pacific ocean, and haggling to-day 
at giving $1 66a mile to a company on the 
Atlantic? He says also that we pay nearly 
all of ourreturn trade to Brazilin coin. Such, 
unfortunately, is the fact; but it was not the 
fact when the United States possessed the 
control of the Brazilian markets, for the com- 
mercial statistics show that prior to the war 
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2 sent half a million barrels of flour to Rio 
d we do not now send one. 


e fact thatthe commerce with that country 
‘increasing, and he quotes from the report 
this case. If he had read a little further 
this report, he would have found that 
though the import commerce between this 
untry and Brazil is increasing, our export 
commerce with her is. falling off; that is to 
say, she is sending her products to us and we 
e sending none of our products to her. 
Mr. MORTON. Iask my friend how that 
évil can be remedied? If ships come here 
loaded and have to go back in ballast, that 
ould prove that they could take our products 
there very cheaply; and if they are not taken 
there, it is because they are not wanted. 
Mr. WEST. Let me answer the Senator by 
saying that our steamships do not go back in 
‘ballast. ‘They go back loaded with every dol- 
lar’s worth of freight that they can carry ; but 
it: is -because the English communication 
ables that cargo to be supplied by sailing 
vessels more readily than ours that our sailing 
ships lose that trade. That is the reason of it. 
The facts are instantly proved here by refer- 
ence to the figures in this report. We export 
to Brazil $5,945,307 of merchandise; we im- 
port from there $30,560,468, a balance of over 
twenty-four millions againstus. Now, giveus 
this increased facility of communication and 
you will immediately restore our commerce to 
its former control of the wants of that country. 
The Senator from New Jersey has made a 
casual allusion (and I am very glad that he 
dit) to the fact that we cannot make a ship 
of war out of a mail-carrier. Has it occurred 
to him that there is such a thing as a naval 
ilitia, a class of vessels that you might de- 
scribe as having legs long enough to run away 


enough to match everything else? Why was 
it that the damage to our commerce occurred 
during the rebellion? Because the rebels 
filled the ocean with their fleet privateers, 
their Alabamas and their Floridas, that the 
moment they came in contact with our vessels 
ofwar met their deserved fate. Now, here is 
a proposition to put afloat in connection with 
the China line, in connection with the Brazil 
line, in connection with a line in the Gulf of 
‘Mexico, from fifteen to twenty cruisers that 
¿can in a very short time be adapted to the 
-uses of offensive, if not defensive warfare. 
“At very short notice we can embark upon the 
-seas our privateers, as it were, thatcan ravage 
“the commerce of any nation with which we 
may come in contact, as ours was unfortunately 
oravaged by the rebel cruisers. 
no E think, Mr. President, that when Congress 
cand when the people of the United States 
reflect that nations which build ships, that 
: nations which supply the capital with which to 
“build ships, that nations which man ships and 
“provide their fuel, find it their policy to main- 
tain their commerce by giving $6,000,000 of 
“subsidy, it is the true policy at least in one 
direction toward reviving the commerce of our 
country. 
‘Mr. JOHNSTON. I should like the advo- 
cates of subsidies to answer one question. If 
we in the United States cannot manufacture 
“goods as cheap as they can in England and 
velsewhere, and if the English can sell to Brazil 
‘and other countries cheaper than we can, what 
good will subsidizing of the line do? Suppose 
“you subsidize the line, we still cannot sell as 
cheap as England. 
Mr. WEST. I will answer the Senator. It 
is because we do something else besides manu- 
‘facture, because in the vast fields of western 
industry we raise agricultural products that 
“we want to supply to these people, and let the 
manufacturers of England compete with us if 
they choose. : 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
‘I desire to submit a few general observations 
on the subject, and by way of text for what 


The Senator from Indiana has dwelt upon 


from everything of superior force, and power, 


I would say and as furnishing a contrast, I 
ask that what I send to the Chair be read, 
announcing my intention to offer it at the 
proper time. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That upon all imported lumber, timber, hemp, 
manila, composition metal, and upon iron rods, 
bars, and bolts, and other articles entering into the 
construction of vessels, which may be used and 
wrought up in the construction of steam or sail ves- 
sels built in the United States, whether iron, wooden, 


‘or composite vessels, to be used in trade between 


the United States and foreign countries exclusively, 
whether for the hull, rigging, cquipment, or ma- 
chinery of such vessels, including such portions as 
may be prepared in sections, thereshall be allowed 
and paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, a drawback 
equal to the duties which may have been paid on 
such material: Provided, That where American ma- 
terial is used in the construction of such vessels 
there shall be allowed and paid as aforesaid an 
amount equivalent to the duties imposed on similar 
material and articles of foreign manufacture when 
imported. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
the general subject on which the Senate has 
been engaged for the last two or three days is 
so intensely interesting to my State that I 
should feel myself remiss in my duty to its in- 
terests if I were not to say a word or so before 
the subject shall pass from the Senate. 

It is anomalous and I think unfortunate that 
so large a question as the subject of commerce 
in its extended meaning should be made the 
subject of consideration upon a postal service 
bill. Itleads to infinite difficulties in every 
way, and to great misapprehension as to what 
we mean. . 

In listening to this debate I have heard one 


| general statement, that the commerce of the 


country is depressed. Now, Mr. President, 
nothing is more untrue than that in one sense. 
Commerce, in the general acceptation of the 
term as meaning trade, is not depressed. The 
honorable Senator from Connecticut has told 
you that it is in amount over a billion dol- 
lars, and perhaps has reached an amount never 
reached before in the history of the country. 
If we aré striving at that, we have attained it. 
That is not the embarrassment at all. So to 
talk of commerce in that sense is a thorough 
misapprehension, thoroughly to mislead, thor- 
oughly to misconceive the whole thing we are 
driving at. We cannot afford to subsidize 
lines of steamships in an interest which is 
superabounding now, unless it is peculiar in 
its character. 

Now, take the case of the Asiatic steamship 
line. That may bean exception to the general 
tone of the remark I am making. That enters 
a new field, I agree. There we are attempt- 
ing to open a new trade with a new people, 
opening a trade with the Hast which has been 
sought by all civilized nations for centuries. 
That may be equally true also, and I have 
been very much inclined to think it was true, 
(shaken only, I confess, by the remarks of the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut to some 
extent,) of the line to Australia. We are 
seeking a new field there, and with this inter- 
est added, that one of our own citizens, and 
one of the most distinguished of our citizens 
in the ship-building line, has been the pioneer, 


| and has put his fortune into it; and for that 


reason I was disposed to look kindly upon 
that. 

But, Mr. President, both of those, and all of 
them together, with this one we are now talk- 
ing about, are simply in the interest of trade, 
to increase your trade. This line has no di- 
rect reference at all, and only an incidental 
and remote reference, in any sense whatever, 
to the ship-building and maritime interests of 
the country. You build a line of steamers, 
thirteen perhaps, I do not know how many; 
perhaps half a dozen will make this service 
between New York and Brazil. That is the 
extent of the shipping interest involved in it; 
all the rest is trade. It is to stimulate trade. 
If you do that for New York, why should you 
not do it for Baltimore, for Philadelphia, and 
all the ports between here and New Orleans, 
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and so to Maine, and all in the interest of 
trade, which by the returns is superabound- 
ing to-day? 

The chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce has aptly and forcibly stated: what 
illustrates the whole thing, the difference be- 
tween sustaining a maritime fleet which is to 
transport commerce and stimulating trade. 

Now, the proposition which I have submit- 
ted here, or have caused to be read at the 
Secretary’s desk, with the purpose to. offer it 
by and by, is aproposition from the Committee 
on Commerce. Itake it from the bill reported 
from that committee, which is to do what? 
To restore the shipping interest of this coun- 
try, to restore the merchant marine, to put 
upon the ocean a fleet and a merchant ser- 
vice which shall vie with that of England, 
with the fleet you had when this war begun, 
for then we divided the carrying trade of the 
world with England. Young nation as we 
were, we divided the carrying trade of the 
world with that first Power in the commerce 
of the earth. And mark you, sir, never a 
dollar of subsidy went into the construction 
of that commercial fleet. It was brought up 
by the industry and enterprise of the people 
aided by general causes, which every gentle- 
man who is familiar with that most interest- 
ing of all the chapters in American history, 
the rise and progress of the merchant marine 
of this country, of course will understand. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not feel like look- 
ing upon any of these propositions with a 
severe or sour aspect. We want help in our 
region of country, and I know how easy it is 
and how natural it would be to misinterpret 
the position I might take here. I refuse to 
vote for any of these propositions, and upon’ 
my ground you will see how difficult it is for 
me to vote for any unless it is to explore new 
regions of trade, to be a pioneer in a new field 
of commerce, where the ships we hope to 
build hereafter may go to find new fields. I 
say you see how difficult it is for me to vote 
for any of these propositions on this ground, 
because I say to you that shipping interest 
which is prostrate in my State, those ship- 
yards that are now desolate, that skilled labor 
which for half a century heretofore had put 
upon the seas those grand old ships that car- 
ried your flag to every port of the world, are 
waiting to be revived; they are waiting for a 
change of circumstances, for a change in the 
current of affairs in the world, or for some 
favorable legislation here which shall put those 
industries again in motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will 
be allowed to go on by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope so, too. I think 
this amendment is worth all the subsidies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator from 
Maine will proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Now, what 
interest have this country in Maine’s build- 
ing ships, you ask? You say we are just as 
selfish when we want to stimulate the enter- 
prise and industry of ship-builders as are the 
great companies seeking subsidies, or the great 
cities to whose trade they contribute. That 
may be; but, Mr. President, it so turns out 
that the world has come to believe that a 
merchant marine is absolutely essential to a 
nation’s prosperity ; itis absolutely essential 
to its defense. It is laid down as a maxim 
that, more than ships of war, does a nation 
depend for its defense upon its merchant fleet, 
its maritime fleet. Everybody can see on a 
single moment’s reflection, without stopping 
to elaborate the proposition, that that depends 
on these two facts: if you have a merchant 
fleet, you have all the elements of a navy, and 
if you have not a merchant fleet, you may 
build ships, but you have nobody to sail them. | 
You must have a merchant fleet in order to 
educate the men to man your men-of-war; 
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and hence all maritime Powers and all com- 
mercial Powers, and finally all modern nations 
who are seeking power, and especially are 
seeking trade, have found it. absolutely neces- 
sary to encourage ship- building. 

Another maxim is equally true, and a self- 
evident proposition, that you cannot have a 
merchant fleet unless you build your own ships, 
and you cannot have an efficient fleet unless 
you man yourown ships. Hence, from the very 
beginning of this Government we have en- 
couraged a nursery of seamen; that is to say, 
here were some fishing people who were ac- 
customed to fish in the northern seas, and so 
we subsidized them, gave them a bounty, and 
called that a school for sailors, and there we 
educated the men for the Navy. We built 
ships, and when this war broke out we had 
over five million tons of American shipping. 
Nearly one million tons went directly into the 
service of the Government and did most effi- 
cient service supplying what we lacked, a navy. 

There is another cousideration, and that is 
the general aspect of this question which 
appeals to the whole country. It appeals to 
the West just as strongly as it appeals to the 
North. If this country is a common interest 
to us all, then we all have a common interest 
to see to it that somehow or other our com- 
merce, and our shipping interests, as distinct 
from our commerce or as connected with our 
commerce, shall be revived, and that we shall 
adopt some reasonable policy if, we can, by 
which it shall be revived. 

Another interest obviously is that it gives 
employment to a great many people. The 
carrying trade between this country and Eu- 
rope alone is worth $100,000,000. At the 
breaking out of the war we had sixty-eight per 
cent. of it; we have now less than twenty-five. 
Is it practicable to recall that? I think it is, 
and by the simplest processes. Not a dollar 
of subsidy. Give us cheap materials and we 
will do it. Give us the ground on which we 
can stand, so that we shall have our materials 
just as cheaply as they can be afforded else- 
where, and then all these ship-yards in the 
North and throughout the country, and all that 
skilled labor will be at work at once, and you 
will find that we shall restore the balance of 
the shipping interest upon the ocean that now 
stands against us. ; 

Now, Mr. President, allow me to advert, if 
Ido not weary the Senate, to some general 
causes. It has been said here to-day that no- 
body has offered any different proposition than 
subsidies as a temporary remedy. 

Mr. ROWE. If my friend will allow me, I 
wish to ask him if he recollects what propor- 
tion of the tonnage employed in this European 
trade is subsidized and what is not? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. There are thir- 
teen lines of steamers plying between this 
country and Murope. Four of them are sub- 
sidized, and four only. 

Mr. COLE. More than that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. No, sir. 

Mr. COLE. Does that include those who 
carry the mails for the postages ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I mean sub- 
sidized by foreign countries. We pay a con- 
tribution for carrying the mails. That is an 
addition, I suppose. And they are not largely 
subsidized either. Great Britain has a sub- 
sidized line with Brazil. I am not able to 
tell you the service; I think it is monthly ; 
but that service is for $175,000, and she has 
no other that I know of with that country, 
certainly no subsidized line with that country, 
with whom we are now seeking more intimate 
relations. E 

Now, it is said that we must go to subsidies 
because no better method has been pointed 
out, and that we must go to subsidies on the 
idea of reviving our commerce. So far as 
ship-building is concerned, the-people of my 
State, although they are very largely inter- 
ested in it, so largely that at the beginning of 
the war, and for years before that, we were 


building in the State of Maine one half of all 
the foreign sea-going ships, take no interest 
in this question of subsidies. You may sub- 
sidize a series of lines from Portland to New 
Orleans and that will not revive ship-building 
in my State. 

It is said that we do not show the causes of 
this decline. The honorable Senator from 
Nevada says we are in utter ignorance of the 
causes; we know the fact that we have fallen 
into this dilapidated condition, into this decad- 
ence, but how we came here nobody tells, no- 
nobody seems to know. It is the plainest 
thing in the world. Whoever has read care- 
fully the history of the navigating interests of 
this country must know the rise and progress 
of the navigating interest. It is no marvel to 
any one who has looked at it, nor was it done 
by adventitious or factitious causes, but it was 
by force of general causes. It began as soon 
as we were a nalion, and before—as soon as 
we achieved our independence. The general 
state of things in Europe conspired to make it 
easy for our people to go into the navigating 
interest. You remember that in 1790, and 
from that time down to 1815, all European 
nations were in a state of disorder; they were 
atwar. That was our harvest. We were here 
a new people, fresh, outside of all these 
troubles, with no entangling alliances. ‘We 
went largely into the shipping interest ; and 
now look at the tables and see to what we run 
up. Up to 1820 we had become a commercial 
people, young as we were, and from that gen- 
eralcause. The nations of Europe had sought 
our ships because they were safe. 

Things ran on until a new cause of a general 
character operated to stimulate this shipping 
interest, and that was the acquisition of Texas 
and the Mexican war, and the things growing 
out of that, and in addition to that the discov- 
ery of California and the opening of that vast 
trade. If you will look at the navigating iuter- 
ests and ship-building interests, you will see 
they sprang into life amazingly, and that in 
1854 and 1856, which I will call the close of 
that period, we had gone up to almost five 
million tons of shipping, American tonnage, 
and it was under the operation of these gen- 
eral causes. Never one dollar came from the 
Government of any description whatever. The 
Government did not subsidize us or encourage 
us in any way. It was all of it the resuit of 
the industry, the enterprise, and the skill of 
the American people acting on their own 
account. 

‘There is no more interesting period in the 
history of the world’s commerce than that cov- 
ering this later period when we put those 
splendid clipper ships on the water, and our 
renown was carried on every sea and into every 
land. England, who had cultivated the art of 
ship-building, beginningin 1300, found herself 
eclipsed by this new nation, and found herself 
an imitator instead of a teacher in the art of 
naval structure. 

Now, is there any great mystery about what 
has been done? Is there any great doubt 
about what you may do? Is there any great 
doubt how all this can be restored? There 
wait in idleness to-day those very yards which 
have built the ships of which we are speaking; 
there are the skilled workmen shifting and 
turning, waiting for a turn in time or waiting 
for some friendly legislation by the Govern- 
ment, waiting for those vast burdens which 
have come upon Congress and the nation to 
pass away, when they hope Congress will turn 
a kindly look in that direction. If you will 
give them cheap material, as contemplated by 
the proposition reported from the Committee 
on Commerce, not send us to the Committee 
on Postal Service, but recognize the fact which 
the Committee on Commerce has recognized, 
you will find ali these industries teeming and 
at once, and a decade will not pass away again 
before you will find that we will put the balance 
on our side without any subsidies whatever, 

Mr, President, of course I am only glancing 


| be said in detail about it. 


at this subject in the most general possible 
way. Itisa large field, and a great deal can 
Ido not wish to be 
understood as standing here now as an antag- 
onist to what the Senate may think it desirable 
to do to stimulate trade in any of these direc- 
tions. I am willing that my people, if it ig 
thought desirable, shall be put in to stimulate 
trade in this direction; but while you are 
doing that, I beg the Senate to consider that 
here is a great interest which is prostrate, the 
ship-building interest, and that what you are 
doing will do them little or no good at all so 
far as a remedy is concerned. If you would 
rejoice to see these grand old ships again upon 
the ocean, you must look to something else 
besides subsidies. They will not accomplish 
the object. 

Sir, I thought in the beginning that I would 
not say anything on this subject, and was rather 
reluctant to do so. I thought I would wait 
for some other opportunity to arise before I 
would even venture to address the Senate upon 
this general interest so dear to our people ;. 
but on the whole I have made up my mind to- 
day to say this much; and when the Senate 
shall have voted upon this proposition, if they 
sustain it, or whether they do or not, before it 
shall pass from the consideration of the Sen- _ 
ate I shall ask a vote upon the amendment 
I have had read, to see whether on the whole 
it is not the sense of the Senate that the time 
has come, that the burdens of the Government 
have been sufficiently relieved, that at length 
we can see the clear sky over us, indicating 
not only that peace has come, but that pros- 
perity is ours, and that we may reach out our 
hands and do a little something for this in- 
terest. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I apprehend 
that we are allin search of the truth in refer- 


ence to these matters, and that we are anxious 


to get at the best method of promoting the 
interests of our own country. I think my 
friend, the honorable Senator from Maine, 
who last spoke, was perhaps a little too much 
inclined to look to but one branch of the sub- 
ject as the means of promoting our commerce. 
l think the fact may be stated in this way: 
ships will be built when they are required tor 
commerce. If the necessity for them should 
be created, or should arise in any way, or 
should arise from any cause, ships will be 
built, and the ship-yards will be stimulated 
and revived. 

I think I reason correctly when I say that 
the opening of these lines of communication 
between our country and other countries cre- 
ates a necessity for ship-building ; in the first 
place, for the building of the steamships that 
are to run to and fro; and not only those, but 
the construction of ships to supply the fuel 
always necessarily connected with these lines, 
supply ships; and not only those, but they 
create a necessity for commercial or regular 
trading ships. When the people trading in 
Melbourne or Sydney get information through 
a line of this kind of what is needed in San 
Francisco or New York, they will supply it, of 
course, quicker than anybody else if they have 
the material; and so you may reverse the prop- 
osition: if we in New York or Boston or San 
Francisco ascertain by these speedy and regu- 
lar lines of communication what is needed in 
those distant cities, we immediately set about 
supplying that demand; and that, of course, 
will create a necessity for ships, and the neces- 
sity of course springs up for supplying ships, 
and they must be supplied by the navy-yards 
of Maine and other States where they can be 
constructed. Iu this way activity in the sbip- 
building interest is directly increased. It can- 
not be otherwise. 

I think it pretty clear that these lines of 
regular communication, for the reasons I have 
mentioned, promote ship-building. In the first 
place, they promote communication between 
the countries, and the ship-building to sustain 
the resulting commerce muft necessarily fol- 
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ow. This is too plain tọ need elaboration. 
partakes of the nature of self-evident truth. 
“We would not build ships unless we could 
ge them advantageously. We would not build 
ps in Maine or anywhere else, with all the 
dvantages that could be afforded in the way 
jf a drawback, unless there was use for those 
ips. Let me illustrate by a very simple 
sample: we send our mails away into the 
Territories at great expense. Of course to 
ò that creates the necessity for constructing 
tages or coaches. What follows? Presently 
opulation goes there; business springs up ; 
ñd not only is there a necessity for those 
ehicles that carry the mails to and fro, but 


Ñe occupations to which wheeled vehicles are 
applied. The necessity for them is created 
by the very fact of communication being first 
‘opened; and I believe the same rule will 
‘apply with reference to the ship building of 
his country. I feel certain, reasoning from 
“my own stand-point, that the opening of these 
“lines will very much stimulate ship-building 
hroughout this whole country. 

- The statement is made that ship-building 
‘must be augmented by drawbacks, &&. Draw- 
backs from where? Certainly from the Treas- 
ry. That is far from a cheap method of get- 
ing out of the dificulty we are under; and 
yet I would, if necessary, give them drawbacks 
‘upon their materials, but first create the neces- 
sity for the ships if you can. 

E Mr. SPRAGUE. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California one question. I will 
jöt speak of the purchase of ships and their 
‘employment in foreign or domestic trade; but 
“he knows enough about trade to answer this 
` question, which is a direct one. I understand 
“that yesterday the Senate voted to increase the 
_gubsidy to the China line from California to 
: China. Is there any probability that he would 
“unite with others in the establishment of anew 
ine to do business such as is done by the line 
` already authorized unless by a similar subsidy 
‘on the part of the United States? In other 
words, is it possible for any company, or any 
set of American citizens to assgciate them- 
selves together and do a shipping business 
between our western coast and China without 
a subsidy, his company already enjoying a sub- 
sidy? Beside that, will not all the commer- 
cial business of the western coast between the 
“ United States and China be necessarily and 
inevitably brought into subjection and under 
the control of the.line that he has just advo- 
cated the subsidizing of? 

Mr. COLE. I will answer the honorable 
Senator by saying, by no manner of means. 
¿> This is only like the stage-coach that opens 

- communication. It does not interfere with 
the emigrant-wagon, or the freight- wagon, or 
the farm-wagon; and I say it will be followed, 
as the opening of a stage line is followed, by 
the other vehicles and means of communi- 
~ cation, and presently by a railroad. So the 

- opening of this line of communication between 
the United States and China and Japan will 
be followed by commerce through other chan- 
nels, by lines of sailing vessels, as is the case ; 
and the trade by sailing vessels has been very 
much increased, let me state to my honorable 
friend, since the opening of this line. It is 
not a monopoly, therefore, in any sense of the 
word. It only encourages and promotes com- 
munication by other ways. ‘That has been the 
result always. If I thought it was to stop 
trade or to interfere with trade, I do not know 
that it could be defended, but it is for the 
purpose of promoting trade, which is always 
encouraged and.promoted by speedy, certain, 
and regular communication between countries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
» the friends of this amendment would offer it 

‘in guch a shape that I could vote for it, but 
Coas it now stands I certainly cannot do it. 

<The proposition is to give $450,000 for double 
the service we have already contracted for. J 
“have heard no sufficient reason given for this 


‘necessity for other vehicles for use in all. 


My hope has been that |! 


very large increase of the subsidy in propor- 
tion to the increase of service. I have been 
desirous in regard to this bill to vote to main- 
tain the two steamship lines we have now in 
existence, the China line and the Brazil line, 
and I was disposed to vote for double the sub- 
sidy for double service. Beyond that I cer- 
tainly would not go, and the friends of this 
proposition, it seems to me, do injustice to it 
and the circumstances by which we are sur- 
rounded when they demand for this company 
greater than double the amount of subsidy for 
double the service. Beyond that I am cer- 
tainly not willing to go. 

But, sir, there are other modes of relief 
that ought to be granted to this company and 
that have been proposed by the general bill 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
Perhaps the attention of the Senate has not 
been very carefully called to the bill now on 
the Calendar ‘‘to promote the ship-building 
and commercial interests of the United States.” 
That bill contains two sections which, in my 
judgment, if adopted, would be of more ser- 
vice to the commercial interests of the United 
States than all the subsidies that could possi- 
bly be voted. One is to admit to American 
registry the vessels that were driven by stress 
of the war under foreign flags. That ought to 
have been done yearsago, and I think nothing 
but a feeling of pride about the American flag, 
and a little gasconade of that kind, prevented 
us years ago from allowing the ships that were 
compelled by the war to change their flag dur- 
ing the war to again assume an American 
registry. That section is contained in the bill. 
But the section that in my judgment will 
give the most relief, and would be an imme- 
diate aid to this company, is the fourth section, 
which provides that foreign-built ships, steam- 
ships, iron ships with a tonnage of over two 
thousand tons, shall be admitted free of duty 
to American registry. Wecannot build these 
ships now in competition with the English 
ship-builders, and if thatkind of vessels were 
now admitted free of duty under the American 
flag, this steamship company could buy them 
and at once double the service and start this 
line probably without any increased subsidy. 
They state that in a paper which I suppose 
has been submitted by this company to us. 
They say: 

“Tron British steamers can be built much more 
cheaply than wooden American vessels. Their com- 
poundengines use coal more economically. The 
scale of British wages is thirty per cent. lower. Were 
we at liberty to use British bottoms, even with our 
wages we could as a rule have equal carrying capa- 
city at two thirds of the cost, but we must use Amer- 
ican bottoms and pay American wages. It becomes, 


therefore, absolutely necessary that our vessels 
should get some support from the Government,” 


Under these circumstances, when itis admit- 
ted we cannot build this class of vessels within 
twenty or thirty per cent. of the cost in Eng- 
land, why not admit them duty free? 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow 
me—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have but five minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I only wish to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that one of the largest ship- 
builders in the United States proposes at this 
date to take a contract forany iron ship atten 
per cent. advance in currency on the British 
prices for the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take the statement 
made by these persons, and they say there is 
a difference of thirty per cent. My honorable 
friend from Delaware a moment ago said he 
thought it was twenty per cent.; but I take the 
statement of these people who are coming to 
Congress for relief. If that kind of relief 
would enable them to double the service with- 
out increased subsidy, why not give it to them? 
We cannot build these ships now, it is admit- 
ted, in competition with English ship-build- 
ers. Then why not admit them duty free, 
raise the American flag upon them, put Amer- 
ican officers on their decks, and have Amer- 
ican lines instead of British lines? Why, sir, 
if that bill should pass, authorizing foreign 


i 


ships when owned by American citizens to be 
used for the present, for three years under the 
American flag, one half of the lines between 
New York and England would be American 
lines in sixty days. Because we cannot build 
these iron ships, we refuse to allow them to 
have an American registry and enter our cus- 
tom-houses free of duty. As long as this dif- 
ference of cost between a ship here and in 
Liverpool is continued, as a matter of course 
all the ships that ply between this country and 
Europe will be under the British flag, because 
ee laws forbid them to raise the American - 
ag. 

Now, Mr. President, to conclude as I com- 
menced, unless this subsidy can be reduced to 
what is a reasonable rate, say one half, I cer- 
tainly shall not vote for it. One point more 
and Í am done. The argument hasbeen made 
that the vessels now receive less per mile than 
the China line; but it must be remembered 
that the vessels on the China line are vessels 
of four thousand tons burden—they are the 
largest, certainly, on the Pacific ocean, andI do 
not know but that they are among the largest in 
the world—while these vessels are only two 
thousand tons. We know very well that it 
costs much more to run a vessel of four thou- 
sand tons than one of two thousand. Con», 
sequently the present subsidy is about as large 
per ton to this Brazilian line as the present 
subsidy to the China line. The difference in 
the size of the vessels and the requirements 
of the law in regard to the China line are much 
more onerous than they are in regard to the 
Brazilian line. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. As I understand the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio, it is to 
admit to registry those vessels that were shut 
out from the circumstances of our war. I 
should like to ask him if it is his intention to 
confine them, when they obtain an American 
registry, to the ocean commerce, or does he 
intend they shall participate in the coastwise 


traffic? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would allow the iron 
steamship vessels only for foreign commerce ; 
but the other vessels driven by the stress of 
war to assume another flag ought to beallowed 
to enter both the foreign and domestic com- 
merce, in my judgment. I think it is a gross 
outrage, because we could not protect those 
vessels in time of war, that we should now 
deprive them of the ordinary navigation of 
our internal and external commerce. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Let me ask the Senator 
one other question, or perhaps my friend from 
Maine can give me the information as well or 
better. I should like to know the number of 
tons of the coastwise traffic. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Hight hundred thousand 
tons were driven to change their flag during 
the war. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. What quantity of tonnage 
is now employed in the coastwise traffic ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was stated yesterday 
that it was twenty-six hundred thousand tons. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. All I have to say to the 
Senator from Ohio is this: that by allowing at 
the present time eight hundred thousand tons 
to be employed in the coastwise traflic of this 
country he would save that eight hundred 
thousand and destroy about twenty-six hun- 
dred thousand. In fact, he would put a 
curse upon every ton employed in the coast- 
wise traffic, and he must be very careful how 
he introduces such a firebrand into our coast- 
wise trade in its present weak condition, as I 
know it to be from having money invested 
and having friends’ money invested in busi- 
ness connected with the coastwise traflic. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that the bill in- 
troduced by the Committee on Commerce does 
not propose to admit foreign vessels, nation- 
alized or admitted under our flag, to touch the 
coastwise tariff. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwas attracted and inter- 
ested, as I generally am, by the remarks of 


3066 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 4, 


the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. Mor- 
RILL.] He gave an exceedingly interesting 
and, I believe, so far as I know, quite an ac- 
curate history of what may be termed the rise 
and fall of the American ship-building inter- 
est ; butit seemed to me that he omitted, toward 
the close of his remarks, the chief feature 
which to-day controls the question, and that 
is the great, fundamental change in ship- 
building, arising from the change of material. 
The era of iron ships has come; it has been 
here for some ten years or more. The era of 
-wooden ships, for the general uses of com- 
merce, may be considered a thing of the past. 
Therefore, when that honorable Senator gave 
his exceedingly intelligent and accurate de- 
scription of the decay and the neglect of the 
ship-building interest in America, he omitted 
the most important feature, which is the great 
change, the revolution brought about by the 
change of material to iron-ship building. 

It so happens that the community repre- 
sented by me in parton this floor is deeply 
interested in the building of iron ships,shas 
been successfully employed, so far as the 
excessive burdens of our tariff would permit, 
in the building of iron ships, and I should 
like to ask the Senator from Maine to give us 
further his views, not in respect to the effect 
of the admission duty free of ships of wood 
ready-built from other parts, but whether he 
would conceive it to be an admissible propo- 
sition in the present condition of the Ameri- 
can manufacture of iron-built ships that ready- 
built iron ships should be admitted free of duty. 

It is perfectly well known to the country 
that in intelligent, scientific, labor-s&ving ma- 
chinery we are to-day, even in our iron ship- 
building yards, in advance of the rest of the 
world; that despite the onerous conditions 
and burdens of our tariff there stands between 
us and the skilled manufacturers of Creat 
Britain but about seventeen to twenty per cent. 
in favor of them and against us in the increased 
cost of our material owing to tariff duties. 

I am exceedingly anxious to have the prob- 
lem solved, how the lost prestige of America 

© gan be regained; how we can, as I think it is 
due to the ingenuity and skill of our workmen, 
regain the first place in this race for the 
world’s commerce. As that is a question 
which I am anxious to see solved in favor of 
America, and anything tending to a favorable 
solution of it would lead me to favor such a 
measure, I should like to ask the honorable 
Senator from Maine whether in his view of 
the future of American ship-building be con- 
siders that iron or wood is to be the material 
of which ships are chiefly to be constructed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I have just one 
answer, and in a single phrase, as to allowing 
foreign ships to return under our flag, and that 
is, never. That is not a new question with 
me. We had it here early after the war. 
There are many reasons, which I have not 
time to state now, why that shouid not be go. 
The uniform policy of this Government has 
been, and it is the policy of all Governments, 
and their necessity, a policy growing out of 
that necessity, if they intend to build up a 
merchant marine, to build it by constructing 
their own ships and to a great extent sailing 
their own ships. That answers that point. 

Now, as to the problem of iron ships dis- 
placing wooden ships, I do not believe it is 
to be done. To a very great extent, undoubt- 
edly, it is true that iron ships are to enter into 
the navigating interests of the world. Eng- 
land has pressed this question of iron ships 
beyond the proper limits. England has a sin- 
gle material out of which to make ships, and 
sbe makes the most of all her materials in 

_ whatever direction she goes. She has been 
trying to convert the world to the idea that 
nothing but iron ships would do; all else 
must go under. It is not so. 

There is no time for argument on this point, 
but two or three facts will suffice. During all 
this experiment of England, when the world 


was gaping and willing to swallow anything in 
that direction, and the belief was becoming 
very general that iron ships were to take the 
place of wooden ships, down in the State of 
Maine, despite all the embarrassing circum- 
stances under which we have labored, we have 
constantly built one class of vessels and sent 
them abroad; sent them to England and sold 
them in Liverpool for the East India market. 
That is a class of ships they cannot build in 
England. They have not the material. ‘They 
have not the pine, nor have they the oak. 
Those we build and sell in England. They go 
into the Hast India trade. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What size are they? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. A large size, 
two thousand, two thousand five hundred, or 
three thousand tons. 

Mr. COLE. Do you build them now? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Yes, sir, we 
build them now. I know this to be a fact, 
and that fact tells on this point. What use 
do they make of them? Why do they want 
them? We sell them to the very country that 
is telling the world that iron ships are to dis- 
place wooden ships. The reason for that is 
this: they want those ships for the Hast 
India trade. Will not a two thousand ton 
ship from the Clyde, of iron, do? No, and 
for two reasons: first, because the barnacles 
accumulate rapidly on iron ships in those low 
latitudes; and, in the second place, they can- 
not preserve the cargo in an iron hull; it 
sweats the cargo, and for that reason they 
pay a big price for this manufacture of ship. 

Mr. BAYARD. Steam or sailing vessels? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. A sailing ves- 
sel; but of course the same principle applies 
to steam vessels. 

I will state one other fact of a general char- 
acter and that will answer, for there is no time 
to argue this question. While England has 
been talking about supplanting wooden ships 
all over the world, steadily within the last two 
years the wooden sailing vessels have been 
increasing, and the navigating lists in Eng- 
land and this country show that fact. They 
have gone upon the ground that they would 
supplant ali the ship-building interests all over 
the world by their iron steamships, while the 
records of the navigating interests for the last 
two years show’ that steadily in the face of that 
the sailing vessels and wooden ships have been 
gaining gronnd, 

I think these two facts answer my honorable 
friend, and it seems to me they are facts tend- 
ing very strongly to satisfy us that if we can 
have now by act of Congress what is proposed 
by the Committee on Commerce, cheap mate- 
rial, or, if Congress cannot afford to do that, 
and in the course of events a condition of 
things shal] be brought about as favorable to 
the manufacture of ships as existed before the 
war, then you will find growing out of the 
inherent energy and force of this people, and 
out of the great fact which cannot be over- 


looked that we have got all the materials for į 


iron and wooden vessels, we will beat the 
world when that time comes. Congress can 
hasten it, and they ought to do so. While we 
have been talking here, my honorable friend 
(Mr. Scorr] has been kind enough to put into 
my hand a paper which shows that while we 
are hesitating whether we can do these things 
there are men actually asking for contracts to 
build iron ships at something like ten per 
cent. more than they are building them for in 
England. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not rise to make a 
speech at this time, but 1 wish to answer very 
briefly the question suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio, why it became necessary in the 
opinion of the committee to give treble pay 
for double service. The committee do not 
understand that the company are getting any 
such pay for double service, The existing 
contract of the company for carrying this 
mail is $150,000 from this Government, on 
condition that Brazil pays $150,000, so that 


during the existence of the present contract 
they would receive that sum. Succeeding 
that, however, unless the Government pays 
the amount of $300,000 after the expiration 
of the present contract they will not receive . 
the amount they do now. 

I do not desire to speak on this subject 
now, but I do wish to appeal to the Senate to 
come to a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota. i 

Mr. STOCKTON. I propose to say simply 
a word with reference to a remark that fell 
from the Senator from Maine. J have no doubt 
he is right in saying that wooden ships in this 
country will continue to be valuabe for some 
time; but he willadmit, and no man can deny, 
that in the main portions of the commerce of 
the world the iron ships are fast taking their 
place, and if for no other reason, because they 
are so much more durable, making the ves- 
sels so much better. I have hastily looked 
over the amendment which he has offered, and 
it seems to me that it only embraces those arti- 
cles which go-to build a wooden ship. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It is designed 
to embrace others—all ships. , 

Mr. STOCKTON. Iam very glad to hear 
that it is so designed, but I think it probably 
needs some little alteration to make it clear. 

Let me say to tbe Senator that it has come 
under my observation—perhaps I had better 
not say how, for we ougbt not to allude to 
what happens in committee unless it comes 
formally before the Senate—that just what he 
said he hoped would be true is to-day true. 
We can build in America to-day, in spite of 
the tariff, iron ships as cheap and cheaper 
than they can build them on the Clyde. Amer- 
lean industry and energy can accomplish that 
to-day. 

Iam in favor of and shall most cheerfully 
support the Senator’s amendment if it covers, 
as he intends it to cover, the articles used in 
the manufacture of iron ships. Sir, this great 
problem that the Committee on Commerce 
have been talking so much about trying to 
solve can be solved by American energy and 
American industry to-day, and those ships can 
be built here in spite of the tariff. Adopt this 
amendment, modifying it so that it shall, if it 
does not now, cover the withdrawal of the duty 
on the iron used in the manufacture of iron 
vessels, and it will not be two years from the 
time that is done before our commerce and 
our shipping interests will be in a position 
quite as good as they were before the war. 
By the inventions of the American mind, by 
the condensation of great capital, by getting 
rid of long lines of transportation and ap- 
proaching close to the iron hills and coal 
mines, by uniting all the cheapness of moving 
large material that can be united, it is prac- 
ticable to-day to build iron vessels here as 
cheap as on the Clyde. Therefore I know 
of no measure that is more important that has 
ever been brought before the American Con- 
gress in reference to the ship-building inter- 
est than the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine, if it is made, as he says he intends it to 
be, to embrace the removal of the duties on 
iron entering into the construction of vessels. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 4, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m., Mr. 
Rusk in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Frayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, - 
when 


Mr. BECK asked unanimous consent that 
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è further reading of the Journal be dis- 
ensed with. 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
cordingly. 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
jè House the session of to-day is for debate 
nly in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, no business whatever to be transacted. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRIF- 
TH] is entitled to the floor. 


my time to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
ARTHUR. | 
PROFLIGACY OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. ARTHUR. “Paint me asIam,” said 
Cromwell to the artist. ‘If you leave out the 
ars and wrinkles, I will not pay you a shil- 
ling.” It matters but little in what school of 
political economy we have studied, sooner or 
later we are confronted with the stubborn fact 
that both Governments and men must practice 
economy or their freedom must perish. It is 
indispensable. In a purely material sense, in 
one form or another, it underlies every virtue 
and achieves every success. Therecan be no 
permanency without it. It is the paramount 
w of the material world around us. It pre- 
serves the symmetry of the universe. It moves 
‘alike the sun in his zenith and the ant on its 
atom. It is essential to good government. It 
is more obligatory in public than in private 
‘Hife. The private man deals with what is his; 
the public man with what is not his. He ex- 
ercises a trust, and a trust is more sacred than 
aright, because it is another’s right in trust, 
úd is both a right and a trust. 

The importance of this principle is increased 
‘by the magnitude of the wealth and resources 
involved, and it rises with these until it is 
“found to comprehend every question and per- 
vade every interest of both Government and 
‘people. Profligacy in government is little 
and ignoble. Economy in government is great 
and noble. The former degrades the career 
of the public man who acts as though public 
station was made for him, and the latter enno- 
bles the career of the public man who strives 
always to realize that he was made for the 
station. 

It is the cordinate grandeur and utility of 
this great principle which makes the states- 
man illustrious and the Government the glory 
of the people. It is not only compatible with 
"every rational development, improvement, and 
“embellishment, but it is incompatible with 
< venality and parsimony, and is the munificent 
<. patron, the judicious architect, and the provi- 
-i dent conservator of all the former. It leaves 
= the values of the people to be controlled by the 

people; it sternly retrenches revenue and ex- 
`` penditures ; it keeps its hands out of the pock- 

‘ets of the people, and leaves capital and pro- 

duction to the industry, enterprise, and skill 
of those who made, who own, and who can 
`; best apply them. a 

Wherever it is wanting political morality is 
wanting. The habitual waste of the public 
"- wealth is fatal to political integrity. No official 

‘¢an abuse his trust, or misapply the public 
$ money, and preserve either his personal or 

- political integrity. The slightest lowering of 

* the standard of absolute official fidelity breaks 

the enamel and continuity of the moral nature, 

© and general demoralization sets in. The atmos- 
< phere around becomes infected. it spreads 
= through an administration like hot air through 

a burning building. It confounds the good 

| with the bad; for if the former do not sink 

under the contagion, they are girdled with it, 
© and cut off from thesympathy of the good. The 

* ‘gfains it leaves can never be effaced. They 


: Placken alike the genius and philosophy of a | 


< Bacon, the courage and victory of a Marl- 
borough. Past great services cannot efface 
them; they stick all the closer, and glowering 
there, remain forever a haunting evil to warn 
ind to repel. Station cannot honor, authority 


Mr. GRIFFITH. I will yield a portion of 


cannot solace, patronage cannot redeem, nor 
wealth coverup. Vitality is gone. Economy in 
the public receipts and expenditures comes to 
us with our political alphabet. It isthe generic 
virtue of our financial system. It is the New 
Testament of our constitutional Messiah; it is 
as eminently American as any of the peculiar 
features of our system; it was alway revered 
and practiced by our great Presidents and 
statesmen. ‘The slightest deviation from it 
was sternly challenged and promptly recalled ; 
and the States and Government grew apace. 
It is to popular government what muscular 
exercise is to the athlete. It develops and 
preserves every resource and precludes every 
vice. 

Since governments were instituted among 
men its exercise was never more- necessary 
than now. It is so upon many grounds. I 
will now mention but two, either of which 
is sufficiently significant. The great drama 
of the last decade has advertised first, the 
almost fabulous wealth, developed and unde- 
veloped, of our soil and people; and second, 
the impotency of constitutional restraints and 
the infinite gluttony of official plunder. If 
the capacity of our people and the treasure of 
our soil form the elements alone necessary in 
the leading power of the habitable globe, shall 
these great elements be diverted from the 
righthful dominion of individuals and com- 
munities to whom they belong, and be con- 
sumed by countless hordes of personal para- 
sites and official jackals who swell the ranks 
of successful factions? i 

The demoralization in political life is such 
that those creatures will be found more or 
less in every successful camp. They are una- 
dulterated mercenaries, and when the battle 
goes against them, they will readily swap their 
flag. But touch these cormorants with the 
spear of retrenchment, and they are exorcised. 
Cut down the revenuc, reduce the expendi- 
tures, stop the methodical, universal, and 
measureless plunder of the amazing resources 
of the country, and almost instantly two 
changes will be inaugurated, political rogues 
and officials of easy virtue will disappear, and 
in their wonted place once more will stand 
honest and capable men, faithful. to liberty 
and progress. 

In our valleys and mountains, in our hills 
and plains, girdled by rivers, lakes, and seas, 
in our agriculture, manufactures, and com- 
merce, are found all the noblest elements for 
enlightened administration and great public 
economy. 

The eye of the Federal statesman overlooks 
the grandest dominion upon earth. Three mil- 
lion five hundred thousand square miles of ter- 
ritory, abounding with every constituent of 
wealth and power, are spread out before him 
from ocean to ocean in continental magnifi- 
cence. Mountains, monumental proclamations 
of slumbering mineral and metallic treasure 
surmount it, festooned with purple foliage or 
crowned with glittering gems of ice and snow. 
Great rivers and lakes traverse it from sea to 
sea. Every village is a port of entry; every 
metropolis a maritime center. 

The political organization of those natu- 
ral elements looks back only a brief interval 
beyond three quarters of a century ; and 


yet the Federal statesmen of to-day legislate | 


upon a hasis of accumulated wealth exceeding 
$30,000,000,000, an external trade of which the 
imports and exports alone exceed since 1866 
$5, 700,000,000, and in a single year, the fiscal 
year ending in June, 1871, $1,183,000,000. 
A Federal revenue exceeding in six years 
the almost fabulous treasure of $6,240,000,000 ; 
and ina single year, that ending with June, 
1871, the sum of $980,904,349; an annual 
popular production and earning of near seven 
billions, and an annual increase in the value 
of real and personal property of far more than 
one thousand million dollars. With less than 
fourteen souls to the square mile, a population 
of forty million freemen, the flower of Europe, 


Asia, and America, hurried forward in every 
department of human mastery by a momentum 
of brain and muscle, strengthened by exer- 
tions, accelerated by obstacles, and omnipotent 
everywhere. 

Less than twenty-eight fleeting years only, 
shut out the view from the looming summit of 
the nineteenth century, when that forty million 
people will number not less than one hundred 
million, and that $30,000,000,000 treasure will, 
it is estimated, number over $268,000,000,000, 
and all the multitudinous elements of material 
and political wealth and power will have been 
extended in equal ratio, unless, in the mean- 
time, political degeneracy and official turpi- 
tude shall have fatally infected the seed of our 
growth. 

Like promontories and light-houses to the 
mariner, the great outlines and natural re- 


‘sources of public wealth lie exposed even to 


the fugitive sight, but the latent forces, the 
affinities, the relative capabilities and general 
utilization of the latter require the bold eye 
and circumspect vision of philosophic states- 
manship. Under such guidance government 
will be unerringly confined to its appropriate 
sphere, which is that of an impartial con- 
servator of the peace, while a free people, 
stripped of superfluous public burdens, and 
manfully girded for the field, steadily pursue 
the race of development, accumulation, and 
power. 

That government is greatest which gov- 
erns the least; then is it a perversion and a 
curse when it alternately sneaks or plunges 
into the place of the manager, or the owner, 
and so enters the farm, the factory, the count- 
ing-room, the machine-shop, the ship, or the 
mine, to advance what it inevitably retards, to 
create what it inevitably destroys. 

The wisest statesmanship is the greatest 
economy of the popular resources; the most 
vicious statesmanship, their greatest abuse. 
The former leaves with the people all buta 
tithe, the latter takes from the people all but 
a tithe. The one sees his own in his country’s 
wealth; the other sees his country’s wealth in 
his personal aggrandizement. bes 

In a purely public sense, the reckless de- 
parture of the Federal Administration from 
the masculine republican simplicity of our 
beginning and better progress is in itself 
organic decay., The theory in practice with 
the party in power is that receipts and expend- 
itures should increase in like proportion with 
inerease in wealth and population. This would 
be false economy in private affairs, in private 
life, and would be a vice in a private man. 
It is downright corruption in public affairs, 
in public life, and is criminal in a public man. 
It is by no means every increase in num- 
bers and treasure that authorizes increase of 
revenue or excuses increase of expenditure. 
A government perfectly organized and equipped 
in functions, forms, and officials, should, in the 
main, adhere to the standard of public expend- 
itures which had been sanctioned by three 
quarters of a century of private felicity and 
publie glory. 

The increase in public revenue and expend- 
iture should keep pace, in no appreciable 
sense, with the growth of wealth and population, 
The people ought not to be taxed in proportion 
to what they may be able to pay, and the Gov- 
ernment ought not to stretch its expenditures 
to the shifting horizon of its possible exac- 
tions. Details undoubtedly will multiply, 
attended by incidental increase of expenditure. 
This is expected, is inevitable; this, but no 
more. The plain but vast edifice, its three 
great coUrdinate departments, its eminent ofh- 
cials, and great arms of public service remain, 
or should remain, monuments of republican 
simplicity, sacred in the affections and salutary 
to the morals of the people. A Government 
like ours has pratically a twofold character. 
lt is sensibly the servant, and insensibly the 
educator of the people. It becomes a huge 
seminary of vice when it exacts.from the pro- 
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ducer the last penny it can carry away, and 
lavishes unestimated millions in disseminating 
through official patronage ali forms of cor- 
ruption necessary to perpetuate its power more 
to exact. ‘This is a way-side illustration of 
receipts and expenditures keeping pace with 
increase in wealth and population. Itinvolves 
an appalling departure from our original 
standard, and leads directly to an Asiatic and 
despicable venality, instability, and effeminacy. 

It cannot be disguised. The great receipts 
and expenditures of the party in power are 
great crimes; and upon those crimes it sub- 
sists. Reduce its revenue to the revenue stand- 
ard of the fiscal year ending with the month 
of June, 1860, and its fattest kine would break 
from the close. 

Our population in 1860 was 31,183,744; in 
1870 it had increased to 88,115,641; an in- 
crease of twenty-two per cent. In cortrast 
with this, what has been the increase in our 
Federal expenditures during that period of 
ten years? In 1861 our expenditures, on ac- 
countofthe civil list alone, were $6,074,041 83. 
In 1871 the ascertained expenditures of the 
present Administration on account of the civil 
list alone amounted to the enormous sum 
of $18,760,779 46; an increase in ten years 
of over two hundred and nine per cent.; an 
increase of $12,686,787 63 over and above the 
expenditures on account of the civillist during 
the last year of Mr. Buchanan’s administra- 
tion, and an excess of $1,776,195 over and 
above the total expenditures of the last year 
of the administration of Mr. Jefferson. 

In 1861 our expenditures on account of for- 
eign intercourse amounted to $1,147,786 91, 
In 1871 the ascertained expenditures of the 

resent Administration on account of foreign 
intercourse alone had risen to the sum of 
$1,604,873 87; an increase in ten years of 
over thirty-nine per cent., and an increase of 
$456,586 96 over and above the expenditures 
on account of foreign intercourse during the 
last year of Mr. Buchanan’s administration. 

Under the head of miscellaneous expenses 
the expenditures of the Govermnent in 1861 
amounted to $16,026,524 79. In 1871, under 
that head, the present Administration had 
carried its ascertained expenditures to the 
enormous sum of $40,116,762 90; an increase 
in ten years of over one hundred and fifty per 
cent.;.an increase of $24,090,238 over and 
above the expenditures for miscellaneous ex- 
penses during the last year of Mr. Buchanan’s 
administration; an excess of $8,808,319 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment during the three first years of the 
first administration of Mr. Jefferson, and an 
excess of $12,484,480 overand above the total 
expenditures of the Government during the 
first year of the administration of Mr. Polk. 

For military services the expenditures of 
the Government in 1860 were $16,472,202 72. 
For the year 1870 the ascertained expendi- 
tures of the present Administration for mil- 
itary services alone reached the frightful 
extravagance of $57,655,675 40; an increase 
in ten years of over two hundred and fifty per 
cent., an increase of $41,183,472 68 over 
and above the expenditures for military services 
during the last year of Mr. Bachanan’s ad- 
ministration; an exeess of $8,222,593 74 
over and above the total expenditures of ‘the 
Government for the first full term of four 
years of the administration of Mr. Jefferson; 
an excess of $30,023,392 50 over and above 
the total expenditures of the Government 
during the first year of the administration of 
Mr. Polk, aud only $7,169,825 less than the 
total expenditures of the empire.of Great 
Britain in 1871 for her military service, with 
a royal army of 185,037 men of all ranks. 

In 1860 our expenditures on account of the 
naval establishment amounted to $11,514,649 
83. In 1870 the ascertained expenditures of 
the present Administration on account of the 
naval establishment alone had been swelled 
to the sum of $21,780,229 87; an increase in 


ten years of eighty-nine per cent.; an increase 
of $10,265,580 04 over and above the expend- 
itures on account of the naval establishment 
of the last year of the adminisiration of Mr. 
Buchanan; an excess of $5,015,645 67 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment during the last year of the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson; and $12,881,753 85 
over and above the expenditures of the admin- 
istration of Mr. Polk in 1848-49 on account 
of the naval establishment, pending the war 
with Mexico. 

On account of our relations with the Indian 
tribes our expenditures in 1861 were $2,865,- 
481 17. In 1871 the ascertained expenditures 
of the present Administration on account of 
the Indian tribes reached the enormous total 
of $7,426,997 44; an increase in ten years 
of one hundred and fifty-nine per cent.; an 
increase of $4,561,516 27 over and above the 
expenditures on account of the Indian tribes 
during the Jast year of Mr. Buchanan’s admin- 
istration; and an excess of $219,458 42 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment during the first year of the first 
administration of General Washington. 

The honorable charity of pensions to the 
heroic defender of his country, disabled in her 
service, or to his widow and orphan children, 
is enjoined by the emotions of every heart, and 
commanded by the plainest dictates of public 
policy. Its liberal and faithful practice has illus- 
trated the humanity and the civilization of the 
people of this Government from Washington 
down to Grant. In dispensing that portion of the 
private and public treasure of the people dedi- 
cated to the utilization of the public gratitude 
for the material aid of the public detender, it 
must necessarily be impracticable for Govern- 
ment, in all cases, to discriminate between the 
rightful recipient of its succor and the shame- 
less pretender who counterfeits him. Errors 


and abuses must creep in. Infirmities inhere | 


in every system and impair every practice. 


The noble policy and practice of pensions for | 


military and naval services are not only ob- 
noxious but peculiarly susceptible to abuse. 
But they must not be diseredited nor their 
proper diffusion be so hesitating, difficult, and 
suspicious as to result in cutting off relief to 
the worthy in order to detect and expose im- 
posture, The construction and administration 
of the pension system is therefore a great trust 
and a grave responsibility in government, It 
is.a trust at once popular and dangerous ; 
pleasing to the sense of the people, whose 
emotions are quickened by the contemplation 
of generosity, and a temptation to the integrity 
of the Administration, whose lust of power is 


gratified by the secret prostitution of a sacred | 


fund. 

Under the noble name of pensions an almost 
fabulous treasure is annually abstracted from 
the earnings of the industry and production of 
the people. In the third year of the second 
administration of General Jackson pensions 
reached" their greatest total in the sum of 
$3,364,285 30. From that time to 1861, with 
the exception of occasional fluctuations, they 
steadily declined, until in 1862 they had fallen 
to a minimum of $852,170 47. From that 


epoch the expenditures of the party in power | 


in the name of pensions have increased, and 
are still increasing. In 1871 they had been 
swelled to the scarcely credible sum of $34,- 
443,894 88. If that money reaches the wants 
of the soldiér, sailor, or marine, his widow or 
orphan, it is a munificent benefaction, well 
deserved and worthily bestowed. If a large 
proportion of it falls by the way into venal 
hands of enterprising faction, and is employed 
in subsidizing partisans and carrying elections, 
there is scarcely any other current evil more 
oppressive to the people and disgraceful to 
the Government. 

Prior to 1862 the State and Federal Govern- 
ments had been burdened with ten successive 
wars; aud yet at that time our expenditures 
on account of pensions were only $852,170 47. 


j 


In 1871 the ascertained expenditures of the 
present Administration on account of pensiong 
alone had been carried to the sum of $34,448,- 
894 88—an increase in nine years of nine 
hundred and twenty-three per cent; an in- 
crease of $88,591,724 41 over and above the 
expenditures on account of pensions of the 
second year of the first administration of Mr, 
Lincoln; an excess of $6,386,914 72 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment throughout the last three years of the 
last administration of Mr. Jefferson ; and an 
excess of $6,811,611 98 over and above the 
total expenditures of the Government during 
the first year of the administration of Mr. Polk, 

Thus it appears that while our population 
from 1860 to 1870 has increased but twenty- 


‘two per cent., and the main fabric of our Gov- 


ernment has theoretically remained ‘substan- 
tially in statu quo, public expenditures display 
the following unexampled increase : 

Civil list in 1861 $6,074,041 83 
Civil list in 1871. 18,760,779 46 


Increase $12,686,787 63 
Herat oneast ee ae 
FRCL ORSGs 5 ii aacesctecinadesd sates cx tenevecaianed $456,586 96 
Miscellaneous expenses in 1861..........0. $16,026,524 79 


40,116,762 90 


BON SLN T A laaveeclessadanseasa send $24,090,238 11 


2 72 
57,655,675 40 


$41,183,472 68 
$11,514,649 83 


Miscellaneous expenses in 1871............ 


Military services in 1860... 
Military services in 1870... 
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Naval establishment in 1860... 


Naval establishment in 1870... 21,780,229 87 
TO CHOASG techs. hoanl ieina A $10,265,580 04 
ae a 

Indian relations in 1861 - $2,865,481 17 
Indian relations in 1871 7,426,907 44 
Threasa aii 27 


$4,561,516 27 


$ 852,170 47 
34,443 894 88 


AEC DE NEE A CAS $33,591,724 41 


Total annual expenditures, as above — — Fe 

specified, of prior Administrations.....$54,952,957 72 
Total annual expenditures, as above 

specified, of the present Administra- 

HOT ..ceesssses sees pe issira tesuda edan taara sdana ieie 181,788,713 82 
Total increase of annual expenditures, 

as above specified, of the present 5 

Administration in 1871... ...--126,835,756 10 

An increase of expenditure is shown in 
those items alone of near one hundred and 
twenty per cent., contrasting an increase in 
population of but twenty-two per cent., with 
an increase of taxation burdens upon pop- 


Pensions in 1862 
Pensions in 1871 


i| ulation of near one hundred and twenty per 


cent., as one of the exemplifications of the 
public economy of radical statesmanship. On 
the basis of the census of 1860 it has been es- 
timated that the gross value of the annual pro- 
duct of the people amounted to a fraction over 
threebillions. In ten years, say, inround num- 
bers, thirty billions, Of that total it appears 
by the ascertained receipts of the Administra- 
tion party that they have taken from the peo- 
ple in actual cash, two thirds by taxation, the 
residue by loans, from 1861 to 1871, the ap- 
palling sum of $10,803,307,811 62, or during 
the last preceding ten years the equivalent 
of thirty three and one third per cent., or 
full one third part of the gross estimated value 


of the entire annual product of the people, on | 
the basis of the census of 1860; and during ` 


the last preceeding six years from 1865 to 1871 
the sum of $6,132,880,296. And of that total 
of treasure they have expended from 1861 to 
1871, $10, 155,028,917 86; and from 1865 to 
1871, the sum of $5,587,610,202 30; leaving 
the people still burdened on the ist day of 
July, 1871, with a monstrous ascertained gold 
debtof $2,358,211,332 82, incumbered with an 
annual gold- bearing interest of not less than 
$125,000,000. The enigma of what additional 
uncounted millions have been furtively realized 
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ind clandestinely expended remains buried in 
he ‘sibylline books, an occasional leaf from 
which startles the drowsy unconsciousness of 
he public mind. And what bounds shall be set 

the unknown profligacy of a Government 
which, insensible to the voice of duty, under 
he screw of a resolution of the House, then, 
nd only then, without a blush discloses the 
act that publie property had been actually 
old and the proceeds thereof actually ex- 


n- excess of appropriations and expenditures 
authorized by law? 
-Buch figures as are in the familiar use of the 
arty in power have heretofore always been laid 
pin the upper firmament of purely specula- 
ive problems. They are now taken down and 
rought into ordinary service in an ineffectual 
“effort to comply with the anxious demand of 
‘the country for some approximate measure- 
ment of the stupendous masses of the people’s 
“treasure, which, during Radical rule, have been 
annually heaped up by the tax-gatherer, and 
“been by him carried off and poured into the 
sannatural and reeking sty of prostituted power. 
But so unaccustomed is the popular mind to 
‘sums of such magnitude, in their height and 
epth, so vague, illusive, and transcendental 
o the common exercises of the popular un- 
derstanding, the guilty authors and benefi- 
iaries of public and private rapacily aud na- 
ional grand larceny find therein not only a 
mask for their crimes, but the very means 
“wherewith further to practice them with inso- 
‘lent: impunity. We are easily deceived by 
hose in whom we confide, The infirmity is 
nthe heart, not in the understanding. But 
here is an extremity of presumption upon 
popular credulity which at length tears off the 
“mask and reveals the imposter. The popular 
nderstanding is capable of everything that is 
reat. It is sublime in its combinations, fear- 
‘ful in its judgments. Its vitality kindled, its 
-energy roused, its vast sea of thought rolling 
n one wave, impelled by one gale, may sweep 
ver the cockle-boat of a perfidious Adminis- 
‘tration and leave not a wreck behind. 
- Some practical idea may be formed of the 
“enormous waste of the people’s substance by 
‘instituting a parallel between the expenses of 
‘the Republican military service of the United 
i States and the royal military service of Great 
‘Britain, The known expenditures of the party 
sin power from 1865 to 1871, a period of six 
‘years of unbroken peace, under the head of 
military service, reach the enormous sum of 
-$681,863,491 18. For the same period of 
time the expenditures of Great Britain, upon 
the royal military service were, counting five 
‘dollars to the pound, $482,364,7385, or $249,- 
499,756 18 lessthan those of the United States ; 
‘that is to say, the military establishment of 
‘a Republican Government,. founded in, and 
existing only by, the congent of the governed, 
‘absorbs of the people’s substance in six years 
°$249,499,756 18 more than the hereditary 
“-*regal Government of Great Britain expends 
“upon its immense standing army. 
vIn the year 1871 the Army of the United 
States consisted of 30,000 enlisted men. In 
-that year the royal army of Great Britain was 
‘Composed of 135,037 men of all ranks. The 
=> American Army of 80,000 men cost the people 
+ $44,080,084 95, or atthe rate of $1,469 38 for 
“each and every soldier; while the royal army 
sof Great Britain of 185,037 men, four and a 
half times greater, cost that Government only 
$64,825,000, or at the rate of $480 for each 
¿sand every soldier. - : 
“<2 Our Army is well-nigh three times larger 
-othan ever before in time of peace; and mili- 
tary expenditures have been carried to a fear- 
“fal extent. The policy of the country has 
_ Been changed by the Radical politicians, from a 
mall body of disciplined soldiers and scien- 
tific: officers, as a mere nucleus for the militia 
-or--great. body of a free people qualified on 
mergencies to mass and defend themselves, 
d instead thereof has been insidiously estab: 


ended by it to the amount of $105,681,608 98 | 


lished among us a standing army on the plan 
of arbitrary and hereditary governments, at an 
expense to the people far in excess of that of 
European armies.. The object of this is very 
manifest. By our system of government the 
time-honored policy has been that the Army 
was the instrument in the hands of the people. 
The party in power have completely reversed 
that policy, and under their régime the people 
are the instrument in the hands of the Army. 
The postulate of our fathers was that the mili- 
tary were and should be continued subordinate 
to the civil power. The practice of the domi- 
nant party is, not only to maintain the suprem- 
acy of the military over the civil power, but 
moreover to subject every branch of civil busi- 
ness to the direction and supervision of mili- 
tary laws and military men. 

It is not my purpose upon this occasion to 
follow the dominant party in its practical sub- 
version of constitutional government. My 
object is merely to set before the House and 
the country a few homely but appalling illas- 
trations of some of its financial enormities. 
It is not the least of the many curious circum- 
stances of our time that those enormities have 
been originated and persistently practiced by 
a party which has been in every stage of its 
being, and still is, in a minority. It would 
have been surprising if such public crimes had 
been ventured by a party sustained by a major- 
ity of the people, but it is simply wonderful 
that a minority party could survive them one 
hour. 

The relation of cause and effect is fre- 
quontly mysterious, but in purely human 
affairs is rarely, if ever, inexplicable. A 
little reflection upon the malevolent power 
of the sword and the purse in corrupt com- 
bination speedily dissipates all idle wonder. 
What may not be done by boundless force 
and boundless revenue? The one crushes, 
the other corrupts. The party in power at- 
taining office by accident determined to retain 
it by whatever means. It promptly grasped 
the purse and the sword. lt wrenched them 
from their constitutional affinities. It fused 
them into an overmastering engine of bru- 
tality and extortion; and it represents noth- 
ing so much as that monstrous thing which 
is engendered of the revolting intercourse of 
the purse and the sword upon the ruins of 
constitutional government. It never acts but 
by the one or the other. The Executive is 
not a civil executive, he is a military execu- 
tive; his orders are military orders; his sev- 
enty thousand subordinates, military subor- 
dinates, his courts, courts-martial. In his 
view States are military camps, and martial 
law the restoration of friendly relations be- 
tween the States. The legislative branch is 
a huge committee of taxes, tariffs, subsidies, 
bounties, appropriations, deficiency bills, and 
land grants. Its exactions envelope the coun- 
try like the atmosphere. Its tax-gatherers 
are spies upon every man’s business; its 
revenue collectors receivers of every man’s 
earnings. The party in power is thus an 
enforced partner in the proceeds. of every 
man’s exertions. To that end was instituted 
the iniquity called the system of the internal 
revenue. But for the treasure obtained in that 
way, its demise would long ago have appeared 
in the obituary column. 

Government is founded for the good of the 
governed, Government subsists on revenue. 
‘Therefore no more revenue should be taken 
from the people than is necessary for the pub- 
lic good. But the radical practices upon the 
converse of that proposition. In his political 
science, government is founded for the good 
of the revenue. Revenue subsists by govern- 
ment, therefore all the money should be taken 
from the people which is necessary for the 
good of the revenue. It was never so before. 
This is the twin-self of radicalism, and they 
have flourished and will fall together. Gen- 
eral Washington came to the Presidency in 


ministration down to 1829, when General 
Jackson was inaugurated—a period, say, of 
thirty-nine years, embracing six wars—-the 
total amount of internal revenue collected was 
$2,577,093 29. 

From the beginning to the ending of the two 
administrations-of General Jackson, beginning 
in 1829 and ending in 1887, a period of say 
eight years, embracing one war, the total 
amount of internal revenue collected was 
$62,912 09. 

From the commencement of Mr. Van Buren’s 
administration in 1837 down to the third year 
of the first administration of Mr. Lincoln, a 
period of say twenty-seven years, embracing 
two wars, the total amount of internal revenue 
collected was $24,997 01. 

From the foundation of the Union in 1789 to 
the third year of the first administration of Mr. 
Lincoln, a period of say seventy-four years, 
embracing nine wars, the total amount of in- 
ternal revenue collected was $2,665,002 89, 

Noble examples of republican simplicity ; 
noble specimens of public economy of the 
peoples’ resources. Whatan illustrious model 
for imitation. How unfading its luster. It 
was transmitted us by the good and great men, 
the fruit of whose public virtues. we possess, 
as the embodiment of the spirit and policy of 
the system which they founded and developed, 
In their estimation it was essential to the 
utility and perpetuity of the liberty which they 
organized and meant to secure for themselves 
and their posterity. Great revenue they knew 
to be the inseparable companion of arbitrary 
government and popular decay. But of all 
the forms of revenue that was most abhorrent 
to them which subsisted upon espionage and 
inquisition into the private business and profits 
of freemen, and with mailed hand counted out 
to the Government a lion’s share of whatever 
they made. Hence, even in the infancy and 
greatest extremity of the Union, when foreign 
commerce and customs duties were at their 
minimum, they tolerated only the merest pit- 
tance by means of internal revenue. It was 
condemned by them as an extreme medicine, 
alien to our system and sufferable only in 
the direst extremity, and its habitual prac- 
tice now is a violation of our traditions and a 
demoralization of our institutions. : 

Since Governments were instituted among 
men has political morality ever before fallen 
from such a height, and official rapacity 
swollen to such proportions? From 1863 to 
1871, a period of say eight years, embracing 
one war, the party in power are known to 
have taken from the people, under the color 
of internal revenue alone, $1,571,901,660 59, 
or $20,480,470 06 in excess of the total re- 
ceipts, from all sources, of the Government 
from 1789 to 1851, inclusive, a period of say 
sixty-two years, embracing nine wars, and 
extending through the twelve entire adminis- 
trations of Washington, Adams, Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, J. Q. Adams, Jackson, Van 
Boren, Harrison, Tyler, Polk, Taylor, and 
into the second year of that of Mr. Fillmore. 
And from 1865 to 1871, a period of say six 
years of profound peace, the party in power 
are known to have taken from the people, 
under color of internal revenue alone, $1,252,- 
696,311 24, or $3,514,622 29 in excess of the 
total receipts, from all sources, of the Gov- 
ernment from 1789 to 1844, inclusive, a period 
of, say, fifty-five years, embracing seven wars, 
and extending through all the intervening ten 
administrations from Washington to Polk. 

This appalling consumption of treasure is 
not merely local to the earnings of the people; 
it has been extended also to the natural and 
durable resources of public wealth. Nothing 
available or convertible has been intentionally 
overlooked. The infection has reached-every 
value within the horizon of power, and ‘car- 
ried off or consumed almost everything it has 
reached. There is an inherent vice “in- the 
waste of the people’s substance which grows 


1789. From the commencement of his ad- if with indulgence and impels the guilty party 
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to those extremities beyond which there is 
nothing to take or carry away. 

The trade and commerce of the Union and 
the public domain of the Union quickly in- 
flamed the measureless passions of new-fledged 
official cupidity and power. Never before 
was such an Eldorado entered and rifled by 
such ruthless rapacity. The earnings of the 
people upon the one hand, the public lands 
of the people upon the other, rioted over and 
absorbed by the Eblis of faction, followed by 
legions of hungry mercenaries and venal tax- 
gatherers and grasping corporations. On the 
one hand disappeared the people’s money 
by billions, on the other was alienated the 
people’s lands by millions and hundreds of 
millions of acres. 

The natural resources of a country consist in 
a great measure of its soil and the contents 
thereof. When these were originally vast 
they constituted primordial wealth, ready made 
for the people, to be conserved to their use 
by the public economy. They were designed 
by nature for the seat of republican empire. 
They formed an expanded and picturesque 
sphere for the enactment of great dramas of 
civilization by great masses of succeeding 
generations; generations of freemen, descend- 
ants of freemen; owners, settlers and occu- 
pants of the soil; soil divided and subdivided, 
heritable and alienable; hampered by no pri- 
mogeniture, walled in by no entail, seques- 
tered by no royal edicts, monopolized by no 
corporation grants. As population multiplied, 
as demand increased, available all the revolving 
time to both population and demand; not 
rapaciously seized before the san-up of the 
race and absorbed in keeps, parks, demesnes, 
regal forests and crown lands by a luxurious 
nobility of divine right, nor by a spurious 
nobility of congressional grant. 

In such primordial wealth, where is to be 
found the peer of the Unionin the single item 
of its public domain, embracing an unri- 
valed actual surface of more than 2,912,788. 74 
square miles, the equivalent of 1,864,182,233 
acres? The monarchies, States, and empires 
of Europe, and the isles of the sea, hoary with 
antiquity or resplendent with modern achieve- 
ments, are but as leaseholds, patches, and 
tracts upon the surface. Alone out of that 
total aggregate, present and past, we may sur- 
vey and map enough to cover all Spain, France, 
England, Ireland, Scotland, Wales, Portugal, 
Italy, Austria, Denmark, Belgium, Norway, 
Sweden, Germany, Greece, and European 
Turkey, and still have left 1,282,197 square 
miles, or 820,606,553 acres of land, more than 
enough to again cover all Spain, France, Eng- 
land, Ireland, Scotland, Wales, Austria, Den- 
mark, Belgium, Norway, Sweden, Germany, 
and Greece. 

Of that domain vast portions have been use- 
fully appropriated; individuals and communi- 
ties have preémpted, purchased, organized, 
and improved; homesteads have been ac- 
quired and settled; states have been erected. 
In every form the waves of population and 
progress have steadily encroached upon it and 
reclaimed it for the legitimate uses of practical 
life. On the other hand, vast portions of the 
people’s patrimony have been squandered; 
and year by year that vast domain of primor- 
dial wealth is melting away; and it, and all 
the advantages which should from it result to 
the people of consecutive generations have 
been the constant prey of a swarm of combi- 
nations changed from time to time by the ac- 


quirement of franchises into mighty corpora- 
tions, every corporation an East India Com- 
any, and every corporation presidenta Warren 
astings ; confronting Government with their 
insatiate demands; enforcing connivance by 
the dread of opposition, or insuring compli- 
ance by a division of plunder; by their visi- 
ble and invisible influences of masterly finan- 
cial and executive administration extorting 
from Government lands like kingdoms, loans 
‘like the treasures of Fortunatus, and functions | 


which set at defiance the original powers of 
sovereign States. 

And now we may see them day by day 
extending their grasp and tightening their 
grip by consolidation, these imperial govern- 
ments within the Government, with an annual 
revenue already in excess of $450,000,000, 
and an aggregate absorption of the public 
domain of 212,164,846,03 acres ; or 76,426,606 
acres greater than the entire area of imperial 
Germany, with its population of 40,111,265; 
or 82,948,846 acres greater than the entire area 
of France, with its population of 36,469,875 ; 
or 134,724,846 acres greater than the entire 
area of England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, 
with their population of 31,465,480; or 67,265,- 
006 acres greater than the entire area of impe- 
rial Austria, with its population of 35,904,435. 

Some of those corporations have received 
no land grants, no loans, no undue privileges. 


Individual energy and associated capital, stim- | 


ulated by the laudable hope of remunerative 
business, projected and builded them, and made 
them productive to the owners and useful to 
the public. Those are the legitimate elements 
of growth of every proper enterprise; they 
keep pace with healthy progress. Extraneous 
material aid, drawn from the public wealth, 
diverted into the private ownership of classes, 
enriches the few at the expense of the many 
and pampers monopoly. Imposing works are 
projected and pushed forward, the curiosity of 
an intelligent people is awakened, their ad- 
miration kindled; then, at this opportune junc- 
ture, are insiduously secured, from a venal 
faction, gambling with legislation, imperial 
grants of the public lands; and when inevita- 
bly the illusion becomes dispelled, the people 
realize either that the work itself is premature, 
or is, in itself, in its intrinsic and accruing 
advantages to a privileged class, and their 
successors and descendants forever, certainly 
a remunerative investment, and most probably 
a princely income, extending into the remotest 
future. Such works, however imposing, rest 
on a foundation of public plunder; and such 
legislation, however disguised, is profligacy in 
the Government, perfidy to the people, born 
and unborn. 

Observe the Pacific railroad companies. 
They are, or purpose to be, transcontinental 
highways of burnished steel. They are trade 
avenues holding two oceans in commercial 
wedlock. They pour into the lap of our com- 
merce the hitherto fabulous trade of the popu- 
lous continents and islands washed by the 
waves of the Pacific. This is all grand 
enough. It is good for the country, good for 
the people; but it is also very good for these 
highly privileged individuals whose sole object 
was and is to put money in their pocket. 
Some risk,in some cases, may have been 
incurred, witha view to great contingent gains. 
Such is the universal law. But they gave the 
public nothing—proposed to give the public 
nothing. ‘They proposed to carry for a price. 
Why should the Government turn aside to 
enrich those persons at the public expense? 
Why take from the many to give to the few? 
Why reach into the future and seize and 
plunder the homsteads of posterity and lavish 
them upon existing classes and corporations? 
Why single out classes of persons, forms of 
works, lines of transportation, for invidious 
aggrandizement? Why in a republic erect 
huge, domineering, landed aristocracies upon 
the plundered patrimony of the people, under 
the meretricious pretense of aiding public 
improvement and opening up the country to 
settlement? It is like giving away the horse 
that carries you to induce the smith to shoe 

im. 

Look at the three Pacific companies—a 
handful of individuals. They may be equal 
or superior in all the attributes of excel- 
lence to any other equal number; non con- 
stat. Upon those individuals have been be- 
stowed by the Government since 1862, of the 


miles, the equivalent of more than 135,000,000 
acres; in the aggregate an empire; 9,000 
square miles greater than all France; or 95,- 
000 square miles greater than all England, 
Ireland, Scotland, and Wales; or 28,249 
square miles greater than all Spain ; or 103,- 
309 square miles greater than all Italy ; or 9,558 
square miles greater than all the combined 
area of the eleven States of New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland. Massachusetts, Kentucky, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, West Virginia, 
Connecticut, New Jersey, and Delaware. 

Such profligacy, it is submitted, is without 
a parallel in the previous history of represent- 
ative government. The excesses of revenue 
and expenditure of the party in power, hereto- 
fore mentioned, furnish theonly parallel. In 
the catalogue of its public crimes are alone 
to be found adequate illustrations of its public 
perfidy. In all the annals of the past and the 
present it stands alone in the revolting soli- 
tude of its impenetrable obduracy. The his- 
torian who will tell to posterity our future, 
being their past, can recount the evil deeds of 
no peer in perfidy and waste, for the little that 
will be left will render impossible all competi- 
tion in infamy. 

Now, if the laudable object of donating 
proper quantities of the public land had been 
adjusted to aid public spirit, genius, or enter- 
prise, or all three, in overcoming difficulties 
otherwise insurmountable, in projecting and 
carrying out a beneficent work, private in its 
ownership, revenues, and management, but 
public and national in its utility and scope, 
such assistance, if within the province of the 
Government at all, should have been given in 
some reasonable degree commensurate with 
the private object to be subserved and the 
public interest to be protected. Neither was 
done. The public interest was sacrificed, and 
imperial fortunes lavished upon individuals. 

Take, as an illustration, the grants inuring 
to the Northern Pacific alone, worth now 
$200,000,000 at the low average of four dol- 
lars per acre—a territory larger than all 
Portugal, Denmark, Belgium, and Greece; 
larger than all Pennsylvania, Kentucky, Mary- 
land, and Massachusetts; in the richest por- 
tion of what is called the new Northwest. It 
traverses an area of country embracing some 
of the richest lands upon this continent in 
agricultural and mineral resources. A dis- 
tinguished traveler who explored it says that 
eighty per cent. of the grant is suitable for 
grazing and cultivation, and that the residue, 
which is chiefly mountainous, is enriched with 
forests of valuable timber and with mines of 
precious metals. 

Tt is stated by Mr. Henry V. Poor, in his 
valuable manual, that the lands of the Union 
Pacific grant already sold have yielded to the 
company an average of $4 46 per acre, and 
the lands of the Illinois Central grant over 
eleven dollars per’ acre. The lands of the 
Northern Pacific, supposing them to yield only 
an average of four dollars per acre, will pay 
the entire cost of the construction and equip- 
ment of the road and leave it free from debt, and 
with one full moiety of the imperial grant un- 
incumbered in the possession of the company. 
And at $2 50 per acre the grants alone will 
build and equip the entire road, and leave 1t 
not only free from debt but with a princely 
surplus in the company’s treasury of over 
twenty-five million dollars. All this exclusive 
of the completed work itself, together with its 
incalculable accruing earnings, of the splendid 
results of which some inadequate idea may be 
formed by reference, in a summary way, to 
the reported operations of the Central Pacific 
and the Union Pacific roads, 

Ofthe former, mainly by its local traffic alone, 
the net earnings in six years were $10,000,000 
over its operating expenses, and $6,000,000 
over running expenses and interest on bonds. 
And for the single year of 1871 alone its earn- 
ings are estimated at $10,000,000. And the 


land of the people, more than 211,000 square il earnings of the latter for the year 1871 are 


1872. 
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estimated at $9,000,000, or a total for through 
line from Omaha to San Francisco of $19,000, - 
000, or at least $9,000,000 net above running 
expenses. Why accumulate upon these cor- 
porations these millions of acres, and this 
measureless treasure in excess of all the legit- 
imate necessities of the work in its relations 
to the public? And if these princely estates 
and regal demesnes were to be invested. in in- 
dividuals, why done at the expense of the 
lands and possessions of a confiding and be- 
trayed constituency and an innocent and now 
helpless posterity? What explanation will 
suffice, what plea of justification be offered, 
i what mitigation of righteous judgment hoped 
or? 

The lands granted, the treasure bestowed 
away from the people are millions, tens, hun- 
dreds of millions in excess of the cost of all 
the works, and form absolute gratuities, 
amounting not only to present princely for- 
tunes, but to fortunes the real magnitude of 
which, in the near revolving years, now to 
mention, would startle the ear with sounds 
unfamiliar and fabulous. 

Glance over the Union. Behold the brains, 
hearts, and muscles of ninety-nine per cent. 
of our people, unaided by grants, subsidies, 
or bounties, inventing, toiling, producing, or- 
gauizing, applying all forms and values of a 
mighty civilization. And, in the mean time, 
observe a knot of politicians furtively giving 
away that which was not theirs to give, to the 
remaining one per cent. lands and treasures 
richer than kingdoms and broader than em- 
pires. 

Lands for the corporation lord, and taxes 
for the toiler! It is the old fraud over again: 
the many being made the donkey for the few, 

No man in hig senses opposes railroads as 
such; no man in his senses underrates their 
value; but every fair man in his senses in- 
sists that they shall share alike, and all stand 
upon the dead level of other forms of in- 
dustry—stand or fall in their inherent rela- 
tion to the laws and rivalries of impartial pro- 
gress, in an open field and a fair fight. 

But the disguise is too thin; every man in 
his senses knows that the monstrous political 
and corporation robbery under consideration 
is not in or of the railroad as such, either 
singly or collectively; but covered up under 

the popular uniform of that mighty utilizer, 
works in secret that all-devouring lust of the 
monopoly by a few of that which, from the 
foundation of the world, was made only for the 
many. It is not the railroad, it is the ring, 
the coalition, held together by the ‘‘ cohesive 
power of public plunder’’ in and out of power 
which, under the frank of the railroad, steals 
and absorbs and is euriched by the public 
lands and treasures. The road is the minor, 
the lands the major.. They build the road 
with $50,000,000 of the people’s lands, place 
to their own private credit the remaining 
$150,000,000, and then, on their own private 
road, carry the people and the people’s freight 
at an annual tax upon the people, as in the 
illustration cited, of, say, from ten to twenty 
millions per annum. 

Now, it would have been bad enough for the 
people and good enough for the ring if the 
latter had been content with their road and 
its revenues and let the people alone with 
their lands and treasures. ‘he advantgge 
would have still been immensely on the side 
of the ring. But the course pursued is mon- 
Strous. It will go down to posterity mem- 
orable for its audacity and infamy, like the 

: partition of Poland ana the perfidy of Arnold. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Rice] a portion of 
my time. 

CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I had 
intended on a former occasion to submit my 
views upon the subject of civil service reform, 


J 


As I was not able to obtain the floor for that 
purpose at that time, I will avail myself of 
this opportunity to say what I had intended to 
say at that time. 

_ There is, perhaps, no subject that occupies 
in the public mind a position of more import- 
ance than that connected with the civil service 
of the country. And the desire of the people 
of the country, without respect to party, is to 
see some method of administration devised 
that will secure to the country the best ser- 
vice and the most economical administration 
of the affairs of the Government. 

There is no question that now forces itself 
upon public attention more worthy of consid- 
eration than that of the reform of the civil ser- 
vice. While its condition is admitted to be 
deplorable by all who are not blinded by par- 
tisan zeal or influenced by false views of the 
purposes and functions of civil government, 
yet no satisfactory remedy for the evil has 
yet been found, or if found has not been so far 
tested as to command the approval and sup- 
port, with any degree of unanimity, of the 
Representatives of the people. There are 
difficulties inherent the in subject from its 
nature and complexity; difficulties that grew 
out of a long-continued custom of making 
strictly partisan appointments; difficulties 
growing out of the objections and opposition 
of those who regard the Government patron- 
age as the property of those who are clothed 
with the appointing power, or of those whose 
influence or official position enables them to 
control that power. 

That the country is suffering under the weight 
of accumulated evils from the abuse of Govern- 
ment patronage and is anxious for relief, is 
obvious to all. The history of our civil ser- 
vice is the history of incompetency, unfaith- 
fulness, and corruption, notwithstanding there 
are many honorable exceptions. <A large na- 
tional debt in addition to the current expenses 
of the Government must be provided for. The 
consequences are that the burdens of the peo- 
ple are vastly increased and the revenues of 
the country greatly augmented. This changed 
condition of the country, from what it was be- 
fore the late civil war, necessarily multiplied 
the number of Federal officers and employés, 
and as a consequence multiplied both the op- 
portunities and temptations to defraud the 
Government, and to use official power and 
position for the purpose of improving the 
private fortunes, at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment, of those engaged in its service. The 
revenues and machinery of the Government, 
thus augmented, constitute together an engine 
of vast political power. 

During the period of the civil war the pub- 
lie mind was so intensely occupied with that 
terrible conflict, and so great was the pressure 
upon all the departments of the Government 
and uponthe country, it should excite no sur- 
prise that the civil service did not receive that 
degree of care and attention demanded by the 
best interest of the country. Indeed, it would 
have been strange had it been otherwise. Upon 
the return of peace we find the nation burdened 
with this vast debt, the ordinary expenses of the 
Government greatly increased, the Federal pat- 
ronage immensely augmented. What, under 
the circumstances, were the dictates alike of 
statesmanship and patriotism? Manifestly to 
devise and adopt such methods and rules in 
relation to the civil service as would best 
meet the wants of the country under the 
enlarged burdens and duties laid upon that 
branch of the public service. But it is unfor- 
tunately true that in this respect abuses have 
multiplied, corruption has increased, until 
the perpetuation of free government itself is 
endangered. Conscious of the necessity of a 
reform, Congress, by the act of March 8, 1871, 
authorized the President to employ suitable 
persons to inquire into the wants of the civil 
service and toaid the President in prescribing 
rules and regulations for.the admission of per- 
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sons into it, and also for the conduct of per- 
sons who may receive appointments in such 
service. 

On the 19th December, 1871, the commis: . 
sioners appointed by the President under the. . 
act of Congress having made their report, the 
same was submitted to Congress, accompanied 
by a special message approving the system 
recommended by the said commissioners, and 
pledging himself to put the same in force on 
and after January 1, 1872, and also recom- 
mending an appropriation to continue the work 
of the commission, or advisory board, for 
another year. 

In the discussions upon the subject of civil 
service reform and the plan recommended by 
the President, in both Houses of Congress, the 
most detetmined opposition has been mani- 
fested by the supporters of the Administration, 
more especially by those who sustain the most 
intimate relations to the Executive, and who 
are most anxious for his reélection. They 
have declared on the one hand that the civil 
service had not been in a better condition in 
the last twenty years, and onthe other that the 
proposed plan of reform was a ‘‘ humbug.” 
These declarations are made, too, in the face 
of the fact that those commissioners report 
after a careful consideration of the subject 
that it is estimated that one fourth of the reve- 
nues are lost to the Government in consequence 
of the vicious and unsatisfactory condition of 
the civil service of the country, involving an 
annual loss to the Treasury of a sum greater 
than was required to support the Government 
prior to 1860. 

No system of civil service that admits of 
such startling results, that bears such bitter 
fruits, can justly be defended for asingle mo- 
ment, and no Government can safely tolerate 
the continuance of such abuses. Itis idle to 
oppose reform upon the ground that no reform 
is necessary. The attention of the country is 
anxiously directed to this subject, and no dee- 
laration so transparent will be accepted by the 
people. Those who so believe either misap- 
prehend the true ends of government or else are 
unwilling to justly respond to its necessities. 
I know that there are many obstacles in the 
way of any real reform. The same causes, the 
same influences, that introduced these abuses 
are active in perpetuating them, and we can- 
not reasonably expect the sincere coöperation 
of those who have been unwilling to profit by 
abuses in the accomplishment of a reformation. 

No one I apprehend will controvert the fact 
that the executive department of the Govern- 
ment is clothed by the Constitution, and laws 
made in pursuance thereof, with all the powers 
necessary to the accomplishment of any reform 
in the civil service that the welfare of the 
country requires. That such reform has not 
been inaugurated is owing to the fact that 
other wants and other interests than those of 
the Government have been permitted to con- 
trol those who, by the Constitution and Jaws, 
possess the appointing power. That power, by 
the Constitution, is vested in and limited to 
the Executive, heads of Departments, and 
courts of law. It is in my judgment unfortu- 
nate that the proposed changes in the civil 
service designed to establish a better system 
did not originate with the executive depart- 
ment of the Government rather than with Con- 
gress. This fact must weaken the confidence 
of the country in the success of the plan. 

The legislative department of the Govern- 
ment is embarassed by its lack of power under 
the Constitution to enforce any system of 
rules, however wisely conceived, for the regu- 
lation of the appointment of persons to office, 
or for determining the fitness of applicants for 
the positions sought by them. Congress hav- 
ing no such power, cannot vest in an advisory 
board powers that belong to the executive de- 
partment of the Government. : 

If it were legally possible to do so, the wis- 
dom and sound policy of such.a course is very 
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questionable, if not, in fact, dangerous. The 
division of the powers and duties pertaining 
to appointments between an advisory board 
established by Congress and the executive 


officers who under the Constitution have the | 


appointing power, tends to lessen the sense of 
responsibility in both. I am in favor of allow- 
ing the Executive and heads of Departmenis 
to exercise their full measure of constitutional 
power, and holding them rigidly accountable 
for the manner in which they exercise it. | 

Real reform in the civil service must begin 
with the execulive department. It possesses 
the power and owes it to the country to exer- 
cise that power in such a manner that the 
interests of the country shall not suffer from 
an unfaithful administration of the laws. Con- 
gress may authorize a commission or an ad- 
visory board, and such board may, as they 
have, prepare and report rules for the regula- 
tion of appointments and promotions in the 
civil service. But these rules are but sugges- 
tions, and do not have the force of law. ‘Lhe 
executive officers of the Government having 
the appointing power-may quite as well devise 
a system of rules or regulations as a congres- 
sional commission. This would be in the plain 
line of duty, and the Executive could give 
them the force of law for that department. If 
this has not been done sooner it is not the 
fault of Congress, but of the executive branch 
of the Government. 

The country should understand, and does 
understand, that whatever of incapacity and 
dishonesty exists in the civil service of the 
country results from a bad administration 
of the laws, for which the Executive and not 
Congress is responsible. Neither Congress 
nor any board appointed by its authority can, 
under the Constitution, limit the range of ex- 
ecutive discretion in the selection of persons 
for the civil service. An advisory board can- 
not say that the President or heads of Depart- 
ments shall select one of three, five, or ten 
persons to a particular office. It is no answer 
to this proposition to say that there is still left 
a right of choice. An untrammeled choice 
is what the Constitution contemplates. But, 
were it otherwise, is an advisory board more 
incorruptible or infallible than Presidents or 
heads of Departments? For one, I see no 
reason to suppose so. 

The effect of such a system is to lessen the 
sense of responsibility on the part of the Ex- 
ecutive. I have so far supported this system 
as to vote in favor of the appropriation pro- 
vided in the the Senate bill for the continuation 
of this advisory board and its labors. I did so 
from the eenviction that something must be 
done looking toward reform, and because I 
saw no prospect for anything better from the 
present Administration. If the Executive can 
in this way be induced to introduce any reform 
however partial and imperfect, I felt, it my 
duty to give the measure my support. I did 
this with the conviction in my own mind 
that the President could enforce such of the 
rules prescribed by the advisory board as may 
be useful, and substitute better ones where they 
are not, if he were disposed to doso. I cannot 
understand why Congress thought an advisory 
board should geek to control appointments by 
restricting the range of executive discretion, 
except upon the grounds that the executive 
branch of the Government is unequal to the 
duties assigned to ithy the Constitution, or that 
the Executive cannot be relied ‘upon to exer- 
cise the high functions of his office in the 
manner required by the interests of the coun- 
try. There can be no well-founded doubt but 
he has all the power necessary for a thorough 
reform of the civil service. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that any test 
of qualification for the public service will ever 
be accepted by the country that requires more 
than diligence, industry, honesty, and. quali- 
fications tor the special duties of the position 
to which the applicant aspires. If, in addiy 
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tion to all this, general scientific and literary 
attainments are required, or, other thing being 
equal, shall be allowed to turn the scale, such 
a system will be condemned by the people. 
The great evils in the civil service spring from 
other causes than that of lack of capability 
on account of imperfect education, although 
this is matter worthy great consideration. The 
creation of offices and removals from office of 
competent persons to make places for favor- 
ites is a crying evil. While places of high and 
responsible trusts are bestowed upon incom- 
petent and unworthy men as rewards for parti- 
san services, or, what is still worse, personal 
services rendered for the benefit of him who 
has the appointing power, or him who can 
invoke the aid of that power, we shall have no 
real reform. 

The practice of appointing to ofice men 
who barter their influence and political opin- 
ions for place has resulted in establishing an 
official codeof morals altogether different from 
that which men of integrity recognize, and 
which they entirely ignore and condemn when 
applied to the business affairs of private life. 
Means are employed with impunity to build 
up the fortunes of individuals at the expense 
ot the public Treasury that would cover with 
shame and dishonor a private citizen in his 
business relations with others. The same influ. 
ence that secures position in the public ser 
vice is employed to retain in place those who 
are known to be unfaithful, and to conceal 
their frauds, and protect from removal and 
merited punishment men who are unworthy 
and whose connection with the service of the 
Government tends to bring it into disrepute. 
Official conscience must be quickened before 
any reform worthy of the name can be accom- 
plished. 

I cannot, Mr. Speaker, approve any bill 
which makes it a penal offense for the Repre- 
sentatives of the people to recommend either 
the appointment or removal of persons in the 
civil service. They, in common with all other 
citizens, have an interest in good government, 
and are in a position to know the qualifica- 
tions of persons in their respective districts 
quite as well as others. Were they prohibited 
from recommending, recommendations would 
still be made, and most probably by a class 
less responsible to the people, and from mo- 
tives not more worthy or more consistent with 
the interests of the country than those that 
actuate the Representatives of the people. 
Such is the character of the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. WIL- 
LARD] and favorably reported by the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service Reform. The substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Lyycu] requiring recommendations for ap- 
pointment or removals to be made in writing 
and filed, and to be open to inspection, meets 
my approval. Such a law would, in my judg- 
ment, insure a higher: sense of responsibility 
and greater caution in making recommenda- 
tions for appointments and removals than pre- 
vails under the present practice. 

But the more I reflect upon this subject the 
more J am impressed with the conviction that 
but little can be done by congressional legisla- 
tion to enforce any system of reform in the 
civil service. The trouble is not in the laws, 
but in the failure faithfully and wisely to ad- 
minister them. There is under the Constitu- 
tion so large a range of executive discretion 
that no substantial reform can be establied 
except by an improved system of administra- 
tion on the part of the executive department 
of the Government, or by a change of the 
organic law, and such a change as shall take 
away or at least limit that discretion which 
the Executive now possesses, and which has 
of late been so greatly abused. 

It was no doubt the consciousness of a lack 
of power in Congress, under the Constitution 
as it now is, to accomplish the needed re- 
forms in the civil service and to correct abuses 


committed or tolerated by a faithless or inca- 
pable Executive, that led to the proposition 
in this House by the gentleman from Towa, 
[Mr. McCraxry,] and the proposition in the 
Senate by Mr. SUMNER, to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States in two important 
particulars—the one intended to lessen the 
patronage of the Executive by making certain 
officers elective, and restraining the removal 
of those who hold their places by appointment 
except for just cause and in cases where the 
public service requires it; and the other in- 
tended to take away the motive for turning 
the Government patronage into an engine of 
political or personal ambition by declaring 
the President ineligible to a reélection. That 
such changes in the Constitution would strike 
at the root of the evil with much effect, to my 
mind is most manifest. ‘hese propositions 
deserve of every sincere friend of reform a 
most serious consideration. 

Were the functions and powers of. the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government exercised 
in the true spirit of the Constitution, and as 
contemplated by the wise and patriotic men 
who founded the Republic and established the 
Constitution, no necessity for these proposed 
changes would exist. ‘he discretion given to 
the executive branch of the Government was 
intended to be used solely for the public wel- 
fare, and under a pure and wise administration 
is not only not dangerous, but would prove to 
be one of the most useful and beneficial powers 
contained in our Federal Constitution. The 
perversion and abuse of this discretionary 
power are the causes of all these evils. 

No Administration that uses the whole power 
and patronage of the Government to advance 
mere partisan interests or the purposes of per- 
sonal ambition, can long preserve the public 
confidence. Add to this the system of as- 
sessments for political purposes upon Govern- 
ment officers and employés, and it becomes 
simply disgraceful and odious. The cost of 
these abuses to the nation in dollars and cents, 
although great, is the smallest part of the evil. 
The destruction of public morality, the cor- 
ruption of the Government at the sources of 
its power, and the inevitable tendency of such 
a state of things to destroy free government 
itself, are matters of the gravest concern, 
We are now a nation of nearly forty million 
people, with over fifty-three thousand persons 
in its civil service. We have a vast national 
debt which is and will be for generations a 
great burden upon the energies and resources 
of our people. Under such circumstances we 
have every motive to practice the most rigid 
economy, and to adopt a system of civil ser- 
vice equal to the demands of the changed con- 
dition of the nation. 

The abuses and extravagance that grew up 
in the midst of a great civil war must not be 
permitted to become the settled condition of 
our national life in time of peace, to be am- 
plified and rooted in the institutions cf this 
country. This wasteful, corrupt, and degrad- 
ing administrative system must be abolished 
ifin the future we are to have a Government 
worthy of the name, a Government that shall 
command the confidence and affection of the 


people. 

While Iam willing to support any measure 
that tends in any degree to mitigate these 
eyls, I am at the same time convinced that no 
thorough reform can be accomplished but 
through the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment. The power to effect the needed re- 
form is vested in the President, and no plan of 
reform can succeed unless this power is exer- 
cised with vigor in its consummation. That 
power is not exerted in such a, manner as to give 
any hope to the country that the future will be 
better than the past has been. The stream 
cannot be purified while the fountain is im- 
pure. The ultimate remedy for all these evils 


is in the hands of the people themselves, an 
| whenever an Administration fails in its duty 
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the country and fosters or tolerates abuses 
at should no longer be borne, it is both the 
bt and the duty of the people to change 
Hie Administration. 
No scheme devised by Congress can effect 
e desired reform. The power to do this is 
jot vested in Congress, nor can Congress 
nsfer the powers given by the Constitution 
o the President to a civil service commission 
‘or board of examiners. 
Whether such a commission is or is not 
aintained, the ultimate power and responsi- 
ility under the Constitution rest upon the 
executive department of the Government. . No 
plan for the regulation of the civil service can 
succeed that confounds the functions and du- 
ies of the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment. 
“Tam fally convinced that no system of civil 
gervice that looks to the creation of a privi- 
leged class from which selections alone are to 
be made, or that ignores entirely the influence 
of popular elections, is likely to succeed in a 
epublican Government like ours. Still it is 
possible, and good government requires that 
such influences should be subordinated to the 
demands of a pure and faithful public service. 
If appointments to places of trust must be 
made from the members of the dominant 
party, let us have the best and not the worst 
class of that party. Let us have men who 
have a robust conscience, impressed with a 
sense of duty to the country, and not those 
who make merchandise of their political opin- 
ns and influence for gain, men who, when 
ommissioned to office, regard their commis- 
ions as keys to the Treasury, and whose 
activity and zeal in politics are stimulated 
alone by the love of plunder. 
I believe there are honest men enough in 
any party in this country to fill all the offices. 
, And when fidelity and honesty are placed above 
mere party service, and corruption and unfaith- 
fulness are made odious by putting under the 
ban of the Administration and of public opin- 
ion, we shall then have not the worst but the 
best men in the service of the Government. Itis 
he privilege of the people to pass upon the con- 
duct of their servants, and if they have been 
‘unfaithful to the trust committed to them to 
change by their own act their officers. This 
is the chief feature that distinguishes arepub- 
hic from an hereditary monarchy. While I 
declare my firm conviction that no means short 
of this will work any real or permanent reform, 
Tam at the same time willing to vote for any 
measure that offers the slightest ground to hope 
for any improvement. It would be a matter 
“of surprise if it were not too transparent to 
witness on the one hand the indorsement of 
the plan of reform reported by the commis- 
sion appointed under the act of 1870 by the 
resident, accompanied with the most solemn 
pledges by him to put the rules recommended 
; by the commission in force on the 1st day of 
January last, and also recommending an ap- 
propriation to continue this commission for 
another year at least, and on the other the 
warm and zealous opposition to this same 
plan, and the proposed appropriation in aid 
of it oh the part of the boldest and most 
~ devoted friends of the Administration. It is 
very obvious, too, that this opposition to the 
recommendation of the President on the part 
of his special friends fails to excite any dis- 
pleasure on his part to those friends who labor 
to defeat a system of reform which he has rec- 
ommended to Congress as worthy of their 
support. 
' Besides all this, it turns out that these rules 
80 recommended, and which the President 
promised in his special message to put in 
force, have not:been in fact executed, and the 
order for putting them in force about the 1st of 
anuary last was very soon after that revoked 
and the rules suspended, dnd the same plan 
of appointment is still pursued that existed 
before the rules of the civil.service commis- 
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the mind, with irresistible force, the suspicion 
that there does not exist on the- part of the 
President a serious or earnest purpose to 
chang the mode of appointment or to inaug- 
urate any real reform. In this he is justified 
if it be true, as some of his political friends 
upon this floor have declared, that civil service 
reform ‘‘is a humbug,’’ or, as others insist, 
that the condition of that service is so satis- 
factory that there is no necessity for a change. 

If, as is estimated, one fourth of the rev- 
enues of the country is lost to the Treasury 
through the failure of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment to perform the duties assigned them 
by law, the country will hardly agree with 
those who regard all attempts at reform as a 
humbug, or who think the country has no 
right to demand a better system and practice 
than that which inflicts such laws upon the 
overburdened tax-payers of the country. 

The President has recently renewed his 
pledge to enforce the rules recommended by 
the advisory board, but such a promise, made 
on the eve of a presidential election, after 
more than three years of the most alarming 
and reckless abuses, will not command the 
confidence of the people or be accepted as 
sincere. 

The question of reform and of an econom- 
ical administration of the Government is soon. 
to be submitted to the great tribunal of the 
nation, the enlightened jadgment of the Amer- 
ican people. They must and will decide for 
themselves whether they will have reform in 
the civil service as well as in the entire ad- 
ministration. This is the ultimate, and only 
effective remedy for all existing abuses in the 
administration of the Government. With their 
verdict I shall be content. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I now yield for a moment 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, [ Mr. 
Harper. | 

CIVIL RIGHTS BILL. 


Mr. HARPER. I have prepared some 
remarks upon the subject of the civil rights 
bill, which I ask leave to have printed in the 
Globe. 

No objection was made; and leave was 
granted accordingly. [See Appendix.] 


TARIFF. 


Mr. GRIFFITH then addressed the House 
on the subject of the tariff. [His remarks will 
appear in the Appendix. ] 


WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. COMINGO. Mr. Speaker, I desire, 
to-day, to call the attention of the Represent- 
atives of the people to some of the rights of 
the latter against the Government. 

Governments are said to be the most merci- 
less of all creditors. It may with equal truth 
be said theyare the most unjust of all debtors. 
They are but corporations, which are proverb- 
ially soulless. The history of the past verifies 
the maxim just quoted, and the experience of 
many warrants the further reproach f have 
added. Who does not know that Governments 
always exact of their subjects the utmost 
farthing? Who does not know, as well, that 
when the subject becomes a claimant he is at 
the mercy of his soulless debtor, and as a sup- 
pliant must pray, and often pray in vain, for 
that which is justly and unquestionably due 
him? 

I would not, I presume, be exposed to the 
risk of successful contradiction were I to state 
that at every session of Congress during the 
last ten years, or for a longer term, meritorious 
claimants, against whom even prejudice itself 
could not breathe a suspicion, have stood at 
the feet of Congress and have humbly and 
anxiously surrounded the doors of its com- 
mittee-rooms and earnestly but timidly prayed 
for relief, which has been as mercilessly re- 
fused or withheld, not that there was a doubt 
as to the truth of the testimony in support of 
their demands, nor that it could be denied 


-Mion were adopted.” These facts suggest to ll that these citizens have been wronged if not 


a neers 


outraged, but because the precedents. might 
be dangerous, or because it was not the pleas- 
ure of Congressto then consider and settle the 
questions involved. Ae 


This proposition cannot be successfully con- 
troverted. Claimants who have for nearly ten 
years been knocking at the door of Congress 
urging the payment of their demands have, 
during the present session, and on the same 
testimony that was filed with their claims 
when first presented, succeeded in part in their 
efforts to secure their manifest dues; suc- 
ceeded, after years of anxiety and toil, and 
after incurring most extraordinary expenses, 
in getting bills passed providing for the pay- 
ment of a part of the value of the property 
appropriated or destroyed by the Government 
or its agents, but without interest for any part | 
of the long period they have been compelled ` 
to await the meager award. What would be 
said or thought of the man who would if he 
could thus treat his fellow-man? What words 
of condemnation would be uttered against the 
cidizen that would not apply with equal force 
to the Government? The following extract 
from the pen. of one of the fairest and most 
fearless and spicy journalists of the day is so 
forcible and appropriate that I with pleasure 
incorporate it as a part of my remarks on this 
subject: 


‘The bill to appropriate $25,000 to Dr. J. Milton 
Best for his property destroyed by the Union forces 
was taken up, and, after discussion, passed. Tho 
objection to its passage, as stated by Mr, SUMNER, 
was that it might be just in itself, but its passage 
would unlock the doors of the Treasury to a wholo 
host of claims not so meritorious. It must have ro- 
quired the exertion of an amount of intellectual 
vigor inconceivable to the ordinary mind for the 
Senator from Massachusetts to arrive at the conclu- 
sion that the payment of a just claim would estab- 
lish a precedent for the payment of unjust ones. 
The Bay State, as it is called, where they havo Ply- 
mouth rock the natural way, and everybody's 
ancestors came over in the Mayflower, did not know 
what it was about when it parted, even temporarily, 
with a logician of such portentous penetration. 
this doctrine could be so formulated as to be made 
available as a plea in bar in the case of private 
debts, the Senator might mako his fortune in the 
courts of common pleas of Massachusetts. a 

“ By the way, itis very apt to occur to the disin- 
terested observer of capitolean phenomena, that the 
payment of a claim against the United States is re- 
garded in Congress rather as a thing of favor than 
of obligation; in other words, that it is entirely a 
matter of legislative discretion whether it is paid or 
repudiated. Of course the bonded debt is different. 
Here the national honov:is implicated. Wecannot 
think of our paper in the hands of English and 
Dutch millionaires without exalted feelings of re- 
spect—for the millionaires. We cannot speak of 
our signed and sealed obligations without going into 
spasms of patriotism, wherein the spread eagle is 
brought out and flourished, and the ritual appro- 
priate to the occasion recited. But when the case 
comes up of a poor devil whose cow, pigs, and half 
dozen sheep made sudden disappearance down the 
throats of a regiment of military prestidigitators, 
and whose homestead was burned over the heads 
of his wife and children as a playful finale to tho 
entertainment, no indigont relative meets with & 
more frigid reception. If he has not the means to 
pay for having the legislative machinery ‘set at 
work in his behalf, he had better hang no hopes 
upon the‘justice of an American Congress... | 

‘This may be natural in cases where the liquidation 
of claims is committed to a legislative body, but it 
isnotjust. A nation which refuses to comply with: 
rules in regard to the adjustment and discharge of 
its obligations like those to which it compels private 
persons to conform makes proclamation of its own 
injustice. Why is it that there is no‘stated tribunal 
to which claimants against the Government may 
apply upon terms that are common to all? It may 
be said, itis said, that the reason why this isnot 
permitted is because if all the just demands were 
allowed the country would be shown to beinsolvent; 
that the aggregate would appear too enormous to ° 
admit of the hope of its extinguishment. This may 
be true, but if so, it affords no reason for the contin- 
ual disgraceful, heart-breaking barbarism that is 
practiced by men who profess to be wise, faithful, 
and impartial representatives of the people.” 


These views are alike honorable to the mind, 
heart, and aims of their author. 

During the fearful civil war through which 
our country recently passed the number of 
private claims which, according to every prin- 
ciple of justice, should be paid by the Govern- 
ment, increased to a very great extent. For 
the purpose of providing for the payment of 
a part of these claims, I, on the 5th day of 
February last, introduced. the following bill, 
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BE a. 


which I send to the Clerk’s desk with the 
request that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H, R. No. 1378) referring certain claims of 
loyal citizens of the State of Missouri to the com- 
missioners of claims appointed under the act of 
Congress of the United States, approved March 3, 
1871, and for other purposes. 

Beit enacted by the Senateand Houseof Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the commissioners of claims appointed 
under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871, are hereby 
authorized and directed to receive, examine, and 
consider the justice and validity of such claims as 
accrued in the State of Missouri as shall be brought 
before them by citizens who resided therein, for 
stores or supplies taken or furnished, or for property 
used, damaged, or destroyed, for the use of the Army 
of the United States, during the lute war for the pres- 
ervation of the Union, including the use, loss, dam- 
age, or destruction of vessels or boats while employed 

„in or taken for the benefit of the military service of 

the United States. 

Sec. 2. That to facilitate the settlement of these 
claims, the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint three special 
commissioners to take testimony, who, apportion- 
ing the duty among themselves, shall visit the most 
convenient and accessible localities in the State for 
that purpose, who shall take the testimony under 
oath, receive all other sufficient evidence which 
shall accompany each claim, taken under such rules 
and regulations as the commissioners appointed by 
the act of March 3, 1871, have already adopted or 
may hereafter adopt, of the nature, quantity, qual- 
ity, and value of the property alleged to have been 
taken, furnished, used, damaged, or destroyed, and 
the time, place, and material circumstances of the 
taking, furnishing, using, damaging, or destroying 
of the same, and of the loyalty of the claimants, 
and shall report all the evidence they may collect 
to the commissioners of claims sitting in Washing- 
ton, who shall then proceed to consider the same 
and make their awards in the manner now provided 


y law. 

Sto. 3. That the said special commissioners to take 
testimony shall each take the oath of office provided 
by law; and they shall receive ten dollars per day 
tor each day actually employed in taking testimony 
as full compensation for thoir services and ox- 
penses, to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr, COMINGO. On the same day I also 
introduced the following, which I also send to 
the Clerk’s desk and request that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


A bill (H. R. No. 1380) for the relief ofcertain citizens 
of the counties of Jackson, Cass, Bates, and Ver- 
non, in the State of Missouri. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the citizens of the counties of Jack- 
son, Cass, Bates, and Vernon, in the State of Mis- 
souri, whose property of any kind was lost, de- 
stroyed, or appropriated by the Government of the 
United States, in consequence or in pursuance of 
General Orders No. 11, issued August 23, 1863, by 
Brigadier General Thomas Ewing, commanding the 
district of the border during the late rebellion, 
shall, at any time within three years after the 
passage of this act, be permitted to present to the 
Court of Claims, and to prosecute therein, in con- 
formity with the rules of practice in said court, their 
claims for the value of the property so lost, de- 
stroyed, or appropriated, and all such claims not 
presented or filed in said court within three years 
after the passage of this act shall be forever barred. 

Src. 2. That any claimant may, after his or her 
claim has been filed in said court, take depositions 
in support of such claim before a notary public, 
United States commissioner, or a commissioner ap- 
pointed by said court; but no such deposition shall 
be read in cvidence in support of such claim, unless 
tho claimant or, his agent vr attorney shall, at least 
twenty days before the day on which the deposition 
shall be taken, serve, on the solicitor or assistant 
solicitor of said court, a notice of the time and place 
of taking such deposition, which notice may be 
served by the delivery of a copy thereof to said 
solicitor or deputy solicitor, or by leaving a copy at 
his office with his clerk, or by leaving a copy at his 
usual place of abode with a member of his family 
over fifteen years of age. 

EQ. 3. That judgments in favor of claimants ren- 
dered in pursuance of this act shall bo paid as other 
judgments of said court or of the Supreme Court, on 
appeal, are paid. 


Mr. COMINGO. The first mentioned of 
these bills was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and the other to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. That either will receive the 
consideration it deserves is, in my opinion, 
more than doubtful; that both should be favor- 
ably reported aud be made a part of the law 
of the land does not, in my opinion, admit of 
a doubt. My object just now is to bring the 
provisions of these bills more prominently 
before the House by presenting as briefly as 
possible the reasons for the opinion I eater- 
tain as to their merits, 


ll 


The effect of the first bill read is to include 
the State of Missouri within the scope of the 
act approved March 3, 1871, by the terms of 
which ‘loyal adherents to the cause aud Gov- 
ernment of the United States during the war”? 
may recover pay for property or supplies taken 
by or furnished for the Army during the rebel- 
lion, in any of the States declared in insurrec- 
tion. This law is found in Statutes-at-Large, 
volume sixteen pages 525 and 526, sections 
two, three, four, five, and six. lts provisions are 
just, so far as they extend, but they are limited 
ina mannerthat nojust legislator can approve, 
nor can any one find a satisfactory reason for 
the restrictions, or at least some of the restric- 
tions, thrown around its most important feature. 

Why the operation of the law should have 
been confined to the States declared in insur- 
rection I cannot tell. In almost every State 
in which our armies moved, property of one 
kind and another was taken and used for the 
Government by order of the officers in com- 
mand, and without compensation to the own- 
ers. Ifthe loyal citizen of Tennessee or Vir- 
ginia ought to be paid for his corn, hay, beef 
cattle, horses, and mules, (a proposition which 
an honest man will not controvert,) why should 
not the loyal citizen of Missouri or Kentucky 
who has been deprived of his property in the 
same manner be paid as well, and why should 
he not be permitted to establish his claim be- 
fore the same tribunal, or at all events by the 
same character of testimony? An answer to 
these questions, if they can be answered satis- 
factorily, would reveal that which is now a 
hidden mystery to many and an unpleasant 
reality to those who are left without the pale 
of the law to which I have referred. 

It looks strange, it is strange, to see differ- 
ent rules of evidence and different methods 
of ascertaining and settling rights applied to 
citizens of the same country living under a 
form of government that guaranties equal 
protection to all and bending alike under the 
heavy burdens imposed by that Government 
for its support; yet this anomaly, ay, this 
monstrosity, is found in some of the rules by 
which the rights of American citizens have been 
determined, and are yet being daily determ- 
ined in some of the guasi judicial tribunals of 
our great country, one of the chief boasts of 
which is that here all men are equal before the 
law. The loyal man of any one of the States 
declared in insurrection goes before the com- 
missioners of claims appointed under the act of 
March 3, 1871, with his loyal witnesses, proves 
his loyalty, and by these same witnesses proves 
that his property, amounting in value to the 
sum of ten or ten thousand dollars was taken 
by the military authorities of the United States, 
in the State of Virginia, and used for the ben- 
efit of the Government. In the process of 
time he puts his hand into the Treasury and 
draws out his ten or ten thousand dollars, and 
goes away singing hosaunals to the ‘‘ greatest 
aud best Government on the face of the earth’’ 
and to the ‘‘most generous and pure” of all 
the administrations our courtry has known. 
To all this I have no objection. It is right, 
simple justice, and no more, to pay him; and 
his laudation of the Administration is a matter 
of taste, the exercise of which is a personal 
privilege I would not deny him. 

On the other hand, we see an equally loyal 
citizen of the State of Missouri going before 
another tribunal with equally loyal witnesses, 
proving his loyalty, and proving that property 
that belonged to him of the value of ten or 
ten thousand dollars was taken by the military 
authorities of the United States, in said State 
of Missouri, and appropriated to the use of the 
Government; that an entire division of our 
army camped for twenty-four hours or longer 
on his farm, burned his fencing, consumed his 
hay and corn, butchered his hogs and his cat- 
tle, and pressed his horses and his mules; that 
the quartermaster who did all this instructed 
him to come to camp next morning and receive 
his pay ; that before next morning the division 


had marching orders and started in hot pursuit 
of the enemy, and that from that day to the 
present neither officer nor soldier of that divi- ` 
sion can be found to testify in support of the 
claim. We see all this, I repeat, in numerous 
cases, and we see these loyal men, with their : 
loyal witnesses turned away from the door of 
the Treasury by the officers of our Government 
without a doilar. Such are the laws and regu- © 
lations, Mr. Speaker, and the foregoing are 
facts touching private claims, or a part of the 
private claims, growing out of our civil war, 
and to correct this evil, to secure like justice 
to all these claimants, I appeal to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and urge them to report this 
bill, that it may be considered and passed by 
this House. 

In this bill, and also inthe law of March 8, 
1871, to which it is but supplemental, provision 
is made for the payment of none but loyal © 
claimants. I will not insist that this provision 
is not wise and proper. The Government has 
hitherto refused to pay the losses of those who 
took up arms against it, or gave aid and com- 
fort to its enemies engaged in armed resist- 
ance to its lawful authority. But the terms 
loyalty, loyal citizen, and the like are so in- 
definite and have been so diversely and improp- 
erly construed, that other words should be used - 
in their stead, or in conunection with them, to 
prevent abuses that have been practiced and 
will be practiced on claimants as long as irre- 
sponsible, petty Government officials are per- 
mitted to hear, try, and determine in secret 
the character of those who present their claims 
for adjudication. The extent of the evil grow- 
ing out of this system, if I may so call it, is 
greater, I have been told, than anyone can 
imagine. The manner in which skillful and 
designing men contrive to fleece the claimants 
and defraud the Government is unkown to me; 
but there can be no doubt that both are often 
made to suffer. 

The law of March 8, 1870, and also the bill 
under discussion, should therefore be amended ` 
by striking out the qualifying word ‘ loyal,” 
whenever it occurs, and by adding in some ap- 
propriate connection a proviso excluding from 
their benefits all those who voluntarily took 
up arms against the Government, and those 
who voluntarily gave aid and comfort to them ` 
while they were so engaged. The claimant's 
oath to this effect is alithat should be required 
from him or her in support of character for 
loyalty. To demand that even isa violation 
of one of the first and best maxims of law with 
reference to presumptions; but under the cir- 
cumstances there could be no serious objection 
to such requirement. We would at once, by 
some such provision, get rid of the difficulties 
and injustice that spring from the vague, in- 
definite and inaccurate ideas that obtain and 
have obtained, as to whatit takes to constitute 
loyalty and disloyalty. 

In the minds of many sympathy with those 
who were engaged in the rebellion and sym- 
pathy with the cause in which they were en- 
gaged constituted disloyalty, and converted 
those who entertained that sympathy into 
rebels. Nothing to my mind could be more 
inaccurate or absurd. As well might it be 
said that sympathy with Christian men and 
women and with the principles they profess 18 
Christianity, and converts him who feels it 
into a Christian; or that the sympathy felt 
and expressed by one of Ohio’s most gifted 
and eloquent orators with unhappy and unfor- 
tunate Mexico, when our gallant armies were 
marching in triumph upon her capital, consti- 
tuted that patriot and statesman a traitor and 
enemy to his country; or that the conduct of 
those of our New England brothers who op- 
posed and condemned the war of 1812 consti- 
tuted them rebels, and would have justified ` 
the Government in refusing to pay them for 
supplies furnished the armies engaged in that 
memorable struggle, or any other claims they . . 
may have held against the United States. 

There are many claims against the Govern: : 
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ment now on file in one and another of its 
Departments, payment of which is refused 
for no other reason than that the claimants 
have been pronounced disloyal after being 
tried by the absurd test to which I have 
alluded; tried without their knowledge, by 
irresponsible detectives and secret-service 
men; and found guilty, and virtually adjudged 
to paya penalty equivalent to the amount of 
their respective claims. Such is the adminis- 
tration of justice in America, proud and free 
America, governed by written laws, by a Con- 
stitution in which it is, among other things, 
declared that the right of trial by jury shall 
be preserved, and that no person shall be 
deprived of his property without due process 
These, it may be said, however, are 
but trifling irregularities; yet trifling as they 
ate, they demand some attention, if it can be 
bestowed without neglecting the momentous 


so earnestly dealing. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I beg to press upon the 
attention of Congress the nature and import- 
ance of the second bill read by the Clerk, at 
my request,. at the commencemeut of my 
remarks, 

This bill presents a cause for legislation 
that has never before claimed the attention of 
. Congress, and a cause which I trust, for the 
¿£ sake of humanity, will never again arise. 
^ Despotism has often made humanity shudder ; 
| but never in the history of this country, and 
` but seldom in that of any other, has it exhib- 
ited itself in a more revolting form than when 
it issued the edict that occasions the bill [am 
about to discuss; and seldom have the fruits 
it has produced been more bitter, or the con- 
sequence more disastrous than on the occa- 
~ sion of which I am speaking. But that occa- 
sion, with its sorrows, its bitter tears, its great 
` sacrifices and privations, its fearful sutferings, 
and its atrocious crimes is past. Its sad mem- 
ories will linger in the minds of those who 
witnessed the events that then transpired as 
long as their lives shall last, and their power 
to think and reflect upon the past shall be 
< preserved. 
It is not my purpose, however, to detail on 
$ the present occasion the history of that period; 
¿nor ig it my purpose, nor even my privilege, 
«to assail on this floor the motives of those 
¿who by their cruel edict, most cruelly en- 
forced, made desolate the homes of more 
. than twenty thousand American citizens, and 
` entailed upon them’ untold sufferings and 
: losses, and wrung their bearts with anguish 
“as bitter no doubt as that experienced by the 
captive sons and daughters of Jacob when by 
the river of Babylon they hung their harps 
: and sat down and wept, I will not, indeed I 
need not, so far as my present purpose is con- 
cerned, attempt to condemn or justify the 
‘authors of ali this evil. Whether their ob- 
jects and motives. were good or bad, and 
whether their action was wise or unwise, 
neither adds to nor detracts from the merits 
of the bill I presented and am now discuss- 
‘ing. The legal rights of the citizen do not 
=: depend upon the wisdom or folly of an act, 
cnor the baseness or purity of the motives of 
another. They are fixed, if fixed at all, ona 

Burer foundation—justice, humanity, and law; 

and to these alone I appeal in support of the 

proposed measure, feeling well convinced that 
+ each comes to my aid. 

On the 25th day of August, 1868, Brigadier 
General: Ewing, then commanding the dis- 
trict of the Border, in the State of Missouri, 
issued General Orders No. 11, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[General Orders No. 11.1 


HEADQUARTERS DISTRICT or THE BORDER, 
“Kansas CITY, Missouri, 
August 25, 1863. 

L All. persons living. in Jackson, Cass, and Bates 
counties, Missouri, and in that part of Vernon inclu- 
ded in this district, except those living within one 

mile ofthe limits of Independence, Hickman’s Mills, 


“interests with which we are from day to day | 


Pleasant Hill, and Harrisonville, and except those 
in that part of Kaw township, Jackson county, north 
of Brush creek and west of the Big Blue, are hereby 
ordered to remove from their present places of resi- 
dence within fifteen days from the date hereof. 
Those who within that time establish their loyalty 
to the satisfaction of the commanding officer of the 
military station nearest their present. places of res- 
idence, will receive from him certificates stating the 
fact of their loyalty and the names of the witnesses 
by whom it can be shown. All who receive such 
certificates will be permitted to removeto any mil- 
itary station in this district, or to any part of the 
State of Kansas except the eounties on the eastern 
border of the State. All others shall remove out of 
this district. Officers commanding companies and 
detachments serving in the counties named will see 


| that this paragraph is promptly obeyed. 


_ 2. All grain and hay in the field or under shelter, 
in the districts from which the inhabitants are re- 


| quired to remove, within reach of military stations, 


after the 9th day of September next, will be taken 
to such stations and turned over to the proper offi- 
cers there, and report of the amount so turned over 
made to the district headquarters, specifying the 
names of all loyal owners, and the amount of such 
produce taken from them. All grain and hay found 
in such district after the 9th day of September next 
not convenient to such stations will be destroyed. 

3, The provisions of General Orders No. 10 from 
these headquarters will be at once vigorously ex- 
ecuted by officers commanding in the parts of the 
district and at the stations not subject to the oper- 
ation of paragraph one of this order, and especially 
in the oe of Independence, Westport, and Kan- 
sag City. 

4. Paragraph three, General Order No. 10, is 
revoked as to all who have borne arms against the 
Government in this district since the 20th day of 
August, 1863, 

By order of Brigadier General Ewing. 

H. HANNAHS, Adjutant. 

Mr. COMINGO. ‘This, sir, is the terrible 
edict to which I have heretofore alluded. The 
cruelty of its terms was exceeded only by the 
violence and fierceness of its execution. 
Twenty thousand people, the majority of whom 
were women and childrenand old men, driven 
from their homes and their substance, many 
of them to become wanderers among stran- 
gers, and pensioners upon their bounty, all 
fleeing as from a burning city, and over- 
whelmed with terror, despair, and grief, pre- 
sent a spectacle which demons alone can con- 
template without a tear, Yet such a spectacle 
was witnessed in the district of the Border 
during the fifteen memorable days that inter- 
vened between the 25th of August and the 
10th of September, 1863. The arsons and 
murders and other atrocities that intensified 
the horrors of that scene I will not mention. 
Let them, if possible, be forever buried be- 
neath the generous waters of forgetfulness. 

This terrible order, issued as we have seen by 
one who was high in authority, and sanctioned, 
as it unquestionably was, by those who were 
higher, brought losses upon some, and ruin 
upon others of those who lived within the 
scope of its operation. These citizens have 
memorialized Congress for relief, and in pur- 
suance of their wishes and my own inclinations, 
judgment, and impulses, I demand what they 
pray for. They are honest men and women, 
and all of them, if you please, good, and most 
of them loyal citizens, some of them at all 
times above the taint of suspicion even in the 
minds of those who watched with most jealous 
eye the conduct of their neighbors. I may 
add that among those who join in the memo- 
rial in their behalf are my predecessor in this 
House, appointees of the present Chief Magis- 
trate of the United States, and officers and 
soldiers who served their country earnestly and 
honorably during the war of the rebellion, 

What will Congress do for these sufferers? 
They were compelled to make the sacrifices 
which were made by the Government, and for 
it. To refuse to pay them is not only an act of 
injustice, butshameless robbery. It may besaid 
that the Government is neither legally nor 
morally responsible for these losses. If this 
proposition should be made, and is true, then, 
I reply, it follows that we have heretofore 
exacted from other nations, and are to-day 


endeavoring tò exact from Great Britain, pay- | 
ment of unjust demands; or entirely different | 
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foreign Power. In other words, the Govern 
ment of the United States will permit its Army 
officers to rob, despoil, and ruin its citizens for 
its benefit, and afford them no protection; bat 
it will, at the cost of war if necessary, protect 
them against injury, insult, spoliation, or loss 
at the hands of a foreign Power. This is pre- 
posterous. Submitting to wrongs to a citi- 
zen at the hands of the agents of another Gov- 
ernment is a disgrace we will not tolerate; 
but our own agents. may, in the exercise of 
these discretionary powers, rob, plunder, des- 
poil, depopulate, and lay waste, and the citizen 
be left remediless and the Government untarn- 
ished! Such a proposition if distinctly asserted 
before the people would consiga its advocates. 
to perpetual and merited disgrace; yet it is 
practically announced in every refusal by Con- 
gress to pay a citizen for property that has 
been destroyed or appropriated by the officers 
of the Army, either directly or indirectly, for 
the benefit of the Government. 

The general rule that should be adopted, 
tat must be adopted if we desire to be just 
and to maintain the dignity of our Govern- 
ment, is to extend to our citizens as full pro- 
tection and redress against wrongs and oppres- 
sion from the agents of the Government as we 
have a right to demand for them from foreign 
Powers. 

A very cursory glance at one or two practi- 
cal illustrations as to what our Government 
has demanded for its citizens will sustain the 
proposition 1 made a few moments ago; that 
is, that we have heretofore made and are 
to-day making unreasonable and unjust de- 
mands for injuries done our citizens by other 
nations, or the rights of the citizen are not the 
same when infringed or violated by the agents 
of the Government of the United States that 
they arc when similarly infracted by the 
agents of another people. 

Some of the causes, or wrongs, or outrages, 
whichever you may please to call them, Mir 
Speaker, that led to the Mexican war were 
trifling compared with the wrongs and out-. 
rages inflicted on many of our own citizens 
by our Government through its acknowledged 
agents. In the month of July, 1836, our Sec- 
retary of State sent our minister, Mr. Ellis, a 
list of the grievances of which we complained 
against the republic of Mexico. These griev- 
ances, as then stated, numbered just fifteen ; 
and Mr. Ellis was instructed to demand repar- 
ation, and if he failed to receive a satisfactory 
answer within a given time he was told to de- 
mand his passport. Here are some of them : 
one Baldwin, an American citizen, had a few 
years previously unjust judgments rendered 
against him in a Mexican court; an alterca- 
tion ensued between him and a magistrate; 
he was sentenced to the stocks, resisted, was 
injured in his leg, was seized and imprisoned ; 
an American vessel, the Brazoria, was seized 
in 1882 and employed in a military expedition 
without compensation; two American steam- 
boats were taken possession of by Mexican 
officersand used without compensation in 1832 ; 
Captain McKeige was imprisoned, and an 
enormous fine was imposed on him without 
cause; and so on. It was afterward in a conven - 
tion between oar Government and that of Mex- 
ico agreed that all our claims against the latter 
should be referred to a board of commissioners. 
Of course the grievances already mentioned 
were brought before said commissioners, as well 
as divers others, allof which were countenanced 
if not encouraged by our Government. One 
of these claims was for fifty-six dozen bottles 
of porter ; another for a printing-press, another 
for a trunk of wearing apparel, and another 
for goods seized because they had been intro- 
duced contrary to law, the claimant alleging 
that he was ignorant of its requirements. For 
the purpose of redressing such wrongs as these, 
and others of greater magnitude, it is- true‘the 
President of the United States, in his message 


reprisals against Mexico, aŭd for that pur- 
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pose desired to employ:the naval force of the 
nation. ` 

In this connection I may also allude to 
the fact that our Government is at this very 
time engaged in an effort to secure indemnity 
for some of its citizens who have been more 
recently outraged in various ways by the 
Mexican Government, and for others who 
have been injured and have sustained great 
losses by the acts of omission, if not commis- 
sion, of the Government of Great Britain. 
The claims agaiust the latter Government for 
property destroyed by the rebel cruisers, fitted 
out in British ports, amount to many mil- 
lions of dollars, the larger part of which 
is for the destruction of vessels and property 
of almost every kind belonging to. our citizens, 
and for damages or injuries directly and in- 
directly growing out of such destruction. 

For the sake of the argument we will assume 
that all these claims are and were just, and 
that the grievances complained of were actual. 
Such being the case, no one will deny that it 
was both the right and duty of the United 
States to make reprisals from Mexico, pro- 
vided, of course, that the claims could not be 
otherwise satisfactorily adjusted ; nor that itis 
equally her duty to see that Great Britain make 
adequate reparation without unnecessary de- 
lay. The question then recurs, will our Gov- 
ernment redress such grievances as these, and 
leave those committed by its own agents to go 

_unredregsed? Ifso, what is the reason forthe 
distinction? Obviously, there can be none. 

But it has been said, time and again, that 
however meritorious these and other claims 
similar in character may be, the Government 
is not able to pay them; that to allow one of 
them to be paid would be to establish a pre- 
cedent by which hundreds of thousands of 
dollars would be drawn from the Treasury, 
and to open a door by which grievous frauds 
may be practiced on the Government. The 
latter of these arguments will apply with equal 
force against the discharge by our Government 
of any of its pecuniary obligations. If it proves 
anything, therefore, it proves too much, and 
consequently should be at once and forever 
rejected. 

‘Lhe other argument, founded on the poverty 


of the Government, is equally fallacious. In- 
deed, it requires an almost unbounded credulity 
to believe that it is presented in perfect sin- 
cerity. 

The appropriation bills passed at various 
times since the close of the war, and the prod- 
igal expenditure of the people’s money, are 
wholly ingompatible with this plea of poverty, 
or at all events they abundantly show that this 
idea has quite recently found a place in the 
minds of our legislative Solons. If from these 
expenditures any inference may with certainty 
be drawn or conclusion reached, it is that our 
national Treasury has been considered almost 
inexhaustible, or that there have been the 
most reckless indifference and inattention to its 
condition, which is to be no longer tolerated by 
its congressional guardians; or that the argu- 
ment mentioned is an afterthought, the insin- 
eerity of which is only equaled by the injustice 
it attempts to excuse and perpetuate. Those 
who have been despoiled and ruined listen at 
any time with impatience to excuses and apol- 
ogies for deferred redress; but when they are 
forced to believe that these excuses and apol- 
ogies are insincere, their impatience naturally 
and justly ripens into bitter discontent; and 
this, when it becomes general or wide-spread, 
begets revolution, which has overturned 
thrones, exiled kings and courts, and brought 
despots to the feet'ofthe people, the source of 
their power. Were there no injustice and 
oppression there would be, there could be no 
revolution by force‘in Governments; and the 
bloody records of the past, but for these, would 
not stain the historic page. Our minds and 
hearts instinctively revolt when we think of 
these vices; and we naturally and justly detest 


their victims are few, weak, and helpless—are | 
arbitrarily denied redress, and powerless in an | 
attempt to seek it by force. f 

I would not, however, Mr. Speaker, be un- 
derstood as even intimating that the injustice 
we have done and are still doing the very few 
who are or desire to be benefited by the pro- 
posed legislation will or can possibly tend to j 
beget-a revolution. This would be worse than 
nonsense. Indeed, while the people retain the 
temper and spirit that now control them, no 
provocation, no acts of oppression, can beget 
revolution by force ; but reformation may come, 
and l think it will come through that more 
legitimate and reliable channel, the ballot- 
box. If it should not be secured in that way 
the future will most certainly witness a conflict 
between the right and the wrong, the oppressor 
and the oppressed, in the administration of 
our Government. 

I have asserted, sir, that the expenditures 
of our public money since the close of the 
war are incompatible with the idea that our 
Government is unable to satisfy the just and 
lawful demands of our citizens for property 
appropriated and destroyed by its agents 
during that memorable period; and I insist 
that notwithstanding the extravagance of these 
expenditures we are able to pay, and should 
at once make provision to pay these demands. 
During the six fiscal years ending June 80, 
1871, the gross receipts of the United States, 
from all sources, were $5,391,078,886 45, 
This includes, it is true, the sum of $33,933,- 
657 89, which was the balancein the Treasury 
at the beginning of the period mentioned, The 
gross receipts for eighty years, ending June 
30, 1871, were only $12,325,259,628 74. 

We here see that the receipts for the six 
years mentioned are nearly as great as those 
for the seventy-four years preceding; or, in 
other words, more than r.ve twelfths of all the 
moncy that was rece:ved by the United States 
for eighty years ending June 30, 1871, were 
received during the last six years of that 
period. What has become of this enormous 
sum of money? We know that much of it has 
been applied to the payment of the public 
debt, much to the payment of interest, much 
to the support of the Army and Navy, and 
much to other and more useful purposes than 
the latter, and that a balance of $188,019,- 
122 15 was all that was remaining in the 
Treasury on the 30th of June, 1871; but we 
also know that precious little of it has 
been applied to the payment of honest claims 
growing outof the appropriations and spolia- 
tions of property by our armies during the 
war. 

Mr. Speaker, I will assume, for the purpose 
of arriving at a correct conclusion as to what 
we should havedone, what duty has demanded, 
and what it now demands, that not a cent of 
this more than five and a quarter billion dol- 
lars that have been poured into our national 
Treasury has been spent in foolish extrava- 
gance or otherwise uselessly squandered ; and 
assuming this manifest absurdity as a truth, I 
ask whether it appears that the whole of that 
vast sum has been applied or used in the man- 
ner that the plainest rules of justice dictate 
and demand? ‘‘ Be just before you are gener- 
ous’? is one of the noblest maxims of the law. 
It applies with as much propriety and force to 
Governments as to individuals. Judicial and 
ministerials aids enforce it as to the latter, 
and public opinion should enforce its obser- 
vance by the former when it is ignored. That 
it has been shamelessly and cruelly disre- 
garded by our Government, and is so disre- 
garded to-day, is a proposition that cannot 
be successfully controverted. It is a fact, 
of the existence of which many can testify 
from sad experience, and which the written 
laws assertin terms that cannot‘be misunder- 
stood. 

While these claimants have been neglected 


Hons added to millions yearly spent by tha 
Government, for the spending of which there 
was but little if any necessity, and for the 
spending of much of which there was no 
immediate necessity whatever. 

During the six years ending June 30, 1871, 
there were expended on account of our mil- 
itary establishment $685,485,371 34; on ac- 
count of our naval establishment $161,385,- 
182 98, and on miscellaneous accounts $316,- 
645,414 40; amounting in the aggregate to 
$1,162,515,969 22. Had these vast expendi- 
tures been demanded for the peace, safety, or 
honor of the country, no one would havé a right 
to complain that they were made; butitis man- 
ifest to any one, without examining details, that 
they were prodigally extravagant, and a very 
slight examination will convince any candid 
mind that some of them were much greater 
than the condition of the country required ; 
others greater than they should have been for 
the purposes for which they were made; others 
premature; others wholly unnecessary; and 
some, perhaps, unwarranted by law. 

There have been appropriated for the pub- 
lication of the laws, within the period men- 
tioned, in newspapers and pamphlets, $801,- 
120. How much of this was paid to news- 
papers I have not the means of ascertaining; 
buatit is safeto presume that at least two thirds 
of the amount were used in that manner; and 
it is insisted that this was an entirely useless 
expenditure of that amount, except so far as 
it contributed to the support of papers pub- 
lished for the benefit of the party in power. 
Six hundred and sixty thousand dollars have . 
also been appropriated as a subsidy to the » 
telegraph between the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts; $64,618,682 in, subsidy bonds, and 
millions of acres of land subsidies to the Pacific 
railway companies; $1,172,000 to aid in the 
support of the Metropolitan police; $3,900,000 
on account of the mail steamship service, 
more appropriately denominated steamship — 
subsidy; and $11,876,750 have been appro- 
priated for the support of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau. How much has been expended in 
building custom-houses, court-houses, and 
post offices, in repairing, refitting, refurnish- 
ing, and adorning the publice buildings and 
grounds in the city of Washington, and in the 
countléss investigations made for political 
effect, and the useless and expensive prosecu- 
tions growing out of party malice, urged for 
the purpose of perpetuating party existence 
and power, no one can tell, and few will ever 
undertake to ascertain. 

The aggregate of these expenditures must 
exceed hundreds of millions. Many of them, 
probably a large majority, were necessarily 
made, but others, amounting to tens of mil- 
lions, no doubt were unnecessary and unjust, 
in so far as they required the use of funds 
that ought to have been applied to the pay- 
ment of claims due our own citizens for sac- 
rifices they were compelled to make for the 
actual or supposed good of the Government in 
the days of its peril, The non-paymentof these _ 
claims has subjected ‘the claimants, or many: 
of them, to financial distress, and has brought 
ruin upon others; and the prodigality with 
which the people’s money has been used for 
other and less legitimate purposes is a burning 
shame and a lasting reproach to the American 
Congress. s 

How unspeakably heartless and soulless 10 
the eyes of these sufferers must he appear who 
closes the door of the Treasury against them, 
alleging as his reasons for so doing that the 
precedent will prove dangerous, will open the 
door for the practice of frauds upon the Gov- 
ernment, and will impose a financial burden 
it cannot bear! To merely doubt his sincerity 
is exercising charity. Millions on millions for 
the Army and Navy in times of peace; mil- 
lions upon millions for the erection of custom- 
houses and post offices, for ships, railway, anc 


and their rights disregarded for these many 


them with intensified bitterness when we see || years, as before stated, they have seen mil- 
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n the'city of Washington, for the support of 
the Freedmen’s Bureau, and for defraying the 
expenses of investigating committees and im- 
peachment trials, but not one cent for the relief 
of those who were stripped of nearly all of their 
earthly substance by and for the Government ; 
who, in consequence of the sacrifices they were 
thus compelled to make have, for nearly ten 
years, been struggling with poverty, have suf- 
fered from want, have had to deny themselves 
and their families the necessaries of life, and 
are to-day suffering from these entailed evils; 
pot one cent for these, but countless millions 
o meet the extravagant and useless expendi- 
«tures of the Government and surround its 
officials with the splendors of royalty and sup- 
“ply them with its luxuries. ; 

This, sir, is American justice, or rather it is 
in this manner justice is administered by the 
> American Congress to American citizens. We 
may raise our most dolorous wail over the 
- case of Dr. Houard and others who like him 
: may have been severely if not unjustly dealt 
with by foreign Powers, but it is all in vain ; 
it surely must fall upon the ears of all who 
rightly consider the duty of the Government 
to those whom it has itself so recklessly 
despoiled, like ‘‘most discordant strains in 
favorite songs.” Ay, sir, they will, and well 
they may, derisively laugh at these cheap and 
easy manifestations of our patriotism and of 
: our regard for the rights of the American citi- 
: zen; and pronounce them but the hypocritical 
howlings of mere demagogues, so long and so 

as we are guilty of turning a deaf ear to 
the appeals of those in our immediate pres- 
ence who have an unquestionable right to our 
‘sympathies and to the relief for which they 
pray. : 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on this floor can 
no longer be excused for neglecting the rights 
and interests of those in whose behalf I ap- 
peal, any more than they can be excused for 
the neglect of any other manifest duty. The 
honor of our Government and the rights of 
our fellow-citizens, however humble, are sub- 
jects worthy our most earnest consideration, 
and interests we should feel it a privilege to 
protect. Failing to protect either is a dis- 
grace, failing to respect either a crime; and 
whenever any citizen finds that he is shielded 
by neither, that at home or abroad he is un- 
protected, or his rights disregarded and tri- 

ed with, condemn him not if, when thus op- 
pressed and degraded, he manifests his discon- 
tent by acts as well as words; upbraid him 
not when he inseribes “Ichabod” on “the 
old flag,’’ and resolves to seek happiness and 
fortune in another land, or protection under 
another banner. But let us silence the voice 
of discontent: by administering even-handed 
, and impartial justice, and full protection to all 

to whom we owe protection, either at home or 
abroad, and thus show that we desire and in- 
tend to preserve our Government, and that it 
18 worth preserving; show that it is a privilege, 
and not a misfortune, to be an American citi- 
zen, 


ALLEGED SOUTHERN OUTRAGES. 


Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, the bill upon 
which I beg leave to make a few remarks is 
_ the bill reported from the joint select Commit- 

tee on Alleged Outrages in the Southern States 
to extend the provisions of the fourth section 
of the act approved April 20, 1871, and is one 


that addresses itself to the patriotic common į 


Sense of every member of this House. It is 
but fair to presume that every Representa- 
tive upon this floor, hail from whatever section 
of our common country he may, is deeply 
-> Mterested in the peace, welfare, and general 
=: prosperity of each particular portion of these 
<. United States, ney hence the measure now 
| pending, intended and designed as it is to 
Promote peace in the southern States, should 
recéive at our hands that calm, prudent, and 
dignified consideration which a subject of such 


momentous importance demands. ‘If the ori- 
ginal bill was not perfect in its details and just 
in its penalties it should be pruned of its im- 
perfections, but deeming it to be the sense of 
a majority of this House that the act of the 
20th of April, 1871, generally styled ‘* the Ku 
Klux bill,” is as perfect as it was possible to 
make it, and that an absolute necessity existed 
for the passage of such an enactment, I shall 
contend that to-day the necessity for the con- 
tinuance of this law is urgent and pressing in 
the extreme. 

This is the question that now presents 
itself. That a necessity did exist none can 
now deny. A little over twelve months ago, 
in the discussions upon this bill, we were 
told by Democratic members of this House 
that no such organization as Ku Klux existed 
in the southern States. Southern newspapers 
treated the subject with ridicule, and asked, 
with brazen effrontery, that Congressmen might 
visit them and thus ‘‘dispel the phantoms of 
fright.” It was difficult to arouse the northern 
people to the true condition of affairs on our 
southern borders, and nothing bat bloody facts 
ever did ‘‘ fire the northern heart’! and soul. 
Congress at last sent her investigating com- 
mittees to look into the condition of affairs, 
and what has been the result? Their report 
is before the country, and although the half 
has not been told, such an exhibit of murder, 
bloodshed, crime, and social depravity has 
been made, as to cause the crimson blush 
of shame to tinge the cheek of every patriot 
in the land. 

Sir, for many long and weary months Re- 
publicans at the South suffered without a 
murmur. They were williog to attribute the 
actions of southern Democrats to the passions 
and hates engendered by a war disastrous to 
us and our property. Looking upon her dev- 
asted fields and ruined homes, we were will- 
ing to overlook many of their petty resent- 
ments in the hope that time, the great mollifier 
of all events, would soften the anger of her 
people. To their social ostracism and pub- 
licly expressed contempt for northern men 
and women, and of all affiliation with the 
Republican party, no reply was made. But 
when citizens of the United States, in the 
peaceful pursuits of business, were dragged 
from their firesides and shot and hung because 
they dared to express Republican sentiments 
and uphold the cause of our country, then, 
and not till then, an appeal was made for help. 
You gave it in the shape of this Ku Klux bill, 
and what has been the result? There have 
been many convictions in Alabama and the 
Carolinas, and the miserable culprits are now 
paying, in solitary confinement, the just pen- 
alty of their own misguided conduct. 

And, sir, those of us wholive in these States 
can plainly see the beneficial effect of these 
convictions. Much good has been done, yet 
much remains to be done. Doubtless it has 
deterred many from the commission of simi- 
lar offenses, but the moment this act expires 
the reign of blood and terror will once more 
commence, and in many parts of the South 
there will be no such thing as personal safety 
for any man, northern or southern, white or 
black, who is a Republican voter. Let me 
not be understood as saying that this bill has 
restored peace or quiet, for itis not true. In 
many parts of the South to-day a man would 
be either killed or whipped who took an active 
part in polities, provided he did so in behalf 
of Republicanism. But still the bill has done 
much good. It has given confidence to loyal 
men. They seein it a manifestation of the 
overwatching care of our Government, and 
are thus buoyed up for the struggle to come. 

These facts are rehearsed by me with pro- 
found regret. Did I consult my own personal 
inclinations I should lift every vestige of even 
seeming hardship from the people of the South. 
I would give them amnesty for past offenses 
and extend the olive branch of peace... I am 
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a southern man myself, born and reared upon 
the soil of the State which I have the honor — 
in part to represent. Every pulsation of my. 
heart is southern. I love herpeople.. If they 
have grievances I will labor to have them 
swept away. If they have foibles and faults 
(and who has not) I am disposed to forget and 
forgive; but, sir, while I respect all my neigh - 
bors and friends I have a sworn duty, sacred 
and binding, to perform upon the floor of this 
House. I believe it to be my duty to vote for 
this bill, and I shall faithfully respond to that 
call of daty, although I know it will bring 
down upon my head the wrath and hate of a 
great portion: of the Democratic press ‘and 
people in my State. 

The district represented by me is largely 
Republican, and a vast majority of the voters 
that sent me here are colored. This bill is 
intended to protect them in the exercise of 
their just rights and privileges. Although I 
was a native southern man, and had been iden- 
tiled with the Democratie party from child- 
hood up, they freely and cordially gave me 
their support. I told them I was willing to 
“bury the dead past.” I recognized the fact 
at the close of the war that it was my duty as 
an American citizen to throw of the shackles 
of sectional feeling, and henceforth to labor 
to the best of my humble ability for the wel- 
fare and prosperity of these United States. I 
recognized the fact that human slavery was 
dead and buried forever. For one, I uttered 
no lamentations over its grave, for I verily be- 
lieve that the final result of that great problem 
will be the moral and material advancement 
of every portion of the southern States. Time 
will prove the truth of the assertion. 

At the close of the war [ saw around me 
chaos and confusion. If I had consulted my 
own pecuniary interests I should have left the 
land that gave me birth and gone to other 
climes. But the tender association of kin- 
dred and friends could uot be broken. With. 
others, I preferred to remain and endeavor to 


aid in rebuilding the shattered temple of our 
Union. To do this successfully, the right of 
suffrage was extended to the colored man. 
This was an act of justice to him and one of 
safety to the country. The shackles and man- 
acles of slavery had been loosened from their 
limbs; they were free men, and if freedom 
meant anything it meant to give them an 
equal voice in the making of the laws which 
were to govern them. 

Recognizing this great truth, the Congress 
of the United States invested them with the 
rights of citizenship and the rights of suf- 
frage. The Democratic party South rebelled 
at this. They denounced, vilified, and abused 
those of us who believed it was right and just, 
and inaugurated a system of persecution and 
tyranny, not only upon the colored population, 
but those of us who aided or sympathized with 
them, that finds no parallel even in the bloody 
and despotic annals of the Old World. Their 
cry was that the ‘‘ negro wasignorant.’’ Whose 
fault was that pray? Born in poverty and 
ignorance, with loeal laws making it a penal 
offense to educate him, with none to guide or 
point the better way, the black man bided his 
day of deliverance. That Declaration which 
reads that ‘‘ all men are born free and equal’? 
kept ringing in the ears of the American peo- 
ple. Slowly but surely the sun of liberty, first 
rising in the proud old Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, kept its course, until to-day it shines 
alike upon every portion of our country. 

But, sir, while nominally they are free, in 
many places they to-day know no such word 
as freedom. Would they éxercise the right 
to vote? If they did, in-many places of the 
South their lives would pay the forfeit of 
their act. Sir, in many parts of the South 
there are numbers of colored men who have 
never voted at ail. Some. few have voted 


once, and have never dared to try.the-exper- 
iment again. The extension of freedom to 
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them is a farce and a fraud unless they are 
protected in the exercise of all its privileges. 

Many southern people seem to affect a peeu- 
liar dislike for the colored man just now. 
entertain no such false prejudice against them. 


Year after year did they work and toil for our |} 
The sweat of their brows built our | 


people. i 
palatial residences, educated our children, 
and kept us from want. In the hour of peril 
and need, when the din of battle was heard 
from one end of my State to the other, when 
without their aid I should have been helpless, 
they sustained me and mine, and to-day I 
feel that I owe them rather a debt of gratitude 
than personal hate and revenge. It is this 
feeling that in part makes me advocate this 
bill to-day. It is for their benefit and the ben- 
efit of the entire country. Do gentlemen upon 
this floor desire to have a full and fair expres- 
sion of the voters in the South in the coming 
elections? If they do, this bill is a necessity 
and must be passed. Sir, look at my State. 
With a clear and undisputed majority of at 
least ten thousand Republican votes, what do 
we behold? A Democratic Governor, Dem- 
ocratic State officers, and a Democratic house 
of representatives in the General Assembly 
of the State. How was this result obtained ? 
By a system of fraud, Ku Klux intimidation 
and murder that stands unparalleled in the 
history of our country. 

Mr. SLOSS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HAYS. Certainly. 

Mr. SLOSS. You state that the Demo- 
cratic party carried the State by intimidation 
and fraud. I wish to ask if during that eiec 
tion United States troops were not scattered 
all over the State, and the polls supervised 
by United States forces ? 

Mr. HAYS. Not in my district at all. 
There was nota soldier at a precinct in the 
district I represent that I heard of during that 
election. 

Mr, SLOSS. Another question. Is not 
that district at least eighteen thousand negro 
majority? 

Mr. HAYS. 
thousand. 

Mr. SLOSS. Were not the county officers 
all Republicans ? 
Mr. HAYS. 

Democrats. 

Mr. SLOSS. How could that be with 
sixteen thousand majority negroes? 

Mr. HAYS. Because the Democrats drove 
away the Republican officers and took the 
offices themselves. Colored men are all 


I expect it is about sixteen 


They were not; they were 


Republicans; it is natural that they should | 


be; Democratic money can never buy 
them; but fail to extend the operations 
of this bill, and Ku Klux pistols and mid- 
night svourgings will do the work that gold 
could not. All that we desire in Alabama is 
a full and fair election. Let us have that, and 
J pledge you my sacred word that instead of 
having three Republican Congressmen upon 
the floor of this House, we shall bave at least 
five. Instead of being ruled over by a Demo- 
cratic Governor, placed over us by frauds 
worse than Tammany ever dared commit, we 
shall havea Republican ruler, and in the com- 
ing presidential struggle Ulysses S. Grant, 
recognized as he is as the great leader of the 
Sepobliçan hosts, will triumphantly carry the 
tate. 


I know, Mr. Speaker, that the denials of Ku | 


Kluxism in the South have now died away. 
Even a distinguished ex-Senator of the United 
States, and a Democrat, who acted as counsel 
for a number of them in South Carolina, ad- 
mitted the fact of such organizations. But 
they seek to palliate the existence of these 
murdering bands by crying out that the people 
of the South have been robbed and plundered 
by the Republican party. If this be true, why 
does not the ‘‘reign of law’’ supposed to exist 
take hold of and punish them? 


A distinguished Senator in a recent speech 
at Cooper Institute, New York, desirous of 
framing some excuse for his defection to the 


I jj party which he has so long and so faithfully 


served, among other things says : 

“The debt of Alabama was less than six million 
dollars in 1860, and at the present time its contin- 
gent and absolute debt is near forty million dollars.” 

It is indeed a passing wonder that such a 
Senator should have made such a statement. 
Certainly he did not derive his information 
from authentic sources, for the mistake (?) is 
absolutely wonderful and stupendous. From 
the auditor’s report of the financial condition 
of the State of Alabama we learn that in 1860 
the debt of Alabama was just $3,445,000. 
Provisional Governor Patton’s Democratic 
administration increased this debt $1,500,000. 
This was prior to reconstruction. The ad- 
ministration of William H. Smith increased 
the debt $500,000; ergo, to-day the ‘‘abso- 
lute indebtedness” of Alabama is precisely 
$5,445,000, no more nor less. 

Now, as to the ‘‘ contingent debt,’ the nature 
of which is well understood by every business 
man in the country, ‘‘ contingent debts’’ in 
well-regulated business transactions rarely 
become ‘‘absolute.’? Before ‘'reconstruc- 
tion,” during the reign of an Andrew Johnson 
Governor and an Andrew Johnson General 
Assembly, not five of whom have ever been 
identified with the Republican party, a law 
was enacted providing that the State should 
indorse railroad bonds at the rate of $16,000 
a mile. As yet it is impossible to say what 
the liability of the State on account of such 
railroads may be, because but few of them are 
finished; but conceding that every projected 
railroad should qualify itself to receive this 
State indorsement—a thing, by the way, per- 
fectly impossible—then the total contingent 
liability of the State would be buta fraction over 
nineteen million dollars; not half the amount 
stated by the Cooper Institute speaker as the 
absolute and contingent debt of my State to- 
day. But be the amount in the future large or 
small, reconstruction under Republicanism is 
not responsible for the amount. Onr debt is 
large and all good men deplore it, but sore- 
head Republicans must look to some other 
quarter than Alabama for justification of their 
desertion of Republicanism. Just here let 
me remark that [ do not pretend to vindicate 
the conduct of all men who have affiliated 
with the Republican party in my State, for 
perfection belongs neither to party nor to 
church in this land of ours. If Republicans 
have been guilty of the wrongdoings or crimes 
alleged against them, why, in the name of 
Heaven, are they not punished? Democrats 
rule the State of Alabama. to-day, and there 
is no stumbling-block in the way. If they 
were so disposed, Republican judges and Re- 
publican juries can do nothing, for they are 
numbered ‘‘among the things that were.” 

Sir, the truth is that Democrats have plun- 
dered the State far more than Republicans. 
Under Republican rule Alabama bonds sold 
at par and above; under Democratie rule 
Wall street laughs at an Alabama bond, and 
it is a drug in the market. Under Repub- 
lican rule-Alabama State money, issued by 
Democrats in lieu of United States currency, 
was kept at par; under the rule of Demo- 
cratic Governor R. B. Lindsay these notes, 
even in Montgomery, the capital of the State, 
are not received, only in a few stores in pay- 
ment for goods, and then at a discount of 
twenty-five or thirty per cent. Again, our 
Democratic Governor has added a new plume 
to his wreath of extravagance. He has abso- 
lutely bought a railroad, over three hundred 
miles in length, at a ruinously enormous sum, 


and now proposes to run that vast machine 
for the benefit of the pure and immaculate 
Democracy. So much for the comparison 
between Republican rule and Democratic mis- 
| rule in my State. 


Mr. SLOSS. The gentleman says the Gov- y 


ernor purchased the railroad. Was it not to 
secure the indebtedness of that road to the 


State, and in order to save the State from a 


bankruptcy ? 


Mr. HAYS. I understand that there wera 


others ready to bid for the road and relieve . 
the State of it entirely. E 


Mr. SLOSS. That is not so. 
Mr. HAYS. That is my understanding. 


Mr. SLOSS. The Governor has no desire ` 


to run the road. 

Mr. HAYS. I understand that there are 
gentlemen here who are willing to take that 
road from the State, and the Governor does 
not want them to do so. 

And now in conclusion, sir, let, me add that 
although the Republican party South has been 
oftentimes and repeatedly assailed, they area 
class of men as pure and patriotic as the con- 
stituency of any member on this floor. A vast 
majority of them, it is true, are colored men; 
but, sir, while the God above us uiade their 
skins dark he made their hearts as true to the 
best interests of this Government and country 
as the best of us. Other portions of our party 
have been dubbed by fire-eating and Ku Klux 
Democrats as ‘‘carpet-baggers’’ and ‘‘ scal- 
awags.’’ Who arethey? ‘' Carpet-baggers” 
are the men who responded to the call of their 
country in the hour of the nation’s peril and 
marched forth to battle in her defense. After 
discharging the duties of their position with 
credit to themselves and honor to their coun- 
try, they saw fit to settle upon southern soi 
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and for this ‘‘ grave offense’? many of them | 


fill a ‘‘ carpet-bagger’s grave’’—a term that 
will go down to posterity in song and story 
side by side with that of ‘‘soldier’s grave.” 
Who are the ‘‘ scalawags?”’ 
They are native-born southern men who have 
dared to peril their lives and their fortunes 
in upholding the banner of our country. In 
my State they are an honorable class, many of 
them members of old-time southern families, 
whose names none ever dared to cast reproach 


T am called one. - - 


upon until they leagued themselves with the 


friends of the Government against its enemies. 

It has been charged that southern men be- 
came Republicans for ‘‘ spoils and for office.” 
What is the truth? Sir, in Alabama, out of 
fifteen thousand southern white Republicans, 
many of whom stumped the State for General 
Grant, and have spent their time and money 
for the Republican party, not a dozen hold 
office. They have suffered the jibes and in- 
sults of their neighbors; they have met like 
heroes the midnight assaults and cowardly 
attacks of their quondam friends; but in the 
midst of all this peril, without price and with 
out reward, they have stood firm and true to 
their country’s cause. I am proud of south- 
ern-born Republicans, and they deserve the 
gratitude of the nation. Such are the men 
who are Republicans in my State. They are 
the men for whom I plead to-day, and say to 
this Congress, give them but an equal chance 
for life, and they will protect themselves. 
Eloquent and learned appeals that touch the 
tenderest chords of every American heart are 
made for one claiming to be an American citi- 
zen, who lies ina Spanish dungeon; but, sir, 
look and listen on our southern border, and 
you hear the agonizing cries of free-boru 
American citizens for help and protection. 
They are your old associates, many of them 
heroes of many a hard-fought field; they are 
the friends of the flag of our country who be- 
seech you to hear their prayers. In the com: 
ing struggle, with a free and fair vote, Ala 
bama will be redeemed and take her place in 
the Republican galaxy side by side with the 
mothers of the Hast and the daughters of the 

egt REVENUE REFORM. 

Mr. BIRD addressed the House on the sub 
ject of revenue reform. [His remarks wil 
be published in the Appendix. ] 
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<Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. Speaker, when we 
ike- our seats each morning the Daily Globe 
placed upon our desks, which has for its 
tto the following significant noble senti- 
nent: ‘The world is governed too much.” 
f the members of this House, especially the 
ominant party, had in times past been gov- 
ned by that sentiment, we would have been a 
wealthier, more powerful, and happier people. 
<T propose in the few remarks I shall submit 
n this occasion to show wherein we have vio- 
ated that maxim; wherein we have been and 
re governed too much, taxed too much. 

In the first place, what is the one fact that 
the party in power most plumes itself apon as 
ecommending it to a favorable consideration 
fthe American people, and in consideration 
f which fact, more than ail others, it asks for 
nother four years’ lease of its power? It is 
hat it has reduced the publie debt a certain 
mount. Every mouth it is heralded forth that 
he public debt has been decreased a certain 
mount. Now, let ns examine this subject for 

moment, Suppose you had an agent, and 
here had been paid into his hands of your 
ssets $1,000, and when you called upon him 
or a settlement he should say, and that, too, 
ith an air of triumph and self-satisfaction, 


gent $1,000, 
f your debts;’’ would you not ask him what 
ad become of the other $990? 
‘That is just what the American people are 
oing to-day. According to the finance report 
or 1871, submitted to the Forty-Second Con- 
ress by the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ty, on page 369, we find that the debt of the 
overnment reached its maximum, its highest 
igure, July 1, 1866, when it was, according 
O that report, $2,773,236,173 69. 

By the same report we are told, on page 
64, that since the war closed there has been 
eceived into the Treasury in— 


$619,646.647 91 
490,634,010 27 
405,638,083 32 
870,945,817 94 
411,255,477 63 
383,323,944 89 


Making a total of.......cccsescceseecceeee $2,681,443,981 96 


According to a report of the same officer, 
ent into this Congress in answer to a resolu- 
on offered by my friend from New York, 
Mr. Woop, ] he shows us that there has been 
received into the Treasury from June 80, 1871, 
he date last referred to, up to March 1, 1872, 
the additional sum of $250,509,988 50; mak- 
ing, according to the reports of the Treasury 
Department, the enormous sum of $2,980, - 
058,970 46 since the close of the war. Bat 
large as those receipts seem to be, we must 
not stopthere. The Secretary of War also, in 


from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] March 11, 1872, 
shows that there has been received by the War 
epartment in excess of appropriations since 
June 80, 1865, and which amount has never 
heretofore appeared in any report as received 
into the Treasury, the sum of $107,959,416 62; 
which amount, added to the previous receipts, 
as shown by the various Departments them- 
selves, makes the amount received into the 
Treasury since the war closed, all of which 
time the Republican party has had the control 
of the Government, the enormous sum of 
$3,089,993,887 08, which is $266,757,213 39 
more than the whole debt of the United States 
amounted to July 1, 1866. Now, in the name 
of common honesty and common sense, what 
comes of all this morality, boasting, and 
parade of the decrease of the publie debt? 
or do I stop here.. By their own showing 
hey have sold $8,280,093 18 worth of arms 
“to the French Government, which has never 
‘been accounted forin these reports. 
Nor can I stop here. At the close of the 
war, as shown by the Navy Register of that: 


E 


answer to a resolution introduced by my friend | 


| 


year, we had belonging to the Navy six han- 
dred and eighty three vessels ; now, according 
to the same authority, we have only one han- 
dred and seventy seven; making five hundred 
and six that have been disposed of by that 
Department. Nearly three times as many ves- 
sels have been sold, or in some way disposed 
of, as are now in the Navy. What has become 
of this vast armament, this mighty fleet of 
vessels? Sold! What has become of the 
money? Who knows how much they were 
worth? No wonder we have not sufficient 
Navy to protect our citizeus in foreign lands! 
No wonder the eloquent voices of the distin- 
guished gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] and from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] 
and others fell unheeded the other day in 
these Halls in favor of the release of Dr. 
Howard, who is now confined in chains by 
Spanish authority ! 

What answer is it tothe people, whose agents 
you are, to say that you have decreased the 
debt since the war $494,716,575 15, when they 
have paid you nearly seven times as much, 
namely, $3,039,998,887 08? What answer is 
it to the people when you noi, only have re- 
ceived that amount besides the $8,280,093 13 
received for the arms sold to the French, and 
also the five hundred and six vessels sold from 
the Navy? You can no longer deceive the 
people; they will hurl you from power as 
unworthy agents. 

What has gone with all this almost incon- 
ceivable amount of money? In the brief 
space of time allotted me I will attempt to 
show where a small part has gone. 

During the six years preceding the present, 
which has been in a time of profound peace, 
according to the same report there has been 
expended for military service the sum of 
$673,583,398 14, and during the same period 
for our naval establishment the sum of 
$161,807,190 81; to which lastsum should be 
added the amount for which the five hundred 
and six vessels were sold. American citizens, 
read these figures, and then tell me whether 
you have a civil or military Government! 

Is it not high time that you should arouse 
from your lethargy? Is it not bigh time that 
you should rise in the might and majesty of 
your power and reassume the powers that of 
right belong to you? 

Why, during the whole of President Polk’s 
administration, when we had on our hands the 
Mexican war, the whole expenditures of the 
War Department was only $79,687,026 40; 
during the four years preceding that, under 
John [yler’s administration, when we were at 
peace, as we now are, the whole expenses for 
military service was only $23,538,903 87, which 
is only about one half that spent last year 
for military purposes, as shown by the Secre- 
tary’s report. He says in that report that the 
expenses for that year were $44,080,084 95, 
which is a larger amount spent last year for 
military purposes alone, when we are at peace 
with all the world, than had ever been spent 
by any Administration in the same length of 
time for all purposes since the foundation of 
the Government down to and including 1852-53. 
What a change in less than twenty years! Is 
it not time that we stop and: reflect? 

In the same finance report we find that 
for the ‘‘net ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment’? for the years 1852-53 we paid 
$44,078,156 35; for the same purpose in 1870- 
71, $157,583,827 58; nearly four times as 
much; and that enormousincrease in the short 
space of eighteen years! But you will please 
bear in mind that the above amount of $157,- 
583,827 58 is only the ‘net ordinary expenses 
of the Government;’’ for in fact the whole 
expenditures, as shown by the same report on 
page 5, amount to $800,457,281 38. Let us 
draw another comparison: during the years 
1852-58, 1851-52, 1850-51, 1849-50, the whole 
expenses of the Government during those four 
years was only $165,684,050 48; while we} 


583,827 58. During the four years preceding; 
during which we carried on the Mexican war to: 


i| asaccessful termination, by which we acquired 


and paid for our Pacific possessions, the whole ` 
expenses ot the Government amounted : to 
only  $165,381,026 84... Behold what a con: 
trast! -During these four years we carried on. 
a war upon a foreign land for two years, and 
the public expenditures during those four 
years is but little more than it is now under 
this Administration in one year. 

Before, I have shown you that during six 
years preceding the present year the expenses 
for the Army were $678,583,898 14, and the 
Navy $161,307,190 81, making a total for 
Army and Navy during that period of $884,- 
890,588 95. When we behold these enormous 
expenditures in time of profound peace under 
the administration of a military President, sur- 
rounded by military private secretaries, and 
other military officers, with an army of thirty 
thousand soldiers, we are not surprised that 
he should send in to us a message in February, 
1871, likening our simple democratic Govern- 
ment to the empire of Germany, and trying to 
show the similarity of the two Governments, 
I have no doubt that his distempered and: 
fevered imagination is filled wilh stars, gar- 
ters, diamonds, and glittering crowns, and 
that he looks forward to the time when the 
similitude will be extended, and that he can 
declare himself emperor of the United States 
as William declared himself emperor of Ger- 
many. No doubt he would like to have the 
same provision in our Constitution that is in 
theirs, namely, ‘‘ The lawsof the empire shall 
take precedence of those of each individual 
State.” 

I have no doubt when he sent in that mes- 
sage he had just gotten up from reading the 
constitution of the German empire, in which 
we find, among others, the following provis- 
ions : 

“The emperor shall represent the empire among 
nations, declare war and conelude peace in the 
name of the same, 

“The emperor shall have the right to convene the 
federal council and diet, and to open, adjourn, and 
close the same. ‘ 

“The emperor has the supreme supervision of 
the administration of mailsand telegraphs. 

“It shall be the duty of all officers of the post 
office and telegraph department to obey imporial 
orders. This obligation shall be included in their 
oath of office. 


“Every German capable of bearing arms shall 
serve seven years in the standing army.” 


By sending in such messages he and his 
adherents seek to accustom the American 
mind to yield its assent to the similarity, and 
finally to force them to make the formal change 
in our form of government which has already 
been made in fact. Already has this military 
Chief Magistrate usurped the powers of. the 
States by sending his armies in time of peace 
and on days of election into the great States 
of Pennsylvania and New York and my own 
State, West Virginia, to awe, intimidate, and 
control the voters. Again, we see one of his 
grand marshals (Sheridan) taking possession 
and control of the great city of Chicago. Thus 
step by step are the military made superior to 
the civil authorities. Since the war we have 
seen newspapers suppressed in the South, but 
the Imperialist, a newspaper published in New 
York in favor of an imperial form of govern- 
ment, was allowed to issue its deadly poi- 
son without molestation. And it is a signifi- 
cant fact that it expired with the death of 
President Grant’s Secretary of War, General 
Rawlings. “He (Rawlings) had come to 
believe that Rome was never so.well governed 
or so happy as under her kings, and that the 
good government and happiness of this vast 
country require that it should be centralized 
into a nation and governed by an emperor.’’ 
We have seen thatin the constitution of ‘the 
German empire there is the following pro- 
vision: : 

“The emperor has the supreme supervision of the 
administration of mails and telegraphs”? 


now have for like expenses in one year $157, - 


Now, as an additional proof that President 
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Grant desires to conform our Government to 
that of the German empire, in his message of 
December 4, 1871, he makes the following 
recommendation: 

“Especially do I recommend favorable consider- 
ation of the plan for uniting the telegraphic system 
of the United States with the postal system.” 

Already have we about thirty thousand post 
offices and postmasters, the appointees of the 
President and his subordinates. We already 
have about fifty-three thousand United States 
officers of “high and low degree,’ and if we 
add to that thirty thousand more telegraphic 
operators we will have a grand army of eighty- 
three thousand officeholders, appoiutees of the 
President and his subordinates. Give him 
these additional officers and the power over 
all the telegraphic dispatches of the country 
and what little liberty and freedom is left to 
the people will, by one fell swoop, be taken 
from them forever. What power is it that he 
will not ask the people to surrender? But for 
amoment let us return to the question as to 
what has gone with all these thousauds of 
millions of money. The people have been 
robbed, plundered, as no other people in the 
world. 

In a message sent to the Senate and House 
of Representatives by President Grant, De- 
cember 19, 1871, he tells us that he has con- 
vened ‘‘a commission of eminent gentlemen” 
to devise rules and regulations for the purpose 
of ‘reforming the civil service.” That com- 
mission, on December 18, 1871, in their re- 
port make use of the following language: 

“But it is calculated by those who have made a 
careful study of ali the facts that one fourth of the 
revenues of the United States are annually lost in 
the collection,” 

This is not the language or charge of a 
Democrat, but of Grant’s own appointees, 
this “commission of eminent gentlemen.” 
One fourth of all the revenues lost! That is 
about one hundred million dollars per year; 
and yet this pariy asks you to retain it in 
power, 

Again, if you will turn back to the Daily 
Globe of January 80, 1872, you will see what 
another honored member of this Republican 
party says. J refer to the distinguished mem- 
ber from Ohio, {Mr. Garrrenp.] He uses the 
following language: 

“Those gentlemen who have charge of our pen- 
sion-rolls tell us this bill, if it shall become a 
law, will add $32,500,000 to our expenses. ‘I'he Sec- 
retary of the Interior says, und the Commissioner 
of Pensions concurs with him, that one fourth of ail 
the pensions on our rolls to-day are, in his judg- 
ment, deliberate and outrageous frauds. Now, one 
fourth, or at least one eighth of this $32,500,000 will 
go to sharpers and rascals, to the claim agents of 
tho country, who are not soldiers, and who have no 
right to this gratuity from the Government.” 

Thea I ask you the question, and I pro- 
pound it to the millions of voters throughout 
the United States, was not the eloquent Re- 
publican Senator, Cars Scuung, justified bythe 
facts when on December 15, 1871, he rose from 
his seat in the Senate of the United States, 
and said— 

“I believe there is corruption, deep, and damning 
and festering, all through this Administration?” 

We have seen by the report of the Secretary 
of War that he has sold property of the United 
States and received for the sume $107,959,- 
416 62, aud at another time $8,280,093 13, 
making in the aggregate $116,239,509 75 in 
excess of appropriations. This he has done 
in direct violation of the express provision of 
the Constitution, which says in section nine: 
_ ‘No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but 
in consequence of appropriations made by law, and 
a regular statement and account of the receipts and 


expenditures of all public money shall be published 
from time to time.” 


Now, mark the language— 
. No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but 
in consequence ef apropriations. ” 

Again, mark.the language, the admission of 
the Secretary of War through the acting Quar- 
termaster General, on page 4 of his report: 


“Making the total amount received by this 
department since June 30, 1865, in excess of its 
appropriations, $107,959,416 62, ” 


} 


| the evil? 


What right has he thus to violate the Con- 
stitution. which he has sworn to support? 
refer to this for the purpose of drawing the 
attention of the House and the people to this 
shameless disregard of law and constitutional 
obligations. And this same disregard of law 
and of the Constitution pervades the whole 
Administration ; the Constitution and the law 
are stricken down and the rights of the people 
disregarded. We have no longer a legal and 
constitutional Government, but one above law, 
a personal Government, which is the chief 
and crowning attribute of imperialism. 

But let us proceed a step further in our 
examination of the query as to what has be- 
come of the vast sums of which the people 
have been robbed. 

Onthe 13th of December, 1870, upon motion 
of Mr. WINCHESTER, the following resolution 


|| was adopted by this House: 


“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to furnish this House a 
statement of the balances due from collectors of 
internal revenue who are not now in office, and 
the total amounts of the balancesso due_as they ap- 

ear on the books of the accounting officers of his 

epartment on the 30th day of June, 1870; that he 
further inform this House what amount of said 
balances have been paid, and, in detail, by whom, 
since the 2d day of May, 1870; the names of the col- 
lectors who kave been sued on their bonds since 
their removal from office, with the cause of removal 
in each case; by what President said collectors 
were appointed, and by what President they were 
removed.” 

In answer thereto, in Executive Document 
No. 140, dated February 18, 1871, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury says that there is due 
from collectors of internal revenue $20,700,- 
983 33! In that report we have the names of 
the defaulters, the amounts due from each 
opposite their names, the date of appointment 
and by whom appointed. Time will not allow 
me to go over them in detail. Let one suffice 
to show the utter recklessness and disregard 
of the interests of the people. On page 6 
we sce that one, J. F. Bailey, is a defaulter for 
$602,769 53; appointed by President Lincoln. 

Again, on page 7, we see that this same 
man, J. F. Bailey, is again a defaulter for 
$592,763 07, and appointed by President 
Grant; and under the head of ‘ remarks,’ 
opposite his name, the following: ‘‘ absconded 
March 16, 1870.’’ What a commentary! Here 
is a man, first appointed by Lincoln, become 
a defaulter for $602,769 53, afterward reap- 
pointed by Grant, and again becomes a de- 
faulter for $592,763 07, making in the aggre- 
gate a defaication of $1,195,532 60 by one 
mau. Talk to the people about civil service 
reform after such on exhibition! The civil 
service reform the people need and demand is 
a change of Administration, and that they will 
have. In the better days of the Government 
this exhibition alone would have been suffi- 
cient to hurl from power a President who would 
reappoint a man when he was already a de- 
faulter largely over half a million dollars. 
But now, in these degenerate days, we scarcely 
open a morning paper without seeing an ac- 
count of some officeholder who has robbed the 
people. But the picture is too revolting to 
pursue it further. 

Again, allow me to ask you the question, 
was not Senator SCHURZ right when he said: 
Add A Aline es 

Do you not believe it? And will you 
not take some steps immediately to remedy 
If you do not, the people in the 
power of their sovereignty will. A Vesuvius 
is muttering, rumbling, boiling beneath our feet, 
heated by the internal fires of long pent-up rage 
and indignation of an outraged people, and 
soon the molten lava will cover beneath it the 
authors of these outrages, teaching a fearful 
lesson to those who come after them. 

Let us look for a moment as to the condi- 
tion of our southern brethren, 

On December 18, 1865, General Grant, 
having been appointed by President Johnson 


ll to visit the southern States and report upon 


their condition, among other things in that 
report used the following language: 
“ Iam satisfied that the mass of thinking men of 


the South accept the present situation of affairs in 
good faith. The questions which have heretofore 


' divided the sentiment of the people of the two sec- 


tions—slavery and State rights, or the right of a 


State to secede from the Union—they regard as hav-. 


ing been settled forever by the highest tribunal 
(arms) that man can resort to. I was pleased to 
learn from the leading men whom I met that they 


not only accepted the decision arrived at as final, 


but, now that the smoke of battie has cleared away 
und time has been given for reflection, that this 
decision has been a fortunate one for the whole 
country, they receiving like benefits from it with 
those who opposed them in the field and in coun- 
cil.” q ¥ Bo x + # * * ef 
‘There is such universal acquiescence in the 


authority of the General Government throughout — 


the portions of country visited by me, that the mere 
resence of a military force, without regard to num- 
ers, is sufficient to maintain order. The good of 
the country and economy require that the force 


| keptin the interior, where there are many freed- 


men, (elsewhere in the southern States than at forts 
upon the sea-coast no force is necessary,) should all 
be white troops. The reasons for this are obvious 
without mentioning many of them, The presence 
of black troops, lately slaves, demoralizes labor, 
both by their advice and by furnishing in their 
camps a resort for the freedmen for long distances 
around. White troops generally excite no oppo~ 
sition, and therefore a small number of them can 
maintain order in a given district.” 
* + * + k * ka * * 

“ My observations lead me to the conclusion that 
the citizens of the southern States are anxious to 
return to self-government within the Union as soon 
as possible; that while reconstructing they want 
and require protection from the Government; that 
they arein earnest in wishing to do what they think 
is required by the Government, not humiliating to 


| them as citizens, and that if such a course were 


pointed out they would pursue it in good faith,” 
a ee ok UR UUme 


“Tt is to be regretted that there cannot be a greater 
commingling, at this time, between the citizens of 
the twosections,and particularly those intrusted with 
the law-making power. s 

* I did not give the operations of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau that attention I would have done if more 
time had been at my disposal. Conversations on the 
subject, however, with officers connected with the 
bureau, lead me to think that, in somo of the States, 
its affairs have not been conducted with good judg- 
ment or economy, and that the belief, widely spread 
among the freedmen of the southern States, that 
the lands of their former owners will, at least in 


part, be divided among them, has come from the > 


agents of this bureau.” 

Since the above report was made to the then- 
President, seven long, dreary, bloody years 
have passed away; the southern people have 
been kept in worse than Egyptian bondage. 
He who found the southern people thus friendly 
disposed to the Government, and had accepted 


the situation in good fuith, and had, to repeat, 


General Grant’s own language, given “ uni- 


versal acquiescence in the authority of the 
General Government,” has been made Presi- 
dent, and the Republican party, both in na- 
tional and State affairs, has had the absolute 
control of the Government. What a change! 


Now a considerable portion of them are under . 
martial law, whole counties almost depopulated _ 


of the whites, and one or more of those States 
will soon be made a Liberia. No people in 
the world have suffered as much as they. 
have. The Republican party has had com- 
plete control, Republican Governors, Repub- 
Hean judges, both United States and State; 
Republican Legislatures, Republican United 
States marshals and United States troops, 
both white and black. What is the result? 
In the minority report of the joint select com- 
mittee appointed by Congress, made February 
19, 1872, on pages 485, 436, we find the fol- 
lowing exhibit as to finances of eleven of these 
States both before and since the war: 


Alabama. 


Debts and liabilities, July 1, 1861......... $5,939,654 87 


7,904,306 92 
98,381,967 37 


Debts and liabilities, July 1, 1868... 

Present indebtedness, actual and con- 

tingent, including railroad aid bonds, 
Arkansas, 

Debt and liabilities in 1861, not exceed- 


’ 


gent, includin e 

bonds, DON EE, 2 19,761,765. 62 
221,000 
-523,856 


ebt now, including railroad bonds 
issued and authorized........ KOP 


4,036,952 87. 


00 o; 
9 


15,763,447 54: 
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<a 
Georgia, 
gbt and liabilities in 1860 about........ 3,000,000 00 
ebt and liabilities, June, 1871, includ- 
ng railroad bondsissued and author- 
fa AS EE teanden 59,137,500 00 
a te ne 44,137,500 00 
Louisiana. 
jobt and liabilities, January 1, 1861...... 19,099,074 34 
‘Debt and liabilities, January 1, 1868 14,347,051 62 
abt and liabilities, June 1, 1871........... 41,194,473 91 
Ixcess of expenditures over receipts, 
BOTs sccanssh Hiesiie Oh ns staniensedevloagetsssizathive vies 9,345,733 00 


North Carolina. 
ebt and liabilities, July, 1861... -- 9,699,500 00 
eht and liabilities, July, 1868... .-- 15,779,945 00 
Dots and liabilities, new, (Governor’s 

essage.). .-- 34,887,467 85 


. South Carolina. 7 
CABO scat na ncexisatov EA 
ebt, 1871, including bonds to railroads 
and bonds in dispute as fraudulent... 
Mississippi. 

‘In 1860 she had no debt, but January 1, 
1870, her State debt wazs........ a 
Tennessee. 

Debt and liabilities, October, 1861......... 
Jebts and liabilities, January, 1871...... 
Texas. 


4,000,000 00 
29,158,914 47 


1,796,971 30 


20,105,606 66 
45,688, 263 46 


3,000,000 00 
17,000,000 00 


5,361,000 00 


ebts and liabilities, 1861.. +++ 81,938,144 59 
ebts and liabilities, 1871.. ..- 47,390,839 96 
Thus we see that the aggregate increase 
of the State indebtedness of these eleven States 
js largely in excess of the startling sum of 
200,000,000. Nor does this include county 
d municipal indebtedness. All this under 
tadical rule; and yet the people must not com- 
plain. All this time they have been ruled by 
men—carpet-baggers—men who have no inter- 
tin those States except to rob and plunder. 
Task all the just men on this floor, and the 
eople of the northern States, what would 
‘ou do under such circumstances? Will you 
not rise up and assist your brethren of the 
‘South to rid themselves of this wholesale rob- 
bery and plunder? You owe it to yourselves, 
humanity, to civilization, to Christianity. 
While our soldiers are arresting this same 
people under the operations of the suspension 
of the writ of habeas corpus, what are they 
suffering in other parts? , 
Read the following letter from the United 
States attorney at Galveston, Texas, to the 
Attorney General of the United States, (Hxecu- 
tive Document, 268,) and then tell me if your 
blood does not curdle, and should we not hang 
our heads in shame. That officer says: 
OFFICE OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
EASTERN DISTRICT or Texas, 
. U. S. Courr-Rooms, February 10, 1872. 
Right here in Galveston, or at Houston, Austin, 
San Antonio, or any of the larger towns in thickly 
settled districts, we are as secure as in New York 
or elsewhere, That is one of the necessary results 
of American civilization. Vagrancy, drinking, 
gambling, und laziness trouble us right here con- 
siderably, and is confined ehiefly to the colored 
element. But it is upon the Rio Grande and Red 
river frontiers that our people suffer indescribable 
Woes from robberies end murders, 
Mexicans and Indians on the Rio Grande, and 
reserve Indians on the Red river border, are daily 
cominitting thefts, robberies, and murders, that not 
only prevent increase of population, but put out 
the light of civilization, Whole families are mur- 
dered, their corpses mutilated in a manner too hor- 
‘id for mention, houses burned, farms destroyed, 
Cattle driven off, little boys and girls carried into 
captivity worse than death, the country impover- 
ished, and all settlement and progress prevented. 
` The Indians are fed upon tho reserve by the 
Government, and cross the Red river into Texas 
n their raids. But you can form no true idea of 
heir work till you meet corpses of peaceful citizens 
hacked, ripped, scaiped, and then roasted in chains 
fastened to the wheels of a burning wagon; till 
ou see the widowed mother and the. orphan chil- 
ren, made by Indians fed and nurtured by the 
Government upon the reservations. as 
: ave myself, within the past few.months, seen 
women living with the third husband, the two pre- 
ious ones having been murdered by Indians of the 
eserve, 
I have stood upon the bank of the Rio Grande at 
Townsville. and have ‘seen thousands upon thon- 
nds of dried beef hides with the brands of pro- 


i 


-process, because th ey 


minent Texans upon them, the cattle having been 
stolen by Mexicans and @riven across the Rio 
Grande, prepared for market, and then shipped in 
bond for New York. The owners of the stolen 
cattle seeing their hides pass under their very noses 
are unable to stop them by any aitainable legal 

ley are in possession of Federal 
custom-house officials in transitu for delivery at 
New York. 

These robberies are constantly occurring. I see 
no way of securing safety to the frontier people 
north than to put every Indian on a reserve, and 
keep him there, and if he goes off without a proper 
pass, to kill him as you would a wolf or a panther. 

The savages on the northern border only differ 
from the savage beasts in that they are more intelli- 
gent and capable and more disposed to do harm. 
The wolf kills to satisfy his hunger; the Indian 
wars against civilization itself. He is opposed to 
the cultivated field, the farm-house, the school- 
house, and the church; he murders the civilized 
men, Violates and murders the women, and takes 
the little boys and girls and makes savages of them. 
He slaughters, murders, mutilates, rapes, robs, de- 
vastates. He is opposed to settlement; he would 
have the magnificent country of northern Texas 
remain a howling wilderness and unbroken prairie. 
Civilization is something that interferes with his 
savage dignity. He feeds upon the bounty of the 
nation, and gains strength to murder and rob the 
people of the frontier, which he does for pastime 
and amusement. 

The cases of Santanta and Big Tree. convicted in 
July last at the court in Jack county (Kort Richard- 
sony for the murder of seven teamsters belonging 
to Henry Warren’s train of wagons loaded with 
Government provisions, is in point. 

Should you desire specific cases in detail of the 
regular robberies and thefts of cattle on the Rio 
Grande, I can furnish you with the names of promi- 
nent and worthy citizens who will tell; or, if time 
were given, I could give it myself. 

The most provoking feature of it all is that the 
people who suffer most in these exposed places are, 
and ever have been, the firmest in their devotion to 
the nation during the war. À 

If Congress do not intend to abandon the frontier 
of the Government on the northern or Red river 
border, they had better put ten cavalry regiments 
where they now have but one. 


_ Again listen to what appears in a morning 
paper of the 3d instant: 
“New ORLEANS, May 2. 

“A Picayune special from San Antonio, Texas, 
says: ‘A Gonzales train of six wagons, seventy-five 
mules, nine men, and two women, was captured by 
Indians at Howard Well, above Fort Clark. The 
train and hands were captured, and all burned ex- 
cept one woman, who escaped. She says the Indians 
numbered a hundred and fifty. General Merritt 
sent Lieutenant Vincent with cavalry in pursuit, 
who overtook and fought them, losing his life. This 
news was received by the El Paso stages.’” 

The same cry of blood, rapine, and murder 
of our fellow- citizens is wafted to us from 
every quarter—from the western plains, from 
Arizona, and New Mexico. 

Where is our Army that has cost and is 
costing us so many millions every year? They 
are arresting our white brethren in the South 
under the operations of the suspension of the 
writ of Aabeas corpus. Oh, shame, where is 
thy blush! You, gentlemen on this floor from 
the northern States, will you not stop talking 
about protective tariffs, mail steamship subsi- 
dies, incorporation of railroads, making rail- 
road grants—one day voting away a public 
park to a railroad worth $250,000 and the 
next voting $400,000 to purchase another 
piece of ground near the Capitol, perhaps in 
the future to be disposed of in a like man- 
ner? Will you not stop for awhile to serve 
the dead and dying? Will you not listen to 
the protestations of men being robbed of their 
property? Will you not listen to the helpless 
cries of men, women, and children? I appeal 
to you, gentlemen of the North, for the rea- 
son that our southern brethren are prostrate. 
They are helpless; their voices are as silent as 
the tomb. If they attempt to help themselves 
the cry of Ku Klux is raised against them. 
Why, but yesterday the Delegate from Mon- 
tana made an appeal to us for help from the 
scalping-knife of the Indians of Montana, and 
by resolution we authorized the arming of the 
citizens with Government arms. Again I 
ask, where are our soldiers? Why do we 
spend these millions a year for the War De- 
partment? And this is the administration 
that asks to be kept in power. . 

The picture is heart-rending and heart-sick- 
ening. ` I turn from it in disgust, with loathing 


| 


for its-perpetrators and sympathy for the suf- 
ferers. May God in His infinite wisdom; good- 
ness, and omnipotence relieve them from their: 
bondage and suffering! This Administration 
has not only collected from the people these 
thousands of millions of dollars, those hun: 
dreds of millions more than the whole national 
debt was at its maximum; it has not only 
voted millions for subsidies and collected mil- 
lions more from the toiling and sun-burnt 
masses in the shape of a tariff to build up 
manufactories in the Hast, and voted $250,000 
to pay some of the incidental expenses of the 
much-boasted Washington. treaty, from which 
it has ignominiously backed down, and $50,000 
to feast the Japanese, and, as I said before, 
on one day gave away to a railroad company 
a public park worth $250,000, and a few days 
after voted $400,000 to buy another piece of 
ground; but in the last few years, as shown by 
official reports, it has given away one hundred 
and seventy million acres of land to railroad 
companies and States for railroad purposes, 
which is land sufficient to make five such 
States asthe great State of Ohio. One hun- 
dred and thirty-three million nine hundred 
and ten thousand acres of this land, as shown 
by the report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
dated January 10, 1872, has gone to the vari- 
ous Pacifc railroadsalone. This Administra- 
tion has not only given to these railroad com- 
panies these millions of acres of land, but 
also issued its bonds, bearing six per cent. 
interest, for $64,623,512 for the same purpose, 
which are yet outstanding. Nor is this all; 
the Government has paid the interest on these 
bonds amounting to $14,631,870 18, It is true 
ihat $3,611,152 09 has been returned to the 
Government in the way of wansporting mails, 
which still leaves a balance of $11,020,718 09 
of interest paid by the Government. Add 
the principal and interest together, and. we 
have in addition to the 188,910,000 acres 
given to these railroads, the aggregate sum 
of $75,644,230. All of the foregoing is shown 
in the monthly statement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. No wonder various State Legis- 
latures are passing resolutions. against such 
proceedings, and urging Congress to preserve 
these lands for homesteads. ‘This Administra- 
tion, the party in power, will not heed the 
monitions. We must judge the future by the 
past. What is the value of these land grants? 
In a circular which I have before me issued 
by Jay Cooke & Co., who are the agents of 
the United States, and ohe of the wealthiest, 
most reliable banking houses in the United 
States, issued January, 1872, that house says 
that the average price at which the twenty-five 
leading land-grant railroads have thus far sold 
their lands is $7 04 per acre, the highest aver- 
age of any grant being $13 98, and the lowest 
$3 07. Taking the average of $7 04 per acre, 
and this banking house says in its circular as 
agent for selling the bonds of the Northern 
Pacific railroad, that the lands thus granted 
to the Northern Pacific railroad ‘will yield 
$161,000 per mile, more than three times the 
possible cost of construction and equipment.” 
Now, according to the estimate of said 
banking house of the average price at which 
these lands will be sold, $7 04 per acre, 
there has been given tothe Pacific railroad 
in corporations alone in lands $934,670,000, 
and in bonds and interest paid on those 
bonds, $75,644,230, making in the aggregate 
the sum of $1,110.314,280! nearly one half 
of the present debt of the United States; 
in comparison with which all other com- 
panies or incorporations, ancient or modern, 
dwindle into insignificance ; and in fifty years 
from now their wealth will be beyond the 
imagination of man, and their combined 
power and influence (and it is.to.make the 
combination,) will be beyond that of kings or 
emperors. No wonder, after this example, 
that those in high places should be fond of 
receiving presents.: Oh,- that our. present 
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Chief Executive had read and followed the 
advice of that great man and prince of orators, 
Cicero, to his brother Quintus: 


“ Let it be notorious that you will be equally the | 


enemy of the man who gives as of him who receives 
a present, if you shall know it; for no one will give 
them when it shall be clearly perceived that those 
who pretend to have the greatest interest with you 
are accustomed to obtain nothing from you.’ 

That great man and philosopher nearly nine- 
teen hundred years ago, unchristianized and 
heathen as he was, knew the corrupting power 
of presents. Oh, shame, that we enlightened 
Christians, under the noon-day sun of the 
nineteenth century, have not as high a sense 
of the proprieties of life and the duties of pub- 
lic officers as the pagans two thousand years 
ago! 

Oh, that our present Chief Magistrate would 
learn even of this heathen! Listen to that 
great man again. I commend the following 
noble sentiments from him to all rulers, and 
Jet us profit by it: 

“ For it is a glorious thing for a man to have been 
invested with a three years’ sovereign power in 
Asia in such a manner that no statue, no picture, 
no plate, no garment, no slave, no beauty, no hoard 
of money in which things this province abounds, 
ever caused him to swerve from his continence and 
moderation.” 

If the Chief Magistrate will not learn of 
Christian teachers, if he will not follow the 
example of Washington, if he cannot rise to 
that standard, certainly he ought to stand 
upon as high and lofty a plane as heathens. — 

I commend to him the example set by this 
same Cicero when he wasa ruler. Listen to 
what he says: 

“ For when the States of my province had voted 
asum of money for erecting a temple and a monu- 
ment to me, and when,on account of my great 
deserts and your extraordinary services they did it 
voluntarily and cheerfully, and though the law has 
expressiy provided ‘that governors may receive 
money for erecting a temple or a monument,’ nay, 
though the money which was granted was not to 
perish, but to be aid out upon the ornaments ofa tem- 
ple that was to appear to future times, not more a 
present to me than to the people of Rome andto the 
immortal gods; and yet I thought that tho offer 
should be rejected, though warranted by dignity, 
by law, and by the good will of these who made it; 
and this I do for this reason, among others: that 
those magistrates to whom such sums are not due, 
nor permitted by law, might bear (the refusal of 
them) with a moro rosigned temper.” ` 

What noble sentiments! How worthy of 
imitation! Bat I weary your patience, and 
must bring my remarks to a close, and in 
doing so I do it with the earnest hope that 
we may have a change; that all this robbery, 
oppression, murder, rapine, and wickedness in 
high places may cease; that the wail of the 
defenseless mother, cries of the nursing infant 
may cease, and that of the next Administra- 
tion it may be truthfully said that which was 
said of Quintus Cicero, proprietor of Asia 
Minor nineteen hundred years ago, ‘‘In the 
whole of your government there is nothing that 
is spiteful, nothing that is merciless ; but that 
it is filled with clemency, gentleness, and 
humanity.” 


NAVIGATION OF OUACHITA RIVSR. 


Mr. SNYDER obtained leave to have printed 
in the Globe remarks on the bill to incorpor- 
ate the Ouachita River Slack- Water Navigation 
Company. [See Appendix. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had disagreed to the amendments of the House 
to the bill (S. No. 988) to provide homes for 
Pottawatomie and absentee Shawnee Indians 
in the Indian territory, asked a conference 
with the House upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, and had appointed, as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. Bucx- 
INGHAM, Mr. HARLAN, and Mr. STEVENSON. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had insisted on its amendment, disagreed 
to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 2042) 
for the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of Ten- 
nessee, had agreed to the conference asked by 


~ 


the House, and had appointed, as conferees on 
the part of the Senate, Mr. Hows, Mr. Scorrv, 
and Mr. COOPER. 

` TARIFF. 


Mr. BANKS addressed the House on the 
subject of the tariff. [His remarks will be 
published in the Appendix. } 

Mr. STARKWEATHER also addressed the 
House. [His remarks will be published in the 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with great pleasure to the eloquent and able 
argument of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banxs] upon the question of the 
tariff and its effect upon the industries of the 
country, and it is with some reluctance that 
I complain of any portion of his speech. But 
in his glowing eulogium upon Mr. Lowell for 
his services in establishing the cotton manu- 
facture in this country, I think the gentleman 
has inadvertently done an injustice to a citizen 
of Rhode Island, not less distinguished than 
Mr. Lowell, for what he accomplished at an 
earlier period in introducing the manufacture 
of cotton fabrics in this country. I refer to 
Samuel Slater, to whom the gentleman has 
in his speech alluded, as with others having 
spun the yarn of this fabric before Mr. Lowell 
combined under the roof of one miil the 
entire machinery required to produce the 
finished article from the raw material. 

Mr. Slater came from England to this coun- 
try in 1789, immediately upon the expiration 
of hisapprenticeship in the spinning-mills of 
Arkwright and Strutt. He was at first em- 
ployed in New York, but in the latter part of 
1789, at the request of Moses Brown, he re- 
moved to the village of Pawtucket, about four 
miles from thecity of Providence; and there, 
without either plan or model as a guide, with 
the aid of skillful mechanics, he for the first 
time in this country constructed and success- 
fully operated by water-power the Arkwright 
machinery in the spinning of cotton warp or 
thread, and thus gave the first substantial im- 
pulse to the manufacture of cotton fabrics in 
this country. 

I have no desire to detract from the high 
praise which the gentleman has so eloquently 
bestowed upon Mr. Lowell for the impetus 
which he gave to this industry; I wish only 
to claim for Mr. Slater, as a citizen of Rhode 
Island, the just meed of praise whichis his due 
as the first in this country to have constructed 
and operated by water-power machinery which 
produced yarn of as good quality as was then 
spun in England. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, withthe great- 
est pleasure i accord my assent to every word 
which the gentleman from Rhode Island has 
said. Beyond any doubt, Mr. Slater was the 
father of American cotton manufactures in the 
United States. Ididnot mean to say, nordo I 
think that I said anything to imply a different 
conclusion. My remark was that Mr. Slater 
had limited himself to spinning. He had estab- 
lished here Arkwright’s machinery, he had 
been educatedin Arkwright’s mills; and what 
is a curious illustration of the difficulties with 
which the early manufacturers had to contend, 
Mr. Slater came to this country without a 
drawing of any kind of the machinery upon 
which he kad spent the greater part of his life, 
The English Government would notallow him 
to bring from England any illustration of the 
machinery upon which he had been employed, 
and I believe it is a fact that he left England 
without authority. He may be said to have 
escaped fromhiscountry. Hearrived at New 
York, went to Rhode Island, and there estab- 
lished, at the period which the gentleman from 
Rhode Island has stated, his system of cotton 
manufacture. It was nearly a quarter of a 
century earlier than the enterprise of Lowell 
and his associates at Waltham. 

Mr. Slater is entitled beyond any doubt to 
the honor of being the father of the cotton 


manufactures in this country. He performad 
many good and honorable acts connected with 
this interest, and especially in regard to the 
care and attention he bestowed upon the well- 
being and culture of the people whom he em- 
ployed. He did, as Scotchmen have dene I, 
think wherever they have gone, no harm, and 
a great deal of good. He died at a ripe old 
age, honored by everybody. Mr. Clay, in one 
of the last visits he paid to New England, ag 
I was told by Mr. James, formerly a Senator 
of Rhode Island, wentto Pawtucket, and saw 
Slater’s machine, which had been set up and 
put in operation by Mr. James himself as late 
as 1832 or 1883. I should be sorry to be un- 
derstood as saying anything here to detract, in 
the slightest degree from the renown that justly 
attaches to the name of Mr. Slater. It might 
be said of him as Burns said of his race— 
“ Auld Scotland has a raucle tongue; 
She’s just a devil, wi’ arung; 
An’ ifshe promise auld or young, 
To take their part, 
Tho’ by the neck she should be strung, 
She’ll no desert.” 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, addressed the 
House upon the subject of the tariff. [His - 
remarks will be found in the Appendix. ] 


DUTY ON SALT. 


Mr. DUELL then addressed the House ` 
against the proposed reduction of the duty on 
salt. [His remarks will be published in the 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. ELY asked unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Globe some remarks he had 
prepared. 

No objection was made. [See Appendix.] 

And then, on motion of Mr. STEVENSON, 
(at four o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. l 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com 
mittees : 

By Mr. COBURN : The petition of soldiers 
of New York and Massachusetts, for the estab 
lishment of industrial homes for soldiers’ and 
sailors’ orphans. 

By Mr. KELLEY : The petition of several 
citizens of Philadelphia, asking Congress to 
grant a pension to Mrs. Harriet Mattis, widow 
of Isaac Mattis, late a private in the one hun: 
dred and nineteenth Peunsylvania volunteers. 

By Mr. LANSING: The petition of Wil- 
liam J. Malcolm, for relief from contract for 
dredging harbor at Ogdensburg, New York. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of Andrew 
E. Montgomery, for a pension. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 6, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and © 
approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BEATTY. I rise for the purpose of 
making a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask. : 
unanimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. BEATTY. I do not ask unanimous 
consent. I think I have the right to make 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot, dur- 
ring the morning hour of Monday, ask con- 
sent for any purpose, not for the most 


‘privileged question, even a report from the 


Committee of Elections affecting the ; right 
of a member to his seat. Nothing can inter 
fere with the regular morning hour business | 
of Monday except the swearing in of a mem» ~- 
ber or the correction of the Journal. 
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This being Monday, the first business in 
der during tbe morning hour is the call- 
g of the States and Territories, beginning 
th the State of Maine, for the introduction 
‘bills and joint resolutions for reference to 
rappropriate committees, not to be brought 
ck into the House by motions to reconsider. 
nder this call memorials and resolutions of 
ate and territorial Legislatures may be pre- 
nted for printing and reference. The moru- 
g hour now begins at five minutes past 
even o'clock. 
ALBERT S. GREEN. 
Mr. POLAND introduced a joint resolution 
(H: R. No. 148) for the relief of Albert S. 
Green; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. POLAND also introduced a joint reso- 
ntion (H. R. No. 149) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States ; 


Ws: 
ARTICOLE XVI. 


No Senator or Representative shall, during the 
e for which he is elected, be chosen President 
Vice President; nor shall any judge of any court 
of the United States be chosen President or Vice 
esident within two years after the termination of 
judicial office, 


MONUMENT TO BARON STEUBEN. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS introduced a bill (H. 

“No. 2645) granting unserviceable ordnance 
monument to Baron Steuben ; which was 

ad a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 

be printed. 

ISRAEL YOUNT. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
» No. 2646) for the relief of Israel Yount; 
hich was read a first and second time, 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
d ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 
Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 


Yo. 2647) to relieve certain citizens of Georgia 
rom political disabilities; which was read a 
irst and second time, and referred to the Com- 
ttee on the Judiciary. 

‘Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2648) 
to-remove the political disabilities of James 
Foreman, of St. Clair county, Alabama; which 
8 read a first and second time, and referred 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
649) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the 
emoval of certain causes from State courts,” 
ipproved July 27, 1866; which was read a first 
ind second time, referred to the Committee 
n Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
d ordered to be printed. 
ALLEN WHITE. 

Mr. MORPHIS introdneed a bill (H. R. No. 
650) for the relief of Allen White, of Chick- 
saw county, Mississippi; which was read a 
tst-and second time, referred to the Commit- 
ge of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
_Mr. SHELDON introduced a bill (H. R. 


(o: 2651) relative to certificates of location 
üd patents to be issued upon private land 
aims confirmed under the laws of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Haims, and ordered to be printed. 

: L. R. STRAUS. 

Mr. BAIR, of Missouri, introduced a bill 
HER. No. 2652) for the relief of L. R. Straus, 
f Macon City, Missouri; which was read a 
rst and second time, referred to the Commit- 


| length. 


tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LEROY F. ROBERTS. 


Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2653) for the removal of disabilities from 
Leroy F. Roberts; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
onthe Judiciary. 

GAYLE H. KYLE. 


Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2654) for the relief of the widow of Gayle H. 
Kyle; which was read a firstand second time. 

Mr. BECK. I ask that this bill be read at 
length. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

CLAIM AGENTS, ETC. 


Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2655) to amend the various acts relat- 
ing to agents and attorneys prosecuting claims 
or demands before Congress and the Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. ẹ 

Mr. BECK. I call for the reading of this 
bili at length. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2656) to remove the jegal and political 
disabilities from certain persons therein named, 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN N. REED. 


Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2657) for the relief of John N. Reed, 
of the State of Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BIG SIOUX RIVER. 


Mr. ORR presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of lowa, asking an 
appropriation by Congress to construct a bridge 
across the Big Sioux river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


SWAMP LAND SETTLERS IN IOWA. 


Mr. ORR also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, to 
secure title to settlers on the swamp lands in 
that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TAXES AND MONOPOLY. 


Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill to fur- 
ther increase taxes and encourage monopoly 
without producing revenue; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. COX. I understand that this billis a 
duplicate of the tariff bill already introduced 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
KELLEY ;] but. in order that we may see the 
difference, if any, I ask that it be read at 
(Laughter. ] 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and 
continaed its reading until twelve o’clock, five 
minutes before the expiration of the morning 


hour. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. In order that the civil 
rights bill may now be considered, I withdraw 
the bill which the Clerk has been reading. 
{Laughter.] Ido not wish to embarrass the 
consideration of the civil rights bill. 

FIRST BATTALION CALIFORNIA MOUNTAINEERS. 


Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2658) relative to granting bounty to. the 
first battalion mountaineers, California vol- 
unteers; which was reada first and second | 


time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, ent 
AMHERST H. WILDER. oe 
Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R: 
No. 2659) for the relief uf Amherst H. Wilder; 


! which was read a first and second time, ‘re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PORTLAND, DALLES, AND SALT LAKE RAILROAD. 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2660) providing that the lands lying along the 
line of the Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake 
railroad shall be disposed of to actual settlers 
j by preémption and homestead, and appropri- 
ating a portion of the’ proceeds to the con- 
struction of said road; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LAND TITLES IN RED RIVER VALLEY. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2661) to quiet the title to certain lands 
in the Red river valley, in Dakota Territory ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELEANORA UMBER, 


Mr. MERRITT introduced a bili (H.-R. 
No. 2662) for the relief of Eleanora Umber; 
which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

H. D. HARKNESS, 


Mr. MERRITT also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2668) granting a right of way to H. D. 
Harkness through an Indian reservation in 
Idaho Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL RIGHTS BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
that general consent will be given to gratify 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [ Mr. Exp- 
REDGEH, ] by taking up the civil rights bill. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I object to its consider- 
ation at this time except for reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Iam perfectly 
willing it shall be referred. 

The SPEAKER. Several members were 
not in when their States were called, and if 
there be no objection they will be recognized 
to present bills for reference only. 

There was no objection. 


MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 


Mr. MAYNARD introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2664) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
for the better organization of the military es- 
tablishment,’’ approved August 3, 1861; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PNEUMATIC TUBE, ETC. 


Mr. KETCHAM. introduced a bill (H. R. 


| No. 2665) relating to the construction of a 


pneumatic tube from the Government Printing 
Office to the Capitol; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
MONUMENT ASSOCIATION, KANE COUNTY. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2666) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to turn over condemned cannon to the Sol- 
diers’ Monument Association of Kane county, 
Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


S@LDIERS’ SCHOOL, CARLISLE BARRACKS. 
Mr. HALDEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 


| 


No. 2667) to establish a school at Carlisle 
barracks, Pennsylvania, forthe education of the - 


3084 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 6 


children of the soldiers of the regular Army 
of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIET MATTIS. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2668) granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet Mattis, 
widow of Isaac Mattis, a private in the one 
hundred and nineteenth Pennsylvania volun- 
teers; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF PATENTS. 


Mr. CLARKE, of New York, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2669) to authorize the exten- 
sion of patents in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONEYS DUE THE STATE OF GEORGIA. 

Mr. PRICE presented the memorial of his 
Excellency Thomas M. Smith, Governor of 
the State of Georgia, praying for the payment 
of money due by the Government of the United 
States to the State of Georgia for the use of 
the Western and Atlantic railroad, the prop- 
erty of the State of Georgia, by the authorities 
of the United States since the war; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2670) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the State of Georgia the 
sum of $300,000, or such sum as may be found 
due said State for the use of the Western and 
Atlantic railroad by the authorities of the 
United States since the war; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES, 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2671) to remove the political disabilities 
of certain persons therein named ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TILOMAS BURKE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2672) for the relief of Thomas 
Burke, of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LANDS AT VINCENNES, INDIANA. 

Mr. NIBLACK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2678) authorizing the sale of certain lands at 
Vincennes, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RIGHTS OF CITIZENS IN THE SEVERAL STATES 


Mr. ELY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2674) ;; 


to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to enforce 
the rights of citizens of the United States in 
the several States of this Union, and for other 
purposes, approved May 81, 1870;’” which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 
U. R. LOTT. 


Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2675) for the removal of political disabilities 
of H. R. Lott, of Carroll parish, Louisiana ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DR, THEODORE A. TELLKA MPF. 

Mr, SHANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2676) for the relief of 
Dr. Theodore A. Tellkampf; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. E. HOKE AND COMPANY. 
Mr. SLOSS, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced a bill (H. R. No. 2677) for the relief of 
W. E. Hoke & Co., of Athens, Limestone 
county, Alabama; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. SLOSS also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2678) to remove 
the legal and political disabilities of Robert 
M. Patton, of Lauderdale county, Alabama ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. N 

Mr. PLATT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2679) to relieve cer- 
tain persons therein named from the disabili- 
ties imposed by- the fourteenth amendment ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A. G. TEBAULT. 


Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2680) for the 
relief of A. G. Tebault, of Princess Anne 
county, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2681) to regulate 
the pay of mechanics, laborers, and artisans 
at the Norfolk navy-yard ; which was read a 
first arid second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STORM SIGNALS. 


Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Virginia, asking the establish- 
ment of storm signals at Cape Hatteras and 
other pcints on the coast of Virginia and 
North Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF POST ROUTES. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the 
post route bill, with Senate amendments, for 
the purpose of asking the House to concur in 
the same. 

The SPEAKER. The annual post route 
bill comes back from the Senate with divers 
amendments, merely establishing other post 
routes. There is no new legislation. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworry] 
asks that the bill be taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and that the Senate amendments be 
concurred in. 

There was no objection; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1666) to establish certain post routes, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, and the amendments of the 
Senate were concurred in. 


THE TARIFF, 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the consideration in Committee 
of the Whole of House bill No. 2322, being a bill to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, whenever the several 
subjects of iron, steel, copper, wool and woolens, 
and manufactures of cotton, shall be reached, so 
much of the said bill as relates to such subjects, re- 
spectively, shall be considered as one paragraph so 
far that an amendment in the natureof a substitute 
for each of the said subjects shali be in order. 


Mr. COX. T object. 

Mr. DAWES. i ask the indulgence of the 
House fora moment. If gentlemen will turn 
to the tariif bill they will see that it is printed 
in paragraphs, and it is the same with refer- 
ence to steel, copper, wool and woolens, and 
manufactures of cotton. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I do not 
wish to interfere with the discussion of this 
‘subject, but if the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts is permitted to go on, I reserve the right 
also to speak on the subject of his resolution, 

The SPEAKER, This all proceeds by: 
unanimous consent. ` 

Mr. DAWES. Ionly wanta single minute. 
for explanation. Ido not wish to discuss the 
merits of anything. I was about to say that 
as the biil is printed in paragraphs, it would: 
not be in order to offera substitute to anything: 
but a single paragraph, which is only a single “ 
branch of a particular subject. 

Now. I state very frankly to the House that: 
J am desirous of offering a substitute for a 
whole subject, and that is the subject of wool 
and woolens, and also for the peragraphs em- 
bracing the subject of iron and the subject of 
steel. The proposition I propose provides, for 
that end, that it shall be in order to offer a` 
substitute for any particular subject. Pending 
that subject, every other amendment that is 
ever in order would be in order, and have to 
be considered before the substitute itself ig 
acted upon. The substitute would also be 
amendable. My resolution does not curtail 
the right of any member to offer amendments 
to the bill. It only authorizes the offering of 
a substitute for any particular subject. , 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to ask my colleague if it would not be as well 
to extend this rule to other separate subjects, ` 
hemp and its manufactures, for instance? 

Mr. DAWES. All the rest of the subjects 
but these are in one paragraph. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
the effect of this proposition will be that the 
House may, if it chooses, by a majority em 
brace the different manufactures of iron, cot- 
ton, wool, and other articles in one paragraph, 
so as to make it harmonicus. It does not cut 
off any amendment to the text of the bill. 

Mr. COX. Ihave objected to this propo- 
sition, and if there is any good reason pre- 
sented for its adoption I will withdraw that 
objection; but I do not understand that we 
shall save any time by it. The gentleman: 
must know, being a member of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, that in regard to the’ 
matter of iron there is just as much diversity 
of opinion in relation to the duties upon every 
kind of iron, and to the different branches of 
the iron trade, as there is between cotton and 
iron itself, and what we want is to pursue the 
old method and have full debate upon iron, 
woolen, and cotton. If we do not do that, 
the result will be that when we have disposed 
of the iron clauses, or the woolen clauses, 
gentlemen, by log-rolling, will be able to 
make a certain compromise which will be sat- 
isfactory to nobody. 'Thatis my objection to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see that anybody 
with any views he may have touching any par- 
ticular item of this bill will be curtailed in 
presenting them to the House, and if he has a 
majority with him, in retaining his views in the 
bili or in putting them in it. My idea is that 
I think that in reference to the general sub- 
ject of reduction the different rates of reduc- 
tion, ten, fifteen, or more per cent. should be 


made, and the only purpose in the world of 6 


this resolution is to make that idea in order. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I am sorry that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means did not think of this 
at an earlier period; but the practical effect 
of his movement is to so place the bill which, 
in my judgment, does not half enough reduce 
the tariff, and provides for an enormous sur- 
lus of revenue, as to enable him when we 
favs run the whole circuit of iron or wool to 
make a lumping motion to reduce them al 
twenty cents per annum. If two thirds be 
satisfied with that sort of reduction, of course 
there will be a two-third vote to suspend the 
rules, and if not, as I trust there will not be, 
there will be no such motion. : 
Mr. BURCHARD. This resolution does.» 
no, airi ie with the eat of tye 
ill by paragraphs; it simply. proposes . 
give the Tighe to offer a sabatiute for all the 
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ubjects relating to iron, to steel, to wool and 
yoolens by themselves; to allow such a sub- 
tute to be pending, so that if upon consider- 
tion of those portions of the bill relating to 
his subject by paragraphs the House prefers 
o have a general reduction in lieu of the 
letailed specific reduction it can so vote. I 
no objection to it. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I suggest to 
my colleague on the committee that if by our 
action in Committee of the Whole we dissat- 
isfy any interest, say, for instance, chains or 
erews, that interest will unite with the gen- 
leman from Massachusetts in securing a reduc- 
ion of ten per cent. 
Mr. DAWES. I want to correct one state- 
ment which has been made by my colleague 
n the committee, [Mr. Brooks, of New 
York, } who stated that he was sorry I had not 
thought of this before. That statement of his 
rises only from a lack of memory; that is 
ll; for my friend from New York would 
ot have made the statement if his memory 
iad served him aright. I do not desire to 
nfringe upon the right of any gentleman. 
Gentlemen will say that this proposition re- 
quires a two-thirds vote to pass the House, 
but if there be a majority in favor of any such 
roposition the very first motion made when 
we go into Committee of the Whole would 
“effect this very result. 
` The rule requires that the chairman of the 
» Committee of the Whole should recognize me 
rst, and [ would have but to make a motion 
which, if a majority are in favor of it, would 
bring about exactly this result. I do not 
desire any such motion as that to be made. 

do not want to make it myself, nor do I 
desire anybody else to make it—that is, a 
motion to strike out the enacting clause of the 
“bill; but Ido desire that it shall be in order 
“for me to submit this motion, and if the 
‘majority want it they can take it; if not they 
can vote it down. ‘That is‘all there is in this 
eport. 

» Now, if two thirds of the House are not in 
favor of making it in order for me to offer this 
roposition in committee, no other way willbe 
eft me to-morrow when we again resume the 
- consideration of the tariff bill in Committee of 

the Whole but to move to strike out the enact- 
ing clause, and thereby make it in order, 
which can be done by a majority vote. 

Mr. KERR, I desire to say, in answer to 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Dawes, ] that if it is any part 
. Of his policy to treat this bill as he suggested 
~. just before he took his seat, we may as well 
understand it nowas at any other time. That 
< issue may as well come at first, as in broken 

doses throughout the discussion upon this gen- 

eral bill. It the gentleman wants to turn his 
> back upon his own bill, and by his own un- 
> friendly motion to kill that bill, we may just 
. a8 well come to it now as hereafter. : 
Now, all I want in reference to this bill is 
that it shall receive at the hands of this House 
fair, reasonable, aud usual consideration, in 
© the ordinary way, under the rules of this 

House, in Committee of the Whole. I think 
< that is right; I think that any other mode of 

disposing of it would be wrong, unjust to the 

committee and unjust to the country. 
Now, if the Speaker will indulge me, I want 
to make an inquiry of the Chair. I desire to 
< ask what effect this order will have, if made, 
<.. On the right of members of this House, in the 
course of the consideration of this bill as it 
now stands in Committee of the Whole, to 
move amendments to these respective para- 

graphs? i 

The SPEAKER. The question is a proper 
one; but before answering it the Chair will 
= direct the Clerk to again read the resolution 
© preposed by the gentleman from Massachus- 
etts, [Mr. Dawes. | 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


`y Resolued, That in the consideration in Committee 
of the Whole of House bill No. 2322, being a bill to 


reduce duties on imports and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, whenever the several 
subjects of iron, steel, copper, wool and woolens, and 
manufactures of cotton, shail be reached, so much 
of said bill as relates to such subjects, respectively, 
siuoudinent in tha nutire of Semen a ea 
the said subjects shall be in oe a 
_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Kerr] is quite well aware that a 
substitute is the last thing voted upon; that 
all amendments to the original text are in 
order before the substitute can be voted upon. 
Under the construction which the Chair would 
give to this resolution, if adopted, (which con- 
struction he presumes would be the same as 
that which would be given by the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole,) all amend- 
ments to the original text would be in order 
before the Committee of the Whole could be 
brought to a vote upon a substitute. 

Mr. KERR. And thoseamendments could 
be respectively discussed as fully with this 
order pending as if it were not pending? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; under the five- 
minutes rule. 

Mr. KERR. One question more. I desire 
now to inquire why it is not precisely as regular 
and proper for the gentleman from Masssachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes,] or any other gentleman 
who maysee fit to take that course, when these 
respective paragraphs may be reached, to 
move as a substitute for each such amend- 
ment as he may see proper? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would hardly 
regard that as a parliamentary question. The 
question first proposed by the gentleman was 
a proper parliamentary question; for this res- 
olution, if adopted, would be in the nature of 
arule of the House, which it would be the 
duty of the Chair to construe. The other is 
rather a question of expediency between the 
members of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Would this res- 
olution, if adopted, suspend the reading of the 
bill by paragraphs for amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. Under the 
strict enforcement of the proposed rule, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, when the first 
paragraph had been read, could move a sub- 
titute for the paragraphs embracing that entire 
subject; but until that subject had been gone 
through with, paragraph by paragraph under 
the five-minutes rule, the Committee of the 
Whole could not be brought to a vote upon 
the substitute. 

Mr. BANKS. This proposed rule is differ- 
ent from any that has ever been adopted in 
the consideration of the tariff, and I do not 
see that there is any necessity for it whatever. 
More than that, we cannot see what its exact 
effect would be. ‘These different subjects— 
iron, wool, cotton, &e.—embrace a great 
variety of different items; and it is not neces- 
sary, nor do I think it wise, for us to connect 
them allin one single and decisive vote, affirm- 
ative or negative. I trust the House will in 
the consideration of this bill adhere to the 
usage which has heretofore been followed in 
reference to other bills of the same character. 

Mr. DAWES. We do not propose to re- 
quire the House to vote upon the question as 
a whole, but only to permit this form of prop- 
osition to be in order so that a majority, if 
they choose, may adopt it. 

Mr. BANKS. We do not want it to be in 
order, because we do not want to vote in that 
way. 
Mr. DAWES. I want it to be in order, 
because l do want to vote in that way. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not see why we should 
depart in this case from the ordinary rule. 

Mr. COX. Iwish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. This bill contains, for instance, some 
seven pages of items with reference to iron. 
Now, after we have gone through those seven 
pages, and have undertaken by amendments 
to perfect them—after we have made a dozen 
or twenty or more amendments, could not the 


‘gentleman from Massachusetts, under this rule, 


| desire to do so. 


come in with a substitute proposing to sweep 
away all we had done? 

The SPEAKER. Of course. ‘ 

Mr. COX. And would that substitute be 
amendable ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Then we would not save any 
time. We only facilitate the bringing in of a 
log-rolling substitute, such a proposition as 
has been the very vice of our tariff legislation. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It would simply open 
the way for an attempt to make one subject 
carry through another. 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ought to withdraw the proposi- 
tion. Certainly two thirds of the House will 
not support it. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say one word in 
reply to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, ] who has 
spoken of my turning upon my bill with un- 
friendly motions. I would like to have him 
explain to the House whether in any motion 
or remark which [ have made or suggested in 
this House, I have departed from the clear 
understanding which was had in the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, Ido not know 
whether my colleague upon the committee 
desires me to betray the secrets of the com- 
mittee-room. I hope he does not; I have no 
But I want to say to him 
and to the House that I have no desire to 
deceive any one. 

Mr. DAWES. Nor have I. 

Mr. KERR. But I do not want to go into 
that question now, and therefore I preter not 
to answer the inquiry. J will simply say, in 
response to it, that in my judgment it would 
not be consistent with anything that transpired 
in the committee-room for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, pending the consideration of 
this bill in Committee of the Whole, to move 
under any circumstances to strike out the 
enacting clause and to substitute any bill of his 
own in lieu of our bill. That I think is a fair 
answer to my colleague’s question, an answer 
which I think covers the whole ground. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand it would not 
only be consistent with everything that trans- 
pired in committees but exacily in conformity 
with the understanding, in totidem verbis, for 
me to avail myself of any motion under the 
rules to offer a substitute for any particular 
subject-matter contained in the bill. 

Mr. BANKS. Allow me to say that the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
has power enough already, more power than 
any other member of the House; and Ido 
not see why we should by a blind vote give 
him additional power which does not appear 
to be necessary and the effect of which we do 
not comprehend. ; 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
proposition to the House, and I shall ask a 
vote of the House on it. The course the com- 
mittee will take after that will depend on the 
vote. I donot desire to discuss it any more ; 
I only desire of the House the privilege of 
offering a substitute for each of the paragraphs 
as they come up. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 65. 

Mr. DAWES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 65, nays 121, not voting 
54; as follows: 

Y£AS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Bingham, 
George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burchard, Benjamin 
F. Butler. Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Dawes, Don- 
nan, Duell, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles Fos- 
ter, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, Havens, Hawley, 
Hoar, Hooper, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lan- 
sing, Maynard, McCrary, Merriam. Monroe, Moore, 
Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck. Pendleton, 
Perce, Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Bilis H. 
Roberts, Rogers, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Shanks, 
Sheldon, John A. Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, 

ayder, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong, Turner, 
Nwichell, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, 
Wheeler, and Willard—63, 
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NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Beek, Beli, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Freeman 
Clarke, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Creely, 
Crileher, Crocker, Crossland. Davis, Dox, Duke, 
Dunneil, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, 
Wilder D. Foster, Getz. Golladay, Griffith, Halde- 
man, Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper, 
Jobn T. Harris, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Holman, Houghton, Kelley, Kerr, Killinger, King, 
Tamison, Marshall, McClelland, McCormick, Me- 
Grew, McHenry, Melntyre, McJunkin, McKinney, 
McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packard, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Platt, Price, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice. Widiam R 
Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sessions, 
Sherwood, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman 
Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stowell, 
St. John, Suiherland, Swann, Terry, Washington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Walls, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams 
of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young—121, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
Beveridge, Bigby, James G. Blair, Boles, Carroll, 
William T. Clark, Cobb, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, 
Du Bose, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Ham- 
bleton, Harmer, George E. Harris, Hill, Kendall, 
Kinsella, Leach, Lewis, Lowe, Lynch, Manson, Me~ 
Kee, Mitchell, Morey, Aaron F. Perry, Rii Perry, 
Porter, Potter, Randall, Ritchie. Rusk, Shel 


ella- 
barger, Shober, Shoemaker, R. Milton Specr, Sto- 


vens, Stevenson, Storm. Sypher, ‘faffe, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Waddell, Waldron, Warren, 
Wells, and Williams of New York—54, 


So (two thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative) the rules were not suspended. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FALL RIVER, 


Mr. TYNER. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of reporting from the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds and 
passing a bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing 
the construction of a public building at Fall 
River, in the State of Massachusetts. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase at private sale, or by condemnation in 
pursuance of the statute of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, a lot of ground in the city of Fall 
River, Massachusetts, suitable for a site for a 
publie building in said city for the accom- 
modation of a post office, custom-house, and 
other offices of the United States, and to erect 
a building thereon at a cost not exceeding, 
including the cost of the ground, the sum 
of $200,000; the plans for said building to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Postmaster General; provided that no 
money which may hereafter be appropriated 
for this purpose, shall be used or expended 
until a valid title to the ground shall be vested 
in the United States, and until the State of 
Massachusetts shall cede its jurisdiction over 
said site, and shall also duly release and re- 
linquish to the United States the right to tax 
or in any way assess said site, or the property 
of the United States that may be thereon dur- 
ing the time that the United States shall be or 
remain the owner thereof. 

; The House divided; and there were—ayes 


7, noes 10. 
The SPEAKER. No further count being 
demanded, the rules are suspended and the 
bill passed. 


ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION. 


Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 2683) to grant additional com- 
pensation to the marshal of the district of 
South Carolina, for a period of four months 
and ten days; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The bill was read. It provides thatso much 
of the third section of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate the fees and costs 
to be allowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys 
of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” as limits the 
personal compensation of marshals, over and 
above the necessary expenses of his office, and 
necessary clerk hire included, to a maximum 
sum. pet annum, shall be suspended and made 
inoperative. so far as the compensation of the 


his deputies, for the period from September 
21, 1872, to February 1, 1872, is limited and 
established thereby. And the bill authorizes 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department to allow to the said marshal and 
his deputies for the said period the gross amount 
of fees and costs taxable by law, notwithstand- 
ing such allowance would make the whole com- 
pensation received more than such maximum. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. f 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—-HARRIS VS. ROGERS. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire 
to report from the Committee of Elections a 
resolution for present consideration. I pre- 
sume there will be no objection to it. 

The Cierk read as follows: 


J. H. Harris, contestant, vs. S. H. Rogers, con- 
testee, fourth congressional district, North Carolina: 

Resolved, That the above-named contestant, J. H. 
Harris, be paid $1,500 out of the contingent fund of 
the House, in payment of his disbursements and 
expenses in the ubove-entitled case. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
TWO PER CENT. CLAIM OF OHIO, ELC. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the 
Commitiee on the Judiciary to ask that the 
committee be permitted to report after the 
morning hour on Tuesday or Wednesday of 
next week, on the two per cent. claim of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, which has been referred 
to the committee for consideration ; the report 
to be disposed of on the same day on which it 
ig made. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I will not 
agree to anything that will interfere with the 
consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I move that the 
rules be suspended to allow the Committee 
on the Judiciary to make this report after the 
morning hour of Tuesday of next week; the 
report to be considered on that day only. 


The question being taken, the rules were | 


suspended, (two thirds voting in favor thereof, ) 
and the order was made. 


BUSINESS OF MILITARY COMMITTEE. 


Mr. COBURN. I desire to make a request 
with regard to the business of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. We have a number of 
bills which we are ready to report, and which 
cannot be disposed of in the morning hours 
that will be allowed tous. I ask that there 
be sessions of the House on Tuesday night 
and Wednesday night of this week to receive 
reports from the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. F object. 

Mr. COBURN. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the order I have indi- 
cated be made. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to say that 
I would not object to allowing the morning 
hour to run until the committee shall have 
made its reports. But when we meet here 
each day as early as eleven o’clock, I do 
object to evening sessions besides. 

Mr. KILLINGER.. I object to debate. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I move that reports of 
the Committee on Commerce be included in 
the business to be considered on the evenings 
named. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not amendable. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
95, noes 27. So the rules were suspended, 
(two thirds having voted in favor thereof,) 
and the order was made. 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 
Mr. PERCE. I ask unanimous consent 
that there be a session of the House on Fri- 


day evening of next week, for the purpose 
of receiving reports from the Committee on 


marshal of the district of South Carolina, and || Education and Labor. 


Mr. BANKS. I hope that instead of fixing 
anight so far in advance, the gentleman will 
select some evening of this week. 

Mr. PERCE. I modify the proposition so 
as to assign Friday evening of this, instead of 
next week. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. Would it be 
in order to move that gentlemen who vote for 
an evening session shall be compelled to 
attend ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the © 
point made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooxs] is a very good one, considering 
what occurred when an evening session of the 
House was assigned to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the order I have indicated 
be made. 

Mr. COX. I would ask the gentleman what 
business the committee have to report? 

Mr. PERCE, We have several reports to 
make in regard to agricultural colleges, and 
we have various other bills to report which I 
cannot enumerate now. 

The question was put on Mr. Perce’ s motion; 


i! and there were—ayes 70, noes 57. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) ` 
the rules were not suspended. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTER OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. J am instructed | 
by the Committee of Claims to ask the House 
to assign some time at which it will hear the. 
business before the committee, and | suggest 
that Saturday, the 18th day of May, after the 
morning hour, be set apart for that business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest ` 
to the gentleman that as the House meets at- 
eleven o’clock, he had better fix the time at 
half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why uot 
take the whole day, being Saturday? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Then I will ask 
that Saturday, the 18th day of May, be devoted 
to hearing reports from the Committee of 
Claims. 

There was no objection; and the order was 
made. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT HURON. 


Mr. PLATT. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds to 
ask that the rules be suspended, and the bill 
(H. R. No. 2) making an appropriation for a 
public building to be used for a custom-house, 
post office, and bonded warehouse at Port 
Huron, in the State of Michigan, be passed. 

The bill was read. It provides that there 
be erected a Government building at Port 
Huron, Michigan, under the supervision and 
upon plans and specifications to be approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and which 
shall insure its construction for the sum of 
$200,000, provided that the State of Michigan 
shall cede to the United States jurisdiction 
over the ground to be occupied by said build- 
ing, and release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in any way ass +88 
said site or the property of the United States 
that may be thereon during the time that the 
United States shall be or remain the owners 
thereof. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 81; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the permission of 
the House to make a brief statement. 

Mr. COX. I object, unless we can debate 
the measure. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that three minutes be 
allowed me to explain this bill. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

No quorum having voted, tellers were or- 
dered ; and Mr. Parr and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 


ed—ayes 84, noes 38. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I call for the yea# : 


iand nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were— 
eas 98, nays 78, not voting 69; as follows: 


-YHAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beveridge, 
igby, Biggs. Bingham, Austin Béair, Boles, George 
. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burdett, Benjamin 
Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, 
oburn, Coghian,Conger,Crocker, Duell, Duke, Dun- 
ell, Hames, Elliott, Farwell, Finkeloburg, Charles 
oster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Golladay, Goodrich, 
Hale, Halsey, Harper, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hoar, Hooper, Kel- 
ey, Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, 
McCormick, McGrew, McJunkin, Mercur, Moore, 
‘Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley. Orr, Packard, 
acker, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
erce, Eli Perry, Platt, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Saw- 
er, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, H., Board- 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Steven- 
on, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, 
wann, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
'yner, Vaughan, Wakeman, Wallace, Wheeler, 
Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
nd John T, Wilson—98, 
 NAYS~Messrs, Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bird, Braxton, Bright, 


Young—73. 
NOL VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Barnum, Barry, 
G. Blair, Carroll, Cobb, Comingo, Crebs, 
Creely, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Du 
Bose, Ely, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Ham- 
leton, Hancock, Harmer, George B. Harris, Hays, 
erndon, Hill, Houghton, ing, Kinsella, Lansing, 
seach, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, Maynard, McKee, 
McKinney, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Aaron EF. 
Perry, Peters, Porter, Potter, Randali, Rusk, Sco- 
eld, Seeley, Shellabarger, Shober, Shoemaker, 
nyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
tevens, Storm, Stowell, Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Upson, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Waldron, Walls, Warren, Wells, and Williams of 
New Yorks—69, 
So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 


he rules were not suspended. 
ALLEGED QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WOOD. I rise to a question of priv- 
“dlege. ; 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will state it. 
Mr. WOOD. In the beginning of this ses- 
“sion I had the honor to be appointed by the 
Chair a member of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs of this House. I have attended 
-every meeting of that committee, and have 
endeavored to discharge my duty diligently, 
impartially, and faithfully. So far as iknow, 
‘L believe the committee have discharged their 
duty faithfully, correctly, and diligentiy. From 


the duties that are devolved upon it by the 
House, it is a non-partisan committee, in which 
“no questions of a party or political character 
have as yet ever arisen to disturb its proceed- 
ings and deliberations. 

On Friday last there was a meeting of that 
> committee called to convene at the State De- 
“partment at ten o’clock upon Saturday morn- 
ing. That meeting was called by the President 
of the United States, by notes sent to the Re- 
publican members of the committee, signed by 
General Babcock, his Secretary. I and my 
Democratic colleagues on that committee were 
+ excluded from its consultations and delibera- 
“-tions. We are bound to assume that the object 
of that exclusion was a discrimination against 
U8, an invasion of our rights as members of 

that committee, and of this House. I have 
z- risen, therefore, to protest against this inva- 

‘gion, and to call the attention of the House 
and of the country to the fact of this most 
x extraordinary procedure on the part of the 
Executive of the nation in thus debarring the 
© Representatives of the people from their rights 
< as members of this House, and of one of its 
z: standing committees. 

The SPEAKER. What ıs the question of 
privilege preseuted by the gentleman. 

“Mr, WOOD, The question of privilege I 


its composition, as well as from the nature of | 


present to the House is that by our exclusion 
from this meeting of the committee our rights 
have been invaded as members of the House, 


| as well as members of the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

Mr. BANKS. The suggestion presented by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
does not present a question of privilege; and 
if it were proposed as such I should be obliged 
to ask the judgment of the House upon the 
reception of it as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say that 
he sees nothing in the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York to present a question of 
privilege, unless it be held that the President 
of the United States has no right to consult, in 
a private way, any member of the House whom 
he may choose to invite to an interview. 

Mr. BANKS. In my judgment the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] is mistaken 
in regard to the fact in his statement. Ido 
not understand that there has been any ses- 
sion of the Committee on Foreign Affairs at 
the State Department, or anywhere else ex- 
cept in its own proper committee-room, the 
one assigned to it by the use of the House; 
and so far as I know there has been no meet- 
ing of that committee called by the President 
of the United States, or by General Babcock, 
or by any one else. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the honorable gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] permit 
me to ask him whether he, with the other Re- 
publican members of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, did not receive notes on Friday 
last from General Babcock to meet at the 
State Department on Saturday last? 

Mr. BANKS. I can say 

Mr. WOOD. I ask a question to which I 
want an answer, 

Mr. BANKS. Yes, you will have a decided 
answer. I was myself invited to meet the 
Secretary of State at the State Department. 

Mr. WOOD. By General Babcock; and 
that you met the President there, and that it 
was a meeting from which we were excluded? 

Mr. BANKS. There has been no meeting 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs anywhere 
except in its own committee-room. 

Mr. MORGAN. Were notyour Republican 
colleagues present at that meeting ? 

Mr. BANKS. That question they can an- 
swer for themselves. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Irise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please 
state it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 
it ig notin order in this way to inquire into the 
action of the President of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] desires a ruling, the 
Chair will say that he sees nothing in this mat- 
ter involving any question of the privileges of 
the House. 

Mr. WOOD. I have stated the facts, and 
the country must. determine. 

The SPEAKER. If the President of the 
United States chooses to invite any one to meet 
him at any place, the Chair sees nothing to 
prevent his doing so, so far as the rights and 
privileges of this House are concerned. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] has not correctly stated the 
facts. ‘There was no such meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs as he stated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 object to any further 
debate on this subject. 


DEBT OF WASHINGTON CITY, 


Mr. POLAND. I am instructed by the 
Committee for the District of Columbia to 
move to suspend the rules to take from the 
Speaker's table and pass the bill (S. No. 973) 
to fund certain liabilities of the city of Wash- 
ington existing June 1, 1871, and to limit the 
debt of and taxation in the District of Co- 
lumbia. The House passed some weeks ago 
a bill for this very purpose of funding the old 
debt of the city of Washington, The Senate, 


instead of passing our bill, have passed a Sen- 
ate bill very similar. They have limited the 
amount somewhat; that is the only change 
they have made in the bill, except putting on 
an additional section repealing one of the four 
million loan acts, to which repeal nobody ob- 
jects. I do not think it will be necessary to 
read the bill at length, unless some gentleman 
specially desires it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I desire to inquire of 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. Potanp] 
whether this bill proposes to fund the precise 
amount of indebtedness that was agreed upou 
by the House in the bill we passed ? 

Mr. POLAND. The bill which passed the 
House did not fix a limit as to the amount, 
The Senate have limited the amount. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I wish to inquire still 
further whether this bill does not cover a por- 
tion of the debt of the city of Washington 
which was not covered by our bill? I was 
looking at this bill just now, when the Clerk 
called for it in consequence of the motion of 
the gentleman from Vermont, and in it I 
discovered a reference to a deficiency in a 
trust-fund of some one or two hundred thou- 
sand dollars. I had not time to read the pro- 
vision through or to ascertain precisely what it 
meant. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. POLAND. The amount of the old debt 
is about two million dollars. The Senate, by 
their bill, have limited the amount of bonds 
to be issued to $1,150,000, which will create a - 
necessity for raising the money by taxation to 
pay the balance; but the city authorities pre- 
fer that, rather than to have the bill changed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is one other thing 
I discovered in my hasty and incomplete read- 
ing of the bill: that it proposes a limitation 
upon the taxing power of the District govern- 
ment. It provides that the taxation shall not 
exceed two per cent. annually. I wish to 
know whether that is a general provision, or 
whether it relates to this particular bill only. 
I suppose it to be a limitation upon the general 
power of taxation by the city government. 

Mr. POLAND. [Itis so; butthe city author- 
ities are willing that that provision shall remain. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The present rate of 
taxation, as I understand, is one and seven 
tenths per cent., instead of two per cent., as 
now proposed. 

Mr. POLAND. The city authorities state 
that their annual taxation will not exceed one 
and seven tenths per cent. Some other people 
claim that it will be very much more. The 
Senate has fixed a limit of two per cent., and 
the city authorities are willing that the limita- 
tion shall stand. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask that the bill 
be read. 

The bill was read. 

The first section authorizes the commis- 
sioners of the sinking fund of the District of 
Columbia, duly appointed under the laws of 
the District, to fund the liabilities of the city 
of Washington, consisting of the floating debts 
and trust funds found to be due on the 1st of 
June, 1871, not exceeding $1,150,000, by the 
auditing commission appointed to ascertain the 
amount of those liabilities, and reported by the 
commission to the Legislative Assembiy under 
date of November 8, 1871, and January 8, 1872; 
and for that purpose the commissioners are 
directed to issue registered or coupon bonds of 
the District of Columbia, in denominacions of 
fifty dollars, or any multiple of that sum, not 
to exceed the amount of those liabilities, bear- 
ing interest not to exceed six per cent. per 
annum, payable semi-annually in gold, and 
having a period to run not more than thirty 
years nor less than fifteen years. ‘he commis- 
sioners are authorized to negotiate the sale of 
the bonds at their discretion, at a rate of dis- 
count not to exceed three per cent. upon their 
par value, and with the proceeds thereof to pay, 
the liabilities of the city of Washington; and the 


3088 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 6, 


principal and interest of the bonds shall be 
made payable in the city of Washington, or 
in the city of New York. Such amount of 
the bonds or their proceeds as is necessary 
is to be applied and strictly held to make good 
the trust funds, on which there isa deficiency 
of $286,317 58. The holders of any of the 
floating debts shall have the privilege of con- 
verting the same, or any part thereof, at par, 
for an equal amount of the bonds proposed to 
be issued under this act. 

The second section empowers the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the District of Columbia to 
cause to be levied upon and collected from all 
taxable property of the city of Washington 
within its limits a tax, annually, which shall 
be sufficient to pay the interest upon the bonds 
provided for, and to create a sinking fund 
sufficient to retire them at maturity, the tax 
to be collected at the same time and in the 
same manner as general annual taxes are 
collected in the District; but the aggregate 
amount of taxes in any one year, excepting 
such additional assessments as may be made 
for improvements specially authorized by law, 
shall not exceed two per cent. onthe assessed 
cash valuation of property in the city. 

By the third section the collector of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is to pay over to the com- 
missioners, upon their requisition, being first 
certified by the auditor and the comptroller 
of said District, all the moneys collected by 
virtue of this act, with which moneys the com- 
missioners shall pay or cause to be paid the 
coupons or interest on the bonds issued by 
them under the provisions of the act; and the 
residue, as a sinking fund, the commissioners 
are to invest in the bonds issued by them, or 
in any bonds of the District of Columbia or 
of the late corporations of the cities of Wash- 
ington or Georgetown, and they are to cause 

”to be placed on record in the office of the 
register of the District a full and complete 
report of all their acts herein on or before the 
lst day of January of each year, and also to 
make a report of the same to the Leyisla- 
tive Assembly at the commencement of each 
regular session thereof. 

The fourth section provides that the bonds 
shall be issued in the name of the District of 
Columbia, and shall show that they are so 
issued in payment of the liabilities of the city 
of Washington, found to be due at the time 
and in the manner provided in the first section, 
and the bonds shall be signed by a majority 
of the commissioners and countersigned by the 

_ Tegister and the comptroller of the District ; 
and a proper register shall be kept in the office 
of the register of the District of the number, 
denomination, date of issue, and to whom 
issued. 

The fifth section disapproves and declares 
void so much of the uct passed at the late 
extra session of the Legislative Assembly of 
the District of Columbia, entitled “An act 
providing for the payment of the debts of the 
late corporation of Washington,” approved 
January 19, 1872, levying taxes on real and 
personal property in the city of Washington 
to pay the debt and the interest on the debt 
of the late corporation of Washington, as 
conflicts with the provisions of this act. 

The sixth section disapproves and declares 
void the act of the Legislative Assembly of 
the District of Columbia, approved Augast 
19, 1871, entitled An act authorizing the 
District of Columbia to create a debt for spe- 
cial improvements and repairs in said District 
by the issuing of four millions of bonds and 
levying a tax for the payment of the interest 
as it shall annually accrue thereon, and sub- 
mitting the act, with the question of the issu- 
ing of four millions of improvement bonds, to 
a vote of the people at a general election in 
said District ;"’ and also the act of the Legis- 

- lative Assembly, approved August 19, 1871, 
entitled “An act levying a tax for the pay- 
ment of the interest agit shall annually accrue 


‘On $4,000,000 of bonds authorized to be issued. 


by the District of Columbia to create a debt 
for special improvements and repairs in said 
District, by the issuing of four millions of 
bonds and levying a tax for the payment of 
the interest as it shall annually accrue thereon, 
and submitting the act, with the question of 
the issuing of four millions of improvement 
bonds, to a vote of the people at a general 
election in the said District,” and forbids the 
authorities of the District to issue any portion 
of the four millions of bonds named in those 
acts, and it approves, ratifies, and confirms the 
act of the Legislative Assembly, approved 
July 10, 1871, entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for improvements and repairs in the 
District of Columbia, and providing for the 
payment thereof.” 

The seventh section declares that the debt 
of the District of Columbia, including the 
debts of the late corporations, shall at no 
time exceed the sum of $10,009,000, unless 
an increase over that amount shall have been 
previously authorized by act of Congress. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not understand 
the bill is yet before the House. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on sus- 
pending the rules. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Vermont to a 
provision in the third section. It is provided 
the tax shall not exceed two per cent. except 
for local improvements as authorized by law. 
I understand that ‘‘ by law’’ to be the law of 
the Legislature of the District of Columbia— 
is it not so? 

Mr. POLAND. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. He did not listen closely to the 
reading of the bill. By law here when they 


improve a street they have the right to assess | 


a portion of the expense, not exceeding one 
third, on the property abutting. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the Clerk read 
that section again; it is short. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Thereis no need of that 
provision which the Senate has put in. The 
organic act has the same provision. The or- 
ganic act covers the whole ground of that sec- 
tion, and it is entirely unnecessary. I have that 
act before me, and if the Clerk will read the 
part I have marked, the gentleman from Hli- 
nois will see there is now already the same 
provision of law. The Senate by inadvert- 
ence or not recollecting the fact have reénacted 
this provision. I do not think it is any stronger 
by reénactment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the said Legislative 
Assembly shall not have the power to pass any ex 
post facto law, nor law impairing the obligation of 
contracts, nor to tax the property of the United 
States, nor to tax the Jands or other property of 
non-residents higher than the lands or other prop- 
erty of residents; nor shall lands or other property 
insaid District be liable to a higher tax in anyone 
year for all genera! objects, territorial and muni- 
cipal, than two dollars on every hundred dollars of 
the cash value thereof; but special taxes may be 
levied in particular sections, wards, or districts for 
their particular local improvements; nor shall said 
territorial government have power to borrow money 
or issue stock or bonds for any object whatever, 
unless specially authorized by an act of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, passed by a vote of two thirds of 
the entire number of tho members of each branch 
thereof, but said debt in no case to exceed five per 
cent. of the assessed value of the property of said 
District, unless authorized by a vote of the people 
as hereinafter [hereinbefore] provided. k 


„Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, this isa 
bill of great importance, involving property to 
millions of dollars. lt allows the running up 
of a debt of $10,000,000 and over. It seems 
to me it ought to be referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, which committee 
has this subject in charge. That committee 
has prepared a bill which I understand it is 
ready to report. Ishould be sorry to see this 
bill pass without consideration or discussion. 

Mr. POLAND. A bill like this was reported 
from the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and fully considered there and passed 
without objection in the House. This Senate 
bill was taken, in an informal way to be sure, 
by the same committee. They examined it 


carefully and approved it. This has been 
fully examined by the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and they recommend it. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The bill has not yet 
been printed, and is not yet before the House, 

The House divided; and there were—ayeg: 
83, noes 35; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Rooseverey 
and Mr. Povanp tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 102, noes 22. 

So (two thirds having voted in the afirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the bill 
passed. i 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, DAKOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of passing a bill (H. R. No. 
2685) to establish an additional land district < 
in the Territory of Dakota. Y 

The bill, which was read, provides, in the 
first section, that there be, and hereby is, estab- 
lished in the Territory of Dakota an additional 
land district, to be bounded and deseribed ag 
follows, and known as the Dakota land dis- 
trict, namely, beginning at a point on the 
north bank of the Missouri river, at the inter- 
section of the line between ranges fifty-twoand | 
fifty-three; thence north along said range line - 
to the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude; `. 
thence west along said parallel to the line þe- + 
tween ranges fifty-seven and fifty-eight; theuce 
south along said range line to the Missouri 
river; thence easterly along the north bank of 


said stream to the place of beginning. The +: 


second section provides that the land office 
for said district shall be located at Yankton, ©: 


the capital of said Territory, and the Pres © 


ident of the United States is hereby author- 
ized to appoint a register and a receiver for ` 
said land office, who shall receive the same 
salary and be governed by the same regula- 
tions as are provided by law for the registers _ 
and the receivers of the other land offices in `, 
said Territory. . 

The question being taken, the rules were 
suspended, (two thirds having voted in favor 
thereof,) and the bill was passed. 


HAWAIIAN BARK FLORENCE, : 
Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous con- 


sent that the Committee on Commerce be dis- `: 


charged from the further consideration of the « 
bill (H. R. No. 2098) to grant an American 
register to the Hawaiian bark Florence, and 
that the same be now put upon its passage. 
The bill wasread. it authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an Ameri- 
can register to the American-built Hawaiian 
bark Florence, wrecked in the waters of the 


- United States, purchased and repaired and 


now owned by citizens of San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia; provided that it shall be proved to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that the repairs put upon said vessel were 
equal to three fourths of the cost of said vessel 
when so repaired. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Has this bill received 
the approval of the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. The Commit- 
tee on Commerce have considered the bill and 
recommend its passage. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Why does the case not 
come under the general law? 

Mr. SARGENT. Because thisisan Amer _ 
ican-built bark, It was built for the Hawaiiao 
people. It was wrecked on the coast of Cali- 
fornia, was purchased by American citizens, 
and repairs were made upon it, and the only 
objection to its registry was that it was origi: 
ally built in our own ship-yards instead of 
being built abroad. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid. 
on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 


Mr. PERCE. I desire to renew the request 
hat an evening session be assigned for the con- 
ideration of reports from the Committee on 
ducation and Labor. Iask that Friday even- 
ng of next week be assigned for that purpose. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. This is a 
yery important committee, and I must object to 
he gentleman's request. 
‘Mr. PERCE. Then I move that the rules 
e suspended, and that the order be made. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Wasnot that 
motion made once to-day already? 
“The SPEAKER. It was not made with 
eference to the particular evening which the 
entleman has now named. 
The question being taken on suspending the 
rules, there were—ayes 68, noes 54. 
-So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 


COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. MOORE. I desire to ask the House to 
‘assign the evenings of Wednesday and Thursday 
of this week to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
“sions, to allow them to report a general bill in 
teference to pensions, 
TheSPEAKER. The evenings of Tuesday 
and Wednesday have already been assigned to 
the business of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
„Mr. MOORE. Thursday and Friday evenings 
of this week will suit our committee if they will 
-Buit the House. I desire to say that this bill has 
“been thoroughly matured, with the aid of the 
ension Bureau, and that it is regarded there 
s exceedingly urgent in view of the many 
frauds which have been perpetrated, and in 
view of the very important amendments which 
are necessary to be made. I think every 
‘member of the House is in favor of the bill, 
and I believe it would elicit very little discus- 
ion. ‘The members of the House have made 
emselyes acquainted with its provisions, and 
‘I think that generally throughout the House 
there is a disposition to put the bill on its 
assage. Iask the House to grant the privi- 
“lege to the committee of having this bill re- 
ported and considered on ‘Thursday and Fri- 
day evenings of this week. 

The SPEAKER. Suppose the bill passes 
the first evening? 

Mr. MOORE. Then some other committee 
can have the floor. I think we can pass the 
bill in one evening. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Ido not see any neces- 
sity for meeting here at night to pass these 
“bills. Gentlemen do not attend at the night 
sessions. This merely gives an opportunity 
to get bills through without consideration. 
We have already devoted two evenings of this 
week to business, and the gentleman from 
“Iinois now proposes that two other evenings 

shall be assigned to this committee. 1 hope 
the gentleman will not insist on having any 
more evening sessions. 
. Mr. MOORE. [Itis very important that this 
bill should go to the Senate early, and, as there 
is so little chance of the committee getting a 
day to report it, its members are generally 
anxious that there should be one or more 
evening sessions for its consideration. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I have no doubt that 
all the members of the House are anxious that 
the bill should be brought forward for consid- 
eration. But let it be brought forward in the 
day-time, and not at night, when there is never 
a quorum here; and no proper consideration 
can be given to a bill, when the gaslight is 
scorching your brain. You accomplish no 
good by these evening sessions. 

- Mr. MOORE. I would be very glad to have 

a day assigned for the consideration of this 
bill after the morning hour. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. That would be the 
-better time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think if my col- 

league would ask for a morning hour the 
House will assent to it. 
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Mr. MOORE. I would be glad to have a 
morning hour for it, but I do not think there 
wiil be any serious obfection to the bill. It has 
been generally conned over and studied by 
members, and I believe it meets general 
approval, so faras I can learn. I move, there- 
fore, that the rules be suspended and that 
Thursday and Friday nights be assigned for 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why does not the 
gentleman then move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill now? f 

Mr. MOORE. I think it will receive all 
the attention that is necessary, and I think if 
we take it up Thursday night we can put it 
through. There is nothing in it changing the 
material features of the pension laws. 

The question was put upon Mr. Moorsg’s 
motion; and there were—ayes 84, noes 40. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the motion was 
agreed to, 


RAILROAD COMPANIES IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2684) to provide 
for the creation and regulation of railroad 
companies in the Territories of the United 
States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE AND USE OF BILLS AS CURRENCY. 


On motion of Mr. HOOPER, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
589) to prohibit the issue and use of notes or 
bills as currency in certain cases was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first’ and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, not to be brought 
back by a motion to reconsider. 


ADMISSION OF DESERET. 


Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, 
presented the memorial of three thousand 
citizens of Utah, protesting against the ad- 
mission of the State of Deseret into the Union, 
with accompanying affidavits; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMNESTY. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield now to 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Youne. ] 

Mr. YOUNG. Iask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 
iminediate passage of a bill for the restoration of all 
persons who labor under restrictions imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of citizens of the United States would 
promote the peace, happiness, and prosperity of this 
whole country. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I object to that. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The under- 
standing was that the motion to suspend the 
rules was not to be made. 

Mr. YOUNG. The understanding was that 
if such a motion were made the yeas and nays 
should not be called upon it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
for a motion to suspend the rules. 

I yield fora moment to my colleague from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bearry.] 


REPORT ON GEOLOGICAL EXPLORATION, 


Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, submitted a report, in writing, in re- 
lation to the cost of printing Clarence King’s 
repork on the geological exploration of the 
fortieth parallel; which was ordered to be 
printed. à 

DRAWBACK UPON EXPORTED FIRE-ARMS. 


Mr. MERRIAM, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2686) to allowa draw- 
back upon exported fire-arms, plows, shovels, 
&c., made of imported steel, when the stock 
and handles are made of American-grown 
wood; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2687) relating 
to the courts and judicial proceedings in the 
Territories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIUS &. WIGMORE. 


Mr. PACKARD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2688) granting a 
pension to Julius S. Wigmore; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN ARIZONA, 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona, by unan- 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2689) creating an additional land district in 
the Territory of Arizona; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PURCHASE OF ARMS BY WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. ACKER, in conformity with leave here- 
tofore granted, submitted a minority report 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department, on the subject of the sale of 
arms ; which was ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, Senate bill 964, to amend an act en- 
titled “ An act to amend the fifth section ofan _ 
act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
furnish colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, 
so as to extend the time within which the pro- 
visions of said act shall be accepted and such 
colleges established, ” approved July 23, 1860. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 object. 


POTTAWATOMIES AND SHAWNBES. 


Mr. BOLES. Task unanimous consent that 
the House agree to the request of the Senate 
for a committee of conference upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two House upon House 
amendment to Senate bill No. 988, to provide 
homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. L object, 
and rise to a privileged motion, and move tbat 
the House now proceed to the consideration 
of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now 
inorder. All this business is proceeding by 
unanimous consent, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] holding the floor upon the 
Senate amendment to the deficiency appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. How long can 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD ] hold 
the floor in this way ? 

The SPEAKER. As long as other business 
can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Then I object to 
any further business by unanimous consent, 
and call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] will proceed or surrender the floor, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BibL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to whom had been 
referred the Senate amendment to House bill 
No. 1654, making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1872, and tor former years, and for 
other purposes, reported the same back with 
a report recommending concurrence in some 
and non-concurrence in others of the Senate 
amendments, 
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Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the House proceed to con- 
sider these amendments in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole, under the five- 
minutes rule. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest that 
as the amendments are read the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, for 
concurrence or non-coneurrence, be consid- 
ered as agreed to, unless objection be made. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done by 
unanimous consent. 

No objection wasmade; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would also 
suggest that the House first proceed to con- 
sider those amendments of the Senate in 
which the Committee on Appropriations rec- 
ommend concurrence, and then the amend- 
ments in which the committee recommend 
non-concurrence. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Amendments Nos, 4 and 5 were severally 
concurred in. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It is impos- 
sible to follow the Clerk intelligibly upon these 
amendments. { think it would be better to 
consider the amendments in their order in 

. the printed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not per- 
mit the printed bill and amendments to be 
used by the Clerk, because, as will be remem- 
bered by the House, there was some difficulty 
in reference to the legislative appropriation 
bill by pursuing that course. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iithivk it would be 
beiter to consider the amendments iu their 
order. 

The SPEAKER. That course will be fol- 
lowed. 

The first amendment of the Senate was to 
strike out the word “hereafter,” in the fol- 
lowing paragraph: 

For cartage for the House of Representatives, 
$3,000; and constructive curtage shall not hereafter 


bo paid for, but all articles delivered on the trip 
shall be paid for as one load. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
an amendinentat this point, though 1 am some- 
what in doubt whether it be strictly in order. 
The committee have instructed me to move a 
concurrence in this amendment of the Senate, 
with an amendment to add to this paragraph 
the following: “and for a deficiency in the 
appropriation for folding documents, including 
pay of folders and material therefor, $30,110. ”’ 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There is a 
presidential election approaching, when there 
will be a vast deal of folding done; but that 
is for the next fiscal year. Now I would like 
to ask why there happens to be a deficiency 
in the present fiscal year, when there has been 
no presidential election ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The amount 
appropriated for this purpose for the current 
fiscal year, as compared with former years, is 
exactly. the same as this would make it, less 
$5,000. Last year a deficiency of $25,000 
was voted on the bill corresponding to this. 
This year we have the same sum that we had 
last year before the deficiency was voted. We 
now propose to put on a deficiency $5,000 
larger than the deficiency of last year. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I think we 
shouid stop when these appropriations ruu 
out, whether it be for folding or anything else. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and the ameudment, as amended, 
was concurred in. 

The second amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: i 

Strike out the word “ private” before the word 
“clerk,” in the fourth paragraph of the bill; so that 
the paragraph shall read as follows: 

That the Speaker is hereby authorized to employ 
aclerk at a salary of $1,800 per annum, and no ap- 


pointment on the Doorkeeper’s rolls shall be made 
to take the place of the person hitherto detailed as 
clerk to the Speaker, and frgm March 1 to the close 
of this fiscal year, $600 is hereby appropriated for his 
salary. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend non-concurrence in 
this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The commit- 
tee were not aware whether there was any 
necessity for this amendment of the Senate or 
not. We have reports in favor of non-concur- 
rence because we knew of no necessity for the 
amendment. It ig a mattersomewhat personal 
to the Speaker, and we would be willing to 
leave the matter entirely to him. In the 
absence of any suggestion from him we have 
recommended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concnrred in. 


The fifth amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the paragraph headed ‘foreign inter- 
course,” the following: 

And in settling the accounts of Jobn P. Hale, late 
minister to Spain, the accounting oflicers of the 
Treasury shall allow him salary to the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1870, at which time his health was so far rc- 
stored as to be able to travel, and the sum necessary 
to pay the same is hereby appropriated. And the 
Secretary of State is hereby authorized to allow the 
payment of such sums asthe President shall approve 
to the consuls of the United States at Algiers, Bou- 
Jogne, Lyons, Marseilles, Nantes, Nice, and Rheims, 
as compensation for extraordinary services during 
the late war in Europe: Provided, That the total 
sum so expended shalt not exceed the unexpended 
balance of the amount appropriated by the fourth 
and fifth paragraphs of the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
Iia and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 

71, 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend non-concurrence in 
this amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I desire to 
say that I do not think any legislative pro- 
vision was ever more ingeniously contrived 
than this to realize the remark of Talleyrand, 
that language should be used to conceal 
thought. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For that among 
other reasons we have recommended: non- 
currence, 

‘The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The sixth amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert the following additional paragraphs: 

To defray the extraordinary expenses of the 
American minister to the Kingdom of Italy ocea- 
sioned by the removal of its capital from Turin to 
Florence and from Florence to Rome, $6,000. 

‘To enable Robert C. Schenck, minister to Great 
Britain, to pay his private amanuensis, as provided 
by joint resolution approved January 11, 1871, from 
the date of the approval of said joint resolution to 
July 1, 1871, $1,180. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appro- 
priations, in their report, have recommended 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. SARGENT. With theconsent ofthecom- 
mittee, I move to concur in the amendment with 
an amendment adding the following: 


For repairs to the consular building in Tangier, 
$3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
State, to be available until the end of the next fiscal 
year, i 


I bave here a letter, not lengthy, from the 
Secretary of State, showing the necessity for 
this amendment. Iask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 24, 1872. 

Sir: With a letter to you of the 8th of February 
last, this Department transmitted the original of a 
dispatch from Felix A. Mathews, esq.. consul of the 
United States at Tangicor, setting forth the dilapi- 
dated condition of the consular building there, which 
is the property of the United States. In that letter 
an appropriation of $3,000 was requested toward 
repairing the edifice. As afurther proof of the neces- 
sity for the appropriation, I take the liberty to in- 
close a copy of a note to me from Hon. E. D. Mor- 
gan, of New York. and of the one addressed to 
him by Mr. 0. H, Paimer, to which it refers. As 
the appropriation has not been made, the request for 
it is renewed. It is hoped, also, that you will not 
cits the request for the return of Mr. Mathews’s 

ispateh. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

HAMILTON FISH. 

Hon. Cornetius CoLE, Chairman of the Committee 

on Appropriations, Senate. 


|| building is ina very dilapidated condition. 


Mr. COX. I have no special objection to 
this amendment; but I do not believe there ig 


i| commerce enough at any of these ports upon 


the Mediterranean to pay for repairing this 
building. i 

Mr. SARGENT. The United States main- 
tains a consulaie at Tangier, and the consular 
It 
is necessary it should be repaired, because 
there is no building that can be rented for the 
purpose. The building, as shown by paperg 
on file in the State Department, is getting to 
be entirely uninhabitable. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I understood that 
the committee recommended non-concurrence 
in the amendment 

Mr. SARGENT. We have changed our 
recommendation, and now recommend con- 
currence with the amendment I have pro- 
posed. 

Mr. COX. I do not believe there is any 
commerce there to justify this expense. [ 
think we should make money by letting the 
building go to pieces. 

Mr. SARGENT. That might be well enough 
if the consulate be discontinued. 

Mr. COX. I think it would be wise to dis- 
continue it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The letter from | 
the Secretary of State, which has been read, : 
came here since the committee acted on this 
question, and upon consultation here in the 
House we have decided to recommend the 
amendment which the gentleman from Cali 
fornia [Mr. Sarcenr] has offered. 

Mr. HALE. There isan amendment which 
should be made in the first paragraph of the 
Senate amendment. According to the papers 
before the committee the amount should be 
$3,000, instead of $6,000. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment will be 
made if there be no objection. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I think that the first 
paragraph of the Senate amendment needs 
more explanation than has been given. The 
expense of removing the office of the United 
States minister from Florence to Rome musi - 
have been very slight, for the distance, as gen ` 
tlemen are aware, is very short. Icannotcon 
ceive howso large an expense could have beer 
incurred in the removal. i 

Mr. HALE. It is for rent ag well as fot 
expenses of removal. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. So far as the lega 
tion at Florence is concerned, I think tbat if i 
were abolished the loss to the United State: 
would be small. I went to the office of that 
legation on one occasion to have my passport 
viséd, and I found the office in charge of an 
official belonging to the English legation, the 
American representative being absent from hir 
post. Probably things are better there now 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In answer t 
the gentleman, I will say that in 1867 I ob- 
tained a passport at that legation, and I thought 
the work well done. I send to the Clerk’: 
desk to be read a letter from the Secretary of 
State showing the necessity for tuis appro 
priation. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, March 8, 1872. 

Syr: I return herewith the memorandum of Mr 
George P. Marsh, which accompanied your note ol 
the 7th instant. ; 

In answer to your request for information on the 
subject of the memorandum, I believe that the state 
ments of Mr. Marsh in the inclosed paper are correct 

Mr. Marsh was appointed envoy extraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Italy on the 20th 
March, 1861, and shortly after repaired to the seat 
of government, which then was at Turin. The trans- 
fer of the seat of government in 1865 from Turin to 
Florence invoived the necessity of the removal 0 
the diplomatie corps from the former to the latter 
city, and Mr. Marsh was obliged to break up his 6s- 
tablishment in Turin, and at heavy expense remove 
to Florence, where the establishment of the cour 
at once enhanced the cost of living, and the zen 
of houses, and Mr. Marsh was obliged to make it 
engagements under the largely advanced scale © 
expenditure which became prevalent in Florence. 

Again, within arecent period, the Italian capital 
has once more been removed, this time from lone 
ence to Rome, and Mr. Marsh has again been su 
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ected to the expense of an involuntary removal, 
‘and to the increase of rents which took place at 
“Rome on its becoming once more the seat of the 
talian Government, and he again finds himself 
with engagements which prudence seemed to dictate 
as necessary at Florence, of which he cannot be re- 

ieved except at a large loss, by reason of the dimin- 
‘ished value of rents, &c., since the royal court has 
yemoved from that city. . 

<< It seems but equitable that Mr, Marsh should be 
yelieved of the heavy burden thus twice thrown 
upon him by the removal of the seat of government 
eof the country to which he is accredited. 

The sum of $3,000, which he estimates for the ex- 
pense and loss attendant on the removal from Turin 
to Florence, would seem to be reasonable, and may 
I think be taken as a proper measure of indemnifi- 
eation for the late removal from Florence to Rome. 

Lreturn herewith the memorandum of Mr. Marsh 
: and the draft of asuggested amendment to the con- 

sular and diplomatic appropriation bill which ac- 
companied your letter, 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
vs HAMILTON FISH. 
1 Hon. SIMON CAMERON, Chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, Senate. 


Inclosures. 
Memorandum of George P. Marsh, and the draft 


=: of a suggested amendment to the consular and dip- 


lomatic appropriation bill. 

-` Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask for a vote 
first on the motion striking out ‘‘ $6,000” and 
inserting ‘‘ $3,000.” 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope that 
will be agreed to; and I congratulate the 
House that after three successive struggles in 
.. three successive Congresses we have a minis- 
ter at Rome at last. [Laughter.]} 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now ask a 
<; yote on the amendment of the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. Sancen. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was concurred in. 

The Clerk read the tenth amendment of the 
. Senate, as follows: 

Add: 
For compensation to the president and members 
of the council of the District of Columbia, for the 
: gon commencing on the 8th of November, 1871, 


Mr. AMBLER. I desire to inquire of the 

chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 

- whether the law establishing the territorial 
‘government here required that we should pay 
these expenses? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
stood, that the law requires it. 

Mr. AMBLER. Unless the law requires it I 
hope the amendment will not be concurred in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommend concur- 
rence in this amendment. I will agree with 
my honorable colleague that unless the or- 
ganie act of this District required the payment 
of these expenses by the United States that 
amendment should not be concurred in; but it 
does require it, and these officers are appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. COX. Did the gentleman from Ohio 
say these are our officers whom the President 
appoints ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have said that 
the organic law of this District requires that 
we should pay these expenses, and therefore 
the Committee on Appropriations recommend 
concurrence. 

Mr. COX. I did not vote forit. It is a 
funny law, and Iam against it, and think we 
ought to repeal it. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read the eleventh amendment of 
the Senate, as follows; 

Add: 

Yor printing and binding house and council jour- 


nals of the filth session of the Legislative Assembly 
of Montana Territory, $2,400, 


` 


For compensation of members of the fifth Legis- 
lature of Montana Territory, $847. 
cMr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommend concur- 
rence in that amendment, with an amendment 
striking out ‘“‘ forty-seven” and inserting ‘‘ sev- 
enteen.’ : 
The amendment was agreed to; and the Sen- 


It is so under- 


< ateamendment, as amended, was concurred in. |} dropped out, the increase having been pro- |i 


The Clerk read the twenty-fourth amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

Add: , ; 

For rearranging the heating apparatus of the 
Treasury building, according to plans to be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, $19,840. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommend concurrence in 
that amendment, with an amendment to add 
these words: 

Which shall be avail 
ene shall bo ay able to the close of the year 

This amendment is necessary to make it run 
over to the next year. 

Mr. COX. I suppose it will be expended 
before the presidential election. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The end of the 
present fiscal year is near at hand, and this is 
for the purpose of extending it over to the 
next year. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
Senate amendment, as amended, was then con- 
curred in. 


The Clerk read the twenty-sixth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

Strike out these words: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to pay to the Second Comp- 
trolleradditional compensation to equalize his salary 
with that of the First Comptroller: Provided, That 
with such additional compensation the appropria- 
tion for the Second Comptroller’s office for the pres- 
ent fiscal year shall not be exceeded. 

And in lieu thereof insert as follows: 

That the salary of the Second Comptroller of the 
Pr a shall, after the 30th day of June, 1871, be 

55,000. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommend concurrence 
in that amendment of the Senate with an 
amendment as follows: strike out the words 
which the Senate propose to insert, ‘The 
effect of it will be to strike out the whole 
thing. 

Ir, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. What 
is the difference? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say, in 
reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
that in the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill the Senate agreed to raise 
the salary of the Second Comptroller to 
$4,000. While that was pending, and before 
our action, this bill had an amendment put on 
in the House raising the salary of the Second 
Comptroller for the past year, so as to equal- 
ize his salary to that of the First Comptroller. 
The two Houses have agreed to make the 
salary of the Second Comptroller $4,000, and 
therefore the committee recommend non-con- 
currence in this amendment. Now, the com- 


“mittee is desirous of dropping the whole sub- 


ject out of this bill, for the reason that it is 
provided for in the bill which became law last 
Friday. We therefore recommend concur- 
rence in the striking out of the House para- 
graph, and recommend non-concurrence in 
the words the Senate have put in its place. 
The result will be that there will be no legis- 
lation at all. After having legislated on the 
subject in the other bill, we do not want ex- 
ceptionally to go back and raise one man’s 
salary for the past. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Have I 
the right to the floor for five minutes on this 
subject? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield to 
the gentleman in a few moments, alter f get 
through. After a full discussion between the 
two Houses on the subject of salaries, it was 
concluded that the salaries of three executive 
officers should be raised: those of the Second 
Comptroller, the Auditor of the Treasury, and 
the supervising architect. It was agreed that 
their salaries should be put up to $4,000 apiece, 
to begin with the beginning of the next fiscal 
year; that is, July 1, 1872. Before that was 
done this legislation was put in the present 
bill. But the commiitee thought that it was 
subsequently done by the legislative appropri- 
ation bill, superseding what is here proposed. 
We therefore ask that this paragraph be 


vided for in the other bill. If the Honse 
wishes now, after having raised the Second 
Comptroller’s salary to $4,000, to pass a bill 
a week later raising it to $5,000, the House 
can do so, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
conceive that to be a valid objection to what 
is here proposed. . I will state to the House 
what is the exact position of this matter. This 
deficiency bill was considered by the Senate 
after the legislative bill, and what we have 
here is the judgment, the last judgment of the 
Senate. : 

The Second Comptroller had had his salary 
kept back, under some idea that being called 
the Second Comptroller he was not equal in 
position to the First Comptroller; that there 
was somethiag between them like the relation 
of master and subordinate, or rather, perhaps, 
captain and lieutenant; whereas the fact is _ 
that the Second Comptroller deals with treble 
the amount the First Comptroller does. 

When the salary of the First Comptroller 
was raised, I remember a gentleman getting 
up in this House and saying that the Second 
Comptroller should not have his raised also, 
because he was subordinate. He did not 
really know anything about it. Now, here 
the House deliberately after debate raised 
the salary of the Second Comptroller to an 
equality with that of the First Comptroller ; 
and the committee now, without instruction 
from the House, and without any diverse legis- 
lation from the Senate, have of their own 
motion struck it out. Is that right? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have been 
instructed by the House the other way. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Not at 
all. The instruction of the House was that 
the salary should be $4,000. We took what 
we could get; but the committee, by their 
present recommendation, would put the salary 
of this officer at $3,000. They would leave 
him where he is at $3,000 for the past year, 
when the Senate have put it up to $5,000, 
while the House wanted to put it up to $5.000 
in ove bill and $4,000 in another bill. ‘That 
was the instruction of the House, but the com- , 
mittee have chosen to go their own way,” 
Therefore I do notthink, after the House and 
the Senate have both concurred, only one in 
one form and another in another form in the 
proposition, that the committee ought to rec- 
ommend non-concarrence; for the amend- 
ment of the Senate is only changed in respect 
of the language in which it is expressed. 

The question being taken on concurring in 
the recommendation of the committee to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment striking out and 
to concur in the Senate substitute, it was 
agreed to—ayes 89, noes 34. 

The Clerk read the thirty-eighth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

Insert after line five hundred and forty-two the 
following: aay ae 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation, nor 
any appropriation ‘for the several Departinents of 
the Government, shall be expended for telegraph- 
ing between said Departments and their officers or 
agents, except at rates first to be established by. the 
Postmaster General, under section two of chapter 
two hundred and thirty of the statutes of 1866, when 
over lines subject thereto. t 


The committee recommend concurrence in 
the above amendment of the Senate, with the 
following amendment: 


Substitute in lieu of the Senate amendment the 
following: A on 

Provided, That no part of thisa ppropriation, nor 
ofany appropriation for the several Departments of 
the Government, shall be paid to any telegraphic 
company which shali neglect or refuse to transmit 
telegraphic communications between such Depart- 
ments, their officers, agents, or employés, under the 
provisions of the second section of chapter two hun- 
dred and thirty of the statutes of the United States 
for the year 1866, abd at rates of compensation therc- 
for to be established by the Postmaster General. 

Mr. BROOKS of New York. We have not 
time to look into these statutes,and I hope 
the gentleman will explain what this amend- 
ment means. 


Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will state that 
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in 1860 a general law was passed granting 
certain rights and privileges important in their 
character to the telegraph companies then in 
existence, or that mightthereafter be organized. 
They were permitted to go over or under the 
navigable rivers of the country, to go along all 
the post roads of the country, and all railroads 
established as post roads. They were permitted 
to cut the poles to establish their lines from 
the public lands, and to have forty acres once 
in every fifty miles out of the unsold public 
lands for the purpose of establishing telegraph 
stations. In return for this any company that 
should file its acceptance of the terms was 
required by the statute thereafter to give 
priority to Government business in telegraph- 
ing, and to do all business for the Govern- 
ment on terms to be fixed by the Postmaster 
General. 

_ Thus far the work has gone on without 
trouble; but within the last few months a dif- 
ficulty has arisen between the Western Union 
Telegraph Company and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral and signal service officer. The company 
deny the right of the Government to require 
the work to be one for the signal service under 
the law of 1866. They stated they were will- 
ing to make a contract, but that the Post- 
master General had no right to interfere. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Has the 
contract originally made with the company 
expired? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly it 
has; but the Postmaster General considers it 
his right and duty under the law to fix the 
rates year by year. He did it for the current 

ear, but has not done it for the year to come. 

ow, the telegraph company gave notice to 
the Committee on Appropriations a short time 
since that they did not intend to submit to the 
rates fixed by the Postmaster General—that 
they did not consider the law binding on it for 
this service. They had a hearing for two and 
a half months before the committee. The 
Postmaster General, the signal officer, and an 
attorney designated by the Attorney General 
were before us, and had a very full hearing; as 
the result of which the committee have prepared 
a report, which I shall present in a few days 
and ask to have printed for the information 
of members; and the result of that report is 
the proviso which we believe is the law, and it 
simply provides that the money hereafter 
appropriated shall be devoted to no company 
that does not comply with the law. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, if I 
understand the matter with regard to this con- 
troversy between the telegraph companies and 
the officers of the Government in reference to 
the business of the signal service, it seems to 
me about this: that the signal officer requires 
a monopoly of certain circuits upon the tele- 
graph for the purpose of transmitting his views, 
storm signals, &¢., to and from Washington; 
that this frequently involves a suspension for 
the time being, and sometimes for a consider- 
able time, of all telegraphic business, commer- 
cial and otherwise, in the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no; only 
on a single wire. . 

_Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir; on certain 
circuits. Ido not remember precisely where 
the several circuits are. I know there was one 
established from the Rocky mountains to Chi- 
cago, and everything intervening between those 
two points, and all the stations between those 
points, are employed for the time being by the 
signal officers, and it involves an entire sus- 
pension of the telegraphic business of the 
country for the time being. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is true that 
_the Western Union Company objected to the 
* method of doing business that it required to 

some extent eertain of the wires of their 

company to the Government. They also 
thought that the rates of payment fixed by the 


Postmaster General are not high enough; but 
it is also said that unless the observations are | 


| 


taken by the signal officers at the same time 
a large part of their value is lost. It is a mat- 
ter that must of course be determined by the 
Government, and cannot be determined by 
any corporation whatever; moreover, the law 
gives the Government the right of priority over 
all other business. That right of priority the 
Government cannot surrender under any cir- 
cumstances. In time of war, when the life of 
the nation is in danger, the company would 
then be allowed to determine whether a dis- 
patch of the Government should be sent off in 
one hour’s time or in five. The Government 
could not tolerate any such construction of the 
statute. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But does the gen- 
tleman propose that under the provisions of 
the statute of 1866 the Government by estab- 
lishing new service, like the signal service, 
may take entire possession of the telegraph 
wires from time to time and occupy them for 
hours? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no; I do 
not mean that at all. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
doubt, in war time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no 
doubt that the signal service, in the way it is 
now organized, with a cipher which reduces 
sixty or seventy words into ten, is a service 
which is more expensive, and that the Gov- 
ernment should pay more for it than for ordin- 
ary dispatches. As a matter of course it is 
to be presumed that the Government of the 
United States willdeal justly by corporations 
as by individuals. I should expect that the 
Postmaster General another year, in view of 
the increased service, and of the new cypher 
now employed, would allow higher rates than 
are now paid. I wish todo nothing end to 
suggest nothing that will wrong this corpora- 
tion or any other. I hope the House will 
concur in the amendment with the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on A ppropri- 
ations. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 
was concurred in. 


The fortieth amendment of the Senate was 

to the following clauses: 
Naval establishment: 

Marine corps: For rent of quarters for officers, 
where there are no public quarters, $1,539 18. 

For forage for horses belonging to field and staff 
officers of the marines, $1,447 34. 

For indispensable miscellaneous articles for the 
use of the marine barracks at Brooklyn, New York, 
and for other posts, $731 60. 

The amendment was to add the following: 

This item and the two preceding items are for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871. 

For hire of officers’ quarters where there are no 
public quarters, $8,354. 
gc forage for horses for field and staff officers, 


For pay account for per diem to marine band, $1,500. 
This item and the two preceding items are for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended concurrence. 

Mr, COX. I object to this amendment, as 
I have already objected several times to appro- 
priations of the Marine corps. I notice that 
this amendment is not so objectionable as it 
might be, ‘‘for pay account for per diem to 
marine band, $1,500.’? That band plays most 
of its music at the White House. I wouldlike 
to have an amendment made to it, that when 
the Secretary of State approaches the White 
House to attend a Cabinet meeting or levee 
there the band shall play ‘‘Brittania rules the 
waves;’’ that would be so appropriate to the 
present condition of our diplomacy. More- 
over the committee has been wise in limiting 
the appropriation for this marine band to the 
year ending June 30, 1872. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? - 

Mr. COX. Not just now. I was about to 
say this for the information of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar:] there will 


We could do it, no 


President, for he is a plain man and does not 
want expensive music. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Is not this ‘the 
band that played immediately after the gentle- 
man’s speech the other night, and to which 
we all listened with much pleasure? 

Mr. COX. I cannot remember what speech 
that was, I have made so many speeches and 
have been so often serenaded for them. 
{Laughter.] I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,]} 
and the other gentlemen who are so anxious 
to have music to keep up their spirits about 
the time the fall election comes on, that we 
should dispense with this band after the next 
election, because after that time, as I have 
said, it is likely we will not need it, for a 
plain man and an unmilitary man may be in 
the White House. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


The forty-first amendment of the Senate 
was to strike out $25,000”? and insert ‘‘ $20,- 
000 ” in the following paragraph: 

For completion of the survey of a route for aship- 
canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, by 
the routes of Tehuantepec and Nicaragua, with re- 
ports upon the same, $25,000. 

The committee recommended concurrence, 
with an amendment, to add the following: 
Peet to complete the survey of the Darien route, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 
was concurred in. 


The forty-third amendment of the Senate 

was to insert the following: 
Land Office: . 

For contingent expenses of district land offices 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1870, $5,000. 

‘To supply deficiency in the appropriation for the 
expense of depositing public moneys for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1871, $8,000. 

The committee recommended concurrence 
with an amendment, to add the following : 

And for a deficiency in the appropriation for clerks 
for thie ofice of the surveyor general of California, 
P00. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 


The forty-sixth amendment of the Senate 

was to the following : 
Patent Office: 7 

To provide for the plates of an official gazette of 
the Patent Office abstracts of drawings of patents 
issued, $13,333, to be expended under the direction 
of the Commissioner of Patents: Provided, That 
one copy of said gazette shall be sent to each of such 
public libraries, not exceeding ten in each congres- 
sional district and Territory, us may be designated 
by the member of the House from such district or 
Territory. 

The amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing: 
, Sent to each ofsuch publie libraries, not exceed- 
ing ten in each congressional district and Territory, 
as may be designated by the member of the House 
from such district or Territory 

And to insert in lieu the following: 


Furnished to each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate in Congress; and four copies shall be 
sent to such public libraries as may be designated 
by each Senator, Representative, and Delegate, and 
two copics to the Library of Congress. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended concurrence in the amendment by 
making it read as follows: 

Furnished to each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate in Congress; and one copy each shall be 
sent to four such public libraries as may be desig- 
nated by each Senator, Representative, and Dele- 
gate, and two copies to the Library of Congress. 

_ Mr. HOAR. Itrust that this little expend- 
iture will not be reduced by agreeing to the 
Senate amendment. The House will remem- 
ber that this gazette furnishes nearly all the 
information which the public get at an early 
day of the new inventions which are presente 

to the Patent Office. The House provision 
provides that copies shall be sent to such pub- 
lie libraries, not exceeding ten in number in 
each congressional district, as the Representa- 


be no need of this band when Mr. Greeley is || tive from that district may designate. The 
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‘Senate amendment cuts down the number for 
libraries to four, and then gives one to each 
member and Senator for himself. Now, in 
my district there are certainly thirty libraries 
at: important points, where there are large 
numbers of mechanics, and where it would be 
‘useful to the public to receive this information. 
There are in many of the districts at least ten 
libraries each. Z 

:> I desire to move to amend the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appro- 
priations by substituting ‘‘ten’’ for “four.” 
The amendment of the committee, as I under- 
stand it, simply changes the grammatical con- 
struction and the language of the Senate amend- 
ment; it does not affect the substance of the 
proposition. I move, therefore, to amend the 
amendment of the committee by striking out 
‘¢four’? and inserting “ten.” 

Mr. HALE. The trouble in the matter is 
that if we provide for so many as ten copies, 
certain districts likethat of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will get an advan- 
tage over other districts. 

Mr. HOAR. Only an advantage which they 
ought to have. 

Mr. HALE. The object of the Senate un- 
doubtedly was to equalize the distribution by 
distributing five copies to each district—one 
«to the Representative and four to the public 
libraries of the district. My impression is that 
the various districts as they range throughout 
the country will not show an average of more 
than four, or perhaps six public libraries ; cer- 
tainly nothing like ten. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that 
my very intelligent friend from Maine [Mr. 
Hauer] will not, on reflection, press the argu- 
ment he has used, that because some districts 
may not want so many as ten copies, we should 
not give so many to districts which require 
this information—information calculated to 
save so much labor, expense, and thought to 
‘the inventors of the country. There is no 
reason why a district which has ten centers of 
information accessible to inventors should not 
in each of those centers have this little paper. 
The additional number of copies would cost 
only a few dollars, and the whole expense will 
not exceed two or three thousand dollars. I 
trust the House will agree to my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House bill provided 
for ten copies for each congressional district ; 
the Senate has cut down the number to four. 
The amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is merely a rear- 
rangement of the language. ‘The question 
between four copies and ten copies for each 
district is fairly presented upon the question 
of concurrence or non-concurrence in the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. If it is in order, then I will 
modify my amendment and move to amend 
the amendment of the committee by substitut- 
ing ‘‘eight’’ instead of “four.” 

The amendment of Mr. Hoar was agreed to. 
. The amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was, as amended, 
adopted; and the Senate amendment, as 
amended, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympre- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act (S. No. 905) for the relief of Har- 
riet Spring, heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILE. 


The House resumed the consideration of 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
1654) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1872, and for former years and for 
-pther purposes. 


The forty-ninth amendment of the Senate 
was read as follows: 


Insert the following: 
Census: E 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
expenses of the ninth census, $20,000. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend concurrence in this 
amendment. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Imove toamend 
the amendment by adding to it the following : 

And such sum as may be necessary to pay the 


remainder due census-takers for taking the eighth 
census. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I-hope the gen- 
tleman will not press this amendment. There 
are no doubt claims of that sort growing out 
of the taking of the eighth census, but we 
have no estimate of the amount; and I do 
not see how the proposition can properly be 
adopted in its present form. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iraise a point of order 
on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late. A point 
of order would have been good if made in 
time, but the amendment has been discussed. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, there 
were—ayes 56, noes 65. 

Mr. YOUNG called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Youne, and 
Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 87, noes 87. 

So the amendment of Mr. Speer, of Geor- 
gia, was adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend by adding 
to the amendment just adopted the following: 

Provided, That the amount of money paid under 
this appropriation shall not exceed in all $10,000. 

Mr. COX. Is it in order to move to amend 
this proviso? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Haun, there were—ayes 56, 


noes 67, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I had oceasion 
two years ago, when we were enacting a law for 
the taking of the ninth census, to look over 
the law for the taking ‘of the eighth census, 
and to look somewhat into the condition of 
these accounts. There is legislation needed 
to have these accounts properly adjusted. 
There is now, as I understand, a bill pending 
before the Committee on the Judiciary pro- 
viding for the adjustment of these accounts. 
We are not now in a condition to settle them. 


I fully recognize our duty to do so when they | 


are properly audited. I will aid in any proper 
provision for the payment of accounts for the 
taking of the eighth census which are properly 
audited and adjusted. But in this way, with- 
out consideration by any committee, to bring 
in a general provision for settling accounts 
twelve years back, is, in my judgment, most 
unwise legislation. Ail I ask, if they are 
bound to put in this provision, is to limit it 
at least to the sum of $10,000, as is proposed 
by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine. If there are audited and adjusted 
claims in the Departments asking for that 
amount of money, let them take it. Before 
any considerable sum of money is appropri- 
ated for this purpose we ought to have some 
understanding precisely upon what principle 
it is to be done. 

Mr. YOUNG. How does the gentleman 
from Ohio propose to pay this $10,000—pro 
rata, or in what other way? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I only desire 
some legislation on the appropriation at this 
time. Ido not want the provision in this bill 
at all. And if [ had my own way it would 
not be here at all, but as the House has shown 
a disposition to insert it in this bill I only ask 
that there may be a limitation put upon the 
amount of the appropriation. Kecollect that 
this appropriation bill is only to pay for 
deficiencies which have occurred during the 


present fiscal year, now nearly expired; and 
certainly no gentleman can claim there are 
more than $10,000 of these claims which can 
be got up during the present fiscal year. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentlemea who took 
the eighth census have certificates from the 
Treasury Department, and the Treasury 
Department certainly understands what the 
accounts are and what they are for. If we 
make the appropriation I do not think there 
will be any difficulty in having the accounts 
properly adjusted. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
these accounts? 

Mr. YOUNG. Iam not able to state what 
is the amount of claims; I should suppose not 
over $50,000. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. A gentleman 
near me says he thinks they do not amount to 
more than $5,000. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman agree 
that the appropriation shall be $25,000 pay- 
able now? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iwill ask the 
gentleman from Maine to agree to that. 

Mr. HALE. Iaccept that as a modifica- 
tion of my amendment. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to ; 
and the Senate amendment, as amended, was 
then concurred in. 


The Clerk read the fiftieth amendment of 
the Senate as follows: 

Ada: 

For the completion of the United States court- 
house at Charlestown, South Carolina, $102 08. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, T hope no gen- 
tleman will object toconcurring in that amend- 
ment because of the smallness of the appro- 
priation. The word ‘‘ Charlestown’’ ought to 
be “ Charleston,” and I move that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to; and, the 
Senate amendment, as amended, was then cou- 
curred in. 


The Clerk read the fifty-first amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 


Strike out “‘engine-room of the House of Rep- 
resentatives,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘south 
wing of the Capitol;’’ so it will read: 

Capitol extension : 

For the purpose of buying and putting in place a 
new boiler, water-tank. and steam pump in the 
south wing of the Capitol, $10,000. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommend concurrence 
in that amendment. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, the ob- 
ject of having an engine is to heat this room 
in winterand to keep it cool in summer, It 
seems to me that purpose could be much bet- 
ter effected by something which would open 
out this Hall tothe pure air of heaven. It has 
been matter of astonishment with me and 
many other gentlemen why this Hall in which 
we meet should be shut out from the pure air 
and we should have here only the heated, 
fetid atmosphere from this eugine in winter 
and less pure air in summer. Ido not know 
what committee of the House has charge of 
the matter, but it does seem possible to me to 
so alter the Hall that we may have the pure 
breath of heaven reach us here, and so even 
streaks of bright sunlight may fall upon the 
benches on the other side of the House, and 
the Republican members be able to see the 
errors of their way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SARGENT. And are the Democrats 
to be still left in darkness? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The Democrats do not 
need so much light; they are fond of purity, 
and what we do desire is that we shall have 
purity in this House. I am only surprised, 
looking to the great care which has been taken 
to shut out allairand light from this Hall, that 
we have so much purity here. 

The architect, it seems to me, has taken 
particular pains to shut usin here as if we 
were to be treated like the people who were 
shut up in the Black Hole at Calcutta. And 
though we may not belong to that class of 
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officeholders who are known as seldom dying 
and never resigning, still it cannot bea matter 
of gratification to us that we should be placed 
ina position where we are likely to be killed 
by breathing foul air. Already one of my col- 

leagues has resigned, and if we should sit here 
all summer I expect { would miss many mem- 

‘bers now around me. s 

It seems to me quite possible for us to re- 
move the gallery behind the Speaker's chair 
so as to Open this Hall to the entrance of the 
outer air; or we might remove the north gal- 
lery, where perhaps fresh and pure air is more 
needed, if I can judge by the occupants Ihave 
seen there lately. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would say to 
‘the gentleman from New York [Mr. Roose- 
VELT] that this is hardly a matter of light and 
color, though itisa matter of heat. My friends 
on the other side of the House for a long time 
have had great objectton to the color black ; 
and the reference of the gentleman to the north 
gallery indicates that he still feels that preju- 
dice. But when his party have just nomin- 
ated Brown, I cannot see very well how he 
can object to black. He is at least making 
his way in that direction. [Laughter.]_ 

I desire, however, to call the attention of 
the gentleman to the fact that this boiler, 
which it is intended by this amendment to 
replace, and which is said to be in great dan- 
ger of explosion, is located almost directly 
under the Democratic side of the House, and 
I think our friends over there cannot stand 
political explosions and boiler explosions at 
the same time. The committee thought it 
best that this boiler should be replaced, and 
recommended an appropriation for the pur- 

ose. 
The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in, 

The Clerk read the fifty-sixth amendmentof 
the Senate, in which the committee recom- 
mend non-concurrence, as follows: 


For this amount, being the balance on account 
due the Quapaw tribe of Indians for a certain tract 
of land in the State of Kansas, containing seventy- 
six hundred and thirty-two hundredths acres, 
ceded by said tribe to the United States in accord- 
ance with the terms of the fourth article of the 
aly with the Senecas, mixed Senecas and Shaw- 

Quapuws, cuntederate Peorias, Kaskaskias, 
Weas, and Piankeshaws, Ottawas of Bianchard’s 
Fork and Rocho de Bœuf, and certain Wyandotts, 
concluded February 23, 1867, (Statutes, volume fif- 
teen, page 513,) $4,500 40. = 

For this amount, to be taken from any funds in 
the Treasury of the United States belonging to the 
confederated bands of Pevrias, Kuskaskias, Weas, 

and Piankeshaws, to make good to the Quapaw 
tribe of Indians the estimated value of eighteen 
thousand five hundred and twenty-two and fifty 
hundredths acres of land lying south of Kansas, 
ceded by them to the United States under the terms 
of the tourth article of the treaty with the Senecas, 
wixed Senecas and Shawnees, Quapaws, conteder- 
ated Poorias, Kaskaskins, Weas, and Piankeshaws, 
Ottawas of Bianchard’s Fork and Roche de Bæut, 
and certain Wyandotts, concluded February 23, 
1867, (Statutes, volume fifteen, page 513,) which 
lands were, by the twenty-second article of said 
treaty, granted and sold to the confederated bands 
of Peorias, Kaskaskias, Wers, and Piankesliaws, at 
the same rate as paid by the Government, $21,300 87. 

Mr. LOWE. I would ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations why this 
amendment cannot be concurred in? The 
first portion of the amendment is simply for 
the payment for a tract of iand purchased by 
the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There were no 
papers sent over to the Committee on Appro- 
priations touching this particular matter, and 
we wanted to see the whole strength of the 
case, which induced- the Senate to insert this 
amendment. We do not concur in any amend- 
meut of ihe Senate unless we have afirma- 
tive reasons for it. We do not always, by 
recommending non-concurrence in an amend- 
ment, say that we are opposed to it. We 
merely say that we bave no sufficient reasons 
for agreeing to it, We think it safest to act 
on albrmative knowledge, and to require the 
body that wants anything put in a bill to prove 
#3 necessity. 

- Mr. LOWE. I happen to know the facts in 


regard to the first portion of this amendment. 
It is au appropriation for the payment for 
about eight thousand acres bought by the Uni- 
ted States from the Quapaw tribe of Indians. 
Congress has passed a law for the sale of tbese 
lands to the present settlers at $1 25 peracre. 
I am not aware that any appropriation has 
ever been made to pay the Quapaws for these 
lands. It seems to me eminently proper that 
this payment should be made. 

The question being taken, the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the sixty-first amendment of 
the Senate, in which the committee recommend 
concurrence, as follows: 

Strike out after line fifteen, section two, the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or labor- 
ers who have already been paid for eight hours’ 
labor four fifths as much as the amount which was 
paid to like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ 
labor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the House 
will not coucur in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate by striking out that proviso. It will be 
recollected that that proviso was added by 
vote of the House, taken by yeas and nays, 
after considerable discussion in committee, 
and after the Committee of the Whole had 
voted decidediy against the whole paragraph. 

It may be remembered that when we dis- 
cussed the subject in Commitree of the Whole 
the committee was decidedly against a para- 
graph providing for paying these men who 
worked but eight hours as much as was paid to 
men who had worked ten hours ; the committee 
decided against it by a very large majority. 
Subsequently the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes, ] whose paragraph it was, 
got the consent of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to move the same 
amendment in the House for the purpose of 
getting the yeas and nays upon it. I then 
moved this proviso which has been stricken 
out by the Senate, as a modification of his 
amendment, and the yeas and nays were taken 
upon it and it was adopted. Thisamendment 

brings up the whole question that was then 
discussed, and to which T simply desire to call 
the attention of the Itouse, whether the men 
who worked during the periods from the time 
our law passed fixing eight hours as a day's 
labor in Government shops until the date of 
the proclamation of the President when he 
directed that ten hours’ pay should be given | 
the same as before—the question is whether 
we shall pay the twenty per cent. additional 
between the period when the law passed and 
the proclamation of the President. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that if you take this half million dol- 
lars out of the ‘Treasury to pay these men you 
will have to pay another half million or more 
from the Treasury to pay the men who during 
that period worked ten hours and only re- 
ceived ten hours pay ; for a large portion of 
the men employed on these Government 
works, arsenals, navy-yards, &c., did work 
ten hours a day and receive one fifth more 
pay than the men who worked but eight hours, | 
and the men who worked but eight hours did : 
it voluntarily and received their pay never | 
expecting to get any more. The other men 
worked the extra ten hours and received the i 
same pay they had before received, which was ' 
like pay asis received by mechanics all over 
the United States. 

Now, if we add this one fifth to the wages 
of the men who worked eight hours, and pay 
them just as much as we paid the men who 
worked side by side with them for a part of 
the time for ten hours, I ask why we should į 
not pay an additional ten per cent. to the men | 
who struggled on for two hours longer. If! 
this amendment of the Senate is to be passed | 
at all I desire to put on an amendment by 
which exact justice shall be done by making | 
another appropriation to pay another five per 


cent. to the men who worked ten hours. A 


friend near me suggests that after we have 
paid the ten-hour men this increased pay the 
eight-hour men will come here and ask to have 
their pay increased to the same amount; bat 
my proposition is the only way in which justice 
can be done in the matter. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am making no assault 


i here on the laboring men of the country, but I 


will say that the men who work in the arsenals 
and navy-yards, and on all Government works, 
are not the hardest working men in the United 
States by any means, and | do protest against 
taxing the farmers, the mechanics, and the 
laboring men of my district, and all over the 
United States, who work ten hours for lesg 
wages than men get in the arsenals and navy- 
yards, in order to give a bounty to these men, 
many of whom are appointed for political 
reasons, and are mere bummers. Everybody 
knows, as I have said, that the men employed 
on Government works are not the hardest 
worked mechanics in the United States by any 
means; and I have not seen any member of 
Congress, nor any other man who has not a 
Government work in his district of some sort 
or other, who will admit to me that there jg 
any justice in this mode of payment. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to put a fair 
question to the gentleman from Illinois, and 
it is whether, when you pass a law that a man 
should have a given pay for eight hours’ work, 
and by an erroneous construction of that law 
he could not get that amount, he does not 
think it right to give him his pay ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does the gentle- 
man want an answer? 

Mr. DAWES. By and by. I agree with 
him that if after we had passed the law saying 
that the man who worked for eight hours 
should have a given sum, and atany place the 
superintendent had misconstrued the law, and 
would not let the workman have the pay 
unless he worked two hours longer, it would be 
a case demanding relief just as much as this, 
but by an erroneous construction of the law 
many men have been deprived of one fifth of 
the pay which the law said they should receive. 

Let us meet this matter fairly. If any man 
worked according to the requirements of the 
law, but still by an erroneous construction of 
officers obtained only eight tenths of the pay 
therefor that he should have received; or if 
any man worked ten hours a day, when the law 
required him to work only eight hours, and 
did so because he could only in that way get 
the pay which the law said he should receive 
for a day's labor of eight hours, then let us 
meet the subject manfully and pay both of them 
that to which they are entitled. I admit that 
there is no difference between them. The man 
who worked ten hours and got paid for only 
eight hours is entitled to two hours’ additional 
pay. So the man who worked eight hours and 
got paid only eight tenths of what was due him, 
is entitled to the balance of his pay. 

We made this law without their request ; 
we forced it upon the laborers in the Govern- 
ment workshops who had justas much as they 
could do before to make both ends meet. Some 
of them, for a short time, by an erroneous 
constraction of the law by the officers, were de- 
prived of one fifth of the wages the law gave 
them. In other cases they received their day's 
wages only by overworking two hours. These 
last are entitled to relief just as much as the 
others. And if the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Farnswortu] will offer an amendment 
to that effect, I will support it just as heartily 
as I would support this proposition. I have 
no more interest in advocating this amend- 
ment than I would have in advocating the 
other. [tis because we made a pledge to these 
men that I advocate this amendment. 

. I say to the gentleman from Ilinois that he 
is mistaken when he says that these men who 
work in these public works did not accomplish 
as much in eight hours as they did before m 
ten. The returns from the armoriea, the arse- 
nals, and the navy-yards show that for eight 


‘hours’ work under this law the result has 
been equal to that which was before accom- 
plished in ten hours. I do not know what 
justice there can be in thus trying to keep 
‘these men out of one fifth of their wages. If 
“there are others who were obliged to work two 
ours more in order to get pay for a day’s 
work, then pay them for that additional two 
‘hours’ labor, for it is their due. But that is 
“po reason why you should deprive those who 
got but eight tenths of their proper wages of 
the two tenths which is still due them. 

All I ask in this matter is that the House 
shall deal with these workmen as members 
«would deal with each other. You made this 
law; you said to these men: ‘ Hereafter cight 
hours’ labor shall constitute a day’s work.” 
They were willing to work ten hours, but they 
were prevented trom doing so. Then, by an 
erroneous construction of your law by some 
officers, some of these men for a few months 
were deprived of two tenths of the wages due 
them. This amendment simply provides for 
paying them that which is their due. The 
‘proviso which was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois can have no effect but to 
ic thwart that object. I trust that the proviso 

“will be stricken out, in accordance with the 
vote of the Senate, and that we shall pay these 

men what is due them under the law which 

we passed. 

It the gentleman from Ilinois desires to 
‘offer an amendment that will include any 

workman who labored ten hours in order to 

get the wages which the law intended he should 
have for eight hours’ labor, I will support it ; 
for there is just as much justice in giving to 
. the man who was compelled by an erroneous 
construction of the law to work ten hours for 
eight hours’ pay the amount due him for the 
additional two hours’ labor, as there is to pay 
the man who worked eight hours, and did not 
get eight tenths of the amount due him, the 
- other two tenths of his pay. 

“The gentleman from Illinois does not do 
© himself justice in this effort. to deprive these 
men of that one fifth of a day’s wages which 
they earned according to the law. Yet, be- 
cause by an erroneous construction of the 
Jaw others were compelled to work more than 
the time which the Jaw specified in order to 
obtain the pay the law provided, he turns 
around and says that these men should not 
receive the additional pay to which they are 
clearly entitled. Let the others be paid also. 

[Here the hammer feil.] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted upon 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the Senate amendment by striking out the 
last line. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman perbaps 
means ‘‘ by leaving in the last line,” as the 
Senate amendment itself is a proposition to 
strike out. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We have a right to 
perfect the clause before the vote is taken on 
striking it out, 

Mr. HOAR. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawns] started out by 


asking me a question, whether, where the law | 


had provided that a man should have a day’s 


wages for eight bours’ work, and by mistake a | 


portion of his wages had been withheld, 1 
would continue to withhold it. I say I would 
not. 
whether we have passed any such law? 

Mr. DAWES. I think we have. 

_Mr. FARNSWORTH. [ do not think so. 
Here is the law that we passed. It provides: 

“That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now em- 
eae or who may hereafter be employed by or on 
ehalf of the Government of the United States; 


and that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with 
this act be and the same are hereby repealed.” 


This is the whole provision, that eight hours |] 


Bus I will ask the gentleman in return | 
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shall constitute a day’s work. The superin- 
tendents at the Government workshops and 


yards did not construe that as requiring them . 


to pay for eight hours’ work as much wages 
as they had been paying for ten hours’ work. 
The workmen did not so construe it. The 
men employed at those establishments were 
not compelled to stay there and work. ‘They 
are not mustered into the service and com- 
pelled to obey orders. They are no more 
obliged to stay than is the farmer’s hired man 
when his employer changes his rate of wages. 
No mau was compelled to stay and receive for 
eight hours’ work four fifths the wages he 
had received before for ten hours. He could 
stay or go as he chose. These men did stay. 
They preferred to stay in those easy places and 
work eight hours a day for four fifths of the 
pay they had before received. 

Mr. DAWES. When they were paid they 
entered on the books their protest, and claimed 
that they were entitled to one fifth more pay. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not care for 
their protests. They were not obliged to stay 
there and work. They were told what wages 
they would receive. Suppose a man hires 
another, and says, ‘t For eight hours’ work daily 
I will pay you four dollars a day.” The man 
goes on and works for thirty days, and then 
says, ‘Why, sir, the Legislature of the State 
of Illinois has passed a law making eight hours 
a day’s work. You should pay me five dollars 
a day, as if | had worked ten hours daily. L 
protest against taking the four dollars a day; 
and 1 shall appeal to the Legislature or the 
courts to compel you to pay me the additional 
dollar for each day’s work.” 

Now, sir, while some of these men were 
working eight hours daily, others in the same 
yards were working ten, showing how they 
understood the matter; and for their ten hours 
labor they received the full rate of pay. My 
friend from Massachusetts (for he is logical 
and consistent) says he will vote to give these 
men an additional twenty per cent. What will 
be the result? You will be paying a joiner 
six dollars a day for ten hours’ work, because 
he works in a navy-yard, when outside of that 
yard a carpenter or joiner, a workman of the 
same character, gets but four or five dollars 
for working ten hours a day. Men outside 
work for private builders or contractors and 
do twice as much work as these men do under 
your official superintendents, 

Why, sir, the Attorney General of the United 
States did not construe that law as requiring 
that ten hours’ wages should be paid. He 
held that it did not interfere with wages, and 
so decided. It was after that decfsion that 
the President of the United States issued his 
proclamation and directed that these people 
should be paid the same for eight hours’ work 
that they had received for ten. I think, by 
the way, that he had no right to issue such a 
proclamation. in my opinion we do not elect 
a President to construe Jaws. I do notunder- 
stand that the President of the United States 
can determine for us or for the courts what the 
law is. If the President, by a proclamation, 
declares that the law requires a workman at 
the Springfield armory to be paid so much a 
day, am Í to come here and register the Pres- 
ident’s proclamation by voting an appropria- 


tion to carry it out? so, then the President | 


may issue another proclamation and require 
that ten dollars, or any other sum, shall be 
paid for eight hours’ work. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me read the Pres- 
ident’s proclamation 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not care if the 
gentleman has the President's prociamation. 
Mr. Speaker, I am not here to legislate as 1 
may be bidden to by a proclamation from any 
one. The courts construe the law. For the 
President and the Departments, the Attorney 
General construes the laws. The construction 
given by the Attorney General is generally 


received by the Administration as the law j 


until the courts correct it. 


Now, sir, let us be just in these matters, 
Let us treat these men as other men are treated. 
A few years ago the Legislature of Illinois 
passed an eight hours’ law. What was the 
result? Manufacturers immediately. said. to 
their men, ‘‘Very well; if you work eight 
hours we will pay you fuur fifths of a day’s 


wages, and if you work ten hours we will pay. 


you full price.” That is the way they settled 
it there. The courts never interfered. Here 
you propose that men shall be paid as mach 
for eight hours as they were paid before for 
ten hours’ work. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
minutes have expired. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iam now speaking 
under the ten hours’ law. [Laughter. F 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has 
expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, before sub- 
mitting any remarks, I ask the Clerk to read 
the eight hours’ law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act constituting eight hours aday’s work for all 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by 


or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States. 


Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Renresent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That eight hours shall constitute a day’s 
work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now 
employed, or who may be hereafter employed, by 
or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States; and that all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. iss 

Approved June 25, 1868. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, sir, that Jaw was 
passed in 1868. In some of the armories and 
arsenals and other public works this law was 
faithfully executed, and laborers were paid a 
day’s wages for eight hours’ work. But the 
law was so construed by some of the com- 
mandants at different posts that they deprived 
laborers under them of the advantages intended 
by the law, and still kept their workmen under 
the old rule. Where they worked for eight 
hours they received only four fifths of a day’s 
wages instead of a full day’s wages, which 
was the intention of the law. 

Because this construction was irregular, and 
not in itself any fair execution of the law, the 
President, in 1869, issued a proclamation, 
declaring thereatter the law should be so con- 
strued on all public works that laborers should 
receive a day’s wages for eight hours’ work. 
I desire to have that proclamation of the Pres- 
ident read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By the President of the United States of America. 
A PROCLAMATION, 


Whereas the act of Congress, approved June 25, 
1868, constiteted on and after that date eight hours 
a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed by or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and repealed all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent therewith: 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of 
the United States, do hereby direct that from and 
after this date no reduction shall be made in the 
wages paid by the Government by tue day to such 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account of 
such reduction of the hours of labor, 

In testimony whereof I have hereto set my 
hand and caused the seal of the United States to be 
affixed, 

Done at the city of Washington this 19th day of 
May, in the year of our Lord 1869, and of the inde- 
pendence of the United States the ninety-third, 


U. SO GRANT. 
By the President: 
Ilamitron Fisa, Secretary of State. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it were true under that 
law a laborer was entitled to a day’s wages for 
eight hours’ work, then belore that proclama- 
tion they had been paid in violation of law 
when they were paid less than a day’s wages 
for eight hours’ work. In every pablic work, 
armory, arsenal, and neavy-yard since the 
President issued that proclamation they have 
been paid a day’s wages for eight hours’ work. 
In those arsenalsand other public works where 
during the period from the passage ofthe law to 
the issuance of the President’s proclamation 
the men were paid less than what the law 
intended they should receive, it is now pro- 


The gentleman’s five 
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posed they shall be paid what was deducted 
. from their pay.. And this my colleague says 
the Government ought not to do, because, as 
the law was not executed in those particular 
places before the President issued his procla- 
mation, we are not bound to do it now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH rose. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object to being inter- 
rupted. He has had ten minutes, and I have 
but five. Here is the law. and here is the 
President’s proclamation construing the law. 
There is no dispute since the publication of 
that proclamation these men have been receiv- 
ing a day’s wages for eight hours’ work. I 

` reply to him that at all of these public works, 
since the issue of that proclamation, the 
money has been paid in pursuance of the law. 
No man has questioned the right or the legal- 
ity of the payment. Now, then, I ask, how 
can this House, or how can Congress refuse 
to pay this sum as a deficiency? It is a defi- 
ciency which ought long since to have been 
paid. The only point now made is that it 
shall not be paid because it was not paid 
at the time it was due. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to set right one or two matters which I do not 
think are quite understood by the House, and 
which certainly cannot be correctly under- 
stood from the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworts.] It has 
been said that these workmen were not bound 
to stay; that they could leave if they did not 
choose to work eight hours; that they were 
not under any obligation to stay for a moment. 

To that allegation I desire the attention of 
the House. Allow me to say here in passing 

« that there are no public works in my district ; 
that there are no men working in the public 
employment there; so that, personally, I as a 
Representative of my district have no inter- 
est in the matter. Bat I wish to say that these 
men were generally, so far as I know, men of 
families. They had moved their families into 
the towns and into the vicinity of the works 
where they were employed; and they were 
living there with their families. In the case 
of the Springfield armory, they were on a mili- 
tary reservation. They were living in houses 
which they were renting. They could not 
move; they could not leave; it was starva- 
tion for them to leave. They were tied down 
to those places as it were by the hair of their 
heads. Everything held them there, Their 
churches were there; their school-houses were 
there; their associations were there. Every- 
thing kept them there. 

Jt is just the old argument which I heard 
years ago about the workmen in our mills 
when their wages were cut down. It was said, 
“Tf they do not like it, let them leave ; if they 
do not like the cutting down of their wages, 
they can go.’’ I have lived, Mr. Speaker, in 
a manufacturing town for many years, and I 
know that they cannot go any more than gen- 
tlemen on this floor can move, nor so well; 
for they have all the ties we have, and perhaps 
not all the means to move that we have. 


Here, then, is a great injustice done, an ' 


injustice in this, that the law gave them one 
price, and a misconstruction of the law gave 
them another; and it is always an injustice to 
men when the law is not fulfilled and executed 
in their regard. J appeal to the justice of the 
House on behalf of these men. ‘I have heard 
many things said about the necessity of the 
officers of the Government obeying the law. 
They have not obeyed the law in this instance ; 
and when they have disobeyed the law, and 
disobeyed it to the disadvantage of the work- 
men, l ask any man whether he will stand up 
here and say he will not execute the law in 
behalf of the workingman? 

This is wholly irrespective of the question 
whether the workman had an easy or a hard 
time of it. He had such atime as the law 
chose to give him; and it was because of a 
mistake in a construction of the law that his 


money was taken from him. Such a mistake 
took from the men in the Southa very consid- 
erable quantity of their property after the 
declaration of peace, and I see many gentle- 
men here who are willing to come forward 
and say that it is right that that property 
should be returned to those men. And so in 
this instance, I say if there was a mistake in 
the construction of the law, by which any- 
thing that is due to these workmen has been 
taken from them, let us see to it, as law-abid- 
ing men, that the law is executed, and all the 
more that it is executed on behalf of the lowly 
workingman, who has not the opportunity to 
defend himself. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I desire to call attention 
to what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH] proposes here. We have a law 
passed June 25, 1868, declaring that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics now employed or 
hereafter to be employed by or on behalf of 
the Government of the United States. Now, 
does that law still stand on our statute-book, 
or has it been repealed? It is there now, and 
the gentleman from Illinois proposes, because 
he is opposed to tue law, (as all his arguments 
have shown,) to repeal it by indirection. He 
proposes coolly to the House to nullify what 
we have solemnly enacted into an obligation. 
What was the effect of the act? It was to re- 
duce the hours of labor and to establish a new 
principle for the workmen in the Government 
employ. It meant but a trial of a new system 
to see whether the workingman could not pro- 
duce and be of as much benefit to the Govern- 
ment by not crushing him out. We could not 
do this thing for the workshops outside. We 
tried it for the men employed by the Govern- 
ment, and it is the law to-day; butif it be 
what the gentleman supposes it to be, then it 
should have been entitled ‘An act to reduce 
the wages of American workmen employed by 
the Government of the United States.” Now, 
the gentleman from Illinois has a logical mind, 
and comes to legal conclusions when he wants 
to do so, and he must see the force of that 
argument. When we enacted a law that men 
in the Government employ should be employed 
but eight hours a day, we meant that they 
should be paid for a day's work; and if a 
joiner had made three dollars by a day’s work, 
we said that for only eight hours’ work he 
should be paid that much. 

Well, these men have not been paid in con- 
sequence of a misconstruction of that law 
which lasted over a year, and we now ask, 
whether the law was correct or not, that it 
shall be tarried out by the payment of these 
men. If you want to repeal the law, intro- 
duce a bill for that purpose; that would be 
tar more satisfactory to the country, and gen- 
tlemen are always talking about the ‘country ”’ 
in their arguments here. But while the law 
remains upon the statute-book do not expect 
me to vote here to nullify it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentiemau occupied 
twenty-five minutes for five minutes—the long- 
est time I ever knew consumed in five minutes, 
even when ibat gentleman was on the floor. 

This is a proposition to reduce the wages 
of these men, and is repudiation at that. ‘The 
gentleman’s colleague from Illinois [Mr. Haw- 
Ley] well said, and f cannot do better 
than repeat it if the House will hear me, that 
if the gentleman’s view is correct, then ever 
since the President’s proclamation we have 
been paying so much more than we ought 
to have paid them. Now, no man who has 
looked carefully at this subject can come to 
any other conclusion in this matter, if he wants 
to see justice done, except the gentleman from 
Illinois, who bas a hobby on this subject, but 
that the law should be carried out in its letter 
and in its substance. The proviso which the 
gentleman advocates is as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap- 


i 


propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or Jabor- 
ers who have already been paid for eight hours’ 
labor four fifths as much as the amount which wag 
paid to like laborers and mechanics for ten hours? 
labor. 

The gentleman’s difficulty lies in the fact 
that this proviso was not placed in the original 
act. Not being there, it is too late for him to 
place a coustruction onthe law which the very 
amendment he offers proves to be an unjust 
one. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have only a 
word to say upon this subject. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have instructed me to 
recommend a concurrence in the amendment 
of the Senate. I do this, not as approving 
the original law, but to carry out the obliga- 
tious of the Government. My recollection is 
that the law was passed in a great hurry, and 
with very little debate. I do uot myself be- 
lieve that Congress intended that a man should 
be paid the same amount for eight hours’ work 
as a man who worked ten hours. I believe 
they meant to indicate that eight hours should 
be a standard day’s work in the -navy-yards < 
and other public works, and that we were to 
pay for the work in accordance with the pay 
to those engaged in the same labor outside. 
I believe the construction put upon the law 
has worked a great deal of injustice, and has 
created great discontent among workmen gen- 
erally. It has elevated the position of work- 
men for the Government to specific privileges 
over ordinary workmen outside. In that re- 
spect it is a wrong to the great body of Amer- 
ican laboring men, but it is the law, and we 
can do nothing less than make appropriations 
in accordance with the law as it has been con- 
strued. This is the rate of pay fixed by the 
construction of the law in the President's 
proclamation, and I can see no justice or 
equity in not paying these men for past ser- 
vices the same amount that they and their 
fellows and associates are paid now for the 
same work. I hope, therefore, we shall con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate, and upon 
it I now ask the previous question. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the gentleman will 
allow others to be heard. 

Mr. AMBLER. Is not debate exhausted 
on this amendment? 

_ The SPEAKER. 
since. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
what is in order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope not. 
Let us sit a few minutes longer. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Well, I will let 
the vote be taken on this amendment. 

_ The SPEAKER. The question is on second: 
ing the previous question. ; 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is that in order? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly; why not? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The House are con- 
sidering these amendments as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Which means under the 
five-minutes rule as to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suppose the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GarFreLp] by calling 
the previous question means only to close 
debate. . 

The SPEAKER. Even if that were so, it 
would have the effect of the previous question, 
by bringing the House to a vote. 

The previous question was then seconded, 
upon a division—ayes ninety, noes not counted. 

The main question was then ordered, which 
was upon concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the vote is taken 
on concurring in the Senate amendment, an 
the House shall concur, will it then be in order 
n move an amendment to the House proposi- 

10n 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I desire to 


It was exhausted long 
I object to any debate but 


I move that the 


= a day. 


`i mons consent that he be allowed to move his 
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«move an amendment before the vote is taken 
pon concurring. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, 
ending the operation of the previous ques- 


ion. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understood the 
Chair to say that the previous question only 
cut off debate. 

~The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not 
-have so understood the Chair. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I inquired of the 
Chair if the previous question would not cut 
off debate. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question 
Operates to cat off debate and amendments, 
as it would in any other case. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would have moved 
an amendmeut before the previous question 
was seconded, if I had not supposed that after 
it was ordered we could move amendments, 
without debate, as we do in Committee of the 
“Whole after debate has been closed. I wish 
to move an amendment to pay twenty per 
cent. additional to men who worked ten hours 


t 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain 
a motion by the gentleman to reconsider the 
vote ordering the main question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
“man from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworrs] has 
>ï been mistaken in this matter, I will ask unani- 


amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair usually finds 
<- the gentleman from Illinois one of the best 

posted members in this House upon par- 
filamentary law. How he can have the right 
to offeran amendment after the previous ques- 
© tion has been seconded and the main question 
ordered the Chair cannot comprehend. 

` Mr. FARNSWORTH. Because the order, 
of the House was that these Senate amend- 
» ments should be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. Now, in Committee of the 
Whole when debate is closed, as has been 
-, done now, that does not cut off amendments 
without debate. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
the Chair will entertain the amendment of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am satisfied 
the gentleman from Ilinois misunderstood 
the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair entertains the 
amendment under these circumstances it will 
deprive members of the privilege of debating 
it, Now, I make the point that members 
ought not to be deprived of that privilege 
because of his misunderstanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only cor- 
rect an obvious misunderstanding—a conse- 
quential one he will not take into considera- 
tion. Thegentleman from Illinoisacted under 
à misunderstanding which he says he derived 
from the ruling of the Chair. The Chair will 
endeavor to correct his misunderstanding, as 
far as that gentleman is concernsd, by enter- 
taining his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Chair entertain de- 
bate upon the gentleman's amendment? 

The SPEAKER. He will not. 

The amendment of Mr. FARNSWORTH was 
read: to insert, after the words ‘‘ reduction of 
wages ’’ in the Senate amendment, the follow- 
ing: 

And shall also pay those who worked ten hours | 
asa day’s labor, twenty per cent. in addition to the jį 
sum they have already received. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. | 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman willstate it. | 

Mr. HOAR. Has the previous question 
been ordered on this amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It bas. The previous | 
question operates upon it the same as if it had | 
been pending when the previous question was | 
called. f 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair states that this 

amendment is not offered by unanimous con- 
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sent, but is entertained in order to correct a 
misunderstanding. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois did not offer. this 
amendment before the previous question was 
called — 

The SPEAKER. He states that he did not 
do so because he misunderstood the ruling of 
the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. Permit me to complete my 
statement. 

But as he understood it would be ad- 
mitted after the main question was ordered, 
he is now permitted to offer it. Now, there 
should be some debate allowed on it, or the 
other members of the House will be deprived 
of what should be their privilege of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The House is not de- 
prived of any great privilege, for the rule 
would confine debate to one member for and 


one against the proposition. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Chair will 


allow me to say that this very amendment has. 


already been fully debated. Gentlemen have 
pretty clearly indicated what they want to do. 

Mr. HOAR. If the decision of the Chair 
corresponds with his sense of justice, I have 
nothing more to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is fully sus- 
tained by his own sense of justice. He al- 
lowed the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farns 
WORTH] to offer his amendment, because that 
gentleman stated that he had misunderstood 
what the Chair said. The Chair has uni- 
formly ruled that a gentleman who is led into 
a misapprehension by any statement of the 
Chair is entitled to an opportunity to correct 
that misapprehension. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is deprived of no right by the 
ruling of the Chair. It does not follow at all 
that if the amendment had been open to 
debate, the gentlemen from Massachusetts 
would have been entitled to the floor to reply. 

Mr. HOAR. If that amendment had been 
pending, I should have voted against sustain- 
ing the previous question. Thatis the difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to move to re- 
consider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered. ‘That will enable him to correct 
his misunderstanding. [A pause.] The gen- 
tleman declines to avail himself of the oppor- 
tunity, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the sixtieth amendment of the Senate—— 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The sixtieth 
amendment has been voted upon. 


The SPEAKER. That is the fact. The 
pending amendment is the sixty-first. The 


gentleman from Illinois cannot move to amend 
the sixtieth amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I move the 
proposition as an amendment to the sixty-first 
amendinent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the sixty-first amendment of the Senate 
the following: 

And shall also pay those who worked ten hours 
as a day’s work twenty per cent.in addition to the 
sum they have already received. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. FARNSWORTH, 

The SPEAKER said: the noes appear to 
have it. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. FARNSWORTH was 
not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on non-coneur- 
riug in the sixty-first amendment of the Sen- 
ate, which proposed to strike out the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or laborers 


who have already been paid for eight hour’s labor 
four fifths as much as the amount which was paid 
to like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ labor. 

The question being taken on concurring m 
the Senate amendment, there were—ayes 78, 
noes 59. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and forty-five minutes p. m.). 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


‘The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropri- 
ate committees: y 

By Mr. ACKER: The memorial of the heirs 
of John McKnight, deceased, asking a consid- 
eration of the French spoilation claims. 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Jed O. 
Blackerly, Samuel Murphy, Jonathan Hedge- 
cock, Samuel McClannahan, and 46 other 
citizens, growers and dealers in leaf tobacco, 
of Bracken county, Kentucky, protesting 
against any advance whatever in the present 
tax on smoking tobacco, &c. 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of George 
Catlin, asking the passage of a bill making 
an appropriation for the purchase of a collec- . 
tion of Indian portraits and Indian manufac- 
tures which have been created and collected 
by him during forty years of hard labor, ac- 
companied by certificates of Mr. Poinsett, 
formerly Secretary of War, Mr. Schoolcraft, 
numerous Indian agents of the United States, 
Lewis Cass, Daniel Webster, and other emi- 
nent citizens of the United States, recom- 
mending the preservation of this collection of 
Indian portraits and manufactures as giving 
the most complete record of the various In- 
dian tribes which have heretofore occupied 
the United States that can now be obtained. 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of Johu M. 
Wallace, of Fayette county, Kentucky, pray- 
ing for a patent for a tract of land in Missouri 
in lieu of a patent destroyed by fire in the land 
office at Warsaw, Missouri. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The memorial of 
William H. Campbell and others, for remuner- 
ation for French spoliations. 

By Mr. COBUKN: The petition of soldiers 
of South Hadley Falls, Massachusetts; Wil- 
mington, Delaware; Mount Carmel, Pennsyl- 
vania, and Frankfort, Kentucky, asking a law 
providing for industrial homes for soldiers’ and 
sailors’ orphans. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of J. E. 
Wyman and 200 others, praying that a bounty 
be granted to the first battalion mountaineers, 
California volunteers. 

By Mr. CROSSLAND: The petition of 
David B. Powers. - 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of Samuel D. 
Burrbough, of the city of Lynchburg, Vir- 
ginia, for the removal of his legal and polit- 
ical disabilities. 

By Mr. GOODRICH: The petition of John 
H. Selkreg and others, citizens of Tompkins 
county, New York, for the relief sought in the 
bill introduced by Senator Logan to the Sen- 
ate on the 8th of May instant. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Sherwood for a 
pension. 

By Mr. HALSEY: The petition of Mrs. 

Anna M. Orne, of New Brunswick, New Jer- 
sey, asking pay for property destroyed by the 
Army at Memphis, Tennessee, during the late 
war. : 
By Mr. KERR: The affidavit of Jesse Gil- 
more, in the matter of the application of Henry 
C. Monroe fora pension as a soldier under the 
war of 1812. em 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
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S. C. Koonce, W. B. Wilkin, S. C. Simonton, 


8. H. Holibaugh, and 19 other honorably dis- | 


charged soldiers, citizens of Mercer county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the passage of a bill to 


es y : | 
provide industrial homes and training schools | 


for the orphans of the soldiers and sailors who 
served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States during the late war. 

By Mr. PALMER: The petition of J. V. Gal- 
lion, of Fremont county, Jowa, for arrearages 
of pay while an officer of the twelfth regiment 
of Missouri cavalry. ; 

By Mr. READ: The petition of Daniel Sad- 
death, asking a pension for services rendered 
by him in the war of 1812 with Great Britain, 

By Mr. W. R. ROBERTS: The petition of 


357 citizens of New York and Brooklyn, in | 


favor of the passage of House bill No. 1788, | 


for increase of pension to disabled soldiers 
and sailors. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of Rev. 
H. B. Scott and sundry others, citizens of 


Meigs county, Ohio, asking that Congress | 


may adopt such measures as they may think 
best to bring before the public mind the sever- 
ity of the famine in Persia, and provide ways 


and means for collecting and disbursing the | 


charities of the benevolent who may wish to 
remember this people in tbeir adversity. 

By Mr. STOUGHTON: The petition of 
Hon. Henry P Baldwin, Governor of Mich- 
igan, and 1,223 citizens of said State, praying 
the passage of House bill No. 1738, for an 

` increase of pensions to soldiers totally disabled 
inthe war for the suppression of the rebellion, 

By Mr. STRONG: The petition of 110 citi- 
zens and soldiers of New Britain, Connecticut, 
praying the, passage of House bill No. 1738, 
providing for a pension of fifty dollars per 
month to soldiers permanently and totaily 
disabled in the military or naval service of 
the United States. 


POST ROUTE BILLS INTRODUCED. 

The following were introduced. and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads: 

By Mr. COGHLAN: A bill to establish a 
ceriain post route in the State of California. 

By Mr. WHITTILORNE: A bill to estab- 
lish a post route from Waynesboro, via Mar- 
tin’s Mills, to Hamburg, Tennessee. 


IN SENATE. 
Monvay, May 6, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If there is no Senator who 
desires to hear the Journal read, I will move 
to dispense with its further reading. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine did not state what his object was 
in making the motion. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
with other business instead of taking up time 
in the reading of the Journal, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Lask the Senator from 
Maine whether he really proposes jegislation 
in a Senate of less than ten persons? There 
are about ten persons here now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. KELLOGG. Task unanimous consent 
to take up a bill to which L think there will 
be vo objection whatever. It only contains 
six lines, and F should really like to have is 
passed this morning. It has been before the 
Senate a number of times. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Pending the 
call of petitions, the Senator from Louisiana 


My object was to proceed | 


asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a bill the title of which will be 
reported. It will be subject to objection or to 
demand for the regular order. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill, 
as follows: A bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe the 
time for holding the election for electors of 
President and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VICKERS. I object to that bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then I give notice that 
[ shall call it up as soon as the morning busi- 
ness is over. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage 
of the bill incorporating the National Union 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Train- 
ing-School Association ; which .were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT, presented the memorial of 
Oliver Evans Woods, of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to adopt certain 
plans that he has invented for the prompt and 
safe delivery of letters ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT. I also present a memorial of 
the Board of Trade of Philadelphia in the 
form of a resolution on the same subject. They 
set forth that this system of Mr. Woods has 
been tried by a publication called the Pacific 
Mail List with great advantage, and was com- 
mended by the Governor of California in the 
yeur 1858, and they therefore resolve: 

“That the Philadelphia Board of Trade most 
respectiully ask of both Houses of Congress that they 
make a careful examination of the plans for letter 
delivery proposed by Oliver Evans Woods, to the 
end that if approved the same may be brought into 
public use; and that Congress appropriate to the 
relic! of the said Oliver Evans Woods such com- 
pensation as the services rendered to the people of 
the United States by his postal plans in public use 
may justly entitle him.” 

I move the reference of this memorial to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of J. 
W., Perrin, of Monroe county, Alabama, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to tne select Cominitiee on 
the Removal of Political Disabiliies. 

He also presented the petition of Louisa 
Kitchens, of Randolph county, Alabama, 
praying to be allowed a pension in considera- 
tion of her husband’s services in the war of 
1812; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 
Jesse Connell and Barrett 8. Johnston, pray- 
ing to be allowed the sum of $4,265 30 for corn 
furnished for the use of the Army in 1882. pay- 
ment for which was refused by reason of non- 
performance of contract; which was referred 
to the Commi'tee on Ciaims. 

Mr. LIS WIS presented the petition of Michael 
G. Harman, of Augusta county, Virginia, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities; 
which was referred to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, it 
was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case 


of Henry Grossinayer be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


Ordered, That William A. Smith have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the fites of 
the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask unanimous 


; consent to take up Senate bill No. 944, to pro- 


vide for the claim of the Pottawatomie Indians 
residing in Michigan and Indiana, subject to 
the morning business. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall be compelled to 
object, as I cannot have a bill which I desire 
to have considered taken up. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask unanimous con- 
gent totake up House bill No. 2048, for the 
relief of Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Vir- 
ginia, it is a bill which has passed the 
House, and been reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the Senate. It will lead 
to no debate. 

Mr. KELLOGG, I regret exceedingly to 
do so, but 1 must object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Louisiana objects. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. If it is in order, I! 
will move that Senate bill No. 944 be made the 
special order for to-morrow after the morn- 
ing business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will re- 
quire unanimous consent, as the call is now 
resting with reports of committees, that bill 
not being up. ‘Che Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the bill indicated 
by him be made the special order for to-mor- 
row at one o’clock. It was made a special 
order for a previous day, but was passed over. 

Mr. SUMNER. [ must objectuntil the bill 
for equal rights in the schools is passed. 


HARRIET SPRING. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I believe 
during this session I have had the indulgence 
of the Senate to consider no question; but. 
now Lask the Senate to take up Senate bill No, 
905, which is simply to pay a poor woman that 
which was due to her ancestor for services in 
the revolutionary war. He was one who 
served in the war, and under the resolution of 
1780 was entitled to half pay far life. The bill 
has been reported two or three times by com- 
mittees, and I ask that it be now considered, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine asks unanimous conseht for the 
consideration óf the bill (S. No. 905) for the 


The Senator 


‘relief of Harriet Spring, heir of Captain Wil- 


liams Barker, deceased, reported by the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read s 
second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. lt provides for the payment 
to Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Maine, the 
heir of Captain Williams Barker, of Water- 
ville, Maine, of the half pay of a captain from 
the end of the revolutionary war to the death of 
Capiain Barker, February 19, 1819; and for 
issuing a warrant to Harriet Spring for such 
bounty land as she, in virtue of the services 
of Captain Williams Barker, deceased, as a. 
private soldier in the revolutionary war is 
entitled to receive. : 

Mr. PRATT.. I inquire of the Senator 
from Maine whether that case was referred io 
the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HAMLIN. It was reported by the 
Committee on Revolatiouary Claims, from 
which all such reports have always come. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Is there 
report? 

the VICE PRESIDENT. ‘There is. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should 
like to hear it read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
made by Mr. Norwoop on the 2d of April: 

The Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom 
was referred the petition of Sarah L. Spring and 
Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Maine, heirs 0 
Captain Williams Barker, deceased, of the ecn- 


tinental establishment of the revolutionary ary, 
beg leave to report: p 
That they have carefully examined the papers In 
the case submitted to them, ‘They have from this 
source of evidence ascertained that all the children 
of Captain Williams Barker are deceased; that the 
petitioners are the surviving grandchildren and 
heirs of Captain Barker. 

The evideuces in favor of this claim are the certified 
copy of an application of Captain Williams Barker 
for a pension, made in 1818. ‘he death of the appli- 
cant, February 19,1819, prevented the prosecution 
of his claim for a peusion. The application ot Cap- 
tain Barker sets forth that hereceived acommission 
as captain in the latter part of the year 1775, or the 
beginning of 1776, and served until peace was de- 
elercd, in 1783; that he belonged to the second regi- 
ment of the Massachusetts line, under the comman 
of Colonel John Cushing, in the brigade of genera 
Joseph Cushing, In support of this statement there 
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s4 certificate of the secretary of the Commonwealth 
£: Massachusetts that the name of Captain Williams 
arker is borne upon the rolls of the commissioned 
icers, bearing date May 10, 1776, and described as 
aptain of the first company in the second Plymouth 
ounty regiment, 

His name is also upon the pay-roll of a company 
n which he was captain, in Colonel John Cushing’s 
egiment of militia. He is also borne on the rollin 
olonel Thomas Colton’s regiment. 

The affidavit of Nat. Bryant that he served in his 
ompany about the year 1781, and that Captain 
Barker received a captain’s commission prior to 
: 1r, and served in the land service until peace was 

eclared. 

‘Jeremiah Barker certifies under oath that Williams 
“Barker received a captain’s commission about the 
¿year 1776, and served until peace was declared. 

The length of time that has elapsed since the 
death of Captain Barker, and the careless manner 
in which registers and rolls were kept at the time of 

he revolutionary war, render it difficult to establish 
by. mere affirmative proof services performed by 
subordinate officers. That furnished in the present 
vase leaves but little doubt on the mind of the com- 
mittee that Captain Barker performed the service 
alleged, and that his sole surviving heir, Harriet 
; Spring, is entitled to the half pay pledged to officers 
in the war of the Revolution under the resolution 
of Congress, October 21, 1780. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now ask the Senate to 
he good enough to resume the consideration 
of the school bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
, mittees being in order, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts asks unanimous consent that the 
‘Senate resume the consideration of the Dis- 
trict school bill. Is there objection ? 
Mr. CAMERON. I object. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Iinsist on going through 
with the morning business. 
Mr. SUMNER. I remind the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that this bill is for equal rights? 
Mr. CAMERON. I intend to vote for it. 
-I rose, however, to ask the Senate to take up 
, the bill from the House of Representatives, 
reported as long ago as the 23d of January 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reg- 
ulating the salary of the consul at Tien-Tsin, 


ina. 

Mr. SUMNER. I must object to that bill 
until equal rights are sustained. 

Mr, PRATT. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Indiana rises to make a report. 

Mr. PRATT. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
I have no report. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
made to anything out of order. 

Mr. PRATT. 
of the Senate to take up a bill reported from 
the Committee on Pensions a few days ago 
increasing the rates of pension to certain per- 
sons therein described. It is a bill increasing 
the rates of pension to those who lost their 
eye-sight or their limbs during the war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object, because I 
want to get up a bill to establish a court in 
the Indian country; and in objecting to the 
request of the Senator from indiana, who 
seeks to call up a very proper bill, I wish to 
say that I object to any other business but the 
` morning business until it is done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
remains in his seat,.the Chair will recognize 
that as a standing objection ; but if he is ab- 
sent, any Senator asking unanimous consent 
has a right to require that the Chair shall sub- 
mit the request to the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am in favor of the Sen- 
ator’s bill, but [am more in favor at thisbour 
of the school bill for the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports ofcom- 
mittees ave in order. The Senator from Ih. 


Senator 


nois has objected to anything but the morning | 


business. Ifthere are no reports of commit- 

tees, the introduction of bills is next in order. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 

©. sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


Objection is 


I was about asking consent 


If the Senator | 


I 


1079) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri river at or near the city of 
Lexington, in the State of Missouri, and to 
establish it as a post road; which was read 
twice by its title, referred tothe Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1080) conferring jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the 
claim of William G. Nixon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. i 


EQUAL RIGHTS IN SCHOOLS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate resolu- 
tions are next in order. There seems to be 
none. ‘The morning business is concluded. 

Mr. SUMNER. {Í now move that the Sen- 
nte proceed to the consideration of the school 

ill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business having been concluded, the Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 
rename the consideration of the District school 

ALL. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 
done. The Senator from Massachusetts in- 
sisted upon taking up that bili the other day, 
and it occupied the whole morning hour. That 
is a question which can be disposed of at some 
other time. There is no urgency about it to- 
day or to-morrow. J] have charge of a bill 
that there is an urgency about. There is a 
condition of things in the Indian country that 
requires, in the opinion of the Government, 
the establishment of a court, and I do not 
think the Senate ought to be continuing the 
debate in this matter about the schools; the 
whole morning hour was lost before. 

Mr. WiLSON. Will there not be debate 
on your bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithinknot. There is 
no desire on the part of anybody to do any- 
thing but make it a perfect bill to answer the 
object of the Government in that respect. All 
I have to say is that I shall ask the Senate to 
divide on the question of taking up the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, simply be- 
cause it is important that the bill to which I 
have called attention shall be taken up and 
acted on. If the Senate says no, I have dis- 
charged my duty, and the bill that [ have 
charge of must take its chance. I have no 
interest in it any more than the Senator from 


| Massachusetts. He is as much interested in 


it as Lam. 

Mr. SUMNER. I, too, must discharge my 
duty. I have no personal interest in the bill 
which I am trying to bring before the Senate ; 
but the whole country has an interest in it, for 
it involves the cause of good government. It 
has already been under discussion. I think 
the debate is drawing to an end! Why should 
we now interrept that discussion by another 
measure which has not yet been begun upon? 
It seems to me that itis the best economy of 
our time to proceed with the school bill and 
finish it. }¢ will then be out of the way, and 
my friend from lilinois can bring up his bill, 
or any other bill, and I shall most cheerfully 
sustain him. Meanwhile | must urge upon ihe 
Senate to press the bill on which they have 
begun to an end. F shall accept the result, 
whatever it may be; but I feel it my duty to 
ask the Senate to proceed with it. 

Mr. POMEROY. With regard to the bill 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
in relation to a court in the indian country, L 
desire to say that a resolution passed the Sen- 
ate the other day calling on the Attorucy 
General for some papers relating to the court 
in the western district of Arkansas which the 
Senator from Illinois proposes to throw over 
the Indian country. 1 think myself it is not 
judicious to extend that court over that coun- 
try, and I shall take the opportunity to say so 
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as soon as I get the papers from the Attor- 
ney General's office. That court has spent, 
$260,000, as I am told, this last year. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. When we come to that 
I can satisfy the Senator. I have communi- 
cated with the Department of Justice on this 
subject, and have their letter in reference to 
this very thing. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ihave their letter, too, 
in which they recommend a new court. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Probably Ihave received 
information more recently than the Senator. 

Mr. POMEROY. My amendment, when- 
ever I introduce it, to this bill will be to abol- 
ish the western district of Arkansas and put 
the whole of Arkansas in one district and make 
a new court for the Indian territory. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I donot wish to antagonize 
the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts 
which he is so anxious to bring before the 
Senate, but I must beg to differ with him in 
one remark that he made, that he thought it 
would be an economy of time to proceed 
with the school bill at this time. That bill 
was up on Saturday, and oceupied about three 
Hours, and then fell, the regular order being 
called up. łam not willing that every morn- 
ing hour shall be consumed with that bill 
without making any progress with it. I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
he ask for a day for the bill or an evening, 
when we can come here and sit it out; but to 
take it up every morning hour, and when one 
o’clock arrives let it drop again, is a mere 
consumption of time so far as the bill is con- 
cerned. Thatis my judgment, and I state it 
here, and I venture to say that if the bill is 
taken up now, when one o'clock arrives every 
Senator who hears me will see that I am right. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, this bill 
has really had but one day, and that was Sat- 
urday. [t wasup for a very brief discussion 
before, during which there were no speeches 
upon it. The only speech that has been made 
was by the Senator trom Delaware, [ Mr. BAY- 
ARD.] I know of no disposition to occupy 
time upon it. It was up on Saturday. Ido 
entreat my friend not to throw his influence 
in its way. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If my friend will allow me, 
when the District Committee had a day, this 
bill occupied the attention of the Senate sev- 
eral hours. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is mistaken. 
I yielded on that day to my colleagues of the 
committee, and brought it up last, about 
twenty minutes or half an hour before the 
adjournment, and there was no considerable 
debate upon it. There was no speech. I 
think the Senator misrecollects. I cannot be 
mistaken about it, because I had the measure 
in charge. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not think the meas- 
ure took more than an hour or three quarters 
of an bonr on that day. 

Mr. SUMNER. F should not think so 
much. The Senator from South Carolina 
recollects perfectly well the understanding 
between him and myself that I should not 
bring it up until the bill about the courts here 
was disposed of. Now, this is a bill reported 
by the District Committee which was not 
brought to a close on the day assigned for the 
business of the committee, and 1 hope the 
Senate will proceed with it until it is brought 
to a close. Ido not throw myself much upon 
the indulgence of the Senate, and I should 
really like to be out of my seat more than L 
am able to be. I hope the Senate, therefore, 
will be willing to take this bill up and at least 
give an hour toit. [think that in time it will 
be finished; I am very sanguine that it can be, 
and then I certainly shall not be in the way. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I should regret to have the school biil 
taken up this morning in the morning hour, 
because, on looking over the files upon my 
desk, I see that the amendment of which I 
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gave notice on Saturday has not yet come in 
from the Printer. I regard that amendment 
as important, and unless it shall be added to 
the bil I shall not vote for the measure}; but 
with the amendment I would vote for the 
measure. The amendment was ordered to be 
printed on Saturday, but I suppose the pres- 
sure of the office has prevented its getting in 
as yet. Ido not think it would be possible to 
close the discussion of this measure this morn- 
ing in the morning hour. I prefer to go on 
with the business reported from the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. CAMERON. It seems to me that we 
shall not get up the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to-day, and if we did we could 
not finish it before the morning hour closed. 
Therefore I appeal to the Senate now to allow 
me to bring up a little bill which will require 
no discussion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to 
take up a bill relative to the salary of the con- 
sul at Tien-Tsin, China, pending the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I object, for the reason 
that I have made a similar request. . : 

Mr. CAMERON. Renew yours, and I will 
give way. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very weli; I will. 
unanimous consent ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the Senator from Louisiana asks unanimous 
consent to consider the bill in regard to the 
election in Louisiana, | 

Mr. VICKERS. I object. 3 

Mr. SUMNER. Let the other bill come up. 

The VIC] PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(5. No, 865) to secure equal rights in the pub- 
lic schools of Washington and Georgetown. 

Mr. SUMNER. L ask for the yeas and 
nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows: 

YWAS-—Messrs. Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Ferry 
of Michigan, Howe, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, 
Sumner, West, Wilson, and Windom—17, 

NAY5—Messrs. Bayard, Blair. Boreman, Bucking- 
sserly, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Perry of Connecticut. Gilbert, Hamlin, Hiteh- 
cock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Sauls- 
bury, Sherman, Stevenson, Trumbull, Viekers, and 
Wright—22, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Mdmunds, Fen- 
ton, Fianagan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
jlton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Harlan, 
dill, KeHogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 


son, Schurz, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, 
and ‘Lipton—3ss. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. CARPENTER sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed 
by them to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain pubiic works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 
No. 628) authorizing terms of the United 
States district court to be held at Fort Gibson 
iv the Indian territory; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

ELECTLONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Now, I move to take up 
Senate bill No. 58. I wish to state to the Sen- 
ate that I think there can be no objection to 
this bill. It has been before the Senate for a 
year, in fact | think more than a year. I know 
at no good objection to the bill. Tt is to desig- 
nate the day fixed in the constitution of Lonis- 
jana for the State election as the day on 
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which presidential electors shall be chosen, 
thus obviating the necessity of an election 
running through two days with all its attend- 
ant expenses and inconveniences. I know of 
no objection whatever to it, and when it is 


understood I venture to say there is no Sen- 


ator on the floor who will object to its censid- 
eration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itseems impossible for 
me to get the attention of the Senate to the 
bill 1 have in charge. When the Senate shall 
have voted it down, I shall feel that- I have 
discharged my duty. I have struggled for two 
or three mornings for an opportunity to move 
to take up the bill, but have been unfortunate 
in getting the attention of the Chair, and there 
is no way of getting it up but to antagonize it 
with other measures. I antagonized the meas- 
ure of the Senator from Massachusetts with 
this measure, stating that I hoped the Senate 
would vote down the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to allow me to call up the 
bill to establish a court in the Indian country 
where there is great confusion and disorder, and 
where the Government thinks it necessary that 
acourt should be at onceestablished. TheSen- 
ate voted down the proposition of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but then I was unable to 
get the attention of the Chair; and now another 
proposition is made. I do not know what 
motion I could make. If I knew of any mo- 
tion to make that would enable me to test the 
sense of the Senate, I would make it; but I 
again call upon the Senate to vote down this 
motion. : 

I opposed the other with the very view of 
trying to get this bill up; but the moment this 
is disposed of, then the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has a bill that he proposes to call up, 
and there area dozen others. 1 do not pro- 
pose to continue to try and sing out ‘Mr. 
President’? before the question is disposed of, 
with a view of getting the floor. I think we 
should transact our business decorously. I 
addressed the Chair as soon as the vote was 
announced, but not in time, however, to make 
the motion which I desired to make. Now I 
will ask the Senate not to take up the bill of 
the Senator from Louisiana until we have an 
opportunity to see whether the Senate will act 
upon this public matter. I shall call for a 
division on the motion of the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish to say, for the 
benefit of my friend from Ilinois, that I have 
been for two or three weeks endeavoring to 
get this bill before the Senate, and before my 
friend came in with his judicial bill. Indeed, 
J tear I have been trying the patience of the 
Chair and the Senate in seeking to get it up. 
If this bill be taken up, I say again that I do 
not think there can be any good objection 
from any Senator against the bill; and I shall 
be perfectly willing, if it is proper to do so, 
to give way to the Senator from Illinois to 
take up his bill if that biil will lead to no 
debate. Now we have but twenty minutes 
before the expiration of the morning hour, 
and I should like to take up this bill which I 
have so long struggled to get before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iam a member of 
the committee which reported the bill alluded 
to by the Senator from Louisiana, and also of 
the committee reporting the bill alluded to by 
the Senator from illinois. We have already 
consumed time enough this morning to pass 
both bills. I shall therefore vote to take 
up the first bill I can get a chance to take up, 
which happens to be the Louisiana bill. I 
shall vote to take that up. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to say one word 
upon the question that is now before the Sen- 
ate, and generally upon questions that thus 
arise. My experience here, though very short, 
has satisfied me that there is more time taken 
up every morning upon questions of this kind 
than would suffice to pass a dozen bills. Now, 


~ 


I trust that the Senate, for the orderly dispo- 
sition of business and for the protection of the 
public business, will for itself determine that 
all these questions shall be laid aside once and 
forever, and that when we get through with 
the morning business we will take up the pend- 
ing measure coming over from the day before, : 
and set aside some day or days to go to the 

Calendar and take up the bills that are upon 
the Calendar in their regular order. Not a 
day passes here that we do not take up more 
than half the moruing hour in discussing the 
question whether this bill or that bill shall 
have precedence, when if, we could go to the 
disposition of the very bill that is before ug 
pending upon the adjournment and attend to 
business in that way and assign some day for 
the disposition of the bills on the Calendar, 
we would dispose of them in a more orderly 
manner, and satisfy ourselves and the country 
better. I shall therefore vote against taking 
up any bill. I bave three or four bills here 
of very great importance locally that Iam sure 
it would not take two minutes to pass any one 
of them, because there is no objection tothem. 
Ihave refrained from asking that they be taken 
up, and yet every morning we pass the morn: 
ing hour in this way. 

Now, sir, I shall vote against taking up this 
bill, or any other bill, and shall vote to go at 
once to the bill that was the pending measure 
on Saturday until we get through with that; 
and if there is no way of disposing of business 
otherwise, go to the Calendar and take up the 
bills that are there, not in the manner in 
which we are attempting to dispose of busi- 
ness now. 

The VICE PRERIDENT. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. KeLLoGeG, ] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 58. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [I ask for the yeas and 
nays. That will determine whether the Sen- 
ate are disposed to act on an emergent matter 
or not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Hitcheock, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, West, and Windom—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Buckingham, Cas- 
serly, Ciayton, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Johnston, Saulsbary, 
Stevenson, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—15. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of IXentucky, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Logan, Patterson, Pool, Ram- 
sey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 
son—30. 

. So the motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (8. No. 58) to preseribe the 
time for holding the election for electors of 
President and Vice President ïn the State of 
Louisiana. f 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections 
reported the bill with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause down to and 
including the word ‘provided,’ in line ten of 
the second section, in the following words: 


That the Tuesday next after the first Monday in 
November, in the year 1872, is hereby fixed and es- 
tablished as the day, in each of the States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States, for the election of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Forty-Third 
Congress; and the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday in November, in every second year tbere- 
after, is hereby fixed and established as the day for 
the election, in each of said States and ‘Territories, 
of Representatives and Delegates to the Congress 
commencing on the 4th day of March next there- 
after. 

Sec. 2. That if, upon trial, there shall be a failure 
to elect a Representative or Delegate in Congress in 
any State, District, or Territory, upon the day here“ 
by fixed and established for such election, or if, after 
any such election, a vacancy shall occur in any such 
State, District, or Territory, from death, resignation, 
or otherwise, an election shali be held to fill any 
vacancy caused by such failure, resignation, death, 
or otherwise, at such time andin such maner as is OF , 
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“yaay be provided by law for filling vacancies in the 
“State or Territory in which.the same may occur: 
“Provided. 

So as to make the bill read : 

That in the State of Louisiana the election of 
Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress and 
the appointment of electors of President and Vice 
“President for said State shall be on the first Monday 
of November, in the year 1872; but thereafter such 
elections and appointmentshall be on the day desig- 
nated by law for the other States. 


: Mr. KELLOGG. The purport of the bill 
is disclosed by the reading; but I desire to 
state to the Senate that when the constitution 
of Louisiana was framed, as [am informed -——— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will ask the Senator 
from Louisiana to speak louder. We cannot 
hear a word he says. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to so state to the Senator, that he could 
not be heard. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is said and popularly 
<. þelieved I think among those who are best 
‘> situated to know in Louisiana that there was 
a mistake made in the enrollment of the con- 
stitution. It was intended to provide for the 
election taking place on the first Tuesday in 
November, as I am told by members of the 
State convention, who supposed that that was 
designated as the time for the holding of the 
State election; but it appeared after enroll- 
ment and promulgation of the constitution that 
the day fixed for the choosing of State officers 
and members of the Legislature was the first 
Monday in November biennially; ‘and the 
election shall be completed in one day.” 

Now, sir, the State constitution and law 
providing for the election of Governor, mem- 

ers of the Legislature, and all other officers of 
the State on the first Monday of November, 
- and the law of Congress providing, as it does, 
© for the choosing of presidential electors on 
the Tuesday following, the consequence is that 
we shall have an election running through 
two days. We want to avoid the inconven- 
ience and expense attending the holding of 
an election for two days in the State for this 
year alone, for the reason that there isno way 
of amending the constitution in this regard 
until after the election next fall. Hence, the 
bill provides only for this year. Atits next 
session the Legislature will, of course, submit 
a joint resolution to the people looking to the 
amendment of the constitution in this respect. 

Before I sit down I desire to say one word 
regarding this bill. My friend from Illinois 
seemed to think that I had unjustly, perhaps, 
antagonized this bill against his bill. I desire 
to say that I have antagonized it against every 
measure, and felt it my duty to do so, for the 
last ten or fifteen days. I have regretted that 
I felt compelled to do so. Itis a very simple 
measure, and I cannot see that there can be 
any objection to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
what the law of Louisiana is in regard to the 
election of electors of President and Vice 
President. 

Mr. KELLOGG. There is nothing in the 
constitution of the State on that subject. 

. Mr. TRUMBULL. Has not the law of 


Louisiana provided for the election of 
electors? 
Mr. KELLOGG. It has not. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Then there can be no 
election of electors in Louisiana, if Louisiana 
has not provided forelectingthem. Congress 
cannot provide for electing electors. 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘There is a law that they 
shall be chosen at the time fixed by Congress. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to know 
what the law of Louisiana is, if the Senator 
can inform us, on the subject of choosing elec- 
tors of President and Vice President. That 

- is a thing which must be regulated by the law 
of each State. Congress has no jurisdiction 
over it, and cannot provide for the election of 
electors of President and Vice President. All 
Congress can do is to fix the time when the 
election may take place.. Linquire for inform: 


ation. I think before we legislate we ought 
to know what the law of Louisiana is in regard 
to the election of electors of President and 
Vice President. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The law of Louisiana, 
section fourteen hundred and ten, provides: 

“In every year at which an election shall be 
held of electors of President and Vice President, 
such election shall be held on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in the month of November, 
in accordance with the act of the Congress of the 
United States approved January 23, 1845, entitled 
An act to establish a uniform time for holding 
elections for electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent in all the States of the Union,’ and such elec- 
tion shall be conducted and held in the manner and 
form provided by law for general State elections.” 

This State law provides upon that point 
that the election shall be held in accord ance 
with the law of Congress and at the time des- 
ignated in the law of Congress; and upon the 
other point, as to the mode and manner, that 
“ such election shall be conducted and held in 
the manner and form provided by law for gen- 
eral State elections.” The Constitution of 
the United States provides that Congress may 
determine the time of choosing electors and 
the day on which they shall cast their votes. 
All we ask is that Congress will designate the 
first Monday of November this year, when, of 
course, this section fourteen hundred and ten 
of the State law, that ‘‘ such election shall be 
held and conducted in the manner and form 
provided by law for general State elections,” 
will apply. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. May I inquire when the 
election of members of Congress takes place 
by the law of Louisiana? 

Mr. KELLOGG. On the first Monday of 
November— 


“AML general elections for members of Congress 
shall be held at the same time and conducted in the 
same manner as is provided for the election of Rep- 
resentatives to the General Assembly.” 


That is, on the first Monday of November. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, 
we see what we are about to do. The Legis- 
lature of Louisiana has provided by law for 
choosing electors on the Tuesday after the 
first Monday of November, the day fixed by 
the act of Congress for the election throughout 
the United States. Now, what is the matter? 
Why, for some purpose or other, the Senator 
from Louisiana is not willing that the election 
should take place at the time the Legislature 
of his State has fixed it. The Legislature of 
the State, with a full knowledge of ail their 
elections, has provided by statute that the 
electors shall be chosen on the very same day 
in Louisiana that they are chosen throughout 
the United States. And now it is asked that 
we, by act of Congress, change the law of 
Louisiana and fix the election for presidential 
electors in that State on a different day. I dis- 
like very much to do that. . I think it is very 
bad policy to set such an example as fixing the 
day for electing presidential electors at one 
time in New York, and the next day in Penn- 
sylvania, and the next day in Ohio. We have 
heard of such things as colonizing voters— 
not in Louisiana, of course. The Senator 
from Louisiana will not understand me as 
reflecting at all upon the purity of the ballot- 
box in that State; but in other States we have 
had intimations of illegal voting, and I sup- 
pose one reason why a uniform time is fixed 
for choosing electors of President and Vice 
President throughout the United States is to 
guard against anything of that kind in States 
remote from Louisiana. 

We reverse the intention of the act of Con- 
gress if we pass this bill; and I do not know 
if we pass it but that we shall be called upon 
to-morrow to pass a law that the election in 
the State of New York shall take place on the 
first Monday in November, or the same day as 
in Louisiana; in Pennsylvania on the first 
‘Luesday after the first Monday of November, 
or the first Wednesday. We set the example 
that for political purposes one party or the 
other that happens to be in power may fix 
different days in adjoining States. 


i 


Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator 
allow me to make a suggestion to him? 
When such a case as that is presented there 
is no Senaior in this body who would not con- 
demn it instantly. This case is to bring both 
elections on the same day, and not subject 
the people of the State of Louisiana to the 
expense of holding two elections on two 


days. 

Mi. TRUMBULL. It is to bring the elec- 
tion on a different day in Louisiana from what 
it is in Mississippi and in Texas, and in all the 
adjoining Sates to Louisiana. That is what 
this proposition does. The people of Louis- 
iana have fixed a day for the election of 
electors; the same day that election takes 
place in the adjoining States and all the 
States. But this is a proposition by act of 
Congress to change the law of the State of 
Louisiana, and fix a different day for that 


tate. 

Mr. WEST. Ishould like to ask the Senator 
from Illinois a question. Could the people 
of Louisiana have selected any other day than 
the day they have on which to elect their 
presidential electors, inasmuch as that is the 
day fixed by act of Congress? They had to 

oib 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They need not have 
selected a day at all perhaps; but the only 
authority Congress has over the subject of 
choosing electors is to fix the time. A ques- 
tion may arise on the Constitution. The Con- 
stitution in different portions of it uses the 
words ‘‘time’’ and ‘‘times.”? In speaking of 
the election of Representatives to Congress 
the Constitution authorizes Congress to fix 
“the times” of the election in the respective 
States. But in speaking of the choice of 
electors, the language is '‘ Congress may de- 
termine the time of choosing the electors.” 
That is all it can do. 

Now, can it fix different times? Can it fix 
the election on the first Monday of November 
in Louisiana, and in October in Indiana? 
Would it be competent for Congress to do that ? 
I will not say that it could not doit; but I say 
the language of the Constitution may well sug- 
gesta doubt whether Congress could fix differ- 
ent times in different States for the election of 
electors; whether the word ‘‘ time’’ is not 
confined to a single time that must be uniform 
throughout the United States. Congress 
seemed so to regard it when they passed the 
act of 1845 prescribing the time of choosing 
electors in the respective States and made it 
uniform. We know that the Legislature of 
South Carolina was convened in extra session 
for the purpose of choosing electors on the 
very day fixed by the aet of Congress, it being 
supposed that they could not choose them at 
any other time, the electors in that State hav- 
ing been chosen previous to the war by the 
Legislature and not by the people as in the 
other States of this Union. This matter of 
choosing electors, as we all know, was left en- 
tirely to the Legislatures of the respective States 
except in the one element of appointing the 
time when the election should take place. 

Now, I understand the object of this bill to 
be to relieve the people of louisiana from 
some little inconvenience. They think they 
could vote more conveniently on Monday than 
on Tuesday because they are holding an elec- 
tion for other purposes on Monday, and that 
it will incommode them somewhat if they have 
to choose their presidential electors on Tues- 
day, inasmuch as they hold a State election 
the day before. That is the only object of this 
bill, I take it; and if there was no public pol- 
icy to be violated, if the example was not a 
bad one to set, and it would add to the con- 
venience of the people of Louisiana, I should 
be inclined to vote for the bill, We certainly 
do not wish to incommode in any way the 
people of that State, but I think it is a vicious 
example to set to fix different days. a 

The same question, or one somewhat simi- 
lar, arose in regard to Texas, though it was 
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worse complicated there. 


Their election is /! 


continued several days; and in the discussion | 


on the question as to the meaning of the word 
‘time’? we came to the conclusion in the 
Judiciary Committee that an election com- 
mencing upon that day might be continued 
until it was finished; that although the votes 
of the electors must be cast on one day, the 
Constitution, when it authorizes Congress to 
fix the time of choosing electors, does not 
necessarily limit it toa day; but it might be 
extended ovcr several days; and we have 


passed through the Senate—I do not know | 


whether the biil has passed the House or not— 
a bill at this session allowing the people of 
‘Texas to continue until their election is fin- 
ished, commencing, however, upon the day that 
is uniform throughout the United States, the 
Tuesday after the first Monday in November. 

It strikes me as questionable whether we 
ought to pass this bill. Ithink the example 
is a bad oue; and itseems to me the inconven- 
jence in Louisiana would not be very great. 
Members of Congress and State officers are 


chosen on Monday, and therefore the neces- | 
sity of voting the next day will only apply to | 


electors, and it cannot be a very great lucon- 
venience. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ailow me to suggest 
that the burden of an election does not depend 
upon how many men you are going to vote for, 
but upon bow many days you have to go to the 

olls. 
p Mr. TRUMBULL. It might depend some- 
what apon the number of officers to be elected. 
The Senator knows it is very difficult to get 
through with elections where many ollicers are 
voted for. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Thatis merely a mat- 
ter as to the expense of printing, because there 
are so many tickets to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired and the Post Ollice appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate, on which 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Winnom] 
ig entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. Task the Senator from 
Minnesota to give way for a moment until } 


make a motion to fix the day fortaking up the | 


bill in regard to the depot in this city. 

Mr. WINDOM. I willyield forthas purpose. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Ver- 
mout [Mr. Morri uu] and myself seem to bein 
opposition on this subject and have agreed to 
ask the Senate to fix Wednesday for that par- 
pose. I make that motion. 

Mr. SUMNER. [beg the Senators pardon; 
the Senator from Vermont jusi left me and he 
said he did not wish to have this bill come on 
until next week. There is a Senator absent 
who desires to take part in the discussion. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator from Ver- 
mont has said so—— 

Mr. SUMNER. He said so to me not a 
minute ago. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then he has not said to 
you what he said to me; and [ ask the Senate 
to take the voie on my motion. 


The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Post Office 


appropriation bill is betore the Senate, aud | 


the Senator from Minnesota is entitled to the 
floor, but he yielded to allow this proposition 
to be propounded. ‘There appears to be ob- 
jection. The Post Office appropriation bill is 
in the way of any other business being trans- 
acted, unless it is laid aside. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Lappealto the Senator 
from Minnesota to consent that the appropri- 
ation bill be laid aside until a vote is bad on 
the Louisiana bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ihave no rig 
that it be laid aside. Se 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask leave, then, to 
make a motion that this bill be passed over 
informally. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator can obtain 
a vote immediately on his bill, I will yield for 
that purpose; but if it is for discussion L must 
insist on the regular order. 


j will take Wednesday night. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I do not think it will 
lead to discussion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota will state whether he yields 


or not. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield the floor 
unless a vote can be taken on: the measure 
which has been under discussion. If that 
can be done, I will yield; otherwise, not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. Trumputt] was entitled to 
the floor on the election bill when the morn- 
inghonrexpired. If he yields the floor, and no 
other Senator rises, the Chair will submit the 
question to the Senate. The amendment of 
the Committee on Privileges and liections will 
be regarded as agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I wish to 
say something about this bill—— 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield for discus- 
sion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has risen to debate the bill, 
and the Senator from Minnesota withdraws 
his consent. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move, then, to postpone 
the Post Office appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota is upon the floor upon the 
Post Office appropriation bill. 


Mr. WINDOM. I cannot yield for that 
purpose. 
Mr. CARPENTER. Let me appeal to my 


friend from Minnescta to yield for the purpose 
of taking the sense of the Senate on the ques- 
tion. ‘here cannot be any debate on the 
proposition to lay the appropriation bill on the 


table, Let us vote on that. That will test 
the question. 
Mr. WINDOM. I will yield to test the 


sense of the Senate. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the Post 
Office appropriation bill be laid on the table. 
The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 28. . 


Mr. KELLOGG. I give notice that as soon 
as this appropriation bill is disposed of, I 
shall call up the Louisiana election bill. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CAMERON. [trust the Senator from 
Minnesota will give way for a moment. 

Mr. WiNDOM. I will yield toa division 
of the Senate on the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, if the yeas and nays are 
not to be asked for. : 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall not ask for the 
yeas and nays. I will say to the Senate that 
the Baltimore and Potomac railroad is now 
nearly compieted from Baltimore. It will be 
finished within a week, but the company have 
no depot here. This question has been before 
the Senate a long while, and we can just as 
well decide it now as at any other time. I do 
not want to debate it; but let us fix next 
Wednesday to dispose of it, or if you like | 
The company 
have spent six or seven million dollars for 
the benefit of this city of Washington, and 
must have a depot when the road is finished. 
Everybody is interested in that question. 

Mr. POMEROY. Say Wednesday night. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield to any dis- 
cussion of the merits. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not pro- 
pose to ask anything for my personal conven- 
ience. Jam ready as far as I am concerned 
that the question should come up at any time. 
I shall object to any evening session for it, 
because I desire that the Senate shall know 
the facts in relation to this matter fully, and 
it will take at least a day to have it understood 
by the Senate. This road was incorporated 
as long ago as 1867, and they have just got 
along here, aud they have had some four or 
five different acts of Congress, and hada depot 


Il once established and had the alternative of Il 


two or three different places, and I desire ig 
have full time to show what was done. But 
ĮI expect that we shall melt down on this ques- 
tion like pewter before a blow-pipe. I sup 
pose the bill is to pass, but I intend that the 
Senate shall fully understand the questiog 
before the vote is taken. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, rose. . 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield for furthes 
discussion. g 

Mr. SUMNER. Can this. be considered 
except by unanimous consent? ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Certainly not, 
in the present state of affairs; the Post Office © 
appropriation bill is still in the way, the Sen- 
ate having refused to lay it on the table. : 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 feel that the Senate fg | 
not in a condition to fix the time now. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, I 
will make another motion, which I suppose I 
have the right to make, and I do it with great 
reluctance. It is that we postpone the Post 
Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. | I believe I have the floor, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota is entitled to the floor for five 
minutes under the rules if he insists on it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot yield for the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the set 
vice of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment in regard 
to the Brazil service. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I want to ask a 
good-natured thing of the Senator from Min-' 


nesota, 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot do any more 
good-natured things. l 

Mr. STEWART. Let him hear what it is. 
I want to have a vote on Senate bill No. 522. 
Nobody here wants to debate it. 

Mr. WINDOM. My good nature is suffi- 
cient to authorize it, but the good nature of 
the Senate would be exhausted if I should 
yield any further. 

Mr. STEWART. I think we can risk the 
good nature of the Senate to let it be voted ott. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator can get the 
floor after my five minutes have expired. If 
in order, I desire to modify the substitute 
which I offered on Saturday from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, by inserting after 
the word ‘‘thereafter,’’ and before the word 
“í provided,” what is written upon the paper 
I send to the Secretary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator - 
from Minnesota, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, desires to modify the committee’s 
amendment. If there is no objection he will 
be authorized to modify it as reported by the 
committee; it still being pending, and will be 
read. 

The Cuter Cuerx. After the word “‘ there- 
after,’ in line twenty-eight, it is proposed to 
insert: 


Provided, That the contract herein authorized 
shali commence on the Ist day of October, 1873, an 
shall be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder 
after sixty days’ public notice, and, the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized and directed, pending 
the commencement of the contract for permanent 
service, to arrange temporarily with the present 
contractors for the additional monthly service at 
the rate of $300,000 per annum thereafter. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Minnesota was offered by 
him as a Senator, so that he hasa right to 
modify it. The question is on his amendment 
as modified, 3 

Mr. WINDOM. This bill has been before 
the Senate several days, and I know that the 
Senate is very anxious to dispose of it. My 
own anxiety to conclude it prevented my even 
taking the five minutes allotted to me on Sat- 
urday, and E do not now desire to occupy more 
than two or three minutes, I tried to answer? 
on Saturday evening the objection made to 
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his amendment as it comes from the commit- 
ee, which is that it provides treble pay for 
double service ; but Ido not know that [ made 
myself understood; and I will try it again. I 
nsist that it does not even give to this com- 
any double pay for double service. 


the existing law, Brazil pays $150,000 a year 
jand the American Government $150,000, mak- 


ing $300,000 per annum for monthly service. 
f this amendment be adopted, we shall have 


semi-mouthly service, and during the exist- 


ence of the present contract the company will 
receive double pay or $600,000 per annum for 


>the double service; but at the end of the 


. $450,000 for double service. 


¿existing contract Brazil will cease to pay 


the $150,000, and for the next seven years 
which it bas to run the company will get but 
They now get 


: , $800,000 for monthly service, and for seven 


¿years provided for in this bill they will per- 


form the double service for $450,000, or an 
increase of only fifty per cent. of the present 
pay which they receive, making only fifty per 


“cent. increase in pay for seven years for one 


hundred. per cent. increase in service. 
Now, Mr. President, I should like, if my 


time and the patience of the Senate would 
“permit, to answer some of the arguments pre- 


sented on this subject. It has been stated by 


«several Senators that the vessels which we 


| provide for the construction of by this amend- 


¿the naval service of the country. 


“prepared to do them serious injury, and 
; means of destruction aggression is often found the 


ment are not fit and never can be made fit for 
i Let me 
réfer to the report of the Secretary of the 


» Navy made in 1869 on that subject, in which 


he uses this language: 


“There is another element of defense against the 
time of danger, perhaps as effective as any other, 
available to wise and liberal statesmanship. Na- 
tions, like men, hesitate to attack those who are 
in the 


surest defense against all who have anything to 
lose. Such means would be at hand, if we had lines 
of occan-going steamers established, running out 
of our ports in the peaceful pursuit of commercial 


. enterprise, but carrying our own flag and available 


to our Government in time of need. 
“The attention of thoughtful men has been much 


. directed to this subject, and all are looking to the 


national Government for encouragement.” 
* F * # % * * * * * 
“Tt will not become me to discuss in this report 
the many arguinents of natiopal prosperity and 
pride which press the subject upon us, but I may be 


_ permitte to urge it as an important element of 


national safety. In support of this view, I call 


` attention to the fact that there are now running 


from the ports of New York, Boston, and Baltimore 
for those of Europe, over sixty powerful screw 
steamers, averaging nearly three thousand tons 
each. These steamers, carrying the English, and 
French, and German flags, are most of them, the 
results of wise liberality on the part of their respect- 
ive Governments, and they now absorb a very large 
proportion of the carrying trade across the Atlantic. 
Their average time in crossing to and fro, in all 
weathers, is not more than eleven days. Any one 
of them could be quickly converted into an eficient 
and powerful ship-of-war, capable of carrying full 
sail power and keeping the sea for any length of 
time. Here, then, is a heavy tonnage of possible 
war vessels, larger than that of our whole Navy, on 
the ist of January, 1868. ; 
“Tad our mercantile marine possessed such lines 
atthe breaking out of the late war, we might instead 
of permitting the rebels to introduce a vast amount 
of war material before we could collect the means to 
prevent it, have quickly closed every southern port. 
“A comparatively small force of this kind appro- 


` priately armed and let loose on the ocean, under the 


command of bold and intelligent officers, would be 
a dangerous foe to the commerce of any country. 
Our own was substantially driven from the seas by 
iwo or three rough!y equipped vessels, much inferior 
in power to those of which I have spoken. Thus it 
will be seen that, in giving up this field to the occu- 
pation of other nations, and yielding to them the 
commercial advantages which naturally belong to 
our own position and resources, We at the same time 
relinquish our own weapons, and arm our possible 
enemies, ‘ 

.  Wearelooking with confidence for a large increase 
in the commerce of the Kast, which will require a 
corresponding increase in the present means of rapid 
transportation on both oceans; and, in the interest 
simply of the naval establishment, and of so much 
of the national defense as depends upon it, I earn- 
estly urge that measures be taken at this juncture 
to induce our own merchants and ship-builders to 
enter into this field of enterprise. 

*"Inducements should beheld out to those who. are 
willing to undertake it to build steamers. on plans 
approved by the Navy Department, subject, in case 
of necessity, to be taken by the Government at an 


‘appraised value, 


d 


l 


os hed 3 
Those on the route between California and Japan 
should be able at all times to protect themselves 
against pirates and privateers, and all should be of 
a clasi available in war. 

“Ido not, of course, suggest any particular plan 
on thissubject, and I speak of it ae to show bow 
much the naval establishment, in common with 
every other national interest, will be affected by its 
proper solution. >” 


I call the attention of the Senate again to 
the sworn statement of the highest naval of- 
cer of this Government. I think the Senator 
from Iowa, [ Mr. Harzan,] the Senator from 
Connecticut, (Mr. Bucxrycuam, ] and the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Fretincuvuysey] 
also, although Iam not certain as to the lat- 
ter, have all asserted their opinion that these 
vessels are worthless for the Navy. On the 


investigation of this snbject by the committee 
of the House, to which I referred a few days 
since, the chairman asked this question of 
Admiral Porter: 


“Tunderstand you to say that if we had, at the 
commencement of our late war, thirty such vessels 
as you speak of—the best European steamers—they 
would have been as efficient as wusour entire Navy? 


“Admiral Porter. Twice as eflicient; I say that 
Without any hesitation.” 

Again: 

“Mr. Jupp. If the Government should enter upon 
this system of subsidies, how would it affect naval 
estimates? 

“Admiral Porrer. It would save the Govern- 
ment millions of dollars in case of war, because I 
do not want better ships than those steamships are; 
and then they are kept in order all the time.” 

Again, in the same examination, the chair- 
man inquires: 


‘How much would the Government have saved 
directly, in cost, if it had had thirty or forty of the 
class of vessels that you speak of, and could have 
brought them into use at once? 

“Admiral Porter. The Government would have 
saved thirty or forty millions right off, because we 
ran into agood many wild schemes in building ves- 
sels. 


Now, Mr. President, here is the testimony 
of the Secretary of the Navy and the highest 
naval oficer of this Government, that .these 
vessels are more efficient for naval purposes 
than are our present naval vessels. I present 
the sworn testimony of the Secretary of the 
Navy and Admiral Porter as an offset to the 
statements of those who have given their 
opinion that these vessels are worthless. 

But, sir, I have been somewhat surprised in 
the discussion of this question at the position 
taken by certain gentlemen to whom I always 
look with a great deal of reverence for in- 
struction upon great national questions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have expired. 

Mr. NYE and others. Let him go on. 

Mr. WINDOM. No; Ido not desire, if 
nobody else will, to transgress the rule. 

Mr. CAMERON. [rose to make a motion 
in regard to the depot bill, but will give way 
to the Senator. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
the rule. 

Mr. CAMERON. I make the motion again 
that the Senate fix Wednesday next for the 
consideration of the depot bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Unless by unani- 
mous consent, that motion cannot be enter- 
tained. The Post Office appropriation bill 
may be laid on the table for the purpose of 
taking up the railroad bill with the view of 
having a day fixed for its consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. I make that motion for 
that purpose only. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to lay the appro- 
priation bill on the table for the purpose indi- 
cated by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Have the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
agreed as to the time when that bill shall be 
considered ? 

Mr. CAMERON. We made an agreement 
on Friday that there should be a day fixed 
to-day, and this morning one agreed that it 
should be Wednesday, I believe he has changed 
hig opinion since. 


I will not myself trangress 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator il 
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is mistaken in supposing that I agreed upon 
Wednesday. I haveno objection to it myself, 
but there are certain Senators who are absent 
who desire to be present when this debate shall 
come off, The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THUR- 
MAN] particularly desires to be here when the 
bill is to be considered. Any day will be 
agreeable to me that will be agreeable to the 
Senate. I had supposed that we might have 
some business more important than this bill 
that would occupy the Senate for two or three 
days tocome. Still I do not object to any 
time that the Senate may fix. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This colloquy 
is by unanimous consent, as the motion to lay 
upon the table is not debatable. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Does not this motion 
require unanimous consent ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to lay the Post Office appropriation bill upon 
the table, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
having given notice that if itis laid upon the 
table he will then move to take up the Balti- 
more and Potomac railroad bill for the pur- 
pose of fixing a time for its consideration. 
The question now is on laying the Post Office 
appropriation bill upon the table to allow him 
to make the subsequent motion of which he 
has given notice. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
upon the table, 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes eleven, 

Several Senators. Give it up. 

Mr. CAMERON. I give it up for the pres- 
ent; but I give notice that I shall make the 
motion on all fitting occasions. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I ask that there 
may be a vote taken on Senate bill No. 522. 
It will take no time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will re- 
quire unanimous consent, 

Mr. STEWART. If there is debate or 
delay upon it I will not press it. I think it 
can be disposed of in less than five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada asks unanimous consent to take 
the vote now on the bill in regard to the sale 
of coal lands, which has been several times 
debated in the Senate. Is there objection to 
that proposition? 

Mr. NORWOOD. LTubject. The Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Roserrsoy] has 
some amendments to offer to that bil. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘They are now 

ending. 

Mr. NORWOOD. He is not here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments offered by the Senator from South Car- 
olina are now pending. This proposition is 


I hope it will not be laid 


to vote. 
Mr. NORWOOD. I object, as he is absent. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Georgia objects in consequence of the 
absence of the Senator from South Carolina. 
The question now recurs on the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota as modified, 
which he has just explained, to the Post Ollice 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. WEST. Perhaps that may not be 
clearly understood by the Senate, and I 
merely desire to say that the principal objec- 
tion which was urged to this contract when il 
was debated on Saturday was that the sum 
proposed to be paid was too much. This pro- 
vision is the same provision that was incor: 
porated in regard to the line to China and 
Japan, that it shall be left open to publie bid- 
ding, that the Postmaster General shall adver- 
tise for contracts. ‘That is the question upon 
which the Senate is now to vote; so that if 
the business can be done for less it will be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment 
again be reported. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the whole amendment as modified. 

The Cimer Cierx. It is proposed to 
amend the amendment on page 7, section 
four, line twenty six, by striking out ‘‘ four 
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hundred’’ and iuserting ‘four hundred and 
fifty,” before the word “ thousand;” and 
by inserting after the word * dollars :” 


And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
increase the mail service with Brazil, now in oper- 
ation under the act approved May 28, 1864, so as to 

rovide for deliveries of the mails at New York and 

io de Janeiro twice each month, and in the 
contract therefor he shall require said semi- 
monthly service to be performed for the term of 
years provided by the original contract, and by 
steamships wholly constructed in the United States, 
two of which shall be of not less than twenty-five 
hundred tons burden, and the others of not less 
than two thousand tons burden, all of which 
shall be officered by citizens of the United States 
or those who have declared their intention 
to become citizens; and the contractors shall 
be required tu carry the United States mails, 
without extra charge, on all the steamers they may 
run on said line, or any part of it, or any branch or 
extension thereof: Provided, That all steamships 
hereafter accepted for said service shall be con- 
structed so as to be readily adapted to the armed 
naval service of the United States in time of war; 
and before acceptance the officers by whom they 
may be inspected shall report to the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Postmaster General whether this 
condition has been complied with; and the Govern- 
ment shall have the right, in case of war, to take 
any of said vessels for its own use upon payment of 
a reasonable compensation therefore: Provided, 
that the contract herein authorized shall commence 
on the first day of October, 1873, and shall be 
awarded to the lowest responsible bidder after sixty 
days’ public notice. And the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and required, pending the 
commencement of the contract for permanent ser- 
vice, to arrange temporarily with the present con- 
tractors for the additional monthly service at the 
rate of $300,000 per annum therefor: Provided fur- 
ther, That the entire cost to the United States of 
said service performed twice each month shall not 
exceed $430,000 per annum, 


Mr. MORTON, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Minnesota a question. What was the 
term of years fixed in the original contract? 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘Ten years. 

Mr. MORTON. Then this is to authorize a 
new contract for ten years, to commence from 
the 1st of October, 1878, at $450,000? 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This proposition, as I 
understand it, raises the present compensation 
from $150,000 to $450,000 per annum for ten 
years. I should not seriously object to dou- 
bling the amount of compensation for double 


service; but I am not willing to vote $450,000 | 


instead of $150,000. I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted, and | ask for the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
informs the Chair that, as proposed, this 
amendment will have to be divided, the first 
question being on raising the amount from 
$400,000 to $450,000, and if that should be 
agreed to, then on adding the subsequent pro- 
vision. The Chair does not know exactly 
how it got into that condition; but it appears 
so from the Secretary’s statement. The first 
question is on changing $400,000 to $450,000. 
ls there objection to this amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let us have the yeas 
and nays on that. 

Mr. WINDOM. In answer to the Senator 
from Michigan, I may be permitted to say 
again, although this Government does pay 
treble the amount of the existing contract, the 
company do not get treble pay. They do not 
in fact get double pay for double service. They 
get double pay during the existence of the 
present contract ; but when that expires and 
the Brazilian Government ceases to pay any 
subsidy, they will only get an increase of fifty 
per cent. for double service. It is not treble 
pay for double service that they will receive by 
any means. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Tt is treble the amount 
from the Treasury of the United States, raising 
the compensation from $150,000 to $450,000. 

Mr. CORBETT. I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota when this present contract 
expires ? 

Mr. WINDOM. In about three years. I 
cannot give the exact time. Perhaps the Sen- 
ator from Lou‘siana, who has the statute before 
him, can state the exact time. 


Mr. WEST. The act was passed May 28, 
1864. 

Mr. CORBETT. How long was it to run? 

Mr. WEST. Ten years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The contract took effect 
on the 1:t of September, 1865, and it expires, 
therefore, on the Ist of September, 1875. 

Mr. CORBETT. As I understand this ques- 
tion, the present contract is $150,000. 

Mr. WINDOM. From this Government. 

Mr. CORBETT. For the present service ; 
and then the amount of the contract will be 
$800,000 from that time forward. Do Iun- 
derstand it correctly ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The present contract from 
this Government until September, 1875, is 
$150,000, and $150,000 by agreement from 
the Brazilian Government, giving to them 
$300,000 during that time. 

Mr. CORBETT. And I understand that 
after the expiration of this present contract, for 
the following eight years it will be $300,000 
from our own Government ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars by this amendment, because 
the Brazilian Government does not pay alter 
the existing contract ; but it will be $450,000 
for a semi-monthly service instead of what they 
are now receiving, $300,000 for a monthly 
service. y 

Mr. CORBETT. In addition to the present 
subsidy for the two years, I understand that 
this is for $450,000 a year from this present 
day, and continues for ten years from this date. 

Mr. WINDOM. From the date fixed in the 
amendment, October, 1873. 

Mr. CORBETT. Does that embrace the 
preseut subsidy of $150,000 ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The $450,000 does. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I understand it, we 
are voting $4,500,000, if we adopt this amend- 
ment, to thisline. 

Mr. RAMSEY. For ten years of service. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, I desire 
to support all proper measures for the encour- 
agement of trade and commerce between our 
country and other nations. I have expressed 
myself fuily upon that question heretofore. I 
aim ready, so far as I am concerned, not only 
to vote a proper subsidy to this line, but also 
a proper subsidy to any line that may be 
established between this country and Europe. 
Í believe that it is our duty to do so. It is 
impossible for us to establish American lines 
of steamships to compete with foreign vessels 
in such trade without giving subsidies. Iam 
also in favor, as we have reported from the 
Committee on Commerce, of giving such draw- 
backs upon the materials entering into the 
building of ships as shall facilitate and 
strengthen our own ship-building interest, and 
also of allowing these ships to use free of duty 
such articles as are imported and are used on 
shipboard. 

The only question in my mind is as to the 
proper amount of this subsidy. I would will- 
ingly extend to this line double the amount of 
the present subsidy ; that is, $300,000. Iam 
told that the contract between the Brazilian 
Government and this company will expire 
within ashort time, and that that Government 
declines to give any further subsidy. Of course 
it is not so much for the interest of that Gov- 
ernment, perhaps, as it is for the United 
States to maintain this line. We desire in 
consequence of our proximity to that country 
to establish trade and commerce there, and to 
establish a market there for our products. I 
believe that this line should be maintained, 
and I hope that we shall give an adequate sub- 
sidy to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have expired. 

Mr. CORBETT. ‘1 am willing to vote a lib- 
eral subsidy. I hope the amount now pro- 
posed, however, may be reduced. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam opposed to this 
whole scheme. of subsidies. Here it is pro- | 


posed to subsidize a steamship line ostensibly 
for the purpose of carrying the mail. I have 
listened to the debate which has proceeded 
upon these questions, and I have heard no 
statement or suggestion which satisfies me that 
there is any necessity for the increase of mail 
service that is proposed in this amendment, 
The Senator from Indiana on Saturday, if I 
understood him aright, said that our mails 
went out weekly to Brazil, not by this line, 
but by other lines. 

Mr. MORTON. Iunderstand by rival lines, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If that is the case, 
there certainly can be no necessity for multi- 
plying the trips of this line to Brazil; and I 
say again, so far as I have listened to this 
debate I have heard no statement, no sugges- 
tion which satisfies me that the postal service 
requires this expenditure of money. In fact, 
the friends of this measure have not placed it 
upon that ground, but they have seen proper 
to place it upon two other grounds: first, as a 
means of increasing the commerce of thig 
country ; and secondly, of building up the 
ship-building interest of the country. 

Now, sir, in reference to the first point, I 
am not satisfied that this country bas not now 
as much trade with Brazil as the demands of 
the country require. ‘The Senator from Gon- 
necticut very properly drew the distinction 
between commerce and the means of carrying 
on commerce. So far as our trade with Bra- 
zil is concerned, I am not sure but that we 
have now as much trade with that country as ` 
the interests of this country require, for it has 
been stated in the debate that we send about 
four millions in gold to that country over and 
above the exports that she takes from us. If 
there was any necessity for increasing the 
business with that country, Iam sure the en- 
terprise and energy of our business men would 
find the means of bringing from Brazil all the 
coffee and other products which the demands of 
this country require. Therefore, as a means 
of expanding our commerce, I think this 
measure would fail to have that effect. 

Nor do I believe that it will tend actually to 
build up the carrying interest, the ship-build- 
ing interest of this country. If the object is” 
to improve the means of communication and 
of carrying on trade with Brazil and those 
other countries, I do not think this measure 
will have that effect. The only effect that I think 
it will have will be to take money out of the 
Treasury of the United States and put it into 
the pockets of the capitalists now engaged in 
these steamship lines. ‘The public Treasury 
is not in such a condition that we ought to be 
lavish in our expenditures of the public 
money. If you want to build up the ship- 
building interest, there are other means of 
doing it than by subsidizing particular lines 
of steamships. if you confer your favors upon 
particular lines of steamships, then you de- 
stroy competition, as was suggested very forci- 
bly by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRE- 
LINGHUYSEN] on Saturday. If you give a mo- 
nopoly or give bounties to a certain class of 


| steamships, of course others cannot compete 


with them successfully, and instead of build- 
ing up your commerce, these very appropria- 
tious of money will tend to discourage those 
who cannot receive like favors from the Gov- 
ernment, 

If the desire is to build up the carrying 
trade, the ship-building interest of the coun- 
try, I think the more successful way of doing 
it would be to lessen the tariffs of the country. 
If you will do that, then the business energy 
of the country will have all the commerce 0 
all the countries of the world that we need, 
and your ship-building interest will spring up 
into renewed activity. You can better 2n 
more effectually serve the ship-building inter- 
est by removing the protective tariff upon the 
materials that enter into ship-building than 
in any other way whatever. J do not believe 
that by simply paying a few lines to carry on 
trade with other countries you are going to 
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“expand your commerce in any particular or 
build up your ship-building interest in any 
respect; but if you will remit the duties, les- 
sen your tariff to a revenue standard, and not 
“antagonize against the ship-building interest 
“the other interests which are now sharing the 
favor and protection of the Government by hav- 
“pg oppressive taxation or duties, then I say 
you will build up that interest more effectually 
“than in any other way. Certainly you will 
“hot do it by taking money out of the Treasury 
‘and giving it to particular lines or particular 
capitalists who are engaged in carrying on 
particular lines. of commerce. . 
> The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator's 
time has expired, The question is on the first 
‘branch of the amendment of the committee 
raising the sum from $400,000 to $450,000, on 
which the Senator from Michigan demanded 
the yeas and nays. 
« Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the demand 
for the yeas and nays, and my colleague will 
offer an amendment after that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
= objection the Senator from Michigan with- 
. draws the demand for the yeas and nays. If 
i there be no further objection, the amendment 

‘of the committee will be regarded as modified 
-as they desire, so that it shall read ‘$450,000,”’ 
-with the conditions which have been read in 
full by the Secretary. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the Senator from Michigan now 
moves to reduce the amount. 

© Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I now move 

‘to reduce the amount to $300,000. 
' The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will 
state the amendment so that the Senate will 
‘have a clear statement of the condition of the 
‘bill that is before them. As it came from the 
‘House' of Representatives, the bill in this sec- 
‘tion provided an appropriation of $150,000 for 
‘steamship service between the United States 
and Brazil, without any conditions whatever. 
The Committee on Appropriations have now 
“amended this clause so as to insert $450,000 
: instead of $150,000, with various conditions 
which have been read in full. he Senator 
‘from Michigan now moves to amend by strik- 
ing out ‘$450,000" and inserting ‘'$300,000,” 
andthe question now is on that amendment. 
~- Mr. CORBETT. I should like to ask a 
question. Does that leave the conditions the 
‘same as. with regard to the $450,000? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. As I under- 
stand the question, this Government is now 
“paying $150,000 a year to this company and 
the Brazilian Government a similar amount, 
making $800,000 for a monthly service. The 
theory of the committee’s amendment, as I 
‘understand it, is for double service not only 
to pay double price, $300,000, but to make 
up the $150,000 now paid by the Brazilian 
Government, and which will expire in a short 
time; in other words, for a double service to 
‘pay treble price. My proposition is for double 
‘service to pay double price, to pay $300,000 
instead of $150,000, as is now paid. 

Mr. SAWYER. One word with reference 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Michigan. In the first place, it is known to 
be a fact that the Brazilian Government will 
pay no part of this increased subsidy, so that 
it must be looked at simply as a proposition 
which concerns the United States. In the 
next place, it is quite certain that the present 
contractors will not, with all the advantages 
of being in possession of the line, make any 
contract for a semi-monthly service on these 
terms. They have made no dividends what- 
ever on their business during the existence of 
the present contract, and they cannot make 
any dividends upon it at the present rates, 
The Brazilian Government have no special in- 
ducements to subsidize this line, because they 
have half a dozen lines that accommodate 
them just as well from Europe, and the com- 
merce of Great Britain and other European 
nations with Brazil is much greater than ours. 
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Therefore a vote in favor of this amendment 
now offered is equivalent to avote to leave the 
service just as it now stands, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. In reply to the 
Senator from South Carolina I will pay that 
as I understand this amendment the proposi- 
tion is to extend the time ten years. The 
presènt contract expires in three years. This 
will extend the time seven years longer. Now, 
if, with a similar pay to that of the combined 
Governments made up for the extension of 
time by this Government fo $300,000, the sum 
now paid, and with an extension of seven 
years, this company cannot contend with op- 
position or maintain. their line, they ought to 
all. ; 

Mr. SAWYER. But I say it must be ac- 
cepted as a fact that the Brazilian Govern- 
ment will nót pay any part of the pay for the 
new contract. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I understand 
the Senator, and I think the Senate under- 
stand well that at the expiration of this con- 
tract the Brazilian Government will withdraw 
its subsidy. Now it is proposed by this 
amendment, as I understand, to make up that 
$150,000, and virtually to pay treble price for 
double service, to wit, semi-monthly service 
between the two countries. I think if the 
Government maintains the present prices, add- 
ing thereto $150,000 for additional service, we 
are doing our part, and certainly doing justice 
to.this line, 

Mr. CRAGIN. As I understand the pres- 
ent condition of this contract, this company is 
now receiving $300,000 for monthly service, 
$150,000 from the United States and’ $150,000 
from Brazil; but Brazil does not propose to 
pay anything more, and we require by the 
committee’s amendment a semi-montily ser- 
vice, and by the amendment of the Senator 
from Michigan it is proposed that the company 
shall receive no more for semi-monthly service 
than it now receives for monthly service, in- 
cluding what the United States and Brazil pay. 
In other words, as I understand it, we require 
this company to perform semi-monthly service 
for $450,000; they are now receiving $300,000 
for monthly service; so that it is not trebling 
the pay at all; it is only adding one third 
more for semi-monthly service; one half of 
what they they now receive for monthly service 
being added for semi-monthly service. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senate 
will pardon me for replying to the view of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, as I offered the 
amendment. I understand in the aggregate 
the result he states may be correct; but I am 
talking about the charge on the Treasury of 
the United States which we are attempting to 
guard. So far as this Government is con- 
cerned, for the double service we are to pay 
treble price after the expiration of this con- 
tract. Now, in answer to the Senator, I say 
that the extension of time is a full compensa- 
tion in my judgment moving me to this 
amendment that on the part of the United 
States we are dealing generously by extending 
this time seven years longer, and paying for 
the additional service upon the same basis 
that we are now paying tor the monthly ser- 
vice, thus giving these parties as much as they 
are getting now, although requiring additional 
service. 

Mr. CONKLING, Mr. President, this mat- 
ter of subsidies involves difficulties enough, 
so many that we shall not be likely to vote too 
wisely if we vote upon an exact understanding 
of the facts. Now, I think either that my 
honorable friend from Michigan is somewhat 
mistaken in the facts, or is somewhat violent 
in the conclusion he draws. 

We have now a monthly mail service with 
Brazil for which the parties affording it receive 
$300,000 a year, the United States pays 
$150,000 and Brazil $150,000; which it is not 
denied is a fair and reasonable compensation 
for that monthly service, not extravagant, not 
excessive. Now, the Senator says that Bra- 


zil withdrawing her portion of the subsidy, 
namely, $150,000, and we replacing that and 
leaving the compensation exactly where it is, 
we can require the company to double the 
tripsand make them once a fortnight in place 
ofonce a month, and that they ara abundantly 
compensated by the fact that we require them 
to do it for seven years longer. 

I should say that if the Government or an 
individual were paying another a stipulated 
sum, which was a fair value for services ren- 
dered, and they proposed to require just 
double the service for the same sum, it would 
be rather a hardship than an amelioration to 
require it for a long term of years in place of 
forashorttime. So I think the question made 
by the Senator from Michigan is simply this: 
whether $300,000 per annum is an excessive 
and unnecessary sum to pay for the present 
service. If itis, then we should reduce the 
$300,000 by just so much as the service will 
permit, assuming that it is.to be a monthly 
service, as it is; or we should continue that 
excess with so much as it may be necessary to 
add in order to double the service; and my 
friend from Maine [Mr. Hamiıx] reminds me 
and teaches me, too—because it was a little 
out of my mind, and I did not understand that 
the fact was quite so strong—that it is in 
evidence, it is matter of history, that making 
monthly trips with a subsidy of $300,000 paid 
by the two Governments, they have made 
nothing. We had better discontinue the ser- 
vice; we had better confine ourselves to 
monthly trips; we had better do anything 
which will result in what we mean, than 
ostensibly to vote a subsidy of $300,000, and 
then require semi-monthly trips, knowing, as 
we must in the light of the facts, either that 
the amount voted is excessive for what we 
have, if that be the argument, or, at all events, 
that it is entirely inadequate to the double ser- 
vice which we expect; so that it certainly will 
result one way or the other in doing that 
which is not contemplated upon the face of 
the amendment, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I have a word 
to say in response to the Senator from New 
York. If I were to allow the Senator from 
New York to add to the words I have spoken, 
certainly they would carry a different meaning 
from what I intended. I did not use the words 
“abundant compensation,’’ but I stated the 
fact that the extension of the time was acom- 
pensation on the part of this Government to 
this company. Itisan admitted fact, | think, 
with everybody who makes contracts, that the 
longer the time the better the contract, pro- 
vided— 

Mr. WINDOM. It depends on the pay. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I was going to 
remark provided they get a pay that is satis- 
factory to them. My amendment is based on 
the compensation which this Government gives 
this company at this time for the monthly ser- 
vice. Now, it is not to be supposed that the 
Brazilian Government will give nothing at the 
expiration of this time, This is the assertion 
of those who are pressing this additional pay. 
I am not clear but what the Brazilian Govern- 
ment will give at the expiration of this con- 
tract for the residue of the ten years the same 
$150,000 per annum as before, and thereby 
add to what we pay this line. 

My defense of the amendment which I have 
proposed is the protection of our Treasury. I 
propose for the additional service, so far as the 
United States is concerned, to pay the com- 
pany that pro rata, and I am not disposed, so 
far as my vote goes, to make up for the defi- 
ciency of a foreign Government. They will, 
with this additional pay and the support given 
by this Government by the extension of this 
contract, go with a stronger assurance to a 
foreign company for additional pay than they 
donow. [repeat that the extension of this time 
seven years is a compensation to this company, 
and would be so considered by any company, 

Mr. SAWYER. The present contract, -as 
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has been stated by my friend from New. York, 
has not yielded the proprietors one single dol- 
lar of dividend. More than that, the contract- 
ors ask to be relieved from their present con- 
tract unless the line can be put into a semi- 
monthly line, in order that it may answer the 
purposes of a postal and mercantile line. 
Being a monthly line, requiring nine tenths of 
the time of the whole month to make a voyage, 
which is fifty-five hundred miles, there are but 
three or four days left in the- month to which 
to answer letters and orders for merchandise, 
and the replies to letters and responses for 
merchandise go through other lines of steam- 
ers, mostly the English lines of steamers. 
Now, I say it is simply a question whether you 
shall abandon this line entirely or whether you 
shall put it where it can stand, and a vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan 
is equivalent to a vote to abandon the line 
entirely. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is 
assumed here, I know not on what authority, 
that the Brazilian Government will abandon 
this line. The Brazilian Government is far 
more interested in the continuance of this 
line than we are. We purchase $30,000,000 
worth of coffee per annum from Brazil, and 
pay in coin over twenty-five millions of that 
umount. Certainly it is for the interest of 
Brazil, if it is for the interest of the United 
States, to continue the line. 

I notice that parties who apply here for 
subsidies are not generally disinterested par- 
ties. They generally have an interest, a per- 
sonal, pecuniary, private interest, and they 
represent their case in the strongest possible 
light for that individual interest. If $300,000 
is not enough for doubling the service of this 
line, then [ say let the line stop. I would 
not vote another dollar more than to double 
the amount; and if it is not to the interest of 
Brazil to continue the line, it is not for our 
interest, and let us save the whole amount in 
that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion is on striking out of the committee’s 
amendment ‘* $45,000” and inserting ‘* $300,- 
000.” If that should prevail, the next ques- 
tion will be on agreeing to the amendment of 
the committee as amended, as a substitute for 
the proposition of the House bill, which is 
$150.000, with conditions according to the 
existing contracts, 

Mr. MORTON. If this line that has now 
been established and subsidized for eight 
years is just as helpless as it was in the begin- 
ning, notwithstanding the vast increase of com- 
merce between Brazil and the United States, 
notwithstanding the vast increase necessarily 
of the passenger business between the two 
countries, if it is as helpless now as it was in 
the beginning, and must be subsidized at the 
same rate to keep it alive, and is making no 
profits, as we are told, there is something rad- 
ically wrong. So far as the increase of mail 
facilities is concerned, I regard that as a mere 
excuse for giving the subsidy; and that is all 
it is in the case of the Pacific mail line. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment of my colleague 
reducing the amount. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


taken, resulted—yeas 83, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cooper, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Ferry_of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaito, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Lewi-, Morriilof Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Saulsbury, 
Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, Trumbull, Vick- 
ers, and Wright—33, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Fenton, Hamlin, Logan, Nye, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Stewart, West, and Windom—15. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Edmunds, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Patterson, Pool, Ransom. 
Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton, Thurman, Tipton, and Wilson—2. 


So the amendment was agreed ta, 


i 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask leave now, if it be 
in order, to withdraw the amendment of the 
committee and my own. ‘The fact is that the 
service cannot be performed for that sum, and 
there is no necessity to make the appropria- 
tion. I therefore desire to withdraw the whole 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota, stating that as the clause is 
amended this service cannot be performed, 
asks consent to withdraw the entire proposi- 
tion, so that the bill will stand $150,000 for 
the present year, as it came from the House. 

Mr. MORTON, I hope consent will be 

iven. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
‘objection, the Senator from Minnesota will 
withdraw the amendment, and the bill will 
stand ‘at $150,000 as it came from the House. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The Secretary will report the next clause of 
the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, which 
was in section five, line three, to strike out 
c $4,749,001" and insert ‘ $5,449,001 ;”’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

That if the revenues of the Post Office Depart- 
ment shall be insufficient to meet the appropriations 
made by this act, then the sum of $5,449,001, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
sume is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwiseappropriated, 
to supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Post 
Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1873, 

Mr. SAWYER. I had supposed that sum 
was fixed in reference to the rest of the bill, 
and thatit was made to agree with the several 
items in the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. It has no reference what- 
ever to the steamship service. I will state 
the purpose of the committee in offering this 
amendment. ‘There is a standing appropria- 
tion of $700,000 for free matter, an appropri- 
ation made under the act of March 3, 1847, 
of $200,000, and another under the act of 
March 8, 1851, of $500,000 for services to be 
performed for the two Houses of Congress; in 
other words, for the transportation of free mat- 
ter. This is a standing appropriation. There 
are anumber of other stauding appropriations, 
amounting in all to $163,000,000, which never 
come before Congress for action, They are 
appropriated by «cts of Congress permanently. 


|| amendment. 


| The committee deemed it‘advisable that all 


these appropriations, so far as it could con- 


| veniently be done, should every year be brought 


under the supervision of Congress; and the 
only object of this amendment is to get rid of 
the standing appropriation of $700,000 which 
is put in the Post Office Department by force 
of law without the action or supervision of 
Congress annually, and to appropriate the 
requisite sum annually instead. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
Minnesota will not make a statement that 
will constantly, before persons somewhat igno- 
rant of our financial management, be entirely 
misrepresented. When he says that there are 
$163,000,000 subject to permanent appropria- 
tions, I bope he will state that the main bulk 
of that is the item for interest on the publie 
debt, and the actual aggregate of permanent 
appropriations, aside from such matters, is only 
about nine or ten million dollars. What are 
the items that make up the $168,000,000? 

Mr. WINDOM. Tne items are qufte nu- 
merous. The Senator is right in saying that 
a portion of them are for interest, but the 


; committee are of opinion that, so far as we 


can get rid of them, we should do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the Senator is 
through with his five minutes, I will take pains 
to correct him, and state what are the real 
permanent appropriations. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire to oceupy 
very many minutes on this subject. There is 
one standing specific appropriation of $2,750,- 
000 each half year for the expenses of collect- 


l ing the revenue from customs, which never 


i 


T trust my friend from ! 


| pealed, inasmuch as 


comes under the supervision of Congress, 
There is a specific appropriation of $200,000 
annually for the purpose of providing armg 
and military equipments for the whole body 
of the militia of the United States. This hag 
been standing ever since 1808. It seems we 
have needed ever since 1808 about two hun- 
dred thousand dollargevery year for distribute 
ing arms to the militia, and no more one year 
than another, and no Jess. There is another 
standing appropriation of $10,000 annually 
for providing “ against the further decline and 
final extinction of the indian tribes adjoining 
our frontier settlements.” Nobody ever ex- 
amines this, it never comes under the super- 
vision of any committee ; the attention of the 
country is never called to it. There are a 
great many other standing appropriations of 
the same kind. This was the first one which 
the committee thought could be appropriately 
acted upon, and they have designed to bring, 
it to the notice of the Senate so as to have the 
sense of the Senate on that subject. i 

My own judgment, and that of a majority 
of the committee, is that it is far better that 
all these appropriations which can consistently 


be annually made should be brought under the- 


annual actual supervision and scrutiny of Con- 
gress. It makes no difference to the postal ser- 
vice whether this is a standing appropriation 


i or made annually, I apprehend, and yet I do 


think that the policy is far better to scrutinize 
the items every year, and let the people know 
the amounts we are appropriating, instead of 
passing a statute that is to be filed away on the 
shelves appropriating millions on millions of 
money without ever going into the estimates,. 
or ever appearing anywhere. It is infinitely 
better, in my judgment, that the people should 
know, that Congress should know each year 
what amount of money we appropriate. We 
simply repeal in this amendment the standing 
appropriation, and make it annual hereafter 
so far as the Post Office Department is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I think there is another 
reason why this appropriation should be re- 
by lapse of time it has 
grown to be grossly inadequate. Seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars was awarded twenty or 


| thirty years ago to pay for the free matter of 


Congress and the Departments. Thirty-five 
hundred thousand dollars would searcely be 
adequate now todo it. The sum being insuf- 


| ficient for this service, it is as well to repeal it 


entirely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply rise to correct 
a statement which is sometimes seized on by 
the public press, and often perverted, in regard 
to our appropriations. ‘There are some per 
manent appropriations, so called, but they are 
annually laid upon our tables in the book of 
estimates and pass before us every year. Let 
us see what they are. The largest permanent 
appropriation is for interest on the public debt, 
amounting to $125,576,000. Then there is an 
appropriation for the sinking fund, which is 
also a part of the public debt system, $29,- 
319,000. That makes an aggregate for the pub- 
lic debt of $155,000,000. The whole perma- 
nent appropriations amount to $165,000,000. 


| Deducting the public debt items there are per- 
j manent appropriations of about ten million 


dollars, and that is all the permanent appro- 
priations, properly so called, that are made 
withont being passed upon annually by Con- 
gress; and what are they? Seven hundred 
thousand dollars is the permanent appropria- 
tion made for the benefit of the Post Office 
Department. Then, there are about four and 
a half millions for the payment of the ex- 
penses of collecting customs. There are about 
two and a half millions paid permanently by 
provisions in regard to the public debt for 
printing notes, &e. All these permanent 
appropriations are for matters indispensable, 
that are put in the form of permanent appro 
priations because they affect the public credit, 
and that is the only reason. Every permanent 
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ppropriation is one which more or less affects 
e credit of the Government. The wild state- 
ent that there are $165,000,000 paid annu- 
ly out of the Treasury of the United States 
ithout undergoing the supervision of Con- 
yess, is all bosh. They consist of appro- 
ations affecting the public debt: interest, 
25,000,000; sinking fund, $50,000,000 ; 
4,500,000 for collecting customs ; $2,500,000 
pay for printing and other expenses of car- 
ying on the operations of the loan depart- 
ment; and the others are small matters re- 
ting to the arming of the militia $200,000 a 
year, and $700,000 for the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and matters of that kind. 
‘Mr. WINDOM. Task the Senator whether 
he thinks the repeal of the $700,000 appro- 
priation to the Post Office Department would 
affect the credit of our Government? 
~Mr. SHERMAN. Notatail. Theamend- 
ent is right enough. I know that my hon- 
orable friend, when he got up here and stated 
that $165,000,000 were annually taken out of 
tbe Treasury without appropriation by Con- 
gress, in the nature of permanent appropri- 
‘ations, and that the people did not see what 
his $165,000,000 was being paid for, under- 
tood the matter perfectly; but I was afraid 
that his remark would be seized upon in its 
general terms and perverted. 
Mr. WINDOM. Isit not strictly true? 
“Mr. SHERMAN. It is strictly true; but 
{fhe had. added that the whole of this 
$165,000,000 was paid out in pursuance of 
law for interest on the public debt and for 
other items of a permanent character like 
those he names, $700,000 for the Post Office 
Department and other things, the whole of 
hich is fixed by laws of a permanent char- 
acter, and not paid for objects that might pos- 
ibly be perverted to any other purpose, he 
would have prevented his remarks being mis- 
‘eonstrued. I only make this statement to pre- 
vent the general observation made by him 
‘being misunderstood by the people at large. 
‘The whole of this fund of $165,000,000 con- 
‘sists of items for interest on the public debt 
‘or some other permanent provision, which for 
many years has been the subject of permanent 
‘appropriation by Congress. 
i Ir. WINDOM. I am not convinced. yet 
that we should repeal the standing appropria- 
dion to pay the interest on the public debt; 
~ but the only repeal which we now propose to 
make is of that which does not affect the 
interest on the publicdebt, and I think it would 
z be good policy to cut down these permanent 
appropriations as low as we can. Iam not 
“prepared to say that Í should not vote for 
the other; but in stating the amount at 
` $163,000,000 I did not mean to say that the 
‘money had been wasted or that any extra 
amount was appropriated, but only that so far 
as.we could go, we-thought it was true policy 
to bring it under the supervision of Congress. 
-oMr. MORTON. Is it in ordernowto move 
an amendment as a substitute for the amend- 
ment we are considering ?” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment under consideration is simply to change 
the amount from $4,749,001 to $5,449,001. 

Mr. MORTON. We have not got to the 
other proposition. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Notyet. The 
question is on the amendment changing the 
amount of the appropriation in line three of 
section five. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does this amendment 
involve the question which was discussed be- 
tween the Senator from Obio and the Senator 

: from: Minnesota a few moments ago? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that comes up on the next amendment, ‘his 
indirectly relates to that, not directly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say a few 
words on the general question spoken of by 
those two Senators. The Senator from Ohio 
considered it necessary to reply to the Senator 

from Minnesota in order to repel any infer- 


i 


ences that might be drawn from his statement. 
There was no question between them as to the 
matter of fact. The Senator from Ohio con- 
ceded what the Senator from Minnesota had 
stated, that $165,000,000 were paid out annu- 
ally without passing through the forms of 
legislation. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The permanent appro- 
priations. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now, sir, I think that 
many will, like myself, be astonished to hear 
that. The Senator from Ohio rested his de- 
fense of such principle upon the general state- 
ment that those appropriations were of a class 
with respect to the public credit. Whether 
that be a sufficient reason or not, I must ques- 
tion the accuracy of that Senator’s statement 
as to all the appropriations of which he spoke. 
The Senator, whose great. knowledge on the 
subject makes it proper for me at least to 
listen to everything he says with attention and 
respect, has just informed us that four and a 
half millions are paid out annually without an 
appropriation by Congress made from year to 
year for the expenses of collecting the cus- 
toms. In what way does that subject concern 
the public credit? Is there any sanctity in 
regard to the customs service as distinguished 
from any other branch of the service of this 
country? I should be very glad to see that 
whole system changed from first to last. Con- 
gress, I think, may be trusted to take care of 
the public credit, and itis a very wholesome 
practice to bring under the observation and 
actual legislation of both Houses of Congress 
all the appropriations from year to year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willstate that the whole 


of the permanent appropriations, except about’ 


ten millions, is covered by what is called the 
original loan act of February, 1862. Thatcon- 
tains a specific pledge of the customs to secure 
the payment of the interest on the public debt 
and asinking fund of one per cent. per annum, 
and it is under that law, passed during the war 
by the unanimous consent of every member 
of the Senate, that the customs receipts are 
pledged specifically to the payment of the 
interest and principal of the public debt. A 
permanent appropriation is made of that fund 
to the extent of the amount of the interest of 
the public debt and one per cent. of the prin- 
cipal as a sinking fund. That is the only per- 
manent appropriation of any character that I 
know of which it is absolutely necessary to 
keep up as a permanent appropriation, because 
that is part of the stipulation on which our 
bonds were issued. 

I agree myself, so far as the other items of 
appropriation of a permanent character are 
concerned, that it would be just as well to have 
them made annually like the appropriations 
to puy the salaries of judges and members of 
Congress; but it has been a matter of con- 
venience to allow these funds to remain as 
permanent appropriations. For instance, the 
appropriation of $200,000 for arming the 
militia has, ever since the foundation of the 
Government, been of a permanent character, 
and arms annually distributed under it. The 
appropriation for the Post Office Department 
has been in force ever since the first authority 
to frank documents was conferred, and was 
given in lieu of the privilege conferred upon 
members of Congress to frank documents, I 
think the amount is $700,000. The perma- 
nent appropriation for the expense of collect- 
ing customs was first made I think in 1855, at 
any rate while | was a member of the House 
of Representatives, and attention was called 
to it, and it was then made as a permanent 
appropriation. 

There is no special reason why these appro- 
priations might not be carried in our annual 
appropriations. It would make no difference 
to the public service, because the expenditure 
of that money comes under the same supervis- 
ion, under the same scrutiny, goes through 
the same Auditors and Comptrollers as if it 
was in the annual appropriation bills. The 


1 


| under the eyes of members of Congress. 


appropriations of a permanent character are 
less than the amount needed, because there 
are in addition to the permanent appropria- 
tions of money, annual appropriations for the 
same purposes. So that the result would be, 
if we should repeal the permanent appropria- 
tions, we should only have to increase our 
annual appropriations. l l 

But what I rose to say was that the per-* 
manent appropriation relative to the public 
debt enters into our loan law and therefore 
must. be maintained. To secure pledge the 
customs receipts are specifically set apart in 
the Treasury every year. Year by year, every 
dollar that is received is set ‘apart to the ex- 
tent of the interest on the publie debt and the 
sinking fund. That is the reason it is neces- 
sary to maintain that permanent appropria- 
tion, It is a reason that applies only to that. 
I have the law here now and I will read it to 
the Senate. I read from the act of February 
25, 1862: 

“That all duties on imported goods shall be paid 
in coin, or in notes payable on demand heretofore 
authorized to be issued and by law receivable in pay- 
ment of public dues, and the coin so paid shall be 
zet apart as a special fund, and shall be applied as 

“ First, to the payment in coin of the interest on 
the bonds and notes of the United States. 

“ Second, to the purchase or payment of one per 
cent, of tho entire debt of the United States, to be 
made within each fiscal year after the Ist day of 
July, 1862, which is to be set apart as asinking fund, 
and the interest of which shall in like manner be 
applied to’ the purchase or payment of the public 
debt as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time 
to time direct. 

“ Third, the residue thereof to be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States.” 

So that the Senate will see that the public 
faith is pledged ever since.the act of February 
25, 1862, that so much of this fund as is neces- 
sary for the interest and the sinking fund shall 
be irredeemably pledged. That pledge, as a 
matter of course, the Senator from California 
would be as anxious to fulfill as any member 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CARPENTER, I wish to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio one question, and that is 
whether a statement of what are called per- 
manent appropriations does not annually ap- 
pear in the statement of the Treasury Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The law requires them to 
be printed, and they are printed with the an- 
nual estimates, together with the laws which 
authorize them. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My idea is that it is 
most conducive to wholesome and intelligent 
legislation that all the appropriations should 
pass at regular short periods through the legis- 
lation of Congress, so that they shall pass 
The 
saying, ‘‘outof sight out of mind,” is pecu- 
liarly applicable to expenditures of money. 
Any system which withdraws from the con- 
stant supervision and the regular responsibility 
of both Houses of Congress the expenditures 
of the Government, is to that extent, in my 
judgment, a mischievous one. I agree to 
what the Senator has said in regard to the 
pledge of certain funds or certain means of 
the Government to the public debt. How is 
that pledge made? Made by alaw. Is there 
any reason to believe that the Congresses 
which have succeeded the Congress which 


| made that law are any the less reliable, any 


the less to be trusted in that respect? 
Why should those appropriations be with- 


| drawn from the legislation of Congress year 


after year? I present that as a question of 
wholesome and wise legislation. There is at 
least, according to my impression, one Govern- 
ment in Kurope in which it is required as a 
matter of immemorial usage that all appro- 
priations should go through its Legislature 
every year. That is what | say should be the 
ease here. Itis very little to observe tbat this 
information may be found in Treasury state- 
ments. How many read them? What we 
read and what we know about is the biils that 
pass throagh the body. It does seem to me 
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that there can be no injury possible to result 
to the public credit, and much good mustflow 
to the economical and efficient administration 
of the Government, if all these appropriations 
were to pass through Congress annually. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Mr. President, I have 
but a word to say, and it arises from the re- 
marks made by the Senator from Ohio. This 
is an old subject with me—the fortifying of the 
public debt and making its influence para- 
mount beyond any other interest in this coun- 
try. The permanent appropriation for the 
payment of interest on the public debt is per- 
nicious, inasmuch as it is made in the interest 
of consolidated wealth. I would make that 
item of our political economy so anxious as 
to the condition of the country that they would 
study the acts of Congress, the acts of parties, 
and see to it that our legislation was made in 
the interest of economy and common honesty. 
There is no patriotism at the present timelike 
that which emanates from the pocket-book. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the amendment as to the amount appro- 
priated in the fifth section, line three. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was to add at the end of sec- 
tion five the following: 

And section twelve of the act approved March 3, 
1847, entitled ‘An act to establish certain post 
routes, and for other purposes; and section eight 
of the act approved March 3, 1851, entitled “An act 
to reduce and modify the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other purposes,”’ so far as said 
sections provide for specific permanent appropria- 
tions for carrying free matter in the mails for the 
several Departments and for members of Congress, 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. MORTON. Before the vote is taken 
on that I wish to offer an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute; and I will state that if 
this should be adopted the standing appropri- 
ation of $700,000 will be adequate for the 
purpose. The Senator from Minnesota says 
1t 1s not now. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I do not hear what the 
Senator says. 

Mr. MORTON. I say if my amendment 
should be adopted the standing appropriation 
of $700,000 will be adequate tor the purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; we appropriate 
$4,000,000 in addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to strike 
out the clause moved to be inserted by the 
committee at the end of section five, and in 
lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out 
to insert: 

That theright to send matter through the mails 
free by members of Congress, commonly called the 


franking privilege, is hereby abolished, to take 
effect on the 1st day of January, 1873. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Is that amendment 
in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that the amendment offered by the 
committee pertains to free matter going 
through the mails, and the Chair would ruie 
it to be in order. The question is on the 
amendmentof the Senator from Indiana to the 
amendment, 

Mr. POMEROY. I make the point of 
order. The rule applies not to what may be 
germane to some amendment, but what may 
be germane to the bill. This thing may be 
germane to some amendment that may be 
pending, but not to the bill itself, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kansas has made a new point of order 
on this question. The Chair will not assume 
to settle it, but will submit the question to the 
Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not care enough 
about it to have it submitted to the Senate. 
I withdraw my point of order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The rule is 
a little ambiguous, and the Chair would prefer 
its submission to the Senate. 


Mr. CONKLING. I think I will renew 
the point of order if I understand what it is. 
What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read by the Secretary, and then 
the Senator from New York will understand it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and also the 
amendment of Mr. Morton to the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdraw the point 
of order. I thought it was a different amend- 
ment relating to a subsidy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not know that I have 
any particular objection to the abolition of 
what is termed the franking privilege, by some 
strange perversion of terms, the privilege so 
called being popularly by what may be known 
as a vulgar error supposed to be a privilege 
in favor of members of Congress; but I think 
the people of this country would further well 
understand the fact that the law which allows 
communications between members of Congress 
and their constituents, the law which allows 
the distribution of public documents, of seeds 
from tbe Patent Office, and other matters 
provided by law for gratuitous and public dis- 
tribution, cannot be practically made efficient 
without the power given to members of Con- 
gress under their frank to distribute them. If 
any gentleman in the Senate who has looked 
at this matter practically can say to us that 
any method so cheap to the public, so eco- 
nomical for the distribution of public docu- 
ments and other matters of general and gra- 
‘tuitous distribution, to which [ have referred, 
can be presented as that which permits them 
to pass under the franks of members of Con- 
gress, I wish he would rise in his place and 
state it. It is perfectly well known that the 
cost of mail routes and of mail carriage is not 
increased by this transmission of public doc- 
uments and the amount of other postal mat- 
ter franked by members of Congress. The 
country pays as much for the transportation 
of a mail-bag empty or half full as it does 
for it totally full. I have seen a good many 
of the largest mail routes in this country; [ 
have now and then been in mail cars, and I 
never yet saw one filled; and yet the cost to 
the Government would be no greater to send 
them filled than to send them half full or less 
than that, as they now run. 

I know that a year or two ago the Post- 
master General of the United States under- 
took to get up a little cheap glory for himself 
and his Department by sending at public ex- 
pense, without authority of law, a great num- 
ber of petitions, the signatures to which were 
procured by the post office officials throughout 
the country, for the abolition of this privilege 
so called. It was considered by Congress, 
reported upon by committee, and the time of 
the Senate for many days, and perhaps in the 
aggregate for many weeks, was devoted to the 
consideration of this question; but for one 
reason or another the measure failed to receive 
its approval. 

I think, without meaning to reflect upon the 
honorable Senator who offered: this amend- 
ment, that there is something not very com- 
plimentary to the people in supposing that 
these cheap bids for popularity will in the end 
receive public approval. Idoubtit. I shail 
vote against the proposition to abolish the 
franking privilege so called until some com- 
mittee shall elaborate a plan that shall be sub- 
mitted to the Senate to show that public doc- 
uments can be distributed and the real interests 
of the people of the country can be subserved 
by adopting some other system to take the place 
of the present system. I think it is rather a 
cheap bid for popularity. For that reason I 
move that this amendment of the honorable 
Senator from Indiana be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Delaware moves that the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Indiana be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. MORTON calied for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 7 

Mr. BOREMAN. Irise to ask a question- 
of the Chair in regard to this amendment, 
whether it is in order to propose this amend- 
ment to this bill under the rule we have 
adopted? It is to repeal a permanent law, I 
simply ask the decision of the Chair. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
ruled that it was in order. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I was not in. I beg 
pardon of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 22; as follows: . : 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Buckingham, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pomeroy, Rice, Sawyer, Spencer, Steven= 
son, Stewart, Vickers, West, and Windom—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Cameron, Cas- 
serly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Morton, Pratt, Ramsey, Schurz, 
Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Wilson, and Wright—22, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Davis of Kentucky, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sauisbury, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and Trumbull—2, 


So the motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations to section five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Chief Clerk concluded the reading of 
the bill, the last section, section six, being in 
the following words: te 

Sec. 6. That if any person who has held an office 
in any executive Department of the Government, 
to which he was appointed, shall act as attorney, 
solicitor, or agent, in the prosecution of any claim 
against the United States in such Department, within 
two years after the date at which he ceased to be 
such officer, he shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction in any court of the Uni- 
ted States having jurisdiction thereof, shall pay a 
fine. not exceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned in the 
penitentiary not exceeding one year, or both, at the 
discretion of the court, ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 
bill by striking out the sixth section. I make 
this motion upon two grounds; in the first 
place, on account of the palpable injustice of 
such a provision, and in the second. place, 
because of the glaring unconstitutionality. of 
it. I should have more confidence in the 
unconstitutionality of it; but it ison the other 
ground that I hope to prevail here. [Laaghter. ] 

The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that you cannot disfranchise a 
traitor by retroactive provision ; that the Legis- 
lature or the constitution-makers of a State 
cannot do it, because that is imposing a pun- 
ishment which is ex post facto under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. This section 
of the bill propose’ to visit punishment upon 
a man who has had the misfortune to be a 
clerk in a Department, and who served in that 
capacity when the law pronounced no penalty 
upon him. It proposes now by retroaction to 
visit upon him disfranchisement for this service 
and to make it a penitentiary offense, or at al 
events a misdemeanor, to exercise the right of 
a citizen which he would be entitled to exer- 
cise but for having held an office as clerk, a 
thing entirely in the past, punishing it with 
consequences never hinted at when the thing 
was done. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iama little surprised at 
the degree of zeal with which the Senate seems 
to take the striking out of this section. Ido 
not know of any abuse in the Government 
(and we have heard of a great many, some 0 
which were rather moon-shiny, though others 
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may have been more or less real) greater than 
this of having people who are employed in the 
Government relinquish their employment. and 
turn right around and become the agents and 
attorneys of those who wish to get money out 
of the Treasury through that Department. 
‘More frauds have been committed and more 
wrong done to the people of the United States 
in that way, in my opinion, than-in any other 
way that has yet been mentioned at this ses- 
+ sion of Congress respecting corrupt practices ; 
and as the law now stands, these corrupt prac- 
tices are such as the Departments are not 
responsible for. As the law now stands, they 
cannot prevent a man who has been a clerk 
yesterday in charge of a particular claim on a 

contract, if you please, in the Post Office 
. Department, from to-day going to his fellow- 
clerks as the attorney of the man who has the 
claim, and. by one influence and another get- 
ting them to pass the claim and get a warrant 
for it-and draw it from the Treasury. The 
Chorpenning claim got its status and its start 
largely in that way. Other claims that 1 need 
not refer to, for which Congress would never 
appropriate without a very thorough investiga- 
tion certainly, have been worked through the 
Departments in spite of all the skill and resist- 
ance of the heads of them, where they could 
be brought to their notice, by people who held 
confidential relations to the Government turn- 
ing ‘around and becoming the attorneys for 
those who pretended to have claims againstit. 
. Why, sir, this.idea of people employed in 
the Departments immediately turning around 
and becoming claim agents is just as bad in 
morals as it would be for an attorney to be my 
counsel to-day and to-morrow, in the very 
same case, to turn up on the other side. Men 
nay say that is a mere matter for lawyers, but 
I can tell you that even the common people 
that we speak of sometimes, the body of the 
country, the plain people, can understand how 
base it is and how wrong it is for a man who 
- has been counsel upon one side to become 

immediately counsel upon the other, or fora 
~ man who has been a judge even to become 

© counselin the causein which he has been judge, 
and it is mach more so in these Departments, 
where they are much more approachable than 
the judiciary are, of course. It would be a 
yery improper thing for anybody to talk to a 
judge about a cause that was pending ; but in 
the Executive Departments it is not thought 
to be an improper thing for anybody to go 
and talk and use all the influence he can. 

Now, here is the head of a bureau. to whom 
the Government has intrusted all the papers 
and affairs on its side of the controversy, to 
whom it is known that particular clerks ia 
that bureau may either from ignorance or 
from interest or some other cause be per- 
suaded to pass a claim which goes under their 
review which otherwise they would not. That 
man retires from his three or four thousand 
dollar position’ and comes up the next day 
as the attorney, having a contingent fee of 
$10,000, if you please; he goes right back 
into the Department, hunts up the proper clerk 
in that bureau, and uses his influence upon 
him; I do not say always corruptly in the 
sense of using money, but uses the influence 
which naturally could be exercised by a man 
of capacity upon people with whom he had 
been associated, and the first you know a 
claim which never ought to have been paid 
has taken its money out of the Treasury. 

This is a great abuse. It is an abuse that 
we have been trying in one way and another 
to stop for three or four or five years. Here 
is an opportunity to make one step. . My hon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin says the Supreme 
Court have decided that you cannot prevent a 
traitor from practicing in the courts. That 
may be; but I think be will find it hard to 
prove that you cannot prevent-a man who is 
in the employ of the Government, or has been, 
from having the run of the Departments and 
going into the Departments, which are our 


Departments—they are not judicial tribunals; 
they are our own Departments—and making 
use ofthe influence, the knowledge that he has 
obtained when he has been receiving our money 
to get money out of the pockets of the people. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I hope that the 
Senate will notstrike out this section, but will 
stand to it and see that it shall not go ont. 

. Mr. CARPENTER. One word in reply. 
In the first place, the Senator's remarks pro- 
ceed upon the ground that these men, after 
they go out of a Departmentare going to carry 
with them sueh an overriding influence that 
they will manage the Department when they 
get back. Mr. Webster covered that ground 
when he said that politicians are not sunflow- 
ers; they do not turn to their God when He 
sets the same look they gave when He rose, 
Whena man who has occupied a place in some 
bureau in a Department is once out, that is the 
end of his influence. The man who can influ- 
ence the Department is the man that is just 
coming in, not the man who bas just gone out. 

But the Senator says, also, he may have in- 
formation which will enable him to get a claim 
through. If he has information which will 
enable him to get a claim through, always 
supposing that there are honest men left in 
the Department to pass upon it, then the facts 
of the case ought to put it through; and the 
idea that we should prevent an allowance of 
claim if the facts of the case call for its allow- 
ance, proceeds on the ground that the Gov- 
ernment in dealing with its citizen is just like 
a litigant wrangling and quarreling with an 
opposite party. By no means. The Govern- 
ment stands as guardian over the citizen. The 
Government is bound to protect the citizen, 
not beat him if it can by chicanery, by sup> 
pression of fact, by destruction of testimony. 
If I have a claim before any one of these De- 
partments, and the testimony is on file show- 
ing that Iam entitled to it, the man who con- 
ceals it, being a clerk in the Department, is a 
rascal. If he will have any more influence 
after he gets out, itis a premium for putting 
him out, and a good end is accomplished. 

Another great objection to this is that you 
visit this penalty on men ex post facto. If you 
choose to pass a law in the future, then jfa 
man accepts the position of clerk in a Depart- 
ment, he knows the penalty attached to it, he 
knows the disfranchisement; but you are vis- 
iting now. upon a man who may perhaps have 
been in a Department but for some brief space, 
thirty days, this extreme penalty. 

Again, a man who has held the humblest 
position inthe Internal Revenue Bureau is dis- 
franchised from prosecuting any claim relating 
to or concerning foreign customs because it 
comes under the same Department ; he cannot 
prosecute a claim for a light-house keeper on 
Lake Michigan; he cannot do anything in the 
whole Treasury Department. The section is 
unjust. That it is unconstitutional seems to 
me too plain a thing to talk about; however, 
I do not regard that as of any particular con- 
sequence. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Before the questionis taken 
on striking out the section, I move to amend 
it. It now reads, ‘‘that if any person who 
has held office in any executive office of the 
Government.’’ I move to insert after the 
word ‘‘executive’’ the words “ or legislative,” 
and after the word ‘‘ appointed,” in line three, 
to insert the words ‘or elected,” and imme- 
diately after the word ‘‘shall,’’ in the same 
line, to insert ‘‘ hereafter ;’’ so that it will read: 

“That if any person who has held an office in 
any executive or legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment to which he was appointed or elected shall 
hereafter act as attorney, solicitor, or agent in 
the prosecution of any claim against the United 
States,” &e. 

The object of my amendment is to have the 
section apply to members of Congress as well 
as those who have served in the Executive 
Departments, and make it prospective, apply- 
ing to those who shall hereafter act. I think 
if this section is proper as applied to execu- 


tive officers, there is very great propriety in 
applying it to members of Congress as well. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask to bave that amend- 
ment read; it seems to me that a few words 
more would make it all the Senator from Iowa 
desires, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
Wricut. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. The objection to this 
section, that it is retrospective in its effects, 
seems to me a strong one. Iam in favor of 
the general policy of forbidding officials in 
the Executive Departments or ex-members of 
Congress from using the advantages which they 
aave gained either in their office or in their 
place as member of Congress. to push claims, 
or bills, or anything of that sort. The whole 
system is evil to the last degree. The influ- 
ences which it brings about the Capitol and 
the Departments of the Government are not 
good. If there be anything in our power to 
restore the primitive simplicity and honesty of 
the Government in any of those particulars, 
we ought to do it. But I think there is great 
objection to making ihe section retrospective, 
Therefore I had drawn an amendment to which 
I crave the attention of the Senator from Iowa, 
Itis to strike out the words ‘has held” in 
the first line, and insert the words “shall here- 
after hold ;’’ so as to read: 


That if any person who shall hereafter hold an 
office in any executive Department of the Govern- 
ment to which he was appointed, shall, after he hag 
ceased to hold such office, act as attorney, solicitor, 
or agent, &e. 

My friend in front of me [Mr. Scorr] sug- 
gests that as the law now stands, being a 
penal law, it may well be construed to operate 


‘only upon those persons who are in office at 


this moment, In that point of view also I 
think my amendment is desirable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator 
from California to add, then, “ who now holds 
or who shall hereafter hold,” so as to save 
all possible question touching those who arein. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I want to suggest to 
my friend from California that that does not 
obviate the difficulty. You cannot pass a 
law saying that a man who is now smoking a 
cigar shall be fined fifty dollars any more than 
you can pass a law that the man who smoked 
yesterday shall be fined fifty dollars, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can you not provide 
that if a man now smoking a cigar commits 
murder to-morrow he shall pay a fine ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. But your amendment 
would apply it to those who are now in office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, If they do not like it, let 
them step out before this becomes the law, 

Mr. CARPENTER. But suppose they are 
not willing to submit to it, and have not notice 
in time to get out. They could not imagine 
that such a law would be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is pretty difficult to get 
out of office, it is trae, by your own confession. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont would be open 
to the objection that it is substantially retro- 
spective, because to say to a man who this 
moment holds an office that if hereafter he 
shall do something which is innocent at this 
time, or at least not open to penal statutes, 
does practically make your act retrospective, 
avd in the case of a penal act that is especially 
objectionable and probably unconstitutional, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin has suggested. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would suggest 
an amendment, “that if any person shall, 
thirty days after the passage of this act,’ &c. 
That would give them an opportunity to get 
out. J really do not think that the section is 
subject to the criticism of being an ex post 
facto law. We all kuow that so far as trea- 
son was concerned that was in the nature of 
@ punishment, and therefore was declared to 
be unconstitutional; but this isa mere qual- 
ification for office. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? What is the dif- 
ference between saying that a man shall not 
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practice in the Supreme Court and saying that 
he shall not practice in the Departments, so 
far as regards the question of punishment? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not know 
that there is any; but that is not the point. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is what 
Supreme Court have decided. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Sofar as treason 
is concerned, I understand that preventing a 
person who was guilty of treason was directly 
@ punishment. This is merely prescribing 
what shall be a disqualification for office. { 
take it that we should have a perfect right to 
provide that a man should not practice unless 
he was learned in the law. I take it we should 
have a perfect right to provide that a man who 
had been an attorney in a case should not in 
that case afterward be the attorney of the 
other party, which is about what this provision 
amounts to. Itis a mere disqualification of 
office, and not a punishment; therefore, in 
my opinion, not ex post facto. 

I can see great objections to persons who have 
held these positions and become familiar with 
the details of the office, holding the position 
of attorney, not that we want to conceal facts 
er the truth as it exists in the records, but 
one familiar with those records may know one 
fact in favor ofhis client, he may know another 
fact that if disclosed would make the Govern- 
ment right, and he takes a partial view of the 
whole subject, so as to put the Government in 
the wrong and his clientinthe right. This act, 
with the amendment suggested that it should 
only operate in the future, I think is a salu- 
tary and good law, 

Mr. NYE. I hope, sir, that the section 


the 


will be stricken out even if the amendment- 


should prevail. We have reached that happy 
period now in our political history when we 
have a civil service system in partial operation 
and soon to be in full operation, Iama little 
unwilling on the back of that to say that it 
makes a man’s character questionable for 
integrity to take a position in the national 
employment of this country. I am a little 
slow to say that if I go into any Department 
and acquire a knowledge which enables me to 
perform duties that others cannot perform by 
that knowledge which I have accumulated, [ 
shall incur a penalty if L use it. As well 
might the honorable Senator from New Jersey 
impose a penalty that ifa man took a position 
in the Post Office Department, he should 
remain in prison thereafter when he left it till 
the records and rolls and remembrances with 
which he was familiar were forgotten. I do 
not suppose that it hurts a man’s character to 
be a clerk, and I am unwilling to legislate 
upon the supposition that it does. I would 
not chain these young men down for two 
years. I like a man who has pluck enough to 
get out of one of these Departments; but 
once there, you propose to say to him, ‘The 
minute you step aside from that, for two long 
years you shall not exercise in any way the 
knowledge you have obtained.”’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
to the fact thatit is only ‘tin such Department.” 

Mr. NYE. Suppose the clerk wants to be 
a dishonest man, can he not go to my friend 
from New Jersey, who is an astute and keen 
lawyer, and tell him all he knows himself? 
On every hand he will find lawyers that want 
retainers; but if he wants himself to investi- 
gate an honest claim, and avail himself of the 
knowledge he has thus obtained, there is a 
penalty. 
lation will not be adopted. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Nevada has 
just called attention to one feature of this pro- 
vision which has struck me ag showing that it 
does not go far enough. If we intend to remedy 
this evil, the section oughtto impose a penalty 
upon an officer of a Department who com- 
municates information he may acquire in it to 
any person who may make use of it. It will 
be very difficult to frame any law which would 
practically accomplish that result. But there 


I call attention | 


Sir, I hope that character of legis-. 


is another objection to this section as it stands 
to which I wish to call attention. The primary 
intention or object of the section is to prevent 
persons who have been in the Departments 
from making use of the knowledge they ac- 
quire there to enforce money claims against 
the Government. But as the section stands I 


submit that it will do far more than that. The | 


language is ‘fin the prosecution of any claim 
against the United States.” If it were ‘* any 
claim to recover money against the United 
States,” it would be reaching the object sought 
to be attained, but I submit now that the lan- 
guage as it stands would prevent a man who 
had been in one of the Departments from ap- 
pearing there in contest between two private 
citizens claiming a patent from the United 
States ; it would prevent him from appearing in 
the Patent Office where there were two con- 
testants both asking a patent from the United 
States, because although it is not a money de- 
mand, it isin the form of a claim against the 
United States. I take it that this language 
would go so far as to debar an attorney or 
agent who had formerly been in the Depart- 
ment from appearing in either of these cases. 
Certainly if the section is to beamended so as 
to make it prospective only, it ought also to 
be amended so as to confine this provision to 
the prosecution of claims to recover money 
against the United States. 

I am not sure but that it is open to the ob- 
jection which has been urged by the Senator 
trom Wisconsin, although I am willing to go 
as far as anybody can to prevent the scandals 
which have heretofore arisen from persons 
making use of the knowledge acquired in off- 
cial positions to revive claims against the Gov- 
ernment and also to enforce them. I shall at 
the proper time offer an amendment to insert 


the words ‘‘ to recover money” after the word - 


‘*claims,’’ for the purpose of meeting one of 
the objections which {Í have made. 

Mr. MORTON. I think this section is too 
broad as it stands, and interferes too much 
with private rights, and I shall vote to strike 
it out unless it is very materially amended. 
It is an abuse to allow a man who bas been 
employed in one of the Departments to resign 
or otherwise go out and use the knowledge he 
has there acquired in enforcing claims against 
the United States. But there ought to be 
some limitation to this restriction. The pro- 
hibition against his practice should be con- 
fined to that particular bureau or tbat par- 
ticular sphere of duties in which he was 
employed and in regard to which he obtained 
particular knowledge. 

Is there any sense in saying that a man 
who has been employed in the Patent Office 
shall not be allowed to practice before the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office or 
the Commissioner- of Pensions, or any other 
bureau or any other officer in that Department 
not connected with that class of duties upon 
which he was employed? It seems to me not; 
and unless the section can be so amended as 
to coufine the prohibition to the abuse I shall 
vote against it. Suppose a man is employed 
in the dead-letter office of the Post Office 
Department, is there any sense in saying that 
he shall not practice before the Post Office 
Department in other respects in regard to 
maiters not connected with the dead-letter 
office? ‘There would be no sense in that; it 
would be an interference with private rights 
without any cause whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
owa. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Allow me to modify that 
amendment. Instead of “executive or judi- 
cial? I propose to strike out the word ‘ has,” 
in the first line, and insert “shall have been a 
member of Congress or who shall have; so 
as to read: 


That if any person who shall have been a mem- 
ber of Congress or who shall have held avuy office in 


|l any executive department of the Government, &e. 


ji 


i 


l 


| who shall hold any office in any executive 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendment will 
be so modified. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the honorable Senator 
why he does not include in that the judiciary ? 
Executive and legislative officers are included, 
Now, why not include the judicial department? 
Why should the Attorney General turn around 
and take up employments against the United 
States? , 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a judicial 
office ; it is an executive office. 

Mr. NYE. I say any branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ihave only to say to the 
Senator from Nevada that I propose to go 
thus far, and if he desires to go further he can 
move an amendment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
from Iowa that members of Congress are now 
prohibited under heavy penalties from prose- 
cuting claims before the Departments, as I 
understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This relates to two years 
after they go out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Iowa to the sixth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, to strike out the sixth section of 
the bill as amended. 

Mr. CARPENTER and Mr. EDMUNDS 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is it the opinion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin that no amendment 
of this section would make it acceptable to 


him? 
Mr. CARPENTER. I have not heard any 
suggested yet that meets the objections I have 


to it. : 
Mr. CASSERLY. It seems to me that if 
the Senator desires, in the view I have, to 
suppress or check the evils we see around us 
every day, and which are increasing from one 
day to another by reason of the peculiar facil- 
ities enjoyed by ex-members of Congress and 
ex-officers of the Departments in prosecuting 
claims of private advantage to the detriment 
of the public good, I think—and I am sure he 
must feel as I do about that—he would be 
willing to allow an effort to be made to put 
this section in such a shape that he can 
accept it. 
Mr. BAYARD. Would it be in order at 
this time to offer a substitute for this section? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be. 
Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin to withdraw his motion and let the 
Clerk report my substitute. : 
Mr, CARPENTER. I suppose the Senator 
has a right to perfect the section before the 
vote ig taken on striking it out. A 
Mr- BAYARD. I understood the motion 
ofthe Senator from Wisconsin to be to strike 
out the whole section, and I ask him to with- 
draw that to enable me to offer a substitute, 
Mr. CARPENTER. That would be in order 


| by way of perfecting the section without regard 
ij to my motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has so ruled. 

Mr. BAYARD. TI ask that my amendment 
be read. : 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was to strike out all of the section after 


The Chair 


| the word “that,” in the first line, and to 1m- 
į sert: 


person 
depart- 
mentof the Government shall not act as attorney or 
agentin the prosecution of any claim against t E 
United States in any executive department in which 
he shall have held such office for the period of tw 
years after he shall have ceased to be such officer. 


Mr. BAYARD, The object proposed to be 
reached in that substitute for the section is 10 
the first place to secure the absence of this 


From and after the passage of this act, any 


an 


- THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


alll 


yery heavy penalty for such attempted action. 
The great cure for the dishonesty and undue 
and improper influences which this section 
seeks to correct after all will be found in the 
integrity and intelligence of the officers of the 
Departments. It seems to me it is quite 
enough for Congress to indicate to these offi- 
Gials by a: law of this kind that persons who 
hold office in Executive Departments sball 
not, for two years after the expiration of their 
` term, be permitted to act as solicitors, attor- 
neys, or agents in those Departments. If 
= Congress declares, as it will if this amend- 
ment be adopted, that such person shall not 
hereafter act as attorney, agent, or solicitor 
in any Department, that is sufficient to pre- 
vent it being done. I deprecate this con- 
tinual addition of crimes and penalties to our 
laws. It is quite enough, it seems to me, to 
indicate to our officials that a certain class of 
people are, from high motives of public policy, 
to be excluded from using their personal in- 
fluence and using the information which they 
have gained while in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of furthering their pri- 
vate interests. If that fact be made known to 
the officers of our Departments, surely it will 
be sufficient to accomplish the exclusion of 
the class of persons who are here referred to 
without having this repetition of fines and 


i penalties for attempting to act. They cannot 


act if this substitute is adopted, and itis not 
prospective in its character, which meets the 
objection, which I think is a sound one, of 
my friend from Wisconsin. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend 
from Delaware a question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. He says they cannot act 
if they are told they ought not to. Suppose 
they should happen to act; what then? Does 
he propose to let them act as violators of the 
law without punishment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Well, Mr. President, I do 
not think violations of a law of this kind are 
to be presumed or expected. It would be 
well known that an olficial who permitted 
one of this proscribed class of persons to act 
as attorney. agent, or solicitor in his Depart- 
ment would be very apt to lose his official 
head. That would be perfectly well under- 
stood, and I cannot imagine either that the 
person would attempt to act or that the official 
would permit him to act in the face of a law 
of this kind, and I had rather, I confess, see 
the law obeyed in that way than to have this 
eternal reliance upon penalties and punish- 
ments as the only means of securing obedi- 


ence. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. That isa very millennial 
argument. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I regret very. much to 
differ with gentlemen for whom I have so 
high a regard as the gentlemen who sit on 
my right, (Mr. Bayarp and Mr. Casservy, ] 
and I have not risen to discuss this ques- 
tion, but I deem it my duty to express on 
this occasion my utter and entire dissent to 
the whole of this section, Why the Govern- 
ment of the United States finds it necessary 
to put pains aud penalties upon any man 
who seeks to make a living by practicing 
his business or profession, and cannot make 
it any other way, I do not understand; and 
itis a very bad principle to admit that that 
can be done or may, be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was about to ask my 
honorable friend a question with his permis- 
sion in reference to what he says about the 
honor of the Government; whether he would 
be willing to repeal the existing laws which 
prohibit a member of Congress from prac- 
ticing before the Departments ? 
`- Mr. STOCKTON. Certainly not as long 
as he is a member of Congress. That ex- 
clusion is founded upon public policy. Every 
member of Congress and every Senator is a 
natural guardian of the Treasury. It is his 
business to defend it, to protect it, and he 


certainly could not go in and assail it. That 

is perfectly plain. 

_ Mr. EDMUNDS. But my friend will see it 
interferes with the private operations of that 
member of Congress in the meantime, and his 
argument went to the point that it was very 
improper to interfere with the right of a citi- 

zen to do what he had a mind to, and a man 

ought not to be deprived of his rights as a citi- 

zen because, as the best citizen in a particular 
district or State, he has been elected to office. 

“Mr. STOCKTON. I differ with the honor- 

able Senator from Vermont as to how far my 
argument went. It went to this extent: that 
you had no right to put pains and penalties 
upon aman because he had been a member 
of Congress. You have a right to see that he 
behaves himself under the Constitution as a 
member of Congress while he is in Congress; 
but you cannot disqualify him, you cannot put 
disabilities on him because he is a member 
of Congress. There is nothing degrading in 
being a member of Congress. It is not so 
degrading that a man should be all the rest 
of his life, or for two years, or any other time 
supposed incapable of doing the business that 
his fellow-citizens do. Suppose we were to 
pass a law that any man who had ever been a 
member of Congress should not for two years 
thereafter be allowed to practice his profes- 
sion in any court of the United States; sup- 
pose, in other words, without wearying my 
imagination to seek for further suppositions, 
you would put any other disability on him, 
would that be right? You may say it is con- 
stitutional. I do not want to go into as close 
an argument as that; and yet when the Con- 
stitution says that members of Congress shall 
be chosen in such and such a way and under 
such and such circumstances, I doubt very 


' much whether it is not running the line very 


close to pass a law saying that a man has got 
to suffer any disability for being so chosen. 
I rose, Mr. President, simply to suggest this 
idea. I have no wish to argueit. J regret 
very much to differ with gentlemen so learned 
in the law; and if they have thought over the 
subject carefully, I have no doubt I must be 
in error, but I recollect distinctly when I was 
upon the Committee on Appropriations, this 
question came up and I saw the evil of it. 
admitted the evil; I would gladly seek a 
remedy; but the remedy is in the Department 
itself. There ought to be no secret in a 
Department, the publication of which or the 
knowledge of which can endanger, under any 
proper and fair system, the public Treasury. 
It must be protected by the virtue, the hon- 
esty, and the character of the men who are 
placed atthe heads of the Departments. I do 
not mean to say that they are not so now; bat 
place such men there, and one after the other, 
step after step, you will find gradually all the 
men under them will become just as pure. It 
is a matter of imitation. The example of pub- 
lic virtue in the heads of Departments, from 
the highest office in our Government to the 
lowest, will always be followed by the employés 
as well as by the people of the country. It is 
a matter of tone; it is a matter of character; 
itis a matter of honor. There is nothing else 
in the world that can protect your Treasury. 
‘To pass a provision of this kind, it seems to | 
me, is an admission of the impossibility of 
having proper integrity in our Departments, 
which I do not believe. In addition to that, 
I say if itis not unconstitutional, it is a con- 


i tinuation of that long-continued system of 
| unnecessary police interference with the indi- 


vidual liberty of the citizens, which is always 
more or less tyrannous. Its only justification 
is that it is necessary for the preservation of 
the public good and the public Treasury. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. There isno credit in any 
man who repudiates his debts. That is a self- 
evident proposition. He does so when he in 
any way conceals an error or mistake in bis 
credit accounts. The measure before us is 


one of the latter kind. If the Government į 


owes, let the Government pay, and let all the 
facts favorable to the claimant be open to his 
agent and to the public. It is a question of 
national repudiation or common honesty. I 
favor the latter, and shall vote for expunging 
the sixth section. A clerkship in Washington 
under the Government is the most dwarfing to 
the clerk of ‘any in- the United States. I 
would vote for any proposition that would 
tempt him from such employment. If he can 
gain a more independent livelihood by the use 
of the knowledge which he acquired in Gov- 
ernment employ that would tempt him out of 
it, one person ut least would be saved from its 
pernicious influences. 

Mr. STEWART. There may be evils that 
are aimed at by this section, but this section 
does not reach the main evil in the Depart- 
ments, There ought to be a system of prac- 
tice there by which both sides can be heard. 
You ought to stop ex parte applications and 
hearings affecting private rights, or affecting 
the rights of the Government, require notice 
to be given, and have both parties repre- 
sented ; have the Government represented 
when there is only one antagonist, and when 
several are interested have them all present. 
If you would provide that there should be no 
more ea parte practice in any Department in 
any case, then there would be no need of this 
provision, Then if the attorneys should pos- 
sess information obtained in this way, if the 
Goverument were represented it would make 
no difference. We have now a Department of 
Justice, with a good many officers, and when- 
ever there is a controversy in a matter involv- 
ing certainly over five hundred dollars, or 


-involving title to land, or involving franchises 


that ought to be heard in the Department. 
both sides should be present. I think it woul 
be much better if the committee would direct 
their attention to having trials in such cases, 
not ex parte hearings where damages are done, 
where wrongs are committed; and then I do 
not think an ex-clerk of a Department would 
have any advantage over an able lawyer who 
took up the case. I do not think he would 
have any advantage over the Attorney Gen- 
eral or his representative. In every case of 
importance there ought to be some rule by 
which the claim may be properly scrutinized 
and publicity given to the transaction, That 
would save millions, and save private rights. 
The great trouble in the Departments is the 
want of publicity in these transactions. Every 
question affecting private interests or affect- 
ing the rights of the United States should be 
heard publicly, amd everybody should be 
heard in open court, so to speak; anybody 
should be allowed to come in and hear the, 
case; a day should be fixed for the hearing in 
all these controverted matters. Outside of 
that there is no business for any attorney or 
any agents about the Departments. That 
being secured, the ex-clerks would not be any 
more potent than anybody else. F suggust to 
Senators to make itan offense for an officer 
to communicate with them ex parte at all. 
That ought to be done. That is the grand 
evil which should be stopped. Ido not think 
this section amounts to much striking at a par- 
ticular class. Ido not think we are touching 
the real evil. The real evil is ex parte prac- 
tice in the Departments. It is not the use of 
information obtained while he was in the 
Department by an ex-clerk, who has been 
turned out of office and has got no friends, 
but the ex parte practice of the Departments. 
We ought to require something like the prac- 
tice in the courts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware as a substitute for the 
section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin to strike out section 
six. 
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Mr. SCOTT. Is it in order to move to 
amend as I indicated, by inserting the words 
“to recover money,” in line four, after the 
word ‘‘ claim?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move, then, to insert those 
words, so that the clause will read : 

That if any person who shall have been a mem- 
ber of Congress, or shall have held an office in any 
executive department of the Government to which 
he was appointed or elected, shall hereafter act as 
attorney, sOlicitor, or agent in the prosecution of 
any claim to recover money against the United 
States in such Department, within two years after 
the day at which he ceased to be such officer, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania to offer this amend- 
ment with a special view to the Patent Office. 
That was the point that he made, that this sec- 
tion would prevent a member of Congress 
from arguing a case before the Commissioner 
of Patents. 

Mr. SCOTT. And the Land Office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Patent Office was 
the one referred to. Now, as to the Patent 
Office, the law is plain. Members of Congress 
are not now prohibited from arguing causes 
there, because everything there is not a claim 
against the United States any more than a 
suit pending in the Supreme Court is. The 
United States stands merely as the judge in 
a matter of interference or of grant between 
private parties; and so it has always been held 
that the existing law against members of Con- 
gress arguing causes did not apply there at 
all, for the Government had no interest in it; 
it was of no consequence to the Government 
which way the matter was decided. So it has 
been the practice ever since that law was 
passed, and before, for members of Congress 
who were counselors at law, as they might 
happen to be retained, to argue causes there 
just as they would in the Supreme Court. 
It does not fall within the mischief of the act 
of 1868, if that is the date of it, and does not 
fall within its letter, and therefore never has 
been held either in morals or law to fall within 
the condemnation of that act. So much for 
the Patent Office. So this amendment is 
entirely unnecessary as to that. 

When you come to the Land Office, I think 
it would be just as great an abuse for a mem- 
ber of Congress who had put himself in rela- 
tions in the course of his duties, as members 
of Congress must with all these Departments 
in the course of his rightful duties in taking 
care of his constituents, with the Commissioner 
of the Land Office orthe heads of his bureaus ; 
it is just as much against just policy, and 
against the protection ofthe people, who have 
some rights as well as claimants, to allow a 
member of Congress, or a member of a De- 
partment, to undertake the land-grant busi- 
ness before the Commissioner of the Land 
Office as it would be to undertake the money 
business in the Treasury Department proper. 

I think this amendment ought not to be 
adopted for the reason that I have stated, that 
as far as it applies to the Patent Office it has 
no application at all, for members of Congress 
may lawfully and morally practice there now ; 
in the other department, in the Land Office, 
which has been named, Í think the mischief is 
Just as great as it isin taking money out of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not remember the lan- 
guage of the act of Congress which prohibits 
members of Congress from practicing in any 
of the Departments in cases of claims against 
the Government, ‘The purpose of my amend- 
ment was simply toaccomplish the very thing 
which the Senator from Vermont says is the 
ruling of the Departments. I gave the Patent 
Office and the Land Office simply as illustra- 


It is in 


tions, not intending by any means to convey | 


the idea that any member of a Department 
or any member of Congress might go there 
urging the land-grant business, and instancing 
a case in which a conflict of private rights might 


i 


$ 


| the very same thing and evade your law. 


arise in the Land Office, where A may claim 
a patent and B may claim a patent for the 


| same land, a conflict of rights; the demand 
| is in form for a patent from the United States; 


it isa demand against the United States for a 
patent although private rights only are in- 
volved in the demand. Now, I wish to avoid 
the construction which might be put upon this 
act to debar a man from representing private 
rights of that character in such a contest in 
the Patent Office or in the Land Office. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SCOTT.. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Why is it not just as 
pernicious to allow that thing to be done in 


| the Patent Office as anywhere else? Is the 


Commissioner of Patents exempted from influ- 
ence any more than the Commissioner of the 
Land Office? Has he not as good a heart, 
as kind a feeling, and does he not sympathize 
with his friends just as much? If those qual- 
ities of the heart are objectionable to a man 
in office,say so, and turn all that class of men 


out. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am not discussing either 
the qualities of the heart or the head of the 
Commissioner of Patents or the Commissioner 
of the Land Office ; but the fundamental idea 
of this legislation is to prevent parties who 
have been in the Departments from using the 
information they get there to enforce claims 
against the Government, not to deprive pri- 
vate parties of their knowledge, or the skill, 
or the evidence which may be in the posses- 
sion of those parties to enable them to enforce 
their rights. A private party is entitled to any 
evidence that will defeat his adversary or en- 
force his own claim, and what I wish here to 
do is not to permit this act to be so construed 
as to drive these parties away from the advo- 
cacy of the rights of private parties in these 
Departments. 

Mr. STEWART. I have been looking at 
this matter, and I cannot see how this section 
can possibly do any good in any event. I can- 
not see that there is anything in it that will 
prevent any rascality atall. I wish to eallthe 


attention of the Senator from Vermont to its | 


language, because I am anxious to reach the 
same object that he is; but I do not think 
this amendment will reach it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon 
me, it is almost now, as perfected by the Sena- 
tor from Jowa, in terms like a bill reported 
from the Judiciary Committee, with the assent 
of my friend, two or three years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. I may have assented to 
it, but on reflection I do not think it reaches 
any purpose. The object is to prevent collu- 
sion and fraud in the Departments. If a per- 
son is an honest man, and simply goes around 
attending to routine business and does not do 
anything wrong, you do not want to touch him 
aud deprive him of his bread. If he is an 
honest man, he will obey thislaw. If he isa 
dishonest man, it will accomplish no good, for 
he will soon find out a very plain way to do 
He 
can go to his friend in the Department, if he 
has one, aud he can make his arrangement 
outside, and can then send a most respectable 
looking man to make the formal application. 
This section will not prevent such things at all, 
It will not drag such a transaction to light. 

I repeat, Mr. President, the great diificulty 
in the Departments, the great evil that has 
grown up, is these ex parte applications and 
hearings. I know of no ease that has been 
complained of in which the United States 
was interested where, if the Attorney Gen- 
eral had been notified and had been present, 


| the thing would not have been stopped. 


Where the United States is not interested, 
for instance, with regard to a patent for land, 
where there is a controversy, the most out- 
rageous injustice is done necessarily by the 
practice, even if the officers are ever so hon- 
est, of allowing ex parte hearings. 


The whole theory of justice is that both 
sides shall be heard. If you can break up the 
ex parte practices in the Departments you 
have reached the real evil. Where there is 4 
claim against the Government of any consid- 
erable amount, fix the amount, and say that 
the Attorney General shall be notified, and 
he shall be summoned there to argue the 
cause on behalf of the Government. it never 
should be heard ex parte under any circum- 
stances. If private rights are involved, the 
party should be notified, and the ex parte 
practice should be stopped. There is where 
the evil is. If you pass this law, an honest 
man may do only routine business, but a 
man who is a rascal may go to his friend in 
the Department and make an arrangement 
with him, and then send his substitute to 
appear in the Department, because if he is bad 
enough and the officer of the Department is 
bad enough to commit fraud on the Govern- 
ment, they are bad enough to meet on the 
outside and talk it over, and make arrange- 
ments for evading your law. You propose to 
send a man to the State’s prison because you 
say if he is allowed to practice there he is 
liable to commit a fraud. I say if he has any 
desire to commit fraud there is no necessity 
for going into the Department to do it. He 
can send somebody else there, and make his 
arrangements outside. So I do not think 
this section will accomplish the purpose 
desired, but will only interfere with a set of 
men who are doing routine business, 

Mr. CRAGIN. I am in favor of the object 
of ihis section of the bill. I wish to state a 
case that occurred in my recollection. Soon 
after I came to the Senate, say about seven 
years ago, a New Hampshire man who had 
moved to one of the western States, and was 
some ten or a dozen years before that a post- 
master in a little town in New Hampshire, 
wrote me that he understood there was a bal- 
ance due him as postmaster, and that he wished 
me to goto the Department and ascertain and 
if possible get the money for him. I went up 
to the Post Office Department, and I found on. 
inquiry that there were probably due to small 
postmasters who had gone out of office some 
time previous, and for a long time previous, 
small balances; and some clerk in that De- 
partment, who had access to that information, 
had gathered up the names of these postmas- 
ters and the amounts due to each one of them, 
and having gone out of the service, he wrote 
letters all over the country to these postmas- 
ters, who never supposed they had a cent due 
them, proposing, if they would put the busi- 
ness in his hands, to collect the amounts for a 
percentage, a large percentage. Of course it 
was to the interest of the Government not to 
voluntarily spread this information before the 
country. They paid each individual as he 
applied. A 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to ask my friend 
from New Hampshire if the Government was 
in any way injured or wronged by paying what 
its own books showed it owed? — 

Mr. CRAGIN. Certainly not; butitis time 
enough for an individual to pay sometimes 
when the account is presented to him. | 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then the morality of 
that is, if the Government have got the books 
and the only information on the subject, and 
owe money.to their citizens, they ought to con- 
ceal that fact from the citizens. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Notat all. The individual 
has a right to come and demand his pay, and 
he will get it. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. Buthe does not know it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Then he is well enough off 
without. Here is another class of claims: 
during the war a large number of officers in 
the Navy, and also in the Army, were sum- 
marily dismissed from the service without 
judgment of a conrt-marshal, and I know 
efforts are being made to gather up the names 
of those officers in the Navy, and in the War 
Department, in order that they may present 
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claims to those Departments as though they 
ere not out of office, on the ground that they 
were illegally dismissed. They are to claim 
their pay for five, six, or eight years that they 
have been out of office, and suppose that they 
had no claim. Claim agents are trying to in- 
‘duce them to put these claims into their hands 
i order to go before the Departments and 
argue thé question of law whether they are 
still in office or not, in order that they may 
draw their back pay. It is sought to get this 
jhformation not only from those who have 
‘gone out of office, but from men who are now 
“in office in the Departments, and I fear that 
there have been some in the Departments who 
might give this information, who might give 
to those claim. agents the names of those 
officers who were thus dismissed, and have not 
been in the service for five or six years, and 
now come and wish to draw their pay, claim- 
ing that they were illegally dismissed. Ihope 
this section may be so amended that the Sen- 
ate can agree to it. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I differ with my dis- 
tinguished friend from New Hampsbire. I 
hope the section may not be so amended as 
to make it acceptable to the Senate. 
it ought. to be stricken out. I think it is pro- 
scriptive and objectionable in many respects. 
Ig merit to be visited with such harshness? 
Tt seems to me itis improper. It. is, to say 
the least of it, an indirect charge of dishon- 
esty against all members of Congress, and the 
officers of the different departments of the 
Government as contemplated in the section. 
That certainly is not correct. Surely it is at 
war with our institutions. Why proscribe A, 
B, or C because he has been elected to Con- 
gress by any portion of the citizens of. the 
United States in accordance. with the laws of 
the land? It is true at this day there can be 

` many found outside of Congress who will read- 
ily charge that no man who has been a mem- 
ber of Congress ought to be trusted; but for 
my part I do not propose to indorse those 
wrong accusations. I make an issue with 
them. The presumption is that a man is hon- 
est until the.contrary is proven. 

` Now, suppose an officer of one of these 
Departments that this section is calculated to 
operate directly against resigns or retires, as 


the case may be; there is no charge against, 


him, but everything tending to compliment 
him and to show that his action had been 
meritorious ; then there ought to be no pro- 
hibition aganist him, but he should be left free 
to be chosen by his fellow-citizens for any 
office or business, just as in the case of Presi- 
dent Tyler. President Tyler had his proud 
position at the head of this nation, as the 
Chief Magistrate residing in the White ITouse. 
After his time of service expired he returned 
to Virginia, and I believe the good citizens 
there elected him a justice of the peace. There 
was no great objection to that; perhaps a 
greater one would have been that he had better 
have been in that position at first. But, sir, I 
desire that there shall be no such proscription, 
and for my part I think it would be very 
improper for us to adopt such a section as 
this. 

Mr. LOGAN. I take a somewhat different 
view of this subject from the positions which 
I have heard expressed in this debate. I look 
at this proposition as an attempt en the part 
of the legislative body of this country to sup- 
press information to which parties are enti- 
tled by declaring that persons who have left 
the Departments shall not practice therein for 
two years. I state this as a proposition honest 
in itself. If any Department of the United 
States Government is indebted toan individual, 
it is its duty to pay the amount, and it makes 
no difference to me whether that information 
is given by a clerk in the Department or out 
of the Department. It is honest for them to 
pay that which they owe. They are not re- 
quired to pay that which they do not owe. 

So far as having attorneys or solicitors to 


I think. 


see that the rights of the Government are pro- 
tected in the Departments is concerned, every 
Department of the Government has a solicitor, 
save the Post Office Department. Why do 
they not have one? Because the accounts of 
the Post Office are settled by the Sixth Auditor, 
who helongs to thé Treasury Department, and 
the Solicitor of the Treasury can always be 
called. upon in- reference. to anything that re- 
quires legal information. Here it is proposed 
to say that a man who has. been a poor clerk, 
struggling in one of these Departments for 
existence, if he should be removed, shall be 
turned upon the. cold charities of the world 
without a right to say that the Department 
owes a certain man $100, and without a right 
to. prosecute that claim.as well as anybody 
else. That is not the way.for the Government 
to act. The Government should not cover up 
anything so far as its debts are concerned, but 
should pay them. 

I was amused somewhat when I heard my 
friend from New Hampshire disclose certain 
facts in reference to a postmaster who held a, 
small office in his State, aud who had. written 
to him that a certain clerk had been dismissed, 
and that clerk had made a memoranda of num- 
erous charges against the Post Office De- 
partment, that were honestly due to postmas- 
ters who. had gone out of the service and had 
never been paid. Well, sir, if they had 
never been paid, the. Government owed them, 
and ought to have paid them, and. it was not 
the business of the Post Office Department or 
the ‘Treasury Department to retain it from 
them. That is about the same principle pre- 
cisely as if I were to owe a Senator to-day 
$500, borrowed money, and if he forgets it, L 
will never disclose the fact and will keep the 
$500. That is considered an honest transac- 
tion on the part of the Government! 

Now, let me tell a little story that will prob- 
ably balance the oue told by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. During the war a quarter- 
master from my State served, faithfully. In 
fact, he was the quartermaster of the old regi- 
ment I first commanded. After the war was. 
over, after he was mustered out of service, the 
Government owed him some nine hundred 
dollars of salary. He could not receive that 
sum until he could procure a certificate from 
the different accounting officers that his ac- 
counts were settled in the quartermaster’s 
department. He could not procure that certifi- 
cate, and that $900 remained unpaid until 
about one year ago. Why? Because an ac- 
count of his, charging him with two balls of 
candlewick and a set of tent poles, the whole 
of which I could purchase for a dollar and a 
‘quarter, was suspended, and he could not ac- 
count for them, and so he was kept out of 
$900 for nearly seven years. He offered to 
pay the money ; he offered to do anything; but 
they said he must swear_as to what he had 
done with those things. He said he could not 
swear whathad become of the balls of candle- 
wick or the tent poles, and being an honest 
man he would not do it, and they kept him 
out of his money. 

Do you consider that the way to deal with the 
constituents and citizens of this Government 
that your Departments must cover up all the 
indebtedness they owe to them? If you cheat 
and defraud them out of their due, what right 
have you to complain if citizens undertake to 
cheat and defraud the Government? You are 
complaining every day that people perpetrate 
frauds upon the Government. Perhaps they 
do; but will the fact that you deprive a, poor 
clerk of the right of prosecuting a claim in the 
Post Office Department prevent scoundrels 
from defrauding the Government? Notat all. 
The honest men who are turned out of the 
Departments and became claim agents will not 
try to defraud the Government. The dis- 
honest men will evade your law, and procure 
some other men to act for them. So you take 


nothing by your bill, it amounts to nothing ; 
and it is a very small piece of business for the {i 


Congress of the United States, at least one third 
of whom, if not more, are lawyers, who have 
made their living by their protession, to pass 
a law that a poor clerk, with one leg or one 
arm, shall not have the right for two years 
after leaving the Department to present a 
claim. for ten dollars for some old postmaster 
to whom it is due. Why? Because he had 
knowledge of the fact while in the Depart- 
ment, and was honest enough to tell it. Ido 
think it is about as small a thing as we could 
attempt in the: Senate of the United States, 
and I shall vote for striking the whole thing 
out, amendments and all, and have no restric- 
tion, so far as that is concerned, upon any- 
body. One man has as much right to make a 
living in this way as another, and we have no 
right to restrict him, 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to waive my five 
minutes speech and ask the Senate to vote on 
this proposition. ; 

3 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr.] 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the motion to strike out the. sixth 
section of the bill as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend. the bill on 
page 8, line forty-five of section four, by add- 
ing after the clause ‘for steamship service 
between San Francisco and the Sandwich 
Islands, $75,000,” the following: 

To extend the service now existing for the trans- 
portation of the mails between San Francisco and 
the Sandwich Islands to New Zealand and Australia 
for the period of ten years fromthe commencement 
of the extended service at an additional compensa- 
tion not exceeding $425,000 per annum: Provided 
That the entire service between San Francisco an 
New Zealand and Australia shall consist of thir- 
teen round trips in each year, to pe performed in 
first-class American-built steamships of not less 
than two thousund tons registered burden, which 
shall be so constructed as to be readily adapted to 
the armed naval service of the United States 
in time of war, and before acceptance the 
officers by whom they are inspected shall report 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
with, and shall be oflicered by citizens of the United 
States or persons who have declared their intention 
to become citizens. Anda sufficient sum is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury nob 
otherwiso appropriated, to pay for the extended 
service that may bo performed under such exten- 
sion prior to July 1, 1873. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from 
California to withdraw that amendment at this 
moment to allow me to offer an amendment 
agreed on in committee about purely Post 
Oftice matters. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia sees proper to withdraw his amend- 
ment to accommodate the Senator from South 
Carolina, I will not insist on the motion I was 
about to make. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to be absent from 
the Chamber, and I wish to offer this amend- 
ment now, because I am obliged to go out. 
If the Senator will oblige me by withdrawing 
his amendment for the present, it will not take 
two minutes to dispose of this one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California withdraw his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. SAWYER. I moveto amend the bill 
by inserting the following items : 

For construction of coal-vaults, $6,422 35. 

For altering windows to doors in court-yard, $850. 

For altering sky-lights, and ventilation, $1,275. 
ann door on book-cases and other repairs thereon, 
$3, ; 


This is agreed upon by the committee and 
there is no objection to it, I believe. I have 
the recommendation of it from the Postmaster 
General here on my desk. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. COLE, iL now renew my amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from California is now pending, I 
believe? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I believe that this is the 
same proposition in substance which was be- 
fore us as a distinct and separate bill some 
days ago with referenceto the Australian line, 
and which we then discussed to some extent. 
Am I correct in that? 

Mr. COLE. It is kindred to that I suppose, 
but it is not the same proposition. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I think the Senate under- 
stands the question involved in this amend- 
ment, and to bring the Senate to a direct vote 
upon it, I move to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. NYE. LIhope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will not withdraw the 
motion, and I call for the yeas and nays 
upon it. ‘ 

“The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Conkling, ¥erry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Mor- 
rillof Vermont, Pratt, Saulsbury,Schurz,Scott, Sher- 
man, Sumner, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Hill, Kelly, Morrill of Maine. Morton, Norwood, 
Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, 
Stewart. Stockton, West, and Windom—25, 3 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Blair, 
Boreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, Clayton, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Patterson, 
Ransom, Robertson, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Tipton, and Wilson—z9. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate is now called 
upon to vote $425,000 a year for ten years, or 
some four and a quarter millions, to establish 
a new line of steamships between this country 
and Australia. We have just refused to ap- 

ropriate $450,000 ayear for a semi-monthly 
ine between this country and Brazil. Our 
commerce with Brazil amounts to $30,000,000 ; 
our commerce with Australia is about four or 
five millions. Australia is a colony of Great 
Britain, a dependency of Great Britain. Sbe 
produces nothing that we cannot produce in 
this country. A commerce with her is a com- 
merce in the productions of our own country. 
Her exports are gold and wool. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator permit me to inquire of the Chair whether 
this amendment is in order? Is itto carry out 
any existing law, or is it moved in pursuance 
of the rules of the Senate? 


Mr. POMEROY. I understand it is to ex- 


tend the service already provided for from San 


Francisco to the Sandwich Islands; from the 
Sandwich Islands to New Zealand and Aus- 
tralia. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not take the point 
of order; but unless there is a law for it I 
should think the amendment was not in order, 

Mr. POMEROY. It extends a service 
already existing. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
not in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will withhold my 
remarks until the question of order can be 
determined. I do not wish to debate any 
question not really before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remark that the point of order was uot 
made until the Senate had taken a vote on the 
motion to lay on the table. If the point of 
order had been made, the Chair would have 
ruled that the amendment was in order, as it 
is an amendment to a proposition in the bill 
providing for steamship service between San 
Francisco and the Sandwich Islands. Itcomes 
within the rule, iu the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It proposes a new item 
of appropriation, a new item of expenditure 
on a route not authorized by law. It is true 


I think it is 


t 


there is a steamship line now authorized to | 


the Sandwich Islands; there is none, as 1 un- 


derstand, to Australia. This isa new object 
of expenditure. It seems to me, therefore, it 
is not within the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. This proposition extends 
the service from San Francisco by way of the 
Sandwich Islands. Taking up the service at; 
that point, for which we now pay $75,000, it 
extends it all the way to Australia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will read to the Senator from Ohio the clause 
of the new rule adopted a few days since: 

“Andno amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions, other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill, shall 
be received.” 

In lines forty-four and forty-five, on page 8, 
the bill proposes an appropriation of $75,000 
for steamship service between San Francisco 
and the Sandwich Islands. This amendment, 
as the Chair understands, is an extension of 
that service, adding to the appropriation, but 
relating to that appropriation, and to thatalone. 
Therefore the Chair ruled it in order, or would 
have done so if the point had been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A word upon the point 
of order. This amendment provides for a new 
object of expenditure. The mere fact that 
there is a law authorizing now a steamship 
line between San Francisco and the Sandwich 
Islands, when it is proposed to extend that 
line about ten thousand miles, if I remember 
correctly, from San Francisco to the extreme 
point reached by this line—— 

Mr. POMEROY. Seven thousand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought it was more 
than that. It is six or seven thousand to the 
nearest point. 

Mr. NYE. It is seven thousand miles from 
San Francisco to Australia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, if 
we are going to enter upon this question of 
subsidies, waiving the point of order for the 
present, for I do not wish to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, I submit to the Senate 
whether after the vote taken on the Brazil line 
they can with any show of consistency vote 
this subsidy? Much against my inclination, 
in the first place, I did vote to double the 
service to China, because I thought there were 
especially strong reasons why that service ought 
to be a semi-monthly instead of a monthly 
service. The statement was made that we 
could not secure that line except by an in- 
crease of the subsidy, and upon that statement 
by gentlemen having the matter in charge I 
voted for it. 

But here is the establishment of an entirely 
new line, an entirely new service, a service 
between Australia and San Francisco estab-- 
lished as part of the China line. I remember 
very weil when this provision was authorized 
by the original law establishing the China line. | 
They made the voyage via the Sandwich Islands 
to China. The line to the Sandwich Islands | 
was an excrescence on the China line. Sub- | 
sequently, upon the statement made by the 
then Senator from California, (Mr. Conness,) 
they were relieved from the burden of going 
to the Sandwich Islands, and were authorized 
to go by the northern route directly to Japan 
and China. Then, in order to maintain the | 
intercourse we had already commenced with 
the Sandwich Islands, it was proposed to give 
them $75,000 as part of the China line to run 
vessels to the Sandwich Islands. It wasa part 
of the China line. 

Now, upon this excrescence growing out of 
the China line, a restriction that that line was 
relieved from, we are called upon to appropri- | 
ate $425,000 a year in aid of the same China 


to the ownership of the line, the same com- | 
pany that runs the vessels between San Fran- 
cisco and China runs this Australian line. 

Mr. NYE. Not atall. There is no con- 
nection between them, no more than between 
ycu and me. 


Mr. SHERMAN, They formerly were con- 


nected. 


Mr. NYE. Never. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ben Holladay had the 
contract, and Webb is running it now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care who ig 
running it; I know the Sandwich: Island line 
was originally part of the China line, 

Mr. NYE. They were separated long yearg 
ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were separated be- 
cause the China vessels could not properly. 


j and economically go by way of the Sandwich 


Islands. _ 

Now, Mr. President, I appeal to the Sen- 
ate whether they can, with any show of con- 
sistency, after having substantially refused to 
appropriate for the Brazil line upon terms 
that the proprietors of that line say they can 
maintain the line upon, now start a new line 
to a country with which we have substantially 
no commerce—a dependency of our rival, a 
country that we cannot trade with to any con- 
siderable extent profitably, a country with the 
same productions as our own. Would it be: 
wise for us to agree now to enter into a con- 
tract ‘appropriating $4,250,000 to establish 
steamship connection with the British prov- 
inces? I say it would not be. If there ig 
any profitable trade between Australia and 
this country, that trade can, under the present 
state of shipping, be run much less expen- 
sively by Great Britain than by our country. 
This is a forced line against the interests of 
our country, a line with a country of our 
rival. Sir, if this new line to Australia is 
voted by the Senate, how can you resist the 
line to Mexico; how can you resist the line to 
Brazil, to Buenos Ayres, and all the innum- 
erable schemes and propositions that are now 
made in regard to subsidies? 

- I had always supposed from the previous 
votes of the Senate that this was the last line 
the Senate would be willing to subsidize, be- 
cause it is the line in which our people have 
the least interest. We have no trade with 
that country of any profit, They produce 
nothing which we desire to buy. This line will 
be a mere convenience to the British Govern- 
ment to transport direct from Australia to San 
Francisco, and the benefits of the line will in- 
ure to England. Whatever passengers and 
freight will be brought over the line will be 
destined eventually to England, coming to San 
Francisco, passing over the Pacific railroad, 
and thence to London. All the benefits de- 
rived from the establishment of the line will 
inure to Great Britain, not to this country. 

If we must enter into the business of grant- 
ing subsidies, why not give subsidies to those 
lines that will contribute to the devclopmentof 
American commerce? This is a convenience 
for the development of British commerce, not 
of American commerce. 

I hope, therefore, the vote just taken is not 
an indication of the sentiment of the Senate in 
regard to this subsidy, because if it is there is 
no reasonable limit that you can put to the 
amount of subsidies that will be proposed as 
amendments to this bill. We have already 
been liberal to the Pacific coast. We have 
shown our liberality. We established, witb- 
out objection, a line to China. We have now 
increased and doubled the service on that line. 
We have done it for wise commercial reasons, 
because we havean enormous trade with China, 
and we have an intercourse that is exceedingly 


| profitable to the people of our own country, 


and the shippers of our own country. We con- 
sume the productions of China and Japan. We 
do not consume the productions of Australia. 


; y F y | I suppose my time is out, and therefore I will 
line, because, if Iam not mistaken in regard || 


not go further; but I hope another vote will be 
taken and that this question which was dis- 
cussed here some days ago may be decided, as I 
supposed from the indication of the debate of 
the Senate, according to what I considered then 
the judgment of the Senate not to engage in @ 
subsidy to this new line to Australia. 

Mr. NYE. The honorable Senator from 
Ohio always speaks so confidently that it is 
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embarrassing in one of my tender years to 
oppose him. [Laughter.] However, I dare 
‘to do, holding some statistics in my hand, 
that which I should not dare to do if I 
were less sustained. 
“+ The honorable Senator from Ohio has done 
one good thing and he has got frightened at it, 
and Í pity him. He voted well the other day ; 
put some ghost appeard to him through the 
< night and he dare not follow it up to-day. I 
want to read a little article which will now be 
regarded as authority here, written by the 
nominee of the late Cincinnati convention, 
that is the bugbear of the Republican party. I 
read from the New York Tribune: 


“We do not favor the subsidizing of”— 


And here I want to say that the candidate 
for the Presidency and my friend from Ohio 
disagree; I know which will be authority 
now. 

“We do not favor the subsidizing of any line of 

ocean steamships to run from our own ports to those 
‘of western Europe. The people of Great Britain, 
France, and Germany having the start of us in arts 
‘and manufactures, are only too happy to exchange 
their wares and fabrics for our food, cotton, and 
other raw, bulky staples. The advantage in such a 
trade is all on their side, and they may be trusted to 
furnish as many steamships as the trade will war- 
‘rant. 
. “But in trading with countries whose industry is 
ruder and more primitive than ours—those of Span- 
ish America and Australia, China, and Japan, for 
example—the advantage is on our side. We sell 
them axes, saws, sewing-machines, serviceable fab- 
rics, &c., and receive in exchange raw materials and 
the precious metals. It is and Jong will be our in- 
terest to cultivate, foster, and extend this trade, 
which depresses none of our own industries, but 
stimulates and expands them all, 

“We look, therefore, with favor on the proposal 
of a subsidy to the Jine of ocean steamers to Aus- 
tralia which private enterprise has established. That 
line is not yet self-supporting, because the trade 
which supports itis small, though rapidly growing, 
We are Australia’s nearest civilized neighbor, and 
cher wants, in many respects, are such as our artisans 
can best supply. Her people have done their part 
toward the good work in hand; we trust ours may 
do likewise, Let us not repel the warm band which 
the young giant of the southern hemisphere has 
stretched across the Pacific to grasp our own. We 
ought, to have a line of steamships hence through 
the West Indies to the Spanish Main at or near 
the mouth of the Magdalena”— 


Which every man of sense knows to be 

wise— 
“we ought to run another from Panama down the 
coast to the chief ports of Peru and Chili. If these 
must wait, let us at, Jeast maintain that which 
already connects us with Australia.” 

I have in my hand an article from the New 
York Herald which advocates the same thing. 
But I will not detain the Senate by reading 
that. My friend has underrated this Austra- 
lian trade. I hold in my hand a little state- 
ment made of three quarters for the last six 
months of the imports: at the ports of San 
Francisco, New York, and Boston. Collector 
Phelps, of San Francisco, reports the amount 
of duties paid on imports from Australia for 
the year 1869-70 at $21,000; the report for 
1871 is not complete, but for the first quarter 
of the year 1872 they exceed the sum of 
$200,000. The total duties paid on direct 
imports from Australia at the ports of New 
York, Boston, and San Francisco, for the 
six months ending May 1, 1872, amount to 
$855,774 45. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do the Senator’s statis- 
tics show how much of that is brought by sail- 
ing vessels, and how much is derived from 
this line? 

Mr. NYE. Idid not stop to inquire into 
that, for it is quiteimmaterial. It shows that 
the trade is growing, and if sailing vessels 
bring thatamount, most certainly steam vessels 
can bring more. 

. Now, Mr. President, I will read alittle more. 
I hold in my hand some information upon this 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bors- 


MAN in the chair.) The Senator’s time has | 


expired. 
Mr. NYE. 
more. 


I hope I may have two minutes 


| 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Imovethatthe Sen- 
ator’s time be extended. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion is made, and the Senator from Nevada 
will proceed. 

Mr. NYE. The following is from the-Age, 
of Melbourne, Australia, of February 24, 1872: 


“ Mr. Webb, the principal owner of the steamers 
which convey the mails between San Francisco and 
Auckland, under contract with the New Zealand 
government, and Mr. Julius Vogel, the treasurer of 
that colony, are now in Victoria, with the object of 
obtaining a subsidy from the local government for 
carrying our Jetters to Europe and America by the 
Pacific route. The service isat present conducted at 
a considerable loss to the owners, and at a great 
cost; yet since this American line has been in oper- 
ation our people are beginning to see the great 
advantage, and how important it is becoming to 
extend our relations, personal aud commercial, with 
the whole continent of America; and these are be- 
coming of great and increasing importance. Up to 
the present year there have been no exports from 
Australia to America, and the imports during 1869 
only amounted to £582,597, or less than from Mau- 
ritius. But during the wool season, which is now 
nearly over, American buyers have for the first time 
visited this city for the purposeof buying Australian 
wool, Their operations have been on so extensive a 
scale that ships conveying seventeen thousand bales, 
valued at £340,000, have already been dispatched to 
New York, Boston, and San Francisco, and one ves- 
sel, the Lizzie Watson, has, during the last few days, 
sailed with two thousand bales to Montreal,in the 
Dominion of Canada, 

“There is every reason to believe that this trade, 
large as it has already become, is only in its infancy. 
The Americans manufacture broadcloth to a very 
considerable extent, and have thus become large 
consumers of merino wool. Hitherto they have 
purchased in the London market, but by buying in 
Melbourne, which is the entrepôt of the wool trade 
in this hemisphere, they save the whole of the items 
of brokerage, sampling, selling, &c., in London, 
the freight, insurance, and other charges between 
London and New York, together with an extra half- 
penny a pound, which is imposed upon all wool 
imported into America shipped from countries west 
of the Cape of Good Hope. The savings between 
purchasing first hand in Melbourne and secorid 
hand in London amount to very nearly two and a 
half pence per pound on greasy wool, the only sorts 
in which, owing to the high tariff upon scoured wools, 
any of the American buyers who visited us during 
the past season felt inclined to operate. In future 
years freights between Melbourne and New York 
are likely to fall lower than those which have ruled 
during the wool season of 1871-72, and our trans- 
pacific friends will be able to give nearly the same 
prices which rule in London, and still save the extra 
half penny per pound which, under their tariff, is 
levied upon wool imported from England. The 
strong probability, therefore, is that with the facili- 
ties afforded by Mr. Webb’ssteamers and the Pacific 
railway, the weight of Australian wool bougbt upon 
American account wil) annually increase. During 
the present season 107,904 bales have passed through 
the hands of Melbourne and Geelong brokers; of 
these less than 20,000 bales, or one fifth, have been 
shipped to America. Neat yearthe proportion will 
probably inerease. One result of this large export 
trade will be that Victoria will be visited by au in- 
creased number of ships from the United States, 
anxious for a share in the wool trade; freights will 
become lower, the consumption of American goods 
will grow larger, and our trade with New York and 
Boston will be only second to that with London and 
Liverpool. E E : 

“Yet tbis is not all the interest this colony has in 
this trade. Nearly every departing steamer has 
carried away numbers of our people who go to buy 
of American merchants and manufacturers their 
wares of every description, which these colonies 
have heretofore ordered in England. We have re- 
peatedly, of late, published the late shipments from 
New York and Boston for Australia. 

“The shipments from those points, as well as San 
Trancisco, are enormously increased from anything 
heretofore. 

“So far we have alluded to exports of wool only 
from this one colony, yet there is a long list of other 
colonial products to help the balance of trade that 
must be against us. Two vessels are now full, and 
will sail from Auckland. The Ferndale, for New 
York, had on board 439 bales flax, 50 bags gum, 2 
bales wool, 22 bales tow, a quantity of tow lashings, 
281 bags gum, 87 cases gum, 525 cases gum, 525 cases 
gum, 559 cases gum, 94 cases guin—Robert Walker 
& Co.; 1,215 cases gum, 324 bales flax—Rolph, 
Sterry & Co. The follwing will show the value of 
the cargo: 


Kauri gum—2,811 cases and bags, 282 tons... £7,975 
Flax—693 bales, 763 tens . 2,000 
Trow—22 bales, 23 tons. 10 
Wool—2 bales, ¢ ton... 38 
Quantity of tow lashings.. 3 

Total valt@....ccscscccssconsesessensanvneseneaneane sereen £10,026 


“The bark Queensland, also for New York, Her 
cargo comprised 1,853 cases kauri gum, 288 bags 
kauri gum, in bulk, 24 tons kauri gum, 98 bales 
flax, 14 bales tow lashings—Rolph, Sterry, & Co.; 
601 cases kauri gum, 294 bales flax—R. Walker & 


Co.; 144 bales flax. Must &Co. The following gives 
an estimate of the value of the cargo: 


Flax—546 bales, 64 tons 59 owt. suni wee. £1,661 


Gum—2,742 cases and bags, 277 tons L2 owt. .. 8,278 
In buik 21 tons ..........--. ANE 313 
Total value .. .. £10,251 


“The Velocidale has sailed for Boston from 
Lyttleton with 1,540 bales of wool, 

“The Formosa has arrived at Melbourne from 
New York with a full cargo of American goods 
among which was nearly one thousand packages of 
manufactured articles. 

* With- such facts staring them in the face, and 
with such bright prospects in the future, the local 
government, as well as that of Washington, would 
be amply justified in granting a subsidy to the 
Webb line of steamers.” _ 

If the Senate will bear with me one minute 
I wish to say a word further. A person hag 
closed his eyes to our geograpical locality who 
fails to see not far in the future a commerce 
growing up between us and Australia and the 
intermediate islands almost equal to that be- 
tween us and any single one, save England, of 
the countries on the Atlantic. Australia is 
almost as large as our continent, larger than 
our own former possessions were here, and it 
produces everything that we growin America ; 
it also produces many things that we do not 
grow, and these many things that we do not 
grow are to be received in exchange for our 
own mannfactured articles. Why, sir, when I 
was crossing the Rocky mountains in the snow 
I met twenty car loads of machinery bound 
for Australia, battling the drifts on the Rocky 
mountains; machinery of our own manufac- 
tures, too, bound for San Francisco, to go 
thence to Australia. Now, if this can be done 
in the green tree, what will be done in the 
dry? 

I know it isa popular thing to cry ‘‘anti- 
subsidy.” I have heard it before. I have 
read the history of those who were burned in 
effigy for their first vote for the Erie canal, 
but they outlived all the little narrow preju- 
dices that snrrounded them. They seized what 
was essential to success when they opened the 
waters between the lakes and the ocean. It 
has been the future generations that have 
reaped the fruit, and its fruits have but just 
begun to ripen. So with this line of steamers. 
They start from San Francisco, and wend their 
way seven thousand miles, opening a commu- 
nication essential to the harmony of the com- 
mercial world; and yet we are told that it will 
not support itself; we are coldly told to let it 
be till it will. Sir, everything has to creep 
before it can walk. The nations of the earth 
are reaching out for commercial supremacy, 
and the simple question is whether we shall 
sit down and let them reach and gather, or 
whether we will reach out ourselves and take 
this rich reward that is by every geographical 
consideration our own. 

I hope that these great measures for com- 
merce are not to be kicked aside at once and 
laid on the table in a furor of fearful passion. 
I tell you, Mi. President, that the present 
generation, and those who come, will praise 
the wisdom of those who made the effort, 
even if they failed to grasp this important 
commerce for our own people. I hope men 
will vote upon this as they would vote upon 
any other consideration, and in a commercial 
and economical view I think it challenges at 
least the candid judgment of every rational 
man. 

I ‘hope, sir, that this measure will prevail. 
J believe it is freighted with great good to this 
country. Itis not for the Pacific coast alone. 
What is good for her is good for Ohio. We 
have no separate interests; the Pacific slope 
shares in the glory and growing prosperity of 
Ohio as much as it shares in the prosperity ot 
her own States. Weare bat the gate- way, and 
the East and the intermediate space-receive 
the fruit of it. Weare the gate way, and stand- 
ing in that gate and looking out and seeing 
the advantages that naturally pertain to this 
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line, seeing what it must result in, it seems 
strange to us, with the highest consideration 
for those who differ from us, that it should not 
receive at the hands of the American Congress 
that support to which it is entitled. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, I 
like the view which the Senator from Nevada 
takes of this question in this respect: that we 
should look at it in its commercial aspect; 
and it is only in that point of view that I want 
to refer to it for a moment; and if in so doing 
I present the same ideas which I endeavored 
to present to the Senate a few days ago, I 
shall be pardoned, for I know that on a ques- 
tion of the importance of this the truth .can- 
not be too often heard. 

In looking at it in a commercial aspect the 
question comes what is the commerce between 
Australia and the United States? This refers 
to commerce between the western coast of 
this country and Australia; and the question 
is, what is that commerce? I repeat the com- 
mercial axiom which I stated a few days ago, 
that two countries cannot carry on a profitable 
commerce iu articles that both have a super- 
abundant production of. That is as clearly 
susceptible of demonstration as any mathe- 
matical axiom. 

How is it with Australia and the western 
coast of this country? It was stated by the 
Senator from Ohio that the productions are 
the same—gold in abundance; and gold can- 
not be exchanged for gold with any profit; and 
wool surpassing all other articles in value both 
on our western coast and in Australia. You 
may just as well send your wool from Califor- 
nia to Australia to market as to bring it from 
Australia to California. When California is 
about to produce, as she is this year, between 
thirty and forty million pounds of wool, 
when that wool is in demand, it cannot be an 
advantage to California to bring wool to com- 

ete with it; and [ am perfectly astonished, 
T nust say, at the statesmanship of the men 
who represent the western coast that would 
endeavor, against the natural current of trade 
and of business, to draw money from the pub- 
lic Treasury to bring into our own market the 
very products which they have for the purpose 
of competing with them. I am surprised at it. 

But | am aware, and the gentlemen who are 
interested in this question are also aware, that 
the transportation of merchandise from Aus- 
tralia to California is only a part of the way 
to market., They donot expect a market there; 
and when you consider this question you have 
got to consider the cost of transportation from 
Australia by way of California to a market 
wherever you shall find it. The wool that is 
produced in Australia, which has been brought 
to California within the last year, finds no mar- 
ket there, but it comesto the Hast. Then the 
question comes up whether you can create a 
commerce which shall carry freight seven 
thousand miles by water and then thirty-five 
hundred miles by railroad to market, so as to 
compete with merchandise which shall be trans- 
ported the whole distance by water, 

But gentlemen may say that facts prove that 
you can. Why? Simply because you have 
been importing wool now. I say that the im- 
portation of wool in that direction to-day is 
caused not by the natural and general demand 
for wool, but simply because of extraordinary 
causes. Cast your eye over the entire world 
for the past three years and see the effect of 
the war in Europe and the effect of the war 
here, which led to taking men from the manu- 
facturing interests and putting them into the 
armies of the world, by which labor was made 
deficient, by which the mills in diferent parts 
of the world ceased to operate, and, in conse- 
quence of this, the very sheep upon whose 
backs the wool grew were slaughtered by 
armies for food throughout the world to such 
an extent that when peace returned and when 
the mills and the machinery in the different 
part of the world were put in operation there 
sprang forth a demand for wool which was not 


found, and because it was not found wool ad- 


7 d tosuch a price that it paid for this extra |; s 
pata S p | of Australia seek a market; and if you will 


expense of transportation that it might be 
brought to market in haste. f 

I have said that this line between California 
and Australia was only a part of the route 
over which this merchandise must be trans- 
ported. I was told but a day or two since, by 
a gentleman who I doubt not knows, that the 
cost of transporting heavy articles like wool 
from Australia to the eastern States is only 
forty dollars per ton, two cents per pound. 
But thirty dollars per ton goes to the railroad 
company,and the steamship gets but ten dollars. 
The steamship does not charge enough and they 
cannot charge enough to get remunerative pay. 
Therefore, to encourage them to go contrary 
to the ordinary course of business and the 
channels of commerce, you must put your 
hands in the public Treasury and pay them the 
deficiency. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator’s 
time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will 
be allowed to finish his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator from Con- 
necticut will proceed. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. But it is said that 
this is a fine mail route, that the transportation 
of the mails across the continent amounts to 
tens and hundreds of tons. For whom? For 
the British Government, not for our own peo- 
ple. Here, then, we are endeavoring to deplete 
the public Treasury that we may pay our men 
for transporting mails for the British Govern- 
ment at a price cheaper than they can transport 
them. 

Is this wise? Is this statesmanship? I think 
not. But it is said you must encourage com- 
merce. Well, I would like to encourage com- 
merce. Ido not know bat that this will aid 


it in some measure, but it is not a remedy for | 


our depressed commerce. The plan suggested 
by the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. 
MORRILL] is far better. As I said the other 
day, the running of ships is not commerce ; 
but the running of ships may aid in educating 
men to the sea, which, in connection with our 
Navy at a future day, may aid in the defense 
of our country. But it would be far better in 
my judgment and far wiser to send your steam- 
ships on some lines where there is a business, 
than to send them to Australia, where there is 
none except you force one. Better far for the 
interests of commerce to subsidize a line to 
Bremen or to Liverpool than to Australia. 
Why, here are men in the legal profession who 
claim to have talents superior to many men; 
at least I grant that they have; and I ask you 
as professional men if you were to commence 
business auew and start in life, would you go 
to some retired spot where there was no busi- 
ness, ot would you go to a place where there 
was life, vigor, animation? So Lask the man 
who would engage in mercantile business, where 
would he go? 


eity of New York or to the city of San Fran- 
cisco, where there was a business, where he 
might compete, and where, if he had the ability 
and energy, he would acquire a business. 

Mr. NYE. Will my honorable friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. NYE. Suppose he had to go to either 
of those cities, must there not be somebody 
there for him to do business with? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I am willing any- 
body should go that wants to. But it is said 
that this is the only line which we can secure, 
because every other line is subsidized. That 
may or may not be so; I believe it is not; but 
we can subsidize some lines and put them on 
the same track with other steamers, with other 
lines, and in my judgment accomplish much 
more than we can accomplish by this proposi- 
tion, 


| Would he go where there was | 
no business? No, sooner would he go to the | 


i 


Mr. President, I said that the eastern part 
of this country is the place where the products 


look at the returns made to the Treasury you 
will find that within the last year or more an 
extra amount of shipping has gone and come 
between Boston and New York and Australia, 
It is in consequence of the very demand which 
has sprung up here for wool and the products 
of those islands, and they must as a matter of 
necessity come direct, and come in your veg- 
sels with sails, too, rather than your steamers ; 
for you can never bring them so cheap through 
San Francisco and overland as you can in the 
direct way by sea; and the market will never 
permit you to pay the extra cost except in an 
emergency where the demand cannot be sup- 
plied at once. 

I will not occupy the time of the Senate 
further. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I feel it obliga- 
tory upon me to make some statements which 
will be in response to the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut who has just taken his seat, 
and also in response to the position taken by 
my honorable friend from Ohio, the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance. 

It is stated that the products of Australia 
and the products of the United States are the 
same, and that therefore there is to be no 
trade between the two. I believe the largest 
trade we are carrying on with any country at 
present is with England, and it will not be 
disputed by either of those gentlemen that the 
countries of England and the United States 
produce the same sort of products. England 
is a good wheat-growing country, and so is the 
United States. England has plenty of iron 
and coal, and so has the United States. Bng- 
land is well adapted to manufacturing, and so 
is the United States. The products of both 
are almost identical, neither producing any- 
thing virtually that is not produced in the 
other ; but yet somehow it happens that a vast 
trade exists between the two countries. Not- 
withstanding the similarity of products and 
resources commerce has sprung up and flour- 
ishes between the United States and Great 
Britain, and the same may possibly happen in 
reference to the English Australian colonies 
and our own country. 

Mr. President, I must say in reply to my 
friend from Connecticut, that when he alleges 
that this is exclusively a California measure 
he makes a great mistake, and while he takes 
us of the Pacific coast to task for the narrow- 
ness of our statesmanship in advocating a 
measure of this sort, I have only to reply that 
this is not a local question at all; it is emi- 
nently a national proposition, and he will see 
that from the figures which I am about to pre- 
sent to him. I hold in my hand a statement 


| of the colonial secretary of the seven British 


colonies of Australia, and I find that the im- 


| ports into those colonies for one year of pro- 


ducts which are produced by the United States 
better than any other country amount to some- 
thing over forty-three million dollars, and I 
propose to give some of the items. 

The first is the item of flour, which can be 
supplied from California perhaps better than 
anywhere else; but no sum is given. The 
next is the article of buckets, of which 


|| $66,000 worth go to that country, and they 


are produced quite as well in Connecticut and 
other New England States as in any other part 
of the world. Next is hardware, which into 


| that country is imported to the amount of 


$5,408,240. That can be produced and sup- 
plied from New England, from Pennsylvania, 
and from places even further west than that, 
as well as from any other part of the world. 
The next is the item of agricultural imple- 
ments, and they amount to $782,840, and they 
can be supplied from New England, and from 
Michigan, and from Ohio, and Kentucky and 
California. Next is the item of tobacco, 


| amounting to $3,184,760. That they get from 


the United States more than from any other 
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country in all probability. The next is the 
-item of fish, I suppose dried fish ; the amount 
ig $648.520, and that article can be obtained 
from the United States better than from any 
‘other country, from the State of my friend 
-from Oregon. : 

Next is the item of nails, costing $1,852,- 
650, which can be supplied from Pennsylva- 
-nia and Ohio and New England and New 
York better than from any other part of the 
world in all probability. Next is the. item 
of boots and shoes, amounting to $7,759,240. 
Where are these made, pray? In New Eng- 
land, Massachusetts can compete with all the 
world in those products, and with the. facili- 
ties of trade which will be afforded by this 
speedy and regular communication, getting 
intelligence to those manufactories, the larger 
part by farin my opinion of those articles will 
be supplied from American manufactories. 
Next is the item of bottled fruits, amount- 
~ ing to nearly half a million; and dried fruits 

nearly half a million more; and where, pray, 
can they be supplied so well as from the 
United States? 

. Next is the item of furniture, amounting to 
over a million dollars, and where can that 
be supplied so well as from the United States 
if we only have the facilities of supplying the 
market that are afforded by England ? 

: Nextis the item of grain, amounting to little 
less than three million dollars, and where 
can that be supplied better than from the 
United States if we only avail ourselves of the 
advantages we have? 

Next is the item of hops, amounting to nearly 
two million dollars, and where, I ask, can 
hops be supplicd so well from as from our 
own country? Next is the item of mali, 
amounting to nearly two million dollars. 
Then agricultural implements and machinery 
and wagons, amounting to $1,645,320, ‘and I 
dare say that a large share‘of these would be 
supplied by the State of Michigan; and since 
these little fugitive steamers have been run- 
ning on the line a large share of those things 
have been supplied from the State of Michigan. 
My friend from Nevada stated that he saw a 
train load of twenty cars loaded with these 
implements, wagons, &c., going across the 
continent.on their way to Australia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senator will 
be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COLE. I will be very brief if the 
Senate will indulge me a few minutes longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
heure no objection, and the Senator will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. COLE. I will state a fact here that is 
worth knowing. I am informed that every 
wheeled vehicle in Melbourne or Sydney, I 
think in Melbourne, every omnibus, every 
- hack, every carriage, is of American manu- 
facture. These have been supplied very lately 
in great part. I do not know whether it comes 
from the fact that they have not the material 
for building vehicles of that kind there or 
what the cause is; but I suppose it comes 
from the fact that we can manufacture them 
cheaper than anybody else. That is one cause. 
Another is that we manufacture a better style 
of vehicles. Some of our vehicles even go to 
England, to France, and to Germany because 
of the superior style in which they are pre- 
sented to the market. 

Now, in reference to quartz machinery, of 
which there was nearly a million dollars’ worth 
imported into that country, that can be sup- 
plied from this country, from New England, 
or from California, where this machinery is 
made better, I guarantee, than in any other 
part of the world, and will be supplied if the 
facilities are only offered. Then, again, comes 
the article of lumber, amounting to a trifle less 
than three million dollars; and whence. will 
that be supplied? From your northern coast; 


not from California, but from Puget sound 
and Washington Territory and Oregon. Then, 
again, the articles of turpentine and wooden 
ware, the latter of which articles, of course, 
will be supplied from Connecticut more than 
from any other State, if only the facilities are 
offered for communication with that country, 
and they can only be notified in due time of 
the wants of the people of Australia. 

Next comes the article of hams, and where 
will they be supplied but from .the State that 
is represented so well by my friend from Ohio? 
It will be a benefit to Ohio, therefore, to open 
up this communication. . Then, provisions, 
amounting to nearly six millions, are imported 
into that country which could be supplied from 
our own country in great part, if not wholly, if 
communication were opened, so that our people 
could be informed earliest and supply that mar- 
ket. The article of kerosene is also imported 
there. ‘Thatcomes from the State of my friend 
from Pennsylvania. Then, quicksilver, which 
could be supplied from the Pacific coast mines ; 
and saddlery amounting to nearly a million and 
a half, and whence would these articles be sup- 
plied? From New England, from Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, and New York. So I might 
enumerate other articles. 

When the Senator from Ohio tells us that 
our trade with that country amounts to only 
five or six millions, I show to him thatit might 
amount to forty or fifty millions if you would 
only avail yourselves of the advantages which 
other nations avail themselves of for the pur- 
pose of speedy and regular communication. 
Why, Mr. President, the facts are that the com- 
merce of these coionies there amounts to some- 
thing over three hundred and twelve million 
dollars a year. Senators tell us we have but 
four or five millions of it, when in fact we are 
in a position to control a large share of it. 

This is the commercial view in which this 
matter may be considered. But there are 
other reasons why communication by way of 
our own country should be kept up. In case 
this line is opened it will bring the travel 
between Europe and these colonies across our 
own country. Hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars have been expended in our country already 
in that way within the last year or so, as a 
result of the little fugitive steamers that have 
been making desultory trips up and down 
between San Francisco and the South Pacific 
islands. 

Besides this, there is another point of view 
that I spoke of but a few days ago, that by 
this small expenditure of half million or less 
a year you obtain an investment of ten times 
that amount in vessels which are running 
regularly and are ready for your use in time 
of war, and it amounts to nothing less than an 
investment for your benefit of ten times the 
amount that you putinto the enterprise, and the 
enterprise all the while is a paying one and 
adding to the wealth of your nation rather than 
taking from the Treasury to support useless, 
almost; I might say, vessels of war. . 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I never 
voted for a subsidy or foraland grant. Upon 
that subject [ feel instructed by my constitu- 
ents. But I desire to say that of the three 
subsidies which have been before the Senate, 
if I were to vote for any, I should prefer the 
Australian line. Subsidies cannot be justified 
in any case unless it isto build up acommerce 
where none exists. In the case of the com- 
merce with Brazil, it already amounts to 
$30,000,000, and six hundred ships go each 
way every year, we are told, and it has been 
proposed to subsidize a single line out of six 
hundred vessels. I think it cannot be justi- 
fied upon principle. In the case of the China 
and Japan subsidy, the Pacific mail, I consider 
it already well established. So faras the Aus- 
tralian line is concerned, a glance at the map 
of the world will show that the commerce of 
Australia must be ours from natural causes. 
In all probability Australia will be independ- 


ent in five years. Her present condition can- 
not last long, nor can that of Canada; and if 
a subsidy was to be justified in any case, it 
would be to build up a commerce entirely in 
its infancy or where none exists at all. In 
the case of Brazil the proposition is not to 
build up a commerce, but to grant a subsidy 
for the purpose of building up a carrying trade 
merely. A subsidy can never be justified for 
the mere purpose of building up a carrying 
trade. If justified at all, it mast be for the 
purpose of building up a commerce where 
none exists. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The friends of this sub- 
sidy seem to have disregarded the five-minutes 
rule, and I trust therefore they will allow me 
a little indulgence in replying to some of 
their observations. When I first spoke on 
this matter I was interrupted once or twice on 
other points, and I did not prolong my: re- 
marks because of my desire to conform strictly 
to the rule prescribed by the Senate. -Sen- 
ators who have this matter in charge seem to 
think it is not necessary to conform themselves 
to the rule, and I therefore ask indulgence. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say that after 
the Senator from Ohio has spoken, I shall 
insist on the five-minutes rule. I have not 
violated it myself. : 

Mr. POMEROY. I have not; but we spent 
a whole day on this question once before, or I 
would not insist on the rule now, i 

Mr. CHANDLER., I hope the rale will 
not be insisted on in this case. ‘This isa new 
matter not before the Senate when the rule 
was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope this time will not 
be taken from me, because I am making my 
apology for speaking the second’ time on this 
matter after the rule has been waived by those 
in favor of this subsidy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the Senator’s time is un- 
limited. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall not ask that. I 
shall be very brief in my reply. The Senator 
from California proposes a mode by which we 
shall divert all the travel between [ngland 
and Australia through this country. The table 
he read from is of the commerce of Great 
Britain with her Australian colonies. Now, 
it is only about the same distance from Great 
Britain via the Suez canal to Australia that it 
is from San Francisco to Australia.» Besides, 
Australia is a commercial dependency of 
Great Britain, part of the British empire, and, 
as a matter of ‘course, the British will always 
have the advantage. The importations of 
these articles which he read are articles 
exported from Great Britain to Australia, 

Mr. COLE. It does not state so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is so on the face of 
the paper. We know our commerce with Aus- 
tralia is only $4,000,000 a year, three fifths of 
which is with the Atlantic coast. Our com- 
merce between the Pacific coast and Australia 
is only $1,500,000. The absurdity of the idea 
of wool or gold being brought from Australia 
to California has been sufficiently shown by 
my friend from Conuecticut. J know myself 
that merchants engaged in the wool trade be- 
tween Australia and this country came to us 
and said they could not carry on their trade 
unless they had the right to bring wool through 
England, and they said that every pound of 
wool raised in Australia was mortgaged to 
England, and every bit of this wool that is 
now referred to as brought into this country as 
part of our commerce with Australia is brought 
via England, notwithstanding this steamship 
line is run. I do not believe that one pound 
of wool bas ever been brought by this steam- 
ship line from Australia to San Francisco, and 
not one single doliar in gold. That gold goes 
by the British steamers directly to London. 
Our gold goes from San Francisco to London. 

My honorable friend from California tells us 
that we can export nails from Pennsylvania, 
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and materials from Connecticut, and hams 
from Ohio, via San Francisco, to Australia. 
How absurd! This line starts from San Fran- 
cisco. The freight on the Pacific railroad is 
forty to forty-five dollars a ton on every one | 
of these articles. The freight from Ohio to 
San Francisco on allarticles produced in Ohio 
is higher than the freight is from England to 
Australia, You can contract to carry every 
one of the articles he named at a cheaper rate 
from Liverpool to Australia than you cancarry 
them from Ohio to San Francisco. Weall know 
that the rate of freight on the Pacific railroad 
is from thirty-five to sixty dollars a ton. There- 
fore the idea of building up a commerce via 
the Pacific to Australia from the interior of 
the great body of our country is absurd. 

It is true that three fifths of the commerce 
now carried on between the United States and 
Australia is carried on from the New England 
coast by sailing vessels that leave our eastern 
ports. All the trade in wool, and all the trade 
carried on now from the eastern coast, does 
not go by way of California; it goes around 
Cape Horn. And yet we propose, notwith- 
standing this trade is now going on, to increase 
this subsidy from San Francisco to Australia, 
for what? In cxchange for what products? 
What can be carried? What ig carried? If 
those Senators who are familiar with the busi- 
ness of this line will show us the bills of lading 
of these steamers, and tell us what they carry, 
and how much their trade is, we can judge. 
The honorable Senator from Nevada says that 
in San Francisco the amount received for one 
year, 1869-70, was $20,000. Twenty thou- 
sand dollars was the whole amount of duties 
received on all the articles brought from Aus- 
tralia into San Francisco. 

Mr. NYE. And in less than six months past 
it has been $855,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But what was that? That 
was the trade to New York, to Boston, and to 
San Francisco. If he had looked at the returns 
he would have found that nearly all of that 
was wool brought around by sailing vessels 
under a peculiar state of circumstances. 

Mr. NY. 1 should not see any such thing. 
The larger proportion of it is gum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What kind of gum? 


Mr. NYE. Rubber. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Rubber gum? 
Mr. NYE. Yes. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Thatis nearly all brought 
from South America. 

Mr. NYE. That wasthe report, and I read it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think we ought 
to embark on this matter. It seems that it is 
to cost $500,000 a year, because this subsidy 
of $425,000 is in addition to the present sub- 
sidy. That makes $500,000 a year to build 
up this commerce to start a monthly line of 
steamers to San Francisco without any trade. 
The Senator from Indiana says that he would | 
rather subsidize a line to a country that we do | 
not trade with now in order to build upa trade. 
But he must be satisfied that there can be a | 
trade built up between the two countries. ‘That | 
is impossible here. There can be a trade built 
up between China and Japan and this country. 
Why? Because their productions are different ; 
the habits of their people are different; they 
have a different civilization. Exchange of 
products between those countries and ours 
would make a large trade. The fact there is 
now such a trade between China and our 
country shows that there is a possibility of an 
increase of it. But what possibility is there 
of an increased trade between San Francisco 
and Australia? The basis of that trade does 
not exist. Therefore I say that of all the 
subsidies perhaps this is the weakest. I do 
think we ought to encourage the line of steam- 
ers with China and Japan; we ought to open | 
up another with Brazil; we ought, in my judg- 
ment, to have a western coast line to Peru, 
and I have no doubt in three or four years, by 
the gradual changes of the price of commer- 
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cial products, the gradual diminution of the 
cost of building vessels in this country, all 
these lines will be established without any 
subsidies atall. I have no doubt of that ina 
short period of time. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania told us that 
now the difference between the price of an 
iron vessel built on the Clyde and one built on 
the Delaware is only ten percent. Large and 
prosperous companies are now proposing to 
build iron vessels at ten per cent. more than 
the Clyde price. That ten per cent. will soon 
disappear. The gradual operations of our 
workmen, our facilities for iron and coal, and 
our labor-saving machinery will soon wipe out 
this difference of ten per cent. Then we shall 
have steamers going all over the ocean from 
this country as we had sailing vessels ten or 
fifteen years ago. Sir, we are about to be led 
by a fallacious argument, built upon facts that 
do not apply to our own country, built upon 
commerce between Australia and England, 
to engage in this subsidy to force a traffic at an 
enormous expense. I trust the Senate will 
not do it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Mr. President: 

Mr. COLE. I wish one moment to makea 
correction. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Very well. 

Mr. POMEROY. The five-minutes rule 
will apply hereafter. 

Mr. COLE. I wish tosay, once for all, and 
I have tried to say it several times, but was 
so unfortunate as not to make myself under- 
stood, that the commerce that is to be carried 
on by the lines subsidized in this way is but a 
small proportion of the commerce that is erc- 
ated by the line. The commerce will not be 


carried on with San Francisco alone, but it; 


will naturally flow out of the ports of Boston, 
New York, Baltimore, and New Orleans; and 
the idea of carrying all the trade that is to be 
stimulated by this line across the Pacific road 
is a thing that never entered my head, and T 
hope the Senator from Ohio will not try and 
hold me to any such proposition. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I believe the foreign trade 
of this country has at least grown up to the 
amount of $1,000,000,000 per annum. 
half of it is importation and the other half 
exportation. Look to Great Britain and Ire- 
land, and the foreign trade of those coun- 
tries is $4,000,000,000. Those small islands 
on one side of the Atlantic, confined to a 
superficial area of one hundred and seven- 
teen thousand square miles, against our three 
million square miles, having a population of 
less than thirty millions against our almost 
forty millions, with our immense production 
of the raw materials for consumption and for 
manufacture, yet have $4,000,000,000 of for 
eign trade and we have but $1,000,000,000. 
Why is it? It is because of the statesman- 
ship of the Senator from Ohio, and those who 
go with him against the statesmanship of Glad- 
stone, and those who manage the affairs of 
Great Britain. 

Mr. President, where would be the trade of 


| Great Britain if her statesmen were as timid 


as is the Senator from Ohio, who trembics at 
the liberality he has indulged in in voting fur 
the China subsidy of $1,000,000? Now he 
hesitates, and I suppose he will finally vote 
against the bill, When you have put this with 
that appropriation increased to $1,000,000 then 
you will only be paying $1,700,000 per annum 
in subsidies. Whatdoes England, who already 
has a trade that compares so finely with ours, 
I have the correct statistics here in the 
report of the post office department of the 
English Government. She pays to ber Aus- 
tralian line $650,000 a year. She pays for the 
Brazil service $194,590 a year. She pays for 
the Liverpool and Valparaiso service $147,220 
ayear. She pays for the East Indian, China, 
and Japan lines $2,250,000, a year; for the 
North American service, $564,000 a year; 
British North American, Queenstown to Hali- 
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j tain it, this subsidy is too expensive. 


fax, &c., $37,879; for Bermudaand St. Thomas, 
$99,500 ; and to the Pacific other than the first 
enumerated points. $63,220; for the West 
Indies, $865,570; for service to Tampico and 
St. Martha, $108,380; and for the west coast 
of Africa, $116,900. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding her extraor- 
dinary foreign trade as compared with ours, 
which she creates by this liberality, she has no 
hesitation in continuing 1t from year to year; 
but here, with all the great facilities and all 
the natural products to create a great trade, 
you hesitate about this small appropriation, 
‘The consequence is just the disparity between 
your trade and the trade of Great Britain, 
where they have courage and liberality. If 
always will be in this way. Unless you culti- 
vate a more liberal spirit in this regard your 
trade will only compare with that of small and 
insignificant countries comparatively, as it does 
now. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, the 
Senator from California spoke of the articles 
which could be sent from New England to 
Australia. It is true that Australia needs the 
very articles which are manufactured in New 
England. The same articles are manufactured 
in England and in Germany, and Australia 
sends her wool, her gold, and her wheat to 
England and Germany as well as to the Uni- 
ted States. She sends these articles which 
she produces to buy that which she does not 
produce, and she buys where she can buy 
cheapest. very Senator knows that almost 
every article of hardware is manufactured 
cheaper in Germany and in England than it 
ishere. They know that almost every imple- 
ment of husbandry (except simply agricul- 
tural implements such as are made in Michi- 


| gan and sometimes go across the continent) is 


manufactured cheaper in those countries than 
it is here, and the products of Australia go 
where they can find the bighest market and 
buy in exchange that which they can buy 
cheapest. That is not in New England; it is 
not on our eastern shore, for every one knows 
that this market is the highest market in the 
world to-day—the best market to sell in. 

But, notwithstanding this, Australia does 
buy some hardware. some woodenware, some 
agricultural implements, and some boots and 
shoes and other articles manufactured in New 
England; but they do not go across the con 
tinent; only here and there an article goes 
across the continent; they go in your sailing 
ships from Boston and New York direct to 
Australia, and it is rare, only in cases where 
the purchaser is in great haste, that he is will- 


| Ing to be at the expense of transporting them 


across the continent. When you attempt to 
build up a line of steamers from California to 
Australia, to aid in sending forward the pro- 
ducts of New England, you are to do it by 
taking money out of the Treasury so as to en- 
able the manufacturer to send them cheaper 


| that way, time included, than he can the other. 


Mr. President, as I said the other day, in 
endeavoring to build up this line you are work- 
ing against the current, against the natural 
commerce of the two countries. I would take 
the position of the Senator from Indiana if the 
products of these two countries were unlike ; 
that is, if the western coast of our country was 
unlike in its products to Australia; but béing 
so similar there can be no profitable commerce 
there, and it is only by connecting the line 


| with the eastern coast that you can have any, 


and to carry on that, to establish that, to main- 


Mr. NYE. Allow me to ask the Senator a 
question: whether what he says in regard to 
the commerce with Australia was not emphat- 
ically true of the commerce with China before 
the China line was established ? i 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I cannot answer the 
question fully. 

Mr. NYE. You know that that trade was 
all done in sailing vessels before. 
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_ Mr. BUCKINGHAM. . There is this dif- 
ference, and it is a very great difference, and 
the Senator ought to keep it in mind: a pack- 
ge of silk which can be covered in sixteen 
square feet may be worth $5,000 or $10,000; 


may be worth fifty dollars. Now the cost is in 
time as well as in money. You can afford to 
pay increased cost for transporting the article 
of great value, and you cannot do it for the 
article of less value. 
. Mr. NYE. | Thatisnot the question I asked. 
The question I asked is ehother what is true 
of the Australian commerce to-day was not 
true of the China trade before the China 
steamers were established ? 
- Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, every new 
roject must be attended with some expense. 
5 fe we wish to develop our young Territories 
into great flourishing States, what do we do? 
We send our young men there and we send our 
mails there in order that they may make use 
of those communications with their old homes 
or with the eastern country, and in establish- 
ing these mail communications we furnish 
facilities for business. What would California 
have been worth to-day to the United States 
had not the young men of this country gone 
to that coast? What would we have, done 
during the past war had not California been 
i. developed and sent forth her golden streams 
< to pay the interest on your public debt? 

: f say that the evidence of commerce 
between Australia and this country is found 
in the fact, that a line has been established 
there during the past year, and has main- 
tained itself; but it has made no money. I 
say that their ships are wearing out; they 
have put on ships there of two thousand tons 
burden, some of the finest ships in the coun- 
try, costing five or six hundred thousand dol- 
lars. These ships are peculiarly adapted to 
that trade. They are not iron ships; they 
are wooden ships covered with Michigan 
copper perhaps, and it is necessary that these 
: wooden ships should be coppered to prevent 
them from being incumbered by fouling upon 
` the bottoms of those ships. tron ships are 
not adapted to that trade, and the sips which 
are built there for that trade are peculiarly 
adapted to this service. We furnish the 
lumber, the copper, and the material that 
enters into the construction of these ships. 

Australia is seventeen days nearer San Fran- 
cisco than England, and the news reaches 
San Francisco seventeen days sooner than it 


does England, and that news is transmitted | 


across the wires to New York, and from there 
to England. The commerce naturally flows 
by the way the mail goes. The difference in 
time is thirty-four days in going and coming 
between Australia and San Francisco, and be- 
tween Australia and London; or. between 
New York and Australiait is about ten days 
sooner than between Australia and England, 
by the Red sea. Therefore the travel natu- 
rally takes the course of the mails and crosses 
the Pacific road to New York, and thence to 
England. Commerce will follow the quickest 
routes. If merchants in Australia can obtain 
their goods from San Francisco or from New 
York thirty days sooner than from England, 
if they are in a hurry for these articles 
they will order them that way, so as to secure 
quick returns. Our position, as contrasted with 
that of England, gives us this great advan- 
tage, and if we do not take advantage of the 
position that we occupy, certainly we are at 
fault. It has been demonstrated that we do 
so occupy this position, and I wish that the 
Senate andthe people of the United States 
could see the importance of it. 

Sir, there is no trade that is so important to 
the State that I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent as this Australian trade in furnishing a 
market for our lumber and for our fish, which 

:¿ is not produced in any other portion of the 
country to any extent. We are producing a 


a package of wool occupying the same space. 


very large amount of salmon, both canned and 
salted, for this trade, and it is really the great- 
est opening for these articles that we bave. 
Not only that, but our manufactured goods, 
woolen goods that are heavy, suited to that 
country, are being exported to a great extent. 
We also furnish from the East tobacco. That 
must go by the quickest route; it cannot take 
long voyages, because it soon spoils. It is 
better to be transported across the country by 
quick conveyance. . As to boots and shoes, I 
know from actual experience as a merchant 
that boots and shoes cannot be shippedaround 
the Horn without being destroyed and spoiled. 
Consequently it is necessary to pack them in 


close, compact form, and send them across. 


the country to California, and then by quick 
mode of conveyance to Australia. The great 
advantage of this trade is in the fact that we 
can furnish the articles better and better suited 
to that trade and quicker than any other 
market. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLY. In the discussion the other 
day upon the subsidy for the China steamship 
line I stated that I was not altogether opposed 
to subsidies; but that there were certain sub- 
sidies I was in favor of. That subsidy I opposed 
for the reason that I did not think it was neces- 
sary, because the line was in a prosperous con- 
dition. For the reasons I then stated I am 
in favor of granting the subsidy which is now 
proposed, and I will state certain facts upon 
which I will base a few remarks. 

I hold in my hand a communication from 
the Treasury Department, dated February 20, 
1872, signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
wherein it appears that our imports from Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1870, were but the small sum of 
$54,380. Contrast that with what has been 
imported during the last six months at Boston 
and New York, and we shall see how the trade 
has risen. The importation of woolsand gums 
from Australia at the port of New York forthe 
six months ending April 22, 1872, was $578,- 
460, upon which there were duties collected to 
the amount of ‘$269,901 50. At the port of 
Boston the amount of imports was $760,020, 
upon which were duties amounting to $385,- 
872 95, making the total at these two ports of 
imports $1,333,480, and the duties $655, 774 45. 
That is but for the period of six months, Re- 
member for the whole of the year ending June 
80, 1870, the imports were but the small sum 
of $54,380. Now, the trade has increased so 
enormously at these two single ports alone. 
Why is this? A year ago last April this 
line of steamers was established from Sau 
Francisco to Australia, and from the estab- 
lishment of that line this commerce has in- 
creased, not as the Senator from Connecticut 
would intimate, that the commerce has been 
brought across the Pacific railway. I gave 
you but a moment ago the imports at the city 
of New York and the city of Boston taken by 
sailing vessels; but let. me say this, that before 
this Jine of steamers commenced running from 
San Francisco to the British colonial posses- 
sions in Australia and New Zealand, those 
countries were almost a terra incognita; we 
knew nothing about it. It was in the south- 
ern hemisphere, the very antipodes ‘of our 
own country. It was true the people were 
descended from the same race as ourselves; 
but still all the communication that we had 
with them was by way of England and around 
by the usual course of British sailing vessels 
and steamers. After this line was established 
there seems to have been a revolution at least 
in the passenger traffic. The colonial mails 
are now carried across our own country to the 
Australian possessions. <A year ago I saw a 
whole car-load of sealed mails of that coun- 
try transported across the Central Pacific rail- 
way, and I understand that onr Government 
has received about eighty thoucand dollars for 


the transportation of the English mail from 
England to the colonial possessions. 

Mr. President, not only is that the case, but 
between England and her colonial possessions 
over three thousand persons have been car- 
ried by this same steamship line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor’s time has expired. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thope the five-minutes 
rule will not be put on this amendment. It was 
not on the bill when the rule was adopted, and 
T hope it will not be enforced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Oregon ask for an extension of 
his time? 

Mr. KELLY. I do not ask it if there is 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. KELLY. The Senator from Connecti: 
cut [Mr. BuckincHam] said that we never 
could transport wool and gum and such things 
as we receive from Australia across the Pa- 
cific railroad. It is not intended that this 
should be Gone; but let me say that it is neces- 
sary that we should have a line of steamers 
running from our own country to take passen- 
gers, merchants, agents, those who are en- 
gaged in commerce.. They go from our own 
country, they go from Bngland across our 
country, and from San Francisco to Australia, 
and they enter into commerce there with those 
people. Whatever they purchase is not trans- 
ported by these lines of steamers, but by sail- 
ing vessels, but it is necessary that persons 
should go there to purchase, see what they 
have to sell; and that is the reason we desire 
this steamship line to be established, because 
it enables us to go to and from that country 
with greater facility and make our contracts, 
and then send the products of that country by 
sailing vessels to the ports of New York and 
Boston and San Francisco, or wherever they 
may be wanted. I do not suppose this is 
intended to be in the main a line of steamers 
to carry freight, but to carry passengers, to 
carry the mails, to keep up an active com- 
merce between the two peoples. 

It seems to me worth while to sustain this 
line for this reason: that that isa colony of 
Great Britain which perhaps at some day not 
far distant will be an independent nation, 
speaking our own language, and, as Í said be- 
fore, descended from the same ancestors as we. 
They are active; they are increasing rapidly 
in population, now numbering over two mil- 
lion, and from our own coast they receive 
grain, flour, lumber, fish, and from the other 
States of the Union articles have been named 
which have gone there as part of our export 
trade. 

I think, for these reasons, it is a steamship 


‘line that deserves a subsidy more than any 


one that has been mentioned; certainly more 
than the one we have agreed to subsidize 
between San Francisco and China. It is cer- 
tainly deserving of our encouragement. I 
think that every steamship line ought to stand 
upon its own strength or fall by its own weak- 
ness. If we can show that this deserves to 
be sustained, let it be sustained. If it can 
be shown that another is self-sustaining and 
needs no assistance, it ought not to receive 
Government, bounty. 

For these reasons, I shall support and vote 
for this subsidy, or it may not be called ex- 
actly a subsidy ; it is payment for trausporta- 
tion of the mail, and really nothing more. We 
pay a great deal. more for the transportation 
of mails across the Pacific railway and across 
every line of communication than we do for 
ordinary freight. That payment is in the 
nature Gf a subsidy, and so it is here. We 
transport mails from San Francisco to the 
British possessions, and we pay higber for 
them than we would for ordinary freight; and 
I think we ought to do so. I think this sub- 
sidy ought to be granted. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President— 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to give notice that 
I shall insist on adhering to the five-minutes 
rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe that he has enforced the rule, but 
when the Senate extends the time it becomes 
the duty of the Chair to defer to the judgment 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to give notice now, 
so that it will not be invidious. j 

Mr. POMEROY. Wespent one day on this 
subject before, and I want to vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not much like to 
have this rule enforced after the friends of 
the measure have occupied all the time they 
desired. 

I merely wish to say in regard to this sub- 
sidy that it is not in the interest of commerce ; 
it has no relation to the interests of commerce 
whatever. I want my honorable friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] the next time he 
introduces a bill from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads to confine himself to 
post offices and post roads, and let commerce 
(which [do notthink he very well understands) 
either go to the Committee on Finance or to 
the Committee on Commerce. This measure 
is not in the interest of commerce at all. 
The Committee on Commerce had occasion to 
investigate this subject, and we ascertained 
that there was not and cannot be built up a 
commerce between Australia and the California 
coast. Ihold in my hand a statement of the 
whole commerce of Melbourne for three quar- 
ters of a year up to June 30, 1870. The whole 
exports from Melbourne, where this line is to 
run, for three quarters of a year, were £3,572 
19s., under $20,000—the whole exports from 
Melbourne to the United States in the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1870. 

Mr. President, you can run ships, you can 
-manufacture ice, and ship it by a subsidized 
line to Alaska, but you cannot make commerce 
by manufacturing ice and shipping it to Alaska. 
You can subsidize a line to run from Califor- 
nia to Melbourne, but you do not build up 
commerce. ‘There is nothing there you can 
exchange. You might as well “ carry coals to 
Newcastle’? and call that commerce as to 
carry on any kind of exchange between the 
products of California and Australia. If you 
want to work in the interest of commerce, you 
had better subsidize eight or ten large ships to 
go around the Horn that will carry cargo. 
< This is a job, nothing more and nothing less. 
Here are a parcel of steamships ten years old, 
that cannot run anywhere at a profit, that now 
want to run in this Australian trade, and they 
want to take the money out of your Treasury 
to pay them for running. They cannot run a 
rod on any water on God’s earth without a 
loss, and now they come here and demand of 
you $5.000,000 out of your Treasury to make 
up that loss. 

Mr. President, I will never vote for any such 
measure as that. If we must buy these old 
hulks, (and they are ten years old I am told,) 
I am in favor of putting enough nitro-glycerine 
into the bottom of each ship to send her where 
one single payment will be the last. The ships 
areold. You all know that wooden ships at 
ten yearsof age are of very little value. That 
is about the life of a wooden ship. Here we 
have had, year after year, propositions for this 
self-same thing. It has been before us now all 
this year begging for pennies out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States for running these old 
ships that ought to be sunk. It will not be 
done by my vote, sir. 

Mr. NYE. I take it that they will not be 
sunk from any nitro-glycerine that the Senator 
bas putin. I undertake to say that the Senator 
does not know anything about these ships. 
The ships are good ships, and rank in the in- 
surance offices ag A No. 1, and the Senator 
from Michigan has no business to say that 
these are old hulks and ought to be sunk. If 
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that is the animus of the Committee on Com- 
merce, may the Lord save our commerce. 
Such is the prayer at least of one who would 
like to see commerce flourish. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely wish to say 
that these ships were built for an exceptional 
trade. They were built to carry express freight 
and passengers by way of Panama. When the 
Pacific railroad was finished these ships became 
useless; at least they ran at a great loss, and 
they must ran at a great loss anywhere. They 
cannot carry a large cargo, but can carry a 
great many passengers. 

Now, Mr. President, it is proposed to sub- 
sidize this line, for what? To carry the Eng- 
lish mail, and you are going to pay $4,250,000 
for the benetit of British commerce and not 
for the benefit of American commerce. What 
difference does it make to us whether the 
British mails arrive in England ten days sooner 
or ten days later? 

Mr. NYE. Why do the British subsidize 
their line, and why do they pay over twenty 
millions on one line to carry mails and trade? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator aware 
that Great Britain does not furnish her own 
food? Is not the Senator aware that Great 
Britain is purely a commercial nation? 

Mr. NYE. Is not the Senator aware that 
what has made Great Britain great in her Lon- 
don docks to-day is American trade? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. NYE. Then why not let us reach after 
British trade ? 
Mr. CHANDLER. It is perfectly well 


known that with their cheap labor they can 
underseli us in most of their products, and 
until labor falls as low here as itis in Great 
Britain we cannot meet her upon equal terms 
in any one of her colonial markets. 

A paper was sent to my desk yesterday or 
to-day—the same paper may have been read 
here—containing a statement of merchandise 
entered in Australia. Among other things 
were cottons. We imported and paid a duty 
on four or five times as many cottons during 
the same period as were taken from Hnglana 
to Australia. We cannot compete, we know 
we cannot compete there. They can under- 
sell us; itis their own market. There are 
some of our products that go there, but those 
are heavy products, petroleum, some agricul- 
tural implements, and they are shipped around 
the Horn. It costs less to ship from New 
York to Australia than from New York to 
San Francisco. ' 

Mr. NYE. I want to ask another question. 
If there is no trade there that we are going to 
reach, how does it happen that since this line 
of steamers was put on it has sprung up as if 
by magic the trade between Australia and 
San Francisco? 

Mr. CHANDLER. My friend from Con- 
necticut explained that, because of the extraor- 
dinary demand for wool. 

Mr. NYE. The explanation will not hold 
good. 
come here to-morrow if we give it a chance. 
It is British commerce that we are reaching 


after. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, whatis the 
precise condition of the five-minutes rule? 

Mr. POMEROY. I insist that the rule be 
enforced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from Minnesota makes a point of order 
the Chair will rule upon it. The five minutes 
of the Senator from Michigan have justexpired. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I have heard nothing 
from any Senator that would induce me to vote 
for this subsidy. As to the difference of opin- 
ion between the distinguished gentlemen on 
the subject of these steamships, whether they 
be good or bad, I feel little interest in that; 1 
think it unimportant; but one thing I know, 
it is our duty to look to the interest and the 
condition of the Treasury of the United States. 
It is certainly known that we owe a large debt, 


The wool that grows there to-day will |; 


and we must be just before we are generous, 
If this proposition contemplated enabling the 
United States the more readily to discharge 
its great debt I would advocate it in an ini 
stant. 

There is a word used here that has quite 
a charm to an American; and that is, “com: 
merce.’’? Who is not in favor of commerce, : 
and a triumphant commerce upon the part of ` 
the United States? The man does not live 
who would dare to say that he was opposed to 
it. But, as I think was well said by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, I do not see, in the re- 
motest sense, that commerce is to be aided by 
this proposition ; but that the Treasury of the 
United States is to be depleted there is no 
question. That is understood. 

Imight illustrate, and, perhaps, if you please, 
should this subsidy carry, I would be embold- 
ened to introduce a proposition in the exten- 
sion and behalf of the commerce of the United 
States, and I think it would be about as ger- 
mane to that great question as the one now 
presented, and that would be to inaugurate a 
company, A, B, and ©. I see many faces 
around here that I should like to have incor- 
porated in it, and really I would notknow who 
to exclude, I have such a good opinion of the 
whole of them; I would have no objection to . 
participating myself humbly. It would be this: 
take a small plantation in my State, or, if you 
like, leave Texas and go to any of the north: ` 
western Territories and get up a little planta- 
tion there of about five million acres, fence it, 
buy sheep from our friends in Pennsylvania, 
Connecticut, and elsewhere, get some fine 
herdsmen, good shepherds’ dogs, and good 
wool- growers and send them there; only ask 
the United States Government to indorse our 
bonds for about ten years and we would prom- 
ise to pay the money back to them. We would 
grow wool there, ten pounds for one that would 
be received by the subsidy for starting these 
vessels and continuing them for the time spoken 
of. We would have the wool, it would be 
domestic wool, too; it would be developing 
the United States. There could be no chance 
for anything butsuccess in such an enterprise, 
and, if this be accepted, if every proposition 
is to receive the sanction of the Senate to the 
tune of millions upon millions to build up, I 
should propose to go into a large farm and 
wool-growing operation or into raising cotton, 
and this wool and cotton would notask a sub- 
sidy on the other side of the question to ship 
it abroad; it wouldbeathome. The northern 
manufacturers could get hold of it without 
difficulty, and I think that would illustrate the 
question very well. I am opposed to this under 
any circumstances. 

Mr. WINDOM. I would be very happy to 
make a speech on this subject, but in the hope 
of getting a vote I decline to make a speech. 
I rise to give notice that I will ask the enforce- 
ment of the rule as to the number of speeches 
each Senator may make. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it be in order 
to move to lay this amendment, on the table ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make that motion, 
and ask for ihe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to inquire, for 
information, if this amendment should be laid 
on the table, would it be in order to renew a 
similar amendment after the bill gets in the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be. 

Mr. RICE. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MOR- 
RILL.] If present he would vote “yea,” aud E 
should vote ‘ nay.” ° 

Mr. SAWYER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Bucxtncuam.] If present he would vote 
Jean on this proposition, and I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. WINDOM. On this question I am 
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aired with the Senator from New Jersey, {Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, ] at his request. If he were 
here be would vote to lay it on the table, and 
should vote against the motion. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to state that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. STOCKTON] is 
aired on this question with the Senator from 
onnecticut, [Mr. Ferrr.] The Senator from 
Connecticut, if here, would vote “yea,” and 
the Senator from New Jersey would vote 
nay” on this motion. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 
VEAS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Cooper, Flan- 
agan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Logan, Norwood, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Ste- 
yenson, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—21. 
-NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Hill, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrillof Maine, Nye, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sprague, Stewart, West, 
and Wilson—20, 
- ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Freling- 
huysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hitcheock, 
Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 
on, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, and Windom—83. 


» So the motion was agreed to. 

’ Mr. RAMSEY. I desire to move an amend- 
„ment to the bill, to strike out the third section, 
it now being superfluous. The contract bill 
for the Post Office Department has passed both 
Houses embodying the same section verbatim. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to that 
amendment, ¢ 
“> The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I move to amend the 
bill on page 5,at the end of section one, by 
inserting the following : 


- To pay Augustine Bacon, of Georgia, for services 
as a poss route agent, $437 69. - 


. Mr. WINDOM. [Iraise a question of order 
on that. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will state that this is 
to pay an amount under a bill which bas already 
passed, but there is no fund out of which to 
. pay it without an appropriation. It is in pur- 
suance of an act passed at this session of Con- 


i gress. 
~My, WINDOM. I think it is a private 


© claim, 

> Mr. NORWOOD. It is to carry out an ex- 

isting law. I ask the Secretary to read the 

aper I send to the desk. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

, CLERK’S Orrice, House REPRESENTATIVES, 

Wasuineron, D. C., May 3, 1872. 

This certifies that in a message received by the 
House of Representatives from the President of the 
United States it was announced to the House that 
an act for the relief of Augustine Bacon, being 
House bill No. 528, second session Forty-Second 
Congress, had become a law by limitation of law, 
without his signature. 

Mr. NORWOOD. A copy of the bill is on 
the Secretary’s desk. It was sent to the Pres- 
ident some days ago, and on the date named 
in that paper the act became a law by reason 
of the President taking no action upon it. 
The ten days expired, and it became a law in 
that way. Now, this amendment is simply to 
provide a fund to pay this amount for which 
the act was passed. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does not the bill itself 
provide for the payment of this amount? 

Mr. NORWOOD. The bill says “out of 
any fund,” and application has been made to 
the Postmaster General, and he says there is 
no fund out of which to pay the amount. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not hear the Sena- 
tor fully, but I should like to inquire of him, 
if the bill became a law, why this man did not 
get his pay? - 

Mr. RAMSEY. There was no appropria- 
tion in tbe bill. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The bill passed at this 
session. It was in the hands of the President 
for ten days, and by operation of the Constitu- 
tion became a law without his signature. 


Mr. MORTON. And I understand the 
42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 196. 


Pee to say there was no appropriation in 
Mr. NORWOOD. I ask the Secretary to 
read the copy of the bill which he has before 


im. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


_ “Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and directed to pay to Augustine 
Bacon the sum of $487 69, for services as route agent 
on route No. 5674, performed under appointment by 
the Postmaster General in 1865 and 1866, which amount 
is due said Bacon, as appears by the books of the 
Post Office Department, and remains unpaid in con- 
sequence of the inability of said Bacon to take the 
test-oath, as prescribed by act of July 2, 1862; and 
the same shall be paid out of any moneys of the 
Post Office Department not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not a doubt that 
this claimant can get his money without an 
appropriation. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I have offered this 
amendment in consequence of a statement 
made by a member of the House who had 
charge of the bill there. He said he had 
made application to the Department, and 
they said they had no fund out of which to 


pay it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is an appropriation 
out of the Post Office fund. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Georgia that in this 
very bill there isan appropriation of $5,449,001 
to supply deficiencies in the Post Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1878. 

Mr. RAMSEY. For purposes already spe- 
cified in the bill. This requires an additional 
appropriation. Otherwise it would deplete that 
fund too largely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amend- 
ment seems to be to carry out the provisions 
of an existing law. The law, which the Chair 
has examined, certainly requires that this 
person shall have his pay, to be ‘‘ paid out of 
any moneys of the Post Office Department 
not otherwise appropriated.” The Senator 
states that the money has not been appropri- 
ated for this object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presume prior to the 
passage of the deficiency bill the Post Office 
fund was entirely exhausted, but I have no 
doubt there is money enough now to pay this 
claim since the deficiency bill has passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
submit the question to the Senate on the 
adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to inquire of the 
Senator from Minnesota whether he expects 
the Senate to sit this bill out to-night? 

Mr. WINDOM. [hope they will do so. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope so, too. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish, if it be neces- 
sary, to reserve the amendment in regard to 
the Australian line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment was laid on the table, and it will have to 
be renewed, because it could not be reported 
to the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to reserve the 
amendment in relation to the Pacific mail. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to reserve 
the amendment on page 8, lines forty-nine 
and fifty, striking out “a printed request to 
return the letter to the writer,” and inserting 
the words ‘‘if not delivered in — days return 
to .’ JT think the committee them- 
selves will consent to return to the phrase- 
ology of the House bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana desires to reserve the amend- 
ment in regard to the Pacific mail, and the 
Senator from Minnesota reserves the amend- 
ment in regard to printed matter upon stamped 
envelopes. 

Mr. VICKERS. I should like to reserve 
also the amendment in reference to the China 
and Japan line. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


That has been 


reserved already by the Senator from Indiana 
under the name of the Pacific mail, as it is 
called. 

Mr. POMEROY. As these amendments 
are all reserved, itis very evident that we have 
got to debate the ground all over again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator submits a motion, if there be no objection 
the Chair will first take the question on con- 
curring in all the amendments except those 
reserved. If no other amendmentis reserved, 
the question is on concurring in the other 
amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The first reserved 
amendment is in regard to the Pacific mail. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [I hope not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
consideration of the first reserved amend- 
ment, the Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that the 
Senator who has charge of this bill asks. us to 
sit it out to-night, and we might as well have 
the debate to-night as any other time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The motion for 
an executive session is not debatable except 
by unanimous consent. ` 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 20, noes 18. : 

Mr. MORTON and Mr. ANTHONY called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 20; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Ilitchcock,. Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pomeroy, Saulsbury, Spencer, Sprague. * 
Stevenson, Stewart, Vickers, West, and Wilson—22, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony,Chandler,Clayton,Conk~ 
ling, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Howe, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Logan, Morton, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Windom, and Wright—20. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton . 
of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, Ransom, 
Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Stockton, Sumner, ‘hur~ 
man, Tipton, and Trumbull—32. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 1666) to establish 
certain post roads. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 978) to 
fund certain liabilities of the city of Washing- 
ton existing June 1, 1871, and to limit the 
debt and taxation in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2688) to grant additional 
compensation to the marshal of the district of 
South Carolina for the period of four months 
and ten days; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an addi- 
tional land district in the Territory of Dakota. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and after five minutes 
spent therein, the doors were reopened, and 
(at five o'clock and seventeen minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, 
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IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 7, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 4 


HOUSE BILLS KEFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2683) to grant addi- 
tional compensation to the marshal of the dis- 
trict of South Carolina for the period of four 
months and ten days, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of 
Dakota was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Now, I ask the unan- 
imous consent, of the Senate to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 58. [think there can be no objec- 
tion to it.. It has been read already and is 
just ready to be put upon its passage. Task 
it as a favor of the Senate. I feel that there 
will be no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
for petitions, the Senator from Louisiana asks 
unanimous consent to call up the bill in regard 
to elections in Louisiana. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I object. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask the Senate to 
take up Senate bill No. 944, to provide for the 
claim of the Potiawatomie Indians residing in 
Michigan and Indiana, subject to the morning 
business. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
Connecticut asks unanimous consent to take 
‘ap the bill named by him, which has hereto- 

_fore beeu made a special order, subject to the 
morning business. Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I understand that the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Furry] objects 
to my request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the other 
Senator trom Connecticut who makes this 
request. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Then I shall have to ob- 
ject by proxy for Mr. Ferry. [Laughter.] 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
citizens of the United States praying the adop- 
tion of certain measures by the Congress of the 
United States to provide ways and means for 
collecting and disbursing the charities of the 
benevolent who may wish to remember the 
sufering Persians in their adversity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. WINDOM presented three petitions of 
citizens of Minnesota, late soldiers of the United 
States Army, praying for the equalization of 
bounties; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented nine memorials of 
bankers and other citizeus of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, relative to the plans and meas- 
ures of Oliver Evans Woods for securing the 
safe delivery of letters transported by mail; 
which were referred to the Commitiee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying appropriate legis- 
lation probibiting the manufacture, import- 
ation, aud sale of intoxicating liquors to be 
used as a beverage among the Indians and 
inhabitants of the western Territories and the 
soldiers there stationed, as far as the jurisdic- 
tion of the General Government may extend; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of late soldiers 
and sailors, praying that industrial homes 
and training schools may be established for 
the < rphans of soldiers and sailors who served 
in the Army and Navy of the United States 


! ferred to the Committee on Education and 


| in the case of Mrs. Delilah Robertson, widow 


in the war of the rebellion; which was re- 


Labor. 
Mr. BLAIR. I present additional papers 


of John H. Robertson, late private com- 
pany C, eleventh regiment Missouri State 
militia, praying for a pension. A bill (H. R. 
No. 1208) granting a pension to Delilah 
Robertson came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions of this body, and reported 
adversely upon. I ask that the bill may be 
referred back to the Committee on Pensions 
in connection with these papers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be recommitted, with 
the papers, to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 


746) granting a pension to the widow of the 
late Admiral Farragut, reported it with amend- 


menis. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 620) for the relief of Thomas C. Martin, 
Emilia E. Martin, Jane G. Martin, and Leonor 
Martin, children of J. E. Martin, deceased, 
have directed me to report it back, with a 
recommendation in favor of its passage, and I 
think if the Senate will give me two minutes 
it will be sufficient to pass the bill and dispose 
of it. With the permission of the Senate I 
will state the character of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thisis a private 
bill reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and the Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent for its present considcra- 
tion, and desires to explain it. If there be no 
objection, he will proceed. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I must object. I gave 
way yesterday for my honorable friend to pass 
a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made and the bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 546) for the relief of Charles F. 
Tracy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a petition of citi- 
zens of the United States, praying that James 
B. McLaughlin be granted an increase of pen- 
sion, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, the evidence not being sufficient; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the petition of Eliza Shelton and 
others for a pension, and also the bill (S. No. 
184) granting pensions to Eliza Shelton, Nancy 
Shelton, Cerena Metcalf, Nancy King, Patsey 
J. Shelton, Sarah Metcalf, Cloa Sheiton, and 
Mary Franklin, and their children under the 
age of sixteen years, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, the commit- 
tee having been unable to procure any testi- 
mony that these parties were recognized by 
the United States Government as having been 
mustered into the United States service; which 
was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLAYTON (by request) asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1081) granting to each offi- 
cer, soldier, seaman, and marine who served 
the United States in the late war of the rebel- 
lion, and who was honorably discharged there- 
from, a certificate warrant for public lands; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. i 
1082) to change the name of the pilot-boai | 


Three Brothers to Adaliza; which was read | 


twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


COMMITPEE ON STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES, 


Mr. CHANDLER, I offer the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be 
appointed by the Chair Lo investigate and report 
if any stcamboat lines should be subsidized by the 
Government: andif so, which lines and to what 
extent. 

Mr. President, we are acting in the dark 
upon the question of subsidies, and I think the 
Senate ought to investigate the whole subject. 
I do not wish to go on this committee myself, 
My friend from Connecticut [Mr. Bucxine- 
HAM] has probably given more thought and 
more study to this subject than any other mem- 
ber of this body, and I should like to have 
him upon it. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Let the resolution be read 
again. , 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read. It requires unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall have to object to 
that, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
willlie over. Senate resolutions are still in 
order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the District 
school bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I object. The Chairhas 
not announced that the morning business is 


closed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
of the impression that be bad formally an- 
nounced the close of the morning business; 
but there seems to be great competition for the 
floor. The Chair will now announce the close 
of the morning business. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts first addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed with the consideration of the Dis- 
trict school bill. 

IRA BUCKMAN, JR. 


Mr. FENTON. I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to give way for one moment until 
I ask unanimons consent of the Senate to 
place on the Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 897) 
for the relief of Ira Buckman, jr., which was 
reported from the Committee on Patents with 
a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned. I was not present when the report 
was made, and I ask that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York asks that the bill referred to by 
him be placed on the Calendar with the ad- 
verse report of the committee, although it was 
indefinitely postponed in his absence. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The question now is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER. ] 


EQUAL RIGHTS IN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, I hardly 
know whether I ought to object to taking up 
this bill at this time. I moved an amendment 
on the last legislative day but one, and re- 
quested to have it printed and the order was 
made ; but the Printing Office seem to be 30 
crowded that it is not among my papers-——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now here, 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. . That is all 
right, then. k 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 18 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 365. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. . I ask for the yeas and 
nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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‘Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not desire to re- 
eat what I said yesterday, but there is public 
usiness, business that the country requires to 
é done, that is urgent; and it is postponed 
e morning after morning by an effort to get 
pa bill to force the colored and white chil- 
iren to go to the same schools in the District 
f Columbia, a matter that certainly is not of 
such pressing importance as to lay aside day 
vafter day the ordinary business of the coun- 
ry; and particularly the emergent business 
hich I have spoken of. I hope the bill will 
ot be taken up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will be taken 
“up. In the first place, it involves a principle 
that every one (no matter where he has been 
r what he believes in at home) says he be- 
lieves in now. Of course I cannot state what 
hat principle is, for I should be discussing 
he merits. It is a matter of great importance 
that we should determine fairly and squarely 
thether in the District of Columbia, where 
ẹ have power, that we will exercise it in the 
yotection of equal rights, or that we will not ; 

cannot say which, because that would be 
iscussing the merits. Now is the time for us 
Il to put our hands to the plow and plow one 
ay or the other. 

‘Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, there never 
“was a moment when the exigency was greater 
for the present measure ; nor was there ever 
a:moment when the opportunity was so advan- 
tageous. I have inquired myself of persons 
nterested in the schools; and I find that if 
the change is to be made, this is the very 
¿moment ; it is the appointed time, and the 
‘Senate ought to act upon it promptly. There 
is nO measure on which it could act during the 
‘morning hour with more advantage to the 
country. 
‘Mr. CAMERON. I trust we shall take up 
his question now for the purpose of disposing 
“of it. It is a hinderance to all other business, 
‘and we shall be able to do nothing until we get 
out of the road. If there were no other 
reasons in my mind, I should vote for taking 
up on that account only. Let us take it up 
nd be done with it. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is right. 

5 Mr. HAMLIN. Isthis a House or a Senate 
bill? 

: The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is a Senate bill, reported by the Committee 
‘én the District of Columbia. 

- Mr. STEWART. I do not think it is worth 
while to take up this bill unless it is to super- 
sede the Post Office appropriation bill. If we 
“are only to spend the morning hour on it, we 
shall be spending all the morning hour on this 
bill. Yesterday, when it was up, the Senate 

“refused to proceed with it after the morning 
“showr had expired. If they do that now, it 
“May occupy every morning hour and prevent 
the ordinary public business that is pressing. 

-I-do not believe in occupying the morning hour 
“sin that way. Ido not think it isan economy 
’-of time. If it is the understanding that we 

“shall go on and finish it there will be some 

Sense in taking it up; otherwise, I shall vote 
“against taking it up, because I do not believe 

„in fooling away the time in that way. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I feel that I cannot con- 
sistently object to the taking up of the bill 

«moved by the Senator from Massachusetts ; 

¢but I must say that I think the bill that I suc- 
ceeded in getting before the Senate yesterday, 
‘aud which should be acted upon, is of vastly 

more importance to the people I represent. 
¿IL hope we shall go on with that bill and dis- 
“pose of it this morning. 

Mr. MORTON. If the whole of the morn- 
ing hour is to be taken up in discussion it is 

snot very important whether we take up any 
bill or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a report 
from the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. SUMNER. IT object until the vote is 
taken. : 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


a 
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on es motion of the Senator from Magsachu- 
setts. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I supposed the Senator 
from Massachusetts got up his motion subject 
to the morning business, 

Mr. SUMNER. The bill is not up. As 
soon as it is up, there will be no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business has concluded. It was ealled over 
regularly, and the Chair formally announced 
the conclusion of it. Then the Senator from 
Massachusetts obtained the floor and moved to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill alluded 
to, which motion has been discussed since that 
time. That motion is now before the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That was what I meant 
by saying, perhaps incorrectly, that the Sen- 
ator had got his motionup. But certainly the 
practice always has been to consider the morn- 
ing hour as belonging to the morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is not aware 
that what is called the morning business was 
closed when I made my motion. Now, as 
soon as ever the motion is acted on and decided 
I shall cheerfully give way to the report of the 
Senator from Ohio, or any report from any 
other quarter. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwanttoask the Senator 
having the Post Office appropriation bill in 
charge if he is to antagonize it against the bill 
of the Senator from Massachusetts at twelve 
o'clock? If so, I shall vote against taking it up, 
because it cannot be disposed of by that time. 
If not, if we can have unanimous consent to hold 
on to the school bill, I shall vote to take it up. 
There is no use in devoting half an hour now, 
because it will take all the morning hours to 
the end of the session if we go on in that way, 
and we shall lose them all. If we can have 
unanimous consent to go on with it until we 
get through, or if those having charge of the 
appropriation bill will let us finish this bill, I 
have no objection to taking it up now. 

Mr. WINDOM. [I shall be obliged at least 
to submit that question to the Senate when the 


' morning hour expires, 


The VICEPRESIDENT. Attwelveo’clock 
the Post Office appropriation bill will come 
up by the rule; it will then be before the Sen- 
ate, It can be set aside, of course, by a 
majority vote, and the Senate can take up 
any other bill, The question now is on the 
motion ofthe Senator from Massachusetts, that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 365, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe it will be in 
order on this motion totake up, to have read 
a communication which l have received from 
the President, or through the President, 
showing the necessity of action upon another 
matter as a reason why we should not take up 
this bill this morning. Isend to the Secre- 
tary’s desk a short communication and ask 
that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Executive Mansion, 
WASHINGTON, D. O., April 22, 1872. 
SIR: The President directs meto transmit to you 
for the information of your committee the inclosed 
copy of atelegram received from the Secretary of 
the Interior, now in the Indian territory. 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
HORACE PORTER, Secretary. 
Hon. Lyman TRUMBULL, Chairman Judiciary Com- 
mittee, United States Senate. 
[Copy of telegram.] 
MUSKOGEE, INDIAN TERRITORY, 

i Aprii 20, 1872. 
The Prasipent, Washington, D. O.: 
Ihave passed over Atlantic and Pacific railroad 
from St. Louis to Vinita, and over Missouri, Kansas, 
and Indian railroad, from Vinita to Canadian river. 
The Indian country through which these roads pass 
is the finest I have seen, Much disorder in the 
Indian country is produced by desperate white men 
who follow theconstruction of the Missouri, Kansas, 
and Indian railroad. I havetelegraphed Secretary 
of War to direct a squad of infantry, now here, to 
expel these men, which will be done if orders are 
given. A bloody riot occurred in an Indian court 

two days since, resulting in the death of ten persons, i 


including United States marshal and two assistants 
wounding ten more, two mortally, including the 
judge. All facts and information convince me 
that a district court should be organized for the 
territory atonce. If you concur, pleasesay so to Mr. 
Hartan, and members of the Judiciary Committees 
of the Senate and House. Law cannot be enforced 
nor order preserved without this, * + $ w 
C. DELANO, 
Secretary of Interior, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, 
I objected yesterday and for two or three days 
past, to other measures coming up, with a view 
of bringing to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate a bill reported to carry out the object 
of having a court in the Indian territory. We 
have reported such a bill unanimously from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I think 
it would pass in a very short time. There ig 
great disorder there. Ten persons have been 
killed, among them two or three United States 
officers ; and a memberof the Cabinet in that 
country telegraphs us that it is indispensable 
that a court should be established there at 
once. I have tried morning after morning 
to get action upon that subject, and the Sen- 
ate refuses to have action. If the Senate, 
with such a state of facts before them, will 
day after day vote to take up the school ques- 
tion and occupy the morning hour with it, I 
feel that they must take the responsibility of it. 

I dislike to make these appeals every morn- 
ing. I struggled yesterday and thought [should 
be able to get this bill up, but I was unable to 
do so. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
more fortunate than any one else; he is able 
to get the ear of the Chair before any one else 
can make a motion. He makes his motion 
first, and then the question is on taking up 
his bill, and the morning hour is exhausted. 
I hope the Senate will vote down his motion, 
and if it does, I shall make an effort to get the 
attention of the Chair for the purpose of bav- 
ing the bill considered to establish a district . 
court at Fort Gibson in the Indian territory. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Does the 
Senator from Illinois mean to say that the 
Vice President's ear is quicker or that the foot 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is quicker 
than his own? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I said he was fortunate 
in getting the floor. ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it is 
owing to the quickness of foot of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, not the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Illinois, in saying that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is more fortunate in 
getting the ear of the Chair than other Sen- 
ators, means to say that any partiality is exer- 
cised by the Chair in recognizing one Senator 
rather than another, 1 think he stands alone 
in that opinion in this body. Ido not think 
any other Senator here entertains that opin- 
ion, and I think it is only fair to say so. 

Mr. SUMNER. { witl say that. personally 
I have no consciousness of any such partiality 
on the part of the Chair. 

And now, in reply to the Senator from 
Illinois, he founds his motion for immediate 
action on a communication from the Execu- 
tive Mansion, of what date? April 22. If 
his business could wait from April 22 to the 
7th of May, it seems to me it may wait one 
other day in order to give the Senate an oppor- 
tunity of doing a little justice to the colored 
race. 

Mr. HARLAN. In view of the facts stated 
by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with which I am conversant offi- 
cially, if it is in order I will move to lay the 
present motion on the table with a view of 
considering that bill, 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to say a 
single word on the subject before the motion 
is entertained. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 
We have never laid a motion of that kind on 
the table. 


Mr. POMEROY, {do not think it is in 


order, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to lay 
on the the table is authorized by the cleventh 
rule, which reads as follows: 

“When a question is under debate, no motion shall 
be received but to adjourn; to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business; to lay on the 
table, ” &e. 

This is a question which is subject to limited 
debate under the eleventh rule. The Chair is 
informed that by the usage of the Senate mo- 
tions of this kind have been laid on the table. 
His impression had been that they were of that 
class of independent motions that had to 
be adopted or rejected as a whole and were 
unamendable. But if the usage of the Senate 
is as he has been informed by officers familiar 
with the usage, to entertain a motion to lay 
on the table, as that settles the question with- 
out debate, the Chair will entertain it or sub- 
mit it to the Senate whether it shall be enter- 
tained. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ido not wish to put my- 
self in antagonism with the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but 

The VICE PRESIDENT, But if the Sen- 
ator makes the motion to lay on the table he 
cannot debate it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have not made it yet; 
but I believe I am entitled to the floor on the 
other motion. Ido not wish to array myself 
against the bill which the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to have taken up 
for consideration; I think it probable that I 
shall vote with the honorable Senator on that 
bill; but there is very great disorder in the In- 
dian territory growing outof the facts alluded 
to by the honorable Senator from Ilinois. I 
have been pressing the subject on the atten- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee, deeming it 
the proper committee to consider a judiciary 
bill, and I think they made a report with rea- 
sonuble quickness after the facts were brought 
to their attention, and it probably would facil- 
itate the business of the Senate if the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts would with- 
draw his motion and let the Senate act on this 
bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I remind the Senator that 
the bill in reference to schools has been be- 
fore the Senate longer than the other bill, and 
there are reasons of urgency for this bill. I 
would remind the Senate that it is important 
that this bill should be acted on promptly. 
By one of the sections of the bill it is to go 
into operation on the Ist day of July. It 
has not been acted upon by the House of 
Representatives; we ought to act promptly, 
so that the school committees may be arranged 
with reference to it. I hope the Senator will 
not interpose any objection. I really think 
in half an hour we can finish it. : 

Mr. HARLAN. Perhaps there will be time 
enough to dispose of both bills before one 


o’clock. Ido not move to lay the motion on 
the table. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the 


motion on the table if that isin order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. If we are going to filibuster 
out this business, let us do it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY. Why can we not now 
move to lay this motion on the table, and so 
keep it going? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is u well-set- 
tled principle of parliamentary law that a 
motion to lay on the table cannot be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought it was no bet- 
ter settled than the other, that a motion to 
take up a bill contd not be laid on the table, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on laying on the table the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 


West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Pratt, Suuisbury, 
Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson, Trumbull, Vickers, 
and Wright—26. 

NA YS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Conkling, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen. Hamlin, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
and_Windom—29, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Stockton, 
Thurman, and Tipton—19, 

So the Senate refused to lay the motion on 
the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER, ] upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Harlan, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, 
Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
Windom and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gil- 
bert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hitchcock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, and Vick- 


a) 
ors ESEN T— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Howe, Os- 
born, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Stockton, Thurman, and Tipton—19, 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 865) to secure 
equal rights in the public schools of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. Ferry] gave notice of 
his intention to move an amendment. 

Mr. NYE. I now ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to lay aside the bill for a mo- 
ment, that the Senate may decide a question 
which it is very important should be considered 
at once, aud that is in regard to the election 
in Idaho and Washington Territories. It will 
be remembered that the bill was carried once 
and reconsidered, and the question stands open, 
and it is but justice to those voters and to 
those who are before the people for their suf- 
frages that they should know when the election 
is to be. I hope the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will consent and that the Senate will 
unanimously consent to decide that question. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend knows that it 
has cost more than half an hour, against the 


this bill in its present position, and the Sen- 
ator asks me to consent to displace it, though 
informally. I think we ought to go on with 


on with it I think we can soon dispose of it, 
and at twelve o’clock I shall appeal to the 
Senate to proceed with it until it is finished. 
I think it can be finished before one o'clock. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts allow me to present a couple of 
petitions? 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will 
excuse me for a few minutes. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I was in- 
formed, after giving notice of my amendment 
the other day, that the original bill had al- 
ready been amended in committee; so that it 
would be necessary for me to offer my amend- 
ment in the Senate instead of in committee. 
The amendment, as I proposed it the other 
day, in the first place proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘passage of this act;’? but those 
words had already been stricken out in com- 
mittee, of which fact I was not aware. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
states that he can state the amendment in par- 
liamentary form exactly as desired by the Sen- 


i ator from Connecticut, if he desires to offer it || 


opposition of distinguished Senators, to get | 


this bill; and if we show a purpose of going | 


in Committee of the Whole, or he can reserve 
it and move it in the Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I will move 
it, then, in Committee of the Whole. The 
amendment should be corrected in the fifth 
line of the second branch of it by inserting 
after the word ‘‘cities’’ the words “by the. 
duly qualified voters thereof.’’ I send it up. 
thus corrected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut moves an amendment, which 
will be read. : 

The Cuer Curx. After the word “that,” 
in the first line of the first section of the bill, 
it is proposed to insert: 

From and after the approval of this act by the 
people of Washington and Georgetown in the man- ' 
ner hereinafter provided. 

And after section five to insert the following 
as section six: i 
An election shall be held in the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown on the first Monday of July 
A. D. 1872, at the customary voting-places in sai 
cities by the duly qualified voters thereof, and upon 
such notice and between such hours as is required 
by law for other elections therein, and shall be by 
ballot, and on each ballot shall be written or printed 
the word “approved” or “disapproved ;” and if a 
majority of all the ballots cast in said cities shall be 
so written or printed * approved,” then this act shall 
take effect, as in the first section thereof is provided: 
but if a majority of such ballots shall be written or 
printed ° disapproved,” then this act shall be of no 
effect. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. These amend- 
ments will be voted ou separately if ány Sen- 
ator demands a division, though involving the 
same principle. 

Mr. SUMNER. They may as well be taken 


ogether. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be 
taken together if there be no objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If there is any reason 
why they should be taken separately, they 
ought to be taken separately. Ido not observe 


any. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are sep- 
arate amendments, but involve precisely the 
same principle, and depend on each other. 
Still, if any Senator demands a division, they 
will be voted upon separately. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I demand a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A division is 
demanded, and the first amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut is before the 
Senate. 

Mr, FERRY, of Connecticut. I certainly 
do not wish to undertake to state all the rea- 
sons I have for offering this amendment in 
about half a minute, which is the time I see I 
have by the clock. ot 

L am willing, if the people of those two cities 
desire what are called mixed schools, that 
they should have them. ‘he people of my 
own State, so far as their own legislation 1s 
concerned, have so legisiated as that the chil- 
dren of all colors attend the same schools; 
and in my boyhood I attended the same school 
with the colored children of the village in 
which I resided. ee 

But, sir, there is no institution in which it 
is so important that the people interested im- 
mediately therein should manage the affairs 
thereof for themselves as our common schools. 
You cannot interfere with them forcibly from 
the outside without consulting the wishes, feel- 
ings, prejudices even, of the people thereof, 
without doing mischief. The very glory of the 
system of common schools in New England, 
out of which has gone forth that system to all 
parts of the United States, carrying blessings 
whithersoever it has gone, has been that the 
fathers of the communities of New England 
have themselves provided in theit own way for 
the education of all their children in the com- 
mou schools of the communities. And now 
here in these cities of Washington and George- 
town, where the common schools are more 
than anything else the foundation upon which 
are to rest the future prosperity and happiness 
of the people dwelling in those two cities, the 
Senator from Massachusetts proposes a tyran- 
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nical rule from without, without consulting the 
jentiments of those within 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
please suspend. The morning hour has ex- 
pired, and the Post Office appropriation bill is 
pefore the Senate. The Senate is engaged in 
voting upon the reserved amendments, the first 
served amendment being that in regard to 
he increase of subsidy to the Pacific mail. 
“The Chair now desires to state, as it does 
not interrupt the morning hour, in allusion to 
what has fallen from Senators on the floor, that 
any measure that the majority deem to be es- 
entially necessary can, after twelve o'clock, 
be reached in the simplest possible manner, 
by the majority of the Senate laying on the 
‘table the order for the day, and taking up 
“whatever the imminence of events renders 
necessary for its passage, and, under the five- 
minutes rule, every five minutes a Senator can 
obtain the floor for the purpose of testing the 
ense of the Senate as to whether these mat- 
= ters of pressing emergency shall or shall not 
be entertained. 
During the morning hour in the competition 
‘or the floor the Chair recognizes that Senator 
who first addresses him; yesterday the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, [Mr. KeLLoGe ;] to-day 
¿the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sum- 
NER ; | to-morrow perhaps some other Senator; 
whoever shall first under the rule address the 
Chair at the conclusion of the morning business. 
Hescarcely deems it necessary to say this, as the 
Senate is aware of the manner in which he has 
» endeavored to the best of his ability to dis- 
harge the duties of this office. 
i The Post Office appropriation bill is now 
‘before the Senate, and no Senator is now 
ntitled to the floor. 
» Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President—— 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
‘from Massachusetts first addressed the Chair. 
~The question now before the Senate is on the 
“reserved amendments, the first being that in 
relation to the Pacific mail. 

“Mr. SUMNER. I am going to throw my- 
self on the indulgence of the Senate. They 
‘have heard this debate this morning on the 
order of business. I think all will agree it is 
not advisable that it should be repeated any 
“other morning. It is evident from the votes 
which have been taken that there is a disposi- 


appeal to the Senate to put aside temporarily 

the appropriation bill in order to proceed with 

the school bill, confident as I am that the lat- 
ter bill can be finished in a very short time. 

J now move that the appropriation bill be laid 
upon the table with a view to proceed with the 
school bill. 

-The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the appropri- 
ation bill be laid upon the table, stating what 
his intention is if he obtains the floor. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the appropriation 
bill can he completed in a very short time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. 

- Mr. POMEROY. Without arguing any 
question, I wish to submit to the Senator from 
Massachusetts a single suggestion. 
~The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection this debate can be proceeded with 
by unanimous consent; but the. motion is 
undebatable. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts knows the embarrassment that Sena- 
tors feel in voting to lay an appropriation bill 
-on the table, there being a general under- 
standing among the whole Senate that we 
‘shall proceed with the appropriation bills. I 
suggest to the Senator from Massachusetis, in 
a spirit of perfect kindness to his bill, that he 
“Move.to postpone its further consideration to 
‘a day certain, and. provide in the motion that 
‘it shall take precedence of all prior orders at 
that hour. 
“vMr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Let me 

That would 


gmake a suggestion right there. 


tion to act upon the school bill, and I now : 


-THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3125 


be very gratifying to me, because I. prefer not 
to go on with my remarks this morning. I 
have never been able to know whether this 
bill was coming up in the morning hour, or 
when I could get a chance to say anything 
about it; and if a day certain can be fixed, I 
shall be very much gratified. I prefer not to 
go on this morning. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to fix a day and hour cer- 
tain, and have it so that it shall take prece- 
dence of prior orders and the unfinished 
business, and the Senator can then get a vote 
on the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend from Connecti- 
cut knows that the indirect appeal that he has 
made to me is irresistible. Of course I would 
not force him to goon against his desire. My 
friend from Kansas knows my disposition, 
also, to codperate with him in this matter, for 
l believe he is as sincerely devoted to the 
measure as I am, 

Mr. POMEROY. Of course I am. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am therefore ready to 
act on his suggestion. If there can be an un- 
derstanding that this bill shail be made a spe- 
cial order against any unfinished business, for 
there is the point, the Senator understands—at 
any particular time, say Wednesday: 

Mr. POMEROY. Thursday. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, I will say Thursday 
at twelve o'clock ; that it shall be made the 
special order against any other business, no 
matter what other business, unfinished or by 
special order, may be before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING, That will require unani- 
mous consent, 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator can submit 
the motion to-morrow after this notice. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That would re- 
quire, as the Senator trom New York stated in 
his seat, unanimous consent, and would for the 
first time introduce a new rule in the Senate in 
regard to priority of business. Under this 
order, the Senator will have to specifically 
name the fifteenth rule and limit it as against 
this bill; but if the Senator can obtain the con- 
sent of the Senate, as was done in the North 
Carolina election case, to fix it for a certain 
day with the understanding that he shall then 
move to lay on the table whatever unfinished 
business may then be pending, the rule will 
not then be viglated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to just make his motion 
for a special order. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; then I ask that 
the bill be made a special order for Thursday 
next at twelve o’clock. Is that agreeable to 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 shall object to any 
arrangement in reference to this bill. I think 
the time of the Senate and the time of the coun- 
try has been taken up enough in the last ten 
years in order to promote the interests of the 
negro race. I shall, therefore, object to any 
arragement whatever. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Delaware objects, and therefore the only way 
in which it can be reached would be by having 
the bill in some way before the Senate, and 
being before the Senate it can be made a spe- 
cial order by a two-thirds vote. When it is 
not before the Senate, it requires unanimous 
consent to do anything in regard to it. 
Post Office appropriation bill is before the 
Senate. : 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I move that the ap- 
propriation bill be laid on the table tempora- 
rily in order to make a special assignment of 
the school bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
stated that the motion to lay on the table is 
not debatable, but Senators have proceeded to 
debate it. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, to lay the Post 
Office appropriation bill on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that. Let us know whether the busi- 


The. 


ness of the country is all to be postponed to 
consider this school bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Cameron, Clayton, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, ieh: 
cock, Kellogg, Lewis, Nye, Pomeroy, Rice, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—I9, 
NAYS—Messts. Alcorn, Blair, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton. Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry 
of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hamlin, Johnston, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Seott, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, 
Vickers, West, Windom, and Wrigbt—32, 
ABSENT-—~Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Davis of 
Kentucky, Goldthwaite, Hill, Howe, Kelly, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Rum- 
sey, Ransom, Robertson, Schurz, Thurman, and 
Tipton—23. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Post Office 
appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator pardon 
me one moment? I now wish to give notice 
that on Thursday next, at twelve o'clock, I 
shall move to proceed with the consideration 
of the school bill. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to appeal now to the 
honorable Senator from Minnesota to let me 
take the sense of the Senate upon the bill con- 
cerning the elections in Idaho and Washington 
‘Territories. 

Mr. VICKERS. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for the school bill, which I ‘wish to have 

rinted. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If-there be no 
objection it will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like ‘to hear it 


read. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires 
unanimous consent to read it, as the Senator 
from Minnesota in entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot make any objec- 
tion to the Senator’s offering the amendment, 
and I withdraw the demand for the reading 
if it reqnires unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. I demand the regular 


order. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is what I was de- 
manding. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 


order is the Post Office appropriation bill. 
Mr. CONKLING. 'I insist on the regular 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection to the proposition of 
the Senator from Maryland, which requires 
unanimous consent, and also the proposition 
of the Senator from Nevada, which requires 
unanimous consent, unless the Post Office bill 
is laid on the table. 

Mr. NYE. 1 desire to say just one word. 
I hope the Senate will allow me to take a vote 
onthis question to-morrow morning, for really 
something ought to be done. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope so, too. 
ought to be disposed of. 

‘Mr. NYE. The question is whether the 
election there shall be in the coming month or 
in November. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porver, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had, on the 2d 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 
724) supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company and to aid in the construction of its 
road, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1871. 

The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had, on the 8d instant, approved and 
signed the act (S. No. 988) to amend an act 
approved February 28, 1871, amending an act 
approved May, 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act to 
enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 
Union, and for other purposes.” 


I think it 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message from the Pres- 
ident of the United States: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I herewith communicate to the Senate a report 


from the Acting Secretary of the Interior of this 
date, in answer to the resolution of that body 


adopted on the 23d ultimo, calling for information ` 


relative to the recent affray at the court-house in 
Going Snake district, Indian territory. |, . 

In view of the feeling of hostility which exists 
between the Cherokees and the United States au- 
thorities of the western district of Arkansas it seems 
to be necessary that Congress should adopt such 
measures as will tend to allay that feeling, and at 
the same time secure the enforcement of the laws in 
that territory. k 2 

I therefore concur with the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior in suggesting the adoption of a pending 
bill for the erection of a judicial district within the 
Indian territory as a measure which will afford the 
most immediate remedy for the existing troubles. 

U.S. GRANT. 
Executive Manston, May 7, 1872. 

Mr. CONKLING. As a bill on that sub- 
ject has been reported, that communication 
had better be ptinted and laid on the table. 
I make that motion. 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House insisted on its amendments to 
the bill (No. 988) to provide homes for the 
Pottawatomie and absentee Shawnee Indiansin 
the Indian territory, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Tuomas Bores of Arkansas, Mr. JOHN 
Sarn of Ohio, and Mr. Winiiam W. VAUGHAN 
of Tennessee, managers atthe same on its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; iu which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an Ameri- 
can register to the Hawaiian bark Florence; 

A bul (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the con- 
struction ofa public building at Fall River, in 
the State of Massachusetts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit- 
ing the appropriation of certain moneys forthe 
preparation, issue, and reissue of the securities 
one United States, and for other purposes ; 
an 

A bill (H. R. No. 2691) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 14, 1870. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 696) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri river at Boonville, Missouri. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 881) to provide for 
the abarement or repayment of taxes on dis- 
tilled spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, 
with amendments; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message further announced that the 


House had passed a concurrent resolution for | 


the printing of twenty thousand copies of the 
second volume of the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior, coutaining the report of the 
Commissioner of Education. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of the annual report of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture for 1871. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed a concurrent resolution for 
the printing of five thousand extra copics of 
the report of the board of Indian commis- 
sioners for 1871. 


POST OFFICH APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appropria- 
tions Jor the service of the Post Offices Depart- 
ment for the year ending June 80, 1873. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first re- 
served amendment will be read. : 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was in section four, line eight, to strike out 


u $500,000” and insert ‘$1,000,000 as the 
appropriation for steamship service between 
San Francisco and China and Japan, and after 
the word ‘‘ dollars’’ in the eighth line to insert: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the lowest bidder, after sixty days 
public notice, for a term of ten years from and after 
the lst day of October, 1873, for the conveyance of 
an additional monthly mail on the said route, at a 
compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage 
now paid under the existing contracts, and upon the 
same. conditions and limitations as prescribed by the 
existing acts of Congress in reference thereto and 
the respective contracts made in pursuance thereof; 
and the contractors under the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall be required to carry the United States 
mails during the existence of theircontracts without 
additional charge on all the steamers they may run 
upon said line, or any part of it, or any branch or 
extension thereof: Provided, That all steamships 
hereafter accepted for said service shall be of not 
jess than four thousand tons register each, and 
wholly of American construction, and shall be so 
constructed as to be readily adapted to the armed 
naval service of the United States in time of war; 
and before acceptance, the officers by whom they 
are inspected shall report to the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Postmaster General whether this con- 
dition has been complied with: Provided, That in 
all cases the officers of the ships employed in the 
service herein provided for shall be citizens of the 
United States, and that persons of foreign birth who 
have, according to law, declared their intention to 
become citizens of the United States, may be em- 
ployed as though they were citizens within the 
meaning of this section, or of any act or acts speci- 
fied in the act of June 28, 1864. And the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall have the right, in 
case of war, to take for the use of the United States 
any of the steamers of said line, and in such case 
pay a reasonable compensation therefor. 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment as it now 
stands isnot consistent with itself. The Senate 
has fixed the time when this contract shall com- 
mence in October, 1873. This appropriation 
is for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1873, so 
that no part of the money appropriated under 
the provision of this amendment would be 
needed during the fiscal year for which the 
appropriation is made. I therefore ask the 
consent of the Senate to strike out the words 
“one million’’ and leave it as it stood in the 
House bill, ‘ $500,000.” No part of this ad- 
ditional appropriation would be used during 
the fiscal year, and therefore we do not want 
to make it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota desires that the Senate shall 
non-concur in that portion of the amendment 
raising the amount of the appropriation from 
$500,000 to $1,000,000, leaving it at $500,000 
as it came from the House of I&presentatives, 
and then concur in the amendment to the 
future contracts. Is there objection to that 
proposition ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
object of that. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
stated that the contract would be for the next 
fiscal year, not this. 

Mr. WINDOM. The contract does not be- 
gin until October, 1873, and this appropria- 
tion would end on the 30th of June, 1873, so 
that it could not reach to the time when the 
contract would go into operation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the amendment will be divided, and 
the Senate will non-concur in the first part 
raising the appropriation from $560,000 to 
$1,000,000. That is non-concurred in. The 
question now recurs on agreeing to the latter 
part, which is the legislation agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COLE. TI suggest that this service 
should be made to commence on the Ist of 
July, 1878. There can be no object in delay- 
ing it until October, 1873. I suggest. a change 
to that date. Let it be as early as we can 


I should like to know the 


x it, 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to that 
if there is no objection on the part of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California moves toamend by having the 
future contract commence on the Ist of July, 
1878, instead of October, 1878, the date fixed 
in Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I wish to 
make an inquiry of the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota. ‘The additional compensation of 
$500,000 I understand is to begin in 1878, 
and it will then be $1,000,000 from that tim 
out for ten years? 

Mr. WINDOM. 
now stands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate hava’ 
non-concurred in that portion of the amend- 
ment raising the appropriation from $500,000 
to $1,000,000 for this year, leaving it at $500,- 
000. The question now recurs on the new 
contract proposed in Committee of the Whole, 
fixing the contract for ten years from 1878 at 
not exceeding $1,000,000 a year, and pending 
that question the Senator from California 
moves to amend the amendment so that the 
new contract shall commence on the ist of 
July instead of the 1st of October, 1878. 

Mr. VICKERS. J understand that this 
appropriation involves the amount of $5,000,- 
000; that the contract is to be entered into at 
once to take effect in October, 1878, before 
which day there will be an intervening session 
of Congress. I should like to know why it is 
necessary now that a contract shall be entered 
into at this time when Congress at its next © 
session can determine whetber it should be . 
done or not. 

Mr. WINDOM. Tt is in order that the 
ships may be built. Under this amendment, 
four large four thousand tons burden iron 
ships are to be constructed, and it will require 
a year to doit. We want them built in this 
country, and for that reason we give time 
enough to have them built in this country. 

Mr. VICKERS. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator to say that they are to be iron ships? 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand they are to 
be iron steamers. 

Mr. VICKERS. 
amendment? 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it is not; but I 
understand that is the character of the ships 
to be built. 

Mr. VICKERS. Will the Senator amend 
the proposition by inserting ‘‘ iron ships?” 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator vote for 
it if I do? 

Mr. VICKERS. That is not the question 
Tasked the Senator. [Laughter.] 1 under- 
stand this appropriation is desired for a very 
prosperous company, one that has made so 
much money that it proposes to build double 
the number of ships it now owns that it may 
make, double the amonnt of profits. This 
company, according to the Senatorfrom Ore- 
gon, [ Mr. KELLY. ] brings a very large number 
of very undesirable persons to our country, 
pagans and idolaters that never can be incor- 
porated into our social community; and when 
they die, I understand the steamers are em- 
ployed in taking their bodies back to be buried, 
for it is against the principles of their religion 
that they should be buried in any country but 
tbeir own. 

Ido not think that the condition of the 
Treasury of the United States is such as to 
justify such large expenditures of public 
money for purposes of this kind. We know 
that Congress passed a bill to authorize the 
reduction of the interest on our bonds from 
six to five and four and a half per cent. We 
know the efforts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who employed agents to go to Europe, an 
the syndicates to effect the sale of our bonds 
in order that we might save $5,000,000 in 
interest; and now, having done this, we are 
called upon at once to`give to a private cor: 
poration, that they may make money for them” 
selves, $5,000.000, all that has been saved for & 
year by the efforts of Congress and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in the conversion of bonas 
from six to five per cent. bonds. : 

Now, sir, if I were to look at this subject in- 
a political aspect only, I would favor the prop- 
osition, because I am conscious thatthe sense 
of our people is against such extravagant 


That is as the amendment 


Is that provision in the 
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appropriations, They have lookedto Congress 
to reduce your taxation. Your tariff is too 
high. They desire that it shall be reduced to 
ome extent; and they have looked to us to 
éffect that object. But they have also looked 
o Congress for some reform in what is called 
the civil service, and some retrenchment in 
the expenditures of the Government, that it 
tay be brought back to its former economical 
administration. But if we continue to expend 
such large sums of money for subsidies, we 
‘annot effect the great purposes which the 
people desire us to effect. f 
-: We have on our table a bill to grant a sub- 
‘sidy for a line from New York to Cuba, and 
gentlemen have been before the Committee on 
Jommerce to ask a subsidy for another line. 
We have also a proposition to grant a subsidy 
to a line to Australia; if you give new subsi- 
dies or increase such as exist there is no reason 
why you should discriminate. We have a bill 
tipon ourtable to pay for spoliations committed 
on our commerce prior to 1801, which the 
Government agreed to pay more than seventy 
years ago. These, people and their posterity 
have been petitioning Congress from year to 
year. Nearly five thousand petitions have been 
sent up to Congress at different periods to 
appropriate moneys to pay what this Govern- 
ment nearly three quarters of a century ago 
agreed to pay. That bill sleeps on your table, 
and the venerable Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Cameron] has made repeated efforts to 
bring that subject to the consideration of the 
Senate, but in vain. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have expired. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from California, [Mr. Corg, j 
to have the new contract commence on the 1st 
SE July 1878, instead of the 1st of October, 

873. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task for the yeas and 
nays upon concurring in the amendment made 
‘as in Committee of the Whole. 
= The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that if I 
understand this question, if I am correctly 
< informed, under the existing law and under 
the existing contracts this company is bound 
to carry the mails of the United States on all 
w the steamers it shall run for $500,000 a year 
until 1877. This company is now bound to 
“garry all our mails upon ail its steamers, more 
» or less, at least once a month, for the sum of 

: $500,000 a year. Now it is proposed by this 
amendment to the amendment to enter into a 

fresh contract to begin before the old contract 

is out, to carry on the same steamers which 
they may run, on which we are entitled to 
: have the mails carried at the existing contract 
price, an additional sum of $500,000. That 

l understand to be the question. If I am 

wrong, I hope some gentleman will correct 

me. IfI am vot wrong, I think it pretty plain 
that this amendment ought not to be adopted. 
Mr, COLE. I think the Senator does err a 
«little in this, that they are under no obligation 
-to carry the mail on any line except the China 
line uuder the existing contract; but the prop- 
osition is to bind them to carry the mail on 
ali their other lines. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
their other lines? 

Mr. COLE. From New York to Aspinwall, 
and from Panama to San Francisco, and from 
Yokohama to Shanghai, and some other lines 
at the other end; I do not remember the exact 
points, but they amount to thousands of miles 
over which they have steamers running, and 
“that is certainly a very large consideration in 

this matter, and I hope my friend will look 

upon it in that light. If they are willing to 
enter into that arrangement to carry the mails 
“in that way I think it is an important con- 
z sideration. l1 deemed this correction of the 
© Senator’s view necessary to this extent. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is one little diffi- 


What do you mean by 
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culty about that explanation, and that is that 
under this amendment as it reads I think the 
Senator himself would confess that the com- 
pany would not be bound to do any such thing, 
because, in the first place, the amendment 
most plainly refers to the existing contracts 
with the existing contractors, although it is 
open to competition for carrying the mails 
across the Pacific ocean, and it does not fairly 
refer to anything else. Therefore, the make- 
weight of toting the mails from here to Aspin- 
wall, and from here to everywhere else, will 
not apply in my opinion under this amend- 
ment. But suppose it did, then we should be 
entering into a universal partnership, so to 
speak, of carriage, that wherever this com- 
pany might choose to spread itself over the 
globe it should carry our mails at a lumped 
price everywhere. 

It is not according to the principles of busi- 
ness to enter into contracts of that kind. The 
Postmaster General must always have con- 
tracts to carry the mails on specific routes, 
from one specific place to another, so as to 
know where he is and what he is about, and 
how much the ocean postages to be allowed 
for it shall be, and all that sort of thing. So 
that it really returns to the simple proposi- 
tion whether this company, being now bound 
to carry our mails upon all their vessels across 
the Pacific at the rate of $500,000 a year, 
shall have a further contract made with them 
that we will pay them more. That is all there 
ig to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment, offered 
by the Senator from California, to change the 
date of the commencement of the contract 
from October 1 to July 1, 1878. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask my colleague to 
state the reason for that change. ‘The change 
shortens the time for the letting, and to that 
extent, of course, restricts competition for the 
contract. That is one disadvantage to result. 
There may be advantages which compensate, 
and I should like to ask what they are. . 

Mr. COLE. I do notinsist upon it; but if 
we can get the service sooner than October, 
1878, of course we should like to have it. If 
Senators do not think the increased service 
can be put upon the line at that time I have 
no objection to withdrawing the proposition. 
l supposed nobody would raise any objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw the amendment to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. COLE, Ifthere is any objection to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The time was extended 
on motion of the Senator from Vermont, | Mr. 
MORRILL, | who is not now in his seat. I 
should be glad if he were, because I think his 
views on the subject would doubtless be use- 
ful to the Senate. 

Mr. COLE. If my colleague objects to it, 
I will withdraw the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would rather make the 
time the 1st of September, which would be a 
compromise about half way between the two 
dates. Iam in favor, of course, of opening this 
contract to competition even although it may 
be a mere form. My judgment is that we never 
ought to put ourselves upon record on the 
statute-book of the United States as denying 
competition in great publie contracts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Cote] accept the 
suggestion of his colleague fixing the time as 
September ? 

Mr. COLE. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment chang- 
ing the time from the Ist of October to the 1st 
of September, 18738. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
done. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


I hope it will not be 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs upon the amendment, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. VICKERS. Imoveto amend the amend- 
ment by inserting the words ‘ which shall be 
constructed of iron” after the word ‘ steam- 
ers,” and I assure the Senator from Minnesota 
that I shall vote for that proposition to secure 
iron steamers. 

Mr. WINDOM. TI hope the gentleman will 
not desert his colors if I accept that. Does 
the Senator mean that the entire vessel, masts 
and all, shall be of iron? 

The Cuer Cuerg. If amendedas proposed, 
the amendment will then read: 

Ali steamers hereafter accepted for said service 
shall be of not less than four thousand tons register, 


and solely of American construction, and shall be 
of iron, 


Mr. WINDOM. Does the Senator mean 
wholly of iron. If it means an ordinary iron 
screw steamer, I will accept the amendment, 

Mr. VICKERS. It means what is under- 
stood by an iron vessel. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 know it to be the inten- 
tion to construct iron steam screw propellers 
of four thousand tons burden. I will accept 
it if I have a right to do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator has 
not the right now to accept the amendment. 
The amendment has been agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and the question is on con- 
curring in it; and the Senator from Maryland 
moved to amend the amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope it will be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 
and declared that the amendment to the 
amendment appeared to be agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I have no information on that 


question. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to be of iron. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless the Sen- 


ator from California demands a division, the 
question is settled. j 

Mr. COLE. I demand a division. We have 
the report of very skillful and reliable naval 
officers that iron ships are not the proper ships 
for the navigation of the Pacifie owing to 
reasons which they give. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are the reasons ? 

Mr. COLE. That the bottoms of the ves- 
sels become foul when of iron, quicker a great 
deal than when sheeted with copper. That I 
am told is the ease. Jam not skillful in these 
matters, nor have I any information directly 
onthe subject; but | have heard this from 
sources upon which I rely. I think it may be 
best really to have the ships built of wooden 
materials as usual for that particular trade. 
That is my judgment about it, though without 
any information from any persons who are 
interested in the subject. 

Mr. WINDOM. Í have information from 
the parties representing this company that 
they do propose to build these steamers of 
iron, and as I believe they arc more valuable 
I am perfectly willing that requirement shall 
be placed in the bill. I think for vessels of 
war it would be necessary. 

Mr. COLE. I withdraw the call for a 
division. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from California renew the demand for a 
division ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think I shall have to 
ask for a division for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the Senate to this subject, 
which is one of very great importance. Some 
Senator, I think the Senator from Oregon, 
[Mr. Corsett,] stated that it was impracti- , 
cable to ran iron ships on the Pacific ocean 
because of the excessive fouling on the ship’s 
bottom. I should like to inquire from that 
Senator, or any Senator who is better informed 
than I am on that subject, whether there is 
any difference between the waters of the 
Pacific and the waters of the Atlantic in that 
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respect. We know that of the great fleet of 
steamers plying between the port of New York 
and ports in Europe, one hundred or one hun- 
dred and fifteen in number, a large majority, 
probably three fourths, are iron, Among 
them are some of the fleetest steamers on the 
ocean, whether you speak of war steamers or 
merchant steamers. Of course if there is any- 
thing in the difficulty suggested as to the 
greater fouling of iron shipsin the Pacificocean 
than in the Atlantic ocean, that ought to be 
understood now. I should like to hear some 
Senator on that subject who is better informed 
than I can claim to be. 

Mr. CORBETT. In answer to the Senator 
from California I will simply say that the other 
day I stated what I had been informed of, I 
suppose reliably, that the waters of the Pa- 
cific being so much warmer than those of the 
Atlantic the iron ships foul there more readily, 
and itisimpracticableto usethem ; thatin those 
warm waters where they have been used it has 
proven so. J am told that lines to which Eng- 
land pays a large amount of money in the Hast 
India trade have made large offers for a paint 
that will act the same as the oxidation of the 
copper, so as to peel off the fouling that col- 
lects on the ship’s bottom. They had nearly, 
as they supposed, accomplished that, so that 
the paint peeled off and the foul left the ship ; 
but it commenced at once to fall away, the 
paint all peeled off, and consequently the thing 
became worse than ever. It was therefore 
found impracticable, and hence vessels to run 
in these seas must be coppered, because the 
gathering of the oxidation from the copper 
peels off the foul matter as soon as it rises to 
any extent, thereby leaving the ship clear. 
The difference between the Atlantic and 
Pacific is that the greater friction upon the 
Atlantie, it being more stormy and the waters 
more cold, this founl matter does not gather to 
the same extent that it does upon the Pacifice. 
That I have been informed is the case, and I 
suppýse it to be a correct statement of the 
acis, 

Mr. BAYARD. Ibegto makea contribu- 
tion to this question, rather against the theory 
of my honorable friend from Oregon. Almost 
all the steamships that run between Panama 
and San Francisco, that ply in the Pacific 
waters, were built at Wilmington, Delaware; 
they are iron ships, and no such trouble has 
been found, at least none suflicient to over- 
come the superior advantages of material giv- 
ing the light draught in the waters of the Pacific, 
where it is almost a necessity. Although there 
may be something in the southern seas which 
may make wood preferable to iron for the 
transportation of fruits and such matters, and 
although it may be true that the iron may foul 
more quickly than wood, yet nevertheless it 
can be cleaned. The presence of a ship in a 
fresh-water creek or river for even a few hours 
is sufficient entirely to kill this crustaceous 
formation and to rid the ship entirely of it. 
Indeed, one of the great advantages of iron 
ships over wooden ships is that they escape 
the vast expense of coppering or painting, 
both of which are avoided in a great measure 
by the use of zine paint, as I am told, a very 
abundant material in this country, which al- 
most obviates any difficulty with crustaceous 
formations upon iron rather than upon wood. 
I know the fact that the very practical men 
who are engaged in the lines of steamers in 
the Gulf of Mexico, and on the southern side 
of Mexico in the Pacific, continue to give the 
preference largely to iron-built ships. There- 
fore, in the amendment which the Senate has 
already signified its assent to informally thus 
far, 1 think there is everything that is reason- 
able, and that no one contemplating the crea- 
tion of a line of mail steamers of this magni- 
tude should hesitate to adopt the materiai of 
iron in preference to wood. 

Mr. WINDOM. Tam not able to theorize 
on this subject, for I kuow very little about it, 


but several questions were suggested the other 
day when thisamendment was under considera- 
tion, and I addressed a note to Mr. Richard 
B. Irvin, who has for several years had charge 
of the affairs of this company at San Francisco, 
asking among other questions one with refer- 
ence to this point, and I will read you the 
answer: 

“All our new ships will be iron propellers of not 
less than five thousand tons register.’’ 

Upon that I feel justified in accepting the 
amendment. s 

Mr. CORBETT. I withdraw any objection 
to the amendment. 

Mr. VICKERS. Ithink the Senator from 
Oregon must have been misinformed in some 
respects in relation to the subject-matter, for 
I understand that all the steamships thattrade 
from England to Australia and China are built 
of iron; and we have heard no complaint 
against those ships. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the amendment. offered by the Senator from 
Maryland to the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I am satisfied that so far 
as the objection of the Senator from Oregon 
is concerned it can scarcely be considered as 
well founded. I do not think he is at all cor- 
rect in supposing that the waters of the Pacific 
on the route over which these ships have to run 
are warmer than those of the Atlantic. So 
far as our coast is concerned, and for a great 
many miles beyond it, there is no doubt that, 
taking the average temperature summer and 
winter, they are fully as cool as the waters of 
the Atlantic. They are much colder in sum- 
mer than those of the Atlantic. 

Then the Senator from Maryland who last 
spoke suggested a well-known fact, which is 
pretty nearly conclusive on this subject. He 
referred to the fact that the large lines of 
English steamers running into the China seas 
and between England and Point de Galle are 
all of iron. Those steamers, of course, have 
to pass through the tropics at least twice on 
each round trip. If they have found no diff- 
culty in regard to the use of iron as a material 
for ship-building, I do not think any can apply 
in regard to the steamers on our China line; 
therefore I withdraw my demand for a division. 

Mr. CORBELT. Imay have been misin- 
formed. I simply gave the information as it 
was given to me by persons interested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Maryland, requiring the ships to be constructed 
of iron, to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
a division. 
made it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
amendment to the amendment has been agreed 
to; and the question recurs on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole as amended. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, I am satis- 
fied in my own mind that these ships will be 
put on this line if this increase of subsidy shall 
not occur, 

The honorable Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
KeLLY] a day or two since caused to be read 
the published notice of the company that they 
would put on semi-monthly service beginning 
on the 15th of May. I have in my hand a 
copy of the Commercial Herald, a paper 
which purports to be published in San Fran- 
cisco, of the date of April 19, in which I find, 
under the head of ‘review of the market,” 
statements which would seem to corroborate 
the allegations of the published notice of the 
company. Here is one statement: 

“We have official authority for stating that the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company will, on the 18th 


May, begin their semi-monthly mail serviee to 
China and Japan.” 


Ido not know how credible this paper is; I 


I withdraw the call for 
I believe I was the only one who 


do not know how reliable its market news may 
be; but here is a broad statement that they ~ 
have official—— 

Mr. COLE. Read the next sentence. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iwill do that presently. I “ 
will read the whole paragraph: ; 

“We have official authority for stating that the 
Pacifie Mail Steamship Company will, on the 18th 
May, begin their semi-monthly mail service to Ching 
and Japan, relying with confidence upon the Gov- 
ernment to pay the increased subsidy required for < 
so important a service to the country at large. The 
fact is, the growing business between here and ports 
in China and Japan absolutely demands a fortnightly 
steam. communication. and unless promptly fur- 
nished by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, the 
tea trade must seck other and less desirable channels, 
Nothing definite is yet known in regard to a tri- 
monthly steam service to and from New York via 
Panama and way ports, as reported, but it is very 
clear that the growing trade-wants of the coast 
require it speedily.” ; 

Now, Mr. President, if this is a reliable 
publication, it is very clear that this company 
decided to put on this additional service, and 
to begin on the 15th or 18th day of this month. 
It is also clear that they were not depending, 
wholly at least, on receiving this increased 
subsidy a sa condition-precedent. It is clear to 
my mind that the ships are already built, for 
ships of five thousand tons burden could not 
have been built between the two dates. It ig 
also clear to my mind that they are about to put 
on these ships because, in their opinion, the 
commercial wants of the country require them ; 
thatis to say, it will be a service that will pay 
the owners of the ships ; for in connection with 
their statement in relation to the direct line 
across the Pacific they say that the commercial 
wants of the coast are such as to require an 
additional service from San Francisco to the 
Isthmus, and also the connecting link from the 
Isthmus to New York. I know that newspaper 
statements are not always absolutely reliable. 
The Senators who represent that part of our 
country will know more about the credibility 
of this paper than I know. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
Towa to read the last sentence of that article 
again about the Panama line. I did not quite 
catch it. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘Nothing definite is yet 
known in regard to a tri-monthly steam ser- 
vice to and from New York via Panama and 
way ports, as reported, but it is very clear that 
the growing trade-wants of the coast require 
it speedily.” . 

i draw this conclusion from these state- 
ments : that the increased commercial demands 
of the country require an increased steamship 
service; that this company decided to put on 
the additional ships; that they expected to 
receive remuneration from this as a legitimate 
commercial business; that they have already 
procured the ships; that they designed to put 
them on upon the 15th of this month; but 
have concluded that they will apply for a sub- 
sidy and secure that if they can. As I re- 
marked a day or two since, I have no criti- 
cism to make on this action of the company, 
this temporary delay, and their desire to in- 
crease the profits of their business by an 
enlarged subsidy; but it does seem to me that 
these facts, which thus crop out unsought, are 
sufficient to justify the Senate in refusing to 
enlarge the subsidy. 

There is another consideration that induces 
me to draw this conclusion. If it is necessary 
I will move an amendment in order to speak 
three or four minutes longer, as I see my 
time is about out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
appeals for an extension of time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I must object. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will move to amend the 
amendment if it becomes necessary, but 
would prefer not to resort to these parliament- 
ary tactics in order to obtain three or four 
minutes of time. 


Mr. WINDOM. If it is only three or four 
| minutes I will not object: but I give notice 
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fter. 
» The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
om Minnesota withdraws his objection. The 
air hears no objection to the extension of 
time the Senator from Iowa desires, and he 
will proceed. 
Mr. HARLAN. This proposition does not 
come from the committee that would ordin- 
arily take charge of such a subject. It does 
not come primarily from the Post Office Com- 
mittee, that would be consulted if it was sup- 
posed it was necessary to increase the number 
of mails to be carried annually across the 
< Pacific on this line. Nor does it come from 
=the Committee on Commerce. The chairman 
of that committee we all know is very faithfal 
n the performance of his duty in the position 
“in which he has been placed by the Senate. 
The chairman of that committee has not yet 
said to the Senate that in his opinion the in- 
terests of commerce require this increased 
largess. It is suggested that it comes from 
ithe Committee on Appropriations. 
ṣa Mr. POMEROY. No; the Committee on 
< Post Offices and Post Roads. 
¿3c Mr, HARLAN. As I understand it, this is 
: an amendment proposed by the Committee on 
i Appropriations. - 
> « Mr. WINDOM. It came to the Committee 
on Appropriations from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads with their recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Appro- 
 priatious is expected, theoretically, to con- 
+ fine its action to amendments necessary to 
carry into effect existing laws. In its capa- 
city as an appropriation committee it is not 
expected to originate measures, but only to 
report to the Senate the amount of money 
which may be necessary in its judgmegt to 
. garry into effect laws that are now on the 
. statute-book. It is not, therefore, probable 
` that that committee would give to a sub- 
ject of this kind that close attention and that 
usiness knowledge which the Senate would 
have a right to expect from the Committee on 
Commerce. If it were shown clearly that the 
` interests of commerce really demand an in- 
creased subsidy on this or any other line, I 

would not, in my place in the Senate, object 

to sach subsidy. I can very well perceive 
that an advance of money to establish a line 
opening up new avenues of trade might re- 
sult in great pecuniary advantage to the peo- 
ple of the United States. But it does seem 
to me that the Senate can well afford to wait 
until the proper organ of the Senate, to whom 
such subjects are usually confided, is prepared 
to advise the Senate to make such an appro- 
priation in the interests of commerce. 
Recurring to the suggestion made, that the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
originated this amendment, allow me to say 
that they are not charged by the Senate with 
the investigation of subjects relating to com- 
merce, but merely in relation to the estab- 
` lishment of post roads and post offices. Now, 
sir, it has not been called in question that this 
company is already bound, under an existing 
contract, which will not terminate until some 
time in the year 1877, to carry the mails on 
this line as often as they send ships, so that 
this appropriation is not necessary to secure 
the carrying of the mail. It is also true, as I 
need not inform any Senator, that if this com- 
pany should fail to put on these ships it will not 
defeat a semi- monthly mail, for under existing 
laws the Postmaster General can coutract with 
avy sea-going ship between these ports for 
carrying the mail, they receiving therefor the 
ocean postages on the mails carried. Contracts 
similar to this exist between the Post Office 
Department and ships now crossing the At- 
lantic. The ships that carry our. Atlantic 
mails are paid, as I understand, the ocean 
| postages, and it amounts to ample compensa- 
tion, justifying them in taking charge of those 
=: mails, No one conversant with our commerce 


hat I shall insist on enforcing the rule here- | 


j 


will pretend, I think, that there are no other 
ships passing between these ports that could 
carry the mails. The published tables show that 
there is a very large commerce carried on now 
between these ports that is not carried in 
tbese ships. 

I rely, however, chiefly on the fact which is, 
I think, plain to everybody, that these ships 
will be put on whether this subsidy shall be 
increased or not, that the company decided to 
put them on, that they published notice to the 
world by their properly authorized agents that 
they would start the first semi-monthly ship on 
the 15th of this month. I was reminded a 
day or two since by the honorable Senator 
from Minnesota that they had reprimanded 
this agent, and I am not sure, but it is said he 
was discharged from service on account of 
having made that publication. 

Mr. WINDOM. Allow me to correct the 
Senator. J did not state that they had repri- 
manded any agent. I stated thatthe old board 
had decided to put on this new line, that the 
stockholders found it so objectionable that they 
removed the old board; it worked a revolu- 
tion in the board; and that no such line would 
be put on. I now say that from further invest- 
igation of this subject, and a very careful one, 
I am perfectly satisfied that no such line will 
be put on unless some assistance is given, and 
I am further satisfied of the truth of the state- 
ment I read the other day from the London 
papers, that a British line will be put on in 
less than two months to run between these 
ports, and that our last line will be driven 
from the Pacific ocean unless Congress does 
something to assist it. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ido not call in question 
the absolute candor of the honorable Senator. 
I have no doubt he is as sincere in his convic- 
tions on this point as I am, or as any other 
Senator on this foor is; but I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the facts as they have 
cropped out through the public press, and to 
the additional fact that the Committee on 
Commerce, who ought to be as watchful of 
all these subjects as the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, have not up to this 
time been prepared to recommend this meas- 
ure. I believe no member of that committee, 
as such, has uttered one word in its defense. 
I feel nearly sure that the chairman of that 
committee will not, unless he should change 
his mind by facts that may hereafter be elicited. 

Mr. President, in the face of these facts what 
rebutting testimony have we? The loose state- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Minne- 
sota—he will pardon me for the use of such a 
phrase—that an owner of a steamship line re- 
siding in England will put ona line and receive 
a subsidy if this Government should not subsi- 
dize this line. Whence this information? 

Mr. WINDOM. From the public papers 
and from telegraphic dispatches from London. 
That the line will be put on, there is no doubt. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘Then that information is 
no more reliable, to say the least of it, than 
the information we have bere in the public 
journals to which I have referred. It would 
not be very difficult for a company who had 
an interest amounting to $5,000,000 involved 
in the creation of such a statement to secure 
the transmission of such a telegram and to 
secure considerable currency to such a rumor, 
that if we did not increase this subsidy some- 
body else would drive these ships off that line. 

Why, sir, if it is true that commerce has so 
increased that in response to its demand these 
ships are to be put on, (and that fact has not 
been called in question,) if this company should 
abandon it, others will take it up, and if the 
contract with the Postmaster General is in 
the usual terms of post office contracts the 
Postmaster General can compel them to con- 
tinue at least the service they now have on the 
line or can hire its performance by others at 
their expense. 

So there is no probability of their absolutely 
abandoning the line. The only practical ques- 


tion is whether they will fail to put on the 
semi-monthly service. There are no facts 
here, as it seems to me, of sufficient gravity 
to justify the Senate in drawing the conclusion 
that this company has not already prepared 
to put these ships on. How could the old 
board have decided to put these ships on, 
beginning on the 15th of May, if they had not 
already procured the ships? I cannot believe 
that the directors of a company owning prop- 
erty worth many million dollars would publish 
to the world an invitation for passengers and 
freight for a semi-monthly line to begin fifteen 
days or a month from the date of the publica- 
tion, if they had not already made their ar- 
rangements for the ships. Why, sir, ships of 
five thousand tons burden are not spoken into 
existence bya word. They are not ordinarily 
the creation of thirty days’ labor ; they require 
some preparation for their production. As 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota has 
indicated, in proposing that this contract 
should take effect more than a year hence, he 
contemplates the fact that the production of 
such ships will require more than a month's 
time for their creation. But a month since 
the old board published a notice inviting pas- 
sengers and freight on the 15th of this month. 

Mr. WINDOM. It was either in October 
or November last that that statement was 
made. 

Mr. HARLAN. The one I have read was 
April 18. 

Mr. WINDOM. That distinctly states that 
it was relying on Congress for assistance ; and 
it does not come from the board or anybody 
having authority. 

Mr. HARLAN. Not at all, merely a news- 
paper statement, under the marked head of 
a journal published in the city of San Fran- 
cisco, the terminus of this line. As I before 
observed, I do not suppose that this could be 
relied on as legal evidence in a court of jus- 
tice, but it is altogether as reliable as any 
adverse statement that has been produced. 
There is no contradicting evidence more re- 
liable, as far as Í have been informed, than 
the testimony that { have produced. 

Then would Senators be justifiable in voting 
away $5,000,000 with such a statement of facts? 
If these ships were prepared and were under 
the control of this company when they invited 
the public to be ready to send freight and pas- 
sengers semi-monthly from the 15th day of 
this month, then if is not necessary to vote 
$5,000,000 in order to induce them to pur- 
chase or build the ships. If itis not thus 
necessary, J am at a loss to see how Senators 
can vote so large a subsidy five years in ad- 
vance of the termination of the present con- 
tract and in the absence of any recommenda- 
tion from the proper organ of the Senate, the 
Committee on Commerce, whose duty it is to 
be ears, and eyes, and tongue for the Senate 
on that subject. It is their duty to hear, to 
see, and to speak to the Senate on the subject 
committed to their particular supervision. 
The Senate has a right to hear from that com- 
mittee. It is their duty to investigate and to 
enlighten the Senate so that other Senators 
may avail themselves of the research which 
they are supposed to bring to bear on the sub- 
jects committed to their charge. 

Sir, it is wrong to require any one Senator 
to investigate personally every subject that is 
brought to the attention of the Senate. I 
suppose the appointment of standing commit- 
tees was devised originally to obviate that 
necessity. Early after my entrance as a mem- 
ber of this body, I remember hearing old Sen- 
ators make observations to this effect: that 
no Senator had aright to state a fact in the 
presence of the Senate until after he had 
given it thorough attention and investigation 
in order that every other Senator might rely 
on his statement; that it was his duty to look 
down to the bottom of every subject submitted 
to him forinvestigation.. The fair division of 
labor requires this. 
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Now, sir, while I would not criticise any 
committee for assuming jurisdiction over a 
subject that has not been committed to it by 
the Senate, for every Senator is a Senator at 
large, and of course has the right, in bis ca- 
pacity as a member of-this body, to investi- 
gate and bring before the Senate any subject 
which he thinks the public interest requires to 
be considered-—— 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator does 
not mean that the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads did not have this subject re- 
ferred to them by the Senate? ‘They sent 
memorials and bills there. We had two bills 
and three or four memorials, all sent to us by 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have already alluded to 
that feature of the ease, Mr. President. So 
far as the carrying of an increased number of 
mails on this line is concerned, it was of 
course a legitimate subject for investigation on 
the part of the Committee on Post Olfices and 
Post Roads. But Senators know well enough 
that this proposed subsidy is not in the inter- 
est of the Post Office service. It is not on 
that idea that it has been proposed. All the 
arguments which have been presented in the 
Senate are on the theory that the interests of 
commerce require it, and Ihave been attempt- 
ing to present the subject to the Senate from 
that stand-point, from the commercial stand- 
point, and { repeat that the organ of the Sen- 
ate on that subject has not advised it. The 
organ of the Senate on that subject has not 
uttered one word in its support. 

If it were possible to believe in the existence 
of a mere job—and that word has been used 
in the debate in this connection heretofore— 
I think I would be justifiable in saying that 
this comes as near in looking at it from my 
stand-poiut, as anything L have ever known to 
be presented to this body. We have an exist- 
ing contraet to carry the mails on this line, 
monthly, until some time in 1877, with an 
implied contract to carry the mail on every 
ship that that contracior may have on that 
line, if so required by the Post Office Depart- 
ment. We have the fact before us pretty well 
ostablished, I think, that the company do 
intend 1o put on this line semi-monthily service. 
If they do, the appropriation of no additional 
dollar is necessary to secure the semi-monihly 
service, [tis stated that they have proposed 
to do this, and are about to do it, because the 
increased demands of commerce require it. 
Then the increase of this service will not 
depend on this additional appropriation. It 
of course will enhance the value of the prop- 
erly owned by these people, because it will 
increase probably their dividends should their 
business be a profitable business, and I could 
not criticise them for desiring this enhanced 
value to their property. 1 do noteriticise them 
for applying for an increased mail subsidy; 
bat, as l look at it, there are no public inter- 
ests that justify the Senate in voting it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam so anxious to obtain 
avote on this proposition and to complete this 
bill, that I shall not, I think, even occupy the 
five minutes allowed me under the rule. Cer- 
tainty I shall not transgress the rule, and I 
give notice now that so long as I have the 
management of this bill I will not consent to 
anybody else transgressing it in future. 

I desire to refer to one or two points in the 
speech just made by the honorable Senator 
from Iowa. He intimates in the close of his 
remarks that this isa job. I am well aware 
that that is the hue and cry raised against 
every measure, or which can be raised against 
every measure, without the slightest foundation, 
without the slightest reason lor alleging it. 
Let me say, Mr. President, that in matters of 
this kind, where companies like this have stock 
outstanding, there may very frequently be 
jobs on other sides as well as on the side f rep- 
resent, for if parties in Wall street in the city 
of New York have sold a large amount of 


stock ‘‘short,’’ it would be a nice job for them | 


to prevent this Government granting any aid, 
let this line break down, and make a large 
amount of money on their “short’’ stocks. 
There may be a job on the other side as well 
ag on this. I am not aware of any on thig, I 
am certain. 

Sir, where is the job in this when it is pro- 
posed that the contract shall be let to the 
lowest bidder? We do not propose to let it to 
any company, but it is to be advertised for 
sixty days and the lowest bidder is to take it. 

We are told that this is such a vast amount 
of money that it will be an immense thing for 
this company or any other—$5,000,000, we are 
told, for nothing, for the commerce of this 
line will itself pay the amount! Mr. Presi- 
dent, if that is true, what is the answer to it? 
Open it to all the people of this whole coun- 
try; let every man bid. If it is a bonus of 
$5,000,000 when the thing will pay of itself, 
there are certainly other people who will bid 
as well as this company. There is no job in 
it. Itis an open, fair, honest transaction for 
the purpose of securing-additional service on 
this line. 

If Great Britain or any other foreign coun- 
try should by her power upon the ocean sink 
one of our ships, there is not a Senator on 
this floor who would not be willing to spend 
$500,000,000 to replace it and punish the 
nation that committed the outrage ; but Great 
Britain by her better siatesmanship, by her 
diplomacy, has nearly driven our steamships 
from the ocean; we have but one or two lines 
left; aud now we propose, by denouncing this 
measure as ‘‘ajob,’’ to permit her to drive 
oif about the only line we have left. 

Itis stated that this subject has not been 
investigated ; that no proper person has exam- 
ined it. What are the facts? It has been 
examined by two committees, the Committee 
on Commerce and the Committee on Post 
Oilices and Post Roads in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It has been examined by two 
commiitees in the Senate. It has been rec- 
ommended substantially by the President of 
the United States and by three of the present 
Cabinet officers of the United States. 
friend from Nevada [ Mr. Nye} showed yester- 
day, itis earnestly recommended by the can- 
didate of what is called the Liberal Republican 
party for the Presidency. Way, sir, it has been 
recommended by everybody who has ever ex- 
| amined the subject and carefuily and fairly 

investigated its merits. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the honorable Senator 
will allow me, do I understand him to say that 
the Committee on Commerce in the House 


recommended it? 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido. Iam so informed. 

Mr. HARLAN. Wasthe proposition in the 
pending bill as it came from the House 
reported by them ? 

Mr. WiNDOM. The amendment was of- 
fered. as I understand it, by the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce in the House. 
It is true it was defeated by a very small 
majority. Two committees of the Senate act- 
ing upon it, believing it ought to pass, recom- 
mended it also. It seems to me this matter 
has been as thoroughly investigated as any 

question can be. 
i One word farther as to whether this service 
will be put on or not. Ihave examined, aad 
other members of the committee have exam- 
ined that point carefully, and we know that 
this newspaper statement, based as it states 


will grant aid, means nothing more nor less 
than what it states on the face of it, that rely- 
ing on the anticipated aid they did anticipate 
putting on this additional service. In addi- 
tion to that I have already stated the explan- 
ation of the issuing of that notice. That is 
clearly before the Senate 

Į believe my five minutes are not quite up, 
but being anxious for a vote, I will not further 
occupy the time of the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I listened with a great 


As my | 


on the face of it on the belief that Congress | 


deal of attention to the Senator from Iowa, 
[Mr. Harrax.] The point which he made 
against the amendment now to be voted upon 
was founded upona statement that the com- 
pany intended to put on the additional service 
at all events. 1 suggest to the Senator whether 
that is a conclusive reason against the amend- 
ment? I suggest whether the true consid- 
eration should not be, is it a proper case 
for further aid by the Government? Is the aid 
greater than should be rendered under the 
circumstances? 

The British Government and its policy have 
been frequently referred to in this debate, per- 
haps not improperly. 1 understand that Gov- 
ernment commenced with a subsidy to tha 
Cunard line when it was a small line running 
but a few steamers, and struggling as it were 
for an existence. My impression is—and if I 
am wrong I hope some Senator better informed 
will correct me—that as the company increased 
its service, and of course increased its steam- 
ers from time to time, the British Government 
increased the aid given. That demonstrates 
that, so far as that Government is concerned, 
there has been nothing in its large experience 


on the subject to prevent it giving additional 


aid in the circumstance that additional service 
was to be rendered, or indeed was contem- 
plated, because of course when the number 
of steamships, such as those used upon that 
line, is increased from time to time, as the 
Senator from Iowa very well says, that is not 
athing to be done by word of mouth. You 
cannot speak into existence one, two, three, 
or four first-class steamships for the Atlantic 
service. It must have been understood be- 
forehand that the company was prepared to 
make an additional service and wouid do it. 


| Doubtiess it was upon that full understanding 


befogehand that the British Government acted 
in increasing the subsidy from time to time. 
I suggest to him, therefore, (because I recog- 
nize the necessity for satisfying the mind of 
the Senate upon this subject,) whether what I 
have stated may not go very far to remove his 
objection so far as it rests upon the ground of 
a determination already announced by the 
company to increase the service some time in 
this month? : . 

Mr. HARLAN. In response to the interrog- 
atory remark of the honorable Senator from 
California, I would say very frankly that the 
fact that they have already determined to put 
ships on I do not think is absolutely conclusive 
that no additional aid may not be necessary ; 
bat I will observe also in this connection to the 
honorable Senator from California that this is 
avicious Class of legislation, Voting bounties 
or subsidies to stimulate the investment of 
capital in any particular brauch of business 1s 
not a desirable class of legislation. It might 
stimulate the production of corn in Iowa if 
Congress would vote an appropriation to pay 
to John Doe and Richard Roe twenty-live 
cents a bushel bounty on all the corn they may 
raise in the next ten years. J have no doubt 
it would increase the amount of corn that those 
two individuals would produce. But ought it 
to be voted on thataccount? And yetir might 
be wise in a certain condition of things to give 
a bounty for the prodaction of cereals within 
a given district in a new country where the 
Government might have posts, have an Army 
to supply; or if it were very desirable to 
hasten the settlement of any particular part 
of our country it might be proper to give & 
bounty on farm products; yet it is a vicious 
kind of legislation that ought not to be 1n- 
dulged in in the absence of a clear necessity. 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator will yield for a 
moment, as he cites one case, let me cite 
another. ‘lake the case of the carrying the 
mail in remote settlements. That isa parallel 
ease. The Government really pays a great 
deal more than it receives in carrying the mails 
in Iowa and the remote Territories. Is that 
vicious legislation? 

Mr. HARLAN. That isnot so in Iowa now. 
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There is an excess of postage in Iowa over the 
ost of carrying the mails. ; 

Mr. COLE. One other question. The Eng- 
ish Government pays for carryiug the mails 
yom Liverpool and London to these very 
iguntries, China and Japan, two and a quarter 
millions in gold a year. Will the Senator 
ell me why England does that ‘‘ foolish’? 


hing? 
Mr, HARLAN. I will attempt to reply to 
the ‘honorable Senator’s suggestions in their 
order. I know the Government does pay for 
carrying the mails in the newly-settled parts 
of our country a price in excess of the post- 
“age collected on those lines, and I think it is 
justifiable from the consideration that I have 
heretofore referred to. It tends to stimulate 
“the settlement of the country and is desirable, 
and in that sense it may be desirable to give a 
“bounty for the establishment of lines of com- 
“merce between our country and remote parts 
of the world. This I concede. It may be so. 
But what 1 insist on is that it is a vicious kind 
“of legislation which ought not to be indulged 
jn in the absence of the clearest necessity. The 
justification ought to be clear and undoubted, 
pecause it is not in the order of paying a quid 
pro quo, paying a fair value for service per- 

formed, it is paying an excess over the value 
of the service performed with the hope of 
deriving remote benefits. It ought to be clearly 
established that these remote benefits will 
accrue, and that they are dependent on the 
appropriation. If it is doubiful whether the 

* benefits will accrue, or if it is really certain 

that they will accrue in the absence of the 
` bounty, then it seems to me to be clear that 

Congress ought not to grant it. 

co Now, in relation to what England does, I 
will concede that the English are a very wise 

people, and yet I should regret to live to see 
the day when this Government will adopt the 
policy which is enforced in England ; a policy 
that makes the rich man richer and the poor 
man poorer}; a policy that is in the interest of 
¿ the few and against the many; a policy that is 
grinding down the masses of the people to a 
mere mass of paupers. They may buildup mer- 
chant marine and develop merchant princes 
from day to day by this kind of largesses, 
but it is the duty of those who ask the Ameri- 
can Senate to adopt the policy of England to 
show that it will be to the interest of the 
masses of our people to adopt their system of 
government. Ido not think it is clear that it 
is for the interests of the laboring people of 
Great Britain that vast bounties should be 
given to steamship companies. There may 
be collateral motives that induce these appro- 
priations by the British Parliament. There 
may be the younger sons of noble lords who 
would be paupers were not places provided 
for them, were they not built up as merchant 
princes, if places were not provided for them 
in their merchant marine, in the army, or in 
the church. There may be reasons for voting 
bounties to steamship lines by the British Par- 

Hament that would not justify the American 

Congress in voting such supplies. 

Now I return with my demand, not I hope 
in any offensive sense, that the friends of this 
measure shall show that this increased bounty, 
amounting in the aggregate to $5,000,000, 
which is nota trivial sum, is necessary in order 
to secure the establishment of a semi-monthly 
line of steamships from the western coast of 
this country to China. I do not think the facts 
have been adduced which make it clear that it 
is necessary, and in the absence of such facts 
I could not myself vote, nor advise others to 
vote for such an appropriation. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in thechair.) The Senator’s time 
has expired. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. Let it be 


read. 
_ The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 


was on page 6, section four, line eight, after 


the word ‘‘ dollars’’ to insert : 


And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the lowest bidder, after sixty days’ 
public notice, for a term of ten years, from and 
after the ist day of October, 1873, for theconveyance 
of an additional monthly mail on the said route, at 
a compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage 
now paid under the existing contracts, and upon 
the same conditions and limitations as prescribed 
by the existing acts of Congress in reference thereto, 
and the respective contracts made in pursuance 
thereof; and the contractors under the provisions 
of this section shall be required to carry the United 
States mails during the existence of their contracts, 
without additional charge, on all the steamers they 
may run upon said line, or any part of it, or any 
branch or extension thereof: Provided, That all 
steamships hereafter accepted for said service shall 
be of not less than four thousand tons register each, 
and shall be built of iron, and wholly of American 
construction, and shall be so constructed as to be 
readily adapted to the armed naval service of the 
United States in time of war, and before acceptance 
the officers by whom they are inspected shall report 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
with: Provided, That in all cases the officers of the 
ships employed in the service herein provided for 
shall be citizens of the United States, and that per- 
sons of foreign birth who have, according to law, 
declared their intention to become citizens of the 
United States, may be employed as though they 
were citizens of the United States within the mean- 
ing of this section, or of any act or acts specified in 
the actof June 28, 1864. And the Government of 
the United States shall have the right in case of 
war to take for the use of the United States any of 
the steamers of said line, and in such case pay a 
reasonable compensation therefor. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Is that amendment open 
to further amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I observe there are two 
different phrases used there to apply to the 
same thing ; one is ‘‘in case of war,’’ and the 
other is ‘in time of war.”’ I think ‘in case of 
war’ isa better phrase, because it does not 
limit the power of the Government to the 
actual condition of war. I move, instead of 
the word ‘‘ time,’’ where it occurs in that con- 
nection, that the word ‘‘case”’ be used. 

Mr. WINDOM. There is no objection to 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That verbal 
amendment will be made if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think there ought also 
to be the usual limitation on the purchase of 
these vessels by the Government, that the 
price paid shall in no case exceed the original 
cost. I suppose the chairman of the commit- 
tee will accept that amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that might be 
considered as a rule of damages very unfavor- 
able to the Government. Itis hardly possi- 
ble that the vessels will not be less valuable 
if they are ever purchased by the Government 
than they are now. I am afraid that if we fix 
a maximum we shall fixtheprice. lagree with 
the Senator entirely in his idea; but the price 
of the vessels will undoubtedly go down. At 
least that would be the natural law. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If there is danger of 
any such result, of course I do not wish to 


‘pressthe amendment, and I admit, consider- 


ing the knowledge of the official mind gener- 
ally speaking, it does frequently happen that 
a negation is construed to mean an affirma- 


tion. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is very often the 
case. Ihave observed that in statutes limit- 
ing the amount, saying that it shall not exceed 
so much, they almost always go up to that 


amount. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio a question, whether it was 
the experience in our late civil war after the 
war broke out that the price of vessels went 
down? Why, sir, vessels that were not worth 
$20,000 brought $100,000; some not worth 
$5,000 brought $80,000 within a few days alter 
the war broke out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator really 
thinks it is the interest of the Government to 
fix the price in this way, I have no objection, 
although I think myself the price of the ves- 


sels will necessarily and naturally go down 
every day. 

Mr. STOCKTON. What I think on the 
question I did not state. I simply wanted to 
correct what I thought was a misapprehension 
of the Senator from Ohio. If these vessels 
are taken they are to be taken when war 
breaks out, and then if there is no limit the 
price will be doubled. They will make the 
same speculation in a time of trouble and ne- 
cessity that everybody did at the opening of 
the rebellion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think we might as well 
try the insertion of those words if we have not 
tried it before. 

The Cuter Cerk. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by inserting after the words 
t‘ compensation therefor,’’ the words: 

Provided, That the price paid shall in no case 
exceed the original cost of the vessel so taken, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now recurs on concurring in the amend- 
ment as amended, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. i 

‘The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RICE. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Fre- 
LINGHUYSEN.] He would vote *“ nay,” and I 
should vote ‘* yea,’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
AMES, ] who would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I should: 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. WRIGHT. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. 
Ramsry.] He would vote ‘yea,’ and I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. KELLY, (after first voting in the 
negative.) I voted “nay,” forgetting that E 
was paired with the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Kettoac.] I therefore ask 
to have name my withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s vote will be withdrawn if there be no 
objection. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 
20 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Caldwell, Casserly. Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Logan, 
Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, West, 
and Windom—26, , 

NAYS—Messrs. Aleorn, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Chandler, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Harlan, Johnston, Morton, Norwoed, 


Pratt, Sauisbury, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, and 
Vicker: 


ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Cameron Carpenter, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Texas, iil, 
Howe, Kellogs, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine. 
Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Wilson, 
and Wright—28. 

So the amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred iu. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next and 
last reserved amendment is the one reserved 
by the chairman of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads in regard to printed 
envelopes. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was on page 3, line forty-nine, to strike out 
the words ‘fa printed request to return the 
letter to the writer,” and to insert ‘‘the words, 
“if not delivered in days, return to gt 
so that the proviso will read: 

Provided, That no envelope, as furnished by the 
Government, shall contain any lithographing or 
engraving, and no printing except the words “if 
not delivered in —— days, return to ——.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair what is the state of that part of the 
House bill which was under discussion yester- 
day when | was obliged to go away, respect- 
ing people engaged in the Departments acting 
as counsel afterward? I know by the Globe 
that the section was stricken out yesterday, 
but I wish to know what is its present state in 
the Senate. i 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt was stricken 
out, and that was among the amendments that 
were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senate would 
be good enough to regard that particular 
amendment as reserved and not concurred in, 
so that we may have a vote upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection it will be considered as reserved. 
The Senator might move it himself; but still, 
perhaps it would be better to reserve it, be- 
cause if concurred in it will then remain in the 
text of the bill, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
general consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont moves to reconsider the vote on con- 
curring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, striking out the sixth 
section, so that this one amendment may be 
considered as reserved. If there be no objec- 
tion that order will be made, and it will be 
considered as reserved. 

Mr. SPRAGUL. I desire to interpose an 
objection. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly a ma- 

jority can reconsider, as it is within the time 
tor reconsideration. The Senator from Ver- 
mont states that he was out of the Senate at 
the time this section was voted upon, and he 
desires to have it still pending in the Senate. 
He can only reach it by reconsidering the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
amendment agreed to in committee, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It wasa section 
in the bill that was stricken out in committee, 
and the amendment striking it out was con- 
curred in by the Senate. It is now out of the 
bill. If the Senator from Rhode Island in- 
sists on his point the Chair must take the 

sense of the Senate on the reconsideration. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I suggest in the absence 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPEN- 
ven, ] who moved that the section be stricken 
out, courtesy to him, at any rate, would re- 
quire that action should be delayed until he 
should be present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Let it be reserved by 


Exactly the same cour- 


tesy is due to the Senator from Wisconsin that | 


was due to me, as I suppose we stand ona 
precise equality, I was out yesterday when 
the Senate struck out this section. 
to-day when I wish the Senate to vote on the 
question of retaining it in an amended form, 
so that I hope it will not be objectionable. I 
is proper to say. also, that I shall regard my- 
self as paired with the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, for yesterday when I was obliged to go 
away he was kind enough to pair with me. F 
had no idea that the bill would progress so far 
that a vote could not be had in the Senate to- 
day on the section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont does not desire that this shall 
be now concurred in, but that it shall be re- 
served for a vole in the Senate. If there be 
no objection it will be regarded as reconsid- 
ered and the amendment be reserved. 
be the third reserved amendment. The second 
ig now before the Senate. 

Mr. FENTON. I was about to remark 
that before this subject of subsidies is passed 
by wholly, I desire to offer a compromise prop- 
osition in regard to the Brazil mail service in 


the form of an amendment, to come in in place | 


of lines twenty-five and twenty-six on page 7, 
and I presume there wiil be no objection on 
the part of any Senator to have the proposi- 
tion made now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Jt will require 
unanimous consent, as the reserved amend- 
ments must first be acted upon before the bill 
is open to amendment by Senators, 

Mr. FENTON. If there is objection, of 
course I will not offer it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The second 
reserved amendment being pending, the Sen- 
ator from New York desires now to offer a 


That section was not an | 


He is out | 


qt i 


It will | 


i 


il 


i 


a 


compromise amendment, as he states, in re- 
gard to the Brazil mail steamship service. If 
the Senator will reserve his amendment for a 
moment the Secretary will report the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from Minnesota, 
{Mr. Ramsey,] who desired that it should be 
disagreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, made 
as in Committee of the Whole, to strike out on 
page 3, line forty-nine, the words ‘‘a printed 
request to return the letter to the writer,”’ and 
to insert ‘‘the words ‘if not delivered in 
— days return to eeu 

Mr. WINDOM. My colleague is not here, 
and as he and his committee were opposed to 
this amendment, I aim, for one, willing to sub- 
mit it to the Senate without discussion. 

Mr. POMEROY. i think we ought not to 
concur in that amendment. The chairman of 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
desired me to state that he hoped it would not 
be concurred in. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations think we ought, and the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads think we 
ought not to concur in it. I am willing to 
submit the matter to the Senate without any 
further discussion. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Postmaster General 
thinks the law as it now is ought to remain just 
as it is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurrence. The Committee on Appro- 
priations desire that the amendment be con- 
curred in; the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads desire that it be not concurred in. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me detain the Sen- 
ate one minute that I may understand the 
question. The Committee on Appropriations 
reported a section under which I may put upon 
an envelope a request that the letter, if not 
called for, shall be returned to me, the whole 
of that request being in print. 

Mr. POMEROY. Itis just the other way. 
That is the present law. 

Mr. CONKLING. J want to know which 
way the question presents itself. If we con- 
cur in the amendment, do we enable those 


who send envelopes to put in print the request | 


and their own name? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, we donot. 

Mr. POMEROY. You have to write the 
name. 

Mr. CONKLING. Precisely. Then those 
in favor of allowing the privilege of putting 
on the envelope, not only the request to return 
it, but also printing the name of the writer to 
whom it is to be returned, must vote against 
concurrence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CONKLING. ThenI shall vote against 


concurring. 
_ Mr. SUMNER. I am in favor of the largest 
liberty. I wish to give the person who sends 


i, a letter an opportunity of patting as much on 


the outside as he chooses. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is one word to be 
said in reference to this matter for the jnter- 
ests of the public service. It saves a very 
large amount of labor at the dead-leiter office 
if the name of the party who writes the letter 
and to whom it is to be returned is on the 
letter. It diminishes the amount of service 
required in the Post Office Department. I 
am aware of the argument in favor of the 
private manufacturers of envelopes, but I 
have a sort of notion that the convenience of 
the public and the advantage of the Govern- 
ment are worthy of consideration. I was not 
present in the committee when the Committee 
on Appropriations made the decision in ref- 
erence to this matter which was made. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think there may be one 
word said in favor of the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. The majority 
of the committtee did not deem it good policy 
for this Government to enter into competition 
with private parties in the manufacture of 
envelopes, which is the great objection now. 


For one, I am in favor of curtailing it as much 
as possible. : 

The question being taken, the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole was non- . 
concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The third re- 
served amendment is now before the Senate, 
being the sixth section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For that I wish to offer a 
substitute. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask my friend from 
Vermont to pardon me one minute. I want 
to know again whether I am wrong in sup- 
posing that by non-concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, on 
which we have just voted, we have given 
what the Senator from Massachusetts calls the 
largest liberty to people to put on envelopes 
what they choose? 

Mr. EDMUNDS and others. You have. 

The ViCK PRESIDENT. Both proposi- 
tions, however, only relate to the return of the 
letter to the writer, but in different phrase- 
ology. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to concur in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole with the following amendment, which 
I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Carer Cuerk. The amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole was to strike 
out the sixth section of the bill. Before that 
question is taken, the Senator from Vermont 
moves to amend the section so as to make it 


i read : 


That it shall not be lawful for any person who, 
after sixty days from the passage of this act, shall 
be an officer, clerk, or employé in any of the Execu- 
tive Departments, to act as counsel, attorney, or 
agent for prosecuting any claim against the United 
States which was pending in said Departments while 
he was such officer, clerk, or employé, nor in any 
manner, nor by any means to aid in the prosecution 
of any such claims within two years next after he 
shall have ceased to be such officer, clerk, or em- 
ployé; and any person violating the provisions 
of this section shall be punished by imprisonment 
not cxeeeding one year, or by fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or both, as the court in its discretion shall 
determine. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to speak for two minutes upon this 
substitute. 

Mr. SUMNER. You are entitled to five. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know, but two are all 
Iask when I once begin. 

Everybody here, I think, agrees that as 
things are now conducted under the authority 
of law, for which the Departments are not 
to blame, and for which these gentlemen who 
go out of the Departments are not to blame, 
an injury to the public service is committed ; 
men are exposed to temptations which they 
would not otherwise be exposed to; they are 
led into doing things which are wrong in them- 
selves which they would otherwise not be 
led into. Now, then, here is an evil. The 
ouly way to reform or correct that evil is to 
take some step about it, and to prohibit that 
sort of practice as counsel by men who choose 


| to take up employment under the Government 


for a limited period of time. 

The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuvxz,] 
who, I am sorry to see, is not now in his seat, 
introduced a bill in 1869 which was, in sub- 
stance, to meet this very thing. It was then 
drawn to our attention, but it was before we 
had any specific men in this body whose duty 
it was tobe ‘reformers’? over everybody else. 
It was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
That commitlee examined it, believed in the 
propriety of the principle that was involved 
in it, and, I think Į am safe in saying, unani- 
monsly reported the amendment which I have 
now had read, except that I have given the 
difference of sixty days’ time forward as to 
people who are now holding office, which that 
bill did not. [twas not acted on in the Sen- 
ate owing to the pressure of business. Now 
the House of Representatives bas incorpor- 
ated a provision more stringent than the one 
I offer into this Post Office appropriation bill 
for the purpose of correcting this evil. : 


1872, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3133 


“J hope that Senators will be willing to take 
‘ap this measure of reform that we have been 
acting upon in a certain way and in a certain 
degree for two or three years and adopt it 
and try the experiment. If it is found that it 
works injustice or wrong to anybody, then it 
will be easy enough to repeal the law. But 
there being an admitted evil, and there being 
this only way of reaching that evil, of making 
jt unlawful to pursue it longer, I hope that we 
< Bhall agree to it without any serious objection. 
-Thatis all I wish to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
zon the motion of the Senator from Vermont, 
toamend the section. 

Mr. ALCORN. I am sure that I shall 
` always be found voting for all proper restric- 
tions on dishonest practices in the Govern- 
ment, but it does seem.to me in this case that 
the amendment which is offered will not reach 

the end that is proposed; and if the end is 
‘reached, itis not proper. Upon what conceiv- 
able idea is it that you desire to restrict the 
clerks now in the Departments here from prac- 
ticing before the Court of Claims? Itis upon 
the implied idea that there is information 
‘within the knowledge of a clerk, valuable to 
“a citizen, which he will use if he has power 
> to do so. Is it the interest of the Govern- 
ment, and does it desire to conceal any facts 
from the citizen? What is it that the clerk 
¿can show on account of his familiarity with 
the Department except the records? And if 

: there be facts there valuable to the citizen, 
“valuable in advancing the ends of justice, facts 
known to the clerk, and which are perhaps 
not attainable by the citizen, does the Govern- 
ment desire that those facts shall remain ob- 
“secure, that they shall remain hidden from the 
citizen and from the country? The Govern- 
ment surely does not wish to deprive the man 
of knowledge from practicing in the Court of 
Claims? Is its highest pleasure the defeat of 
justice? Ifa clerk has information within 
his knowledge, that information is atthe ser- 
vice, it seems to me, of the citizen. You 
put no padlock on his lips when he goes 
into your Departments to conceal anything 
which he may discover that is valuable to 
any of the citizens of this Government, and 
ifyou put no padlock on his lips, then there 
is no reason, it seems to me, why he should not 
“be permitted to go forward and practice in the 
| courts in as full a measure as he could go 

forward and communicate any information he 
might have to others. It is leading the 
country to expect that by this we are to shut 
off one of the avenues of corruption, when in 
‘truth and in fact I cannot see how it is to 
work that result. If the honorable Senator 
would show me that it will work that result, I 
will go with him with the greatest cheerful- 
ness; but I cannot, for my life, see it, and it 
looks to me as if we were seeking here 
‘to hide from the people the records of the 
various Departments, fearing that they might, 
if the facts were made known to them, dis- 
cover the truth, that there was there a claim 
in favor of a citizen which could be estab- 
lished from the records. The records are 
public property, spread out for all the world 
to read; and we have our officers to adjudicate 
and to award the judgment that may be eli- 
cited after hearing the proofs and reading the 
testimony; and the man who is best informed 
with regard to the records, who has the 
means of speaking, and who can speak most 
intelligently and fully from that records, is the 
man above all others whose voice should be 
listened to in adjudicating the case involving 
the interests of the Government and the inter- 
ests of the citizen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must be excused for 
making a short reply to my honorable friend 
from Mississippi. Hesays that wherever there 
is truth it ought not to be concealed, and that 
the truth is the property of the whole people. 

~ So itis. But I wish to ask the honorable Sen- 


pi 


i 


ator from Mississippi if he is so desirous of 
maintaining thetruth as that he would be will- 
ing to have a law or a custom or a practice 
which should authorize the Supreme Court 
(which we suppose to be the highest of any 
human tribunal above improper influences) to 
consider its judgments in public, to have the 
public admitted to its consultation-room to 
examine the notes and the evidence that it 
has before it and to make such suggestions 
from time to time as might occur to the free 
citizens of the United States. “I pause for 
a reply,’’ to use a very common phrase. 

Mr. ALCORN. Does the gentleman desire 
me to respond now? If so, I certainly will 
respond to that with great pleasure. On 
account of the legal learning of its members, 
the Supreme Court is fixed here as one of the 
branches of this Government presumed to 
understand the law of the case; and they 
having the record before them adjudicate upon 
the testimony, the record, and the proof that 
is brought before them, and they do not wish 
intruders; their knowledge is complete, the 
facts being before them. | But who, I would 
ask the honorable gentleman, is better caleu- 
lated to bring before that court the facts of 
the case than the man who is familiar with 
the record, who can not only produce the 
record but can elaborate that record before 
the court so as to enlighten them upon all the 
facts in the case? I do not say that one of 
these persons would be a competent person to 
preside in the adjudication of these cases ; but 
it is simply as a means of throwing light upon 
the question and giving information, which 
information is always safe when lodged in the 
keeping of the judiciary of the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend does not an- 
swer the question; but he seems to concede 
apparently that it would be a very unwise and 
improper thing on grounds of public policy 
to have the truth in the Supreme Court of 
the United States open to everybody’s seek- 
ing, to have the judges telling how they stood 
on questions or anything of that kind. I am 
sure the honorable Senator would not be in 
favor of opening the jury-room to the visita- 
tions of the public, and to have them observed 
and criticised and confabulated with while in 
the performance of their duties. I am pretty 
sure that the honorable gentleman would not 
be willing to have a judge descend from the 
bench and conduct as counsel a cause that 
he had just had under adjudication before him 
and which was continued. It would violate 
all our ideas of public propriety, for there is 
a moral in it. Iam sure the honorable Sen- 
ator is not so much in favor of truth in partic- 
ular, if he is in the abstract, as he describes 
it, as to make it the duty of every lawyer, or 
the right of any lawyer, or any lawyer’s clerk, 
to disclose the secret facts that his client had 
communicated to him, although they were 
truths. I am sure the honorable Senator 
would not go so far as to be willing that a 
physician, or a newspaper reporter, if you 
please, should undertake to lay before the 
public what may be disclosed to him, unless 
the purposes of justice should require it when 
he should be called as a witness. Surely, he 
should not be at least allowed to volunteer on 
such a question. 

Now, what is the state of this Government? 
Tt is true it is a Government to secure the 
rights of everybody; but the rights of every- 
body are consolidated in the Governmentitself, 
and it is protecting the rights of everybody 
when it is undertaking to protectitself against 
frands and unjust claims. The trouble in al- 
lowing these Departments to be open to every- 
body is not the disclosure of the facts that are 
there, but it is the disclosure of facts that are 
not there, if I may use an Irishism; it is to 
enable people who are sharp and unscrupu- 
lous to see exactly what facts are wanting to 
make out a case, and then to find the witness 
who will swear to a lie to make up on the 


record, by affidavit or otherwise, what is want- 
ing, and to use the influence that he may have 
possessed from a knowledge of all the clerks 
in a particular Department as to who was ap- 
proachable, who can be got to pass a claim 
which ought not to be passed, and to share 
with him in the plunder to be obtained by it. 

This is the abuse which I supposed until 
this moment everybody agreed existed. There 
have been differences as to how it ought to be 
corrected, but I never before heard anybody 
deny that it was a great scandal and reproach 
to this Republic that people were constantly 
leaving the Departments and then constantly 
wiggling through claims, sometimes enorm- 
ous, which when they occupied official posi- 
tion they had refused to pass because the 
proof under the law was not adequate to the 
emergency, and then wiggled them through in 
some indirect and improper way. That is 
the abuse, that is the wrong. 

Now, Mr. President, do you wish to correct 
it? If you do, you must take some step. It 
may happen that in correcting that wrong, as 
in correcting every other, you exclude an 
honest man from practice for a couple of 
years. The honest man will gladly submit. 

Mr. MORTON. Task what has become of 
the five-minutes rule? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been in 
force. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS | was about to be arrested at the end of 
his five minutes; but as he was evidently con- 
cluding the Chair allowed him to go ona quarter 
of a minute beyond that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For which I apologize. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The five-minutes 
rule has been in force. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to it, and I do it as gladly in 
the case of the Senator from Vermont as any 
body. That Senator in the first place offered 
an amendment and addressed the Senate upon 
it, if uot for five minutes, for very nearly five 
minutes. Then another Senator having spoken 
on that amendment, the Senator from Ver- 
mont proceeded a second time to speak, which 
I submit to the Chair he had no right to do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from New York thatunder 
the fourth rule each Senator has a right to 
speak not ‘f more than twice in anyone debate 
on the same day without leave of the Senate.” 

Mr. CONKLING. So that under the five- 
minutes rule each Senator may speak twice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The fourth rule 
says he may speak twice in any one debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does not the five-minutes 
rule, where it operates, supersede the rule 
which the Chair has read? I think the five- 
minutes rule is to the effect that each Senator 
may speak five minutes. Possibly it might be 
held to mean that he could occupy five minutes 
on two occasions, speaking each time a frac- 
tion of the five minutes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
by referring to the restriction of the five-min- 
utes rule that probably, as the Senator from 
New York states, the effect of it would be, 
though it was not moved as an amendment to the 
standing rules, to limit the fourth rule so that a 
Senator would have to move an amendment 
to an amendment in order to speak the second 
time; and the Chair thinks that was the sense 
of the Senate when the point was suggested 
before by the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

Mr. CASSERLY. Do I understand that 
the Chair has made a ruling on the subject? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada is now entitled to the floor. 
After the conclusion of his remarks, the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from California and 
answer the inquiry. 

Mr. STEWART. I only want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Vermont to the 
real difficulty in my mind about this amend- 
ment, and then I will give up my time to him, 
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In the first place, suppose a person is willing 
to commit a fraud on the Government as he 


supposes, is there any difficulty in getting a | 


third party to appear for him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
penal laws. 

Mr. STEWART. Again, I suppose as to 
those who want to do simple routine business, 
he would not wish to deprive them of the right. 
It seems to me the measure is so improper 
that the real thing would be to arrange some- 
thing by which the Government would be pro- 
tected and not have these ex parte bearings. 


That will apply to all 


It seems to me the only parties who would be | 


affected by this are those who are honesi and 
want to do routine business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
now answer the question of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Casserty.] Examining the 
two rules, the Chair thinks they are both sub- 
ject to be construed together. The fourth rale 
is the general rule in regard to debate, that 
“no Senator shail speak more than twice in 
any one debate on the same day without 
leave of the Senate, which question shall be 
decided without debate.’’ But the rule in 
regard to appropriation bills is a specific rule 
governing only debate on appropriation bills, 
and that confines debate “on amendments 
thereto to tive minutes by any Senator on the 
pending motion ;”’ and, therefore, in regard to 
appropriation bills there is but five minutes’ 
speech on any pending motion by any Senator, 
unless that motion is changed by an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. I move, in order to be 
heard in reply to the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. EÐMUNDS, ] to strike out the last word in 
his amendment, if that be necessary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi moves to amend the pro- 
posed amendment to the section by striking 
out the last word. 


Mr. ALCORN. Now, sir, I will not detain | 


the Senate, I think, more than half my five 
minutes. I have no interest in this matter. 
I am not the representative of any of the 
clerks. Iam not the friend of any party who 


desires to become an advocate in any of the |] 
courts from which this amendment proposes || 


to exclude the clerks. Neither am Ioue of 
those who suppose that there have been no 
frauds practiced upon this Government. I 
have not that familiar acquaintance with the 
frauds that have beeu practiced upon this Gov- 
erument which is presumed to exist by those 
Senators who are here to-day and represent 
the past legislation of the country. I am 
here, however, to state to the Senator from 
Vermont that I am willing to go with him in 
cutting off every possible avenue within the 
reach of those who desire to perpetrate frauds 
on the Government, and also to say to him 
that [do not think there is any virtue ia his 
amendment. He describes a character of 
buccaneers who he concludes are ready to 
gain information in the Treasury, and then 
to use that information in the capacity of 
attorneys to wrong the Government. I pre- 
fer to have such a man in the capacity of an 
attorney if he be this buccaneer that is de- 
scribed by the Senator from Vermont, rather 
than that he should be the criminal who, as 
clerk in his place, is ready to lend himself 
while a clerk to defraud the Government. If 
there be in office a clerk so corrupt that when 
he has taken upon himself the oath of an 
attorney he will supply testimony and suborn 
witnesses, that man is corrupt enough while 
he is a clerk, and while the opportunities are 
better and more within his reach, to supply 
testimony and to procure witnesses. How can 
you cut him off? Why, sir, the thing is in 
itself preposterous. The Senator goes upon 
the presumption that the man is a scoundrel 
who is in one of the Departments as a clerk, 
and he will strip him of all power to wrong 
the Government by providing that he shall 


Hi 


t 


l 


j 
j 


not practice in the courts while he recognizes 


the fact that he is already in the Department | 


in possession of all the records in such a way 
asto enable him to use them for the purpose 
of defrauding the Government. lt is a 
humbug on its face. It stands here a legisla- 
tion that promises some reform, when in truth 
and in fact it but opens the door, if possible, 
to the perpetration of fraud. I will not say 
it opens the door, but certainly if the door be 
already open it fixes it open. 
T cannot see its virtue. 
virtue that there is in the amendment. 


Point to me the 
Rec- 


ognizing as the Senator does that frauds exist || 


and are perpetrated upon the Government, I 
would like to circumvent and prevent them ; 
bat I will not say that an honest man who is 
in one of the Departments to-day, and who for 
some reason desires to leave his Department 


to-morrow and become an attorney, shall be ; 


excluded because of the fact that he has been 
in one of the Departments and is presumed to 
be capable wiih information valuable to the 


| citizen and to the country. Iwill not presume 


that he is disqualified from service as an attor- 
ney in prosecuting Claims against the Govern- 
ment. 

More than that, sir, the honorable Senator 
says that the information which is in the De- 
partments should be kept hidden from the 
people. Upon that f am at issue with the 
Senator. It is not the purpose of this Gov- 
ernment to keep any fact concealed which is 
valuable to a citizen ; and any man represent- 
ing the Government of the United States who 
is within the kuowledge of a fact thet would 
render justice to the citizen, which, if con- 
cealed, would deprive him of that justice, and 


| who refuses to disclose that fact, is not acting 


the part of an honest attorney. The Govern- 
ment does not wish, if I understand it aright, 
to defraud its citizens. It wishes justice, 
honesty, integrity, fair dealing. Every fact 
within the knowledge of the Government that 


; goes to advance the interest of the citizen in 


the cause of justice the citizen is entitled to 


| have, and the Government is in the wrong 


if it attempts to conceal that fact from the 
citizen. 

I now withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out the 


| frst word in the amendment. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi withdraws his amendment. 
The Senator from Vermont moves an amend- 
ment to the amendment to strike out the first 
word. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Merely for the purpose 
of saying that Ido not feel at liberty to answer 
my honorable friend from Mississippi under 
this mere formal motion of amendment, for I 


| believe it to be a wrong upon the rule. There- 


fore I feel that I have had my say and can 
make no reply. I only now ask for the yeas 
and nays on the amendment. 

Mr, LOGAN. I do not intend to detain 
the Senate by discussing this question, for I 
believe I said yesterday pretty much every- 
thing I could say to-day in reference to it; 
but 1 wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to one point. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont does not change 
the section we voted down yesterday by a large 
majority, except in so far as to suspend its 
operation for sixty days from the passage of 
vices as to those now in office, as I heard it 
read. 

There is one other thing that I did not men- 
tion yesterday. This amendment strikes at a 
class of persons who are very worthy persons, 
If, as I presume is the case, the Senator has 
read the yearly catalogues of the law colleges 
here, heis aware that there are from thirty to 
forty or more graduates every year of these 
law colleges in the city of Washington of poor 
young men who have come here and have 
obtained placesin the Departments. They do 


i 


double work; they do the duty imposed on || 


them by the Government, and then work late 
at night for the purpose of keeping up in their 
studies with their class. This provision gtrikeg 
at that class of poor young men whoare grad- 
uated at the law colleges here while they are 
making a livelihood to pay their board and 
clothing from the salary of their offices ag 
clerks in the Departments. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. Task to have the amend- 
ment read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ig 
on perfecting the section as proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont, and the amendment 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My objection to the 
amendment is substantially the same that I 
stated to the section as it was presented to us 
yesterday, that it operates upon persons now 
in office. To that extent it is retrospective, 
Being penal in its nature, and being also retro- 
spective, it is such a measure as I think never ` 
ought to be adopted, whether the Constitution’ 
stands in the way or not. All retrospective 
legislation is open to objection whether itim- 
poses pains and penalties or not. I propose 
an amendment to that which, if the Senator 
from Vermont will give me his attention, I hope 
will meet his approbation. 1 propose to have 
it read: 

That any person who shall be hereafter appointed 
an officer, clerk, or employé, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will accept that with 
great pleasure as probably the best that I 
can get. We shall have got one step by 
that; we shail have secured one vote at least 
in favor of the proposition. l 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the yeas and nays having been or- ` 
dered, the Senator from Vermont accepts the 
proposition of the Senator from California, so 
as to make the amendment read : 

That it shallnot be lawful for any person who shall 
hereafter be appointed an officer, clerk, or employé 
in any of the Executive Departments, tọ act as 
counsel, attorney, or agent for prosecuting any 
claim, &e. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll 
on the amendment as modifed. The call of 
the roll having been concluded, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (after first voting in the 
afirmative.) Ifeelbound in honor to withdraw 
my vote, as I was paired yesterday on this 


i question with my friend from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 


CARPENTER, | as it then stood. He supposed, I 


| have no doubt, that the thing was gone entirely, 


and therefore I think I am in honor bound to 


withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will be allowed to withdraw his vote if there 
be no objection, The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

The result was announced—yeas 81, nays 
21; as follows: 


YE AS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 
eron, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Johnston, Lewis, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Rice, Saw- 
yen Sherman; Stewart, Sumner, West, Windom, and 

right—3l. = 

NAYS—Messrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Clayton, Davisof West Virginia. Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hill, Kelly, Logan, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Osborn, Pool, Saulsbury, Spencers 
Sprague. Stockton, and Vickers—21. 

BSENT—Messrs. Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 
penter, Cooper, Davisof Kentucky, Edmunds, Har- 
lan, Howe, Kellogg, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson Schurz, Scott, Steven- 
son, Thurman, Tipton, frumbull, and Wilson—22. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now recurs on concurring in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole, striking 
out the sixth section, as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I hope the Senate 


will not concur. 
go that far. 
“Mr. LOGAN. 


BOREMAN. Let the section be re- 
ported as it stands. 

The Cuter Crerx. The sixth section of 

the bill, as it has been amended by the Ser- 
‘ate, reads : 
That itshall not be lawful for any person who shall 
hereafter be appointed an officer, clerk, or employé 
in any of the Executive Departments, to act ascoun- 
gel, attorney, or agent for prosecuting any claims 
against the United States which was pending in said 
Departments while he was said officer, clerk, or em- 
ployé, nor in any manner nor by any means to aid 
in the prosecution of any such claim within two 
years next after he shall have ceased to be such 
officer, clerk, or employé. Any person violating 
the provisions of this section shall be punished by 
‘imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by a fine 
not exceed ing $1,000, or both, as the court in its dis- 
cretion shall determine, 


-The VICE PRESIDENT. The section as 
it came from the Honse having been modi- 
fied as just reported, the question recurs on 
concurring with the Committee of the Whole 
in striking the section from the bill. ° 
Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. LOGAN called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 
“Mr, BAYARD. Certainly, Mr. President, 
it would be a very great relief to the country 
if the allowance of dishonest claims were 
stopped. There has been a great deal calcu- 
lated to shock the confidence of the people iu 
the manner in which business has been con- 
ducted in the executive branches of the Gov- 
ernment, and nothing has tended more to 
destroy popular confidence than the personal 
influences and indirect methods by which large 
sums of money have passed away from the 
public Treasury into private hands. I believe 
“the great difficulty iu all these questions arises 
from the want of publicity iu the transactions 
to which reference is made. I should be in 
favor of there being atribunal open as the day 
to every citizen who had a just claim against 
the Government, and of providing that no 
claim should be passed and allowed until it 
“had been publicly audited. Ido not mean to 
“gay that every claim against the Government 
should be contested by the Government, be- 
* cause there are claims so clearly due that mere 
‘delays are dishonest. The disinclination to 
‘pay honest debts is discreditable, whether it 
be in the Government or an individual. 

If I thought this action would reach the 
core of the difficulty, and prevent the improper 
effect of personal and secret influences upon 

` departmental officers in the allowance of 
claims, [ should be strongly disposed to give 
‘it the aid of my vote. But I know very well 
-that the less honest a claim is, the more it 
shuns the light of day, and the more the 
“Ingenuity and the darker are the methods by 
which its allowance is to be procured. 

This section prohibits the open advocacy of 
@laims as agents, solicitors, or attorneys by 
men who have held office in the Executive 
Departments; and it is supposed that by 
réason of their late personal affiliations with 
those whom they have left in office, from their 
knowledge of the wire-pullings that perhaps 
“may exist in the large and complicated ma- 

chinery of our Government, they may have 

superior advantages, may have a better knowl- 
~ edge of where the weaknesses of men lie, that 
will enable them to approach and to affect 
executive officers more efficiently than those 
who are strangers to the workings of the De- 
partments. It would be a good thing to check 
operations in that direction. , 

But every man of common experiente of 
mankind must know that itis not open influ- 
ence that is to be dreaded; it is not the per- 
sonal appearance of agents in the Departments 
that is to be dreaded; it is not the letter of 
application that is to be feared; on the con- 
trary, the more powerful the influence some- 
-x times the more subtle the influence. Gen- 
“tlemen who stand aloof and appear to be as 
‘unconcerned and as disinterested as possible 


I think we are all willing to 


I hope the Senate will 


are often in reality the main spirits that move 
the puppets that act at their will. 

What is there in this section that isto pre- 
vent the officer who has acquired information 
that will enable him to act efficiently upon 
any other officer of the Executive Depart- 
ments from communicating that information 
to another person, or from doing so privately 
and personally at the residence of the execu- 
tive officer with far more danger, with far 
more effect, with far more liability to corrup- 
tion, than if he did so openly in the Depart- 
ment in the face of all the public officers? 

For that reason, as I consider that this 
would not efficiently prevent the abuse from 
which the country has suffered—I mean the 
abuse of the attempted allowance of claims 
like this Chorpenning claim—as I believe the 
influence can be administered at the residence, 
at the place of private resort socially, under 
all those guises by which influence can be 
exercised Justas potently and far moresecretly, 
and therefore far more dangerously, I am of 
opinion that it is better to allow the agent to 
be an open and a public one than to compel 
him by round-about ways to be a secret one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator's 
time has expired. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I have re 
ceived quite a large amount of information 
since this question has been before the Senate. 
How isit presented? First, we find that the 
civil service is in such a condition that it 
must absolutely be reformed. It is so dis- 
honest that it must be reformed, and the 
Senator from Vermont has introduced a bill 
for that purpose which, however, has not been 
considered before the Senate as yet. We find 
a commission announcing to the country rules 
by which men must be governed and guided 
in order to get into the civil service ; that is to 
say, a man must, to comply with these rules, be 
a graduate of some collegiate institution, for, 
although the rules do not say that in words, that 
would seem to be the necessary effect. After 
you apply your educational test to men, declar- 
ing that those who cannot come up to it are not 
fit to serve the Government, but that a cer- 
tain other class are, and immediately after 
you get your appropriation of money, for the 
purpose of carrying those rules into effect, 


we find here a proposition that casts suspicion | 


upon every man who may be appointed under 
those rales. i 
service, and then declare that no man who 
shall hereafter be appointed to office under 
these rules shall practice in the courts or be- 
fore the Departments for two years after he 
goes out of the service. Why? Because all 
such men are suspected of dishonesty! ‘That 
is about the position which the Senate puts 
itself in to-day. You first declare a set of 
rules, and money is to be appropriated to sas- 
tain them, and then declare that every man 
appointed under those rules must necessarily 
be debarred of the right of going into a De- 
partment for the purpose of applying for the 
honest dues belonging to some person who 
may behis employer. 

That is exactly what this section proves to 
my mind; nothing more, nothing less. You 
do not exclude those who are nowin. Why? 
The presumption is that they are honest. Is 
not that the presumption of this legislation? 
Does it not naturally lead our minds to that 
conclusion ? And yet we are asked to legislate 
in that direction. This is called reform! I 
only know that yesterday by the vote of the 
Senate in Committee of the Whole this section 
was stricken out by a large vote. It seems as 
though the minds of a great many have changed 
to-day. I do not know whether it is a reforma- 
tion that is going on that has changed their 
minds; but it does seem to me that after a 
question has been discussed and determined 
we ought to look at it in the same phase in 
which we did at the time we examined it 
deliberately and decided it. 
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_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on striking out the section as 
amended. 

Mr. SUMNER, I desire to say that I was 
satisiied yesterday with the reasons assigned 
for striking out the section, and I have heard 
nothing to-day that has induced me to change 
the conclusion I then formed. It seems to me 
that the Senate had better concur with its vote 
of yesterday. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I amrequested by the 
Senator from California [Mr. CASSERLY] to 
say that he is paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxron.] The Senator 
from California would vote for retaining the 
section as modified, and the Senator from New 
Jersey would vote to strike it out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must regard myself, as 
I said before, as paired on this question with 
the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. CARPEN- 
TER.] He would vote “nay,” and I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Clayton, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamilton 


of Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, 
Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Pool, Saulsbury, 
Spencer, Sumner, and Vickers—25. & 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Hiteheock, Morrill of 
Maine. Sherman, Trambull, aud Wright—16. 
ABSEN T—Messrs., Brownlow, Buckingham, Car- 
penter, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of Kontucky, Ed- 
munds, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 


| land, Harlan, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, 


Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, West, 
Wilson, and Windom—s3. 

Sothe amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole, striking out the sixth section, 
was concurred in. 


Mr. FENTON. I now offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read theamendment, which 
was to strike out lines twenty-five and twenty- 
six of section four in the following words: 

For steamship service between the United States 
and Brazil, $150,000, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For steamship service between the United States 
and Brazil, $400,000; and the Postmaster General ig 
hereby directed to inerease the mail service with 
Brazil, now in operation under the act approved 
May 28, 1864, so as to provide for deliveries of the 


You are to establish your civil | mails at New York and Rio de Janeiro twice each 


month, and inthe contract therefor he shall require 
suid semi-monthly service to be performed for the 
term of years provided by the original contract, and 
by steamships wholly constructed in the United 
States, two of which shall beof not Jess than twenty- 
five bundred tons burden, and the others of not less 
than two thousand tons burden, all of which shall 
be officered by citizens of the United States or those 
who have declared their intention to become citi- 
zens: and the contractors shall be required to carry 
the United States mails without extra charge, on 
all the steamers they may run upon said line, or 
any part of it, or any branch or extension thereof: 
Provided, That all steamships hereafter accepted 
for said service shall be constructed so as to be read- 
ily adated to the armed naval service of the United 
States in time of war; and before acceptance the 
officers by whom they may bê inspected shall report 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
with; and the Government shall have the right, in 
case of war, to take any of said steamers for its own 
use and pay in such case a reasonable compensation 
therefor: Provided, That the contract herein author- 
ized shall commence on the Ist day of October, 1873, 
and shail be awarded to_the lowest responsible bid- 
der after sixty days’ public notice. And the Post- 
master General is hereby authorized and directed, 
pending the eomincucement of the contract for per- 
manent service, to arrange temporarily with the 
present contractors for the additional monthly ser- 
vice at the rate of $250,000 per annum therefor: 
Provided further, That the entire cost to the United 
States of said service performed twice each month 
shall not exceed $400,000 per annum. And apy sum 
of money which may be hereafter contributed by 
the Government of Brazil toward such additional 
service shall be deducted from the amount of com- 
pensation authorized for said service. 


Mr. FENTON. Mr. President, I will not 
take up the time of the Senate in discussing 
this amendment. Its object and its scope are 
at once understood. The importance of semi- 
monthly service between the United States 
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and Brazil, its benefits in commercial and 
friendly intercourse, are conceded. The Sen- 
ate yesterday proposed $300,000 for this in- 
creased service, $50,000 more thanis now paid 
to the contractors for monthly trips. 

A Senator speaking for the contractor, whom 
I may here allude to by name, Commodore 
Garrison, who has so greatly increased and so 
earnestly and honorably maintained in behalf 
of our country its ocean service, declined this 
proposition, Icome here now, after consult- 
ation with several Senators, and upon con- 
sultation too with those who are at present 
conducting this important service between the 
two countries, with this compromise proposi- 
tion. It differs from that which was with- 
drawn yesterday in these respects, and in these 
only: first, it proposes $100,000 more for 
the semi-monthly service than the Senate pro- 
posed yesterday; second, after sixty days’ 
notice, upon the expiration of the present con- 
tract for monthly trips, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall permit this service to be given to 
the lowest bidder, provided in no event shall 
the sum exceed $400,000; third, it provides 
also that any sum shall be deducted from the 
$400,000 which the Government of Brazil 
may at any time pay to these contractors. 

This, in a word, is the case. It seems to 
me altogether reasonable. And, sir, speak- 
ing more in behalf of my country than for any 
individual or interest, I should say itis alike 
advantageous and just, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will give it their sanction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, and others, 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered. f 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, the Navy appro- 
priation bill was reduced by about two mil- 
lious below what it was last year. We are 
building no ships for the Navy; we are only 
providing for some repairs in the Navy. I 
will state here that an expenditure of half 
the amount of that reduction will add fifteen 
or twenty very efficient vessels to our Navy. 

Mr. WRIGHT. On this question I'am 
paired with the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. 
Ramsey.] If he were here he would vote 
‘yea, and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Casserly, Clayton, 


Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Flanagan, ! 


Hamlin, Hill, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, Stewart, Stock- 
ton, West, Wilson, and Windowm—25, 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Caldwell, Chan- 
dler, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, 
Norwood, Saulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, 
Sumner, and Vickers—24; 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter. Cooper, Davis 
of Kentucky, Gilbert, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Osborn, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, 
Robertson, Schurz, Scott, Sprague, ‘Thurman, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, and Wright—25. 


So the amendment of Mr. Frxtoy was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I offer an amendment, 
which is substantially the one I reserved yes~ 
terday at the rising of the committee. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sno. —. That the Postmaster General is hereby 
authorized and directed to contract with the parties 
owning und representing the United States, New 
Zealand, and Australian mail steamship line, or 
with any party or parties other than those embraced 
within this act, and who are able to perform the 
service, after proper notice by publication, to ex- 
tend the service now existing for the transportation 
of the mails between San Francisco and the Sand- 
wich Islands to New Zealand and Australia for the 
period of ten years from the commencement of the 
extended service, at an additional compensation 
not exceeding $425,000 per annum: Provided, That 
the entire service between San Francisco and New 
Zealand and Australia shall consist of thirteen 
round trips in each year, to be performed in first- 
elass American-built steamships, of not less than 
two thousand tons register burden, which shall be 
ao constructed as to be readily adapted to the armed 


naval service of the United States in case of war; | 


and before acceptance the officers by whom they are 
inspected shall report to the Secretary of the Navy 


! and to the Postmaster General whether this con- 


dition has been complied with, and shall be officered 


| by citizens of the United States or persons who 


have declared their intention to become citizens, 
And a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated to pay for the extended service that may be 


1873. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I raise a question of 
order on this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it is anew subject 
of legislation not germane to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is nothing in the 
bill about it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Thisisan extension of 
service provided for. 
$75,000 tothe Sandwich Islands, and thisis an 
addition and extension of the service and of 
the appropriation. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Ifthe Chair héard 
it correctly, this does not state anything about 
an extension of service; it is an Australian 
steamship line. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It is an entirely new 
scheme. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not con- 
nected with the bill, but the Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate. The question is, 
will the Senate receive thisamendment ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. IfI may be allowed one 
moment, I suppose that the point of order is 
not well taken, Yesterday there was the same 
amendment, with a very slight change, which 
change operates to open the service to public 
competition, offered to the billand voted down. 
I reserved the right to renew that amendment 
in the Senate. It seems to me that if there is 
any point of order to be taken, it should have 
been taken when the amendment was first in- 
troduced, 

Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 
to the Senator yesterday that he could not re- 
serve the right to offer it in the Senate, because 
it was not reported among the amendments 
from the Committee of the Whole to the Sen- 
ate. It having been rejected or laid on the 
table in Committee of the Whole it was not 
reported ; and the Senator then gave notice 
that be intended to offer itin the Senate. It 
is, however, subject to the rules when offered ; 
and the Senator from Michigan having made 


the point of order, the question is, does this | 


directly relate to any appropriation contained 
in the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
an intellectual proposition that this does not 
relate to any appropriation contained in this 
bill at all, That is a question merely of intel- 
lectual truth. It is not any matter how we 
wish it to be; but there is the fact that this 
bill appropriates money for almost every other 
purpose in the world except this purpose ; and 
it has no’relation to this at all, Therefore, if 
we intend to stand, as an intellectual question, 


with any fidelity to the rule we have laid down, | 


we shall be obliged, whatever we may think 
about the desirability of this service, to say 
that there is nothing in thisamendment which 
relates to any appropriation this bill makes, 
nothing which directs how the money that is 
appropriated by the bill as it stands shali be 
expended. That is plain enough; but I do 
not know that we ought to be very critical 
about this inasmuch as we have emasculated 
the bill of about the only good section it had. 
I hope, therefore, we shall not be too sharp 
on my friend from California in putting in 
something as bad as that was good we took 
out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The present 
occupant was not in the chair yesterday when 
the Australian line amendment was offered 
from the Committee on Appropriations; but 
that amendment, as the Senate knew very 
well, directly connected itself with an appro- 


performed under such extension prior to July 1, į 
73. 


The bill provides for | 


It is perfectly plain as | 


| 


priation for service from San Francisco to the 
Sandwich Islands, authorizing its extension to 
Australia, in the opinion of the occupant of 
the chair at that time, and he therefore enter. 
| tained it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Thesame point of order 
would have been fatal to the China subsidy 
and the Brazil subsidy, because each one of 
them did legislate to precisely the same extent 
j as this amendment legislates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment as to the China subsidy related to an 
appropriation contained in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And those amendmentg 
were reported to the Senate before this rule 
was adopted, and were pending in the Senate 
as amendments. f 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Besides, they 
directly related to appropriations already in 
the bill; in the case of the China mail an 
appropriation of $560,000, which could be cut 
down or increased, That being an appropria- 
tion inthe bill, alegislative provision in regard 
to it was in order, 

Mre MORTON. The rule adopted by the 
Senateis that amendments shall not be offered 
to appropriation bills which are not germane, 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. Notexactly that 
language, but which do not ‘directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill”? 

Mr. MORTON. When the bill itself con- 
tains provisions in regard to subsidies for 
steamship lines, then an amendment in regard 
to another subsidy for another line is germane 
to the bill; but if it wasin regard to the tariff, _ 
it would not be; it would be a totally different 
subject. It seems to me that it is in order. 

Mr. COLE. I wish to say on the point of 
order that bya rereference to the language of 
the amendment it will probably be in order, 
because it purports to be to extend a service 
now existing tor the transportation of mails, 
and will come in immediately after the forty- 
fifth line of the fourth section: ‘and the. 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized,” 
&c., tto extend the service now existing.” 
That is the form, I believe, in which the 
amendment was offered yesterday, which would 
make it germane. 

Mr. POMEROY. Noone appeals from the ` 

decision of the Chair; but he puts to the Sen- 
n the question, will the Senate put it on the 
i biil? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair states. 
| that as an amendment somewhat of this char- 
acier was entertained yesterday, though more 
directly connected with au appropriation con» 
tained in the bill, it being then proposed in the 
shape of an extension ofa line providedfor in the 
bill, the Chair would not himself rule this out, 
| but submiited the point of order made by the 
Senator from Michigan to the Senate, in this 
form: does this provision directly relate to 
an appropriation contained in this bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought the Chair sub- 
mitted to the Senate whether they would 
receive it and put it on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair submitted the 
point of order to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This rule was adopted 
to aid the Senator from California, [ Mr. Coun, ] 
as chairman of the Committee on Approprl 
ations, in expediting his bills. ‘Lhe language 
was carefully framed with a view to exclude 
legislative provisions. I will trouble the Chair 
to read the language again. R 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule is: 

“ And no amendment to any such bill making 
legislative provisions, other than such as directly 
relate to the appropriations contained in the bill, 
shall be received.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no appropri- 
ation in this bill that has any pertinence to this 
matter except the appropriation for a steama- 
ship line from San Francisco to the Sandwich 
Islands, for which we have’ agreed to pay 
$75,000. Now, the rule expressly provides 
that no amendment of a legislative charac: 
| ter shall be attached unless it relates to an » 


872. 
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ppropriation authorized by law and reported 
n the bill. 


rom the Sandwich Islands to Australia and 
naking an appropriation of $425,000 a year 
ʻa service not authorized by law. Can it 
è said that that is not in violation of the rule? 
he Senator from California is more interested 
n maintaining the integrity of this rule, its 
fair and strict construction, than any one else. 
“Now, sball he enable us to violate the rule in 
“a way that would enable any ingenious Sen- 


these matters—to evade the rule entirely? If 
‘this be in order, I would laugh at your rule; 
and if I wished to offer an amendment. I could 


choose to present to the Senate and connect 
it in some way or other by some phraseology 


pill, and thus entirely defeat the rule. 

This rule was adopted to expedite the public 
business ; to let every tub stand on its own 
bottom; to allow these new legislative pro- 
visions to pass upon their own merits; to dis- 
connect them with the appropriation bill. 
Now, the Senate has been called upon to say 
that the rule it has so seriously and solemnly 
adopted after a day’s debate does not mean 
‘anything at all, 
California will not press such a construction 
of the rule, but will stand by it in good faith. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Ohio a question. He discussed this very rule 
yesterday at full length. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did. 

Mr. NYE. And so did other Senators here 

all day. The vote was taken, and the point 
: got but one vote. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The reason was that the 
then occupant of the chair thought that the 
amendment was not out of order. I thought 
it.was out of order; but after it was ruled to 
“be in order I was bound to defer to the opin- 
ion of the Chair. I discussed it for ten min- 
utes and my honorable friend discussed it for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. NYE. If it was not out of order then, 
it is not out of order now. It seems to me 
to be a small business to throw it out on a 
technicality. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The bill asit came from 


the committee contained, on page 8, lines | 


forty-four and forty-five, this provision: 
eo steamship service between San Francisco and 
the Sandwich Islands, $75,000, 

That is the peg upon which the present 
amendment is to hang if it becomes a part of 
the bill. The Senator from Ohio thinks that 


is a monstrous doctrine. He says. practically. | 
that any change of the provision reported | 


brings it within the rule. 

Mr, SHERMAN, Not at all. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator says not 
at all. What he does say is that because 
the service is extended beyond the Sandwich 
Islands as far as Australia, therefore it is 
within the rule; but I submit to the Senator 
that no such line as that can be drawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me—— ç > 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iwill be through in a 
few minutes, Iam endeavoring to satisfy the 
Senate, and I know very well that the Senator 
from Ohio did not speak without having his 
mind fixed upon the subject. His doctrine is 
that a change in the distance of the service is 
Objectionable to the rule. I submit to the Sen- 
ator whether a change of ten miles in the dis- 


tance of service is to exclude an amendment | 


When a change may be made in the compensa- 


_ Non for the service from half a million to a mil- | 
lion or two million dollars, and yet not bring | 
it within the rule? Therefore, you cannot say | 


: that the mere change of the service brings an 
amendment within the rule, provided it be an 
=: amendment that directly relates to the appro- 
priations contained in the bills. The appro- 
«-priation in the bill for this service was for 
‘3 Ye > ee. ee ~~ 


o 2, De thik 


: Here is an amendment providing for a line | 


‘ator-—and we are all reasonably ingenious in ; 


‘hitch any legislative provision that I might ! 


„with some insignificant appropriation in the | 


{ trust the Senator from | 


! compensation. 


? : Í 
$75,000. It is for a monthly service. Suppose 


there had been an amendment for a daily ser- 
vice between these two places at a compensa- 
tion of $2,000,000, would that have been with- 
in the rule? It must be admitted that it would 
be. The only distinction which the Senator 
draws is a distinction of distance; and surely 
the distinction of distance is not any more con- 
clusive than the distinction in the amount of 
If one is admissible the other 
is. But I submit—and I thought that was the 
general sense of the Senate the other day— 
that any amendments which relate to the ap- 


propriations in the bill, in other words, which ! 


are germane to the appropriations in the bill, 
are admissible under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire to say is that 
if this related to steamship service between 


' San Francisco and the Sandwich Islands it 


might be in order. But this is a new subject 
of legislation, entirely new, not authorized by 
law, entirely different, not necessarily con- 
nected with the service to the Sandwich Islands. 
It is trie you may by ingenious language con- 
nect them, and so I may propose that many of 
the items of appropriations contained in this 
bill shall not take effect except upon condition 
that the law shall be so and so. Wouid not 
that be held by the Senate to be a clear eva- 


sion of the rule? It is introducing legislative | 


matter, and yet it is a condition to au appro- 
priation, Senators certainly would not allow 
the rule to be evaded by such an equivoque. 
This is simply an entirely new contract upon a 
new subject-matter, involving larger amounts, 
changing terms and conditions, and not relating 
at ali to the present contract. The present 


contract is existing; it is not proposed to! 


change that, but to make a new contract for a 
different purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermout. I regard the 
argument in behalf of this amendment being 
in order as the very finest kind of hair-splitting 
that I have ever seen in the Senate. I have 
not a particle of doubt that the amendment 
proposed yesterday was out of order. This is 
a direct, a new appropriation. It is not for 
an increase of the appropriation for service 
from San Francisco to the Sandwich Islands. 
The vessels that are to start are to. start from 
San Francisco, and may touch at the Sandwich 
Islands, but they are to go on and embark ina 
new service. 


Therefore, I cannot see how it can even be 
pretended that this amendment does not con- 
flict with the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. NYE. TI wish to ask the honorable 
Senator from Vermont a question before he 
sits down. This is a bill, as I understand, 
providing for the carrying of the mails to dis- 
tant countries as well as internally.in our own 
country, and appropriating the means to do it. 


Now, the Committee on Post Offices and Post |; 
i| personal offense to any Senator. 


Roads have seen fit to recommend an exten- 
sion of this line from the Sandwich Islands to 
Australia by way of the Fejee Islands. 1s not 


| that subject germane to the business we have 


been considering? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Just as ger- 
mane as it would be to add on an appropri- 
ation for the polar expedition that we might 
circumnavigate the globe, and no more. On 
this notion our new rule is made of India 
rabber to stretch und include anything that 
any Senator desires to have included; bat if 
it is interpreted as rules are usually inter- 


preted to carry out the intention, this would | 


be ruled out of order. 
Mr. NYE. The Senator answers by loud 


assertion, but he has given us no reason. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


the precise reason. 


I have given 


Mr. COLE. The rule allows such amend- | 


ments ‘‘as directly relate to the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill,’’ and this certainly 
relates to an appropriation in the bill. There 
is no doubt about that. 


if the amendment provided for | 
| a new. service from the Sandwich Isiands to 
Australia, it wouid be clearly out of order. |) 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Which appropriation i 
the bill is it? PE ERT 

Mr. COLE. That one providing for mail 
steamship service between San Francisco and 
the Sandwich Islands. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you may say that 
black relates to white because they are both 
colors. 

Mr. COLE. I will not argue that question 
with the Senator now. This is a proposition 
to amend that clause in the bill. I believe it 
to be within the language of the rule, and 
therefore within the rule itself, and the mean- 
ing of the rule as well. We all know, if I may 
be allowed to transgress a little from the very 
point, how this service to the Sandwich Isl- 
ands came to be established. First, there was 
a provision forsteamship service between San 
Francisco and China and Japan by way of the 
Sandwich Islands. That being very much out 
of the way, Congress released the company 
from touching at that point, and at the same 
time provided for separate service tothe Sand- 
wich Islands, according to that service 
$75,000 a year. That service is between our 
own country and some isiands the total area 
of which is not over five thousand miles, and 
the population of which is not to exceed sev- 
enty thousand souls, and perhaps not over five 
per cent. of them are of our own race; and 
yet there is no Senator here who will rise in 
his place and say that that service has not been 
avery profitable service to this Government. 

Now the proposition is merely to extend 
that service, to extend it to the Navigator 
Islands, to the Society Islands, and to other 
South Sea islands, including the fifth conti- 
nent of this world, as it is called, Australia, a 
country as large as our own, and to make it 
much more advantageous to the Government 
in proportion to the amount that is to be ex- 
pended upon it than the present service to 
this little kingdom of the Sandwich Islands. ` 

I have gone into the merits of the question 
to this slight extent in order to illustrate, if 
possible, the propriety of the proposition to 
extend this service from the Sandwich Islands 
to the islands of the South Pacific. Iwill not 


| argue. the merits farther on the question of 


order. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state, as his attention is drawn to the point 
to-day, that five minutes’ debate on any pend- 
ing motion is all that is allowed to each Sen- 
ator under the rule; and this being a question 
submitted to the decision of the Senate, no 
Senator, except by unanimous consent, can 
have more than five minutes. 

Mr. MORTON. I have not spoken but 
ence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has 
not, but the Senator from California [Mr. 
Cote] has spoken twice, and the Chair waited 
until he finished, to make the point without 


Mr. MORTON. The object of this rule is 
to require that amendments should be germane. 
This is already a subsidy bill. Therefore, a 
subsidy amendment must be considered ger- 
maue. Lhe bill contains an appropriation of 
$75,000 to carry the mails to the Sandwich 
islands. Now, an amendment proposing to 
change that so as to pay another sum to carry 
the mails to the Sandwich Islands and to Aus- 
tralia, is certainly an amendnient pertinent 
to that appropriation. It changes it; it makes 
it larger; andit extends the distance; but it is 
a proposition that the mails shall be carried 
to the Sandwich Islands in connection with 
the extension of the line. Ifit is not germane, 
if it is not pertinent, then you must give the 
rule the construction that you cannot change 
the appropriation at all. The bill proposes 
to give $75,000 to carry the mail to a certain 
point ; the amend ment proposes to give another 
sum to carry the mail to that point and to other 
points. Can it be said that it is not pertinent? 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. If this propo- 
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sition was to establish an entirely new line or 


a different line from one now pending before | 
the Senate in the bill, [should consider that jj 


it was clearly out of order; butas | understand 
the amendment just as [ understood the amend- 
ment moved in Committee ofthe Whole yester- 


day, it is to extend the service, as stated by |! 


the Senator from Indiana; in fact, adding a 
further section toan existing line. The propo- 
sition of the committee is to pay $75,000 for 
service between San Francisco aud the Sand- 
wich Islands. Now, it is perfectly relevant for 
the Senate to modify thatsum, either to increase 
it to $100,000 or $200,000 or reduce it to 
$50,000. That would be entirely within the 
rule. So would it be to contract the line. 
Suppose there were an island on the line of 
that route this side of the Sandwich Islands, 
jt would be perfectly relevantand come within 
the scope of this ruleif it were proposed to 
reduce the distance, and also to reduce or en- 
large the sum. 

Now, as I understand, this is an extension 
of what would be a direct line touching at 
the Sandwich Islands; and I ask the Senate 
whether it is not proper that we should enlarge 
the sum to extend that service and make it a 
complete line, a whole? If it were a line to 
go by the way of China, diverting largely from 
the direct route, then exception might be taken 
and it might be ruled out. But inasmuch as 
itis in a direct line and only involves an in- 
creased amount to perfect the whole distance, 
this being a section of the whole line, it seems 
to mea clear case of relevancy within the rule. 


The ViCH PRESIDENT. The question 


before the Senate is, does this amendment | 
directly relate to an appropriation contained | 


inthis bill. The Chair is disposed to construe 
restrictive rules restrictively; but as this rule 
hasnever yet been construed, the Chair desires 
that the Senate should construe it themselves. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are two or three 
of these subsidy propositions; and Í am not 
going to vote upon them on any technical 
construction of this rule. I think it would 
be unfair for us to rule technically on one of 
these prepositions after having given the 
other two a hearing, aud a day and a place 
on the bill, 1 do not dispuie vhe ruling of the 
Chair, and I am not going to vote on any 
such question, I am going to vote on the 
question of giving this line a chance to get on 
the biil like the others. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 
precise question the Chair has avoided ruling 
on, though the Senate may have inferred the 
Chaiz’s opinion about it. He desires the 
Senate to decide this point of order for them- 


f 


H 


| The Secretary will call the roll. 


| bill will say ‘“ay;” 


Mr. POMEROY. The Senate can judge of 


that. 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to answer the 
question. I answer by saying that a million 
subsidy having got into the bill, that would 
perhaps be likely to choke off the little ones, 
so that its passage through the other House 


! may not thereby be endangered. 


Mr. EDMONDS. ‘hat determines the 
point of order! 

Mr. POMEROY. We spent a whole day 
on this proposition; it then went over to 
another day; then we had it up on this bill 
in Committee of the Whole, and spent the 
greater part of a day; and now it is proposed 
not to take any vote, because by some techni- 
cal construction it is not in order. I propose 
that we vote upon it on its merits, and let it 
be either voted up or voted down; let it be 
ended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators, those 
who consider that this amendment relates 
directly io an appropriation contained in the 
those opposed will say 
“ce no.”? 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 21, noes 20. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called tor the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Ido not under- 
stand thas this vote is on the merits, but on the 
admissibility of the amendment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. On 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
m-rits of the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, how- 
ever, submits the point of order under the 
new rele: does this amendment directly re- 
late to an appropriation contained in the bill? 


the con- 


{ vote entirely on the 


The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] on ques- 
tions connected with this matter. I do not 


' know whether this would be regarded as in- 


volving the merits of the question, and there- 
tore, out of abundant caution, I shali withhold 
my vote. Ishould have voted nay” if at 
liberty, and Í suppose he would vote ‘yea.’ 
The resuli was announced—yeas 31, nays 
19; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 


» Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Davis 


selves, whether under the new rule this amend- |! 


ment is in order as directly relating to an 
appropriation in the bill. 

Mr, POMEROY. Iam not criticising the 
decision of the Chair. I do not know bat 
what I would rule the same way if I had been 
in the chair; but my opinion is that this line 
ought to have a fair chance on the bill like 
anything else 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Law or no law! 

Mr. POMEROY. It is a mere technical 
objection. The other twosubsidy propositions, 
by some hook or crook got reported, and got 
on to the bill before this rule was adopted. 
Now we cannot be small and technical and 
keep this one off. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
the Senator a question? 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Under the 
construction that the Senator has given to the 
rule, and under that of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, I desire to know whether it will not be in 
order to move any kind of subsidy anywhere, 
say from Philadelphia to Bremen? 

a POMEROY. The Senate can judge of 
that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As this bill 
treats of subsidies, will notall subsidies, there- 
fore, be in order? 


May I ask 


li 


: Hamilton, of Maryland, Harlan, Morrill 


ot West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 


Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of | 


Maine, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sprugue, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, 
West, Wilson, and Windom—31, 

NAYS—Mesars. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cooper, Cragin, Edmunds, 
Ferry oi Connecticut, Fianagan, Frelinghuysen, 
of Ver- 
mont, Osoorn, Scott, Sherman, Trumbull, 
Viekers—19. 

ABSENT~Messrs, Brownlow, Carpenter, Conk- 


and 


man, Tipton, and Wright—24. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On the question, ii 
|i will the Senate receive this amendment as | 
`; directly relating to an appropriation contained | 
in this bill? the yeas are 31, and the nays 19. |! 


The yeas have it. The amendment is decided 
by the Senate to be in order, and is now pend- 
ing, and the question is upon agreeing to it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, since 
this proposition was before the Senate yester- 
day Í have obtained additonal statisties with 
reference to it. I read the statement of the 
whole commerce of Melbourne, one terminus 
of this route, for three quarters of the year 
euding June 30, 1870, with the United States. 
The whole amount was £3,572 19s, somewhere 
between sixteen and seventeen thousand dol- 
lars. Since then I have obtained the commer- 
cial statistics giving every item of commerce 
between the United States and Australia, and 
it includes more than Australia; it includes 


Australia, New Zealand, and Tasmania; and | 


it gives the commercial statistics down to June 


i 


: ling, Davis ‘of Kentucky, Fenton, Goldthwaite, :: 
: Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hil, owe. Lewis, — 

! Logan, Norwood, Patterson, Prats, Kamsey, Ran 
|! som, Robertson, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stewart, Thur 


| and our exports $1,679,648. 


30, 1871. The whole commerce during the last 
fiscal year up to the 80th of June between all 
those possessions aud San Francisco amounted 
to $301,604. The whole commerce with this 
nation was $285,411 of imports from Aug 
tralia and all these countries. This is for the 
last fiscal year up to June 80, 1871. The 
whole exports io Australia and all these differ- 
ent possessions was $2.369.346, and $54,380. 
of reéxports. So that the whole of this com- 
merce as you perceive was only $285,000 in 
imports from there; but an exceptional demand 
sprang up for wool last fall, which has in- 
creased onr imports within the past few months, 

It wiil be seen. Mr. President, that the com- 


i merce between Australia and the United States 


isso absolutely trifling that in voting a subsidy 
for a steamship line there you are throwing 
away your money and throwing away every 
dollar of it. What do you propose to do? I 
can give you the amount of all this commerce 
from New York and from Boston. The imports 
into Boston for that year amounted to $27,095; 
our exports amounted to $527,441. Our im- 
ports into New York amounted to $107,140; 
But, sir, the 
whole of this commerce is doue by sail around 
the Horn. It costs you more than double as 
much to transport merchandise from here to 
San Francisco as it does from here to Austra- 
lia. Now you propose to do what? You pro- 
pose to pay $5,000,000 in the next ten yeare 
to this subsidized line for a commerce which 
last year amounted to only $801,000. Why, 
Mr. President, sending ice to Alaska, or coals 
to Newcastle, would be wisdom compared 
with undertaking to build up a commerce with 
Australia by subsidizing a steamship line. 
You might better characterize this *A bill 
to aid the British Government in taking its 


| mails by the most rapid transit from Australia 


to England.” You pay $5,000,000, for ‘we > 
may as well look at this thing in its true light, 
for what? Literally for nothing, for you will 
not increase your commerce between Australia 
and New York which goes around the Horn; 
you will not increase your commerce. between 
Australia and Boston which goes around the > 
Horn. You are paying it literally for your 
commerce with San Francisco, and the whole 
amount of that within the last fiscal year was 
only $801,000. The whole commercial busi- 
ness transacted with Melbourne, the terminus 
of this line, for the last three quarters of the 
year before was as follows: for the quarter 
ending December 81, 1869, £1,806 12s. 2d. ; 


| for ihe quacter ending March 31, 1870, £1,280 


3s. 11d.; for the quarter ending June 80, 1870, 
£486 2s. ild.; orin all £3,572 198., or $17,000. 


; And you are going to pay $5,000,000, are you, 


to get hold of a commerce of that kind? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor’s time has expired, 

Several SENATORS. 
Mr. COKBETYT. 
gan has given us 

Mr. WINDOM. 
Oregon yield to me for a moment? 


Let him goou. 
The Senator from Michi- 


Will the Senator from 
I wish to 


| say that it is the desire of a large number of 


Senators who have spoken to me that this bill 
should be concluded before we adjourn, an 


| so I shall insist on the five-minutes rule being 
| complied with. 


Mr. CORBETT. I believe I have nevor 
transgressed the rule as yet. i 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to give that notice 
now so that I shall not be deemed invidious 
hereafter. boat 

Mr. CORBETT. The Senator from Michi- 
gan gave us the amount of receipts and the 
amount of commerce with Australia on the 
30th June, 1871, which was about the time, OF 
before, this line was put on. It is now nearly 
a year since the line was put on, and the re- 
ports that have been made since show that the 
receipts are very much larger since the estab- 
lishment of this line of commerce. I simply 
wished to correct that statement, fearing that 
that statement with regard to the amount, © 


1872. 
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‘ecommerce might have some effect on the | 
Senate. I desire to remind the Senate that it | 


has very much increased since that date, and 4 


since the establishment of this line. 
Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Mich- | 
igan has so high a position in regard to ques- | 


strained to occupy a few minutes in reply to | 
. what he has said. What he has said td-day is 
but a repetition of what he has said more than 
once before. He finds in a report for 1870 
what was the commerce between one town in 
Australia, that is, Melbourne, and the Uni- 
ted States, and that the whole amount was 
thirty-five hundred and odd pounds, and upon | 
that he rests an argument. He also discovers | 
that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, | 

i 

{ 


i 
if 
| 
tions of commerce in this body that I feel con- i 
j 


it was nearly thirty-seven hundred thousand | 
dollars, and upon those figures he rests an | 
argument, and his argument always is, that | 
` there is no commerce there and never can | 
be. Why, Mr. President, this whole commerce, 
all the relations between the United States | 
- and Australia and New Zealand, are almost a | 
matter of yesterday. ‘The trade is but in its | 
infancy. It has all its growing to do; but | 
because 

Mr. CHANDLER, 
does not wish to misrepresent me. 
state it was $3,700,000. 
million dollars. 
it, The whole commerce is about twenty-seven i 
hundred thousand dollars. d 


I did not | 
It is under three 


Mr. CASSERLY. As I supposed the Sen- ` 


ator did not intend to read anything that was Í 
not in the paper before him, and as I have the 
same paper in my hands, [ stated the figures as 
they appear upon that same paper. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The document from 
which I read was the annual report of the 


Bureau of Statistics, Executive Document No. |; 


108. ‘Che figures are all official, 
Mr. CASSERLY. Very good. This is no 


I suppose the Senator | 


enforced against everybody. I want to end | 


this bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California move an amendment 
to the amendment? 


Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir; I move to strike | 


out the first word. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I prefer not 
to yield toan amendment. I wish to offer 
one, and if the Senator were to offer one now 
a second one would not be in order. The 
Senator can speak to the amendment which [I 
shall offer, which wiil give him the same 
opportunity. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
first word from my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont claims the floor, and 
unless he yields it for that purpose, the Sen- 
ator from California canuot offer the amend- 
ment now. 

Mr. NYE. I hope the Senator from Ver- 
mont will let the Senator from California 


! go on. 
| Mr. CASSERLY. Of course, then, under 


| the circumstances, I must yield. 


| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator from Vermont yields the Senator from 
California moves to amend the amendment, 


. ii and will proceed with his remarks. 
He does not wish to enlarge | 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


I yield. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


There are Jess than two 


million people in those colonies with which {| 
this line brings us into communication, and | 
their total trade for the year 1871 runs up; 
to the astonishing amount of £56,000,000 | 


sterling. We could better understand what 
that means when I tell the Senate that at 


| the same rate the total trade, export and import || 


of the United States, would be $600,000,000, 


new matter between myself and the Senator ' 


from Michigan. 
once before about these figures. I am reading 
from a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury | 


. submitted to the House of Representatives on ' 


i 
the 21st of February, 1872, inclosing the re- i 
port of Edward Young, Chief of the Bureau of | 
Statistics, in regard to the subject of com- | 
‘merce between the United States and Austra- 
lia for the two years ending June 30, 1870, 
and June 80, 1871. 
that I do not wish to misrepresent him when | 
I read the same figures from the same report. | 
Of course I do not. l mean to do him more | 
than justice. 
and I was willing to correct that by statingthe | 
figures. from the paper now in my hand; and 
l repeat that the commerce for the year 1870 i 
was about $3,700,000, and for the year 1871 | 


1t was about $3,650,000, a very few dollars |! 


difference one way or the other; and I say i 
that is doing very well to commence with. A | 
commerce between two countries so far re- | 
moved does not grow up in a night, like | 
Jonah’s gourd. It is a matter of time, of | 
communication, of relations. i 
Now, Mr. President, a remarkable fact in | 
connection with the people with whom this | 
line will bring us into relations is that proba- i 
bly they exhibit an amount of activity and a 
consuming power with regard to products, 
merchandise, unknown in the history of the | 
world in regard to the same number of people. | 
I take my statistics from the most authentic i 
Tee we have—Whittaker’s Almanack for | 
72, } 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- | 
tor’s time has expired. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
amendment to come in after 
Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I believe 
Thave spoken less than anybody who had any 
interest in this question from the begivning, | 
and I should like very much to be permitted to | 
Speak for five minutes longer. j 
Mr. MORTON. I hope the rule will be | 


I propose an 


I had occasion to correct him | 


The Senator supposes | 


whereas in point of fact it is about eleven 


| hundred and fifty millions, part currency and 


| part gold. 
That, sir, is the trade that is offering itself : 
to us. Why offering itself to us? Because ! 


the hearts of those people are turning more 
and more toward us and our republican insti- 
tutions. They areto-day almost as much Amer- 
ican as they are English. They are holding 
out their hands to us. We have only to take 
them and insure this commerce. 

Why, sir, the passenger trade alone of peo- 


| ple going between Australia and England is 


He made an error in addition, || 


worth from five to six million dollars at the : 
There is a bullion trade of | 


least calculation. 
$38,000,000 which will always prefer, in days 
when interest is so high, the more rapid tran- 


sit, and our transit is more rapid than theirs | 


by twelve or fourteen days. Gentlemen have 
spoken of the transit by the Red sea. No- 
body in his senses would take the Red sea 
transit, when he could take our cool, pleasant, 
wholesome transit over the summer seas be- 


tween Australia and San Francisco, over our : 
great railroad, and over the Atlantic ocean to : 


England. 
Mr. President, I do not care what may be 
said about wool. Some of that may be, al- 


i| though not so intended, merely ‘‘ pulling wool 


over the eyes’’ of the Senate in regard to this 
matter. [Laughter.] We do not care about 
the wool questiou. But we send there every 
day articles which are among the staple pro- 
ducts of the United States; and we are also, 
through this line, becoming the carriers to 
Australia of Chinese products. The Senator 
from Ohio called for a manifest of one of these 
ships. 1 have one before me at this moment, 
of the ship Montana, one of this line. What 
do'l find there? I find beans; I find barley; 


| I find Chinese merchandise—I am speaking of 


the large quantities—cordage in coils; flour 


jin barrels and in sacks; hardware in pack- 


ages, four hundred and eight packages; malt 
in sacks; middlings, nails, oats, coal oil. the 
product of Pennsylvania. I find raisins in 
packages, rice in mats in large quantities ; 
soap in boxes; sugar in all sorts of packages ; 
sirup; tea in chests, tea in boxes, two hun- 


I move to strike out the | 


i bill. ought to be inserted here. 


dred and fifty of them; tea in barrels, sixty- 
one. This American line is the carrier of the 
products of China to Australia, and yet gen- 
tlemen tell us there is nothing for a line to do. 

Now. is itany consideration that the freight- 
ing can be done from San Francisco to Aus- 
tralia as cheaply as from the ports of the Kast? 
This is a question that concerns you all in the 
Kast, full as much as it does us. What we 
ask you to give us is communication. Com- 
munication goes before commerce. The more 
communication, the more commerce. I say 
here are two miilion people turning their hearts 
to you, who are leaning to your institutions 
and to your country. They have such a trade 
as no two million people since the world began 
ever had. They offer it to you. The question 
is, will you take it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California withdraws the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. My impres- 
sion is that the longer these subsidies are dis-’ 
cussed here, the more will be the public dis- 
gust. Iam alittle surprised at the shape of 
this last amendment. It very nicely provides 
that the Postmaster General may make a con- 


| tract with the parties now carrying the mail 


or with some other party. Everybody will see 
at once that it will be an impossibility for any 
other party to put on a service instanter but 
the parties who at present hold the contract 
for the service. The Senator who has charge 
of the bill accepted so far as he could, and it 
was voted in, an amendment that I offered to 
a former part of the bill providing that these 
contracts should be given out to the lowest 
bidder. I move to amend this amendment by 
inserting after the word ‘* parties’? the words 
‘if they shall be the lowest bidder, after sixty 


And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract with parties owning and 
representing the United States, New Zealand, and 
Australian mail steamship Jine, or with any party 
or parties, if they shall be the lowest bidders after 
sixty days’ public notice other than those embraced 
within this act, and who are able to perform the 
service, &e. 

I understand the Senator from California 
accepts this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if that provision would not allow them 
to contract with the English to carry the mail? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly; to subsidize a 
foreign line. 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; they must be Ameri- 
can vessels and built under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. NYE. That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am very 
giad the Senator bas accepted it, for that sat- 
isfies me, so far as he is concerned at least, 
that he does not intend this as a mere job to 
give these parties the contract and nobody else. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Wiil the Senator allow 
me one word? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I supposed my amend- 
ment as I offered it embodied that idea of lete 
ting the contract to the lowest bidder, but of 
course I have no objection to making such an 


amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the amendment to the amend- 
ment is accepted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In order to 
give other parties an opportunity to bid, there 
should bea further amendment. Of course 
there are no parties standing ready at once to 
offer this service,and the same amendment 
that was incorporated in the other part of the 
I therefore 
move, after the word ‘ mails,” to insert ‘‘ on 
and after the Ist of October, 1878." That will 
give time to build some vessels. If you do 
not have that provision, the whole of this 
amounts to nothingatall. You mustgive time 
for other parties to construct suitable vessels, 
or else you cannot have any competition. 
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Mr. NYE. The answer to that is, in a word, f 


that these persons who are carrying the mail 

now, if they knew that they were to be con- , 
tracted with, would have their ships all ready; | 
but to require them to go and make an outlay 
of two or three millions dollars for ships and 
then allow some cheap line to come in and 
run them off would be a wrong toward them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This amend- 
ment will make the whole proposition sym- 
metrical. It will make it so that the Post- 
master General is to give out the contract to 
the lowest bidder, and it gives no one any par- 
ticular advantage, because there will be time | 
for the construction of the additional vessels. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 
offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Senate 
whether there is not great force in what the 
Senator from Nevada has last said, that if you 
open this to competition there is danger of 
getting your work done cheaply. You may 
encourage a cheap line, while the object must 
be certainly to encourage a high-priced line. 

Mr. NYE. The Senator from Nevada said 
no such thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Be good enough to wait 
a moment. Iam quoting the remark of the 
Senator from Nevada, that if you adopt this 
amendment you are likely to have some cheap 
line come in and underbid this line, which I 
suppose is not cheap. 

Mr. NYE. What I mean by that is worth- 
less ships. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the only way to 
get a good ship is to take the man who now 
has his hand on your throat, and confess that 
whatever you are to do you are to do for him. 
T must say that that meets with my respectful 
admiration. [nasmuch as the whole object 
of this performance is to increase the profits 
of these lines already established, and inas- 
much as everybody seems to agree that what- 
ever we are to do in the way of opening cow- 
petition is a mere cover that will amount to 
nothing—it is only putting a little thin vail 
over the nakedness of the monstrosity—why 
not do it fair and square as the Senator from 
Nevada's argument tends to show, and say at 
once that whoever bas a line now shall take 
all the money out of the ‘Treasury that is left 
and have done with it? That is the true way. 
Then if the people complain of us for spend- 
ing their money wastefully, they will at least 
give us credit for being honest in telling them 
plainly that we are plundering them. That is 
the best way ; so that if we are guilty of a little 
dereliction of duty in taking their money out 
of their pockets for these objects, we shall at 
least have the corresponding benefit, the miti- 
gation in their judgment of saying that we 
have done it plainly and squarely, so that there 
is no disguise about it. 

Senators are right who say that this notion 
about advertising is perfectly useless, except 
perhaps as against the China line, which is 
now a corporation with immense capital and | 
Immense profits that may bid against this very | 
line. The Japan and China line may bid for 
this very service and take some of its dis- 
carded ships or buy some others, which is 
easy enough to do, and put them on this line, 
and by and by we shall have an enormous 
monopoly in the Pacific confined to one line, 
the Pacific mail, that has driven off from that 
ocean every other enterprise of American 
citizens and everybody else. Is that the atti- 
tude the Government wishes to occupy? It is 
not the attitude my constituents wish to oc- 
cupy. I am quite safe in saying that. 

Mr. MORTON. AsI said yesterday, I have 
not voted, and I shall not vote for any subsidy. 
But if subsidies are to be given, let them be 
given to the best advantage. The amendment 
now offered will have this effect, that the 
Pacitic mail, having a subsidy already of a } 
million, can come in and underbid this new | 


line and swallow up both subsidies. Perhaps | 


if that fact were clearly established, it might 


ass. 
p Mr. CHANDLER. My friend will allow 
me to correct him on one point. The Pacific 
mailand this line are identical. They are sub- 
stantially and precisely the same concern, It 
is not likely there will- be any competition 
between them. 

Mr. MORTON. 
I think it will pass. 

Mr. NYE. Let me say to the honorable 
Senator from Michigan that that is not so. 
They have no joint interest at all; but, on the 
contrary, are as diametrically opposed as he 
and I are on this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do not the same par- 
ties in interest own them both? 

Mr. NYE. No, sir; not one dollar’s worth 
of interest has Webb got in the Pacific mail, 
and not one dollar’s worth of interest has the 
Pacific mail got in Webb’s line. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was formerly a 
large owner. 

Mr. NYE. He never was in the world. [ 
understand what Iam talking about, but the 
Senator from Michigan does not. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have buta few 
words to say. I think the effect of this amend- 
ment will be as stated by the Senator from 
Indiana. Suppose the lines are distinct. You 
have given, or propose to give, a heavy sub- 
sidy to one line, and I ask how any other line 
can compete with that which is sustained by 
the Treasury of this Government? It can 
transfer its ships from one line to another, 
and it will increase and extend just so long as 
you put a subsidy into its hands. The very 
principle which you adopt by giving a subsidy 
isa principle against competition, which is 
the lifeand health of business. 

Ido not suppose that anything I can say 
will have any especial influence ; and yet | am 
surprised at some statements which have been 
made here in urging a subsidy for this line, 
and one has heen the same which has been 
urged in regard to the China line. You must 
vote this subsidy and establish the line 
now. Why? Ifyou do not, some other Gov- 
ernment and some other people will. [would 
not be in haste if all the Governments on earth 
should establish lines between San Francisco 
and Australia. {would be inno haste because 
there will still be other lines open as valuable 
and as important to the Government as that. 
There is no line yet established between the 
{sland of St. Helena and Philadelphia. Why 
not? There is no commerce, there can be no 
commerce there; and that door will be open a 
long time; and you might just as well plead 
for a subsidy to sustain a line between those 
two pointsas between California and Australia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understood 
that the Senator from California accepted the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I certainly did say so. 
That is my position about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not so understand. The Chair is now 
informed that the amendment to the amend- 
ment is accepted, and the question, therefore, 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. As the condition of the 
amendment may not be understood, I hope it 
will be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be reported as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract with the parties owning 
and representing the United States, New Zealand, 
and Ausiralian maii steamsbip line, or with any 
party or parties, (if they shalibe the lowest bidders 
after sixty days’ public notice.) other than those 
embraced within this act, and who are able to per- 
form the service, to extend the service now existing 


for the transportation of the mails on and after 
October 1, 1873, between San Francisco and the Sand- 


If that fact is understood, 


! 


period of ten years from the commencement of the ` 
extended service, at an additional compensation not 
exceeding $425,000 per annum: Provided, That the 
entire service between San Francisco and Now 
Zealand and Australia shall consist of thirteen 
round trips in each year, to be performed in first- 
class American-built steamships of not less than two 
thousand tons register burden, which shall be so 
constructed as to be readily adapted tothe armed 
naval service of the United States in case of war; 
und before acceptance the officers by whom they are 
inspected shall report to the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Postmaster General whether this condition 
has been complied with; and shall be officered by 
citizens of the United States, or persons who have ` 
declared their intention to become citizens, Anda 
sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay for the extended service that may be 
performed under such extension prior to July 1, 1873, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest 
that the words of my first amendment should 
be inserted before the words ‘‘and who are 
able to perform the service.’’ I will inquire 
whether the last amendment was inserted, ‘Son 
the 1st of October, 1873.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was 
understood to be accepted, and the amend- 
ment was so amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California what is the effective 
scope of the words in this amendment, speak- 
ing of ‘‘American citizens, or of those who 
have declared their intention to become such.’’ 
Any person who comes to this country may, 
under certain very small limitations indeed, 
declare his intention to become a citizen. 
That does not bind him ever to become a citi- 
zen, or enable him to do so either, and he 
may continue to be, if you please, a British 
or a French subject, or the subject of any other 
foreign Power, and for the purpose of taking 
this contract may declare this intention, which 
will not bind him to anything whatever, and 
enables him still to hold his allegiance to the 
foreign Power; and when the time, if there 
is any time, as I believe there is not, runs out 
when this declaration will have exhausted 
itself, all be would have to do would be to 
declare again ; so that with those words in, as 
it appears to me at the moment, it would really 
amount to allowing any foreigner to take this 
contract upon a condition which would not 
injure him in the least, and which would still 
enable him to continue to be the subject of a 
foreign Power. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That clause refers only 
to the officers of the ships. If it refer toany- 
thing else it is a mistake. [ask the Secre- 
tary to read that part of the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean to allow 
the ships to be officered by foreigners when 
the law is that the officers of our ships must 
be American citizens? 

Mr. CASSERLY. That subject was dis- 
cussed, and this is precisely, or is meant to 
be precisely, the same provision on that sub- 
ject that was adopted in regard to the China 
mail and the Brazil mail. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. The language is a little 
different, I would suggest to the Senator from 
California, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then it ought to be 
corrected. oo 

Mr. SHERMAN. The declaration of in- 
tention should be under the naturalization 
law. It means something more than the Sen- 
ator from Vermont said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What more? i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irtis a declaration of bis 
purpose to renounce his allegiance to the for- 
eign country within the period prescribed by 
the naturalization laws. : ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose he does not 
renounce it, does not carry out his purpose, 
what then ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Then he stands exactly 
like Martin Koszta, entitled to the protection 
of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Even if he does not 
carry out his purpose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He may as a matter of 


wich Islands to New Zealand and Australia for the || course evade that intention, but this is thé 
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ave declared their intention to become such, 
and may for certain purposes take their place | 
as quasi American citizens. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to call the | 
attention of the Senate (not of the country, | 
‘because I am not occupying any such attitude 


country to anything) to the fact, and there. is 
no way of getting around it, that this clause ; 
enables the operation of this bill to work in ; 
favor of foreigners to whom you leave the 
option, which you cannot control, of becoming | 
citizens or not as they please; for having de- | 
clared their intention, they are under no obli- 
gation to carry it out. If we are to take this 
money out of the Treasury, there is not any 
great difference in my mind between giving it 
toa foreigner and giving it to an American 
citizen. An American citizen has no more 
claim on the Treasury than a foreigner, in my 
opinion. The money is the money of the peo-. 
ple, and if you are to take the money of the 
people and give it away, you may as well give | 
it to one man as another, for aught I know. 
But, however that may be, I merely wish to 
point it out, so that hereafter we thall not say | 
our attention was uot called to it, that you are | 
providing for an operation here into which any 
foreigner may enter if he only chooses to 
declare that he means at some indefinite time, 
say fifty years hence, to become a citizen of 


the United States ; because, let me tell the |! 


Senator from Ohio, the naturalization Jaws 
do not require a man who has declared his | 
intention to become a citizen, to become one, | 
and he may fifty years afterward carry out 
that intention or not as he pleases, and all the 
time he stands as a man who has declared his | 
intention and is perfectly safe ; that is to say, | 
heis out of the citizenship, or in it, just as is 
most convenient for him. If you wish to en- 
courage trading on this sort of thing, this is a 
very good way to doit. 

Mr. COLE. I understand the Senator from 
Vermont, in effect, to move that those words 
- he stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Ido not make any 
motion at all; I merely point out the fact. 

Mr. COLE. I say “in effect,” and if it 
will be more agreeable to the Senator, or any 
other Senator, Í certainly should interpose no | 
objection to having them stricken out. 
move that those words be stricken out. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ishali not delay the bill 
by objecting. All I have to say is that that 
provision is precisely the same as was inserted 
bya general concurrence, if not the unani- 
mous vote, of the Senate in regard to the 
ng two postal services provided for in the 
hili, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that alter the 
principle? 

Mr. CASSERLY. It alters the principle 
to this extent, that the Senate has already 
adopted a certain policyin regard to the other 
two lines, and it seems to me it should apply | 
it to this also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, because you 
have done one wrong thing you must do two. 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. The question is whether 
it is wrong, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ground, 

Mr. COLE. I donot think it at all essential | 
either one way or the other. If any Senator 
bas a wish in regard to it, I am willing to carry 
16 out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California [Mr. Cote] moves to amend 
the amendment by striking ont the words ‘or 
persons who have declared their intention to 
become citizens.” . 

Mr. POMEROY. Those words, “ persons 
who have declared their intention to become 
ciuzens,’’ have become incorporated in a great 
many of our statutes, and they do have some 
meaning. Senators seem to think they do not 


Then argue it on that 


“established language in our navigation laws. i 
‘Qur sailors under them are naturalized, or i 
t 
i 


Ti 
| ment by striking out the following clause : 
Anda sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out | 


i appropriation for it. 
|| Jast paragraph at the bottom of the amend- | 


mean anything; but in my State and in all the 
western States persons who have declared their 


| intentions can vote; they can enter public 


lands; they have a status as citizens in the 
courts ; and that is about the only thing they 
ever do. They become citizens without ever 


| doing any more than declaring their intention. 


i 
i > | They grow up in the new country as citiz 
‘as warrants me in calling the attention of the i 7E ý 7 te 


and have all the rights of citizens by simply 
declaring their intention to become such. I 
think these words had better remain in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What my friend from 


ji Kansas speaks of relates to the rights of a citi- 


zen in a State, and the only reason why these 
foreigners can vote ina State (and it isa viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United Statesia 


: principle then) is that the Constitution de- 


clares that those who are voters for the most 
numerous branch of the State Legislature may 
vote for members of Congress. That.is how 
it happensthat a State has authority to determ- 
ine that persons may vote although they are 
not naturalized. That is, in effect, a violation 
of the Constitution of the United States, as has 
been sometimes decided; always, I believe, 
when the question has been brought up. But 
here we are acting ourselves under the Consti- 
tution of the United States alone, and if it is 
part of our theory to give this subsidy to Amer- 
ican citizens and to protect American com- 
merce as distinguished from foreign commerce, 
then you ought to strike out these words, be- 
cause if they are in you enable every foreigner, 
by a very slight ceremony, which does not 
trouble him and his foreign relations at all, to 
compete with you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from California, striking out certain words, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
other amendmeut that I desire to offer, which I 
hope the Senator from Calitornia will accept. 
There is a nice little thing wrapped up in the 


; Small print at the end of the amendment as 
proposed which extends this service in almost | 


any manner for a year, accepting any kind of 
vessels aud any kind of service, and makes an 
I move to strike out the 


ment in the small print. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


tor from Vermont moves to amend theamend- |} ni | J 
|| Bogan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Patterson, Ram- 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated to pay for the extended service that may 


be performed under such extension prior to July 1, ! 
1873. 


The amendment to the amendment was 


i agreed to. 


Mr. WEST. How much money, I ask the 
Secretary, is appropriated by this bill for the 
Australian mail service? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment proposes to appropriate $425,000 per 
annum, : i 

Mr. WEST. I have another amendment to 
offer, to add the following proviso : 


Provided also, That pending a permanent con- 
tract from the period named the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall make a contract for temporary service, 
the expenseof which shall not exceed the rate lim- 
ited for the permanent service. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Thatis merely 


i 


There isan- | 


to provide that any old hulk may be drawn | 


into the service, and is to reënact what has 
just been stricken out of the amendment. I 
trust it will not be adopted. 

Mr. WEST. lt certainly was not my in- 
tention to provide for the employment of any 
old hulk. Itis to be presumed that the Post- 
master General, having authority to make 
this contract, would certainly require a com- 
pliance with the terms of the law for a perma- 
nent contract. Otherwise, it is reflecting on 
the Postmaster General to say that for a tem- 
porary service he would take any indifferent 


| vessels. These vessels are running now, I 


understand, at the present time; and in order 
that we may keep them alive, which is the sole 
object of this amendment from beginning to 
end, the proposition is to make a temporary 
service pending the permanent service, which 
will be let out to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And the 
whole theory of the amendment as it now 
stands is that the Postmaster General’ shall 
make the contract with the lowest: bidder, and 
time is given for the building of the vessels; 
but this proposition, a very small one, leaves 
it entirely optional with the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to make any kind of contract for tempo- 
rary service for a year to come and uniil a 
permanent contract shall be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think we 
have now got the amendment in such a nice 
shape that it is just fit to lay on the table, and 
I therefore move to lay the whole amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us settle it by yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, COOPER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Mor: 
RILL.] If he were here he would vote ‘* nay,” 
and I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. LEWIS. I am paired with the Senator 
from Delaware, [Mr. Sautspury.] He would 
vote ‘‘ yea,” and I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ 

Mr. WEST. IT am paired on this amend- 
ment with the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Stevenson.] He is opposed to the proposi- 
tion, and Iam in favor of it. + 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Conkling, Edmunds, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Goidthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Harlan, Johnston, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Norwood, Pratt, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, 
Sprague, Trumbull, and Vickers—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 
Hamlin, Kelloggs, Kelly, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Rice, Sawyer, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Wilson, and Windom—2l. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Gilbert, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 


sey, Ransom, Robertson, Sauisbury, Spencer, Ste- 
venson, Thurman, Tipton, West, and Wright—26. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment was laid upon the tabie. 


Mr. VICKERS. T offer an amendment to 
come in after that provision requiring the 
Government to pay for the vessels which it 
takes: 

Provided, That the value of all vessels shall be 
ascertained by the appointment of appraisers to bo 
appointed by the owners and Secretary of the Navy: 
and if the owners shall refuse to make such appoint- 
ment after due notice, the Secretary of the Navy 
may appoint all the appraisers. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is inconsistent with 
the provision that is already in the bill, that 
the Government shall not pay more than the 
original cost of the vessels. What is in the 
bill now should be stricken out if this is to be 
inserted. 

Mr. VICKERS. I do not wish that stricken 
out at all, I only wish this added as an amend- 
ment to that. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not know that it is 
inconsistent; but I thought it was. 

Mr. VICKERS. It is only to provide a 
mode of ascertaining the value of the vessels. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought when we put 
in the provision that the Government should 
not pay more than the cost of the vessel, it 
was a sort of implication that they should 
pay all the cost. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No matter how old the 
vessel was. 


Mr. POMEROY. I thought it was an 
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amendment against the Government when it 
was put in, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill now 
provides that the Government shall in no case 
pay more than the original cost of the vessel. 
This appears to be a still further limitation. 

Mr. POMEROY. The other is no limita- 
tion at all; I do not know what this is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Maryland moves to amend by adding to 


the proviso already in the clause relating to 


the China mail. 

Mr. POMEROY. Having agreed to that 
amendment, I 
new matter; bus I do not see how he can 
strike out what has already been agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He does not 
propose to do that. The section now provides 
that the Governthent shall not pay more than 
the original cost of the ships, but this is an 


amendment merely to provide a mode of ascer- | 


taining their value by appraisement. 
Mr. POMEROY. I do not object to it if it 
is consistent with the provision as it stands, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will report the part already in the bill. 


The Cater CLERK. In the provision in rela- | 


tion to steamship service between San Fran- 
cisco and Chiua is the following proviso: 

Provided, That the price paid shall in no case 
exceed the original cost of the vessels so taken. 

Mr. VICKERS. Then my amendment will 
come iu. It should commence, ‘‘and pro- 
vided further.’”’ 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not think there is 
any objection to that amendment., 

Me CASSERLY. I do not think the 
amendment adds anything to the strength of 
the provision already there. On the coutrary, 


it tends 10 open a door for dividing the respons- | 


ibility between the Secretary of the Navy 
and two or three appraisers. I think that is 
a very serious objection to that mode of ascer- 
taining value. J would much rather confine 
the power to the Secretary of the Navy and 
Jet him bear the whole responsibility of wrong 
if any shail be committed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
aior from Macyland insist on his amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Certainly hedves. Ido, 
if he does noi. 

The uumendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CGASSERLY. I think the amendment 
which the Senate adopted on my motion, as 


now amended, should receive a little further | 


change so as to have it apply to purchases of 
steamships under the bill, I see thatit refers 
only to steamships engaged in the China ser- 
vice. It ought to apply also to those in the 
Brazil service. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ator propose an amendment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Secretary wili 
read that part of the bill, 1 will suggest an 
amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That all steamships hereafter accepted 
for said service shail be so constructed as to be 
readily adapted to the armed naval service of the 
United States in case of war; and before acceptance, 
the officers by whom they may be accepted shall 
report to the Secretary of the Navy and tue Post- 
master General whether this condition has been 
complied with; and the Government shall have the 
right in case of war to take any of said steamers for 
its own use, and pay in such case a reasonable com- 
pensation therefor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest the insertion 
of the words “aud ou all the sseamers engaged 
in the Brazil service,” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
has just read the clause in regard to the Bra- 
zillan service adopted on the motion of the 
Senator from New York, (Mr. Feyron. ] 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it be understood 
that they shall be made both alike. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to any under- 
standings. Before we agree to anything I 
wish to ask the Senator from California a 
question. I wish to ask him what he means by 


Does the Sen 


the words which the Secretary read in refer- | 


The Senator | 


suppose the Senator can add | 


The Secretary 


i 


$ 


ring to the officers by whom these vessels are 
to be inspected. I 
provide what officers shall make the inspec- 
tion. Does he mean the officers of the steam- 
ship company, who are the proprietors, that 
they are to determine whether these vessels 
are adapted to the naval service before the con- 
tract is completed, or does he mean some 
deputy postmaster, or some agent of the Post 
Office Department, or does he mean some 
officer of the Navy ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think I ought to be 
very much indebted to the Senator from Ver- 
mont for supposing that I could have intended 
anything half so absurd as the many things he 
has suggested. The Senator from Vermont 
evidentiy did not hear the amendment. In 
the first place the amendment is not mine, but 


that of the Senatorfrom Maryland, [Mr. Vicx- | 


ERS,] and if the Senator from Vermont can 
have it all taken out be will do what I tried in 
vain to do awhile ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought it was the 
amendment of my friend from Calitornia, and 
so I apologize tohim. Į merely wished to call 
attention to the entire ambiguity of this pro- 
vision as to the inspection of these vessels in 
re-pect to their adaptation to naval service 


| before the contract is made with the people j 


who are to employ them. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think I can answer the 
question, The present law provides that they 
shall be inspected by a naval officer appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The present law is a 
little anterior to this law, and when this law 
passes it will be later than the present law. 

Mr. WINDOM. Very true; but this law re- 
fers to the existing law, und says this shall be 
done on the same conditions and limitations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but the ‘ con- 
ditions and limitations’? do not relate to this 
subject of the naval service at all. 

Mr. WINDOM. But the inspection will be 
dove under the existing laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there an existing law 
which provides bow the inspection shall be 
made? 

Mr. WINDOM. 
from California can refer to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will he be good enough 
to do so? 

Mr. COLE. Iwill. The law reads: 

“Shall be subject to inspection and survey by an 
experienced naval constructor, to be detailed for 
that purpose by the Secretary of the Navy, who 
shall report,” &. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What steamers does that 
apply to? 

Mr. COLE, That is the act of 1865, 
authorizing the establishment of the service 
between the United S:ates and China and 
Japan that is referred to in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. The amend- 
ment tha: has been read and the one to which 


The clause does not seem to | 


Yes, sir; the Senator | 


j 


1 
{ 
i 


{ 


| 
{ 
| 
| 
| 


I am calling the attention of the Senate is the | 


new and independent provision in respect to | 
Now, the honorable Sen- | 


the Brazilian line. 
ater, when I ask him what he means by an 
inspection relating to the Brazilian line, in 
respect to which there is no present law, 


| refers me toa provision made about the Cal- 


ifornia aud China line. 

Mr. COLE. ‘hat is a great mistake. 
the same thing. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
both. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be; but I am 


It is 


There is the same law for 


| speaking of the informarion the Senator from 


California gives us. When I ask him about 
Brazil, he tells me about China. It may be 
that in contemplation of law Brazil and China 
are the same thing, as they are both foreign 
countries! 

Mr. COLE. I will read for the benefit of 
the Senator from the law relating to the Brazil 
service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will be rather more 
to the point. 


Mr. COLE. That law provides that the 
steamers shall, “before approval and accept: 
ance by the Postmaster General, be subject to 
inspection and survey by an experienced naval 
constructor to be detailed for that purpose ` 
by the Secretary of the Navy, who shall; 
report,” &e. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now my friend has read 
something which relates to the subject we 
have under consideration; and if he believes 
that this provision being in this new law, with- 
out any specifie reference as to inspection to 
the old law, is adequate, very well, because I 
see these subsidies are to go. I only call hig 
attention to the fact that it may be very con- 
venient in five or six years, when you get into 
a little trouble with some nation, to provide 
for an officer under the Post Office Depart- 
ment, or a steamship officer to make this 
inspection. The Senator smiles, i 

Mr. COLE. Not derisively. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By no means. But the 
Senator has aright to smile derisively. There 
is no rule against that. I hope nobody has 
forgotten, and we ought not to forget so soon, 
the monstrous frauds that were committed on 
this Government in the early part of the war 
between the southern confederacy, as it is 
styled now complacently, aud the United 
States, in respect to the taking up of vessels 
out of the civil service where inspections of 
this character were conducted by persons who 
were unskilled, and in the most scandalous 
manner. A committee of which I was oncea 


| member made an investigation into some sub- 


jects of that kind, which it never reported 
upon because some of the parties were dead, 
which showed the counection of some people 
who are now very deep in politics with the 
sale of steamships that naval officers would 
not receive at all and that military officers 
would not receive at all; and yet there was 
found a convenient way under the statute of 
getting somebody who was neither a military 
nor naval oficer to make the inspection and 
report, and the vessels were bought. I wish 
to guard by every possible precaution against 
that. But as this matter is not in my hands, 
it is enough for me to point out the danger to 
which you are exposed in not making a specific 
provision as to the tribunal which is to determ- 
ine whether these vessels are fit for war pur- 
poses or not. Thatis all I have to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY, 
of Michigan.) The question is on the amend- 
meut of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is an amendment 
to apply the same rule as to the vessels to 
both lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the amendment. 

The Cuier Clerx. The amendment is to 
insert at the end of the proviso, in that part 
of the bill which provides for steamship service 
between China and Japan, the following: 


And this provision shall extend to and be applicable 
to the steamers of the Brazilian line hereinafter 
provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST. I should like the Senate to 
consider now an amendment I reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations relating to 
service in the Gulf of Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what 
appropriation in the bill does the amendment 
reter? 

Mr. WEST. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For steamship service between the port of New 
Orleans and the ports of Tampico, Vera Cruz, Coats- 
zacoalcos, Tabasco, Laguna, Campeche, Sisal, and 
Havana, $75,000. Aud the Postmaster General 1B 
hereby directed to contract with American citizens 
who will guaranty the performance of the above 
service on terms most advantageous and least ex- 
pensive to the United States, securing service twice 
each month, and according to such schedule of arriz 
vals and departures as the Postmaster General sba 
arrange, to the end that Havana shall be the first 
and last port on the alternate eastern and western 
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‘voyages: Provided, That steamships of not lessthan 
fifteen hundred_tons register, and wholly con- 
“structed in the United States, shall perform said 
service, after being accepted therefor in the usual 
manner by the Postmaster General; and that said 
vessels may be taken, in case of war, for the service 
‘of the United States, at a reasonable compensation. 
And the Postmaster General and the other parties 
sto this service shall be, and are hereby, authorized 
to make any changes, by adding to or leaving out 
> Mexican ports, which the interests of the Post Office 
Department and the general intercourse between 
the rwo countries may require. And the said con- 
tract shall be for a period’ not exceeding ten years, 
commencing the Ist of January, 1873, at a cost not 
exceeding $150,000 per annum. f 

Mr. MORTON. I inquire if that provides 
for iron steamers? 

Mr. WEST. I will accept an amendment 
of that kind. This suggestion having been 
made to me by several Senators in my vicinity, 
I move to perfect the amendment by adding 
afterthe word ‘‘ constructed, ” in line fourteen, 
the words ‘of iron.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
modifies his amendment as stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think this prop- 
osition is in order, but I will not raise the 
point of order, because the Senate has decided 
“it to be in order, practically. 

{The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
‘was about to state that he would submit this 
case to the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. Justlet mesay a word on that 
proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish not to be under- 
stood as raising the point of order, because if 
the last proposition was in order, this is. 

Mr. WEST. The Presiding Officer having 
submitted the question to the Senate, I am 
quite well satished, perhaps, that this is not 
exacily in order; but as the Senate has been 
swallowing camels all day it might as well 
swallow this little gnat. Lf it is not germane 
to the bill, itis certainly germane to the wishes 
of the Senate, as manifested on two previous 
occasions, they haying passed this proposition 
as a separate bill in another form. This is 
the only thing we want tor the Gulf of Mexico. 
I think no point of order should be raised 
on it, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is any point of order 
raised ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
proposed to submit ihe question to the Senate, 
asin the judgment of the Chair it was differ- 
ent from the other proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say, in 
all seriousness, that I think it fairly within the 
principle we adopted as to the Australian line. 
the difference is merely geographical. I shall 
certainly vote that this is in order, because the 
Senate has decided so in the other case, not 
because | should have thought so originally. 

Mr. WEST. I think it is conceded. I 
move the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the question will be 
pat on the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. [understand that upon 
the point of order the Senate have heretofore 
ruled in such a manner upon the Australian 
amendment as to permit this to be received. 

Mr. WEST. No point of order is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No point of 
order is made. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I was conversing with a 
Senator and thought the question was to be 
submitted to the Senate. Tam glad the prop- 
osiiion is received without question. 

Mr. SCOTT, 
order ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


put the question, and no objection was made. | e Ser 
i ator from Louisiana proceeds, the Chair will 


Mr. SCOTT. I voted against the adoption 
of this amendment to the rule ; but the Sen- 
ate having adopted it, I want to get the ben- 
elit of it, because I do think there is so clear 
a distinction between the amendment now pro- 
posed and the one which the Senate, errone- 
ously as I think, decided to be in order, that 


Did we decide that it was in | 


ie 
is eut of order. 


we ought not to stultify ourselves by going in 
the face of our rule. 

The ground upon which the former amend- 
ment was decided to be in order was that we 
had commenced a route around the world by 
going from San Francisco to Honolulu, and 
that having started to circumnavigate the 
globe, it was in order to hitch on link by liak 
until we got around to the point where we 
started from. Now, here there is no appro- 
priation starting from any place to get to New 
Orleans; and yet we propose to hitch on an 
amendment starting from New Orleans to go 
to Havana. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is only necessary to 
extend it around Europe to Australia! 

Mr. SCOTT. Thatisall. Iunderstood the 
point of order was made, and I hope we shall 


vote upon it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


| will state that the point of order was made 


and withdrawn. The Chair stated his doubt 
of the admissibility of the amendment, and 
submitted it to the Senate in order that they 
might vote upon it. Objection is now made, 
however, and the Chair will submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate, ‘‘ Shall the amendment be 
received ?”’ 

Mr. WEST. I am convinced that if the 
question is put on that proposition the vote 
will be adverse. But we do not propose to 
stultify ourselves; we merely propose to sus- 
pend that rule by consent in this case, inas- 
much as the Senate has on two previous occa- 
sions by its vote in February, 1871, and at the 
last session of the Forty-First Congress and 
here within the last two weeks, conceded the 
point that we ought to have this service. If 
you raise the point of order on us, of course 
wearegone. We want this proposition accepted 
by the Senate without any point of order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want the Senate to vote 
understandingly. I hold in my hand Senate 
bill No. 507, which is a proposition precisely 
like the pending one. If the Senate shall rule 
this in order, 1 shail certainly offer that as an 
amendment, providing for mail service from 
New York to Vera Cruz, Mexico. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Ido not doubt that 
there may be some merit in this line; but it 
appears to me that we should consider it sep- 
arate and distinet from this bill. For that 
reason I move to lay the motion on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut moves to lay on the 
table what—the question of order? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. No; the amend- 


ment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question is, Shall this amendment be received? 
Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose every Senator 


| knows that this amendment is not in order. 


I think we make a great mistake when we 
reverse our own rules of order for the pur- 
pose of accommodating them to measares thai 
we desire to have passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did we not think 
of that on the Australian amendment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I didthink of it, and voted 
against it. It seems to me if we begin in this 
way we might as well repeal all our rules. 
The Senator from Louisiana admitted that this 
Every Senator knows that it 
is out of order. I think, if in order to reach 
a certain amendment or to pass u certain meas- 
ure we go right in the face of the rules we 
have adopted, there ceases to be any protec- 
tion to the minority, and very soon any order 
in the majority. 

Mr. WEST. Very true 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 


remind him that he has, under the rule, spoken 
once on the pending question before the Sen- 
ate. The occupant having resumed the Chair, 
will siate that be coneurs with the Senator 
from Louisiana that this amendment does not 
come within the rule, and it requires unani- 


i 
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{ 


| 
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mous consent to entertain it. That view is 
subject to appeal. If the Senator from Lou- 
isiana asks unanimous consent to receive this 
amendment, because others have been re- 
ceived, the Chair will propound that request to 
the Senate; but the Chair cannot entertain it 
under the rule unless it is the wish of the Sen- 
ate to rescind the rule. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Louisiana 
takes no exception except as to the ruling of 
the Chair, which has not been applied to any 
other Senator on the floor, in respect to having 
spoken twice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was applied 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Conx- 
LING] making the point upon the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] The Senator 
from Louisiana is mistaken in the fact, of 
course unintentionally. That point was made 
to-day, and the Chair upon exainination of the 
| rules sustained the point against the Senator 
i from Vermont. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Can this question be 
submitted to the Senate except by taking an 
appeal? Cannot the question be submitted to 
the Senate directiy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
made his decision in accordance with the rule, 
and it is subject now to appeal. The Chair 
stated to the Senator’s colleague that if he 
wished to ask unanimous consent the Chair 
would propound that request. There is no 
| amendment pendin 
| Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to offer an amend- 
| ment to the bill. After it is read I will say a 
few words upon it. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
i ment, which was to add as an additional sec- 

tion the following: 

i Sec. — That if the contract for the increase of the 
i mail service between San Francisco and China and 
Japan to a semi-mwonthly service shail be made with 
| the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, or shall be 
performed in the said company’s ships, or the ships 
ef its successors in interest, the moneys payable un- 
der such contract shall be paid while the said com- 
pany, or its successors in interest, shali maintain and 
run the line of steamships for the transportation of 
freight and passengers at present run between New 
Yorx and San Francisco, via the Isthmus of Panama, 
by the said Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and 
no longer. 

| Mr. CASSERLY. The object of the amend- 
| ment is to insure the maintenance by the com- 
pany of its present line between New York 
and San Francisco by way of the Isthmus of 
Panama. We have given them a very liberal 
appropriation now, which, by the terms of it, 
is devoted to the line between San Francisco 
| and Japan and China. But of course none 
| of us can conceal from ourselves that this isso 
| much added to the means of the company for 
| keeping up both its lines. The Panama line 
| is undoubtedly the line of steamers which the 
| Senator from Michigan, not now in his seat, 
if Mr, CHANDLER, ] confounded with the Austra- 
| han line, when he stated a while ago that the 
| Pacific Mail Steamship Company owned the 
| Australian line as well asthe China line. That 
| was not correct. The Pacitic Mail Sieamship 
| Company does, however, own another line on 
; the Pacitie ocean, which is the line between 
| San Francisco and Panama. It is of great 
i 

i 

i 

f 

4 


importance to that coast and to this country 
at large that that line shouid be kept up. 

I say that on two grounds: one is that it 
furnishes a very important conveyance of 
| freight and passengers in addition to that fur- 
i nished by the Central Pacific railroad. The 
| other is, as last winter proved abundantly, 
i that it may frequently be the only recourse for 
i the entire commerce between the two sides 
of the continent during a blockade upon the 
railroad. The rejief which was last winter 
i rendered to the entire coinmunity on both 
i sides of the continent by the fortunate circum- 
i stance of the existence of that line is a com- 
i plete demonstration, it seems to me, of the 
| absolute necessity of keeping it up. 
| It appears to me that having voted to pay 
: $1,600,000 annually to this company for keep- 


3144 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 


ing up its line between California and China 
and Japan, there is no impropriety, and least 
of all any hardship, in asking that one of the 
conditions on which that amount of money 
shall be paid to it is that it shail maintain its 
present important line between San Francisco 
and New York via the Isthmus. an) 2 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

The question being put, Mr. Srewarr de- 
manded a division. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
not, call ter a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada demands a division. 

The question being again put, the ayes were 
thirty-three. 

Mr. STEWART. 


I hope the Senator will 


I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. STEWART. Suppose ihe contract 


should be taken by some other company, what 
then? This line may be expensive. What- 
ever company has this, will you require them 
to keep up the Panama line? 

Mr. NYE. I think I can propose an 
amendment which, if the honorabie Senator 
from California will accept, will remove all 
objection, providing that any person taking 
their interest shall run the line from New 
York.to San Francisco. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not understand the 
Senator. 

Mr, NYE. I understand the amendment 
to provide that the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company shall receive pay for carrying the 
China mail no longer than they keep up the 
line between San Francisco and New York. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. NYE. I move to add “or any other 
person with whom the contract shail be made.’ 


Mr. CASSERLY. Oh, no. 
Mr. NYE. Why not? 
Mr. CASSERLY. I cannot accept that 


amendment. With all respect to the Senator 
from Nevada, it makes it perfectly nonsensi- 
cal, because the Pacific mail company have 
the line now, which I think they ought to keep 
up after receiving this subsidy. 

Mr. NYE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting ‘or any other pariy with 
whom this contract shali be made.’? 

Mr. STEWART. Is this amendment in 
order? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisa legislative 
provision directly relating to an appropriation 
contained in the bill. The Chair thinks it 
embraces a good deal; but it does directly 
connect itself with an appropriation contained 
in the bill, 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not know that I 
understand it; but if I do it is this: that the 
China line shall receive its pay, provided it 
keeps up another line from New York to San 
Francisco. Is that what it means? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Provided they keep up 
the other line which they are now running 
between New York, via Panama to San Fran- 
cisco? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is a vicious form of 
legislation to provide that parties shall have 
something if they do something else. 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. I see nothing vicious in 
it, unless the subsidy be vicious ; and I cannot 
say that, because I voted for it. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is putting a condition 
on which may or may not be proper for them 
to fulfill; 1 do not know, They may want to 
abandon this line. It may be in the interest 
of the Government to do all the business 
across the continent by the Pacifie railroad, 
and they may want to abandon this ocean line 
entirely. These several Pacific subsidies have 
been voted on to this bill with a view, among 
other things, of adding to the freight and busi. 
ness across this continent. This Government 
has got a great interest in sustaining, having 


| line by the way of Panama. 


helped to build, the Pacific railroad, and there 
is no local business on the line of that road 
comparatively; that road’ is supported by its 
through business. This is one way to give it 
through business. I think the time may come 
when it may be well to abandon this ocean 
line entirely and do all the business across the 
continent by railroad. In that way the Gov- 
ernment would be sure, at any rate, to secure 
its interest in railroads where it has ninety or 
a hundred million dollars invested. 

I do not know whether it would be right or 
not on the spur of the moment for us to say 
that for ten years to gome. the Pacific Mail 
Sieamship Company shall keep up an ocean 
č of Po T so what kind 
ofa line? Once a month? 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘The same they are run- 
ning now, which I believe is once a month. 

Mr. NYE. They run now once a month, 
or once in two months, if they please. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish the Senator from 
Kansas would tell me where we should have 
been last winter, when there was a perfect 
blockade and destruction of the whole carry- 
ing trade on the railway, but for this line? 

Mr. POMEROY. We should have been 
quietly iu our homes, I suppose, but the coun- 
try did receive their mails by the way of the 
ocean, and I suppose whenever it is any ob- 
ject for them to send steamers that way they 
will run them; but to compel them to do so 
at the expense of this subsidy I think is a 
back-handed way of legislating. 

Mr. MORTON. I simply want to under- 
stand this amendment. As I understand it, 
it means this: a subsidy has been voted for 
semi-monthiy service from San Francisco to 
China and Japan; after a subsidy bas been 
voted for that purpose, it is then intended to 
make it useful in maintaining a line of steam- 
ships from New York to San Francisco by the 
way of the Isthmus, to be run in opposition to 
the Pacific railroad. Is that the meaning of it? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yo keep down the rates 
of freight and passage. That is one object. 

Mr. MORTON. I simply wanted to under- 
stand it. We first grant large subsidies to 
build the Pacific railroad; then we grant 
another subsidy to run a steamship line in 
opposition to it. Is that the idea? 

Mr. HILL. Ihave risen to inquire of the 
Senator trom California, whose amendmeat 
this is, whether he intends to be understood 
by the amendment that in the event of a 
failure to keep up this line by way of the 
Isthmus, the subsidy shall abate from the 
time that they do? 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. I can see a very good reason 
why it ought to prevail. The reason given by 
ihe Senator, that in time of a snow blockade 
on the railway this is the only route from 
New York to San Francisco that would be 
available at present, is all sufficient. I doubt 
whether it is clear enough in the amendment 
that in case of failure the subsidy shall cease. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think that is clear, 

Mr. HILL. Very well; then I am satisfied 
with it. 

Mr. NYE. [wantto say asingle word about 
this amendment. Tt is but five hundred miles 
further from San Francisco to China than itis 
from San Francisco to New York by sea by 
the way of the Isthmus of Panama. It is 
fifty-two hundred and fifty miles from the city 


of New York to the city of San Francisco j 


by water. Now, we have granied a subsidy 
to the China line, and in order to allow that 
company to take that, by virtue of the power 
of the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia we compel them to perform as much 
service within seven hundred and fifty miles 
every trip they make on another route as we 
pay them for running. The idea is too pre- 
posterous to be entertained. They have never 
had any subsidy on the Panama line at all. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Oh, yes. 
Mr. NYE. They run that line as they pleas, 
Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator is mistaken, 
Mr. NYE. I suppose they can take it off 
to-morrow. oe 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Panama line wag” 
commenced on a subsidy. s 

Mr. NYE. What subsidy did it receive? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I cannot tell the pre 
cise amount—several hundred thousand dollarg 
a year. j 

Mr. NYE. They are not receiving any 
now; they are relieved from that contract ; 
aud I insist upon it that no Senator would be 
so unjust as to compel thei to run, within 
seven hundred aad fifty miles, as long an ad- 
ditional trip as that for which they receive 
subsidy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ig 
ou the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nevada, to have the 
amendment of the Senator from California 
apply to any parties who may take the con- 
| tract for the China mail service. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada is utterly inapplicable, 
because no party who takes this contract, ex- 
cept the Pacific Mail Steamship Companys hag 
‚a line running from New York to San Fran’ 
| cisco by way of Panama. So much for that. 

Now, in regard to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, I take it for granted that 
j the fact that the United States has endowed a 
railroad munificently, beyond all example in 
; the history of the world, furnishes no reason 
i why it should not do what it can to keep up 
| another line of conveyance, another line of 
transportation, even although that other line 
should have the effect of keeping down rates 
upon the first line so munificently endowed. 
{On the contrary, the very fact of the munifi- 
cence of the endowment is a reason why the 
first road can well afford to have a fair and 
reasonable competition. ; 

There is a reason outside of all this, rest- 
| ing, however, in private information, why it 

is very important to us on the Pacific coast 
aud to the country at large that this steam 
line between New York and San Francisco 
shall be kept up. I simply suggest tbat if 
afier you have granted this subsidy it should 
turn out that the Panama line is taken off, 
| either by understanding or otherwise, and that 
the entire commerce of the United States with 
| Asia is left to depend upon the steam line 
| between Asia and San Francisco ; and one line 
| of railroad between San Francisco and Omaha, 
Senators will then feel as if they bad made a 
| very large appropriation to very little purpose. 
Mr. SCOTT. [voted for the subsidy to the 
| China steam line, and did so believing that 
it was right todo so. Iwas at first inclined 
to vote for this amendment of the Senator 
| from California, but upon further reflection 
I remember that we have incorporated two 
other railroad lines which will eventually 
be finished, I hope before this mail contract 
shali run out—the Norihern Pacific and the 
| Southern Pacific. It will not certainly be in 
the interest of Congress go to legislate as that 
in the event of a blockade on one railroad 
there shall be no transit upon the others, or 
that they shall not be rival routes. 

But what strikes me particularly is the doubt 
that has arisen in my mind asto the propriety 
of my vote on the China steamship line since 
the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
nia, for his amendment amounts to the con- 
fession that we have given subsidy enough to 
that line to keep up another line by way of 
Panama to New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought that was gen- 
erally understood before, as it was known that 
this line was ranviug at a profit. : 

Mr. SCOTT. No, we had not the certainty 
heretofore that we have now, in the estimation 
of the Senator from California, who has studied 
this subject very carefully, and it seems now to 
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De conceded that there is subsidy enough in 
the line from San Francisco to Yokohama to 
keep up another from San Francisco to New 
York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No question of it, 

` Mr. SCOTT. Iama little inclined todoubt 
now the propriety of the amount of subsidy at 
least that we give to the line from San Fran- 
eisco to China, although the object was right 
nd we ought to give enough to make it suc- 
cessful. I hardly think I can vote for this 
amendment, although at first its plausibility 
truck me. i 

Mr. WINDOM. If it be true that this sub- 
idy is large enough for both lines, I am 
inclined to think some other company, as there 
is free competition, will come in and take the 
i service at a lower price. 

Mr, CONKLING. My silence throughout 
‘this debate will perhaps atone for my saying 
a word now. 

This amendment presents one thing that 
induces me and it presents another that does 
not. Some Senator has remarked that we 
first subsidize a railroad; and then we pro- 
pose to subsidize a line of ships to run against 
it; to run around it, to compete with it. That 
seems in one aspect pretty ridiculous; and yet, 
df I usderstand the subsidy theory, it involves 
nothing absurd. What is the theory of sub- 
sidies? That to nourish and enlarge com- 
merce, to transact business, we are to aid in 
creating vehicles for commerce. Is not that 
it? Ifso, why should we not have a line of 
ships, vehic'es of commerce, to go by water 
from New York to Aspinwall, and from San 
Francisco to Panama? Merely because we 
have a railroad traversing the continent? The 
argument is that we want an outgo for com- 
merce, we want carrying facilities. Very well; 
then the more the merrier; the more the bet- 
ter. 

Now, what is the counter proposition to that 
submitted by the Senator from California? It 
is that we are to allow the line of ships from 
New York to San Francisco, via Panama, to 
die out. What have we then? A railroad 
crossing the continent and the Pacific Mail 
company ranning as a continuation of that 
road. That, of course, is a great deal better 
thaa it would be to have nothing; but is it as 
good as it is to have the railroad and at the 
same time a line of ships running from New 
York to the Isthmus, and on the other side from 
the Isthmus up to San Francisco? 

Mr. EDMUNDS.  Freights would go up if 
you dropped the sea line. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
makes a suggestion that is very obvious, be- 
cause, although you have the absurdity of the 

overnment competing with itself, ruuning 
two lines against each other, still you have 
competition. Sea freights will put down rail- 
way freights. and railway freights will put down 
sea freights provided you let the attrition go 
on, the friction between these two things rub- 

ing against each other. 

Mr. NYB. Allow me to ask my friend 
. where the sense is when we subsidize a line 
i from San Francisco to China in compelling 

that line to run as great a distance in another 

direction ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I will tell my honor- 
able friend that that becomes a mere matter 
of figures; and the Seuator from California, 
who is not only an advocate of these sub- 


That is the argument. If the subsidy is 
not large enough, if.the effect of the amend- 
ment will be to break down the whole thing, 
because the company cannot do it, then my 
friend from Nevada takes something by his 
question ; but if, on the contrary, it can be 
shown that under this subsidy they can run 
that part of the line now proposed, then, on 
the subsidy theory, we certainly gain by it, 
as I understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And they are doing itnow. 

Mr. CONKLING. They are running at 
least a monthly line at this time. I did not 
rise to argue this question, but while on the 
floor I will make one further remark. I have 
voted for some of these subsidies; I have not 
stated my reason for doing it, but I can state 
the chief reason in one moment. 

There is an argument, and a very strong 
argument, in favor of subsidies. No commit- 
tee of this body has yet been sable to take the 
whole subject and digest it and recommed to 
the Senate what we had better do about sub- 
sidies, Therefore, we have been left to vote 
by fractions upon the whole question, now 
upon this and then upon another, and then 
upon a third particular project. 1 have been 
disposed to vote for some of these subsidies, 
to try the experiment, having great doubts as 
to which way I should vote; and that is the 
best explanation I can make in a moment of | 
the vote I have given. 

But now I insist that if the subsidy theory is 
good for anything atall, it supports the amend- 
ment pending unless the Senator from Nevada 
can show that the amount of service required 
is exorbitant in reference to the subsidy paid; 
or to put it the other way, unless he can show 
that the subsidy is so small that the beneficia- 
ries would break down under the requirements 
of this amendment. 

Mr. NYE. You might just as well require 
the Pacific mail company to run the Brazilian 
line as that, 

Mr. CONKLING. That is a matter of 
figures. 

Mr. NYE. The company have not figured 
on that hypothesis at all, bat proposed for a 
certain sum to do a specific service from Cali- 
tornia to China; and now you propose, by the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from 
California, to make them run as much further 
or they shall not receive the contract price for 
that. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is a matter of 
figures. Ido not attempt to dispute with the 
Senator from Nevada, because he knows more 
about it than I do. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators desire 
that the rule be enforced. The five minutes 
of the Senator from New York have expired. 
The Senator from Nevada has spoken once on 
the amendment. 

Mr. NYE. Iwill not speak again. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has aiso spoken once on the 
amendment to the amendment, and Senators 
have desired that the rule shall be enforced. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I want to get through. 
If we havea five-minutes rule, let itbe enforced, | 
and let us get through, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I simply wish to say that 
the Senator from Nevada has just made a 
statement as to—— 


sidies, but an advocate in a local sense, if I 
may so say—I mean by that only that he 
represents a locality supposed to be especially 
interested in it—offers this amendment; and 
. Utbink my friend from Pennsylvania is aa- 
« thorized in arguing that he assumes that the 
subsidy we have granted is great enough 
to enable this line, uot only to ran where 


“We supposed up to this time it was to run, bat || 


a . H 
to continue to run also from San Francisco 


“by way of Panama to New York, and run 
More frequently than it does. 


| 


The ViCE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Califoraia asks unanimous consent to | 
make a statement. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to make a parlis- 
meutary inquiry. I ask the Chair if the Chair | 
rules under the five-rninutesrale that a Senator 
is bound to exbaust his five miuutes ia one 
speech? The Senator from California certainly 
did not speak five minutes before on this pre- 
cise amendment. I think I understood the 


to exhaust his five minutes on one occasion, 
but he was subject to the other rule that he 
could not speak more than twice. I merely 
make the inquiry to be informed myself, i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators evi- 
dently wish to liberalize this rule. The Chair 
has kept an account when Senators rose, and 
as the Senator from Vermont himself offered 
the rule, the Chair-will rale that Senators are 
entitled to five minutes at several periods of 
time. The Senator from California haa spoken 
about two minutes, the Chair thinks, He ig 
now, therefore, entitled to three minutes ad- 
ditional. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I merely wish to respond, 
from my information, to the inquiry propounded 
by the Senator from New York to the Senator 
from Nevada. So far is the Senator from 
Nevada from the facis as to the impossibility 
of their ruuning this line with the help of this 
subsidy, that the truth is the company is now 
running the line, and has been running it for 
years without any subsidy for it, and before 
they got any for the Japan line. 

The statemeut of the Senator from Nevada 
then amounts to this: that upon the receipt 
of $1,000,000 the Pacific Mail company will 
immediately be struck by a total inability to 
coutinue the line between New York and San 
Francisco by way of Panama, after having 
continued it for ycars and years before they 
got any subsidy for the China line, and while 
they had none for the Panama line. 

Mr. NYE. I want to make an inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada has two minutes more of hia five 
minutes, he having heretofore spoken three 
minutes on the pending question. 

Mr. NYE. Idonot wish aminute. I want 
to know if my amendment is put on, “or any 
other person accepting said proposition?” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment is the pending question. ; 

Mr.. CONKLING. Let us see where it 
comes in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The Curer CrerK. It is proposed, after the 
words ‘‘ successors in interest,’? where those 
words occur the second time in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California, to in- 
sert the words ‘or any other parties who 
may contract for such service.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
vada to the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Casserty,] upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Bucking- 
bam, Casserly, Conkling, Cooper, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Harg- 
ilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 
Osborn, Pratt, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton. and Vickers—23, 

NAYS — Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Chandler, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Kel 
logg, Logan. Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, 
Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, and Windom—18, 

ABSENT— Messrs, Anthony, Blair, Brownlow, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hitehcock, Howe, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Summer, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, West. Wilson, and Wright—33. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. NYE. I want to ask a question in view 
of another amendment. Now, as I under- 


Chair au hour or two ago to kold that the five | 
minutes given to a Senator did not hold him 


siand the amendment just adopted, as it 
stands it leaves it that if the China contract 
is with the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 
that company has got to keep up the New 
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York line. If the contract is with anybody 
else, they are not obliged to do so. 

Mr. MORTON. Is the New York line to 
be monthly or semi-monthly ? 

Mr. NYB. Just as they please. I want to 
inquire if thatis the position, that any bidder. 
who goes against them has this advantage of 
fiot being obliged to keep up this five thou- 
sand mile line once a month, but if they bid 
for it they have got to keepitup. That is the 
English of it. 1f Lam correct in that I want 
to propose another amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The biilis open 
to further amendment. 

Mr. NYE. I want to amend by making a 
provision that any other line contracting for 
the China service shall be obliged likewise to 
keep up the line from San Francisco to New 
York. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
amendment on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada moves the amendinent which he 
has indicated, and the Senator from Kentucky 
moves that that ameudmeni lie on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
form for a competition for this contract. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will suspend. The Senator from Nevada will 
send his amendment in writing. 


I move to lay that 


have provided for a regular letting of the con- 
tract for the China and Japan service, and a 
competition for it. The Senator from indiana 
never was more right, however, thau when he 
said that that was merely a form; that there 
would be no competition for it by reason of 
the frame of the bill. You require that the 
service shall be performed iu ships of four 
thousand tons burden, American ships, built 
of iron; go far as the new ships are concerned, 
and go far as the present ships are concerned, 
they are regulated. of course, by the previous 
law. 

Now, what company, being an American 
company and no other, can bid, can be a com- 
petitor with the Pacific mail company for this 
contract? Will some Senator tell me? Al! 
the taik about the disadvantage at which my 
amendment places the Pacific mail company 
in competing with other companies who are 
not charged with the obligation of keeping up 
the Panama line, simply amounts to nothing 
whatever, There wiil be no cowpetilion. 
There is no line that cau take this contract 
except the one that has the contract now ; aud 
hence it is not worth while for auy Senator to 
lead the Senate to believe that the effect of my 
amendment is to bring about an inequality in 
the competition so far as the Pacific mail line 
is concerned. ; 

Mr. BOREMAN. I have not taken any 
interest in this subsidy business; I believe i 
have voted against all the subsidies proposed ; 
but it seems to ine that the ameudment which 
we have adopted upon the mation of the Sen- 
ator from California may defeat eutirely the 
purpose of the subsidy granted to the line to 
China and Japan. As has been weil said 
here, we impose upon this particular company 


a $ Py ! 
now ranning the line to China and Japan the | 


performance of double the duty they would be 
required to perform had not that amendment 
been adopted. It may prevent them from 
accepting this additional semi-monthly ser- 
vice. If it be true that they are able to run 
the line from New York to San Francisco, by 
way of the Isthmus of Panama, at a loss, as Í 


understand they have been doing until the | 


past winter, and make up that loss out of the 


additional semi-monthly line to China under ! 


this subsidy, that is a pretty strong evidence 
that the subsidy we gave in this instance was 
too much, that it ought not to have been 
given. 

But I know very little about these matters. 


We have provided in 
|| the Sex fr Nevad 
| the Senator from Nevada. 


l is totally inapplicable. 


It seems to me if gentlemen on the Pacific 
coast wish to have semi-monthly service to 
China the amendment which has just been 
adopted is very inappropriate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
several other amendments to be offered. 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am very sure we can 
conclude this bill in ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I insist on 
the motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
willreport the pending amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add 
to the amendment adopted on the motion of 
the Senator from California— 

Provided, That said requirement shall in all re- 
spects apply to any party coniracting for the service 
between San Francisco, China, and Japan, as well 
as to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say that that 
There is but one com- 
pany, as I said, that can compete for the con- 
tract to be let, and that is the only company 
which hag a line between New York and San 
Francisco. Nobody knows that better than 


I 


Mr. NYE. I understand it precisely so, 
but this will not do any hurt, and that insures 


|| you a line between New York and San Fran- 
Mr. CASSERLY. By a form of words we | 


cisco any way. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Iam very glad to have 
the assistance of the Seaator from Nevada in 


keeping up a line between New York and San | 


Franeisco via the Isthmus of Panama: but I 


think the means that he is taking to accom- | 
plish it are precisely the means best calcu- : 


lated to defeat it. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it quite obvious 


that this last amendment could not have been | 


designed to interfere in favor of this Pacifi 


Mail Steamship Company; but the effect of ij 
itis just such as it would have if it bad been | 
| drawn by their own counsel; for if you say to 


outsiders, * You are to get up your new ships 
’ i p I 


and run the line, and you must also run this | 
Atlantic line with new sbips in order to get! 
the subsidy,” they cannot do it; and there- : 
fore it is in effect saying that no man shali bid | 
for this China s-rvice except the Pacific Mail | 
Steamship Company, whereas as you leave it | 


now, if this compauy on the Pacifie line bid 


uuder the others we still require thesin to keep | 


up their Jine on the Atlantic side to connect 
New York with California. But if you add 
this provision, it is in effect to say that nobody 
but the Pacific Mail company shall bid for the 
Paciiic service, because no one can do it. If 
the new bidder is obliged not only to get his 
new ships for the Pacific, bat also new ships 
for the Atlantic, he cannot do it. 

Mr. CONKLING. But take it the other 
way; would he be willing to have the require- 
meni stand as we have adopted it applicable 
to the Pacifie mail? If some other company 
underbid them on the west side, they may 
have this subsidy without furnishing any ser- 
vice on the Atlantic side at ail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; 
entirely wiiling. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the reason that in order to get this service on 
the Pacific side they are obliged to underbid 
the Pacific mail, which we all know as a fact 
will be the chiet bidder, as it will be able to 
bid undoubtedly iess than any other person or 
company, for the reason that it has all its con- 


I should not. 


nections, and all its ships, and all its capital. | 


Therefore, if youadopt this amendment, itis in 
effect saying that nobody but the Pacifie mail 
shall have the contract at all, and they can 
bid just as high as they like; whereas if you 
leave it as the Senator from California has left 
it, you only provide that if they do get this, as 
they undoubtedly wilifor they can do this 


| 
There are | 


I should be} 


I skould be willing, for | 


i 
i 


! 
i 
| 


i 
i 
} 
i 


i 
t 
| 
H 
i 


; a question ? 


| just as great an infraction of even the pre- 


work on the Pacific cheaper than anybody. 
elge—they shall still keep up the connection 
they have been keeping up for years. 

Mr. CONKLING. The argument of the. 
Senator from Vermont, if I apprehend it, pro-’ 
vides entirely too much. He says, if I under 
stand him, that the Pacific Mail company ig: 
practically certain to get this contract on the’ 
west side. Why? Because they are already 
equipped and prepared to do the work. Now 
he says they wil naturally underbid any- 
body else. Very well; then this amendment 
takes no effect whatever. But to avoid that, 
he turns around aud says, ‘‘Now, I object to 
it, because if somebody on the west side does 
underbid the Pacific mail, then this amend- 
ment will require them on the Atlantic side to 
conform to the same rules that the Pacific mail 
would conform to” : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But at a still less price. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, I beg pardon; not 
a still Jess price. Let us see. The amend- 
ment of the Senator trom California just 
adopted imposes upon the Pacific Mail com- 
pany the obligation to maintain an Atlantic 
ocean service as well as a Pacific ocean ser- 
vice. That is the point and object of that 
amendment, The Senator from Nevada says, 
if this isaimed at the Pacific Mail company 
alone, inasmuch as you have opened the west 
side to competition, somebody else may come 
in and bid and take the whole of this sub- 
sidy with that contract, and not be under the ` 
slightest obligation to maintain anything on 
the Atlantic side or the Pacific side from 
Panamaup. That is true. as I understand the 
effect of it; and it would be grossly unjust. 
Why? Because you give a subsidy to one 
party for running simply from San Francisco 
to Yokohama, whereas if the other party un- 
dertakes to compete you say they must ruu 
three thousand miles down the Pacific side to 
the Isthmus and then run from the Isthmus 
on the Atlantic shore up to the city of New 
York. How could we justify that? If the 
Pacific Mail company has done anything which 
deserves retribution, invidious distinction, out- 
lawry from equality, this subsidy should not 
be granted at all; but to say that in the case 
of the Pacific mail we require five or six thou- 
sand miles more of service than we do from 
anybody else is simply to give the Pacific 
mail a black eye, while pretending to grant 
them a subsidy, at the same time offering è 
bounty and reward to everybody else to come 
in and take it upon far better terms. 

Mr. President, one of two thimgs is true: 
either the Pacific mail is practically to be the 
only bidder, end then this amendment will take 
no effect whatever except to give the face of 
the bill a fair and impartial look or else the 
Pacific mail is to meet a competitor; there 1s 
to be ‘another Richmond in the field” on the 
Pacific side; and in that event the Pacific mail 
and all other comers should bid upon the 
terms of precise equality. As the image of 
justice is represented as blind, so this Senate 
should be blind when it passes a bill inviting 
all comers to be bidders under it; it should 
be blind to the personalty of those parties; 
blind to everything which would enable the 
Senate to discover anything in the way 0 
favoritism. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 


Mr. CONKLING. Not at this moment, if 
the Senator will pardon me, because the five 
minutes are substantially up, and therefore, 
as he sometimes does, Í decline to yield to, 
RIM. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat that it would 
be just as unfair, just as far from impartiality, 


tense of fairness, when you advert.se for e 
lowest bidder, to impose such terms that go 
one person can bid, as it would be to pick at 
the Pacific mail by name, and say they sha 


be visited with such and such discriminating 
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flictions, but if it is anybody else under 
eaven, then they shall have not only what 
e Pacific mail is to have, but shall have | 
n additional douceur for becoming the con- | 
actor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuursoy, its Clerk, announced 
‘that the House had agreed to some and dis- 
egreed to other amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the | 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty | 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses, and it had agreed to other amendments | 
of the Senate to the said bill, with amendments. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the | 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed | 
by the Vice President: H 
A bill (S. No. 973) to fund certain liabilities | 
of the city of Washington existing June 1, | 
1871, and to limit the debt and taxation in the | 
District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year eud- 
ing June 30, 1878, and for other purposes; 
~ A bill (H. R. No. 1194) directing the proper 
officers in the Treasury Department io credit 
John Seys, of Ohio, the sum therein .men- 
tioned; and 
` A bill (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for the | 
removal of the Kansas tribes of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers. 


RED RIVER SURVEY. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the | 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, | 
communicating a copy of the preliminary re- 
port of Captain ©. W. Howell on the examina- 
ton and survey of the Red river from its 
mouth to a point above Shreveport, Louisiana, 
in obedience to section two of the act of March 
8, 1871; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Accompanying 
this report is quite an elaborate miap, and if | 
v any Senator desires it, the question of its 
printing will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. | 
Mr. POMEROY. I think it should go 
to the Committee on Printing, and let it be 
examined by them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
referred, 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. | 

Mr. MORTON submitted an amendment in- | 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No, 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of certain 
public works on rivers aud harbors, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


, the VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Nyg] to the Post Office appro- 
priation bill, 

Mr. COLE. The Indian appropriation bill, | 
I believe, has been returned. I think that had 
better be reporied, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can only be 
reached by laying the Post Office appropria- 
ticn bill on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
left? 

7 ite VICE PRESIDENT. Two minutes and 

alf. i 
Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘hat is quite enough. | 
€ question I was about to ask my friend 


It will be so}: 


How much time have T 


‘| than others. 


i York and San Francisco. 


: from New York was this: whether, under the Il 


i 
existing conditions of the law, leaving out this 
last amendment of the Senator from California 
about their keeping up the Atlantic service, 
the Pacific mail company do not enter the | 
lists as a bidder under vastly advantageous 
circumstances over those of any other bidder? | 
That was the question I wished to put to him. 
It is obvious, I think, that he would have an- | 
swered it in the affirmative, for they have the | 
line already running; they have the ships, the | 
equipment, the good will, the trade, every- | 
thing. They therefore can afford, rightly and || 
fairly, largely to underbid anybody else, and | 
upon just business principles. It is nothing | 
against them, It is an advantage which they | 
are rightly entitled to. They can bid better 
They therefore do not enter the || 
field on equal terms with others. They enter |! 
on unequal terms, being largely in advance | 
of everybody else. As a part compensation | 
for that the Senator from California rightly | 
proposed that if they are the favored persons |! 
who get the contract they shall keep up the 
service as they have it now. When you turn 
to anybody elseitis entirely different. Others 
ave obliged to bid at a disadvantage; and 
therefore to impose this provision on them 
would be to impose an impossibility, so as to i| 
wake it impossible for anybody to bid except | 
this Pacific mail, Thatisall I have to say. | 

Mr. CORBETT. The last amendment ; 
adopted in my mind is very unjast and 
wrong. The Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany received from this Government when it 
established its line by way of Panama about | 
five hundred thousand dollars a year for the | 
trausportation of the mails between New |! 
It expended its} 
It kept up one of the best lines | 
of steamships ever put on in any country. | 
Every one acknowledges that it did weil by | 
the community. This line of steamships was | 
kept up until you established the Pacific rail- | 
road. Then you took away its subsidy, in the |! 
first place, of $500,000. Then, in addition to | 
that, vou took away its trade by the Pacific || 

| 

} 

| 

H 

| 

t 

t 

| 

t 


{ 


money well, 


railroad, and that company lost money from 
that time up to this past wiater; I believe | 
right straight along until the snow blockade | 
of the railroad. I have been so informed, | 
and they did contemplate withdrawing their 
line from time to time, and only kept it on! 
because they had the steamers and hoped for : 
a better time. During the past winter, while 


| for this contract. 


the snow blockade of the railroad lasted, they | 
did make some money. There was a large ;| 
amount of goods transported across the Isth- ;; 
mus, and the capecity of the steamers was 
almost insufficient to carry the merchandise 
that was forwarded. The money they have | 
thus made they now propose to use to extend 
their line on the Pacific ocean to China and i 
Japan, 

Now, I do say that to compel this company | 
to keep these shipson where it requires a cap- 
ital of $10,000,000 between here and San 
Francisco by way of Panama (the whole cap- 
ital of the company being $20,000,000) is en- | 
tirely wrong. 1 think we ought to reconsider | 
that awendment. 

Mr. STEWART. The way the bill stands :; 
now I should think the stockholders in the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company were in peril. | 
No matter how much thestock may be watered, 
a great many innocent persons hold the stock || 
outside. I am told that jobs are sometimes ;j 
gotten up in the city of New York, and I never |! 
saw a thing better fixed for a job than this. 
Men having control of your Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company may have a side organization to 
take this contract by auuther company. They | 
will then be free from these trammels and || 
bave a ten years’ contract, and it isa big in- ; 
ducement for an outside bid free from these | 
additional obligations. I say it ought not to be. |i 

If there is any good faith in wanting to keep | 
up a line to San Francisco, let me suggest that | 
that little scheme might be gotten up in New |, 
York, and they do get up-schemes there; and |i 


| Brownlow, Bus 


! of Maine. Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, 
i) Pate 
i Schurz, 


this is an invitation to them to get up one if 
they want to be rid of the Panama line, and 
then you have the Panama line discontinued. 


‘It is an invitation to persons managing this 


Pacific Mail Steamship Company to have a 
little side show. I do not understand that 
the Senator from California is opposed to the 
amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to have it 
read again after the Senator gets through. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. If the 
Senator does not object to it, I do not care 
about debating it. 

Goer Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
Nye. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are two sides to 
this question, and I desire to say now what I 
did not suppose it was necessary for me to 
say, that I have and can have no kind of hos- 
tility to the Pacific Mail company. Jam very 
anxious indeed that they shail stand on a per- 
fect equality with everybody else in biddiug 
I am also anxious that 
they shail keep up the line between New York 
and San Francisco by way of Panama. I did 
not offer my amendment with any intention 
of loading them down in the competition. if 
my amendment has any such effect, I should 
not desire such an effect. Taking the whole 
subject together, | do act know that I shall 
oppose the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada, especially if it will end the debate 
on the amendment which I have offered, 

The result of that will be that if there is any 
such scheme, of which 1 know nothing, as the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] has just 
referred to hypothetically, for the formation 
of a body of persons to step in and yet the 
contract for the China mail service over the 
head of the Pacific Mail Company without 
incurring any obligation to keep up the line 
between New York and San Francisco ; if 
there is any such scheme as that, I certainly 
skould not want to do anything to favor it. 

Mr. NYE. Then the Senator accepts my 
amendment, 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
further to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada, [Mr. Nyxz.] 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 24, noes 6 ; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARLAN. T move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 15, noes 12. 

Mr. WINDOM., [call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulited—yeus 13, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs. Alcor, Boretnan, Cooper, Cragin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilion of 
Maryland, Harlan, Hin, Saulsbury, Sprague, Steck- 


tov, and V ers—13. , 
NAYS—Messrs, Caldwell, Casserly, Chandler, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michi- 
ran, Fianagan, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Nye, Os~ 
born. Pomeroy, Pooli, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, 
ind Window—2] 
ABSENT— 


Isay I shall not object 


ssrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Clay- 
ton, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Conn 
ticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Tex: 
Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morr 


Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson. 
Spencer, Stevenson, Sumner, 
Trumbull, West, Wilson, and 


erson, Pratt, 
Sherman, 


Thurman, Tipton, 


li Wright—40. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 


refuses to adjourn, but there is no quorum 


i voting. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Se- 


| geant-at-Arms be directed to request the 


attendance of absent Senators. 
The VICE PRESIDENT put the question, 
and declared that the noes appeared to bave it. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for a division on 


that motion. 


The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 7, noes 18. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
order now to move an adjournment? 


Ts it in 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 19, noes7; and (atsixo’clock 


and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuspay, May 7, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D.D 


“fhe Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

LANDS, ETC., AT HARPER'S FERRY. 

On motion of Mr. MeGREW, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 67) for the relief of 
the purchasers of lots and houses and lots sold 
by virtue of an act of Congress entitled “An 
act providing for the sale of the Jands, tene- 
ments, and water privileges belonging to the 


United States at and near Harper’s Ferry, in | 


13 


the county of Jefferson, West Virginia, ? ap- 
proved December 15, 1868, was taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

LANDS FORFSITED FOR TAXES, ETC. 

On motion of Mr. KERR, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 780) to provide for 
the redemption and sale of lands held by the 
United States under the several acts levying 
direct taxes was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, BTC. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (S. No. 988) to 
provide homes for the Pottawatomie and ab- 
sentee Shawnee Indians in the Indian terri- 
tory has been returned from the Senate with 
the information that the Senate disagrees to 
the amendment of the House and requests a 
conference. If there be no objection, a con- 
ference with the Senate will be ordered. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from 
Michigan, chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, desires to take up certain bills which 
have come from the Senate and are now lying 
on the Speeker’s table, for the purpose of 
having them referred to that commitree, in 
order that they may be considered before Sat- 
nrday of next week, which hag veen set down 
Jor the business coming from ihe Com mittee of 
Claims. 
wiil be taken up, considered severaily, read a 
first and second time, and referred to the 


Committee of Ciaims, with the understanding | 
that they are not to be brought back by a: 


motion to reconsider. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The Clerk then read Senaie bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act (S. No. 905) for the relief of Harriet, 
Spring, the heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 908) for the relief of Jobn 
Potts, chief clerk of the War Department ; 

An act (3. No. 97) for the relief of William 
Henry Oris; 

An act (8. No. 159) conferring upon the 
Couri of Claims power k hear and determine 
the claim of J. W. Parrish & Co. for damages 
for the alleged violation of their contract with 
the United States for the delivery of ice; 

An act (S. No. 197) for the relief of D. Jay 
Browne, decgased ; 

An act (S. No. 105) for the relief of J. Mil- 
ton Best ; 

An act (S. No, 200) for the relief illi 
H Colledss; ) ef of William 

An act (S. No. 199 
chant & Co. ; 


An act (S. No. 95) for the relief of Minerva 


) for the relief of L. Mer- 


Tf there be vo objection, the bills | 


| 


$ 


|l 


Lewis, as administratrix of the estate of 
Ezekiel Lewis, deceased ; y 

An act (3. No. 895) for the relief of Milo 
Pratt; 

An act (S. No. 929) for the relief of Robert 
Lowrey, of Nashville, Tennessee ; 

An act (S. No. 201) for the relief of Phoebe 
Hepburn; . 

An act (S. No. 161) for the relief of those 
suffering from the destruction of the salt-works 
near Manchester, Kentucky, pursuant to the 
orders of Major General Carlos Buell ; 

An act (8. No. 687) for the relief of Charles 
and Henry W. Spencer; and ; 

An act (S. No. 608) for the relief of the 
United States Express Company. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Tne SPEAKER. They have been taken 
from the Speaker’s table by unanimous consent, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims, with the understand- 
ing that they are not to be brougbt back by a 
motion to reconsider. : 
RECONNOISSANCE OF ARIZONA AND NEVADA. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
Senate concurrent resolution providing for 
printing four thousand additional copies of 
the Reconnoissance of Arizona and Nevada 
in quarto form and bound, will be taken from 
the Speaker's table, and referred to the Com- 
mittee ou Printing. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 


| accordingly. 


SECURITIES OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, from 


the Committee of Ways and Means, reported |} 
a bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limiting |, 


the appropriation of ceriain money for the prep- 
aration, issue, and reissue of the securities of 
the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
expenses of loans, legal tender netes, frac- 
tional currency, checks, certificates, stamps, 


| commissions, and any plate and seal engrav- 


ing and printing required by the Treasury 
Department, including the issue, reissue, 
transfer, delivery, redemption, and destruc- 
tion of securities, shall be paid from and shall 
not exceed the appropriation of one per 
cent. in the amount of legal-tender notes, 
fractional currency, and securities issued and 
redeemed during each fiscal year: provided 
that nothing herein contained shall authorize 
any edditional expenditure whatever under 
the act of July 14, 1870, authorizing the re- 
funding of the national debt. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PORTS OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2691) to amend an act entitled 
“An aci to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 14, 1870; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It proposes to extend 
the privileges of an act entitled *“ An act to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 14, 1870, to the ports of Nash- 
ville, in the State of Tennessee; San Diego, in 
the State of California, and Albany, in the 
State of New York, with the same etfect as if 
they had been inserted in the thirty-fifth sec- 
tion of said act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NitGLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| reference to the body of the bill. 


How do those bill come up? |i 12, this House trom the said third congressional dis- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to aig 
that several bills of this kind establishing por 
of delivery have been reported this’ segsig; 
the effect of which can only be understood 
; The © 
would suggest that the title is not a perspi 
ous title, and thatit ought not to be perpetuate 


CONTESTED ELECTION——~GIDDINGS V8 CLARK: 


Mr. MeCRARY. I rise to a question’ 
privilege. The Committee of Elections 
instructed me to make the following repor 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That W. T. Clark is not entitled to's 
seat in this House from the third congressional dig- 
trictof the State of Texas. , oe 

Resolved, That D. C. Giddings is entitled to a seat 


trict of the State of Texas. 
Mr. MeCRARY. I give notice that I will 
call up this case on Thursday next, and I moye ` 
that the report and resolutions be printed.” © 
The motion was agreed to. : 
_ TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 
Mr. BECK. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
bill (S. No. 881) to provide for the abatement 
or repayment of taxes on distilled spirits in 
bond, destroyed by casualty, with amen 


i 


ments, in which I ask the House to concur. 
The bill was read. It anthorizes the Seere- | 
tary of the Treasury, upon the production-of * 
satisfactory proofto him of the actual destrue- 
tion of any distilled spirits by accidental fire, 
or other casualty, and without any fraud, col- 
lusion, or negligence of the owner of such 
spirits, while the same remained in the cus 
| tody of any. officer of the internal revenue in 
| any bonded warehouse of the United States, to 
! abate or refund, as the case may be, out of any 
| moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
: priated, the amount of internal revenue taxes 
| paid or accruing thereon, and to cancel an 
warehouse bond, or enter satisfaction thereot 
| in whole or in part, as the case may be. ` 
| In its second section it provides that tbis.. 
| act shall take effect in all cases of loss or de- 
| struction of distilled spirits as aforesaid which 
| have occurred since January 1, 1868; pro.. 
| vided, however, that when the owners of such 
| distilled spirits so destroyed as aforesaid may 
‘be indemnified against said tax by a valid: 
| ciaim of insurance, said taxes shall not be re 
| mitted to the extent of such insurance. . 
| ‘he amendments reported by the Commit: 
| tee of Ways and Means were read, as follows: 
Amend by striking out all after the words “actual 
destruction,” in line two of Senate bill, down to 
and including the words “such spirits,” in line fours 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “by acci- 
| dental fire or other casualty, and without any fraud, 


collusion, or negligence of the owner thereof of any 
distilled spirits on which the taxes had not been 


alii by i ing in line six, 0 
H ‘ f the i 
i Amend further, inserting i 2 ii s 


Senate bill, after the words ‘‘in any, 
words, ‘distillery, warehouse, or. 


The question was on concurring M the - 
amendments. : 3 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The House »: 
this morning seems to be doing its Lene : 
by allowing the Presiding Officer and the Clerk © 
alone to attend to it. I should wish that the 
members of the House should take some part 
in it. J happen to know what this bili is, 
being a member of the committee which pa 4 
reported it, but I do not think that any one ae 
been listening to the reading of the bi $ 
except the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Beck, ] who reported it. ai 
The SPEAKER. If that be the case, itis. 
the fault of the other members of the House. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I only dna : 
to arouse the attention of the House to wi? : 


is going on. | R +i an 
The SPEAKER. The bill was read in D 

audible tone by the Clerk, and if membe 

did not listen to it it was their own fault, of 
Mr. BECK. Lthink a very few words! 


explanation will enable the House to un er 


Ik 


stand this bill. It merely authorizes the Se 
retary of the Treasury, on satisfactory p 
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ihat distilled spirits in bonded warehouses, 
while in tbe custody of United States officers, 
have been destroyed by fire or other casualty, 
without fraud or collusion or neglect on the 
part of the owners, to abate the tax if it has | 
not been collected, and to refund it where it 
has been collected under such circumstances. 

The committee of the House determined, in 
order to guard the Senate bill still further, to | 
insert the words ‘‘on which the tax has not | 
been paid,” so as to prevent any refunding | 
of the tax where the owners had allowed the 
spirits to remain in the warehouse after the 
tax was paid. | 
“Mr. HAWLEY. Why should not the tax | 
be refunded upon spirits destroyed on which | 
the tax has been paid? 

Mr. BECK. The reason was this: the 
moment the tax is paid upon the spirits the | 
owner bas the right to remove it from the 
warehouse. If he tails to remove it, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means do not think the 
Government ought to be responsible for it if 
destroyed after his right to remove it accrued. 
. That is the limitation we put before the Senate 
bill, The spirits remain in the warehouse at 
his risk after the tax has been paid on it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to state a case; 
this state of facts occurred in my own district: 
there was a lot of highwines in a bonded 
warehouse in my district some two years ago 
that had been lying there for some considerable 
time. Before it was removed, and after 
the tax was paid upon it, the building was 
struck by lightning and desiroyed. In that 
case all the proofs furnished were by the Gov- 
ernment officers in charge of the building at 
that time. Now, is there any reason why in 
that case the owner of the highwines should | 
not. be reimbursed what he had paid in the 
way of tax any more than in any other case? | 
It seems to me not. I examined this Senate 
bill when it came over and while it was lying 
upon the Speaker’s table, and I thought it 
a just measure as it then stood. If amended 
as the gentleman proposes, the case to which 
I have referred would not be embraced within 
its provisions. | 

Mr. BECK. The Committee of Ways and | 

Means were afraid of extending the provision | 
: that far. The moment the tax is paid the | 
owner has the right to take the spirits out of | 
the warehouse; if he allows them to remain || 
there after the tax is paid, they remain there | 
for his accommodation. Wé did not think the | 
United States should be responsible for the | 
tax in such a dase. If any case of peculiar | 
hardship comes up, such as the gentleman ; 
has mentioned, it can go to the Committee of 
Claims, and there be considered and acted ; 
upou, Bat the Committee of Ways and 
Means thought that as a general principle it 
was too dangerous to extend the provisions of 
this bill to that class of cases; they preferred 
rather to leave all such cases to the special 
action of the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY, One furiher inguiry. In | 
the event this bill should pass, the proofs ad- | 
duced under it would be under the control of i 
the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. BECK. That is true. ! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very weil; the Secretary | 
of the Treasury can require such proofs as will | 
protect the Treasury against unjust claims. 

Mr. BECK. The Committee of Ways and |! 

1 
i 
t 


Means of this House thought it was better, in | 
the case where the distilied spirits remained 
in bond merely for the benefit of the owner, | 
who had the right to remove it at any time, | 
that he should apply to Congress for the relief | 
to which he may be entitled; and that is the | 
object of limiting this bill in the way we have | 

one, I believe there is no objection on the | 
part of either the committee of the Senate or | 
the committee of the House to tnis general | 
ill with the limitation put upon it for safety 
which we have proposed, 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1I would like to havea vote | 
< Upon this bill as it comes from the Senate. l 


a: 


| of the bill (H. R. No. 2609) appropriating | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have | 
that, because the amendments reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means are sub- 
ject to a vote of the House. The question is 
upon agreeing to the amendments reported 
from the Committee. 

The question waa taken; and the amend- 
ments were agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the biil was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. | 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI. 


Mr. NEGLEY. Iask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Commerce, 
for consideration at this time, Senate bill No. 
696, to authorize the construction of a bridge | 
across the Missouri river at Booneville, Mis- 
souri. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objection will be in order. | 

The bill was then read at length. | 

There being no objection, the bill was or- | 
dered to be read a third time; and it was ac- | 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. Í 

Mr. NEGLEY moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY PRISON. 


Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, a bill (H. R. No. 1131) to provide for 
the establishment of a prison for the Army of 
the United States, and for its government; 
which was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. 

PRINTING BOUNTY ACTS. 


Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was re- 
ferred, under the law, to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
House five thousand copies each of the act in rela- 
tion to bounties, approved April 22, 1872, and the 
act to extend the time for filing claims for addi- 
tional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, approved 
April 22, 1872. 

OCEAN-CABLE SHIELD, 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, by unani- 
mous consent, the Committee on Commerce 
was discharged from the further consideration 


money to James Story for the purpose of en- 
abling him to perfect his discovery and patent 
known as the flexible ocean-cable shield; and | 
the same was referred to the Committee on !! 
Appropriations. 
REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 
Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee 


ou Printing, reported the following resolution ; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- ; 
ate coneurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies of the report of the board of Indian 
commissioners- for 1871, of which thirty-five hun- 
dred copies shali be for the use of the House and 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the Commit- 
tee on Printing, reported the following reso- | 
lution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed twenty thousand | 
copies of the second volume of the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior containing the report of the 
Commissioner of Education; five.thousand copies 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, ten thou- | 
sand for the use of the House of Representativ: s, 
and five thousand for the use of the Bureau of 
Education. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the Commit- 


tee on Printing, reported the following reso- 


lution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed of the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1871, 
two hundred and fifty-five thousand extra copies: 
one hundred and eighty thousand of which shall be 
for the use of the House, fifty thousand for the use 
of the Senate, and twenty-five thousand for distri- 
bution by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COBURN. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the House resumes the considera- 
tion of the Senate amendments to the bill (H. 


| R. No, 1654) making appropriations to supply 
| deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
| vice of the Government for the fiscal year end- 


ing Jane 80, 1872, and for former years, and 
for other purposes, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In order to 
correct an error inadvertently made yesterday, 
Task that the thirty-sixth amendment of the 
Senate appropriating $50.000 for establishing 
and maintaining national cemeteries, which 
was yesterday non-concurred in, may be con- 
curred in, with an amendment adding the fol- 
lowing: 

And the appropriations for collecting, drilling, 
and organizing voluuteers, heretofore considered as 
permanent appropriations, are hereby continued 
and made available for the service of the present 
fiscal year only, so far as the same may be necessary 
to pay the usual clerical service heretofore paid out 
of said appropriations in the War Department. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the thirty-sixth amendment of tbe Senate will 
be concurred in with the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garrrenp. ] 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
that the forty-second amendment may be con- 
curred in with the following amendment, which 


| was inadvertently omitted yesterday ; 


For deficiency for fuel and lights in the Interior 
Department, $1,282. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the forty second amendment will be concurred 
in with the amendment just stated by the gen. 
tleman from California, (Mr. Sarceyg. ] 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will next read 
the sixty-second amendment of the Senate, 
which point the House bad reached at the 
adjournment yesterday. 

The Clerk read the sixty-second amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 


Add the following: i g 
That all persons born in the district or country 


| formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and sub- 


ject to the jurisdiction of the United States at this 
time, are citizens of the United Strates in the same 
manner as if born elsewhere in the United States. 
Mc. GARFIELD, of Ohio, The Committee 
on Appropriations recommend non-concur- 
rence in that amendment. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the sixty-third amendment 


i of the Senate, as follows: 


That the appropriation for building a pier at 
Lewes, Delaware, contained in sections twelve and 
thirteen of the act approved July 15, 1870, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1871, and for other purposes,” be. and the same 
is hereby, continued until June 30, 1873. 


My. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Cowmittee 
on Appropriations recommend coucurrence. 
It is merely to continue an appropriation. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The Clerk read the sixty-fourth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 


That the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
under the act approved March 12, 1863, entiticd 
t An act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and for the prevention of frauds in insur- 
rectionary districts within the United States,” and 
any act amendatory thereof or in relation thereto, 
shall extend only to cases duly comimensed in said 
court within two yearsaiter the suppression of the 
rebellion, in which it shall be established as a fact, 
by proof satisfactory to said court, that the owner 
of such property bas never, in fact, giving any aid 
or comfort to’said rebeliion; and no judgment of 
said court, in any case, under said acts, shail be paid 
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unless such finding shall be stated asa proven fact 
in the judgment of said court: Provided, That the 

rovisions of this section shali not apply to or em- 
brace judgments heretofore rendered by the Court 
of Claims in which it has been found as a proven 
fact that the claimant has not given aid or comfort 
to the rebellion: And provided, That proof of loy- 
altyto the United States, or of not giving aid and 
comfort to the rebellion, shall not be required of 
any party to a suit cognizable by the Court of 
Claims founded on contract with the United States 
entered into since the suppression of the rebel- 
lion: And provided further, That on any judgment 
heretofore rendered in favor of claimants in which 
the question of loyalty was not passed on, thecourt, 
on application of the claimant, may hear, determ- 
ine, and certify as to the question of loyalty as 
shown by the evidence on the record. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 
on Appropriations recommend concurrence in 
that, with the following substitute: 

That the Secretary of tho Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and ‘directed to pay to the law- 
ful owners, or their legal representatives, of all 
cotton seized after the 30th day of June, 1865, by the 
agents of the Government, the net proceeds, with- 
out interest, of the sales of said cotton actually 
paid into the Treasury of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That the receipt thereof shail be taken and 
received in full satisfaction cf all claims against 
the United States for or on account of the seizure 
of said cotton; and a sufficient sum for such pay- 
ment is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the House while I state briefly 
the matier now in hand before it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a point of order, 
that this is original legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ohio rises to a point of order. What is it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 


this is original legislation changing existing 


law. 

The SPEAKER. It precisely corresponds 
with the section of the Senate, and is upon 
the same subject. The Senate amendment 
proposes new legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know that the 
Senate can change the rules of this House in 
that respect, 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the Senate 
makes an amendment to an appropriation bill 
containing new legislation the point of order 
cannot be raised against any amendment 
moved to the amendment of the Senate which 
may be germane. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not know there was 
any such thing in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate until just now. 


Mr. SARGENT. It is the Morrill amend- 


ment, 
Mr. BINGHAM. I object to that legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Is this 
germane to the Morrill amendment, which pro- 
vides by law for the trial of cases, while in this 
amendment to the amendment we order the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out so much 
money on certain claims without their being 
heard at all? Is the amendment to the amend- 
ment germane? 

The SPEAKER. The view the Chair took 
of it was that it was germane, as they both 
relate to the settlement of the same claims. 
The Senate proposes a certain rule to be ap- 
plied in the settlement of those claims. The 
House committee proposes to adjust the 
claims in a different way. Both amendments 
relate precisely to the same question. It is 
merely a matter of legislative discretion as to 
which mode shall be adopted. It is, of course, 
for the House to decide as to that, but the 
Chair could not exclude the amendment as 
unparliamentary. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the House 
will indulge me for a few moments I will state 
precisely the character of the amendment that 
comes to us from the Senate; and to enable 
me todo that, I ask the Clerk to read that 
portion of the statute of March 3, 1863, 
known as the ‘‘captured and abandoned 
property act,” which [have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

“And any person claiming to have been theowner 


of any such abandoned and captured property may, 
at any time within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion, prefer his claim to the proceeds 
thereof in the Court of Claims; and on proof to the 
satisfaction of said court of his ownership of said 
property, of his right to the proceeds thereof, and 
that he bas never given any aid or comfort to the 
present rebellion, to receive the residue of such pro- 
ceeds, after the deduction of any purchase-money 
which may have been paid, together with the ex- 
pense of transportation and sale of said property, 
and any other lawful expenses attending the dis- 
position thereof.’’ 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Outside of 
prizes of war, outside of the capture of mate- 
rials for carrying on war in the field, there was 
a third class of property, described in this act 
under the name of ‘captured and abandoned 
property,’’ which was to be taken up by the 
armies in the field, or by the officers of the 
Government; and if the claimants to that prop- 
erty did not make good their claim before the 
officers of the Government proceeded to the 
sale, it was to be sold, and the net proceeds 
covered into the Treasury of the United 
States. 

The clause, however, which I have read pro- 
vides that all private owners of property of 
that class covered into the Treasury might, 
within two years after the suppression of the 
rebellion, file their claims before the Court of 
Claims, make their proofs, establish their 
ownership, and establish furthermore their 
loyalty ; and in such cases they were to have 
delivered to them the actual proceeds of their 
portion of the property thus covered into 
the Treasury. hat law stands unrepealed. 
Under its provisions numerous suits for various 
amounts were filed up to a date in 1868, which 
completed two years subsequent to the rebel- 
lion. No claims were filed after that date, and 
no new claims under that statute can be filed. 


All that are to be filed are now in the courts | 


in process of adjudication. 

There are many hundreds of claims from 
people claiming one bale of cotton up to 
claims of a thousand bales ; and now at last a 
few such cases have come up through the 
Court of Claims, and have been carried to the 
Supreme Court and finally adjudicated there. 
An amendment known as the Drake amend- 
ment was passed by Congress in 1867 con- 
demning a certain elass of cases under the 
cover of a law to amend the law of evidence, 
whereby the fact that a man had been par- 
doned was declared to be proof that he was 
so disloyal as not to be entitled to anything 
under this act. That of course barred a great 
many claims which were then in process of 
passing through the courts. But a case in 
which a claim was rejected on account of that 
amendment has been recently decided in the 
Supreme Court, the Drake amendment, has 
been decided unconstitutional. This, there- 
fore, allows all cases pending that have hitherto 
been barred in consequence of the Drake 
amendment to proceed in their regular order 
through the courts for decision on their merits. 
To prevent this the section now before the 
House has been added by the Senate in the 
way of an amendment, which so cuts down 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims as to 
rule ont all this class of cases from being con- 
sidered in the court. Thecourt may have full 
jurisdiction, but if, in the course of investi- 
gation, it finds such facts as are herein set 
forth, the jurisdiction shall then and there 
cease, and the case shall be thrown out of the 
court. 

The Committee on Appropriations have very 
carefully considered this amendment, and they 
have instructed me to report adversely upon 
it for three reasons, as I conceive and as the 
committee believe. In the first place, these 
suitors in the courts who have acquired their 
rights under the law of 1863, a law passed in 
the midst of the rebellion, must certainly be 
considered as men who have what right a war 
Congress was willing to give them even in the 
hour of our peril. They have gone on fora 
series of years making expenditures, gathering 


testimony, paying attorneys, waiting attend: 
ance upon the courts, and now when they are 
near getting back their own, that which tha 
highest court has decided is theirs and not 
ours, when it has been decreed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States that the Gover 
ment is the trustee only for this property, at 
least for that part of it that was proved to be 
private property, and that the ownership stil] 
remains in the private citizen, it seems to the 
Committee on Appropriations a very bard, ‘a 
very unjust, and certainly an unparalleled pro: 
ceeding to intervene now an act of legislation 
which says to all these people, ‘You have 
proceeded from the beginning under a false 
assumption when you assumed that you had _ 
any guarantied right under the law providing 
for the recovery of this property of yours,” 
We do not believe it would be just to such 
suitor, to such citizen at this time to inter- 
pose the shield of legislation against his vested 
rights. aoe 
In the second place, we do not believe that 
we ought thus to interfere with the freedom ` 
and independence of our courts. We believe 
that this amendment does undertake to say that. 
when the Supreme Court of the United States © 
makes a decision that we do not like we will 
in some form, under cover of jurisdiction, or 
under cover of changing the laws of evidence, 
shear down the power of the court and reverse 
its decision. That, it seems to me, is a highly ` 
dangerous, and I may say a highly revolution- 
ary proceeding. And I shall be sorry if for ` 
any prudential reason, now in time of peace, 
seven years after the war has ended, we shall 
pass so trenchant, so unparalleled a measure 
as the one proposed by this amendment of the ` 
Senate. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BINGHAM. Theremarks of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
GARFIELD] have been addressed exclusively to 
the amendment of the Senate. Now, what I 
ask the attention of the House to is this, 
not whether we shall agree to the amendment 
of the Senate or whether we shall accept the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appro- . 
priations and non-concurin it. The question 
before the House is whether we shall substi- 
tute for the Senate amendment this which is 
reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this House. It has nothing to do with 
the administration of justice in the courts 
between the United States and its citizens. It 
is a transfer of this whole question to the 
‘Treasury, and a transfer not simply in the 
interest of citizens of the United States, for 
it is nol limited by any such terms. It is 
a transfer in the interest of all assignees j . 
although they may have been public enemies ; 
although they may have disclosed themselves 
as such upon the high seas; although they 
may have carried the black flag of piracy all 
through the war against your commerce., Xet 
this substitute proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations proposes to enforce upon the 
officers of the Treasury the auditing and set: 
tling of all these cases. Now, to show that I 
am not mistaken in this, I will read the pro- 
posed substitute : 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed [not only author- 
ized, but directed] to pay tothe lawful owners, or 
their legal representatives, of all cotton seized after 
the 30th of June, 1865, by the agents of the Govern? 
ment, the net proceeds with interest of the sales 0 
said cotton actually paid inte the Treasury of the 
United States: Provided, That the receipt thereo 
shall be taken and received in full satisfaction 0 
all claims against the United States for or on account : 
of the seizure of said cotton; and a sufficient sum 
for such payment is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Task thé House to consider that that term 
“lawful owners” includes everybody. who 
may have been an assignee simply of the 
claimant, who never may have had any equita- 
ble right to it in the first place, and who may 
have purchased it under false pretenses. Yet. 
he comes here as the lawful owner when the 
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s nobody who can question his title; the 
assignor cannot question it if he was a party 
o it and not under coercion, and the assignee 
es into the Treasury and claims to recover, 
d the Secre:ary of the Treasury is enjoined 
by this provision to pay the claim. 
=J ask gentlemen to consider that aliens never 
had the right to sue the Government of the 
United States, and citizens never kad thatright 
excep! by our favor. The amendment of the 
Senate is one thing; the substitute proposed 
by the committee is another and a very differ- 
ent thing. I say this with all deference to the 
ruling of the Speaker. I am not in the habit 
‘of appealing from any decisions the Speaker 
“may make. Iam inclined to think the Speaker 
was right in ruling this proposition to be ger- 
mane to the original Senate amendment; but 
Į ask the attention of the House to the fact 
that an indefinite amount of money in your 
Treasury is to be exposed here to demand at 
the instance of all classes of persons, citizens 
‘and aliens, friends of the Government and 
enemies of the Government, and by the lan- 
guage of the substitute the Secretary of the 
Treasury is ‘‘ directed” to pay these claims. 
If we are to have this matter adjudicated at 
all, I ask that it be done under the solemnities 
of law; I ask that it be done kefore your 
courts. If aliens in common with citizens, 
public enemies as well as loyal citizens, are to 
be allowed to sue the Government, let the ex- 
amination proceed under all the forms and 
sanctions of law; and let us know in the first 
place that the claimant is a bona fide owner. 


tion may cover what are known as the cotton 
claims of England ; and nobody else can know. 

Mr. KERR. I know it does not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That depends on thetime 
of the seizure. I do not think the gentleman 
knows any such thing. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
in regard to our amendment, I wish to call 
attention to a single point; I regret that Í 
„could not do so before my colleague [Mr. 
Bixesam] spoke. The amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations does not pro- 
pose to take out of the hands of the Court of 
Claims any part of their functions, nor does 
it propose to pay directly from the Treasury 
without trial any claim that hitherto has gone 
through the Court of Claims. E 
attention of the House to the fact that there 
are two classes 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
this substitute is in liea of the fifth section of 
the bill? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio It is. 
House will bear with me a moment, 1 wish to 
say that there was seized and sold something 
more than $26,000,000 worth of cotton, and 
the proceeds covered into the Treasury. 
` Under the provision to which we are now 
recurring, the Secretary of the Treasury had 
paid back, in round numbers, $2,210,000, up 
to the end of the Thirty-Ninth Congress. A 
considerable portion of this he paid back 
before it was rightfully covered into the Treas- 
ury, the proof being clear and indubitable, 
and no hearing being needed before a court. 
All the balance of this money is now covered 
into the Treasury, and under the law of July, 
1870, not a dollar of it can be paid out, except 
on appropriations. 

There are now, not in the Court of Claims, 
but before the Secretary of the Treasury, adju- 
dicated claims settled and allowed for the 
proceeds of cotton thus sold and covered in, 
which the Secretary himself is empowered 
to pay if an appropriation be made for that 
purpose. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations was drawn up 
and introduced as a separate bill, which was 
carefully considered in committee after hear- 
ing from the Treasury Department. But we 
have thought it best to present it as an amend- 
ment to this bill because it relates to exactly 
the same subject as the Senate amendment. 


I do not know to what extent this proposi- | 


But I call the | 


If the i 


j 
i 
pi 
i 
I 


Now, if the amendment of the committee be 
adopted, two things will happen: first, the 
Senate amendment being stricken out, the 
Court of Claims will go on as before adju- 
dicating cases regularly and lawfully brought 
before it. In addition to that, the Congress 
of the United States will have appropriated a 
sufficient amouut of money to pay the claims 
already adjudicated. We therefore, by this 
amendment, accomplish both purposes atonce. 
We permit the Court of Claims to go on with 
its work undisturbed by legislative interfer- 
ence, and we make an appropriation to pay 
the claims adjudicated either by the court or 


| by the Secretary directly without the aid of 


the court. It seems to me, therefore, the 
proposition we present is a simple one, which 
if adopted by the House carries with it its own 
execution. It needs no farther legisiation ex- 
cept an appropriation to carry out the decisions 


| of the Government in reference to this captured 


property. It changes no rules of evidence; it 
does not iu any degree let np on any of the 
cases of claims before the Government, but 
holds them in their present place, and only 


appropriates money to pay those which have | 


been adjudicated. 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr, SARGENT. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield to me for the purpose of 
moving an amendment to the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


i Add to the amendment of the committee the fol- 
owmg: 

And the Seeretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to prescribe rules and regulations for the 
ascertainment of all necessary facts for the execu- 


i tion hereof. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Onio. I suppose it 
does that now? There is, however, no objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. BANKS. It does not change anything 
to the extent of a hair. 

Mr. SARGENT. It perfects it. 

Mr. BANKS. It does not perfect it. 

Mr. SARGENT. It does in my judgment. 

Mr. KERR. Iam surprised, Mr. Speaker, 
that- my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. 
BincHaM] opposes the substitute for the rea- 
sons suggested by him. I am utterly unable to 
see there is anything in the proposition incon- 
sistent with the Senate amendment or incon- 
sistent with our rules. ft is quite competent 


i! for Congress to refer the adjudication of claims 
I wish to ask whether | 


like this to the Secretary ot the Treasury as it 
is to refer them to the Court of Claims. Each 


| one is simply a board for the ascertainment of 


liabilities of the Government toward its citi- 
Zens. 

Now, shall the Government of the United 
States ascertain what those liabilities are? Is 


it right for the Government under any circum- | 
Is it right for the Gov- | 


stances to do justice? 
ernment to pay these claims if they are justly 


the part of the officers of the Government ? It 


is; Í submit to the House it is most proper. | 


It is in every sense not only just, but the 
imperative duty of the Government to provide 


for the payment of such claims, and that pay- | 


ment should be made in the speediest and least 
expensive way both to the ciaimants and to 
the Goverament, 

I think so far as the substitute goes it cer- 
tainly is much better than the proposition of 
the Senate, with its objectionable features 
omiued. Lhe cotton which can in any pos- 
sible event become the subject-matter of a 
claim under this provision must have been 
seized by the officers of the Government after 
June 30, 1865. It must have been seized at a 
time when, under the law and express orders 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, they had no 
lawful authority to seize any cotton or in- 
deed anybody’s property as abandoned prop- 
erty or property liable to seizure under the 
previous orders of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Whatever, therefore, canaccrue under 


due and arose by reason of unlawful acts on | 


i 
i 


this substitute can only accrue by reason of 
the wrongful acts of the Government. ‘That 
those acts were wrongful has been decided by 
the Supreme Court. That they were wrong- 
ful has also been decided by the Secretary 
himself. The present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury holds the action of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment in seizing those cottons was without 
authority of law, but he holds at the same 
time (and to that I make no criticism un- 
friendly to him) that in the performance 
of his duty he ought not to assume he has 
power, where the proceeds of the sales of 
the cotton have been covered into the Treas- 
ury, to take them out and pay these claim- 
ants. I say to that ruling of his I make no un- 
friendly suggestion. It may be entirely right; 
but Ido think it is high time now, after all 
that has transpired, and after all the recited 
events which preceded the seizure of the cot- 
ton have been almost forgotten, it is high time 
the Government of the United States should 
recognize its obligations to do justice to its 
citizens, and that is the object this bill pro- 
poses. No, Mr. Speaker, this bill does not 
propose to do even that, for this bill proposes 
to pay to the owners of cotton unlawfully 
seized only the net proceeds of the sales now 
covered into the Treasury. In. my judgment 
they are entitled to more. I believe they 
ought to be paid the entire proceeds of the 
sales of that cotton thus unlawfully seized. 
Thousands, yes, hundreds of thousands, and 
it may be millions of dollars of the proceeds 
of the cotton so seized by those officers were, 
without law, and in violation of decency as 
well as justice, appropriated by the agents of 
the Treasury, and taken from their rightful 
owners. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BANKS. Iconcur with the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that if these parties 
are entitled to anything they are entitled to all 
the proceeds of that property. They ought 
not to be limited to the net proceeds alone. 
But it strikes me that there is a very grave 
reason why the House should hesitate in pass- 
ing the order proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations on this subject. 

As regards theamendment which the Senate 
has sent to this House, providing that before 
any payment is made parties claiming restitu- 
tion of property shall prove their loyalty in 
order to establish a basis for and a recogni- 
tion of their claim, I do not know whether it 
would be wise for us to agree to this or no at 
this moment. But the proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations goes beyond this. 
It seems to me that there is a very clear and 
absolute reason why we should not agree to 
that. 

The proposition of the Senate is that in 
cases that are to be tried hereafter the parties 
shall be held to prove, as a basis of their claim, 
their loyalty to the Government; that they 
have never been enemies to the Government. 
Whether we agree to that or not we certainly 
never could agree to a further proposition that 
the very same parties, without any regard to 
their loyalty, or without any regard to the 
question whether they were enemies or not, 
upon those cases that have been tried shali 
have the money paid to them immediately and 
fully under the provisions of the amendment 
that is here proposed. We cannot deny to 
one set of claimants under this act the right 
to draw money unless they prove their friend- 
ship to the Government and disprove the pes- 
sible charge of enmity, and by the very same 
act give full compensation to another class in 
money directly from the Treasury without any 
regard to the question whether they are friends 
or enemies of the Government, or have been 
friends or enemies. Yet that is what the prop- 
osiiion before us does. 

I am sure the Committee on Appropria- 
tions cannot expect the House to confirm this 
amendment which they propose to the Senate 
amendment; an amendment which directs the 
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money to be paid to parties without regard to 
the question of loyalty or friendship to the 
Government, and to another class. of the same 
claimants denies that right unless they prove 
their loyalty and friendship. One or other of 
the propositions must be wrong. My belief 
is that in the present state of public affairs 
both are wrong. Iam sure it cannot be the 
judgment of the House that we shall by an 
order on the Treasury force the payment of 
this money, up to $23,000,000, to parties who 
are not called upon or invited to prove their 
loyalty, and to deny the same to other parties 
unless they do prove their loyalty. 

I hope, therefore, the House will not agree 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations. I will concede the justice 
of the decision of the Chair, that this amend- 
ment of the committee is germane to the Sen- 
ate amendment; but it is carrying the princi- 
ple to a great extent to recognize this. And 
certainly we are anthorized, and ought to look 
so far at the principles of the two propositions 
which are embodied in this amendment as to 
see that we do not recognize the right of one 
party under our amendment and deny the 
right of other parties under the Senateamend 
ment. We ought to be so far consistent as to 
see that our conclusions are germane. Butin 
the view I take of it, it is impossible to recog- 
nize any consistency whatever in these two 
propositions, if we sustain them both. 

I desire to say one word in regard to the 
amendment of the gentleman from California, 
[Mr. Sarcenr.] It makes no change as re- 
gards this question now before the House. If 
we agree to it, it will have no legal effect at all. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
inquire into the facts, and to prescribe the 
rules and regulations for ascertaining the tacts. 
It has no legal effect; it cannot change the 
judgment of the court; it cannot change the 
effect of the law at all. If he means to pre- 
vent the payment of this money, except upon 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
he must go further. 

Mr. SARGENT. It merely leaves the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to prescribe the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


Banks] that we offer a substitute for the Sen 
ate amendment; we propose to strike out 
entirely the Senate section, and to insert the 
substitute therefor which has been read. 

Mr. BANKS. 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Bineuam] that this 
substitute was for the last proviso of the 
Senate amendment. But the case is no bet- 
ter upon the statement of the chairman of 


Allow me to | 
gay to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | 


Iwas informed by the gen- | 


he Committee on Appropriations, (Mr. Gar- j 


FIELD.] Certainly if there be a claim upon 
the Treasury of the United States for $23,- 
000,000, conceding what is claimed by gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Louse, that 
this property belongs to lawful owners, then 
we have no right to inquire into the status of 
the claimants and decide whether they have 
rights or not. Upon that question E should 
still say that we should not agree to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, for itis far more objectionable than 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. KERR. Allow me to suggest to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bayxs, ] 
what he appears to have forgotten, that under 
existing law, and without any reference to the 
Senate amendment, that inquiry has now to 
be made. The Court of Claims, before it ean 
pass upon any of these questions, must inquire 
into the joyalty of the claimants. But the dit 
ficulty arises here: whenever in the progress 
of that inquiry the court ascertains that al- 
though the claimant was disloyal he after- 
ward accepted amnesty or pardon at the 
hands of the President upon the condition 
upon which it was offered, they hold, and the 
Supreme Conrt bolds they were right in that 
decision, that from that time the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Clams becomes perfect to en- 


tertain, consider, and fully decide the case so 
pending beforethem. Therefore I say itat last 
turns upon the single question whether this 
House, the Congress of the United States, 
may so far annul the constitutional power of 
the President of the United States as to deny 
to him the right to grant pardon or amnesty 
at all. 

The theory of the Senate amendment is that 
he may grant annesty or pardon, but that the 
legal effect, the use and value thereof, may 
be taken away from the individual citizens at 
the pleasure of Congress. ‘The plain meaning 
of that is that the constitutional functions of 
the Execativé may be exercised by him, but 
when that exercise fails to suit the fancy or 
judgment of Congress, the latter may annul it 
and set it aside as of no legal or constitutional 
value. Such a proposition is most reckless and 
alarming. It declares direct hostility against 
the rightful prerogatives of the President. 
It repudiates and defies the repeated decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It 
asserts the revolutionary doctrine, that Con- 
gress may assume not only legislative, but also 
judicial functions. That court, in ex parte 
Garland, (4 Wallace Reports page 334,) hold 
that the power of pardon conferred by the 
Constitution upon the President is unlimited 
except in cases of impeachment. ‘hey hold it 
extends to every offense known to the law, 
Then the same court, in the case just decided 
of the United States against Klien, render a 
unanimous opinion that the “Drake amend- 


ment,’ which is the same in legal effect as the | 


pending Senate amendment, is clearly uncon- 
stitutional and void. The court say that Con- 


gress cannot change the effect of executive | 


pardon any more than the Mxecutive can change 
a law. This isall wrong. I hope the House will 
adopt the substitute of the committee. 

Mr. PETERS. IfI understand the propo- 


sition of the Committee on Appropriations, as 
| contained in the substitute reported by them, 


itis that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
pay back to the lawful owners the proceeds in 
the Treasury of all cotton seized after June, 
1865. After June, 1865, the rebellion had 
ceased, the proclamation of the President of 
the United States was made that the war had 
ceased. The cotton was not only not seized 
according to law, not seized according to the 
Treasury Department, but in defiance of it— 
either by not understanding the authority 
given incidentally or otherwise. 

Now, the case is ina nutshell. Shall a man 
because he was once in the rebellion, after 
that rebellion had ceased, after June 1865, 
against law, against the direction of the 
Treasury Department, be deprived of his prop- 
erty which we have taken and sold, and the 
proceeds thereof we have put into the Treasury 
and had seven years’ enjoyment thereof ? 
Shall we to-day say that he shall not receive 
even the principal, which we have taken out 
of the property sequestered, or the net proceeds 
of the sale? In my judgment the withholding 
of this money from him is no more nor better 
than purely in the nature of a theft. 

The same question was before the Commit- 
tee on the Jndiciary in the last Congress, and 
J] was then a member of that committee. There 
is no impropriety, I suppose, in my stating now 
what was then the action of that committee. 
The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Bincuam] who now opposes this amendment 
was then chairman of that committee, and we 
unanimously ordered him to report to this 
House a bill in the language of the provision 
offered bere to day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is utterly 
mistaken, and I challenge him to the proof. 

Mr. PETERS. Iaccept the challenge and 
appeal to the record for proof. The gentle- 
man did report the bill, and it was lost only 
because upon a point of order it was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole. I ask the 
Clerk to read from the Globe the action of 
the House on that occasion. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Cotton claims. : 

“Mr. Bincuam. Iam instructed by the Commit. 
tee on the Judiciary,to report back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the joint resolution (H 
R. No. 340) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas: 
ury to pay certain cotton claims, the net proceeds 
of which are at present covered into the Treasury, 
arising from the sales of cotton unlawfully seized 
after the 30th June, 1865. 3 

“The joint resolution was read. The preamble re- 
cites that the Secretary of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States issued a circular letter of instructions 
bearing date June 27, 1865, in which United States 
Treasury agents were forbidden to seize any cotton 
after the 30th June, 1865. The joint resolution there- 
fore directs the Secretary of the Treasury, without 
delay, to pay to the lawful owners the net proceeds 
of all cotton at present covered into the Treasury 
arising from the sales of cotton seized after 30th June, 
1865, such seizures being madein violation of the in- 
junctions of the Treasury Department, and after the 
surrender of the armies of the rebellion and procla- 
mation of amnesty by the President of the United 

States. 

“Mr. Binenast. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] and shall 
afterward call the previous question on the joint 
resolution. a2 

** Mr. CunLom. Does not the joint resolution con- 
tain an appropriation? 

* Mr. Burer, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
will a point of order lie ta that resolution? 

“The SPEAKER. The Chair will state when the 
point of order is raised whether it does or not. 

‘* Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Then I raise the 
pointof order that the resolution appropriates money 
from the Treasury, and must have its first discussion 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

“The Speaker. The Chair sustains the point of 
order; ard the joint resolution, under the rules, 
goes to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

“ Mr. Scorizip. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. When we have got down to cotton claims 
I think we had better adjourn.” 


Mr. PETERS. As I understand, indeed as 
I know, that bill was in substance and almost 
in its language the same as the amendment now 
offered by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will allow me to say that the committee availed 
themselves of the labors of the former Judi- 
ciary Committee of the House, one of whose 
members is now a member of the Committee. 
on Appropriations. We adopted almost the 
exact phraseology of that proposition, except 
that we inserted the word ‘lawful’? to make 
it a little stronger. : 

Mr. PETERS. I wish toadd only one word. 
This property righifully belonged to certain 
parties and was taken from them after the 
rebellion. Now, I cannot for my life see why 
the proceeds of property erroneously or wrong: 


| fully taken from a man in the South, after 


June, 1865, should not be restored to him in 
the same way as we would make reimburse: 
ment to a man in Maine, Massacbusetts, or 
elsewhere under similar circumstances. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, as a mat- 
ter of course, gentlemen who favor the Senate 
amendment will not be willing to vote for the 
proposition proposed as a substitute by the 
Committee on Appropriations; but I cannot 
conceive how any gentleman with a proper 
sense of justice can be opposed in principle to 
the adoption of the committee’s proposition. 
What are the facts? It hag been contended 
here, and the courts have held, that the seizure 
of cotton after June 30, 1865, was lawless and 
amounted to nothing short of robbery. The 
courts have held that the owners of such prop- 
erty are entitled to recover what was its value © 
at that time. Why then, it may be asked, . 
does not this amendment propose that, the 
Government shall pay to the owners of the 
property seized its full value? Because the 
agents making the seizure after the 30th of 
June, 1865, were not acting under the author- 
ity of the Federal Government in making : 
such seizures ; and hence the Committee on: 
Appropriations hold that the Governments: 
not under an obligation to pay to the owners. 
the full value of the cotton at the time of seiz” 
ure, but only to return to them the mone 
which irregularly came into the Treasury ot 
the United States through the results of tha 
robbery—that lawless. seizure of the propert 
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of individuals. I do not agree with the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] thatthe Federal Government is under 
av obligation to pay the full value of that prop- 
ty, because, as already stated, these seizures 
ere not made by the authority of the General 
Government, although made in its name and 
by those who claim to act by its authority. If 
they had been so authorized, the Government 
would be or should be made liable for the full 
alue of the property. But the Government 

simply holding that money which has irreg- 
ularly gotten into the Treasury, and which 
does not belong to it. As stated by another 
gentleman, this money is held in trust by the 
Government for the owners of the property 
seized. 

No question of loyalty or disloyalty arises. 
It is simply money that we have no right on 
any principle to withhold. Suppose there 
should be a common robbery of some one 
who was held to be a felon, and the proceeds 
of that robbery of such felon should by some 
means get into the Treasury of the United 
Statesand that the Government had no shadow 
of claim thereto, is it possible that any gen- 
tleman would get up here in this House of 
Representatives and insist that we should hold 
‘on to that money on account of the character 
of the rightful owner? This money ought to 
‘be returned. The courts hold the seizure to 
“have been wholly lawless. The Secretary of 
the Treasury does not controvert this. Some 
< gentlemen speak of the amount of these claims 
; reaching as high as $20,000,000. I have a 
` statement from the Treasury Department of 

the whole of the net proceeds paid into the 
x Treasury of the cotton seized after the 30th of 
» June, 1865, and they do not amount to more 
+ than $5,000,000; not exceeding that. The 
: larger part of this amount, so far as the sub- 
è ject-matter has been investigated, was the 
proceeds of cotton which belonged to the con- 
federate government, and is not embraced by 
» the provisions of this bill as confederate prop- 
_ erty, which upon the suppression of the rebel- 
i Jion, became immediately the property of the 
. United States, whether it was seized before or 
after the 30th of June, 1865. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to hear the 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury read. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will have the letter 
read. The examinations are not complete in 
regard to it. Itis stated that the Department 
could not make a definite statement in detail 
‘of the amount paid in or covered into the 
Treasury. The whole amount that would be 
recovered under the provisions of this amend- 
ment would probably not exceed $1,000,000. 
And whether the sum be large-or small, it is 
simply disgraceful to withhold it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, whether the amount herein involved 
is $1,000,000 or $10,000,000, if it has been 
wrongfully taken from the parties, it belongs 
to them, and should be restored. I opposed 
the bill in the Judiciary Committee, but was 
not there when it was finally adopted in the 
last House. So my friend from Maine [Mr. 
Prrers] was slightly mistaken. It was a 
mistake of recollection. 

My opposition is the same nowas then; and 
that is, there are no sufficient safeguards 
thrown around the Treasury of the United 
States so that bad men will be prevented from 
getting from the Treasury that which does not 
belong to them. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has no power 
to summon witnesses and examine them, or 
cause them to be examined. He has no power 
to have a hearing of the facts and summon 
parties before him. He must have his whole 
hearing ex parte on ex parte affidavits. How 
dangerous that is, where; large amounts of 
money are concerned, every one knows. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I desired then, and 
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what I desire now, is that these claimants be 
sent to the Court of Claims, there to make good 
their claims irrespective whether they were 
loyal or not at the time of taking their prop- 
erty, because that court can examine, that 
court can determine and decide. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, as every man knows 
has to refer all these questions to some clerk 
in his office, and that clerk hears the proof 
and makes report, and on that the Secretary of 
the Treasury mustact, or not act at all. This 
is nota sufficient guard to the Treasury. I 
for one agree, ifthis case be sent to the Court 
of Claims, to be there adjudicated, this amount 
shall be paid back; but I do not think it is 
a duty which ought to be imposed on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; nor do I think it is 
a duty which he can perform with safety to 
the Government or in justice to the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word as to what is 
known as the Morrill amendment, the appar- 
ent necessity for which has arisen under this 
state of facts: a law was passed by which 
every man must prove his loyalty in the Court 
of Glaims. It was held in that court that a 
man who had a pardon must be presumed to 
be loyal. To meet that decision the Drake 
amendment was passed, that a pardon should 
not have any such effect. The Supreme 
Court overruled the Drake amendment, and 
said a pardon and amnesty did have the 
effect of wiping out all of a man’s crimes. 
In this state of facts the Morrill amend- 
ment came up in the Senate, which says, 
in effect, that a man having a pardon it sim- 
ply proves nothing, except that we cannot 
presume that he has committed any crime, 
that all he has done is forgotten, and not to be 
taken against him. Therefore the effect of a 
pardon should not be to prove loyalty, but 
simply to leave the question open. Otherwise 
I come into the Court of Claims unpardoned, 
and I am obliged to prove my loyalty; but a 
man that comes into the court witha pardon 
is not obliged to prove his loyalty. That is 
the state of the law as it stands now. And 
to meet that case the Morrill amendment 
has been added to this bill. Now, if a man 
from the North or the South, always loyal, 
goes to the Court of Claims, he is obliged to 
prove his loyalty; but if a man goes there 
and produces his pardon for disloyal acts the 
courts hold that that proves him to have been 
loyal without any further evidence. Without 
stopping to criticise the decision of the court 
which has brought the law into this condition, 
I wish to bring to the attention of the House 
that the Morrill amendment, so called, which 
it is here proposed should be non-concurred 
in, provides that when a man comes with his 
claim he shall prove his loyalty, notwithstand- 
ing that he has his pardon in his pocket, on 
the ground that pardon is not a proof of loy- 
alty, but is only a proof that nothing is known 
of his disloyalty, which may be proved by 
other evidence. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Idesire to make 
asingle remark upon this question. Having 
bad occasion to be familiar with cases of this 
sort, which have been constantly examined 
by the Committee of Claims, I agree entirely 
with the Committee on Appropriations that 
the amendment to the bill adopted by the 
Senate ought not to be agreed to. I think 
it will be agreed on every hand that the Gov- 
ernment ought to pay these claims where 
ever they can be made ont clearly and fully. 
The question is simply before what tribunal 
and in what manner shall these claims be 
determined. Now, I desire especially here 
to put in my protest before the House against 
the multiplication of tribunals to hear these 
various matters. Fora long time the Court 
of Claims has been hearing cotton cases. 
During the same time Congress has been 
hearing those cases; and now it is proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to add 
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another tribunal, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I should have no objection, with proper 
safeguards and with proper details in the law, 
to send, under some circumstances, these 
claims to the Secretary of the Treasury; but 
we have the Court of Claims, and why should 
we not send them there? I very much pre: 
fer that the Court of Claims should do so. 
It can examine them better than the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can. The point which 
has been made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. BUTLER,] that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has no adequate means of 
examining these claims, is a sound one. 

But it is said that all the seizures after the 
80th June were illegal seizures. Gentlemen 
who say so are entirely mistaken. It is not 
true at all that all the seizures made after the 
30th June have been made upon the supposi- 
tion that the seizures were of confederate 
property. The Government has been seiz- 
ing, properly seizing and holding confeder- 
ate cotton since the 30th June. But it has 
occurred that a number of officers, being law- 
less persons, some of them, I am sorry to 
say, have seized the cotton of individuals, 
which was not confederate. This, of course, 
ought to be paid for. And I agree with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts { Mr. Boruer] 
that it ought to be paid for irrespective of the 
question whether the men were loyal or not: 
For the question of loyalty does not arise in 
these seizures after the 30th of June, but sim- 
ply the question whether the cotton was the 
property of the confederate government or 
not. If it was, then it became the property 
of the United States, and we had a pertect 
right to seize it and sell it and put the money 
into the Treasury of the United States. That 
question must be considered. It is one of 
evidence. The title to the cotton, also, 
must be investigated by somebody, and the 
rights of conflicting claimants must be setiled 
by somebody or other, and I submit that they 
cannot be settled anywhere so well as in the 
Court of Claims, where both the claimant and 
the United States can be heard by counsel, 

Therefore I am inclined to think, as a mere 
matter of prudence and expediency, that it is 
better not to send these claimants to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but that we should 
mature a bill and send them to the Court of 
Claims, where they should properly go. I 
repeat again that I am opposed to the whole 
system of the multiplication of tribunals in all 
quarters under this Government, which we have 
had to such an extent that you can scarcely 
count them. 

I wish there was a single independent de- 
partment of aecounts, or something of that sort, 
so that all these things might go to one place 
and to only one place, and there be considered 
under such laws as Congress should enact. 
And I am inclined, some time or other, to 
attempt such a reform in that way, if I shall 
be able to get time to attend to it fully. Iam 
opposed now to creating an additional tribu- 
nal, and prefer to send these matters to the 
Court of Claims as we did before. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to say a 
word in regard to the tribunal to determine 
these cases. The gentleman from Michigan, 
(Mr. Brair,] my colleague on the Committee 
of Claims, recommends the Court of Claims as 
the tribunal which shall adjndicate the ques- 
tions involved in these cases. Now, I will state 
from my own personal knowledge, and every 
member here from a southern State will bear 
witness to the correctness of my statement, 
that if you refer these cases to the Court of 
Claims you may as well pass a law saying that 
no man shall recover one cent, Take the case 
of a man who owned three or four bales of 
cotton which was seized by the ayents of the 
Government. Those agents first took twenty- 
five per cent. for their services. I ask gentile- 
men on either side of the House from the 
southern States to say if that is not correct. 
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The agents seizing the cotton took twenty five 
per cent., andia many instances did not report 
the half they did take. l 

Now, refer tbese cases to the Court of Claims 
and what will be the result? Ifa man, ora 
woman, or an orphan it may be, has a claim 
for $500 worth of cotton, how will he be able 
to obtain anything before the Court of Claims 
with its slow processes?’ To send these cases 
there would be to deny justice to every man 
who had not a claim for ten or twenty thou- 
sand dollars, because experience has shown 
that lawyers here charge from twenty totwenty- 
five per cent. before the Court of Claims 

Mr. PETERS. Fifty per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, fifty per 
cent., and with the other expenses there would 
be nothing left to the claimant, even if the 
court should determine in his favor. Now, if 
you want to do a magnanimous act for those 
claimants, do it in fact and not in words. 

The general sentiment of this House is that 
the Government did not take this property, 
but that it was taken by the agents against the 
orders of the Government. The Government 
agents were authorized to take confederate 
cotton, not to take private cotton. They did 
take private cotton, and reserved for their own 
share twenty-five per cent. of all they took. 
That was the animus that influenced them to 
rob every man within their reach. That cot- 
ton was taken to New York and sold, and the 
small amount left was covered into the Treas- 
ury. And now the claimant is asked to divide 


the small amount remaining with lawyers and. 


witnesses, coming in some cases from the 
Neuces or Rio Grande. I hope this House will 
not sustain the views expressed by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetis [Mr. 

ANKS] and the honorable gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. BLAIR, ] but adopt the amend- 
ment as reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it worse to go 
to the Court of Claims than to the Secretary 
of the Treasury ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. In regard to 
that let me say that when a case goes origin- 
ally before any of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, the Quartermaster General’s or the 
commissary department, or anv other Depart- 
ment, the case is adjudicated by the head of 
the Department, and his integrity and hovesty 
and accuracy are relied upon to protect the 
Government. 

Mr. AMBLER. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Harnrs,] with whom Lt concur 
in the main, indicate how the interests of the 
Government are to be protected in case of 
conflicting claimants to the same lot of cotton 
before the Secretary of the ‘Treasury? Would 
there not be need for an interpleader? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The interests 
of the Government can be protected just the 
same as before the Court of Claims. We want 
nointerpleaders. ‘The parties could state their 
case to the Secretary of the Treasury, or any 
one appointed by him to adjudicate the case, 
just as well as it could be stated to the court. 
Think of the number of cases involved, and 
then say in what time the Court of Claims 
could act upon them all. You would keep 
these parties out of their money for ten years 
longer. It is proposed new to pay them with- 
out interest. Why send them before the Court 
of Claims when the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the same means of ascertaining what is 
due that the Court of Claims would have? 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MARSHALL. I wish to state to the 
House that the passage of this amendment 
will be but a very partial reparation for the 
wrong done in the name of the Government. 
The larger part of the proceeds of this cotton 
never reached the Treasury. In one case 
twenty-five hundred bales of cotton were seized 
at New Orleans. At the marketprice that cotton 
- was worth $500,000; yet the proceeds, so far as 


traced to the Treasury thus far, as I have been 
informed, have amounted to but little more 
than sixteen thousand dollars. It seems to 
me, after this delay of seven years, this money 
ought to be at once returned to, the owners. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am 
opposed to the amendment which has been 
ingrafted on this bill by the Senate; but it 
seems to me there is a great deal of reason in 
the remarks of the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Bram] in reference to the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 
Referring this matter to the Secretary of the 
Treasury simply means referring it to the 
head of a bureau or some subordinate of the 
Treasury Department. Eyerybody-knows that 
it is impossible for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in view of the various dutics he is obliged 
to perform. to give much personal attention to 
this matter. He cannot sit down and patiently 
examine all these cldims with the conflicting 
testimony that may be adduced, as a judge of 
the Court of Claims will do. The Secretary 
must refer these cases to some subordinate who 
will act for him. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Illinois does not mean to say that this 
amendment ousts the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims. The claims with reference to this 
class of property were never before the Court 
of Claims, and they have no right to go there 
unless we pass a specifie act for that purpose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me it 
would be better for the House to non-concur 
in the Senate amendment, and if possible to 
provide some other substitute for it, such an 
amendment as will send these cases to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication. They should 
be sent before a tribunal where the rights of 
the Government are looked after by attorneys, 
where depositions are taken under the rules of 
Jaw, where there is not the same opportunity 
for ex parte affidavits, taken no one knows 
where, such affidavits as may be brought before 
the Treasury Department to be examined by 
some clerk, who will found an award upon 
them. If we ingraft upon the bill some prop- 
osiiion which will send these claims to the 
Court of Claims, or to sume other tribunal 
where they can be properly adjudicated, a com- 
mittee of conference of the two Houses can 
adjust the matter. 

Suppose money should be awarded by the 
Secretury of the Treasury to John Doe on a 
claim for cotton, and it should afterward turn 
out that Richard Roe is the owner of the cot- 
ton; what then? Richard Roe comes to Con- 
gress and asks an appropriation to pay him. 


These claims ought to be examined by some’ 


tribunal that has time and opportunity for 
patient investigation, and the testimony should 
be taken under the rules of law, so that the 
interests of the Government as well as of 
private parties may be protected. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 

consent to offer the following amendment in 
lieu of that proposed by the committee: 
_ That the Court of Claims be, and is hereby, author- 
ized und dirceted to hearand determine who arethe 
lawful owners, or their legal representatives, of all 
cotton seized after the 30th day of June, 1865, by the 
agents of the Government, and adjudicate that the 
uet proceeds, without interest, of the sales of said 
cotton actually paid into the Treasury of the United 
States shall be paid such owners, provided that the 
receipt thereof shall be takerf and received in full 
satisfaction of all claims- against the United States 
for or on account of the seizure of said cotton ; and 
a sufficient sum for such payment is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, . 

„It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this pro- 
vides for a hearing by the Court of Claims, 
instead of the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
full right of appeal to the Supreme Court. It 
will cost the claimants no more to take testi- 
mony before the Court of Claims than before 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not. my purpose to 
say anything more in reply to the remarks of 
my friend trom Maine [Mr. Perers] than 


| this: that the report he read from the Globe 


is not the report of the bill. In addition to 
that, my recollection is that the bill which re- 
ceived my assent originally in that committee 
was a private bill from the State of Georgia, 
and how it comes to be in that general form 
I do notknow. It may be that the committee 
agreed upon some substitute. But that is a 
matter of no consequence now. The bill was 
not received by the House, and whatever | had 
to say about it I was not permitted to say be- 
cause of the question of order that was raised. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow 
me toask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is not the place to 
report the action of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. PETERS. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. What difference is- there in 
the paying of one person or in the paying of 
more it the principle be the same ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The difference is this: in 
the original case, as the gentleman is resolved 
to bring me back to it, I was satisfied the peti- 
tioner had not offended against the law and 
was without remedy in the courts under the 
statute of limitations. The gentleman is 
answered, and when he overhauls the com- 
mittee’s record the next time I trust he will, 
get the whole of it. 

In regard to the point I made before, I ara 
glad to see gentlemen on every side of me 
have taken notice of it and pressed it on the 
House, and that is if these claims are to be 
investigated at all they ought to be investi- 
gated under the forms and sanctions of law in 
the courts of law. This amendment or sub- 
stitute for the section of the Senate my col- 
league says does not interfere with or oust the 
Court of Claims. Buta great many of these 
claims are already barred in the Court of 
Claims by the statute of limitatious, and all 
claims, whether barred or not, whether held 
by loyal or disloyal, whether held by citizens 
or aliens, whether held by frieads or enemies 
of the Government, domestic or foreign, are 
to be audited according to this substitute in 
the Treasury Department, without regard to 
any court. 

Lhis matter is pending before theCommittee 
on the Judiciary now, and as my friend desires 
to have attention called to it, I will say 
that though the committee has not yet re- 
ported it, I deemed it my daty to callupon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for a statement. 
He replied a few days ago, but I have not had 
time to lay his letter before the committee. 
The Secretary of the Treasury there concludes 
it is not advisable to pass such a bill as that 
proposed as a substitute for the section of the 
Senate amendment. To be sure the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury does suggest, I might as 
well say bere, that under proper limitations 
the Court of Claims might be invested very 
properly with jurisdiction over certain loyal 
claims, notwithstanding the statute of limita- 
tions. The amendment of my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] meeis one ob- 
jection by vesung in the Court of Claims 
power to hear and determine these claims 
under the sanctions of law, taking testimony 
as the court is required to take it under the 
limitations of law, and the witnesses them- 
selves are held to answer for the truth of their 
statements under the sanctions of law. So 
far it is well, but my friend’s amendment goes 
further and lets in all claims. . 

My objection, whether it escaped me in the 
Judiciary Committee or not, to the substitute 
is that it admits the assignees of claims or 
lawful owners by assignment of claims, whether 
of property hitherto held by the confederate 
government or not, to be heard before the 
Secretary of the Treasury and to have their 
claims audited and paid, Your previous legis- 
lation was a matter of favor, and the Govern- 


I wish to speak to this 
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iment of the United States was under no obli- 
gation in reference to the loss of cotton any 
¿more than to the loss of grain growing in the 
‘fields, or to the loss of private stock, or to 
the loss of any property whatever. But the 
‘Government did extend this provision to law- 
‘ful claims and rightful owners as it stands in 
‘the bill before the committee, but never did 
extend it to the public enemy, and that, too, 
without limitation. The limitation of that 
legislation has expired, and none of these 
claims can now be preferred. ‘This substitute 
offered by the committee says the Secretary 
of the Treasury, without regard to any limita- 
tions, and, as [ said before, without regard 
to loyal ownership or any consideration what 
ever, shall pay for this cotton without regard 
to the manner by which they acquired interest 
in it, in the words of the substitute, ‘ being 
the lawful owners thereof.’’ 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. POLAND. I now offer the following 
substitute in place of that submitted by the 
committee : 


’ That the lawful owners (or their legal representa- | 


tives) of all cotton seized after the 30th day of June, 
1865, by the agents of the Government, the net pro- 
ceeds of which wero actually paid into the Treasury 


of the United States, may at any time within one | 


year after the passage of this act prefer their claim to 
the proceeds thereof in the Court of Claims, and on 
proof to the satisfaction of said court of their owner- 
ship of said property, and of their right to the pro- 
ceeds thereof, shall be entitled to recover the residue 


of such proceeds, after deducting expeuses attend- | 


ing the disposition thereof, and with the same right 
of appeal to the Supreme Court as is now provided 
in suits for proceeds of captured and abandoned 
property. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire now 
to say a word in closing the debate. It will be 
remembered that all this property referred to 
in the clause offered by the Committee on 
Appropriations was seized after the end of the 
war. itis true, as the chairman of the Com- 
‘mittee of Claims [Mr. BLAIR] has said, that 
so fur as it was the property of the late con- 
. federate States, it was a lawful seizure; the 
property was properly seized, and its proceeds 
were properly covered into the Treasury of 
the United States. But it is also true that of 
the whole amount seized, reaching to a 


net sum of $5,000,000, about one fourth was | 


private property, which happened to be in 
or near the same warehouse where the con- 
federate property was stored. 


Now, when the commissioners who seized this | 


cotton and ordered it to be sold made their re- 
port to the Secretary of the Treasury, they 
. reported all the facts in connection with the 
seizure, together with all the proofs of private 
ownership; and a vast mass of such papers 
are now in the hands of the Secretary ot the 
‘Treasury. I hold in my hand a report made 
to the Hortieth Congress, in which the names 
of the claimants are set forth. There is a list 
of claims and claimants covering twenty-one 
pages, and showing the number of bales of cot- 
ton seized from each, the amount deducted for 
expenses, and the uet proceeds put into the 
Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury has 
all these documents on file, and is now fully 
empowered to make a settlement, but no ap- 
propriation has been made for payment. ‘The 
money is not ours, and it is none of our busi- 
ness who the claimants are. If they were reb- 
els we shall be none the less robbers for tak- 
ing and keeping what is not our own. F will 
aid by all honorable means to watch and guard 
the Treasury, but I will not advise the United 


States to do an act of manifest wrong and | 


Injustice. 

‘To say now, when all these facts are in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
the cases shall be turned over to the Court of 
Claims, is to set the claimants back a series of 
years to work themselves up to the same status 
they now occupy. l am willing to trust this to 
the known discretion and justice and equity 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. I hope the 
House will refuse to strangle the Court of 
Claims, and will authorize the Secretary of 


| 


the Treasury to restore to citizens what is 
clearly their own. I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I with- 
draw my amendment. 

The previous question was seconded and 


the main question ordered, which was first on | 


Mr. SARGENT’ s amendment to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SARGENT’S amendment was agreed to. 

The question was next on Mr. POLAND'S 
substitute for the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 75. 

Mr. BINGHAM demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 85, nays 103, not voting 
52; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Boles, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 
Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Crocker, 
Dawes, Donnan, Duell, Eames, Farnsworth, Fink- 
elnburg, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Havens, Haw- 
ley, Uay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, Houghton, 
Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Larnpori, Lansing, 
Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, McJunkin, Mercar, 
Merriam, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Pendleton, Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, Starkweather, 
Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Sypher, Washington 
Townsend, Twichell, Tyner, Wakeman, Walden, 
Wallace, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
an Jeremiah M, Wilson—85. 


Barnum, Beck, 
Braxton, James Brooks, Caldwell, 
Clark, Coghlan, Comingo. Conner, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Darral!, Dox, Duke, Dannell, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Ely, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, Getz, Gol- 
laday, Griffith. Haldeman, Hale, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, John I. Barris, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, 
ison, Leach. McClelland, McCormick, McHenry, 
McIntyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin 


F. Meyers, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leon- } 


ard Myers, Negley, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Perce, 
Eli Perry, Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Jobn M. 
Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Storm, Swann, Terry, 
Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Upson, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Whiteley, Whitthorne, John T. 
Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and Young—103. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Bright, Duriett, | 
e 


Campbell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Davis, 
Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Farwell, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, George E. Harris, John W. Hazel- 
ton, Holman, Hooper, Kinsella, Lewis, Lynch, 
Manson, Marshall, McGrew. McKee, Mitcheii, 
Moore, Niblack, Aaron F. Perry, Piatt. Porter, 
Edward Y. Rice, Sawyer, Shanks, Sheilabarger, 
Shober, Stevens, Stevenson, Stowell, Sutherland, 
Tafe, Thomas, Van Trump, Waldron, Walls, War- 
ren, Wells, and Williams of New York—d2. 

So the substitute was disagreed to. 

During the roll call, 

Mr. SHANKS said: I am paired on this 
question with Mr. McKeen; if he were here he 
would vote “no, and I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. McCRARY. Irise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I desire to know whether the first 
question is not on concurring in the Senate 
amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis: but the Chair puts 
it properly and in strict parliamentary phrase, 
will the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment, so thatthe House 
understands on what it is voting. Should the 


amendment be voted down the question will | 


recur on concurring in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 


and nays on it. 


Then I ask for the yeas 


Tbe yeas and nays were not ordered, only 


eighteen members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I ask for tellerson 
the yeas and nays. 

‘Tellers on the yeas and nays were not or- 
dered, only sixteen members voting in favor 
thereof. i 

The amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 


Lam- | 


YS—Messrs, Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, i 
Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, ! 
William T. | 


nS 


sider the several votes hy which the amend- 
ments had been concurred in, concurred in 
with amendments, and non-conecurred in; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Private 
Secretary, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 590) for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers on the public lands in Iowa, under 
the provisions of the homestead laws; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) appoint- 
ing commissioners to inquire into depreda- 
tion on the frontier of the State of Texas. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The House resumed the consideration of 


j the bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropria- 


tions for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes; which was made a special 
order to-day after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DAWES, Is it in order to move to 
suspend the rules in order to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the tariff bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine 
the records in relation to that subject. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Sarcenr] says that he does not 
expect to occupy much time upon the Indian 
appropriation biil, and therefore I will not 
press the motion to go into Committee of the 


| Whole. 


The SPEAKER. The matter depends al- 
together on the wording of the Journal. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not think 
it would take more than ten or fifteen minutes 
t> dispose of it. 

Mr, SARGENT. It was especially ordered. 
that the amendments of the Senate to the 
Indian appropriation bill should be considered. 
after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe House will not object 
to my moving to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the tariff bill after that time without 
a morning hour, I will not make any further 
objection. 

Mr. KILLINGER. There is no necessity 
for a morning hour to-day when the Committee 
on Military Affairs have an evening session 
to-night. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
order upon the Journal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous con- 


sent, y 

"Ordered, That Tuesday next, immediately after 
the morning hour, to theexclusion of other business, 
the House shall proceed to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes, and the bill shall be considered in 
the House under the five-mintues rule.” 


The SPEAKER. The amendments of the 
Senate will be read, and unless objection be 
made they will be concurred or non- concurred 
in, as the committee recommend. 

The Clerk read the fifty-tifth amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 


Add to the clause, ‘for this amount, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenses of 
the commission of citizens serving without pay, ap- 
pointed by the President under the provisions of 
the fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869, the 
sum of $15,000; and said commission is hereby con- 
tinued, with the powers and duties heretofore pro- 
vided by law,” the following: 

Provided, That any member of the board of In- 
dian commissioners is hereby empowered to invest- 
igate all contracts, expenditures, and accounts in 
connection with the Indian service, and shall have 
access to all books and papers relating theretoin any 
Government office; but the examination of vouch- 
ers and accounts by the executive committee of said 
board shall not be a prerequisite of payment. 
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The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended concurrence in the amendment, 

Mr. BECK. I understand that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations recommend non-con- 
currence in this amendment of the Senate ? 

The SPEAKER. They do. , 

Mr. BECK. Then I want to call attention 
to a few facts. On the 3d of March, 1871, 
the Committee on Appropriations reported and 
Congress passed a bill of which this is part: 

“Provided, That, hereafter no payments shall be 
made by any officer of the United States to con- 
tractors for goods or supplies of any sort furnished 
to the Indians, or for the transportation thereon, or 
for any buildings or machinery erected or placed on 
their reservations, under.or by virtue of any con- 
tract entered into with the Interior Department, or 
any branch thereof, on the receipts or certificates of 
the Indian agents or superintendents for such sup- 

lies, goods, transportation, buildings, or machinery, 
Beyond fifty per cent. of the amount due until the 
aecowmts and vouchers shall have been submitted to 
the executive committee of the board of commis- 
sioners appointed by the President of the United 


States, and organized under the, provisions of the 


fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869, and the 
i [July] 15, 


third section of the act approved April 
1870, for examination, revisal, and approval ; andit 
shall be theduty of the said board of commissioners 
without unnecessary delay to forward said accounts 
and vouchers so submitted to them to tho Secretary 
of the Interior, with the reasons for their approval 
or disapproval of the same, in whole or in part, at- 
tached thereto; and said Secretary shall have power 


to sustain, set aside, or modify the action of said 
board, and cause payment to be made or withheld, 
as he may determine.” i 

Now, thecommittee propose, in little more 
than a year, to repeal that law and substitute 
for it this provision: 

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to pay the expenses of the commission 
of citizens serving without pay, appointed by the 
President under the provisions of the fourth section 
of the xet of April 10, 1869, the sum of $15,000; und 
said commission is hereby continued, with the 
powers and duties heretofore provided by law: 
Provided, That any member of the board of Indian 
commissioners is hereby empowered to investigate 
all contracts, oxpenditures, and accounts in connec- 
tion with the Indian service, and shall have access 
to all books and papers relating thereto in any Gov- 
ernment office; but the examination of vouchers 
and accounts by the executive committee of said 
board shall not be a prerequisite of payment. 

That is equivalent to repealing it altogether. 
It seems to me to be simply ridiculous to 
allow them to examine all the books, &c., 
just as ridiculous as it was for gentlemen 
in the House to tell me that I could go and 
examine the books in the Navy and War 
Departments. If you want to return to the 
old system do it at once by a repeal of the law, 
and not by conferring an impossible right on 
the commissioners—one they cannot and will 
not exercise. It is simply a return of the old 
stealing system. 

Mr. SARGENT. I concur with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky in the necessity of an 
examination, and in the committee I con- 
curred with him very heartily in the passage 
of the law a year ago. I am not particular in 
reference to this provision as it comes to us 
from the Senate. Some of the members of 
the board of Indian commissioners, and espe- 
cially the Secretary, came to me and asked 
that this should be adopted. They said that 
a great many payments due from the Gov- 
ernment to the Indians are delayed in their 
payment indefinitely they think, to those who 
have acted faithfully, honestly, and correctly 
for the Government. Upon this advice the 
committee acted in recommending a concur- 
rence in the amendment of the Senate. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. SARGENT. The closing amendments 
to the bill all relate to one subject. We ask 
that the House non-concur in them, and I 
trust that the reading will not be required. 

By unanimous consent the closing amend- 
ments were non-concurred in. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vetes by which the amendments were sever- 
ally concurred in, non-concurred in, and con- 

_ curred in with amendments ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now ask of 
the House a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the deficiency bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. BECK. I have been trying to be 
heard, and I wish to offer an amendment to 
repeal that portion of the act of 1869 which 
appoints a board of Indian commissioners. 

The SPEAKER. That is not germane to 
the last amendment to the bill, and the Chair 
cannot entertain it. If the amendment were 
germane the Chair would eutertain it of 
course, but at present nothing is in order but 
an amendment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I am not prepared upon a 
cursory examination myself to state whether 
the amendment is germane or not, but I have 
been trying to make myself heard as far as I 
could for some time without succeeding. 
understand they have come to the Committee 
on Appropriations and said they did not desire 
to investigate avy further. 

Mr. SARGENT. Did the gentleman under- 
stand that from me? 

Mr. BECK. [think so. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the gentleman mis- 
understood me. I will state that I understood 
this amendment was the suggestion of the 
board of Indian commissioners, on account of 
the great delays in examining the accounts. 
They were willing to undertake the labor of 
examination and to ferret out every case of 
fraud. My friend is mistaken in stating that 
the object of creating this commission was the 
examination of these accounts. We put that 
additional duty upon them some year or two 
after the commission was created. 

These Indian commissioners go personally 
all through the Indian country; they attend 
at the purchases of goods; they see that proper 
advertisements are made ; they select the goods 
according to the samples furnished; they in- 
spect the goods as they are delivered to the 
Indians. They attend not only at the places 
where the goods are bought, but at the places 
where they are delivered. Their reports are 
valuable, as giving the Government inform- 
ation of any wrongs committed upon the In- 
dians, or frauds perpetrated upon the Govern- 
ment. I must say that it is my firm convic- 
tion, after several years’ attention to this mat- 
ter, that the Indian commission, under the pres- 
ent Commissioner of Indian Affairs, General 
Walker, have succeeded in bringing the Indian 
service down to an honest and economical 
basis; and I should certainly regret to see the 
board of Indian commissioners abolished. 

Mr. BECK. I do not see that I can attach 
my amendment anywhere so that it would be 
germane. But I desire to say that I was advised 
by the commissioners that the valuable service 
which they rendered was in supervising these 
accounts. I know of nothing else that is as 
valuable which they can perform, and if they 
desire to withdraw from that and open the 
floodgates of fraud that have gone on for 
thirty years, then I think the commission 
should be disbanded. 

The SPEAKER. 
pending 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to reconsider the 
various votes upon these Senate amendments ; 
and I also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the House 
ask a committee of conference upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


There is no amendment 


the Union on the special order. 
Mr. COBURN. Is morning hour business 
now in order? 


The SPEAKER. It will be, unless the 
House agree to to the motion to suspend the 
| rules and go into Committee of the Whole on 
the tariff bill. f P 

Pending the motion to suspend the rules, 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH BELGIUM. * 


Mr. COX submittted the following resolu 
tion, which was read, considered, and adopted: . 
Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested, if not incompatible with the publie 
interest, to communicate to this House any corre- 
spondence during the last and present Administra- 


tions having reference to an extradition treaty with 
Belgium. 
WILLIAM NIXON. 


The SPEAKER. This morning the House 
referred to the Committee of Claims several 
bills on the Speaker’s table pertaining to that 
committee. One bill was overlooked. The 
Chair supposes there will be no objection to 
its reference also. 

No objection was made; and accordingly 
Senate bill No. 518, for the relief of William - 
Nixon, of West Virginia, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


THOMAS HUGHES. 


Mr. WALDEN. I ask unanimous consent 
to bave taken from the Speaker's table, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Senate bill No. 548, for the relief of Thomas 
Hnghes. . 

No objection was made; and the bill-was 
accordingly taken from the Speaker's table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ELECTION CONTEST—-M KISSICK VS. WALLACE. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, from the ` 
Committee of Elections, presented a report 
in the contested-election case of McKissick vs. » 
Wallace, from the fourth congressional district 
of the State of South Carolina, together with the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That ALEXANDER S, WaLaon is entitled - 


to retain the seat he now occupies as Representative 
from the fourth district of South Carolina in the - 
Forty-Second Congress. 

he report and resolution were laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. > 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire 
to give notice that I desire to call up this case 
for consideration on Thursday next. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on . 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had ezam: 
ined and found truly enrolled bilis of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the ; 
same: ena 

An act (S. No. 973) to fand certain liabili 
ties of the city of Washington, existing June 
1, 1871, and to limit the debt of and taxation. 
in the District of Columbia ; oe) 

Anact (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria: 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 80, 1878, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 1194) directing the proper 
officers in the Treasury Department to credit. 
John Seys, of Ohio, the sum therein men- 
tioned ; and ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for the 
removal of the Kansas tribe of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 7 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence wag 
granted to Mr. Hampieron for to-morrow; tO, 
Mr. Barry and Mr. Forxer for one week; to. 
Mr. McKee for six days; to Mr. WHITELEY for: 
the remainder of this week; to Mr. Van TRUMP 
for ten days; and to Mr. Hazeuron of New. 
Jersey indefinitely on account of a death in 
his family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, by unanimon 
| consent, obtained leave to withdraw from th 
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les of the House papers in the case of Julius 
Sprandel. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House papers in the case of Daniel B. Zim- 
merman. 

Mr. LOWE, by unanimous consent, obtained 
“Jeave to withdraw from the files of the House 
“papers in the case of William O. Ridden. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, by unanimous con- 
gent, obtained leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers in the case of Robert R. 
Selden. 

BICKFORD AND STANLEY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior in relation to the 
claim of Messrs. Bickford and Stanley on 
account of depredations committed by Chey- 
enne Indians in 1864; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


JAMES G. FIELDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War in relation to the 
claim of James G. Fields for extra compen- 
gation as paymaster’s clerk; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


CUSTOMS COLLECTOR, ALEXANDRIA DISTRIOT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the draft of a bill to increase the com- 
pensation of the collector of customs for the 
district of Alexandria; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MILITARY POST IN UTAI. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War, in relation to an 
appropriation for the establishment of a mili- 
tary post near the town of. Beaver City, Utah 
Territory ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN HOME GUARDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in answer 
to a resolution of the House of December 11, 
1871, in relation to the payment of bounties, 
back pay, and pensions to the first, second, 
and third regiments of Indian home guards ; 
which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate; which was referred 
under the law to the Committee on Printing: 


_ Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That twelve thousand five. hundred additional 
copiesof the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the year 1871 be printed ; two thousand five hun- 
dred of which shall be forthe use of the Senate, five 
thousand for the use of the House, and five thou- 
sand for the use of the institution: Provided, That 
the aggregate number of pages of said report shall 
not exceed four hundred and fifty, and that there 
shall be no ilustrations except those furnished by 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


AGRICULTURAL CONVENTION, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate; which was 
referred under the law to the Committee on 
Printing: 

_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring, ) That there be printed twenty-one 
thousand additional copies of the report of the pro- 
ceedings of the convention of delegates from agri- 
cultural colleges, State agricultural societies, &c., 
held in the city of Washington on the 15th, 16th, 
and 17th of February, 1872, and communicated to 
the Senate by the Commissioner of Agriculture, of 
which five hundred copies shall be for the useof the 

enate, six thousand for the use of the House, and 
fourteen thousand five hundred copies for the use of 


the Commissioner of Agriculture, of which one hun- 
dred copies shall be supplied to each delegate to the 
convention. 


TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I now renew my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole ou the state of the Union to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) 
to reduce duties on imports and to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Scorre.p in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the 
House the committee now proceeds to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to 
reduce duties on imports and to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That on and after the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1873, in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed 
by law on the articles hereinafter enumerated or 
provided for, imported from foreign countries, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid the following 
duties and rates of duty, that is to say. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, in order to 
save time— 

Mr. DAWES. 
lowing: 

On teas of all kinds, ten cents per pound. On 
coffee of all kinds, two cents per pound. 

Mr. KELLEY. In order to save time and 
to test the sense of the House 

Mr. DAWES. Let us get this out first. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Whatis the 
question? 

Mr. KELLEY. In order to test the sense of 
the House and to save time, 1 move to strike 
out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What is the 
question before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 
out the enacting clause of the biil. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What be- 
comes of the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 
out the enacting clause takes precedence. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Who had 
the floor first ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts had the floor first, and was 
recognized. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I propose to 
make some remarks on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mascachusetts. 

Mr. KELLEY. My motion is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts took his seat, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania moved to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Cannot I, 
under the rules, discuss the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to strike out 
tea and coffee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not under the rules. 
The motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is not debatable, and takes precedence 
over a motion to amend. : 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. A motion to strike 
out the first paragraph was made by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and not withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
stands. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Andis pendingnow? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; but pending that 
motion the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moved to strike out the enacting clause, and 
that motion, under the rules, has first to be 


I move to strike out the fol- 


So the Chair under- 


ut. 
i Mr. COX. I make the point of order that 


} 


the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is not germane to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

_ Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Certainly it 
is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 
out the enacting clause must be first voted on, 
for the reason if the enacting clause is stricken 
out all the amendments to the bill will be loss. 
When a substitute to a bill is moved, amend- 
ments to the original text must be first voted 
on, but, although amendments may be pend- 
ing, a motion to strike out the enacting clause 
takes precedence, and must be first voted on. 

Mr. COX. With all submission tothe Chair, 
must not the vote be first taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is express 
that when a motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is made, although amendments may be 
pending, the question must be first taken on 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What is the 
effect of striking out the enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect will be that 
the committee will immediately rise, without. 
motion even, and report that fact to the 


House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. And the 
whole bill will be killed. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the report of the 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in such 
will be the effect of the motion. 

Mr. DAWES. When the report of the 
Committee of the Whole comes before the 
House, will it be in order to move to recom- 
mit with instructions? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 
the rule of the House. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


‘* A motion to strike out the enacting words of 
a bill shall have precedence of a motion to amend ; 
and if carried shall be considered equivalent to its 
rejection. Whenever a bill is reported from a Com- 
mittee of the Whole, with a recommendation to 
strike out the enacting words, andsuch recommend- 
ation is disagreed to by the House, the bill shall 
stand recommitted to the said committee without 
further action by the House.” 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvaniat, at the question 
had better be taken on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, chairman of the 

Jommittee of Ways and Means, who has been 
instructed to move to strike out the paragraphs 
in reference to tea and coffee. 

Mr. KELLEY. I adhere to my motion. 

Mr. COX. Would it be in order to debate 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes, ] to strike out the paragraph 
relating to tea. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the motion to strike 
out the enacting clause should be lost, the 
motion made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] will be in order, and 
will then be debatable. 

The question being taken on Mr. KELLEY’ S 
motion to strike out the enacting clause of 
the bill, there were—ayes 90, noes 75. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, demanded 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brooxs, of 
New York. and Mr. KELLEY were appointed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I would 
inquire if it is in order to have a call of the 
House, and to send to the circus for a good 
many of the members who are there. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ca MemsBers. Too late! 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion for a call of 
the House is not in order in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The tellers having taken their places, the 
Committee again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 95, noes 75. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
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FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole oH the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) tore- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had in- 
structed him to report that they had struck out 
the enacting clause of the bill. , 

The SPEAKER. On whose motion was 
the enacting clause struck out? 

Mr. SCOFIELD. On the motion of the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KeLLer. ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLLer] is recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the House 
concur in the action of the Committee of the 
Whole, and that the bill (H. R. No. 2848) 
for the further reduction of taxes and the en- 
couragement of commerce, be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, with instruc- 
tions to report the same to-morrow morning, 
under the order of 16th April relating to bill 
No. 2822. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to offer a substitute 
for the instructions proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has not framed his motion ex- 
actly in accordance with the rule. The Chair 
will direct the reading of the rule, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will see the ne- 
cessity of somewhat modifying his motion. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I object to 
instructions to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia from the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is not instruct- 
ing the gentlemen from Pennsylvania. But he 
cannot entertain a motion which the rule will 
not allow. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Then the 
Chair is bound to give the floor to some one 
who can make a proper motion. 

The SPEAKER. Probably the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania may do so when the rule 
is read. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


“A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill 
ghall have precedence of a motion to amend; and if 
carried, shall bo considered equivalent to its rejec- 
tion. Whonever a bill is reported from a Committee 
ofthe Wholo, with a recommendation to strike out 
the enacting words, and such recommendation is 


disagreed to by the House, tho bill shall stand re- | 
committed to the said committee without further j 


aotion by the House. But before the question of 
concurrence is submitted, it isin order to entertain 


a motion to refer the bill to any, committee of the | 


House, with or without instructions. and when the 
same is again reported to the House, it shall be 
referred to the Committee of tho Whole without 
debato, and resume its original place on the Cal- 
endar.” ”™— ule 123, 


Mr, KELLEY. 
the Committee of Ways and Means, with in- 


structions to report bill No. 2848, for the fur- | 


ther reduction of taxes and the encouragement 
of commerce, as a substitute. That bill is the 


same as has been referred to the Committee | 


of the Whole without special order. 

Mr. DAWES. I move as a substitute for 
the instructions moved by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the following: 

Substitute for so much of said bill as is contained 
between lines twenty-two, page 2, and lines three 


hundred and seventy-two, page 16, inclusive, the 
following: 

Sro. —. That on and after the day and year when 
this act shall take effect, in lieu of the duties im- 
posed by law on the articles in this section enumer- 


ated, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on | 


the goods, wares, and merchandise in this section 
enumerated and provided for, imported from for- 
eign countries, ninety per cent. of the several duties 
aod rates of duty now imposed by law upon said arti- 
oles severally, it being the intent of this section to 
reduce existing duties on said articles ten per cent. 
of such duties; that is to say: 


On all manufactures of cotton, or of which cotton i! 


is the component part of chief value; i 
animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part of 
wool or hair of the alpaca, and other animals; 

n all iron and manufactures of iron, or manu- 
factures of which iron is the component material of 
ohief value, excepting cotton machinery: 

On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, | 


andon all manufactures of metals; of which either 
of them is tbe component part of chief value ; 

On all manufactures of India-rubber, gutta-percha, 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions: Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols, and sunshades shallin no case be less than is 
imposed upon goods of the same material and qual- 
ity as the coverings thereof. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. There isalready an amend- 
ment pending in the second degree, and an 
amendment in the third degreeis not in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I call the previous question 
upon my motion. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I move to insert 
“eighty” per cent. in place of ‘* ninety.’? 

Mr. COX. That amendment is not germane 
to the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Kenney. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] moves to refer the 
billto the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
instructions to report a bill so amended as to 
reduce the duties to ninety per cent. The 
gentleman from Missouri moves to amend by 
inserting ‘* eighty” in place of ‘‘ ninety.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. I understand the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts to be to 
amend the committee’s bill. It is important 
that every member should understand what 
is being done. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The motion I make is to 
amend the bill in the committee by substi- 
tuting a reduction of ten per_cent. The 


Is it subject to 


I move to refer the bill to } 


On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other i; 


motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is to take his bill in place of the one reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. Mine 
is to take the committee’s bill, and to take 
off a specific reduction of ten per cent. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is this question at all de- 
batable? As I understand this question it is 
intended to evade the primary discussion of 
any revenue question in the House. 1 under- 
stand that it is an absolute assertion as to what 
the rights and duties are of the committee to 
bring the bill before the House for considera- 
I| tion or amendment. i 

The SPEAKER. This bill must go to the 
committee under some instructions from the 
House, unless a vote of the House prevents it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then the question is whether 
l| internal revenue affairs have yet been con- 
sidered, 

Mr. COX. After the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that his amend- 
ment was not germane to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it is cer- 
tainly not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is still in order, for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] moves a certain amendment in the 
tariff law to reduce the duties to ninety per 
cent., and the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. 
|| FINKELNBURG] moves to reduce them to eighty 
per cent., the difference being that the one 
| gentleman proposes to reduce the duties twenty 


|! per cent., aud the other ten. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cannot we get at 
the bill of tbe gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| without all this circumlocution ? ; 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman himself 
| exercised the right of offering an amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw it if we 
cau get hold of the bill of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. 
special order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But the House can 
at any time make ita special order. 

The SPEAKER. No; not unless it is the 
' report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Could notthe House 
; now make it a special order? 

The SPEAKER. It can make it a special 
| order if it be reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that if the 

two first propositions are voted down, you can 


It will not then be a 


then take up the sections in relation to inter. 
nal revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The question comes 
directly on the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] which is to in- 
struet the Committee of Ways and Means to 
report back the bill with his amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio.. Will not the 
bill necessarily go back to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union when 
reported back? 

The SPEAKER. It will, and the matter 
will be within the entire control of the House. 

Mr. BECK. I rose before the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. FINKELNBURG] did, bold- 
ing an amendment in my hand to strike tea 
and coffee out of this bill or to put it on the 
free list; but in spite of all the noise I could 
make I could not be heard till now. I want 
to know if it is not in order now to move that 
tea and coffee be stricken out or placed on 
the free list? . 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the House 
can get atit. By simply calling the previous 
question on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, if that be voted down other amend- 
ments will be in order; but if the previous 
question be called upon the whole subject 
and seconded by the House of course that 
would exhaust the whole power of amend- 


ment, 

Mr. KELLEY. I call the previous gues- 
tion upon the whole subject. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest to 
the gentleman that he amend his motion by 
putting iu the words “ report forthwith.” 

Mr. KELLEY. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to amend the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. No other motion is in 


order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is to 
amend the instructions moved by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerrey] by sub- 
stituting instructions proposed by him., The 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
FINKELNBURG] is to amend the substitute. Is 
not a motion in order to amend the original 
instructions moved by the gentleman trom 
Pennsylvania? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mi- 
uois will perceive tbat although technically 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is pending to the amendment of the gen- 
tileman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] 
they both relate to the original bill, and it 
would complicate matters very much to have 
so many amendments pending before the 
House. 

The question was upon the amendment of 
the gentieman from Missouri, [Mr. FINKBLN- 
BURG, ] to strike out from the amendment of 
Mr. Dawes the word ‘‘ninety’’ and insert 
i eighty ;’? so as to make the reduction twenty 
per cent. instead of ten per cent. 

Mr. BECK. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas aud uays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 3 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 108, not voting 
52; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Beatty, Beck, Beveridgs, Bird, James G. Blair 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Burchard, , Cald- 
well, Comingo, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Criteher, 
Crossiand, Donnan, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge. 
Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Golladay, Handley, 
Hanks, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Kendall, Kerr, King. amison, Lowe, Marshall, Me- 
Cormick, McCrary, McHenry, MeIntyre, McKinney, 
McNeely, Merrick, Morgan, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, 
Eli Perry, Potter, Price, Read, Edward Y, Rice, 
John M. Rico, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Shanks, Slater, Slocum, Stevenson, 
Terry, Dwight Townsend, Turner. Tuthill, Tyner 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winches-. 
ter, and Wood—80, a 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Banks; 
Barber, Barnum, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Boles; 
| George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burdett, Benjamin Fa 
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Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, 
reely, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Duell, Eames, 
Elliott, Farwell, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
“Wilder D, Foster, Frye, Garfield, Getz, Goodrich, 
“@rifith, Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, 
Gerry W. Hazelton. Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, 
Kellogg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lansing, Leach, May- 
nard, McClelland, McGrew, Mercur, Merriam. Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Morey, Leonard Myers, 
ackard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, 
“Randall, Bilis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Scofield, Sceley, Sessions, Sheldon, Sher- 
wood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John A. 
Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. 
Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Storm, 
Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Date, Washington Townsend, Twichell, Upson, 
Wakeman, Waiden, Walls, Warren, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Wiliard, Williams of Indiana, and John 
T, Wilson—108, ý 

NOL VOTING -- Messrs. Barry, Biggs, Austin 
Blair, Buckley, Campbell, Carroll, William T, Clark, 
Preeman Clarke, Coghlan, Davis, De Large, Dickoy, 
Du Bose, Forker, Garrett, Hambleton, Hancock, 
George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Hays, 
Jobn W. Hazelton, Hoiman, Hooper, Kinsella, Lam- 
port, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, McJunkin, McKee, 
fitchell, Moore, Morpbis, Negley, Niblack, Aaron 
F, Perry, Platt, Porter, Shelabarger, Shober, Sloss, 
Starkweather,Stevens,Stowell, Swann, Thomas, Van 


Trump, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, and Young—52, |. 


So the amendment of Mr. FINKELNBURG was 
not agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. NEGLEY said: Mr. HAMBLETON, of 
Maryland, when he left the city by leave of 
the House, did not anticipate that any vote 
upon this bill would be taken before he re- 

„turned. He requested me to obtain a pair for 
him, but I have not been able to do so, and 
therefore I will pair with him myself. Mr. 
HAMBLETON, if present, would vote ‘fay’? on 
this motion, and L would vote ‘no.’ 

Mr. BECK. I desire to state that Mr. 
Lewis, my colleague, is detained from the 
House by sickness; if present he would vote 

ay. 

Mr. BIGGS. I am paired with Mr. HAZEL- 
ron, of New Jersey. If present he would vote 
“no,” aud 1 would vote ‘* ay.” 

Mr. SWANN, Lam paired with Mr. DICKEY, 
of Pennsylvania, who, if present, would vote 
“no,” while I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. Iam paired with 
Mr. Garrett, of Tennessee. If present he 
would vote *tay,'’ while I would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr, SULHERLAND. I am paired with 
Mr. Manson, of Indiana, on all questions con- 
nected with the tariff, If present he would 
vote ‘‘ay’’ on this question, and I would vote 
‘'no,”? 

The question recurred upon the substitute 
moved by Mr. Dawes for the instructions 
moved by Mr. Kerrey, which substitute was 
in effect 10 reduce tbe tariff on the articles 
named ten per cent. from the existing rates. 

Mr. HALDEMAN and Mr. COX called for 
the yeas aud nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 11], nays 77, not voting 52; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Archer. Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Bird, 


chard, Caldwell, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Cotton, Cox, Cress, Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, 

onnan, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, Ely, Parns- 
worth, Finkeinburg, Frye, Garfieid, Getz, Goiladay, 
Goodrich, llaldewan, Hale, Handley, Hanks, Ha- 


yens, Hawiey, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, ! 
erndon, Hibbard, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, King, } 


Lamison, Lowe, Marshall, McCormick, McCrary, 


enjamin F., Meyers, Morgan, Orr, Packard, Pal- 
mer, Hosea W, Parker, 


Ritchie, Bilis H 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Shanks, Slater, Slocum, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Ste- 
venson, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Terry, Dwight 
ownsend, ‘Parner, Puthill, wicbell, Tyner, 
aughan, Voorhees, Walden, Warren _ Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Wil- 
liams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Win- 
chester, and Wood—lll. 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Banks, Barber, 
Bell, Bingham, Boles, George M. Brooks, Burdett, 
Roderick R. Butler, Conger, Creely, Crocker, Dar- 
rall, Duell, Bames, Elliott, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Griffith, Halsey, 
Harmer, Harper, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, 
Koilogg, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, May- 
nard, MoCieiand, ‘McGrew, Mercur, Merriam, Mon- 


Perce, Wii Perry, Peters, | 
Potter, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, | 
Roberts, William R. Roberts, | 


ll 87, noes 71. 
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roe, Morey, Leonard Myers, Packer, Isaac C. Par- 


ker, Peck, Pendleton, Platt, Poland, ‘Prindle, 
Rainey, Randall, Rogers, Sargent. Sawyer, Scofield, 
Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A, Smith, Snapp, R. 


Milton Speer, Sprague, Stowell, St. John, Sypher, | 


Taffe, Washington Townsend, U . WwW Ji 
Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, Willard. mid Joba 
“Nor VOTING—M A 

NO f Messrs. Ambler, B . Biggs, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Buckley, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, 
eon Sierko, Copbs is s 

u Bose, Forker, Garrett, Hambleton, Ha k, 
George E. Harris, Jobn Harris, Hays, Jobn W. 
Hazelton, Holman, Hooper, Kinsella, L 
Manson, McJunkin, McKee, Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 
phis, Negley, Niblack, Aaron F. Perry, Porter, Rob- 


inson, Shellabarger, Shober, Sloss, Starkweather, | 


Stevens, Sutherland, Swann, Thomas, Van Trump, 


! Waldron, Wells, and Young—52. 


So the substitute was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. SWANN said: On this question I 
am paired with Mr. Dickey, of Pennsylvania, 
who, if present, would vote ‘‘no,’’ while I 
would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am paired with 
Mr. Maysoy, of Indiana, who, if present, 
would vote ‘ay, and I would vote ‘' no.” 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to state that Mr. 
Hlooprr, my colleague, is absent on account 
of serious illness. 

Mr. AMBLER. On this question I am 
paired with Mr. Burner, of Massachusetts. 


If here, he would vote for and I against the | 


pending motion. 

Mr. BIGGS. On this question Iam paired 
with Mr. Hazevron, of New Jersey, who, if 
present, would vote ‘‘no,’’ and I would vote 
es a 7, 

Mr. KERR. I desire to state that Mr. Hou- 
MAN, my colleague, is detained from the House 
by illness. If present he would vote “ay” on 
this proposition. ` 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I am paired with 
Mr. GARRETT, of Tennessee, who is in favor 
of this proposition, and I am opposed to it. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr, KELLEY. I find that a number of 
gentlemen have voted under a msapprehen- 
sion. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, pending the 
operation of the previous question. 

Mr, FINKELNBURG. Then I object to 
debate. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would inquire of the 
Chair if the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] should now be 
voted down, would not the question then be 
upon my proposition ? 


The SPEAKER. It would not, because 


the proposition of the gentleman from Penn- ; 


sylvania [Mr. Ketiex] is no longer before 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] having 
been substituted for it ty the vote just taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think there 
has been no mistake, but rather that the coa- 
Jition which was formed has been broken, the 


e t g en rsted. 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Bufiuton, Bur- | trade that was made has been bursted 


The SPEAKER. The question now is, will 
the House instruct the Committee of Ways 
and Means to report back forthwith the tariff 
aud internal tax bill with the instructions just 


adopted on motion of the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts? That is the question on which 


McHenry, McIntyre, McKinney, MeNeely, Merrick, || the previous question 1s operating. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Irise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If the instructions just voted should 
finally prevail, shall we go back into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the original bill? 


The SPEAKER. On the original bill, ex- | 
cept that from line twenty-two, to line three | 


hundred and seventy-two that which has been 
read is substituted tor the printed text—the 


effect being to make a ten per cent. reduction | 


on the articles enumerated. The question is 
now on the motion to refer with the instruc- 
tions as amended on motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes. ] 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 


Davis, De Large, Dickey, | 


ewis, Lynch, | 


i| Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, Thomas J. S 


Mr. AMBLER. I call for the yeas and 
nays. ` 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 75, not 
voting 48; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Bird, 
James @. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Beujamin_F. Butler, Caldwell, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Duke, 
Dunnell, Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Finkeloburg, 
Frye, Garfield, Golladay, Goodrich, Haldeman, Hale, 
Handley, Jobn T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Hoar, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, 
Lowe, Marshall, McCormick, McCrary, McHenry, 
MeIntyre, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F, Meyers, 


i| Morgan, Orr, Packard, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, 


Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Potter, Price, Prin- 
die, Read, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Shanks, Sheldon, Slater, 
peer, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughtou, Strong, Sy- 

her, Taffe, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tut- 

ill, Twichell, Tyner, Vaughan, Walden, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indi- 
ana, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
Winchester. and Wood—117, 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Banks, 
Barber, Bell, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, George 
M. Brooks, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, 
Conger, Conner, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Duell, 
Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Getz, Griflith, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, Hill, 
Houghton, Kelley. Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Maynard, McClelland, McGrew, McJunkin, 
Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, Leonard Myers, 


| Packer, Isaae C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Poland, 


Rainey, Randall, Rogers, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Sherwood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith. John 
A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stowell, St. John, Washington Town- 
send, Upson, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, 
Willard, and John T, Wilson—75, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Biggs, Buckley, 
Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Forker, 
Charles Foster, Garrett, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Hanks, George E. Harris, Hays, John W. Hazelton, 
Holman, Hooper, Ketcham, Kinsella, Lewis, Lynch, 
Manson, McKee, McKinney, Mitcheil, Moore, Mor- 

his, Negley, Niblack, Aaron Kk. Perry, Porter, 

oosevelt, Shellabarger, Shober, Sloss, Sutherland, 
Swann, Thomas, Van Trump, Voorhees, Waldron, 
Wells, and Young—48. 


So the motion to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, with instructions, 
as amended on motion of Mr. Dawes, was 
agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. CONNER. I wish to inquire whether 
the adoption of these instructions will bring 
before the House the minority or the majority 
bill? : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair cannot answer 
a parliamentary inquiry of that kind during 
the roll-call. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. On this question I 


the House, the proposition of the gentleman | am paired with the gentleman from Indiana, 


Mr. Mawson. If he were here he would vote 
tay,’ while I should vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to 
state that during the two preceding roll-calls 
I was absent on a committee of conference. 
If Í had been here I should have voted in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. 1 am paired on 
this question with the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, Mr. GARRETT, who, if here, would 
vote ‘‘ay,’’ while I should vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to reconsider the 
vote just taken; and also move that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] when the 


| Committee of Ways and Means will probably 
i| report back this bill. 


Mr. DAWES. In obedience to the instruc- 
tions of the committee, I report back the bill, 
now. [presume it must go to the Committee 
of the Whole, and resume its original place. 
I move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. At what time does the gentle- 
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man from Massachusetts propose that the dis- 
cussion in Committee of the Whole shall 
begin? 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to move to-mor- 
row, immediately after the morning hour, that 
the House go into committee for the consid- 
eration of this bill. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. PETERS. As there is to be a session 
of the House to-night, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that to-morrow morning the House meet 
at twelve o'clock instead of eleven. 

Several members objected. ‘ 

Mr. COX. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. An evening session has 
been ordered for this evening on business 
of the Military Committee, and the gentleman 
will please modify his motion accordingly. 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move the House 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock this 
evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly, 
(at three o'clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House took a recess until half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COBURN, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back a bill (S. No. 607) 
to establish the pay of the enlisted men of the 
Army, with amendments. 

‘The bill, which was read, in the first section 

rovides that from and after the 1st day of 

arch, 1872, the monthly pay of the following 
enlisted men of the Army shall, during their 
first term of enlistment, be as follows, with the 
contingent additions thereto hereinafter pro- 
vided: sergeant majors of cavalry, artillery, 
and infantry, twenty-three dollars; quarter- 
master sergeants of cavalry, artillery, and 
infantry, twenty-three dollars; chief trumpet- 
ers of cavalry, twenty-two dollars; principal 
musicians of artillery and infantry, twenty-two 
dollars; saddler sergeants of cavalry, twenty- 
two dollars; first sergeants of cavalry, artil- 
Jery, and infantry, twenty-two dollars; ser- 
geants of cavalry, artillery, and infantry, seven- 
teen dollars; corporals of cavaliy and light 
artillery, fifteen dollars; corporals of artillery 
and infantry, fifteen dollars; saddlers of cav- 
alry, fifteen dollars; blacksmiths and farriers 
of cavalry, fifteen dollars; trampeters of cav- 
alry, thirteen dollars; musicians of artillery 
and infantry, thirteen dollars; privates of cav- 
alry, artillery, and infantry, thirteen dollars; 
hospital stewards, first class, thirty dollars; 
hospital stewards, second class, twenty-two 
dollars; hospital stewards, third class, twenty 
dollars; ordnance sergeants of posts, twenty- 
three dollars; sergeant majors of engineers, 
thirty-six dollars; quartermaster sergeants of 
engineers, thirty-six dollars; sergeants of 
engineers and ordnance, thirty-four dollars; 
corporals of engineers and ordnance, twenty 
dollars; musicians of engineers, thirteen dol- 
Jars; privates (first class) of engineers and 
ordnance, seventeen dollars; privates (sec- 
ond class) of engineers and orduance, thirteen 
dollars. 

The second section provides that to the 
rates of pay above established one dollar per 
month shall be added for the third year of 
enlistment, one dollar more per month for the 
fourth year, and one dollar more per month 
for the fifth year, making in all three dollars’ 
increase per month for the last year of the 
first enlistment of each enlisted man named 
in the first section of this act. But this in- 
crease shall be considered as retained pay, and 
shall not be paid to the soldier until his 
discharge from the service, and shall be for- 


feited unless he shall have served honestly and 
faithfully to the date of discharge; and all 
former laws concerning retained pay for pri- 
vates of the Army are hereby rescinded. 

The third section provides that all the en- 
listed men enumerated in the first section of 
this act who have reénlisted or who shall here- 
after reénlist under the provisions of the act 
of August 4, 1854, shall be paid atthe rates al- 
lowed in the second section of this act to those 
serving in the fifth year of their enlistment; 
provided that one dollar per month shall be 
retained from the pay of the reénlisted men, of 
whatever grade named in the first section of 
this act, during the whole period of their reén- 
listment, to be paid to the soldier on his dis- 
charge, but to be forfeited unless he shall have 
served honestly and faithfully to the date of 
discharge. 

The fourth section provides that enlisted 
men now in the service shall receive the rates 
of pay established in this act, according to the 
length of their service, and nothing contained 
in this act shall be construed as affecting the 
additional monthly pay allowed for reénlist- 
ments by the act of August 4, 1854. 

The fifth section provides that it shall not be 
obligatory upon the enlisted men of the Army 
to draw their pay at each payment of the 
troops; and that whenever a soldier has sev- 
eral months’ pay due he may be paid the whole 
ora part at his option; but when he draws 
only a part, it shall be forthe part longest due, 
leaving the remainder in the hands of the 
Government, for which he shall receive inter- 
estat the rate of six per cent. per annum; 
provided that whenever a soldier has pay 
thus standing to his credit on the muster-roll 
of histroop or company, it shall sot be sub- 
ject to forfeiture, except for desertion. 

The Clerk read the amendments of the com- 
mittee as follows: 

In line twenty-cight strike out the words “twen- 
ty-three,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“thirty-four;’’ so itwill read: * ordnance sergeants 
of posts, thirty-four dollars.” 

Strike out the fifth section of the bill; and strike 
out’ March” and insert ‘‘ July.” 

Mr. COBURN. March has already passed, 
and this provides that it shall take effect from 
and after the 1st day of July, 1872. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words in 
in regard to this bill. There is here a slight 
increase of pay in connection with non-com- 
missioned officers; sergeant majors of cavalry, 
artillery, and infantry, two dollars a month. 
There are but some ten or twelve of each class 
inthe Army. Quartermaster sergeants of cav- 
alry, artillery, and infantry, two dollars; chief 
trumpeters of cavalry, one dollar; principal 
musicians of artillery and infantry, one dollar ; 
saddler sergeants of cavalry, one dollar; first 
sergeants of cavalry, artillery, and infantry, 
two dollars; corporals of cavalry and light 
artillery, one dollar; corporals of artillery 
and infantry, two dollars; saddlers of cavalry, 
one dollar; musicians of artillery and cavalry, 
one dollar; and ordnance sergeants of posts 
are increased by the amendment of the com- 
mittee about eleven dollars a month. Those 
are men in responsible positions. Musicians 
of engineers are increased one dollar. 

The main object of the bill is to provide 
against desertion, one of the great evils of the 
Army at present. Enlisted men get out upon 
the plains, become dissatisfied, and abandon 
the Army. The second and third section re- 
late to increase of pay for length of service, 
but which is to be forfeited on desertion ; 
and the higher rate of retained payis given 
to those who have reénlisted over those who 
are serving under their original enlistments. 
The object is to retain men in the service; to 
get better soldiers, to get veterans. This has 
met the approval of the committce, and I think 
is a very valuable idea in connection with the 
attempt to retain soldiers, and especially old 
soldiers, in the service. 

Section five, which the committee recom- 
mend to be stricken out, is in relation to a sys- 


E 


` Mr. COBURN. 


tem of deposits that is proposed to be adopted: 
for the benefit of the soldiers and to prevent 
desertion. A separate bill, which the com». 
mittee will recommend, provides in a much. 
more safe and thorough way for the deposit by: 
soldiers of their pay in the hands of the pay- 
master, and that it may be retained till the end. 
of service and bear four per cent. interest. In.’ 
view of the fact that this very bill is recom. | 
mended by the committee, they have instructed 
me to have section five stricken out. There 
can be no question between the two systems, 
This bill allows the soldier to draw the money 
whenever he pleases. ‘The other bill, which 
we favor, requires thatit shall remain until the 
close of his service; and thus the Government: 
may have a hold upon him to retain him in 
the Army till the end of his term. 

Mr. BEATTY. What interest is he to be 
allowed? 

Mr. COBURN. Four percent. But that 
is not in this bill. 

Mr. ARCHER. What will be the additional 
expense? 

I suppose the additional 
expense will not be over $10,000 a year for 
the pay of non-commissioned officers, 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the appropriation 
bill conform to this? 

Mr. COBURN. I do not know. As regards 
most of these classes of non-commissioned offi- 
cers, there are but few to a regiment. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to rec onsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PREVENTION OF DESERTION, 


Mr. COBURN also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass with an amendment, the bill (8. 
No. 448) to establish a system of deposits to 
prevent desertion, and elevate the condition 
of the rank and file of the Army. 

The bill, which was read, provides that any 
enlisted man of the Army may deposit his 
savings, in sums of not less than five dollurs, 
with any Army paymaster, who shall furnish 
him a check-book, in which shall be entered 
the name of the paymaster and of the sol- 
dier, and the amount, date, and place of 
such deposit. The money so deposited shall 
be accounted for in the same manner as other 
public funds, and shall pass to the credit of 
the appropriation for the pay of the Army, 
and shall not be subject to forfeiture by sen: 
tence of court-martial, but shall be forfeited 
by desertion, and shall not be permitted to be 
paid until final payment on discharge, or to 
the heirs or representatives of a deceased sol- 
dier, and that such deposits be exempt from 
liability for such soldiers’ debts; provided 
that every paymaster in the Army. before re- 
ceiving a deposit of any money under the pro- 
visions of this act, shall give to the United 
States a bond with two or more sureties, to be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury 1n 
such sum as he may deem sufficient, with the 
condition that the money by such paymaster 
received as aforesaid shall be faithfully ac- 
counted for as other public moneys in his 
hands. Such bonds shall be joint and several, 
and may be sued upon in any district or cir- 
cuit court of the United States; and provided 
further, that the Government shall be liable 
for the amount deposited to the person so de- 
positing the same, 

The bill in its second section provides that 
for any sums of not less than fifty dollars so 
deposited for the period of six months, or 
longer, the soldier, on his final discharge, 
shall be paid interest at the rate of four per 
cent. per annum. 

The bill in its third section provides that. 


872. 


the money value of all clothing overdrawn by 
the soldier beyond his allowance shall be 
charged against him, every six months, on the 
muster-roll of his company, or on his final 
“statements if sooner discharged. The amount 
‘due him for clothing, he having drawn less 
than his allowance, shall not be paid to him 
until his final discharge from the service. 
~The biilin its fourth section provides that 
the system of deposits herein established shall 
be carried into execution under such regula- 
tions as may be established by the Secretary 
of War. 

The bill in the fifth section provides that 
the amount of deposits and clothing balances 
accumulated to the soldier’s credit under the 
provisions of sections one and three of this 
bill shall, when payable to the soldier upon 
< his discharge, be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for pay of the Army for the then current 
+ fiscal year. 

The bill in its sixth section provides that 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act are’ hereby repealed, 
© The amendment of the committee was read 
~~ as follows: 


Strike out all after the word ‘‘ provided,” in line 
‘e gixteen, down to and including the word ‘*further,” 
` jn line twenty-five of the first section, to-wit, these 
«words: 

That every paymaster in the Army, before receiv- 
ing on deposit any money under the provisions of 

this act, shall give to the United States a bond, with 
two or more sureties to be approved by the Secre- 

tary of the Treasury, in such sum as he may deem 
| sufficient, with the condition that the money by 
> such paymaster received as aforesaid shall be faith- 
'. fully accounted for as other public moneys in his 
hands. Such bonds shall be joint and several, and 
may be sued npon in any district or circuit court 
of the United States: And provid ed further. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I wish 
` to make one inquiry with regard to the 
. money reserved in the hands of paymasters. 

Is it subject or not subject to the debts of 
* the soldiers? 
Mr. COBURN. It is not subject to their 
= debts. It is only forfeited by desertion. The 
¿ object is to preserve a fund in the hands of 
the Government in order to retain these men 
in the service. The title of the bill indicates 
that its purpose is to prevent desertion. If 
these men have money deposited in a safe 
place, in the hands ofan officer of the Govern- 
ment, there is not half the inducement for 
them to desert that there is now when they can 
` settle up and go off with alloftheir pay. Some- 
thing like this was formerly the system; money 
was paid into the hands of paymasters or cer- 
tain officers of the Government, and on the 
discharge of the soldier it was paid over to 
him. But an act of Congress a year or two 
since required all such moneys to be covered 
into the Treasury, and the system ended. 

Mr. ARCHER. Allow metoinquire whether 
after deposit is made by the soldier the Gov- 
ernment or the paymaster is liable for it? 

r Mr. COBURN. The Government is liable 
or it. 

Mr. ARCHER. Then in case of a default- 
ing paymaster the soldier would lose the 
money ? 

Mr. COBURN. He would not. 

Mr. ARCHER. The Government would 
lose it? 

Mr. COBURN. The Government would 
look to the bond of the paymaster. The Gov- 
ernment stands responsible to the soldier, and 
the bond of the paymaster is to make the 
Government secure in regard to him. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ARMY LEAVE. 


Mr. COBURN also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with arecommendation that 


| 


the same do pass, House bill No. 1467, to 
amend the thirty-first section of an act entitled 
‘An act for enrolling and calling out the 
national militia, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1863. i 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all 
officers on duty at any point west of a line 
drawn north and south through Omaha City 
and north of a line drawn east and west upon 
the southern boundary of Arizona shall be 
allowed sixty days’ leave of absence without 


|| deduction of pay or allowances; provided 


that the same is taken but once in two years. 

Mr. COBURN. I will explain briefly the 
object of this bill. There are a large number 
of officers who are stationed on the plains and 
away from railroads in the far West. At 
present it takes aboutall of thirty days to come 


to their homes and return to their posts of | 


duty. Jt is impossible, therefore, for them to 
get this leave of absence, enjoy it, and derive 
any advantage of the law which allows them 
to receive full pay during their absence. If 
they take more than thirty days’ leave they are 
cut down to half pay. This bill provides that 
if once in two years they can obtain sixty days’ 
leave of absence they shall receive the full 
benefit of it; the same as officers who live 
nearer home. The line of division is west of 
Omaha and north of the south line of Arizona. 
Some men stationed there have been there for 
years, and are virtually deprived of the benefit 
of a furlough. They are among the most merit- 
orious officers, and deserve consideration. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Several officers 
have been to mein regard to this subject in 
the course of the last two or three years, and 
I agree that some legislation is needed. But 
I want to ask whether it would not be well to 
provide, if a man waits, for instance, four 
years without taking any leave of absence, 
that he may at the end of that time have a 
longer leave of absence; that is, if he chooses 
to serve a term of three or four years without 
leave, at the end of that time he may take a 
leave of absence for three or four months. I 
know a great many officers who would be very 
glad to have that right, and who would remain 
steadily on their posts during the whole period 
of service if by that means they could have a 
leave at the end of that time long-enough to be 
of some service to him. If they are obliged 
to use their leave during each year, it would 
of course be too short to be of much service to 
them. I think they should be allowed to take 
a commutation of leave, so as once in four 
years or three years to have a much longer 
leave of absence. 

Mr. COBURN. Ido not know that there 
is any objection to that. If the gentleman 
desires to offer an amendment of that kind, 
I suppose the committee would not object. 
But we thought it sufficient to provide for a 
leave once in two years. If the gentleman 
chooses to move an amendment so as to give 
a leave of ninety days in case a furlough is 
taken only once in three years, I will not 
object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Make it four 
months at the end of four years’ service; that 
would give a man an opportunity to go to 
Europe if he wished. 

Mr. COBURN. I have no objection if a 
faithful officer can obtain leave of absence 
from the War Departinent for that length of 
time. Itis alla matter of discretion at any 
rate; itis nota matter of right. I see no rea- 
son why he should not have it if the Depart- 
ment deems it proper to give it to him. Ifa 
war was imminent or existing, or any other 


pressing necessity, of course it would not be 


granted. ; 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Of course in 
such a case as that leave would not be granted. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that the 
custom pow is just in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this bill. I know myself an Army 
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officer who is now having a five months’ vaca- 
tion because he has served five years without 
leave of absence. I think that this bill will 
be of no practical avail, as an officer who has 
served four years gets now his four months’ 
leave once in four years. 

Mr. COBURN. He cannot get more than 
one month's leave at one time and receive his 
regular pay. If he takes longer than that, he 
loses his pay. The object of this bill is to 
enable meritorious officers who have been 
serving on the distant frontier to have the 
full benefit of furloughs longer than a month. 
What good does it do a man to start from 
Idaho, Montana, or Oregon to come here on 
thirty days’ leave except to pay his expenses 
and then go right back ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I moveto amend 
by adding the following: 

That the leave ofabsence may be extended to three 


months, iftaken once in three years, or four months, 
if taken once in fouryears. 


Mr. COBURN. I am afraid that under this 
amendment the provision for officers taking 
their leave once in two years is stricken out. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let that be re- 
tained. This does not affect that. 

Mr. TAFFE. I am not certain as to the 
effect of this measure with reference to troops 
atthe barracks at Omaha. I suggest to the 
gentleman to have the billrecommitted. It can 
be reported again to-morrow night. 

Mr. COBURN. Officers stationed at Omaha 
enjoy railroad connections with ali parts of the 
country. This bill is intended to provide for 
those who are out on the frontier away from 
railroads. Omaha is only forty-eight hours’ 
travel from this city. From Omaha you can 
reach almost any central point of the United 
States in a day or two. The objectof this bill 
is to give to officers at points where there are 
not railroad connection advantages which they 
have not now. 

I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the billwas passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENGINEER SOLDIERS ON EXTRA DUTY. 


Mr. COBURN also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2227) to 
regulate the employment of engineer soldiers 
on extra duty. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
enlisted men of engineers in the Army shall 
be placed on the same footing with respect to 
compensation for extra-duty service as the 
other enlisted men of the Army, and that all 
laws or parts of Jaws in conflict with this pro- 
vision be repealed. 

Mr. COBURN. The only object of this bill 
is that men on extra duty in the engineer ser- 
vice shall be placed on the same footing, as 
to pay, with men in the infantry, artillery, or 
cavalry service. Strange to say, under the 
existing law, men detailed for engineer service, 


| who are required to have more skill and intel- 


ligence than any other class of soldiers, get, 
while on such service, less pay. The object of 
this measure is to put them on an exact equal- 
ity with all other soldiers of the same class in 
other branches of the Army. The bill is mani- 
festly just, and should be passed at once. 
In further explanation of the bill I submit 
the following: 
HEADQUARTERS Corrs ov ENGINEERS, 
WASHINGTON, January 9, 1868. 
GENERAL: I have the honor to inclose herewith 
two sections of a proposed law and item of appro- 
priation upon which legislation is needed for the 
service of the battalion of engineer troops. 
The first proposed section provides a commissary 
sergeant and two principal musicians, and in sup- 
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ort of this request I would call attention to the 
acts that the battalion las now an aggregate 
strength greater than a regiment of infantry; that 
Congress, by past legislation, has recognized the 
necessity of providing it with a non-commissioned 
staff, and the experiences of the service have shown 
the necessity of completing this staff. Tho same 
reasons for attaching these non-commissioned offi- 
cers to a regiment of artillery or infantry hold good 
for the engineer battalion. . 

The second section proposed restores to engineer 
soldiers the pay for extra duty taken from them by 
the seventh section of the act of July 13, 1866 (Public, 
103.) This legislation was no doubt caused by the 
idea that the pay of an ongineer soldier is better 
than that of an artillery or infantry soldier. 

The following table will show the pay per month 
established by law of equal grades in these arms of 


service: P P 
ay per ay per 
month of month of 
engineer infantry and 
troops. artillery. 
Sergeant... $20 00 
18 00 
- 18 00* 
Second-class private... 16 00+ 


The grades of pay as established for the engineers 
when these troops were first organized in our ser- 
vice were higher than for corresponding grades 
jn other arms; but this difference of pay was for a 
difference in the qualifications of the men only, and 
not as compensation for extra or constant labor. 
The injustice to the engineer soldier in depriving 
him of extra componsation will be seen by compar- 
ing the pay of the variousgrades of the several arms 
when ongaged on constant labor of more than ton 
days: 

Artillery and 


Ingi P, 
Engineers. infantry. 


Sergeant. $30 50 

rpora. 28 50 
Artificer o 24 00* 
Second-olass private... we 16 00 22 00t 


And this appears the moro marked when we sup- 
pose a private of engincers to bo acting in the 
capacity of ovorseer ot a party of infantry soldiers, 
in tho construotion of field-works or other structures, 
a case constantly occurring in servico. Hero the 
Jaborer or infantry soldier, without responsibility, 
reacives twenty-two dollars per month, while tho 
overseor or man responsible for the proper execu- 
tion of the work receives but sixteen or eighteen 
dollars. Whon we enlist mon it is necessarily for tho 
grade of sccond-cluss private, the pay of which is 
tho sumo as forartillery or infantry, namely, sixteen 
dollars per month; and as tho peculiar duties of 
onginceer troops demand a higher standard of quali- 
fications for tho individual man than is usually found 
or domanded in othor arms of service, the discrim- 
iuntions of the existing law are having an injurious 
influence upon our cnlistinents, and will render it 
difficult to maintain that degres of excellence in our 
troops which tho interests of the service require. 

As tho number of ongineer soldiers is small the 
material should bo of the best quality, and this cun- 
not be obtained so long as othor troops aro allowed, 
under similar cireumstances, bettor pay evon than 
enjineer troops. 5 n la 

"ho item of upproprintion, $1,000, is intended for 
the purchaso of raw materials to be made up into 
such articles ag nre used in the construction of siege 
works, and this for the propor drill and instruction 
of tho troops, 

Very respeotfully, your obedient servant, 

A.A. HUMPHREYS, 


Brigadier General of déngineers commanding. 


Goneral U. S. Grant, Commanding Armies United 
States, Secretary of War ad interim. 


Sno. —. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the passage of this act thoro shall bo one com- 
wissary sergeant for the battalion of ongineers, 
who shall receive thosamo pay and allowances as 
the quurlermustor sergeant of tho battalion, and 
two principal musicians, who shall receive the samo 

ay aud uilowanees as the principal musicians of an 
infantry regiment. 

Sro.—. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the passage of this act ongincer troops shall, 
with reference to the compensations provided in 
section seven, of the act approved July 13, 1866, be 
placed upon the same footing as the other troops 
constituting the military establishment of the 
United States. 


E War DEPARTMENT, January 23. 
The opinion of the General of the Army on the 
within is desired by the Socretary of War. 
ED, SCHRIVER, 
Inspector General. 
HEADQUARTERS Army UNITED STATES, 
i January 31, 1868. 
Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War, 
T approve the second section 6f General Humphreys’ 
bill, and so much of the first section as provides for 
two principal musicians for the battalion of en- 


gineers; also the item of appropriation; but I do not | 


think a commissary sergeant of a regiment of any 
arm of the service is required, 
U. 8. GRANT, General. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


*Artificer. tPrivate. 
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read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table... . 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT COLLINS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported back the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 
preëmption and homestead entry, as provided 
for in existing laws, with the recommendation 
that it be concurred in. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
lands constituting the Fort Collins military 
reservation, in the Territory of Colorado, so 


faras the same have not been lawfully dis- 


posed of since their reservation, are hereby 
restored to the United States and made sub- 
ject to preëmption and homestead entry, as 
now provided for by law. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

After the word “entry,” in line five, ingert the 
word ‘‘only.” 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was 
coneurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRISON FOR THE ARMY. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill (H. R. No. 2691) to pro- 
vide for the estabtishment of a prison for the 
Army of the United States, and for its govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. 

The first section provides that there shall 
be established at Rock Island, in the State 
of [linvis, a prison for the confinement and 
reformation of offenders against the rules, 
regulations, and laws for the government of 
the Army of the United Slates, in which shall 
be securely confined, and emplayed at labor, 
and governed in the manner hereinafter 
directed, all -offenders convicted before any 
court-inartial or military commission in the 
United States and sentenced according to law 
to imprisonment therein. 

The second section provides that the Sec- 
retary of War shall organize a board of five 
members, to consist of three officers of the 
Army and two persons from civil life, who 
shall adopt a plan for the building of such 
prison, and who shall frame regulations for 
the government of the prisoners in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act. The said 
commissioners from civil life shall hold their 
offices for the term of three years, and shall 
be paid five dollars a day while on duty, and 
necessary traveling expenses; and the said 
officers of the Army shall, at all times, be 
subject to removal by the Secretary of War. 

Vhe third section provides that the Secretary 
of War shall, with said commissioners, semi- 
annually, and as much oftener as may be 
deemed expedient, visit said prison for the 
purposes of examination, inspection, and cor- 
rection; and they shall inquire into all abuses 
or neglects of duty on the part of the officers 
or other persons in charge of the same, and 
make such changes in the geveral discipline 
of the prison as they may hold to be essential. 

The fourth section provides that the officers 
of the prison shall consist of a commandant, 
and such subordinate officers as may be neces- 
sary. a chaplain, a surgeon, and a clerk, who 
shall be detailed by the Secretary of War from 
the commissioned officers of the Army; anda 
sufficient number of enlisted men shail be de- 
tailed by the Secretary of War to act as turn- 


|| keys, guards, and assistants in the prison. 


The fifth section provides that one of the 
inspectors of the Army shall, at least once in 
three months, visit the prison for the purpose 
of examining into the booksand all the affairs 
thereof, and ascertaining whether the laws, 
rules, and regulations relating thereto are 
complied with, the officers are competent and» 
faithful, and the convicts properly governed 
and employed, and at the same time treated 
with humanity and kindness. And it shall be 
the duty of the inspector, at once, to make 
fall report thereof to the Secretary of War, 

The sixth section provides that before the 
commandant enters upon the duties of his 
office he shall give bond, with sufficient sure- 
ties, ina sum to be fixed by the Secretary of 
War, to be approved by him, conditioned that 
he shal! faithfully account for all money placed 
in his hands for the use of the prison and for 
the faithful discharge of all his duties as com- 
mandant. Heshall have command of the prison; 
shall have the charge and employment of the 
prisoners, and the custody ofall the property of 
the Government connécted with the prison, He 
shall receive and pay out all money used lor the 
prison, and shall causeto be kept, in suitable 
books complete accounts of all the property, 
expenses, income, business, and concerns ofthe 
prison; and shall make full and regular re- 
ports thereof to the Secretary of War; and 
shall, under the direction and with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War, employ, for the 
benefit of the United States, the convicts at 
such labor and in such tradesas may be deemed 
best for their health and reformation. He 
shall have power to sell and dispose of any 
articles manufactured by the conviets, aud 
shall regularly account for the proceeds thereof, 
and shailgive bond and security for the fairhfal 
keeping and accounting for all moneys and 
property coming to bis hands as such com» 
mandant. He shalltake noteand make record of 
the good conduct of the convicts, and shall | 
shorten the daily time of hard labor for those 
who, by their obedience, honesty, industry, or 
general good conduct, earn such favors; and 
the Secretary of Waris authorized and directed 
to remit, in part, the sentences of such convicts, : 
and to give them an honorable restoration to 
duty in case the same is merited ; and in case 
avy convict shall disobey the lawful orders of 
the officers of the prison, or refuse to comply 
with the rules and regulations thereot, he may ` 
be placed in solitary continement, and the com: 
mandant shall at once report the case to the 
Secretary of War, who shall direct the inspector 
to make full examination and report of the 
maier atthe next inspection; but in uo case: 
shall any prisoner be subjected to whipping, 
bransing, or the carrying of weights for tbe: 
purpose of discipline, or for producing peni 
tence; and every prisoner, upon being dis- 
charged from prison, shall be furnished with: 
decent clothing. 

The seventh section provides that the use of 
newspapers and books shall not be denied the. 
convicts at times when not employed; and 
that unofficial visitors shall be admitted to the 
prison under such restrictions as the, board. 
of commissioners may impose. The prisoners. 
shall not be denied the privilege of commu 
nicating with their friends by letter, and from 
receiving like communications from them, all 
of which shall be subject to the inspection. of 
the commandant or such officer as he may 
assign to that duty. p 

The eighth section provides that the prisons: 
ers shall be sopphéd, with ample and clean 
bedding, and with whole-ome and sufficient 
food, but when in hospital or under discipline +; 
their diet shall be prescribed by the proper. 
authority. The prison shall be suitably ventr 
lated, and each prisoner shall have a weekly 
bath of cold or tepid water, which shall. be 
applied to the whole surface of the body, unless: 
the surgeon shall direct otherwiseforthe health 
of the prisoner. ; 

The ninth section provides that no officer of 
the prison, or other person connected there: 
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‘with, shall be concerned or interested, directly | 
or indirectly, ia any contract, purchase, or 
‘sale made on account of the prison. i 

The tenth section provides that any officer | 
¿who shall suffer a convict to escape, or shall | 
“in any way consent to his escape, or shall aid | 

him to escape or in an attempt to escape, shall, 

upon conviction, be dismissed from the ser- | 
‘vice. and suffer such other punishment as a 
court-martial may inflict. 

The eleventh section provides that any sol- | 
dier or other person employed in the prison 
who shall suffer a convict to escape, or shail | 
in any way consent to his escape, or shall aid 
him to escape or in an attempt to escape, shall 
upon. conviction by a court-martial, be con 
fined therein not less than one year. 

The twelfth section provides that all pris- 
oners under confinement in said military pris- 
ons undergoing sentence of courts-martial, 
shall be liable to trial and punishment by 
courts-martial under the Rules and Articles of 
War for offenses committed during the said 
confinement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. COBURN, I ask that the report of | 
the Committee on Military Affairs be read. i 

The Clerk read as follows : 

The Committee on Military Affairs to whom was 
referred House bill No. 1131, “ A bill to provide for 
the establishment of a prison for the Army of the 
United States, and for its government,” would re- | 
spectfully report that they have had the same | 
under consideration, and recommend for passage a, |; 
bill upon that subject, which is herewith presented ; 
to the douse. In doing so the committee desire to | 
call the attention of the House to some facts in son= 
nection with the subject, 

On the 30th of June, 1871, the Secretary of War 
appointed Colonel Jeff. C. Davis, Major J. M. Bran- | 
nan, Major Thomas F. Barr, and Lieatenant Asa B. | 
Gardner, a board to investigate and report as to the | 
system of army prisons, discipline, and punishment } 
in the British service. The result of this has heen a | 
report giving in minute detail the military prison | 
system of Canada, and with this as a basis the Sec- | 
retary of War has recommended the establishment | 
of an Army prison. The bill reported is the result of | 
your committee’s investigations. j 

A statement of the Adjutant General as to the | 

i 
l 
i) 


? 


places of confinement. the number of prisoners, 
their term of service, and the rates charged would 
seem of itself to be a sufficient argument for the 
establishment of an Army prison. They are scat- 
tered in eleven States, in their penitentiaries: 38 in 
Arkansas, 15 in New York, 5 in California, 33 in } 
lowa, 3 in Kontucky, 54in Kansas, 120in Louisiana, |! 
T7in Minnesota, 32in Missouri, 7 in Mississippi, and | 
22 in Texas, making in all 346 prisoners, with an | 
average torm of service of four years and fifty-two | 
days, atan average cost per man per annum of $217 20, | 
and an average cost per diem of fitty-nine and a | 
half cents; the total cost of keeping prisoners being | 
$75,151 per annum. Beside these there are at t z=. 
two different military posts, in all, 384 genera i 
oners; the greater part of them (271) being kept at į 
Alcatraz Isiand, California, and at Fort Pulaski, j 
{ 


Georgia. í 
Many of these prisoners have been guilty of crimes ! 
against military law, and not involving any moral i 
turpitude. They are cast into prison with the basest i 
characters and punished with those stained by every | 
crime known to ihe law. Your committee feel con- | 
vinced that this caonot be done without injury to | 
the prisoner whose offense may have been afiected | 
with but slight moral obliquity. To prevent this i 
unnecessary contamination we think a separate | 
prison should be provided. The billunder consider- || 
ation contemplates the erection of a prison at Rock | 
sland, in the State of Ilinois, in such a position | 
as that the labor of the convicts may be utilized in | 
the Government arsenal and armory erected at that | 
place. This town is located centrally in the United 
States, and not remote from that portion of the 
country in which the Army is largely stationed for 
duty. Itis thougnt that the prisoners may be very | 
usefully employed in the cleaning, repair, and manu- | 
facture of arius, a business consonant with the | 
duties of the soldier, and quite proper and valuable | 
asa part of his military knowledge. The location | 
ls in the center of a very productive country, where 
tbe cost of living ought to be at areduced rate, and | 
where building materials and labor in construction 
gan be hud upon as fair terms as at any point in the | 
nion. ; 
Your committee have taken some pains to ascer- 
fain the eost of construction of a suitable building. 
bis can only be approximated. The Kansas prison, 
which is extravagant in point of architecture, cost 
$1,560,000, with one hundred and seventy-two cells. 
he Massachusetts prison, with six hundred and | 
eighty cells, cost $800,009. The Missouri prison, with | 
three hundred and fifty-six cells, cost $200,000. The 
ndiana northern prison, with three hundred cells, 
cost $430,000, The Joliet, Llinois prison, with one 


thousand cells, cost $1,100,000. The New York 
prisons, at Auburn, witb nine hundred and ninety- 
two cells, cust $613,000; at Clinton, with five hun- 
dred and forty-four colls, cost $465,090 ; at Sing Sing, 
with one thousand three hundred ‘and eighteen 
cells, cost $813,000. The Albany penitentiary, with 
four hundred cells, cost $200,000; tho Rhode Island 
prison, with eighty-eight ceils, cost $100,000; the 
South Carolina prison, with five hundred cells, cost 
$200,000; the Vermont prison, with one hundred and 
four cells, cost $150,000: the Wisconsin prison, with 
over two hundred cells, cost’ $500,000. An average 
of the cost of twenty prisons shows an expense of a 
little less than a thousand dollars a cell for the 
whole prison. The structures in Illinois and Kan- 
sas are unnecessarily expensive, and make the 
average too high, An excellent prison ought not to 
cost over $800 to the cell, The prisons of Alabama, 
Connecticut, southern Indiana, Massachusetts, De- 
troit prison, New Hampshire, the A‘bany peniten- 
tiary, of North Carolins, Rhode Island, and South 
Carolina, earn money in excess of expenses, by 
judicious management of trades and expenses, 
while other States are involved in expenditures by 
the payment of large salaries, as in Illinois, New 
York, Missouri, and Virginia. The cost per capita 
and the earnings per capita are in marked contrast 
in several States, aud show the effect of manage- 
ment. For instance, the cost of living in Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Missouri, and Kansas, is very 
nearly the sume, yet the cost per capita in Ohio is 
$124 a y sin southern Indiana $126, in [linois 


$295, in Missouri $230, and in Kausas $200 a year; in 
Towa $150, and in Virginia $152 a year. 


The earnings per cuptta are in contrast also, but 
notin so great a proportion, They are, in Obio, per 
capita, S16L a year: in southern Indiana, $129 a 
year; in Ilinois, $206 a year; in Missouri, $161 a 
year; in Kansas, $40 a year; in Lowa, $102; in Vir- 
ginia, $24 a year. Ifthe States of Ohio, Indiana, 
and Towa can so manage their prisons as to make 
them seif-supporting, there is no reason why neigh- 
boring States cannot do so. Good mavagement is 
at the bottom of aliof it, An Army prison can be 
managed more cheaply than any of these, because 
the oftic eepers, turnkeys, and guards may all 
be detailed from the Army and no salaries need be 
paid. Is it possible that with the same good man- 
agement a prisoner will earn $206 a year in Illinois 
and $24 a year in Virginia, or $161 a year in Mis- 
souri and $40 a year in Kansas? Honest, faithful, 
economical, and judicious administration would 
place these averages of cost and earnings very 
nearly on a par in the States named. It is believed 
that a prison well managed, under the eyes of care- 
ful and taithful Army officers, would be more than 
self-supporting, 

It is contemplated to erect a prison large enough 
to accommodate four hundred prisoners. This, at 
the rate of $800 a cell, would cost $329,000, with ail 
offices, walls, appendages, and shops complete. 
The interest on this sum, at six per cent., would not 
be a third of the present annual expenses, 

There are forty-two State prisons in the United 
States. Of these nineteen are valued at $8,357,495, 
It is supposed that $12,000,000 is the whole sum 
invested. ‘he average number of cells is 13,338; the 
average number of prisoners is 16,311; the average 
cost per cell is $900. 


In nineteen States the whole number of ofticersand 
employés is 828, Their aggregate salaries are $638,- 
915. Each receives, ou an average, $772 a year. At 


the same ratio there would be 1,242, at salaries of 
$958,472, for ali the prisons named. 
The entire expenditures for twent 
are... 
Earnings 


The salaries in these States about cqual the excess 
of expenses. 

The average cost of prisoners is $200 ner capita. 
The average earnings are $130 per capita. 

The prison at Albany is the cheapest, costing only 
Sli per capita. N is the dearest, costing $1,254 
per capita; Oregon prisons cost per capita the sum 
of $351; Missouri prisons cost per capita the sum of 


117; Michigan prisons cost per capita the sum of 


S149; South Carolina prisons cost per capita the sum 


of $146; Virginia prisons cost per capita the sum of 
$152. 


Eighteen States have the contract system, namely, | 
labama, Connecticut, Indiana, Iowa, Missouri, ; 


Massachusetts, Michigan, Maryland, New York, 
North Carolina, Rhode Island, Vermont, Tennessee, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and others. 

Twelve States work on State account. The con- 
tract system on an average pays $127 per capita, 
‘The work on State account, on an average, pays 
$208 per capita. 

After carcful estimates it is found that twenty- 


eight per cent. of the prisoners are illiterate, sev- | 


enty per cent. are intem crate. Ignorance and 
intemperance produce like eifects in the Army. 

The system of pardons so freely used in many 
States is condemned, and many think that it should 
be abolished. The test of release shouid be reforma- 
tion, proof of which is practically made by the con- 
viet, The prisoners ought to be subject to a uniform 
discipline. They oughtto have athoroughly reform- 
atory management. They ought not to be mixed 
with ordinary criminals, and contaminated by in- 
tercourse with them, since many of the crimes of 


20; Connecticut prisons cost ner capita the sum of | 


tie Army are not stained with great moral turpi- 
ude. 

The punishment for prison offenses or against 
prison rules, varies in various Stutes: for instance, 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Missouri, and Oregon, flogging, andin some instances 
ball and chain or shackles are used. In Illinois 
Albany, New York, Iowa, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee,, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin, the dark cell is employed, and in some 
of the States with the addition of dieting, and in 
others with the additional loss of privileges, 

With such a variety of discipline and manage-~ 
ment, to whioh the Army convicts in the various 
prisons are subjected, it is not surprising that the 
result is unsatisfactory, A system based upon prin- 
ciples of humanity and reformation as well as jus- 
tice can, with lights of the present day, be adopted. 
And your committee most earnestly and respectfully 
ask the House to give the proposed measure a fair 
ee eae confident that it will meet with ap- 
proval, 


| Mr. COBURN. I ask that the report of 
the committee be printed in the Globe, as I 
see members are not paying any general atten- 
tion to its statements. And, Mr. Speaker, I 
will now say a few words why this bill should 
pass. The object of the bill is to establish an 
Army prison. At present thereare three hun- 
dred and forty-six prisoners in eleven different 
penitentiaries of the United States, having an 
average term of service of four years and fifty 
days. These men are scattered around from 
California to Maine and Texas and in various 
parts of the United States. The object is to 
|| gather them together in one place. They cost 
the Government some seventy-five thousand 
dollars a year, The committee has been in- 
quiring into the cost of erecting a penitentiary 
that will be large enough for four hundred 
men. We find in looking at the cost of these 
prisons that the average cost of a first-class 
prison is at the rate of $800 a ceil, which would 
cost $820,000 for erecting a prison large 
enough, with cells, workshops, and other ap- 
purtenances, for four hundred men. The 
interest on this $820,000 would be not quite 
twenty thousand dollars at the rate of six per 
cent. We are now paying $75,000 for these 
men. We have officers of the Army aud sol- 
diers who can be detailed for the purpose of 
taking care of these prisoners, and we have 
chaplains and other, officers and men of the 
Army to do allt the duties which would be 
requisite. 

Asa measure of economy it will be bene- 
ficial. Asa measure of humanity and reforma- 
tion it will undoubtedly be very beneficial. 
These men have been guilty of some litle 
crime, some violation of the orders of superior 
officers, offenses not stained with any great 
moral turpitude, not in the nature of a felony. 
But they are cast into prison, and stay there 
very frequently years and years, by the side 
of men of the blackest character, who have 
committed robbery aud murder, or other 
felonies. Now, itis very improper that these 
soldiers should be put there, and we feel that 
as a matter of economy, as a matter of human- 
ity, as a matter of reformation, they should 
have a place of their own, subject to the in- 
spection of the higher officers of the Army, 
where the discipline of military men can be in 
a measure enforced and a unitormity of treate 
ment tempered with humanity may beobserved 
and enforced. 

We have provided, therefore, that there 
i shall be a board of officers, and civilians be- 
| sides, who shall make rules for the govern- 
ii ment of and shall inspect these prisons. The 
committee have theught it hestthat the prison 
|| shall not be inspected and managed entirely by 
officers of the Army, but that civilians, who may 
have an eye to humanity and reformation, who 
have devoted years of thought to the subject, 
i perbaps more than Army officers, shall also 
| codperate in the work. ‘The requirements of 
the age demand something of thiskind. We 
have provided that this prison shall be located 
at Rock Island. The object of putting itthere 
is to have the convicts work in the armory and 
arsenal there. It is necessary cud proper that 
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soldiers should have a knowledge of the clean- 
ing, repairing, and manufacture of arms, and 
if they can be put to work there, as they have 
been in many prisons, they can save the Gov- 
ernment thousands and tens of thousands of 
dollars a year by the work they perform as 
hands in the armory and arsenal. Men will 


acquire in that time very considerable skill in. 


any trade, aud the commitiee believe that 
Rock Island will be as suitable a place as any 
in the United States, as far as locality and 
position is concerned, and so far also as cheap- 
ness of labor and materials are concerned in 
building the prison. And supplies also for 
feeding and clothing the men can be procured 


Statement showing the number, term of sentences, and rates charged for maintaining military prisoners confined at hard labor in State peni- 
tentiaries under sentence of general courts-martial. 


there certainly as cheaply as in any part of the 
United States. There is no appropriation in 
the bill. All that we ask now is that a law 
be passed providing for the establishment of 
the prison. 

I offer the letter of the Adjutant General 
and the accompanying table to show the num- 


| ber, location, &c., of our Army prisoners: 


ADJUTANT QENERAL’S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, January 26, 1872. 
Sir: Inreply to your communication of the 22d 
instant, addressed to the honorable Secretary of War 
I respectfully inclose herewith a statement showing 
the number of prisoners confined at hard labor in 
penitentiaries under sentence of general courts- 
martial, the length of their terms of confinement, 


and the rates charged for maintaining them; algo 
statement showing the number of general prisoners 
confined at military posts. 

This comprises all the data that can be obtained 
from the records of this office, and does not embrace 
the number of prisoners confined in guard-houses 
at small military posts, which can only be obtained 
by a voluminous correspondence with officers sta- 
tioned at the several military posts throughout the 
country. 

Of the military posts enumerated, Fort Columbus 
New York harbor, Fort Pulaski, Georgia, and Alca- 
traz Island, California, are designated as depots for 
the concentration of general prisoners in the local- 
ities where they are situated. A 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient sorvant, 


E. D. TOWNSEND, Adj. Qen. 


Hon, Joun CosurRy, Chairman Committee on Military 
Affairs, House of Representatives. ; 


Penitentiaries. Number. Term of sentence. Rates charged. 

ArKangas.....scsccsscereene i 15 3 years. ) 
Little Rock, Arkansas 1 3} years. 
Hitte Rock, Arkànsas l 4 years. 

ittle Rock, Arkansas years. 50 cents per diem, and $30 pe 
Little Rock, Arkansas 1 7 years. E yor por 
Little Rock, Arkansas 6 10 years. annum each for clothing. 
Littie Rock, Arkansas 3 15 years. 
Littlo Rock, Arkansas 2 Term of enlistment. 
Little Rock, Arkansas... 1 For life. 

Total ..cccssccoore dee deeess PRENIE E OORA SEE OIE EA AE T T EA 38 
Albany 7 2 years. 
Albany, New York.. 3 3 years. 
Albany, New York. 1 5 years, 17 6-7 cents per diem each. 
Albany, New York. 1 7 years, 
Albany, Now York........ 3 10 years, 

Total... PELO TE A O E OE E N, esiatestn ais S enaA 15 
OFONI enses Gsbeios vo 3 3 years 
San Quentin, Californian.. 1 : JÍ per di 7 
Son Guna California... 1 19 ae \ $I per diom each 


Total 


Towa ww. 
Fort Ma 


Fort Madison, Lows 
Bort Madison, 
Hort Madison, Lowa... 


Total. APENE E AEE T EEA EA TTA 
Kentuoky nssseserssssrsnrrserorareo dines L 
Frankfort, Kentucky 1 $ aka i 
Frankfort, Kontucky 1 10 years. 77 cents per diem each. 
Kaneas 
Loavenworth city, Kansas.. 12 } years 
ponven wae city, Junan. 12 3 ea 
eavenworth city, Kansa $ i 
Loavenworth city, Kansas, $ $ heen paid Penta per dicm enon: 
Leavonworth city, Kansas. 1 6 beet 
Leavenworth city, Kansas 6 10 von, 
LOWS ani, ce scasccseseeeeene 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, #8 $ months, 
Baton Rougo, Louisiana. 5 i year. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 37 i years. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, 32 yeera; 
Baton Roure, Louisiana 8 3 years, 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 17 F years: 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana.. 1 7 Atari ` 50 cents per diem each. 
Baton Rouge, Louisian 2 vee 
aton Rouge, Louisian 1 10 years. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 1 12 years. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana i 15 years. 
aton Rouge, Louisiana. 1 Wen SP nai 
Total.. 120 i 


Minnesota... 
Stillwater, Minnesota 
Stillwater, Minnesota 
Stillwater, Minnesota 
Stillwater, Minnesota 
Stillwater, Minnesota.. 


Missonri seses onsen 
Jefferson City, Missour: 
Jefferson City, Missour 
Jefferson City, Missouri 
Jefferson City, Missouri 
Jefferson City, Missouri.. 
Jefferson City, Missouri 
Jefferson City, Missouri... 


SSG OAE NIO E EEE EEA 


ct 


rob DO Ws OT pt | 


17 


2 
3 
5 


8 Ode Ne One 


7 years. 


For life. 
Term of enlistment. 


Subsistence 50 cents per diem 
clothing per annum, an 


years. and $15 turn-outsuit. 


yoars. 


$4 per week each. 


years, 
years. 4 i 
years, Board 60 cents per diem, rent. 
50 cents per month, clothing 
$2 50 per month, and tara- 


out suit $19. 


years. 
years, 


THE 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


STATEMENT—Continued. 


Penitentiaries. 


Mississippi.......... 
Jackson, Mississipp 
Jackson, Mississippi 
Jackson, Mississippi.. 


‘Huntsville, Texas 
Huntsville, Texas 
Huntsville, Texas 
Huntsville, Texas 
Huntsville, Texas 
Huntsville, Texas... 
Huntsville, Texas... 


POEL cessiscnstadoneiisevnes 


Number, Term of sentence. Rates charged. 
3 years. 
1 nta. 66$ cents per diem each. 
1 Term of enlistment. 


| 


| 


1 6 months. ) 

1 1 year. 

1 2 years. 

vi 3 years. 

i 5 TOE t 50 cents per diem each. 
3 10 years. 

1 12 years. 

2 20 years. 

3 For life. 

22 


Recapitulation. 


Total number confined ........ecssssscscesses sescssscecesees 346 
Average ter 


years and fifty-two days. 
Average rate charged per annum. see $217 20 
Average rate charged per diem... a 593 
Total cost of keeping prisoners now in 
confinement, per annum... .. 875,151 00 


Statement showing the number of general prisoners 
confined at military poste. 
Fort Brown, Texas 
Fort Monroe, Virginia... 
Fort Warren, Massachusetts... 
Fort Columbus, New York harbor 
Fort Wadsworth, New York harbor 
Fort Ellis, Montana Territory...... 
Fort MeHenry, Maryland.. 
Fort Raleigh, North Carolin 
Fort Leavenworth, Kausas. 
Fort Davis, Texas. 
Fort Abercrombie, 
Fort Pulaski, Georgia... 
Fort Macon, North Cato ina. 
Fort Shaw, Montana Territory 
Fort Jefferson, Florida....... 
Fort Union, New Mexico. 
Alcatraz Island, California. 
Omaha barracks, Nebraska. 
Sitka, Alaska....... enc aged tress 
Fort Lapwai, Idaho Territory.. 
Fort Benton, Montana Territory 
Fort Richardson, Texas... 
Fort Bridger, Utah Territory 
Camp Lowell, Arizona Territory. 
Fort Wood, Now York harbor..... 
Camp Verde, Arizona Territory. 
Camp Douglas, Utah Territory... 
Fort Ransom, Dakota Territory.. 
Fort Concho, Texas....ssscecssnevsese 
David’s Island, New York harbor. 
Austin, Texas... 


moo comms Serco ea 


Li 
by 


ROW OUR Mr i AD 


Ha On i 


~ 
P pet DD CAS H þet foet 


| bo CO i to 


Total number........ 


Official : E. D. TOWNSEND, _ 


Adjutant General. 

ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

January 26, 1872. 

Let me add that the Secretary of War has 
inaugurated this matter, has taken great in- 
terest in it, and has recommended it in his 
general report, and in special letters to the 
committee. He sent out a commission last 
summer, who inspected the Canadian military 
prisons and reported minutely upon the sys- 
tem, and I believe there is not a member of 
the House who will not indorse it heartily. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before the gen- 
tleman does that, I desire to ask him one ques- 
tion: whether he has considered the expenses 
of transportation ; the expenses of sending con- 
victs from such widely separate points as Alaska 
and Florida to Rock Island ? 

_ Mr. COBURN. In reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio I will say that these men are now 
transported great distances. For instance, at 
the Arkansas penitentiary there are thirty- 
eight men; at Leavenworth, Kansas, there 
are fifty-four men; at Huntsville, Texas, there 
are thirty-two men; at Baton Rouge, Louisi- 
ana, there are one hundred and twenty men. 
They are scattered all over. I think the 


average expense of transportation would not | 


be necessarily much increased by this bill, 
and will be but a small item compared with 
other expenses now borne. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I quite agree 


with the chairman of the Committee on Mili- |! 
tary Affairs that there is no darker spot in our 
whole military service than our present prison 
aystem. I visited Bedloe’s Island a few months |! 
ago and saw the military prison there, and I 
do not believe a man can well see a sadder 
sight, and one that will make him really mor 
indignant at our system of military discipline 
and punishment, than he can witness at that 
island; and anything that would alleviate or | 
raise the character of that system of punish- 
ment, and reform it, I would be most heartily 
glad to join in helping. My only fear is that 


if we were to have one great prison in the |: A 


center of so' great a country as this, where 

risoners must be sent from Alaska, Florida, 
Maine, and California under escorts, there |: 
would be a very considerable addition to the 
expense. 

Perhaps the benefits of the system will be so 
much greater than its disadvantages that the 
bill ought to pass. I certainly do not raise any ` 
objection to the bill; I only wish to call | 
attention to this particular view of the matter. 

Mr. COBURN. The majority of the sol- 
diers of the Army are employed upon the 
Indian frontier, and nearer Rock Island than | 
almost any other place we can get for this pur- 
pose. Itis better to build one prison than two. 
Another may be needed hereafter ; let us build 
one well. I call attention to the following 
documents, especially one in relation to the 
punishments sometimes inflicted in the Army, | 
such as branding or otherwise indelibly mark- 
ing the prisoners. The attention of the com- 
mittee has been called to the abominable 
cruelties occasionally inflicted upon soldiers , 
by sentences of court-martial or by orders of 
Army officers. To the credit of the army be it 
said such instances are rare, and always 
discountenanced and denounced. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 


(From the Army and Navy Journal, January 13,1872.] 


We commend the following emphatic remarks of 
General McDowell upon the subject of branding as i 
a punishment to the special attention of officers 
serving upon courts-martial, and to officers review- 
ing their proceedings: 

“In the case of Private Adam Slaybeck, battery || 
C, first artillery: it bas been the rule at these head- | 
quarters to recognize the fact that there are differ- | 
ent grades of criminality in the military offense of | 
desertion, That a recruit, led off by companions, |. 
or by home-sickness, or unfamiliarity with his new 
life and_partial ignorance of its laws, is not to be 
punished the same as an old soldier, nor as much |! 
as in the aggravated case of repeated desertion, or £! 
desertion after pardon, or desertion of a non-com- |; 
missioned officer, or desertion, accompanied by con- 
spiracy, violence, theft, or otber crime, And further, 
that a man should not be deemed forever lost to the 
service and be dishonorably discharged from it fora 
first and simple offense, for which his after life may |; 
fully atone. In fact the records of the department || 
for the last three years show that in nearly if not l 
fully half the cases of sentence to ‘dishonorable 
discharge,’ accompanied by long confinement, where 
the dishonorable discharge bas been disapproved by |: 
the department commander and the confinement | 
reduced, the mitigated sentence has finally been | 
entirely remitted; and this invariably on the earn- 
est application of the prisoner’s officers on account || 
of their belief that it would be for the good of the i 
service, i 


i 


: sarily severe. 


|! vice. 


` with the letter T upon a conviction of theft. 
: similar reasons, held that the punishment of shaving 
' the head or beard and of drumming or bugling out 
| of the service, involve adegree of degradation ordin- 
; arily uncalled for, and believed to be opposed to 


“The case of Private Slaybeck was that of a man 
who had not been three months in the service, of 
whom it was said in evidence that he ‘was a very 
good, clean soldier,’ and ‘the last man whom the 
witness thought would desert.’ It was the case of a 


i man who voluntarily surrendered himself after a 
, short absence. 


Yet this mild case has received the 
severest sentence that has yet come to department 
headquarters—a sentence, moreover, which not only 
seems vindictive, but is of a character that bas been 
condemned both here and at the War Department. 
_ It is true that it has been customary to mark in- 
delibly the body of certain prisoners, as it was once 
the practice to brand them on the face with a hot 
iron; but such punishment as that given by the 
court has become so abhorrent to the present state 


; of society that it isnot too much to say that if it 


were generally known to be still insisted upon in the 
rmy, Congress would be allowed no rest till it had 
abolished it, even if ithad toabolish the Army along 
with it. 

“In this connection attention is again called to 
General Orders No. 23, series of 1869, from these 
headquarters, in the case of Private Bell, fourth 
artillery, an extract irom which is republished as an 
appendix hereto. i : 

“So much of the sentence in this case as directs 
the accused ‘to be indelibly marked with tbe letter 
D one and a half incues long on the left hip,’ and so 
much as requires him ‘to be dishonorably discharged 
and bugled out of the service,’ and so much ag 
requires him to be confined more than six months, 


| is, for the reasons before set forth, disapproved. 


The remainder of the sentence is approved, and, 

subject to the foregoing remarks, the proceed- 

ings are approved and confirmed. ‘The sentence as 

modified will be duly carried into effect at the station 

of his battery. 

Extract from remarks in case of Private Bell, fourth 
artillery. 

‘In this connection the following opinion of the 
Judge Advocate General, pages 305 and 306, para- 
graph three, which is entirely approved by the de- 
partment commander, is published for the guidance 
of future courts in this department. : 

“The punishment of branding rests for its sanc- 


: tion in this country upon the custom of the service. 


This custom, however, is opposed to its infliction in 
any mode which might be deemed cruel or unneces- 
Branding with a hot iron is therefore 
disecountenanced, and a sentence of marking the 


; letter D, in indelible ink on the cheek should be 
: disapproved, 8 
; letter in ink upon the hip. But the penalty of 

: branding, marking, or tatooing, however mildly it 
j: may be executed, is regarded as against public policy 
| and opposed to the dictates of humanity, and conse- 


The ordinary practice is to mark this 


quently as not conducive to the interests of the ser- 
The effect of fixing upon an offender an inef- 
faceable brand of guilt must be to deprive him of 
the locus pwenitentie which modern legislation, as 


; well as true philanthropy, is careful to extend to the 


criminal, and almost hopelessly to discourage him 
in making an attempt to reform his life. There is, 


: indeed, in this punishment a certain merciless quaj- 


ity which might well characterize the code of a less 


: civilized period, but is certainly abhorrent to the 


sense and judgment of an enlightened age. It is 
conceived, therefore, that ifreviewing officers should 


ii iegenera] remitthat part of a sentence of court- 


martial which imposes this peualty upon the de- 
serter, they would materially promote the welfare 
of the military service.’ 

“ And so held in regard to branding or marking 
Hor 


the better sense of the Army, and should not, there- 
fore, be employed, except, perhaps, in extreme 


| Cases.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would ask the 
gentleman to amend the title of this bill so 
that it shall read, ‘a bill to establish military 
prisons,” and not ‘‘to establish a prison for 
the Army.” 

Mr. COBURN. It strikes me that the pres- 
ent title is just as good as the other. How- 
ever, I will move to amend the title so that it 
shall read "to establish a military prison.” 

The amendment of the title was agreed to, 

MUSTER-IN OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. COBURN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that the same do pass, House bill No. 
804, declaring the meaning of the third section 
of the joint resolution approved July 11, 1870, 
entitled “A joint resolution amendatory of 
joint resolution for the relief of certain officers 
of the Army,’’ approved July 26, 1866. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
third section of the joint resolution approved 
July 11, 1870, amendatory of joint resolution 
for the relief of certain officers of the Army, 
approved July 26, 1866, shall not be construed 
to limit the application of the first and second 
sections of said joint resolution, exceptin those 
cases wherein, at the time of issuing commis- 
sion, there was no lawful vacancy existing 
into which the officer could be mustered. 

Mr. COBURN. I will explain this bill very 
briefly to the House. Itisa bill to construe 
a joint resolution that was passed in 1866, and 
also an amendatory joint resolution, passed in 
1870. The joint resolution of 1870 provided 
that officers who had been on duty with their 
companies or regiments but were not mustered 
should be considered as mustered back to the 
time at which they went upon that duty under 
their commissions. If they went on the duty 
at the date of their commission then they 
should be mustered back to that date. 

The second section of that joint resolution 
provided that ollicers who were in rebel pris 
ons or who were siek in hospitals and were 
conmissioned to a higher grade than the one 
held at the time they were putinto prison or 
hospital, should be mustered back to the date 
of their commission and paid accordingly. 

The third section of that joint resolution 
provided that the two previous sections should 
not apply in any case where the ollicer could 
not have heen mustered even if he had his 
commission, The committee propose to put 
a construction upon the third section to the 
effect, that the exception shall only be con- 
strued to apply to cases where there was no 
lawful vacancy existing at the time the com- 
mission was issued. The members of the 
House are aware that there were quite a num- 
ber of cases in the Army where men have 
been put upou duty at a higher grade than 
the ove to which they were mustered, having 
their commissions in their possession, and 
when there was no officer about with authority 
to muster them in. They have gone on for 
werks and months performing the duties of an 
office of higher grade, expecting to be mus- 
tered and paid according to the grade of 
their comusission; but when they came to 
be mustered out they could not get their 
pay according to their commission. There 
were besides many other officers who were 
languishing in prison or in hospital, who, by 
no fault of their own, were prevented from 
being mustered. The object of the law of 
1866 and the law of 1870 was to provide that 
these men should be paid back to the date of 
their commission, or the date when they en- 

tered upon duty under their commissions. jt 
is a just provision, and it strikes me that the 
muster back should be according to the lan- 
guage of the acts of 1866 and 1870. But the 


| explanation and a full understanding of its real 


Adjutant General of the Army and Secretary || 


of War have construed the first two sections 
of that joint resolution to be utterly null and 
void, and deprived of all force and effect by 
reason of the provisions of the third section— 
a most astonishing construction—a construc- 
tion which makes Congress stultify itself by 
declaring in a little section at the end of the 
law all the previous provisious of the law null 
and void. According to a fair construction 
effect should be given to the entire law and all 
its provisions be enforced ; this is not done. 
I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Stoucuron. ] 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to treat this question with perfect fairness ; 
and I hope the House will fully understand 
the question before acting upon it. I confess 
I am somewhat surprised at the action of the 
chairman of the committee in reporting this 
bill. Only three or four days ago, as the 
chairman and my colleagues upon the com- 
mittee will bear witness, the committee voted 
down a proposition of this kind which had 
come from the Senate and was referred to our 
committee; and after a full discussion of the 
question the measure was placed in my hands 
by the chairman to be reported to the House 
adversely. This bill, I understand, was passed 
by the committee a long time ago. For my 
own part I had thought that the discussion the 
other day in committee covered the whole 
ground, and I think that was the impression 
of other members of the committee. I do 
not of course impute any bad faith to my 
friend the chairman of the committee. I 
merely refer to this fact to show that I am, 
and J think my colleagues on the committee 
are also, taken by surprise. 

Now, sir, a few words as to the merits of 
this proposition. It may be, and doubtless is, 
plausible on its face; but it is a pernicious and 
dangerous measure. If passed, it sweeps away 
and destroys all the muster-rolls of the Army ; 
and you might just as well burn up your Adju- 
tant General’s office. If there are special 
cases of hardship, they may be removed by 
special legislation; but to pass a sweeping 
general bill which will take millions of dollars 
out of the Treasury without any real reason, 
will be unjast to ourselves and unjust to the 
Government. 

To show I am not mistaken as to the effect 
of this measure, I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read a report from the Secretary of War on 
this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Wank DEPARTMENT, January 16, 1871. 

The Secretary of War bas the honor to submit to 
tho Ilouse of Representatives, in answer to the res- 
olution of January 4, 1871, the xecompanying report 
of the Adjutant General upon the construction 
placed by the War Department upon the law of July 
11, 1870, for the relief of certain officers of volun- 
tcers, nud to state that if the construction alleged to 
bo correct by certain. claimants under that act is 
held to be the truo intent of the law, the rules and 
regulatious by which some cighty-fivethousand vol- 
unteer officers were controlled during the course of 
tholate war will be overthrown; thousands of mus- 
ter-rolls, certified at their date, under the Articles 
of War, as exhibiting the “true state” of the com- 
mand, will be invalidated, and large appropriations 
of money, (nearly twenty million dollars,) will be 
needed to settle claims, the justness of which can- 
not always be definitely ascertained at a date so 
remote from that of their origin. 

WM. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. Here is a cool propo- 
sition to take nearly twenty million dollars out 
of the Treasury. I trust it will not be pushed 
through here without opportunity for a full 


effect. 

There were during the war some eighty-five 
thousand officers. Now, what would be the 
effect if you set aside the muster-rolls of the 
Army and let all these officers draw pay from 
the date of their commission? Any one can 
see that under such a law as this every officer 
in the service could come in and claim extra 
pay once, twice, and perhaps three times. 
Take an instance and see how it would work. 
We will suppose that in an engagement the l 


n 


colonel of a regiment is killed. The lieuten- 
ant colonel, if he was a good man, did not, 
of course, desire the colonel’s death ; but the 
death of the colonel is nevertheless a benefit 
to him, because he gets promotion by it.. It 
takes, we will say, one week for the news of the 
colonel’s death to go to his State, and another’ 
week for the lieutenant colonel’s commission 
as colonel to come on; and then the new 
colonel ismustered in. Thus there intervenes’ 
half a month between the death of one 
colonel and the mustering in of another, 
It is true that during this interval the lieu- 
tenant colonel acts as colonel commanding; 
but itisto his interest to do so. He would 
rather be acting colonel than serving as lieu. © 
tenant colonel. Now, would you in a case of 
that kind open the pay-rolls and allow parol 
proof to be introduced to show that he was a 
colonel, when the muster-rolls show he wag 
not. Ifyou allow extra pay in all such cases, 


| it is hard to estimate how much money may be 


required. As I have said, there were eighty- 
five thousand officers during the late war, and 
there was scarcely one of them who was not 
at some time promoted. Hence, this provision 
will come into operation in the case of almost 
every officer. How unjust and expensive it 
will be must be obvious, I think, to every one. 
There is another point to which I invite at- 
tention, At the opening of the war Congress 
provided that the volunteer troops should be 
placed upon an equality with regulars. That 
was a benefit to the volunteer troops; it gave 
them rank and character. But, sir, it is an 
established principle in the regular Army, and 
in the Army regulations, that an officer only 
takes rank and draws pay from the time he is 
mustered. The muster is in the nature of a 
solemn obligation between the Government 
and the officer. On the part of the officer 
it isan obligation that he will faithfully dis- 
charge his duty, that be will obey the orders 
of his superiors, and that he will support the 
Constitution of the United States; and on the 
part of the Government, that it will pay the 
amount due such officer, and recognize him as 
an officer of the grade in which he is mustered, 
Whom does it take to make the contract? Evi- 
dently it takes both the Government and the 
officer. No one else can make it. Now it is 
proposed to have the muster date back toa 
time when no such contract could possibly be 
made. When the delay in muster was the 
fault of the Government during the war, it was 
always dated back. If exceptional cases exist, 
they ought to be the subject of special legis- 
lation, i hope the House will not pass a law 
so dangerous and pernicious as this without 
considering its full bearing and effect. : 
I desire, Mr. Speaker, to move to lay this 
bill upon the table. 
Mr. POLAND rose. r 
Mr. COBURN. Iwill yield to the gentle- 
man from Vermont presently. The gentleman 
from Michigan has expressed some surprise 
that this bill was reported ; that the commit- 
tee had resolved to lay a bill. like this upon 
the table. A bill from the Senate came in 
construing the second section of a joint reso- 
lution approved July 11, 1870, entitled “ A 
joint resolution amendatory of joint resolution 
for the relief of certain officers of the Army, 
approved July 26, 1866.” Inasmuch as the 
gentleman alludes to what has been done in 
the committee, let me state what transpired. 
A bill came from the Senate construing the 
second section only. It was before the com- 
mittee, and I proposed to amend it by con- 
struing the first and third sections of the joint 
resolation of 1870, and that the third section 
should not be construed to limit the applica- 
tion of the first and second sections of said 
joint resolution, except in those cases wherein, 
at the time of issuing commission, there was 
no vacancy existing into which the officer 
could be mustered; provided that this act 


shall not be construed to apply to officers in’. 


companies, or to field officers in regiments 


1872. 


“which were at the time below the minimum fixed 
py law. I also proposed to construe the first sec- 
tion so that ın all cases the person to whom the 
‘commission shall have issued shall be consid- 
ered as commissioned to the grade therein 
named from the date of such commission and 
entitled to all pay and emoluments as if actu- 
ally mustered at that date, if at that date he 
“was performing the duties of that grade, and 
if not, then he shall be considered as commis- 
“sioned to such grade and entitled to all pay 
cand emoluments from and after the date at 
which he may have actually entered upon such 
duties previous to muster. Now the Senate 
bill was before the committee with these two 
amendments for consideration. They were 
different from this bill and wider in their range. 
and were voted down. Not so this bill. it 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted to 
the committee in February, as gentlemen will 
see by looking at the daw of che bill, and it 
has so stood of record ever since. 

I am sorry the gentleman has intimated 
anything like disregard on my part to the 
“direction of the committee. I would be the last 
one in the world to do anything of that kind. 
There is the record of the committee and there 
is the record of the House, unchanged, direct- 
ing that this bill be printed and recommitted, 
and reported for action, as Í have done. 

Now, in reference to what the gentleman has 
said about the cost of this thing. Is it pos- 
sible men should languish in prison and in 
hospitals, suffering everything, without com- 
pensation? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Trise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Michigan moved to lay 
upon the table, and I make the point of order 
that motion is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The motion was not in 
order, as the gentleman from Michigan did 
not have the floor forthat purpose. The floor 
was not yielded for any purpose of that kind. 
The gentleman from Michigan had the floor 
for the purpose of making some remarks. 

Mr. COBURN. The floor was yielded for 
the purpose of making remarks, and not for 
the purpose of making such a motion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if we are to shut our 
eyes to the suffering of these men, if we are to 
ignore their hardships and trials, I wish gen- 
tlemen to put their feet squarely upon the 
record, 

It has been asserted this is going to cost 
$20,000,000 to the Government. I do not be- 
lieve it will cost one tenth of that amount. I 
have no idea it will; but suppose it does, if we 
are doing right, if we are carrying out our 
contract, let us do it though the heavens fall. 

he man who marched with his command, 
who accepted his commission and was put on 
duty under it, who took his life in his hands 
as an officer and fuithfully served his country, 
ought to be paid forhis service. If gentlemen 
think otherwise, let them say so. I stand ready 
to comply with our contract. Shall not the 
officers—the lieutenant colonel, major, or cap- 
tain—who went in and took the risks and 
hazards of battle have his pay? According ta 
the position of the gentleman from Michigan, 
because somebody was not there ready to 
muster him in, and because he happened, for- 
sooth, to be in hospital, or in a rebel prison, 
is he not now to get the benefit of his services 
or any recompense for his sufferings? 

I yield to the gentleman from Vermont, 
[Mr. Potayp.] 

Mr. POLAND. Iam not a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and therefore I 
have nothing to do with the settlement of any 
committee differences in relation to whether 
this bill is properly reported or not. Nor am 
I very well acquainted with Army affairs. But 
I have had occasion to have some experience 
with the War Department in reference to this 
act or joint resolution of July, 1870, and of 
the utter perversion that has been made of 
that law by the War Department. 


s. 


_Now, I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that this 
bill, as reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, changes the law of 1870 at ail. 
That is the law now. Any correct construc- 
tion of the act of 1870 is ‘precisely what our 
committee says shall be the consiruction of it 
hereafter; and it was so understood by Con- 
gress and so understood by the Committee on 
Military Affairs which reported it, and go all 
the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment hold. But inasmuch as the Attorney 
General and the Secretary of War hold to a 
different construction, and consider that this 
section of the act of 1870 really nullifies and 
does away with all that goes before, therefore, 
in order that any of these persons might get 
relief, it is necessary for Congress to reénact 
me law which had become practically nulli- 

ed. 

Let me call the attention of the House to 
the precise language uf the act. The first sec- 
tion applies to cases where an officer performs 
the duties of a grade above that for which he 
held a commission. The second section, and 
that is the one I suppose which it is specially 
intended to maintain, provides— 

“That persons held as prisoners of war by the 
enemy, or who may have been in hospital by reason 
of wounds or disability at the time of the issuing of 


their commissions, shal] be entitled to the same pay, 
emolument, and be efits under this resolution as if 


actually performing the duties of the grade to which | 


they were commissioned.” 

Now, isthereany doubt about that language ? 
Did Congress understand what they meant 
when they passed an act containing a section 
which deciared in so plain words that when 
commissions were actually issued to men, but 
in consequence of their being incarcerated in 
rebel prisons, or being in hospital by reason of 
sickuess or wounds received in battle, they 
were unable to actually accept their commis- 
sions and besworn and mustered in ; when they 
were prevented -from receiving their commis- 
sions by any of these causes, they should have 
their pay precisely the same as if they had re- 
ceived those commissions? And I want to 
ask my friend from Michigan, who has himself 
been a soldier, ifthat is not honest and just and 
right ; if there is any great generosity on the 
part of the Government in saying to these men, 
“Because you were in the rebel prison, suffer- 
ing all the torture experienced there, that shall 
not prevent you from having the same pay, as 
if you had actually been in the place you would 
otherwise have held in the Army ?? Can we 
claim anything on that score by being extra 
generous on that account. It seems to me we 
cannot. Jt seems to me the simplest act of 


justice on our part that we should make them | 


as well off as if they had been in that position. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is a third section, 
which they say actually does away with and 
annuls the second section. It reads as fol 
lows: 

“ That this resolution shall not be construed to 
apply to cases in which, under the laws and Army 
regulations existing at the time, there could have 
been no lawful muster into service even after the 
actual receipt of the commission.” 

Now, what say the War Department—and 
the sentiment of the War Department seems 
strangely to have crept into the minds of some 
of the members of the Military Committee 
when they say that the rales and regulations 
of the Army require that a man should be} 
actually sworn and mustered in, to use a tech 
nicak phrase ; that the man who was in a rebel 
prisgu, or who was sick in bospital, could not 
appear to take the oath and be mustered in; 
therefore, the Army regulations, they say. con- 
flict with this provision in the first and second | 
sections of this act, and accordingly annul 
them. 

What was the use of passing the act at all? 
Why, the act was passed for the very reason 
that the Army regulations would not allow 
this to be done; for the very reason that it 
could not be done except by a special act of 
Congress. And we passed that special act. 
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This proviso certainly could have had no such 
effect when properly coustrued. What is it? 


J It is: 


“That this resolution shall not be construed to 
apply to cases in which, under the laws and Army 
regulations existing at the time, there could have 
been no lawful muster into service even after the 
actual receipt of the commission.” 

Now, there was a class of cases to which 
this was intended to apply. There was a regu- 
lation that when acompany was reduced below 
a certain number vacancies among the officers 
of that company should not be filled. There- 
fore, if the man had been there, and a commis- 
sion had been issued to him—and sometimes 
a commission was issued where’ there was no 
vacancy—this third section of this joint reso- 
lation was intended to apply to a case of that 
sort. It certainly was not intended to nullify 
the whole of the provisions of the two pre- 
ceding sections. The rule of law is that an 
act must be construed, if possible, so that it 
will all stand; so that effect shall be given to 
the whole of it; and that can be done here 
without torturing the language at all. 

Now, the simpte question is this: whether the 
Adjutant General of the Army isto rule in re- 
lation to this matter, or whether Congress is 
to rule? It was perfectly understood, as I 
said before, by the Committee on Military 
Affairs and by the House and by the Senate, 
because when this joint resolution was passed 
there was a very considerable debate over it 
in the Senate; it passed the House without 
objection; it was perfectly understood that we 
intended to provide for just exactly the cages 
that are named in the act, where men were 
sick in the hospital or were languishing in 
rebel prisons. It was intended that they shouid 
not be the sufferers by it; that they should 
be as well off pecuniarily as if they had been 
out of prisonand hospital and present on daty. 
And Congress so declared, But the Adjutant 
General of the Army says that was not a good 
thing to do, and that it shall not be done. It 
is a question whether the Adjutant General of 
the Army or the wiil of Congress shall prevail 
on this subject. 

I trust that the opinion that was expressed 
and the jadgment that was expressed by 
Congress at the time they passed this act will 
be the judgment of Congress now upon this 
subject, and that they will put that judgment 
in such language that the Adjutant General of 
the Army cannot undu it. 

Mr. COBURN. In view of the fact that 
| the gentleman from Michigan, my coileague 
| upon the committee, [Mr. STOUGHTON, | says 
that he had a misunderstanding about this bill, 
| I will move that it be recommitted to the com- 
mittee, with the understanding that it may be 
reported during the present call of the com- 
miitee. Jam unwilling, if thereis any misun- 
derstanding about iton the part of any of my 
colleagues, that action shall be taken upon the 
bill now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iam sure that 
will be the better arrangement—to recommit 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Willthe 
gentleman allow me to suggest an amendment? 
Mr. COBURN. I will. ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
suggest that the biil be amended by striking 
out the words ‘‘of issuing commission,” and 
to insert the words ‘* when such muster should 
bave been made.” 

Mr. COBURN. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will reduce his amendment to 
writing, it can go to the committee with the 
bill, and we will consider it. I now ask that 
the bill be recommitted with the understand- 
ing that it may be reported during the present 
cali of the committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Of course the 
committee can report it to-morrow night, if 
they wish. 

Mr. COBURN. I call the previous question. 
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The previous question was seconded and 
the main question was ordered ; and underthe 
operation thereof the bill was recommitted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the motion to recom- 
mit was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OFFICERS OF MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 


Mr. STOUGHTON from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 1981) granting three months’ extra pay 
proper to the officers of the Missouri State 
militia, below, the rank of brigadier general, 
who continued in the military service during 
the late rebellion, after the 8d of March, 1865, 
and were honorably discharged after the 9th 
of April, 1865, and moved that it be laid on 
the table, and that the accompanying report 
be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXTRA PAY OF PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 


Mr. STOUGHTON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back adversely the petition of 
paymasters’ clerks of the United States Army 
for additional compensation ; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR SUBSISTENCE SUPPLIES, ETC. 

Mr. STOUGHTON also, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
564) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
and to provide for the payment of certain 
demands for quartermaster’s stores and sub- 
sistence supplies furnished to the Army of the 
United States,” approved July 4, 1864, and 
moved thatit be laid upon the table, and that 
the accompanying report be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


HOMASTHA DS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, KTO. 
Mr, STOUGHTON also, from the same 


committee, reported back with a recommend- 
ation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1665) 
to enable honorably discharged soldiers nnd 
sailors, their widows and orphan children, 
to acquire homesteads on the public lands 
of the United States. 

The bill provides in the first section that 
every private soldicr and officer who has 
served in the Army of the United States dur- 
ing the recent rebellion, for ninety days, and 
who was honorably discharged, including the 
troops mustered into the service of the United 
States by virtue of the third section of an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for 
completing the defenses of Washington, and 
for other purposes,” approved February 13, 
1862, and every seaman, marine, and officer 
or other person, who has served in the Navy 
of the United States or in the Marine corps 
during the rebellion, for ninety days, and who 
was honorably discharged, has remained loyal 
to the Government, shall be entitled to enter 
and receive a certificate for a quantity of pub- 
lic lands (not mineral) not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, or one quarter section, 
which shall be composed of contiguous tracts 
according to legal subdivisions, including the 
alternate reserved sections of public lands 
along the line of any railroad or otber public 
work, or other lands subject to entry under 
the homestead laws of the United States, 
wherever public lands have been or may be 
granted by acts of Congress; and that such 
soldier, seaman, marine, or officer, his heirs 
or assigns, shall be entitled toa patent for said 
land upon complying withthe provisions of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to secure homesteads upon 
the public domain,” exceptas provided in this 
act. But such soldier, seaman, marine, or 
officer is to be allowed twelve months after 
locating his homestead within which to com- 
mence his settlement and improvement, and 
the time which the soldier, seaman, marine, 
or officer shall have served in the Army, Navy, 
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or Marine corps, or if discharged on account 
of wounds received or disability incurred in 
the line of duty, then the term of enlistment 
shall be deducted from the time heretofore 
required to perfect title. Any soldier, sea- 
man, marine, or officer may assign his certifi- 
cate of entry within twelve months from the 
date thereof to any citizen of the United States 
over twenty-one years of age, or person who 
has declared his intention to become such, who 
has not previously availed himself of the ben- 
efits of the homestead or preémption laws; 
and such assignee is to succeed to all the 
rights of the soldier, seaman, marine, or offi- 
cer; and it may be lawful for such assignee to 
become the purchaser of certificates to the 
amount of not more than one section, or six 
hundred and forty acres of land, but the same 
shall be contiguous and adjoining, and for the 
purpose of actual settlement; but no such 
assignor of a certificate of entry is thereafter 
to have the right to avail himselt ofthe benefit 
of this act or the acts heretofore passed grant- 
ing homesteads to actual settlers, nor is such 
assignee to have the right to acquire any 
othcr homestead under said acts. But no 
patent is to issue to such soldier, seaman, ma- 
rine, or officer, or his assignee, who has not 
resided upon, improved, and cultivated his 
homestead for a period of at least two years. 
The soldier, seaman, marine, or officer, is not 
to be required to pay any Government tee. 

The second section provides that any person 
entitled under the provisions of the foregoing 
section to enter a homestead, who may have 
heretofore entered under the homestead laws 
a quantity of land less than one hundred and 
sixty acres, shall be permitted to enter under 
the provisions of this act so much land as, 
when added to the quantity previously entered, 
shall not exceed one hundred and sixty acres. 

The third section provides, that in case of 
the death of any person who would be entitled 
to a homestead under the provisions of the first 
section of this act, his widow, if unmarried, 
or in case of her death or marriage, then his 
minor orphan children, shall be entitled to all 
the benefits enumerated in this act. If such 
person died during his term of enlistment, the 
whole term of his enlistment is to be deducted 
from the time heretofore required to perfect 
the title. 

The fourth section provides that every sol- 
dier, seaman, marine, and officer who served 
in the Army or Navy for the said period of 
ninety days, and is now inscribed on the pen- 
sion-rolls of the United States, or may here- 
after be so inscribed on account of wounds 
received or disabilities incurred in the line of 
duty, may, in lieu of the rights, privileges, and 
benefits hereinbefore conferred, enter upon, 
hy an agent or attorney, and receive a patent 
for one quarter section of land, as provided 
in section one of this act, and shall be entitled 
to all the benefits of the first section, and lia- 
ble to all the provisions thereof, except as to 
the personal residence; and that all acts and 
things required to be done by said homestead 
settler by that section may be done by his agent 
or attorney. But no such agent or attorney 
shall act as such for more than one person at 
the same time. 

The fifth section provides that all declara- 
tions and proofs required under this act and 
the former acts granting homesteads to actual 
settlers may be taken before the judge or clerk 
of any court of record in the United States, 
or of any State or Territory, and when duly 
authenticated under the official seal of such 
court, shall be of the same force and effect 
as if taken before the register or receiver 
of the proper land office. 

The sixth section authorizes the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to make all 
needful rules and regulations to carry into 
effect the provisions of this act. è 

Mr. RITCHIE. Iwould like to offer an 
| amendment to this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Srovauron] bas 
the floor. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. 
amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in the first section of the bill the following: 

Also military telegraph operators who were sworn 
into the military service as such, and were honor- 
ably discharged after a service ofone year, : 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I think I must refuse 
to assent to that amendment, 

Mr. RITCHIE. Will the gentleman allow 
me a few minutes to explain it? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Iyield five minutes 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Speaker, I have my- 
self very little personal acquaintance with the 
subject-matter of my amendment; but my 
attention was called to this subject a few days 
ago by a genileman of my own county, who 
was in the military service during the war ag 
a military telegraph operator. He informs me 
that such operators were sworn into the ser- 
vice, and were subject tà military orders; that 
their service was ef une most hazardous as 
well as the most important character. This 
was particularly the case along the borders, 
Frequently large bodies of troops were saved 
from danger and vast quantities of property 
saved from destruction by the fidelity of these 
men, who were often exposed to great peril 
from the necessity of advancing the telegraph 
lines and keeping up communication. ; 

I submit this proposition to the judgment 
of gentlemen who are practically familiar with 
the subject. There are many gentlemen in 
this House who can decide at once whether 
there is merit in this application. I under- 
stand there are but three or four hundred of 
these men; and ag they were subject to mili- 
tary orders, as they performed valuable service 
and were exposed to the same risks with sol- 
diers, 1 submit that they should be put on the ~ 
same footing in regard to homesteads, pro- 
vided they were honorably discharged after a 
service of at least one year. 

I have understood that the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Burer] 
had indicated a willingness to support this 
proposition, and I should like to hear from 


Lim. 
Mr. STOUGHTON. I will now take the 


oor. 

Mr. RITCHIE. As I have already said, I 
have no practical familiarity myself with the 
merits of this claim. I see gentlemen who are 
competent to advise the House, and who know 
whether the services of that class of men were 
valuable or not. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I think this is a mat- 
ter which should be considered separate from 
this bill, and I decline to yield for the amend: 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, the soldiers of the late war 
are not unreasonable in their demands, but 
from the thousands of petitions preseute 
here, and from the expression throughout the 
country, I am satisfied that they are earnest 
and determined. They have a right to ask ` 
that Congress shall either confer upon them 
a grant in the publie lands similar to the 
grants conferred upon soldiers of former wars, 
or equalize the bounties so that those who per-. 
formed the most service shall be placed upon 
an equal footing with those who performe' 
the least. And, sir, they fully comprehend 
the strategy of those who are in favor of a land. 
grant where equalization is proposed and in 
favor of equalization when a land grant is: 
presented. p 

Let a law be passed giving to every Union. 
soldier and sailor, and to the widows and: 
orphans of those who are dead, one hundred. 
and sixty acres of the public land, to be held: 
by them and their heirs forever, or disposed 
of under such regulations as will secure actual, 
settlement and cultivation, and it will be not 


I will hear the 
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only an act of justice, but a graceful tribute 
to their gallantry and devotion which will be 
rized alike by the citizen and the soldier. 
Such are the general features of the pend- 
iog bill and of the bill which passed the 
last House of Representatives. It authorizes 
every honorably discharged soldier to enter 
one hundred and sixty acres of any land sub- 
ject to homestead settlement, with the follow- 
ing additional provisions: 
1, He is to have one year after the entry of 
the land in which to commence his settle- 
ment and improvement. 
: 2. The time he actually served in the Army 
s to be deducted from the time necessary 
under the homestead law to perfect title. 

3. He may assign his certificate of such entry 
to any other person entitled under the laws 
of the United States to enter a homestead, 
who will succeed to all his rights and privi- 
leges, but neither the assignor nor the assignee 
can afterward avail himself of the benefits of 
‘the homestead law. 

4. Those who are disabled by reason of 

wounds received or .disability incurred in the 

line of duty may, at their option, make the 

required settlement by an agent or attorney, 

«provided that no such agent or attorney shall 

“act for more than one person at the same 
time. 

The provisions of this bill are in conformity 
with the policy of the Government to dispose 
of tbe public lands for actual settlement and 
cultivation. It secures to every soldier, free 
of cost, a quarter section of land with the 
right of absolute enjoyment or alienation to 
any purchaser who desires it for the purposes 
contemplated by the homestead law. It takes 
no money from the Treasury, interferes with 
no industry, and violates no right. If it 
be true that the public lands under the pro- 
visions of this bill would be rapidly absorbed, 
it is equally true that they would be settled, 
. improved, and developed in the same propor- 
~ tion, 

The provision giving one year after the 
: formal entry in which to commence actual set- 
tlement is of great importance. It will enable 
the soldiers to arrange their home affairs pre- 
paratory to a change of residence, and to form 
colonies and carry with them the conveniences 
‘of life and the means of defense against In- 
dian depredations. Those who are so situated 
that a change of residence is undesirable can 
also negotiate their titles without the inter- 
vention of brokers and speculators. 

Under existing laws it requires five years’ 
residence and cultivation to perfect a title to 
the public lands. It is proposed to allow the 
time the soldier served in the Army to be de- 
ducted from this period. And why not? Were 
not the years during which the energies and 
attention of the soldier were withdrawn from 
his private business and wholly devoted to the 
public welfare worth as much as the time of 
the homestead settler? If not, let us tax the 
soldiers to pay the men who never raised their 
hands or voice in defense of the Government 
for taking the broad acres of our public 
domain as a gift! 

The provision authorizing the soldier to 
assign his certificate to any other person who 
under the laws of the United States is enti- 
tled to enter a homestead is just and reason- 
able. It appropriates no land not otherwise 
subject to homestead entry. The reward con- 
ferred on the soldiers ought to be uniform and 
general. But all are not homestead settlers, 
and never will be. Scarcely one in a thou- 
sand can abandon his local associations, busi- 
ness interest, and established home. A sol- 
dier’s land grant requiring actual settlement 
by the soldier in person as a condition-prece- 
dent is, therefore, a fraud on its face. It 
would confer no substantial: benefits, save 
in a few exceptional cases. If any estate 
Were granted, or intended to be granted 
thereby, it would work a forfeiture in a large 
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majority of cases without crime or conviction. 
I am aware that it has been said, in opposi- 
tion to this provision, that these assignments 
would flood the market and become worthless. 
The answer is obvious; the land covered by 
a soldier's certificate in his own hands or the 
hands of his assignee will be equal in value to 
the railroad or other adjoining land of the 
same quality. If, as the objection would seem 
to indicate, the effect of our homestead law 
has been to render the fertile plains of the 
West, valueless, itis quite time we had a change 
in our land policy. With an apparent incon- 
sistency, it is also said that the ‘* sharpers”? 
will cheat the soldiers out of their rights. If 
a few are improvident, is that any reason why 
all should be denied an act of justice? But, 
sir, there is no cause for any alarm. The great 
body of the soldiers will be found fully capable 
of managing their own affairs and zealously 
guarding their own rights. They exhibited 
on divers and sundry occasions during the 
war some sharp points, and there is good rea- 
son to believe that the men who saved one 
third of the area of this Republie from trea- 
son and rebellion can take care of a hundred 
and sixty acres of western land. 

The clause allowing wounded and disabled 
soldiers to settle homesteads by an agent or 
attorney needs no comment. It makes no 
difference to the Government who performs 
the manual labor required by law; and the 
veteran disabled by the casualties or exposure 
of war should at least be permitted to have 
that done by another which he can no longer do 
himself. Congress has repeatedly made liberal 
grantsofthe publiclandsasareward for military 
services. The acts of May 6, 1812, and April 
16, 1816, gave valuable rights to the soldiers 
of the Revolution, and those of the war of 
1812 who served out their term of enlistment. 
The act of September 28, 1850, made gener- 
ous provisions for the soldiers of the Mexican 
and all former wars. And these grants were 
still further extended by the acts of March 22, 
1852, and March 8, 1855. There is no reason 
for the abandonment of this just and whole- 
some policy. 

The total area of the public land sold and 
unsold, as shown by the records of the General 
Land Office, is 1,834,998,400 acres. The en- 
fire amount sold and disposed of up to June 
30, 1871, including railroad and other grants, 
is 458,031,895 acres, leaving 1,376,967,005 
acres still unsold. Estimating the number of 
soldiers and sailors who under this bill would 
be entitled to enter lands at 2,225,569, and 
multiplying this by 160, the number of acres 
to be granted, gives 369,305,440 acres as the 
amount of land ultimately required in case all 
the claims are allowed. Deduct this from the 
public lands now unsold, and there still re- 
main 1,007,661,565 acres. Will any one pre- 
tend that the nation cannot afford te do this 
act of justice? 

Since the passage of the homestead law the 
public lands have ceased to be a source of 
revenue. We give to foreigners of every class 
and shade of character one hundred and sixty 
acres of as fertile land as the sun ever shone 
upon the moment they declare their intention 
to become citizens. Why not make the pro- 
visions broader and more beneficial to the 
sons of the soil and those citizens of foreign 
birth who have earned the nation’s gratitude 
in a long and perilous war? The soldiers’ 
claims are not to be sacrificed to the agrarian 
theories and abstractions of homestead spec- 
ulators, The design of the homestead law 
was to enable all who desired, to possess one 
hundred and’ sixty acres of the public land. 
This is right; but unwise and hasty legisla- 
tion has changed its whole character. lt has 
been tortured into an absolute prohibition 
upon the right of the citizens of the United 
States to purchase more than that quantity. 
The enterprising farmer who emigrates there, 
expecting to cover hill and dale with waving 


grain and lowing herds, finds that although 
the Government has millions of acres of un- 
occupied lands he can only obtain a patch 
about large enough for a western corn-field! 
If he gets more, he must buy out some profes- 
sional homesteader who claims the adjoining 
land because some one else wants it and for 
the purpose of making money out of the 
nation’s generosity. Fraud and perjury are 
freely resorted to in support of their pretended 
homestead claims; military and Indian res- 
ervations are invaded in violation of law, and 
Congress at every session is asked to abandon 
the one and drive the Indians from the other 
in order to enrich the worst set of sharks and 
land-grabbers in Christendom. Should the 
soldiers’ bounty bill interfere with this state 
of things it is cheering to know that the “ Re- 
public will receive no detriment.” 

In answer to an inquiry addressed to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office I 
have been furnished with a statement of the 
percentage of homestead abandonments in 
some of the most important land districts 
which I will submit as a part of my remarks: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D, C., April 8, 1872. 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry of the 6th instant, L 
have the honor to state thut the following approxi- 
mate estimate shows the number of homestead en- 
tries made in certain land districts, with the per 
cent. of cancellations by reasou of relinquishiments 
and wbandouments: 


Secu Number Per cent, 
Land district. homestead eancella~ 
entries, tione. 
St. Cloud, Minnesota... 28 
Jackson, Minnesota. 29 
Topeka, Kausas....... 28 
Junction City, Kansas 15 


Denver, Colorado..... 3 5 


Vermillion, Dakot 24 
Boonville, Missouri, 5 
Ironton, Missouri... 25 
Springficid, Missouri 25 
Council Biutis, Lowa, 46 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 25 
Sioux City, Iowa... 33 


Lintoln, Nebraska... «9,836 17 

This is believed to be sufficiently açeurate to show 
the general result of the operation of the homestead 
laws in the districts numed up to date. How many 
will fail to be finally proved up (the term not having 
expired except for those made as early as April, 
1865) cannot, of course, be stated. ‘hese must, 
however, necessarily add largely to the por cent. of 
cancellations. 7 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

W. W. CURTIS, 


Acting Commissioner, 
Hon. WILLIAM L, STOUGHTON, 
House of Representatives, 

This percentage, asthe acting Commissioner 
states, must be greatly increased, and probably 
doubled. it is safe to say that one half of the 
homestead entries are for purposes of fraud 
and speculation, and are settled, if settled at 
all, by a restless and unstable population. 
The law requiring our western lands to be 
disposed of only to actual settlers-in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, is an 
abridgment of the rights of the American 
people, and benefits no one except homestead 
speculators and the great railroad corpora- 
tions, which, if this policy is continued, will 
have a monopoly of all the land sales in the 
West. The immediate effect of the passage of 
this bill will be to encourage a more enterpris- 
ing class of settlers, who, as owners or pur 
chasers of soldiers’ rights in a sufficient quan- 
tity of land to constitute a productive farm, 
will add to the industry and wealth of the West 
instead of impoverishing the country by fraud- 
ulent homestead entries and abandonments. 

‘Lhe so-called soldiers’ homestead bill, which 
passed this House on the 5th of March, con- 
fers no general benefit upon the soldiers. All 
that is valuable in that act is taken from the 
House bill of the Forty-First Congress; but 
the most important provisions are leit out. It 
is the ‘‘ play of Hamlet with the part of Ham- 
let omitted.” It rquires actual settlement by 
the soldier in person. No provision whatever 
is made for nine hundred and ninety-nine out 


| of every one thousand soldiers who cannot 
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become homestead settlers; and by striking 
out the assignment clause it exhibits the sin- 
gular spectacle of a great and wealthy nation 
offering to the widows and orphans of soldiers 
who fell in defense of the Union one hundred 
and sixty acres of land in the far West, pro- 
vided they will abandon all advantages for edu- 
cation, and all the ties of home and kindred 
left to them, and actually settle, and probably 
starve, upon the niggardly gift. The pending 
bill supplies the defect and makes the benefits 
conferred uniform and equal. Anything short 
of this is unjust to the soldiers and unworthy 
of the Government. | : 

I now call tbe previous question. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Ihope the 
gentleman will allow some time for discussion 
on this bill. 

The House divided on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. As there seems to be 
a general desire for some discussion of this 
bill, I will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question, and yield for five minutes to 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, it may be 
an ungracious thing to oppose the passage of 
this bill; but yet a sense of duty compels me 
to do so. We have heard more than one appeal 
during this session of Congress about reserv- 
ing the public domain for actual settlers, We 
passed a bill a few days ago giving to every 
soldier who really desires a home, who desires 
a farm in the West, to go out and settle on it 
and become the owner of one hundred and 
sixty acres. It was a just act to the soldiers 
who went out and fought in defense of the 
country, I am happy to say under that bill 
already colonies are being formed in Now 
England. Only one week ago a» hundred sol- 
diers left Boston for the western States under 
this act. We ought to let that present act 
alone. It was in the interest really of the 
men who wished to settle on the publio lands 
of the country. If we pass this bill we will 
deprive these meh who want homes in the 
West of all opportunities to get them. If we 
give a land warrant to every soldier who served 
in the Army of the United States, you will 
soon have not an acre of land open for those 
who desire to enter upon a quarter section. 
We do vast injustice to these new States of the 
West. In thirty days after these land warrants 
are issued there will not be a solitary quarter 
section left, and entire counties in the West 
will be assigned to silence and non-develop- 
ment for years by these land warrants being 
held by speculators. 

Mr. COBURN. Does the gentleman un- 
derstand anything liko that will be the effect 
of this bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that is to 
be its operation. I wish gentlemen to remem- 
ber even under the preémption laws whole 
counties are held in my district to-day by men 
who never saw the land and never expect to 


see it. 

Mr. COBURN. But that has nothing to do 

with this bill, 
. Mr. DONNELL. The whole theory of giv- 
ing public land except on personal settlement 
is ali false and wrong, and unjust to these new 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, I am willing to do justice to 
the soldiers. My voice shall never be heard 
against the soldier. We have put into the 
Military Committee petitions signed by more 
than two thousand names not asking for this 
bill, not one of them. Not a soldier from my 
district asks for this bill; but they do for the 
other one before the committee. They ask 
for equalization of bounties, Do not give the 
soldiers a stone, but give them bread. If they 
are entitled to equalization of bounties, give it 
to them in hard cash, and then we will reserve 
our public lands for settlement. I hope the 
time bas come when we will take care of the 
public lands, reserving them to the actual set- 


tler. The day is past when land-sharks should 
traffic inthe publiclands. ‘There is an organ- 
ization in my State who smell out land as by 
instinct. They formed a company after this 
bill was brought in to get hold of all these 
lands from the unfortunate soldiers. If we 
grant land warrants they will be sold, and hun- 
dreds of thousands never will get but a nom- 
inal price for them. Give them money, give 
them bread, and do not give them a stone. 

I respect the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
SrovucuTon,] who reported this bill. He is 
ali atire with reverence and respect for the 
soldier, but let us take care that the soldier 
gets some substantial good. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lhope the gentleman from 
Michigan will yield to me for five minutes, 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I will yield first for 
five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. PLare.} 

Mr. PLATT. I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
this House is laboring under a misapprehen- 
sion in regard wo the intentions and effect of 
this Lill reported by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, [Mr. Stoucuton.] It simply makes it 
possible for soldiers who cannot go themselves 
to settle on these lands of the Government, and 
take advantage in their own persons of the 
privileges of the homestead act, to assign to 
actual settlers that right which the previous 
bill has given them. In other words, the pre- 
vious bill gives to every man who served in 
the Army and Navy of the United States and 
has been honorably discharged credit for the 
length of time he has served in the Army or 
in the Navy in the settlement he makes under 
the homestead laws of the country. If he 
serves three years, he has to live only two 
years on these lands before he gets his title. 
But as the law stands now its privileges are 
not worth one cent to ninety per cent. of the 
men who served in the Army and Navy of the 
United States during the last war, because 
they cannot in their owa persons take advau- 
tage of the privilege. 

This bill provides that when a soldier has 
died his widow or children may assign his title 
to an actual settler, who will have in his own 
person to comply with every.requirement of 
the homestead act which is now required of 
the soldiers who go upon these lands in per- 
son to become seitlers. Now, I am unabic to 
sce how the land-sharks whom the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] tells us about 
are to get any advantage from this bill. Ido not 
see how under its provisions they are to take 
up whole counties and turn them into deserts 
for a long series of years; for under this bill 
if a man to whom the right is sold by the sol- 
dier does not become an actual settler within 
twelve months, docs not scttle on the land 
and comply with all the requirements of the 
homestead act, the privilege lapses and is 
worth nothing, and the land reveris to the 
Government of the United States. 

This is the only proposition which has been 
before this Congress, or which has been before 
the Congress of the United States since the 
war, which looks to equalizing bounties in any 
way. This does it, in a measure, in providing 
that the man who served three years shall have 
a greater privilege than the one who has served 
only three months; and that the man who has 
served in the Army and been honorably dis- 
charged shall have a privilege valuable in 
accordance with the term he has served. It 
enables the soldier who cannot himself settle 
onthe public domain to have the full advan- 
tage the Government has given him. It does 
not place in his hands au assignable warrant 
to be hawked about the streets and sold to 
speculators. 

It appears to me that it is a beneficent act, 
which is no more than the due of the soldiers 
and sailors of this country. f 

J bave presented here petitions, which have 
been referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, ef soldiers and sailors who were hon- 


orably discharged, asking for this very provis- 
ion; the very provision that can make thig 
homestead law of any avail to ninety per cent, 
of the soldiers. They do ask for it. What- 
ever expectation they may have had of getting 
a money bounty, they have abandoned it in 
despair; at least most of them have donego, 
They do not believe that the time will ever 
come when a Congress of the United States 
will vote the enormous sum of money neces. 
sary to equalize bounties, I feel assured, how- 
ever, that they will be in a measure satisfied 
with this bill, and I hope that the members of 
this House who are called upon to act on it 
to-night will carefully consider it, and that 
they will grant this measure of justice which 
is asked for by the men who served in our ` 
Army and Navy during the war. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. McCor- 


MICK. | 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that there has been a 
bill introduced into the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States for many yearg that has exercised 
so wide an influence upon the public domain 
of the country as this bill, if it goes into oper- 
ation, will do. It will result in the greatest 
land monopolies, 1 predict, that have ever 
existed in this country. Under the fourth 
section of this bill every soldier who is now’: 
upon the pension-rolls of the country will be * 


entitled to locate one hundred and sixty acres‘ 


of land by his agent. His agent is the person ©: 
who will purchase from him his certificate. 
And in this way these soldiers, who are now 
pensioners upon the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, will in hundreds of cases part with 
their land certificates fora mere trifle. Those 
certificates will go into the hands of speculat- 
ors, who will plaster the whole western country 
over with more than two hundred thousand cer» 
tificates, for one hundred and sixty acres each, 
of disabled soldiers who are entitled to the 
land under this bill, while the soldier himself 
will receive little or no substantial benefit 
from tais gratuity of the Government. Si 
Under existing laws every citizen of these : 
United States is now entitled to select for 
himself a homestead and to enjoy and live 
upon that homestead without money and with- 
out price, The object of the homestead laws 
of the country is to secure a home for every 
man in this broad land. But under this ar > 
rangement these certificates will go into the 
hands of speculators and hucksters. I hope 
this bill will not become a law. I think it is 
mischievous, and will be without benefit to 
the soldiers. In many instances it will not be `. 
of the value of ten dollars to the soldier who 
will be defrauded and cheated out of this 
bounty, the full benefit of which will go to the . 
relentless speculators and monopolists, who ` 
will tic up the public lands so that they cannot © 
be enjoyed and occupied by those wishing to +- 
make actual settlements thereon. : 
Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman state ` 
how that will be? E 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Under 
these very certificates every soldier of this 
country has a year in which to locate his claim » 
on the public domain. At least eight hundred ; 
thousand men will be entitled to one bundred . 
and sixty acres of land each, and they have `: 
now the right to go upon the public domain: 
and for a year hold in abeyance the whole 
amount of land they can claim under this pro: 
vision. : 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. If the 
gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, I 
will say that instead of eight hundred thou- 
sand soldiers there will be two and a half mib- 
lions, for there were three million soldiers 
enlisted in the service, oe 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Iwas very 
sure when I named the sum of eight hundred 
thousand that I was far below the correct nu 
ber. When the war ended we had in the Army 
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ight hundred thousand men, and the records 
of the Army show that more than three mil- 
Jion men were enlisted. Every foot of the 
-public domain worth holding by the actual 
settler will be covered by the provisions of 
this bill. Why, sir, we talk about railroad 
Jand grants; this is a cheaper plan to build 
‘yailroads upon the public lands by purchasing 
these certificates than it would be to have the 
land granted to them directly in the first place. 
> Uf [ have time, I will yield a minute to the 
entleman from Maryland, [Mr. Rircome.] 

: Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to say that in ad- 
vocating the claims of military telegraph 
operators I did notintend to indorse the pro- 
visions of the bill itself. I only wished the 
House to take into consideration the claims 
of these men with other members of the 
Army. I thoroughly sympathize with the 
only. true method of reform in regard to land 
grants; that is, the restriction of donations of 
the public lands to actual settlers. 

< Mr. STOUGHTON. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Haw- 


LEY. 

. ie HAWLEY. It is well known to mem- 
bers of this House that I have been in favor 
of the homestead law, and upon many occa- 
sions since I have been a member it has been 
my privilege to advocate that measure. I am 
as much in favor of it nowas I have ever been 
at any former time. And I believe that the 
bill now offered to the House is vicious in 
most of its parts, and that if enacted into a 
law nothing but evil will result from it. The 
‘bill which passed the House and the Senate, 
and which has become a law during the pres- 
` “entsession of Congress, is in my opinion in all 

respects a just and wise measure. 

That bill, in my judgment, went as far as it 
was safe for Congress to go in this direction. 
Tt was, as I thought, the only bill which could 
receive the sanction of both Houses of Con- 
gress; and so believing, I moved, when it came 
from the Senate, that it be taken from the 
Speaker's table and passed under a suspension 
of the rales. 

In the brief time allowed me I wish to call 
the attention of the House to some of the per- 
hicious features of the bill now before us. By 
this bill the soldier is to be allowed to assign 
his certificate to any citizen of the United 
States; any assignee may purchase four such 
certificates and take, not a quarter section, but 
a section of the public land. In this respect 
the bill violates in an important particular the 
principle of the homestead law. 

Now, what will the soldier get for his cer- 
tificate? Any man from the West who has 
been familiar at all with land speculation in 
that section knows that the soldier would not 
be able to get ten dollars for one of these cer- 
tificates. 
soldiers entitled to these certificates ; and to 
meet the certificates. more than four hundred 
and fifty million acres of the public lands will 
be required. What, then, is the result? If 
the soldier disposes of his certificate, he gets 
but an insignificant price. The certificates go 
Into the hands of speculators, who absorb these 
lands to the detriment of men who desire to 
occupy them as actual settlers. I wonder any 
member of the House should fail to see that 
this measure in all its parts is- vicious and 
only vicious. 

_ Lf I could see any merit in this proposition, 
if I could understand it as advantageous in 
any respect to the soldier, I would support it. 


But I do not believe it will be of any benefit to | 


him, while it will be a wrong to the country. 
it will involve the lands of the West in inex- 
tricable law suits. It will place those lands 
in the hands of speculators, and men who 
want to occupy them will be obliged to pay to 
these speculators such a price as they may see 
fit to demand. ` 

Sir, if we stand by the homestead laws we 
have lands enough for all who desire them, 
and will actually settle up them, There is 


There are two and a half million | 


now no difficulty about the question. Every 
man who wants to occupy a portion of the 
public lands can do so. ‘The soldier who has 
served in the Army may, under existing laws, 
go upon our western lands, take up his quar- 
ter section, and be credited with the time he 
served in the Army. That, in my judgment, is 
all the soldiers demand. They do not ask the 
passage of the bill now reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I do not believe 
the soldiers of this country are in favor of the 
principle of this bill. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I now yield five min- 
utes to my colleague, [Mr. Concer. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, from the re- 
marks of the opponents of this bill one would 
think that it provided for a great many more 
homesteads than any existing law; that under 
this bill the public lands will all be taken up 
with homesteads in a way not now provided 
for by law. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the 
homestead laws of the United States as now 
in force provide for just as much land being 
taken as may be taken under the provisions 
of this bill—no more and no less. Under our 
homestead laws every citizen may take a 
homestead. If, then, there is any force in 
the argument of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. McCormick] that the homesteads taken 
under this bill will absorb all the public lands, 
it is equally an argument against our present 
homestead laws. Onder this bill no man can 
take any more land as a homestead than he 
could without it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Does it 
not allow one person to take six hundred and 
forty acres? 

Mr. CONGER. It does not allow a single 
additional homestead; in fact, it saves one 
homestead out of four; for the assignee who 
may purchase four soldiers’ certificates, and 
thus become entitled to six hundred and forty 
acres, might, aside from this bill, have a home- 
stead which would make five homesteads. 
But by this bill the assignee is restricted to 
four quarter sections. Therefore, it saves one 
homestead, one quarter section of land. 

Now, what are the provisions of this law, 
and how do they affect the soldier? It provides 
that the cripple, that the soldier who has no 
arms, or no legs, or not enough of them to 
travel from his: home to these far western 
lands, may send an agent to go on the lands 
and cultivate them and make a home for. him 
to which he may go. What is there wrong in 
that? It provides there shail be but one 
agent for each soldier. Those who are so 
friendly to the soldier object to his sending an 
agent out to the wilderness to make a home 
to which he may go. ‘That is what this law 
does. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the provisions 
of this law are all just and are all right to 
the soldier. Jt provides no greater amount 
of homestead land, It does not provide the 
certificates may be thrown upon the market 
to be bought up by speculators. Each man 
who buys a certificate must have settled on a 
homestead. He must himself go on it, culti- 
vate it, and acquire the rights of the soldiers. 

There is in this Hall protessedly agreat love 
for the soldier, but I have noticed whenever a 
bill is introduced into it which will inure to 
the benefit of the soldier these gentlemen rise 
up and oppose it as if it were a grant of lands 
| toa great monopoly, when the bill does no such 
| thing. There is love for the soldier on the 
| lipsof gentlemen here which I am afraid is not 
in their hearts; and I defy any gentleman to 
find in this bill anything which caters to the land 
speculator in any degree whatever, or makes 
any of these lands go tothe speculator. I hope 
when the final vote comes to be taken on this 
bill gentlemen will have an opportunity to de- 
| clare by yeas and nays their respect for the 
wounded, disabled defenders of this country, 
and then we will see who loves the soldier in 
fact, and who merely love him by profession 


| of their lips. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. I now yield for five 
minutes to the chairman of the committee, 
[Mr. Cosurn.] 

Mr. COBUKN. I will yield my time to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Bores. ] 

Mr. BOLES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
to the House I would goas far as any other 
member ou the floor to reward the soldier for 
the privations he suffered during the war. I’ 
am willing to show it by my votes, and not only 
by lip service, of which the gentleman from 
Michigan has spoken. Now, if we are in earn- 
est about granting a bounty to the soldiers 
let us give him money, let us give him some- 
thing he can use, aud let us give the widows 
and orphans something they can use. But do 
not Jet us give away our public lands. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, the committee 
who reported this bill have not considered the 
magnitude of it. Take the number of soldiers 
who will be entitled to one hundred and sixty 
acres of land under this billand multiply them 
together, and it will be seen this bill grants 
four hundred million acres of land. Think 
of it! Four hundred million acres of the 
public land granted by this one bill. 

The gentleman from Michigan says these 
soldiers are to locate these lands in one year. 
That is impracticable. We have not one 
tenth enough of land surveyed now to fulfill 
the requirements of this bill. It would take 
the present surveying force of the United 
States forty years to survey our western 
domain in order that these certificates may 
be located. It will take forty years to survey 
lands of the West in order to carry out the 
provisions of this bill. 

It is entirely impracticable. If we intend 
to benefit the soldier, let us give him money, 
and not land. All citizens of the United States 
have the right to go on the public lands and 
make homes of them. I do not think. we 
should trifle with our lands in this way. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Towyn- 
SEND. ]} 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, it is a mistake to suppose this bill is 
in accordance with the wishes of all the soldiers 
ofthe Union. It isin direct opposition to the 
wishes of the soldiers of Pennsylvania. They 
have had their regular meeting, their grand en- 
campment, and they have passed resolutions 
directly hostile to this plan of giving lands to 
the soldiers, and in order that their views may 
be fairly expressed to the House, I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read resolutions of that 
grand encampment of Pennsylvania, signed 
by some of the most eminent men who served 
in the war from the State of Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT or PENNSYLVANIA, 

RAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
EASTON, PENNSYLVANIA, February 1, 1872. 

Drar Sir: We have the honor to present to your 
notice the resolutions adopted by the encampment 
of Pennsylvania at its annual session, January 25, 
1872, in reference to congressional legislation in the 
interests of the honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors who served during the late rebellion, and for 
the widows and orphans of the fallen. 

Resolwed, 1. Phat the department of Pennsylva- 
nia, Grand Army of the Republic, earnestly pro- 
tests against the passage of any law granting one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and sailors, or their legal represent- 
atives, without actual residence theron, as being 
adverse to a sound public policy in the distribution 
of the public lands, locking out for years from the 
actual settlers nearly three hundred and fifty mil- 
lion acres, and in no way conferring any appre- 
ciable benefit on thoseit is proposed to serve. 

That we cordially approve of an amendment to 
the homestead laws, granting title to one hundred 
and sixty acres of the public Jandsto all who served 
in the Army and Navy during the rebellion, or the 
legal representatives of those deceased, after two 
years’ residence thereon. 

3. That we earnestly urge upon Congress the duty 
of passing the bill for an increuse of pensions twenty 
per cent. 

4. That we heartily approve of tho bill offered by 
General Stoucutoy, of Michigan, December 11, for 
the equalization of bounties, as being correct in 
principle, and remedying mach of the injustice 
done thousands of our deserving comrades in the 
hasty passage of previous similar bills. | 

5. That a committee of. five be appointed by the 
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coni idep to present to Congress the above reso- 
ulions, y 
6. That the Senators and Representatives from 
this State are respectfully requested to assist the 
above committee, and secure the passage of the 
measures thas approved, 
HOWARD J. REEDER, 
JNO. F. HARTRANET, 
LOUIS WAGNER, 
GEO, N. CORSON, 
ROBT. B. BEATH, 
(Committee. 
FRANK REEDER, 
Department Commander. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, that paper is signed by the most 
eminent soldiers of the State which gave more 
soldiers to the war than any other State in the 
Union, with perhaps one exception. One of 
them is the Republican candidate to-day for 
the Governorship of Pennsylvania ; another 
is the surveyor general of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, elected last year by the soldiers by a 
large majority. They solemnly and earnestly 
protest against this Congress giving to the 
soldiers one hundred and sixty acres of land 
with any condition annexed to it save that of 
actual settlement. They know that it will be 
of no benefit to them. ‘They know that it 
will take four hundred million acres of the 
public land, and that under the provisions of 
this bill, if there be but one agent to each one 
hundred and sixty acres, or if there be four 
to each six hundred and forty acres, it will 
require over two million agents in-order to 
take up that land. 

Now, those two million men, by the pro- 
visions of the bill as reported here to-night, 
will have to go and settle upon these lands. 
Two million actual settlers, Mr. Speaker, 
could not be found in twenty years. ‘There 
will be an endeavor to get rid of the certifi: 
cates as fast as possible. There will be but a 
small market, and there will bea large sup- 
ply and the result of it will be that these 
certificates will be sold at ten cents per acre. 
¥or these reasons, and in obedience to the 
resolutions of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, I shall vote agninst this bill. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I yield now to the 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Conurn. ] 

Mr. COBURN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Townsenp] desires half a minute, 
and I yield to him for that time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I do not 
think that the immense and stupendous results 
of this bill are fairly understood by the House. 
The fact of such au enormous grant of laud 
as this, amounting to five hundred million 
acres, is of such magnitude that I do uot think 
the House is justified in acting upon such a 
proposition, therefore move to strike out 
the enacting clause, 

Mr. COBURN. I did not yield to the gen- 
tleman for the purpose of making that motion, 
but simply to allow him to make a speech. 

l desire to say a word or two in relation to 
the Grand Army petition which has been read 
to the House. It seems to be signed by some 
officers holding high rank and receiving good 
pay; but we are looking here in this bill to 
the benefit of soldiers who did not get quite so 
much money. 

But let me call the attention of the House 
now to these resolutions, They are not at all 
in conflict with this bill. They set forth : 

“ That the department of Pennsylvania earnestly 
protests against the passage of any law granting 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to honorably 
discharged soldiers or sailors, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, without actual residence thereon. as 
being adverse to a sound public policy in the dis- 
tribution of the publie lands.” 

Why, this bill contemplates actual residence. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Not 
of soldiers. 

Mr. COBURN. Suppose somebody else 
oes and settles on it, what is the difference ? 

ow much better is it if a soldier settles on it 
than anybody else? Why do these gentlemen 
want to compel the soldiers, all of them, to 
emigrate to the West? Ifa soldier can sell 


to a citizen why should he not do it? Tama 
soldier and want to sell my right, why cannot 
I do so to a neighbor, and let him go and 
move to the West and settle upon the land? 
And he is to do that ina year. The whole 
thing is as plain as daylight. The title is 
forfeited if the settlement is not made within 
the year. 

Gentlemen talk about this immense domain 
that is given away, about three or four hun- 
dred million acres being given away in a year. 
Why, sir, that cannot be. And they contra- 
dict themselves even while they are making 
the announcement. They say that it cannot 
be done ina year. One gentleman says that 
it will take forty years to doit. Suppose it 
does; whatwill be the population of this coun- 
try at the end of that period of time, and what 
will be the amount of land we will necessarily 
occupy; and what will be the value of this 
unoccupied land, which will be gradually fall- 
ing into the hands of the soldiers? Why, 
in forty years from the present time there 
will be from eighty to one hundred million 
people in this country; and the vast tide of 
emigration that will have passed the Missis- 
sippi on to the Rocky mountains and filled up, 
the intervening valleys and plains, will be 
incaleulable in its power and wealth and influ- 
ence. 

I say now. that in view of that fact great 
value will be added to these lands, and itis uo 
unsubstantial thing that this bill will give to the 
soldiers. Gradually these certificates will fall 
into the hands of soldiers, as the officers of the 
Government can isse them, as population 
increases, and as the tide of wealth and power 
goes toward the West. *These things cannot 
be donc in a day. Gentlemen talk as if the 
whole continent would be swallowed up in a 
littlo time by the passage of this measure. 
And they talk about this beinga grab game. 
Sir, what is a grab game? I will tellthe gen- 
tlemen. It is giving to a railroad corporation 
a strip of territory a hundred miles in width 
and extending across this continent. That is 
agrab game. And when that was done we 
did not find half as many men protesting 
against it as we find upon this floor to-night 
fighting this bill to give a little gratuity to our 
soldiers. Sir, what these Pennsylvanians of 
the Grand Army of the Republic voted against 
was the issuing of land warrants and not the 
issuing of assignable rights like these. Iam 
opposed to issuing land warrants to soldiers, 
to be floating around the country aud of little 
or no value to the actual settlers. But the 
rights under this bill will be of value to the 
actual settlers. The pensioner with one arm, 
or one leg, perhaps unable to walk, and com- 
pelled to rely upon the assistance of friends 
to wheel him around, a mere scrap of human- 
ity, can send somebody out there who will 
settle in good faith upon the land. 

Sir, this is a measure that will promote set- 
tlement, that wiil give an impulse to the pros- 
perity of the country, that will accelerate the 
tide of ewigration toward the West.. I see 
nothing in this bill that endangers the fair and 
bona fide settlement of our western States 
and Territories. Gentlemen are alarmed at a 
bugbear of their own creation. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I now call the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was taken upon seconding the 
previous question ; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 47, noes 86; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COBURN. I hope not. 

Mr. BIGGS. There is evidently no quorum 
present, and we may as well adjourn, as it is 
now late. 

Mr. DONNAN. I suggest that the pre- 
vious question be considered as ordered, and 
then we can adjourn. : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I object 
to that. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD.) The question is upon the motion to 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 64, noes 39. oe 

Before the result of the vote was announced 

Mr. STOUGHTON called for tellers. , 

The question was taken upon ordering tell: 
ers; and there were seventeen in the afirma- 
tive. ; 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of a 
quoram) tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. SLATER was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at ten o'clock p. m.) the © 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. CONNER: The petition of citizeng 
of Wise county, Texas, in relation to mail 
service. i 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The memorial 
of Richard Joqua, a soldier of the war of 
1812, praying a pension. : 

Also, the petition of John H. Norman and 
Samuel Face, of Sandusky, Ohio, asking pay- 
ment for labor done and materials furnished 
the Government during the occupancy of 
Johnson Island as a camp for prisoners of 


war. 

By Mr. McHENRY: The petition of Cath- 
arine Maredoch, late postmistress at Hawes- 
ville, Kentucky, praying additional compen- 
sation. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Otfice and Post Roads; 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill to establish cer- 
tain post routes in the States of Texas. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, May 8, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m, 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Coiumbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE, 


_ The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed of the annual 
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1871 
two hundred and fifty-five thousand extra copies; . 
one hundred and eighty thousand of which shall be 
for the use of the House, fifty thousand for the use 
of the Senate, and twenty-five thousand for distri- 
bution by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ato concurring,) That there be printed five thous and : 
extra copies of the report of the board of Indian 
commissioners for 1871, of which thirty-five bun- 
dred copies shall be for the use of the House, an 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the following concurrent resolu“ 
tion from the House of Representatives ; which - 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate coneurring,) That there be printed twenty thous ; 
sand copies of the second volume of the report 0: 
the Seerctary of the Interior containing the report 
of the Commissioner of Education ; five thousand 
copies of which shall.be for the use of, the Senate. 
ten thousand for the use of the House of Represen 
atives, and five thousand for the use of the Bureau 
of Education, ie 
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TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


= The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
cresentatives to the bill (S. No. 881) to pro- 
wide for the abatement or repayment cf taxes 
on distilled spirits in bond destroyed by 
‘casualty ; and on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the 
“amendments were referred to the Committee 
‘on Finance. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives, were read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

* The bill (H. R. No. 2098) to grant an Ameri- 
can register to the Hawaiian bark Florence—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
onstruction of a public building at Fall River, 
in the State of Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
> The bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit- 
ing the appropriation of certain moneys for 
the preparation, issue, and reissue of the 
‘securities of the United States, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (A. R. No. 2691) to amend an act 
‘entitled *‘ An act to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 14, 1870— 
to the Committee on Finance. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. KELLOGG. At this stage of the ses- 
sion I notice that there is very little morning 
< business. There isa bill that is upon its pas- 
~ sage that I think there can be no objection to, 
Senate bill No. 58, It is desired by respect- 
able parties all over my State. It is a matter 
of public concern universally, and there is no 
party question about it at all. I should like 
very much to have that bill passed. It is very 
short. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
©- Louisiana asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
» (8. No. 58) to prescribe the time for holding 
» the election of electors for President and Vice 
President in the State of Louisiana, and for 
other purposes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a little bill to 
change-the spelling of the name of a vessel. 
I hope the Senate will consent to pass it. It 
is reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
It is Senate bill No. 1062, to change the name 
of the schooner La Pette to La Petite. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isthe morning business 
through? g 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithink we had better 
go through with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Illinois objects, this bill cannot be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it is time we 
had some way of doing business here that 
would enable business to be called up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis to enable a vessel 

to be put in service. 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not suppose there 
ig any objection to it in the world. J certainly 
have no objection to the measure, but I insist 
on the regular order of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 

Ilinois demands the regular order of business, 
which is the presentation of petitions and 
memorials, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy in favor of the 
passage of a bill to provide industrial homes 
and training schools for the orphans of the 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Army 
or Navy of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; which were referred to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PRATT presented a petition of citizens 
of Lafayette, Indiana, praying the adoption 


of certain measures by the Congress of the 
United States to provide ways and means for 
collecting and disbursing the charities of the 
benevolent who may wish to remember the 
suffering Persians in their adversity; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Daniel 
Daffy, a pilot of the Mississippi fleet during the 
late war, praying additional pay for his ser- 
vices; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petitions of P. H. 
Trout, of Staunton, Virginia, and of James 
W. T. Allen, of Hardy county, West Virginia, 
praying the removal of their political disabili- 
ties; which were referred to the select. Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Pélitical Disabilities. 

Mr. CONKLING presented two petitions 
very numerously signed by soldiers and sailors 
of the State of New York, praying that they 
may be permitted to sell, assign, and transfer 
their right, title, and interest in and to the 
lands granted them under the homestead act; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Military A ffairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a memorial 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, which, if I were presenting at an- 
other moment,I would state more at length 
than I shall do now. It relates to the coinage 
of the country, giving facts and making avery 
strong argument in regard to some masters to 
which I beg to. call the attention of- the Com- 
miitee on Finance. I move its reference to 
that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 
James H. Holmes, attorney for Samuel B. 
Watrons and others, praying for authority to 
test their rights to certain lands in Mexico 
before the proper courts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance to report back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2629) amendatory of an act set- 
ting aside certain proceeds of internal revenue 
for the erection of penitentiaries in the Terri- 
tories of Nebraska, Washington, Colorado, 
Idaho, Montana, Arizona, and Dakota, ap- 
proved January 22; 1867, and to ask that the 
committee be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. If the penitentiaries provided for 
in this bill need an appropriation, the bill 


ought to go to the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions; but I simply ask that the Committee 
on Finance be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. 

The Committee on Finance were discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK subsequently said: I 
desire to ask that House bill No. 2629, from 
which the Committee on Finance has been 
discharged this morning, be referred to the 
Committee on Territories. It relates to a 
matter in Washington Territory, and properly 
belongs to that commiitee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection at 
all, provided they do not make a special fund 
out of which the money is to be appropriated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill wiil be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 689) for the relief of Jane 
A. Green, to report it back without amend- 
ment, and to ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. It is merely to authorize the issuing 
of a bond to this lady in lieu of one destroyed 
by fire. It will not take a moment to pass it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope it is not neces- 


sary for a Senator to rise to object to every 
one of these unanimous requests. After I 
have just objected to the Senator from Ohio 
asking the same thing, and after the request 
of the Senator from Louisiana was objected 
to by a Senator across the way, how can the 
Senator from West Virginia expect, when Sen- 
ator after Senator has asked the same thing 
and it has been objected to, that he can now 
be permitted to pass his bill in this way? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects. If the Senator states 
that he makes the objection for the whole 
morning hour and remains in his seat, the 
Chair will entertain it without requiring him 
to rise on each occasion ; but when a Senator 
asks unanimous consent it is the duty of the 
Chair to propound that request to the Senate 
unless some other Senator states that he ob- 
jects to all such requests for the whole morn- © 
ing hour, and remains in his seat during the 


our. 

Mr. BOREMAN. This is not a matter per- 
sonal to myself, The bill is rather more a 
matter of form than anything else, and I believe 
such a bill has not been retused in any similar 
ease. ‘The lady is a constituent of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, and if he chooses to object, 
let him do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill, and objec- 
tion is made, 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2567) to authorize the issue of a supply 
of arms to the authorities of the Territory of 
Montana, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Harmon E. Went- 
worth, late second lieutenant fourth New York 
artillery, reported a bill for his relief. 

Mr. FENTON. If unanimous consent is 
not granted for the consideration of that bill, 
as I presume from what has been said it will 
not be, I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
to withdraw the report until after the morning 
business is completed. 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw the report. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2247) giving the approval 
and sanction of Congress to the termini and 
route of the Anacostia and Potomac river 
railroad, and to regulate its construction and 
operation, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 818) to allow the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains and transport passen- 
gers and freight within the corporate limits 
of Washington city, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom were referred the bill (S. 
No. 927) for the relief of the children of 
Otway H. Berryman, deceased, and the bill 
(3. No. 899) for the relief of the children of 
O. H. Berryman, and others, reported them 
without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CLAYTON (by request, as he stated) 


asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1083) to amend 
the various acts relating to agents and attor- 
neys prosecuting claims or demands before 
Congress and the- Executive Departments of 
the Government, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYERasked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1084) authorizing Samuel Watrous and others 
to have their rights to certain land in New 
Mexico adjudicated in the proper courts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to intreduce a bill (S. No. 
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1085) for the relief of P. O’Donnell; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. t 

Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1086) to change the location of the Rail- 
road National Bank. of Lowell, Massachu- 
setts, to the city of. Boston, Massachusetts ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 1087) for the relief of Thomas 
E. Tutt & Co.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EQUAL RIGHTS IN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. VICKERS. I offered an amendment 

yesterday to the bill of the Senator from Mas- 
. gachusetts, which I desire to have printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland desires to have an amendment 
which he offered yesterday to the pending Dis- 
trict school bill ordered to be printed. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
Senate resolutions are now in order. 


CONSIDERATION OF BILLS. 


Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, it must be 
very unpleasant to any member of the Senate 
to object to the consideration of private bills, 
when it is asked almost as a apecial favor to 
have them considered. In order to obviate 
all difficulty I submit the following order, and 
ask for its present consideration : 

Ordered, That during the present session no bill 
shall be considered till afterthe usual morning busi- 
noss shall have been disposed of, and that no motion 
to tako up bills shall be entertained by tho Chair 
until aftor the morning business shall bo onded. 

Mr. BORMAN. I object to that. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
lies over, objection being made to its present 
consideration. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. SPENCER. I ask leave to offer an 
amendment to the bill (H. R, No, 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 
The amendment is in line one hundred and 
eight, page 9, in the clause making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of Mobile bay and 
harbor of Alabama, to strike out ‘ $50,000” 
and insert *‘ $100,000.” 

The proposed amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


SURVEY OF ISTHMUS OF DARIEN, 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Seeretury of the Navy be ro- 

uested to furnish the Senate with Commander 


Seltridge’s report and maps of tho survey of tho 
Isthmus of Darien for an intoroceanio ship-canal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate resolu- 
tions are still in order, 
Mr. BLAIR. I desire, if the morning busi- 
ness is concluded, to ask to take up a bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not con- 
cluded until the Chair announces its conclu- 


sion. [After a pause.] The morning business 1 


is now concluded. 
ane KELLOGG and others addressed the 

iair, 

Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Lask that Senate bill No. 
58 be now taken up. It is upon its passage. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lask the Senator from 
Louisiana to allow me to make a motion that 
will not take a moment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the Senator will allow 
me first to have this bill taken up, I will do 


ana, to take up whatis known as the Louisiana 
election bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POTOMAC. RAILROAD DEPOT. 


Mr. CAMERON. I now move that House 
bill No. 2187, to confirm the action of the 
board of alderman and common council of 
the city of Washington, designating: a depot 
site for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes, be taken 
up. I will state that I submit the motion 
merely for the purpose of agreeing upon a 
day when the Senate shall discuss it, and I 
do it after consultation with the Senator by 
my side, [Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont,] who is 
opposed to the bill. . 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The, Louisiana 
election bill being before the Senate, the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous con- 
sent that the bill in regard to the depot for the 
Baltimore and Potomac railroad be taken up, 
not for discussion now, but to fix some time 
when it shall be discussed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it 
but fair that some day should be fixed when 
that bill may be disposed of, and if the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania is disposed to fix it for 
a day when it will not interfere with business 
that is now pending, or immediately expected 
tobe pending, say next Tuesday, I shall make 
no objection. < 

Mr. VICKERS. Tuesday will not suit me; 
Wednesday will suit me. I shall not be in 
the city on Tuesday. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have been very good- 
natured about this matter, and all I desire is 
that the Senate shall take it up at some time, 
and enable us to dispose of it, and I will 
agree now to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland, and say Wednesday next. 

Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me that would 
be entirely fair. If the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will consent to a day next week, I 
think we ought all to unite in bringing the bill 
forward at that time, for I agree with him it 
ought to be disposed of, and I will unite in 
that most cordially; but I do think that the 
bill ought to go over until next week. ‘There 
are reasons why it should go over until then. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will say Wednesday 
next, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the biil alluded to by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania in regard to the depot of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany will be assigned as a special ordor for 
Wednesday next at twelve o'clock, subject to 
the unfinished business, and the Chair at that 
time will recognize the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, with the consent of the Senate, to 
move to lay on the table whatever unfinished 
business may then be pending so that a major- 
ity of the Senate may, if they desire, go on 
with the bill or may refuse to go on with it. 
Is there objection to the proposition? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia? No; it 
appears to be fair, and I agree to it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. . 

ISLAND OF YERBA BUENA, 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from 
Louisiana to give way for a moment. I 
should like to have House bill No. 1558, re- 
lating to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, read a second time and referred. Its 
second reading was objected to the other day. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 will yield for that 


purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the bill in regard to Goat Island being 
read the second time and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad? 

Mr. COLE. It will lead to some discussion. 

Mr. BAYARD. lam aware that the Sen- 
ator from California on my left [Mr. Cas- 
SERLY] desires to be in the Senate when that 


80. 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 4 
is on the motion of the Senator from Louisi» jj 


motion is made. 


Mr. STEWART. Then I will make the 


motion immediately after the conclusion of 
the pending bill. 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No, 
58) to prescribe the time for holding the elec. 
tion for electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent in the State of Louisiana, and for other 
purposes. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. When the bit 
was last under consideration, the Senate agreed 
to an amendment reported by the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, striking out the 
greater portion of the bill, and the Secretary 
will report the bill as it now stands, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

i ate ouisiana i 
puntini S o ys Toulsigan the election Ei 
the appointment of electors of President and Vice 
President for said State shall be on the first Monday 
of November, in the year 1872; but thereafter such 
elections and appointment shall be on the day desig- 
nated by law for the other States, 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam not ready to say that 
I am against this bill; indeed, I want to be for 
it; but I confess a remark made by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] when it 
was last up has at least drawn my attention to 
the importance of the question. As I under- 
stand it, it proposes to make the presidential 
election in Louisiana on a day different from 
thatin other States. There may bea sufficient 
reason for that, but it ought to be a strong 
reason. I had supposed that when the elec- 
tion was made uniform throughout the coun 
try we had reached an important: point in the 
administration of our Government. It seems 
to me that the rule should not be departed 
from except for cause. Now, I wish to know, 
first, whether there is sufficient cause for such 
a departure; and, in the second place, [ 
should like to know whether, if there be such a 
cause, a remedy cannot be found in some 
other way? 

Mr. CARPENTER. The cause is that the 
day for the election of presidential electors 
is next to the day when there must be an elec: 


tion under the State law, so that there must < 


be two elections on two consecutive days, 
which of course will be expensive and incon- 
venient, and result in a great portion of the 
people not being present at both elections. 
There can be no other remedy than this because 
there is not time. I understand the day of 
election in Louisiana is fixed by the consti- 
tution of the State, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is not, of course, 
time to amend their constitution for the pur- 
pose of reaching that election. This bill is 
therefore to cure the inconvenience for this ` 
one election. It is very easy tosee that where 
you are to have the whole people of a State 
out at an election on Monday you will hardly 
get them all out at an election on thenext day, : 
Tuesday. It would be far better ifthere was a <; 
month intervening ; but ifthese electionsoceut - 
on consecutive days, it will be a great hardship 
and inconvenience. This bill only makes the ` 
change for one year, and after that they mast :- 
change their State constitution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, by the con- 
stitution of Louisiana, the State election is to 
be held on the first Monday of November. It 
seems to have been a mistake in engrossing `: 
the constitution. It was intended to make it >; 
on the first Tuesday of November, the day * 
that the presidential election was to be held.» 
by law, but it is put on Monday, and that can: ; 
not be changed. By the law a congressional ; 
election is to be held on the same day with thë 2 
State election. As stated by the Senator frou f 
Wisconsin, the presidential election coming 
ou the next day after the State and congres“ 
sional election, it will be a great hardship, 
requiring two days instead of one, taking two 
days from labor where it should take but one 
and many poorspeople who have to travel som 
distance will perhaps be unable to attend bo 
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élections. If they go to one they will omit 
“the other. 

“ I will state another reason that will com- 
mend itself to the judgment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. By the law of Congress 
we have now certain provisions to protect the 
voters at congressional elections, securing in- 
spectors to prevent frauds, and making certain 
provisions to favora fair election. Those pro- 
visions will operate on Monday, but they will 
not operate on the next day, the day of the 
presidental election; so that the force and 
violence which have prevailed in the South, 
and which it was intended by two laws that 


“owe have passed to prevent, can operate on 


» Tuesday, the day of the presidential election. 
~ Jf, however, the presidential election shall 
= come on Monday, the same day with the con- 
gressional election, then the protection thrown 
<- around congressional elections by the act of 
* Congress will also go to the benefit of the 
< presidential election. I see no objection to 
it. I think the bill ought to pass. 

oo oMr. TRUMBULL. I think the reason last 
given by the Senator from Indiana should be 
+ conclusive against the passage of the bill. He 
admits that the object of changing this day, or 
one great object, is so that Congress can con- 
¿ ‘trol the election for electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States indirectly. 
We know that directly Congress has no busi- 
ness to interfere in any shape or form with the 
election of electors of President and Vice 
President, none whatever. The only thing it 
can do is to fix a time when the election shall 
take place ; but the Senator from Indiana says 
we have got a law by which Congress under- 
takes to supervise other elections, and now we 
want to put the presidential election on the 
same day, so that we can supervise the election 
of electors of President and Vice President, 
which is a direct violation of the spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

What you cannot do directly in a matter of 
this kind, you cannot do indirectly; but now 
the Senator from Indiana avows that the ob- 
ject of changing this time is that he may bring 
to bear on the election of electors the action 
of Congress through its legislation. The Con- 
stitution of the United States has said in so 
many words that electors of President and 
Vice President shall be chosen in each State 
in such manner as the Legislature thereof shall 
provide; and Congress has no business to in- 
terfere in any shape or form with that elec- 
tion; and if the object of this bill be, as the 
Senator from Indiana now avows, to control 
the State of Louisiana in the election of its 
electors, then it is certainly a violation of the 
spirit of the Constitution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, did ladmit 
that it was the object to allow Congress to 
control the election? 1 admitted no such 
thing, but what I said was that if the elections 
were held on the same day and the votes 
should go into the same box, the presidential 
election would indirectly have the benefit of 
the security for fair elections that has been 
thrown around congressional elections. Now, 
what does the Senator want? Does he want 
the seenes of 1868 to be renewed in Louisiana ? 


Does he want the presidential election to be | 


held under such circumstances that it can be 
controlled by the Ku Klux, as it was in 1868, 
when perhaps one half of the Union voters 
were driven from the polls throughout the 
State of Louisiana; when in some towns there 
were scarcely no votes cast except upon one 
side? If the Senator wants those scenes to 
be renewed; if he wants this election to be 
held there without the protection of the law, 
so that what was done can be done again, then 
he ought to oppose this bill. Sir, the boot is 
on the other foot. It is not that Congress 
may control the election, but it is that there 
may be a fair election, that there may be in- 
Spectors appointed in the city of New Orleans, 
one man on each side, who shall be present 
and see the votes cast, and see them counted, 


and never to leave the ballot-boxes until they 
are counted. If the Senator is in favor of an 
honest election, then there is nothing in his 
objection; but if he prefers that the scenes of 
1868 shall again be renewed in the State of 
Louisiana, he ought to oppose this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator has not escaped, by his statement, from 
the position which his first declaration placed 
him in. He says the object is not for Congress 
to control the election, and then admits that 
the object is to place this election under the 
protection of a law of Congress that we have 
passed. What business has the Senator from 
Indiana or the Congress of the United States 
to place the election of electors of President 
and Vice President of the United States under 
the protection of an act of Congress? The 
Constitution reads: 


“ Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the 
Legislature thereof may direct, a number of electors 
equal to the whole number of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives to which the State may be entitled in the 
Congress.” 


That is what the Constitution says, and yet 
the Senator proposes to place the election 
of electors under the protection of an act 
of Congress! Where does he get the author- 
ity to place the election of electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President under the protection 
of an act of Congress? I understand, Mr. 
President, what this protection may mean— 
the protection that is to be afforded by the sus- 
pension of the writ of Aabeas corpus, and a 
military power stationed in the States to super- 
vise elections. 

The Senator asks me if I am not for an 
honest election. Certainly I am for an bonest 
election; and because I am for an honest elec- 
tion by a free people, I am opposed to con- 
gressional supervision where there is no right 
to supervise. I want an honest election; bu- 
I shail have very little hope of an honest elec- 
tion with a military force stationed at every 
precinct under an act of Congress to super- 
vise when the presidential election comes off. 
I want the people to be free to vote for whom 
they please, and not that sort of freedom which 
Louis Napoleon gave to the subjects of France 
when they voted for him as emperor. 

Now, sir, it having been avowed by the 
Senator from Indiana that the very object 
and purpose of this change, of holding an 
election for President on one day in one State 
and in another State on another day, is to place 
this election of electors with which Congress 
has no right to interfere under the protection 
of an act of Congress, he admits that he is in 
favor of doing that which the Constitution of 
the United States gives him no right to do. 
The only thing that the Constitution of the 
United States authorizes Congress to do is to 
fixthe time. I agree that we may fix the time, 
though I think it somewhat questionable (L 
will not express a decided opinion about that) 
whether when the Constitution says that Con- 
gress may determine ‘‘the time” of choosing 
electors, we can determine times, and fix one 
day in one State and another in another, I 
am not clear about that; I think it would be 
a question of very considerable doubt. But 
when the avowed object of fixing differeot 
times, if Congress has the authority to fix dif- 
ferent days, is to place the election under the 
supervision of Congress, then I say it is an 
attempt to control a free people by a power 
that has no right to intervene. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says he is in 
favor of an honest election ; but he is opposed 
to the use of the means by which it can be 
obtained. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say that. 

Mr. MORTON. That is quite as consistent 
as the man who was in favor of the Maine liquor 
law, but was opposed to its execution. The 
Senator has not forgotten what transpired in 
the city of New Orleans, in 1868, at the last 
presidential election. He has not forgotten 
the murders, reported at three thousand, that 
occurred in the State of Louisiana before that 


election took place, and only a few weeks be- 
fore. And now he is opposed to this change, 
because what? Because under a law of Con- 
gress the judge of the circnit court of the Uni: 
ted States could appoint one man on each side, 


‘a Democrat or a Liberal Republican, if you 


please on one side, and a Republican, on the 
other, to be present and see that there is a 
fair election. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is that all they can do? 

Mr. MORTON. That is all that would be 
allowed, and the Senator says—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator know 
that beyond that, under your election law, 
there may be appointed, as there were in the 
city of New York, escaped convicts from the 
penitentiary ad libitum ? 

Mr. MORTON. I have heard that said, but 
I never heard it proved, and I do not believe 
it. Itis one of those innumerable calumnies 
that have been told. 2 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the law 
authorize the appointment of deputies ad 
libitum ? : 

Mr. MORTON. The law authorizes the 
marshal of the United States to preserve order, 
and that is all it does do. 

But now, Mr. President, one word further. 
The Senator says we want this election held on 
the day before, so that the President may sus- 
pend the writ of habeas corpus. Does not the 
Senator know that the Ku Klux law is one that 
operates on every day as well as election days? 
The question of the power of the President to 
suspend the writ of habeas corpus where rebel- 
lion may exist is one that has nothing to do 
with the election, and does not refer to the 
election law atall. The Senator's ideas are 
somewhat confused upon this subject. Hehas 
got another law in his mind that has no refer- 
ence whatever to elections. 

I made the statement, first, that it was desir- 
able that the people should not be kept away 
from their business for elections for two days, 
instead of one day, thatthe State of Louisiana 
might be saved the expense of fifty thousand 
or one hundred thousand dollars for a second 
election; and second, that it might have the 
benefit of protection from those acts of murder 
and violence that dishonored our nation in the 
eyes of the whole world only four years ago. 

‘Lhe Senator ig in favor of fair elections, but 
opposed to the means by which they may be 
obtained. If he wants a renewal of the scenes 
that took place in 1868, he should oppose this 
bill. If he wants murders and violence to 
prevail throughout the whole South, he should 
have been opposed, as I believe he was, to the 
enactment of the Ku Klux law only a year 


ago. 

“Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the Sena- 
tor from Indiana has sought to refresh the 
memory of the Senate and of the Senator 
from Illinois by what occurred in New Orleans 
in 1868. Would it not be also well to remind 
them of what occurred in 1871, when the Fed- 
eral authorities, the military authorities of 
the United States, deliberately interfered 
with the councils of one party in the State of 
Louisiana by force of arms? Let me further 
remind the Senator from Indiana that when 
the proposition was made in the committee on 
investigation, as appears by their journal, to 
have those affairs in the city of New Orleans 
investigated, that there might be a committee 
or even a sub-committee appointed to go to 
Louisiana, they voted it down. When it was 
proposed to have these affairs in New Orleans 
investigated, and to know by what right the 
armies of the United States were paraded 
there for the purpose of terrorism, of intimid- 
ation of the free action of men within even 
the ranks of the Republican party itself, the 
records will show that the committee by a 
party vote refused to bave that investigation 
made. It will not do for the Senator here. to 
raise his ery of Ku Klux in regard to Louis- 
iana. His party and his party friends upon 
that committee, by a strict party vote, voted 
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down the proposition to let that State be 
investigated; and so of the State of Texas. 
We will meet the issue at the right time, and 
the country will see, if it bein the power of 
the minority of that committee, the precise 
truth without extenuation, without palliation, 
as to what the ery of Ku Klux does amount 
to, and what it js intended to cover. But 
when the Senator from Judiana talks of what 
has occurred in New Orleans, Í think he had 
. better embrace in the statement what has 
occurred directly within the ranks of his own 
arty, and what has been the action of the 
E kecitive of this country by interfering there, 
without one shadew of warrant or law, in 
interparty matters in the Republican ranks. 
Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 


a word? 
Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 
Mr. MORTON. There were probably some 


disturbances.in Louisiana last fall or the early 
part of the winter; but I believe the authors 
of them have now joined the ranks of the Sen- 
ator’s friends, and I suppose he will have but 
very little to say on that subject hereatter. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator to refer to my friends—my party friends 
or personal friends ? 

Mr. MORTON. I do not say the Senator’s 
personal friends, but his political friends, 

Mr. BAYARD. If he speaks of my polit- 
ical friends, my answer to the Senator is that 
he must be very ignorant of what my political 
fellows did, or else he is exceedingly reckless 
in his charges—one or the two, A revenue- 
cutter of the United States was used for the 
purpose of breaking up a quorum of the Louis- 
iana Legislature by the collector of the port, 
a gentleman who holds office now, and holds 
personal relations with your Mxecutive also. 

Whatever may have been the difficulties last 
fall and winter in New Orleans, a committee 
of the other House was appointed to investi- 
gate them, and they have not yet mado their 
report. ldo not know more than this, that 
they existed solely and entirely within the 
ranks of the party of which the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana is so great an ornament. 
It was among his friends, men who hold their 
power because of the influence of him, and of 
such as he is in the country, that the diflicul- 
ties there occurred; and the solution for all 
these difficultios was the very prompt and 
simple one of military force. ‘That is the doc- 
trine that is to supplant the checks and bal- 
ances of the American Constitution! That 
is to be the solution of all political questions 
and of all difficulties ; and that, forsooth, is to 
procure honest elections! 

No, Mr. President, the discussion this morn- 
ing in regard to this Louisiana bill has let the 
eat out of the bag completely. lt is not the 
innocent bill to save the cost and trouble of 
the community of Louisiana being compelled 


to meet atthe polls on two different days to | 


cast their votes first for their State officers and 
then again for Federal officers. That is not it. 
The object and intent simply is to rope in the 
State election of Louisiana and place it under 
the same military machinery that has been 
devised by the Senator and his party friends to 
coutrol elections throughout the United States. 
That is the object of it; not that the people 
of Louisiana are to be allowed to exercise 
their own will in their own way in regard to 
their elections, but that it is to be secured by 
military force, and the scene, I suppose, re- 
enacted there, with whatever additions may be 
found necessary, that was enacted in the fall 
of 1870 in New York, when the spectacle was 
presented to the world and to the American 
people of armed ships moored at the foot of 
the streets of that city in time of profound 
peace, decks cleared for action, guns loaded 
ready for what? To sweep the streets of that 
city of political. opponents, of those who de- 
sired to have the will of the people expressed 
by legal methods instead of under the authority 
ofthe military! Nay, further, military expe- 


ditions marched to the center of that city, 
under regular military orders issued, with so 
many days rations cooked and uncooked, and 
so many rounds of ammunition; as regular a 
military expedition as ever was ordered during 
the late war carried out against the city of 
New York in 1870, in a time of profound 
peace. 

I am_reminded by my friend from California 
[Mr. CasserLy] that he proposed here and 
proposed in vain a resolution of inquiry to 
know precisely by whose authority and under 
what details this order was carried out, and 
the Senate choked the resolution and never 
permitted the facts to appear before the people 
of the country. Now, we all know that this 
game is proposed to be repeated and intensi- 
fied, and intensified at a time when the Exec- 
utive of the nation is to be the direct recip- 
ient of the benefit of his own violent action. 

I am not sorry that this question is brought 
up to-day, and | hope it will be kept up until 
the people of this country are aroused to the 
true condition of the facts. Your law was bad 
enough at any time; it was unconstitutional at 
any time; it was shocking to the sense of a 
civilized people who propose to live under a 
Government of laws at any time. When now 
it is proposed to be revived, and these meth- 
ods reproduced, when the candidate himself 
is to begin these measures of violence that 
may tend to secure his success, surely the peo- 
ple of this country had better arouse and had 
better see to their liberties, for undoubtedly 
they are in great danger. 

Mr. MORTON, Mr. President, one word. 
The Senator says the object is to ‘ rope in,” 
to use his own elegant phrase, the State elec- 
tion and bring it underthe military supervision 
of the Government. I suggest to the Senator 
that his ideas are somewhat confused. He 
ought to know that now, as the law stands in 
Louisiana, the State election and the con- 
motional clection are to be held on the same 
day, and the State election does have the ben- 
clit of any protection that Congress may have 
thrown around the congressional election. 

Now, what the President of the United 
States did do there was to preserve order and 
to prevent bloodshed, and he has the thanks 
of every honest man in Louisiana for having 
done it. 

In 1866 the power of the Government was 
so managed that a riot was allowed, and three 
hundred colored Republicans were shot down 
in the streets of New Orleans. Does the Sen- 
ator want those scenes to be renewed? I sup- 
pose so, because he complains so bitterly of 
the means used by the President to prevent 
the repetition of that bloody massacre, 

But the Senator, when I suggested to him 
that the author of these recent disturbances 
had joined the ranksof his Liberal friends, 
says that I am ignorant of his position. If 
we are to infer anything from his remarks, it 
is that those who have gone into this Liberal 
movement are not his political friends. We 
shall understand by and by, in the course of a 
month or two, whether that is the Senator’s 
position or not. We know what hopes have 
been held ont to those who went to Cincinnati, 
that the Democracy would father their little 
enterprise, would adopt their candidates. We 
are to infer this morning that the Senator dis- 
claims that. Whether he will do so a few 
weeks hence we shall know better then than 
now. 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir; the Senator 
from Indiana may be a great deal wiser three 
weeks hence than he is now, and I trust by 
that time he will be able to do two things: in 
the first place, to know the position of the 
great Democratic party, for whom I make no 
pretense to speak, but of my place in whose 
ranks Lam exceedingly proud. He may learn 
then, and only then, when their accredited 
representatives have spoken, what that great 
organization intends to do for the benefit of 
this country. Perhaps by that time he will 


learn better to appreciate the motives ofa- 
political opponent whose only object in legis. 
lation is, not that laws shall be made to benefit 
by indirection and by wrong the party with 
whom he acts, but that laws shall be made 
which shall conserve the liberties of the entire 
people, whether they are his political. oppo- 
nents or not. It seems to be almost impos- 
sible nowadays to hear the Senator from 
Indiana discuss any question here upon the 
basis of constitutional principle. With him 
there is but one idea, as it seems to me, and 
that is party and party success ; and he cannot 
appreciate the fact that a man may go fora 
law because it is right, whether itshall bappen 
at the time being to run with the success of 
the party to which he is attached or not. — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend 
from Delaware a question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He speaks of unconsti- 
tutional laws. If he is willing, I wish he would 
inform the Senate whether in his opinion the 
bill now under consideration is unconstitu- 
tional? 

Mr. BAYARD. Not as it now stands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the way we are 
going to vote for it. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not as it now stands. 
I was speaking more of the course pursued 
by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is proposed by this bill to 
change the law of the United States fixing the 
time for the election of members of Congress 
so as to make it conform to the time fixed by 
the State Legislature of Louisiana for the elec- 
tion of State officers and the electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President. The Legislature 
of Louisiana fixed that time with a full knowl- 
edge that Congress had fixed a different time. 
They must have had some reason for fixing 
the time differently. If they had desired to 
have their election on the same day and 
escaped the inconvenience which is now com- 
plained of, they would have conformed to the 
time previously fixed by the action of Con- 
gress; but they saw proper to fix a different 
time, and now they ask Congress to change 
the time for the election of members of Con- 
gress, and thus make a different day in Louis- 
iana from that which has been fixed for the 
elections throughout the country. 

This argument is much stronger in the case 
of other States where different times for State 
elections are fixed than that which is fixed for 
the election of members of Congress and of 
electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States. I believe Indiana, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and other States have different 
days of election, and yet their Senators and 
Representatives do not ask Congress to change 
the time to conform to that of the States. 
They do not complain of the additional ex- 
pense and inconvenience. ‘hey do not ask 
Congress to vary it, because they know tbis 
time was made the same and uniform through- 
out the country for the purpose of preventing 
voters from going over from one State to 
another, as it was alleged was the habit in 
former times. 

That isa danger quite as great as the one 
to which the Senator from Indiana alluded. 
I will not say that this bill is offered here for 
that purpose, but in my judgment it certainly 
opens the door for that kind of fraud. It was 
to prevent that fraud that the uniform time for 
the election was fixed by the Congress of the 
United States. I hope it will not be changed 
to suit the convenience of a State which had 
it in its power to make its election on the same 
day as that which had already been ordained 
by Congress for the congressional election. 

The Senator from Indiana alludes to the 
riots that took place in 1866. Does he not ”— 
know that the military commander in New: 
Orleans, New Orleans and Louisiana being 
then under military government, before any 
regular civil government had been organized; 
telegraphed to Secretary Stanton and aske 
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Se a rer 


him if he should use the troops to prevent a 


“yiot? And does he not know that the Secre- 
< tary of War suppressed that telegram, that he 
< did not communicate it to the President, that 
“he made no response to the military com- 
< mander in New Orleans, and the riot grew out 
“ of his criminal negligence? The Secretary of 
< War, the constitutional adviser of the Presi- 

dent, took the responsibility of suppressing 
“the telegram which notified him that a riot 
‘was imminent, and it was believed by many 
© that he did it on purpose that the riot might 


occur, and that it might make a justification 
for the harsh measures contemplated by the 
party thenin power. It certainly was an oc- 
eurrence which stimulated the passage of those 
harsh measures. There never has been any 
explanation given to the country of the crim- 
inal neglect of the then Secretary of War to 
communicate with the -President and give 
proper instructions to the commander in New 
Orleans when Louisiana was under military 
control and had no civil organization to pre- 
serve the peace. When the Senator is throw- 
ing his accusations widespread against the 
Democratic party, he should remember that 
thet riot, which he has dragged into this de- 
bate, was traced directly to the then head of 
the War Department, who failed to communi- 
eate these facts, so momentous, to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and in so failing, 
failed of his highest duty. That was the cause 
of that riot. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri will please suspend. The morn- 
ing hour has expired, and the Post Office 
appropriation bill is before the Senate, the 
pending question being on the amendment of 
the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. Nyz,] upon 
which last night no quorum voted. 
< Mr. NYE. I hope we shall take a vote on 
this question. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iask the indulgence of 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Wixnom, ] 
who I believe has this bill in charge, to let it 
be passed over informally for the time being 
to allow the Senator from Missouri to finigh 
his remarks, and then I shall ask a moment in 
reply, and I will then ask a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks unanimous consent that 
the appropriation bill be passed over inform- 
ally so that the Senator from Missouri may 
conclude his remarks. 

' Mr. BLAIR. I will continue my remarks 
at some other time when the bill comes up 
regularly. 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir; I object. 

; Mr. KELLOGG. I ask that the appropria- 
tion bill be passed over informally. I cannot 
permit this matter to be disposed of in this 
way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NE] is entitled to the 
floor on the pending amendment to the appro- 
priation bill. Does he yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana? - 

Mr. NYE. I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT The Senator from 
Louisiana now moves that the Post Office ap- 
propriation bill be laid upon the table for the 
purpose of resuming the consideration of the 
bill which has occupied the most of the morn- 
ing honr. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the bill will not be 
laid on the table. We were within a few min- 
utes of reaching a vote upon it last night. 

. Mr. KELLOGG. I only wish itto be passed 
over informally. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri objects to its being passed over in- 
formally, and the Senator from Louisiana can 
only attain his object by moving to lay the 
appropriation bill on the table. 

. Mr, KELLOGG. Very well; I move that 
it be laid on the table. 


_ Mr. WINDOM. If it was to be passed over 
informally I would not object; but this’ polit- 
ical debate will doubtless take all the after- 
noon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable unless Senators ask and obtain 
unanimous consent to speak upon it. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Louisiana, to lay the appropriation bill on the 
table, for the purpose of following that with a 
motion to continue the consideration of the 
Louisiana bill, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iam importuned on all 
sides to withdraw this motion, and I will do 
so. I wish it understood, however, that I do 
so out of deference to the request of two or 
three Senators, and now I ask unanimous 
consent—— 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered, but the Senator from 
Louisiana asks consent to withdraw his mo- 
tion. Is there objection to his withdrawing 
the motion? [‘* Nol’? “Nol!’’] The mo- 
tion is withdrawn, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the indulgence of 
the Senator from Minnesota and of the Sen- 
ate for a single moment, and I hope they will 
accord it to me unanimously. I will occupy but 
afew moments. I desire to put myself in a 
correct position. It is due to me and due to 
my constituents. JI am unwilling to occupy a 
false position regarding this matter. 

I introduced this bill more than a year ago; 
that is to say, I introduced it as I recollect 
during the second session of the last Congress; 
and I did so at the request of many of the 
people of my State without regard to color 
and without regard to political predilection. 
The object of the bill I have already explained. 
No one can mistake it. The constitution of 
the State of Louisiana unfortunately provides 
that the State election shall be held on the first 
Monday of November, and the law of Con- 
gress provides that the presidential electors 
shall be chosen on the first Tuesday of Novem- 
ber, the day following. The object of this 
bill is simply to provide for the choosing of 
presidential electors at the coming fall elec- 
tion on Monday, the day of the State election, 
and after that time the Jaw of Congress is to 
operate as it does at the present moment; in 
other words, to give the State the opportunity 
after the next Legislature is chosen to amend 


Let us have 


the constitution of the State so as to provide | 


that the election for State officers may fall 
upon the same day as the choosing of electors. 

That, sir, was my sole object, and I stand 
here to-day to protest in the name of the peo- 
ple of my State against this rawhead and 
bloody-bones discussion being dragged in here 
on every conccivable occasion. It has noth- 
ing to do with this question. As the Senator 
from Indiana has well said, the law of Con- 
gress to which such reference has been made 
applies to the election on Monday, the choos- 
ing of Representatives in Congress. Sir, the 
principal object of this bill is that the choosing 
of electors may fall upon the same day in 
order to obviate the expense and inconven- 
ience ofan election running through two days 
in the very heart of the sugar season. Any- 
body who knows anything about the great 
interests of Louisiana, the sugar-bowl of the 
nation, knows that thirty or forty days, com- 
mencing about the 20th of October, are con- 
sumed in turning out and grinding and pre- 
paring for market the whole sugar crop of that 
country, and the same may be said of the cot- 
ton crop. The people on the Teche and of 
the Red river country and all through the 
State have petitioned for this measure. The 
simple statement of these facts are sufli- 
cient to suggest to any Senator, I can but be- 


lieve, the necessity and the justice of this 
measure. : 

Sir, I have letters from prominent members 
of the Democratic party favoring it.. 1 might 
specify them with propriety, and if I were to 
mention their names [think their recommend- 
ation in this regard would commend this bill 
to the judgment and good will of our friends 
on the other side. Those I represent in part 
have asked me.to press this bill. 

At the last session this bill was reported 
favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
of which, ag every one knows, my honorable 
friend from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] is chair- 
man; but there was no pressing necessity at 
that time, and it went over at that session. 
Now, sir, it comes from another committee of 
eminent lawyers of the Senate, I believe re- 
ported with unanimity; Ido not believe, and 
i think I can venture to say, that no Senator 
upon that committee objected to it. 

The Ku Kiux law has nothing to do with it. 
I admit that one of the acts referred to in this 
discussion, the enforcement law, approved 
February 28, 1871, applies on the day of elec- 
tion to a certain extent in cities of more than 
twenty thousand inhabitants, and consequently, 
in Louisiana, in New Orleans alone; and, sir, 
I believe it would go far to promote order, to 
secure peace, and insure a fair election, the 
great desire of every honorable citizen. 

I cannot understand why there should be 
this opposition constantly on a local question 
of this nature, when I come here, as I repeat 
once more, representing the people of my 
State irrespective of party, and throw myself 
upon the indulgence of the Senate and ask for 
the passage of a bill of universal concernment, 
which cannot be said to conflict with one prin- 
ciple of common justice, and certainly with 
no single clause of the Constitution, no sylla- 
ble of recorded law. There is and can be no 
objection to it. Iam thus earnest because I 
desire that the true state of this case shall be 
known. It is not to control the election so 
much as it is to subserve and promote the 
material interests of the people by providing 
that the election shall be upon one day, and 
not compel them to undergo (which I shall 
not dwell upon in detail) the great expense 
and inconvenience of an election running 
through two days. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the act (S. No. 973) to fund 
certain liabilities of the city of Washington 
existing June 1, 1871, and to limit the debt 
and taxation in the District of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, itsClerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1467) to amend the thirty- 
first section of an act entitled “An act for 
enrolling and calling out the national militia, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 
1863; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1843) supplemental to an 
act entitled “An act for the apportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census ;”’ 

A bill (H. R. No. 2227) to regulate the em- 
ployment of engineer soldiers on extra duty; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2692) to provide for the 
establishment of a military prison, and for its 
government; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2693) to provide for an 
additional term of the district and circuit 
court of the United States at Syracuse, New 
York. 

The message further announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1776) declaring 
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the lands constituting the Fort Collins mil- 
itary reservation, in the Territory of Colorado, 
subject to preémrtion and homestead entry, 
as provided for in existing law. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed, without amendment, the bill (S. 
No. 671) to authorize the West Wisconsin 
Railway Company to keep up and maintain a 
bridge for railway purposes across Lake St. 
Croix, at the city of Hudson, in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 
condition of the rank and file of the Army; 
and 

A bill (S. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
the enlisted men of the Army. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Scnate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the year ending June 80, 1878, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of Mr, 
Nys, which was to add to the section adopted 
on the motion of Mr. CasserLy relative to the 
continuance of the steamship line between 
New York and San Francisco via Panama: 

Provided, That said requirement shall in all re- 
spects apply to any party contracting for the service 


between San Francisco, China, and Japan, as well 
as to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This refers toa 
previous amendment adopted by the Senate 
yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. NYE. J understand that was accepted 
by my friend from California. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tho Chair will 
state that the Senator from California with- 
drew his objection, but a Senator not now in 
his seat renewed the objection, and on the vote 
being taken no quorum voted, after which the 
Senate adjourned, 

Mr. WINDOM. I think there is no other 
objection, 

Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again state, and then possibly there may be no 
further objection, that this follows the amend- 
ment agreed to on the motion of the Senator 
from Culifornia, and after debate the Sena- 
tor from California last evening withdrew his 
objection to the amendment. 

Me SHERMAN. I was not present when 
the debate occurred and the vote was taken. 
My intention was this morning to move to 
reconsider the vote if possible on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California, I do 
not regard it as very important, but I will 
suggest to him the idea that occurred to me 
when I read it in the Globe. 


IDAHO AND WASHINGTON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. NYE. I ask the Senator to give way 
one moment. I desire to appeal to the Sen- 
ate to do one other thing. I gave notice 
yesterday that I should ask for a vote this 
morning on the question of the elections in 
Idaho and Washington Territories. I see the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Corserr] who is 
opposed to the bill in his seat. ‘The subject 
has been fully discussed. I hope, therefore, 
we may be allowed to simply take the vote 
on that question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the con- 
sideration of the Post Office appropriation bill, 
the Senator from Nevada asks unanimous con- 
sent to allow the vote to be taken on the pas- 
sage of the bill in regard to electious in Wash- 
ington and Idaho Territories, previously dis- 
cussed in the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. CORBETT. I shall not object to a 
vote on that question. I have heretofore stated 
my objections to the bill, but I do not wish to 
prevent a vote and a decision upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is what 


the Senator from Nevada asks, simply to have 
a vote as it has been discussed and explained, 
without superseding the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. If it gives rise to no dis- 
cussion, I will not object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be reported, after which 
the Secretary will call the roll on its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear what it is 
first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont reserves the right to object. 
The bill will be reported subject to objection 
or to a demand for the regular order. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
1030) to regulate elections in Washington and 
idaho Territories. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the passage of this bill. It was previously 
passed and reconsidered, and unanimous con- 
sent is now asked that without further debate 
the vote be taken on its passage. 

Mr.CORBETT. I simply wish to state that 
some one has said to me that he was informed 
that I had withdrawn my objection or thought 
it was not so important as at first stated. I 
wish simply to say that I stated fully my ob- 
jections to the bill, and that I still adhere to 
those objections. 1 am opposed to the passage 
of this bill, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messers. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fonton, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hitcheock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stevenson, Sumner, 
Hinton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wost, Windom, and 

right—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borcman, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Claytan, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Hamlin, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, 
Sherman, and Sprague—l1s, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Colo, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of 


Kontucky, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, 


Hamilton of ‘Fexas, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Morton, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Lhur- 
man, and Wilson—27, 


So the bill was passed. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 80, 1878, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment of the Senator 
from Nevada, [Mr. Nye. ] . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inmyjudgmentthe amend 
ment of the Senator from California, with 
theamendment of the Senator from Nevada 
attached, would defeat the very object the Sen- 
ator from California had in view. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from California provides 
that the China Mail Steamship Company shall 
also run aline from Panama to San Francisco. 
That is all right enough. They ought to be 
required to run that line. Then the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada requires any 
other company bidding for this new service to 
undertake to run the same line. The result 
of these two amendments together will be to 
give to the Pacific Mail Company the abso- 
lute, exclusive right to bid on this contract. 
That is the effect of it, because, as a matter of 
course, no new company could undertake for 
this subsidy of a million to run both lines. 
The effect of this amendment will be to defeat 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont, (Mr. Mornritt,] which invited com- 
petition and gave to the lowest bidder this new 
service. 

I have no special knowledge aboutit, except 
that we can see very well that these two amend- 
ments combined defeat anything like competi- 
tion for this service. You might just as well 
insert the name of the present company, the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and give 
them the contract in so many words. Thatis 


the effect of these two amendments. Isimply 
wished to call the attention of the Senat 
to it. = 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have but a word ortwo 
to say on this subject. There is no possibility 
of any competition now, without my amend- 
ment, on the part of any other man or body 
of men with the Pacific Mail Steamship Com: 
pany for the new service: Why is there no 
possibility of it? Because there is no body 
of men that has at command at this moment 
a sufficient number of first-class American 
sea-going steamships of not less than three 
thousand tons each. That is what your law 
of 1865 requires, and that law is now in 
operation. 

In addition to that, the new steamships, 
according to the amendment of the committee 
adopted by the Senate, are to be American 
steamships of not less than four thousand tons 
register. The Senator from Indiana [Mr, 
Morton] was perfectly right when he said 
that though according to the form of words 
there was to be a competition, yet in fact there 
would be none. Without my amendment 
there would be none; and if with my amend- 
ment and with the amendment of the Senator 
from Nevada added there will be none, then 
it dòes not alter the situation so far as compe- 
tition is concerned, while it does confer a very 
great benefit on the coast and on the whole 
country in insuring the continuance of the 
steam line between New York and San Fran- 
cisco, which no longer ago than this very year 
demonstrated its essential usefulness to the 
commerce of the country in a very signal man- 
ner, 

J withdraw my objection to the amendment, 
and I hope it will be adopted if we can thereby 
end the debate. 

Mr. HARLAN. I concur in opinion with 
the honorable Senator from California, and in 
stating that concurrence, I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to an additional fact 
on this subject, particularly of the honorable 
Senator from Minnesota, who seemed to have 
some doubt in relation to the fact that this 
company had already provided for a semi- ‘ 
monthly service. I have in my hand now a 
newspaper published in California, the Daily 
Alta California, in which I find an advertise- 
ment that I desire to read: É 

“ For Janan and China.—Steamers leave on the 
first of evory month, punctually at noon, for Yoko- 
hama and Hong Kong, connecting at Yokohama with 
the company’s branch line for Shanghai, via Hiogo 
and Nagasaki. 

“May 1—America, Captain Doane. ‘ 

‘‘¥rom May to October, inclusive, an extra steamer 
willbe dispatched on the sixteenth of every month. 
When the sailing date falls on Sunday the steamer 
will sail the preceding Saturday. 

“Apply at the Pacific Mail Steamship Company’s 
office, at their wharf, corner of First and Brannan 


erecta. ELDRIDGE & IRWIN, Agente.” 

This advertisement appears to be dated April 
19; Ifind the letters “ April19.’’ The paper 
itself is published on the 29th of April. This 
advertisement is signed by parties that claim 
to be the agents ofthe company, dated April 
19, inviting the public to apply at their office 
for passage and an opportunity to send freight 
across the Pacific on semi-monthly steamers. 
Now, take this in connection with the market 
news report that was read yesterday, and 
the advertisement of an earlier date, caused 
to be read by the honorable Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. KELLy,] and it does seem to 
me that there can be no doubt on the mind 
of any Senator that this company have already 
procured the ships, that they will begin to run 
on the 16th day of the present month, and 
that the appropriation of five additional mil- 
lion dollars is not necessary to secure this 
service, 

Mr. WINDOM. AIII have to say in answer 
to that is that I stated the other day that 
during the tea season for two or three months 
they do run an extraship. I do not wish to 
reargue the question. 
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‘Nevada. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read the third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
=R: No. 2208) making appropriations for the 

“oyepair, preservation, and completion of cer- 
tain publie works on rivers and harbors, and 
~ for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I wish to give notice of 
` an amendment to the river and harbor bill, 
which I desire to have printed and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) That order will be made. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like also for 
my own convenience and that of other Sen- 
ators to inquire whether it is necessary to pur- 
sue this course in regard to amendments to the 
river and harbor bill. ‘That bill does not come 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and I 
had relied on that fact and supposed it was not 
necessary to submit the amendments in advance 
for reference; but I find that it is the common 
practice of the Senate to submit such amend- 
ments in this way, : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not at all neces- 
sary; that bill is not a general appropriation 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The river 
and barbor bill has not usually been consid- 
ered a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iwill state to the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey that I have not so con- 
sidered it, and I intend to propose several 
amendments which I have not yet submitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The practice that has 

rown up is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Several such amend- 
ments have been offered to-day, and that is 
the reason why I thought it safer to pursue 
that course. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House asked a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses, and had appointed Mr. A. A. SARGENT 
of California, Mr. Joux P. C. Suanxs of in- 
diana, and Mr. Tuomas Swany of Maryland, 
managers on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vica of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes, and had agreed. to 
other amendments of the Senate to the said 
bill, with amendments; thatit asked a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. James A. 
GARFIELD of Ohio, Mr. Luxe P. POLAND of 
Vermont, and Mr. SAMUEL S. MARSHALL of 
Illinois, managers at the same on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bill; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President : 

A bill (S. No. 696) to authorize the con- 
struction of abridge across the Missouri river 
at Booneville, Missouri; 


_ A bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate elections 
in Washington and Idaho Territories ; and 

A bill (H; R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 
preémption and homestead entry, as provided 
for in existing laws. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BRILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No, 1192) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, and the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to 
other amendments of the Senate to the said 

ill, 

On motion by Mr. COLE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and disagree to the amendments of the House to 
other amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference asked by the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICK PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Cote, Mr. HARLAN, and Mr. STEVENSON. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and 
for former years, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and the amendments of the House to other 
amendments of the Senate to the said bill. 

On motion by Mr. COLE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and disagree to the amendments of the House to 
other amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference asked by the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Cots, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. ALCORN. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, in the 
absence of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities, the duty 
is devolved on me of moving to take up the 
House bill for the removal of political disabil- 
ities, ordinarily called the amnesty bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the 
removal of legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (H. R. No. 1558) relating to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company have its 
second reading, for the purpose of making a 
motion to refer it. 

Mr. COLE. I shall have to discuss that 
question somewhat. I wish to make some 
remarks when the bill is up for reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California that by 
the usage of the Senate a bill is not a subject 
of discussion at its second reading. It is only 
after that time, either when it is reported back 
or when it is to have its third reading, that it 
is usually diseussed. 

Mr. COLE. On the question of reference 
it is certainly open for debate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. This bill has 
not been read the second time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There can be debate on 
the question of reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
not stated anything inconsistent with what the 
Senator from Illinois says. On the contrary 


the Chair has said, and again repeats, that until 
the bill is read a second time it is not subject 
of debate. It has only been read the first 
time; it has not been read the second time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isit not in order to dis- 
cuss the question whether it ought to be read 
a second time? I should like to know the rule 
there is against that. 

Mr. MORTON. Icall for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana demands the regular order. The Chair 
will, however, answer the Senator from Ver- 
mont that is not within the recollection of offi- 
cers near the Chair, nor of the Chair himself, 
that a bill has been discussed previous to its 
second reading; but he will examine the pre- 
cedents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on the question 
of what bas been done; I am on the question 
of the right to debate the question whether a 
bill ought to be read a second time, which I 
think is sometimes important, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is objected 
to at this time, and therefore the amnesty bill 
is now before the Senate. , 

Mr. STEWART. I think this bill ought to 
be considered ; and therefore I move to lay 
the pending order on the table for the purpose 
of having this bill referred. It seems to me 
it is unusual to treat a bill in this way. 

Mr. MORTON. Ifit can be referred with- 
out debate nobody will object. 

Mr. STEWART. Senators do object. 

Mr. COLE. Iwant to make some remarks 
on the question of reference. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the question 
before the Senate ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amnesty 
bill is before the Senate, which requires a two- 
thirds vote for its passage. 

Mr. COLE. When a motion is made to 
refer the Goat Island bill, I shall move to 
refer it to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and I shall discuss that question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary, 
as soon as this debate ceases, will read the 
amnesty bill, which has been taken up by vote 
of the Senate, 

Mr. CONKLING. 
fore the Senate? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is before the 
Senate, bnt has not yet been read. 

Mr. CONKLING. Upon that I begto make 
one remark before it is read. I thiak the bill 
to which the Senator from Nevada has just 
alluded ought to be referred to a committee 
and examined; yet I thiuk it so extraordinary 
for Senators to object to the second reading of 
the bill, and to everything which can lead to 
its consideration by a committee, that I say to 
the Senator from Nevada, who is interested in 
it, that I will stand by him in taking up the 
bill atany proper time, aud acting on it finally 
without reference—a very exceptional course, 
and one to which I think the Senator may 
fairly resort if a measure which has passed the 
House, which once passed this body, is so 
confronted on the threshold that its opponents 
will not allow it to go toa committee to be 
examined. 

Mr. COLE. Ithought the honorable Senator 
from New York was ready for that, but I will say 
to bim that I want this bill referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as it relates to 
matters that are under the charge of the War 
Department exclusively. It is a proposition 
to give away a portion of a very important 
military reservation, and ought to be consid- 
ered in reference to that and in reference to 
its influence upon the harbor of San Francisco, 
as to which information must come from the 
War Department. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
remarked -——— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the regular 
order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Thisis the regular order. 
This is the amnesty bill. The Senator from 
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as 


California remarks that he expected to find 
me ready. {infer from this that the Senator 
was conscious himself of the extraordinary 
course he has pursued in regard to this mat- 
ter, not only heretofore, but to some extent 
now. And, as the Senator seems to mean 
offense by his remark, I remind him that there 
was atime when he did not oppose a like bill, 
when I, in common with others, voted for it 
before I had ever seen the island in question, 
and knowing that the Senator from California 
was well acquainted with it and with the facts, 
and that he did not oppose its use as proposed. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator can show no such 
record, not by any means, I assure him 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular 
order if there is one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont interrupts the Senator from 
California to demand the regular order. The 
regular order is the amnesty bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the reading of it. 

Mr. COLE. I think I may say something 
upon the amnesty bill. . . 
_ Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon eannot say it until 
the bill is read, according to the rules of order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from New 
York was allowed to proceed with a reply to 
my colleague, which was in fact an attack 
on my colleague. I trust my friend will not 
interpose. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; [beg the Senator’s 
pardon; it was simply repelling an offensive 
remark which was applied to me. 

Mr. COLI. ‘The Senator from New York 
arose in the first place 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California, if the point is made, must 
suspend until the amneaty bill has been read. 
Several Senators, in their auxiety to debate 
another proposition which is not now before 
the Senate, have prevented the reading of the 
bill pending. The Secretary, as soon as he 
can obtain the hearing of the Senate, will 
read this bill; but he cannotdo it while Sen- 
ators are occupying the floor. 

Mr. COLI. Jf the Senator from Vermont 
objects to a single remark from me, L will 
give way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator from California as soon 
as this bill is read. Its reading has been 
demanded by the Senator from Vermont. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (IL. R. No. 
1050) for the removal of legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as follows: 

Be itenceted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atines of the United States of America in Congresa 
assembled, (two thirds of cach Louse concurring 
therein,) That all legal and political disabilities 
imposed by tho third section of the fourteonth 
article of amendmonts to the Constitution of the 
United States on persons thorein mentioned, be- 
cause of their having engaged Im insurrection or 
rebellion against the United States, or given nid or 
comfort, to the enemies thereof, bo, and tho game are 
hereby, removed: Provided, That this act shall not 
apply to, or in any way affoct or remove, the dis- 
ability of any person included in cither of tho fol- 
lowing classes, namely: first, members of the Çon- 
gress of the United States who withdrew therefrom 
and aided the rebellion; second, officers of the 
Ariny or Navy of the United States who, being 
above the age of twenty-one years, left said Army 
or Navy and aided the rebellion. 

Src. 2 That before any person shall be entitled 
to the benefit of this act, he shall, within the dis- 
trict where he resides, before a clerk of some court 
of the United States, or a United States commis- 
sioner, take and subscribe an oath or affirmation to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and 
to bear true faith and allegiance to the same; which 
oath or afirmation shail be forwarded by said officer 
to the Secretary of State of the United States, who 
shall cause a list of all persons complying with the 
provisions of this act to be laid before Congress at 
the opening of each session thereof: and the officer 
before whom such oath or affirmation is made shall 
give to the person taking it a certificate of the fact, 
under such forms and regulations as the Secretary 
of State shall prescribe. 

Mr. COLE. I did not oppose the reference 
of the Goat Island bill, and shall not oppose 
its reference. It has, however, been intimated 


by the Presiding Officer that inasmuch as that 
bill was considered by a certain committee of 
the House, the committee of the same name 
in this body ought to have charge of it here; 
and I suppose the motion will be to refer it to 
that committee. It is upon the point as to 
which committee should bave control of it 
that I wish to be heard briefly, not in the way 
of opposing its reference at all. I am quite 
willing that it shall have consideration at the 
hands of some committee, but in my judgment 
it ought to go to the committee that I have 
indicated, and I think I can give very cogent 
reasons why it should go there when it is up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California, if he may 
be allowed to do so, that he has not intimated 
that the bill should go to any particular com- 
mittee; he has only intimated that the par- 
liamentary usage is to recognize the Senator 
who represents the committee in this body 
corresponding to the committee from which 
the bill originated in the other House. After 
that the motion to refer is open to amendment. 
Any Senator can move to amend the motion; 
or if he obtains the floor first, he can make a 
motion in derogation of the right of that com- 
mittee, if there is any such right in it. 

Mr. COLE. I made no reflection on the 
Chair at all; so far as he has gone he is 
probably right; but when the bill came in here, 
{ recollect that was stated by tbe Chair, prop- 
erly, of course. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair sim- 
ply recognized the chairman of the committce 
from which the bill came originally ia the other 
House. 

Mr. STEWART. Can we not have that 
question disposed of now by general consent? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent it can be. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
considerable debate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amnesty 
bill is before the Senate, and the Senator from 
Nevada asks unanimous consent that the Goat 
Island bill be taken up for reference. 

Mr. SUMNER. — If it causes debate, I must 
object. 

M v. CASSERLY. If the Senators from 
California can have the weight that is always 
given to the two Senators from a State, 
especially when they belong to opposite par- 
ties, on a question of reference, there will 
probably be no very prolonged debate; but 
if the Senator from Nevada is to control this 
question in the Senate, it will lead to some 
debate. à 

Mr. BOREMAN. It is evident that unani- 
mous consent cannot be had for the considera- 
tion of that subject. I insist on the amnesty 
bill being proceeded with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amnesty 
bill is before the Senate, open to amendment 
or debate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I give notice that to- 
morrow at one o'clock I shall ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate to consider the Military 
Academy appropriation bill, which has been 
confided to me. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, I have no 
disposition to discuss at any considerable 
length the subject of amvesty or the removal 
of political disabilities from those who are 
laboring under such disabilities by reason of 
the provisions of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. I have 
charge of this bill simply as the organ of the 
committee on this subject, in the absence of 
the chairman. I expect, however, to vote for 
the bill if it shall be put upon its passage in 
its present form or without any marked amend- 
ments to the provisions as they now exist in 
the bill. I shall do this for one or two con- 
siderations. 

In the first place, the war has been 8ver, 
declared at an end, for some five or six years, 
and under the reconstruction measures passed 


I think that will lead to 


by Congress all the citizens of this country, 
with some exceptions probably that might be 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts; 
(Mr. Sumver,] have been restored to their 
civil rights, privileges, and immunities ; and 
those persons who are under the disabilities 
prescribed by the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment, so far as exercising the right of 


suffrage is concerned, and all other matters 2 


appertaining to Government except the holding ` 
of office, have been restored to their relations 

to the State and national Governments. Their 
position is an anomalous one, and it seems to 
me that the time has come, under all the cir. 
cumstances, when it is better that these dis- 
tinctions should exist no longer. 

In the second place, I shall support the bill 
on the ground that Congress has passed a 
number of bills relieving several thousands 
of persons in a similar condition, some of 
whom, at least in my judgment, are as objec- 
tionable as any of those who are now laboring 
under these disabilities; and while it may be 
said that the fact that some of the worst of the 
late rebels have been relieved of their disabili- 
ties is nota good reason for relieving others, yet 
there is something in iteven if there was objec- 
tion to the general bill. Itengenders unkind 
feeling that some gentlemen in particular States 
are relieved of their disabilities while others 
are still subject to them. It-seems as if we 
were not treating these persons all alike when 
the behavior, the conduct of the latter, is as 
good as that of the former.’ That is another 
reason. Where the conduct of these people 
has been equally fair, good, and submissive to , 
the laws, L do not think we should relieve a 
portion of them and not relieve others. 

A third reason why I shall vote for the bill 
is that it will remove a pretext for complaints, 
and for the disturbances that are existing in 
the South. ‘The fact that these disabilities 
exist is made use of for the purpose of stirring 
up bad feeling, for the purpose of keeping up 
a state of excitement in the southern States, 
a state of unrest. Although this ought not to 
be so, it is nevertheless the fact, and these 
people, many of them, say, ‘Although we are 
citizens of the United States, although we 
have all the other privileges and immunities 
of citizens of the United States, yet we are 
marked, we are deprived of aspiring to offi- 
cial positions which the citizens around us 
are allowed to do;’’ and they are thus con- 
tinued in a state of irritation, and they make 
their disabilities a pretext for not pursuing 
that course which they otherwise would do; 
and they have also the sympathy of a great 
many of those who are around them and can 
exercise some influence on account of their 
condition. 

Another reason with me is that I regard the 
party to which I belong as committed, not to 
universal amnesty, but to the relief of the - 
masses of those in the South who are now 
under the disabilities prescribed by the four- 
teenthamendment. The National Republican 
convention which assembled in 1868, to nomi 
nate candidates for President and Vice Presi- 
dent, passed a resolution, the latter part of 
which I will read : 

“ And wefavor the removal of the disqualifications 
and restrictions imposed upon the late rebels in the 
same measure as the spirit of disloyalty may die out 
and as may be consistent with the safety of the loyal 
people.” 

That is not an unconditional committal, it 
is true. Nevertheless the idea is held out in 
that resolution to these people that if they 
will conduct themselves as good citizens they 
will berelieved from the disabilities prescribed 
in the fourteenth amendment, as I understand 
it. That resolution was passed for the pur- 
pose of conveying that idea to the people o 
the United States; and in conformity, nO 
doubt, with what the President of the United 
States understood as being the spirit of the 
resolution and the policy of the party with 
which he was connected, he in his last annuas 
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message recommended to Congress that they 
garry out what has been supposed to be the 
policy of the party. I will read what the 
resident said in that message on this subject : 


“More than six years having elapsed since the 
ast hostile gun was fired between the armies then 
arrayed against each other, one for the perpetua- 
tion, the other for the destruction of the Union, it 
may well be considered whether it is not now time 
that the disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment should be removed. That amendment 
dres not exclude the ballot, but only imposes the 
disability to bold offices upon certain classes. When 
the purity of the ballot is secure, majorities are sure 
to elect officers reflecting the views of the majority. 
I do not see the advantage or propriety of excluding 
men from office merely because they were, before 
the rebellion, of standing and character sufficient to 
be elected to positions requiring them to take oaths 
to support the Constitution, and admitting to eligi- 
bility those entertaining precisely the same views, 
but of less standing in their communities. It may 
be said that the former violated an oath, while the 
latter did not. ‘he latter did not have it in their 
power to do so. If they had taken this oath, it can- 
not be doubted they would have broken it as did 
the former class. If there are any great criminals, 
distinguished above all others forthe part they took 
in opposition to the Governmert, they might, in the 
judgment of Congress, be excluded from such an 
' amnesty.” 


Then follows this sentence to call the atten- 
tion of Congress particularly to this subject~ 

“This subject is submitted for your careful con- 
sideration.” 

This is what the President said to us at the 
beginning of the present session ; and, sir, in 
accordance with what seemed to be the policy 
of the party, in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the President of the United 
States carrying out that policy of the party, L 
. think now itis proper to pass some bill on this 
subject, but, as the President says, not a bill 
for universal amnesty. The greater offenders 


country may well be excepted, and I think 
should be excepted, for I have no hesitation 
in saying that I will not vote for universal 
amnesty. I think it well to say that I do not 
vote for this bill as a matter of magnanimity, 
‘nor do I vote for it for the reason the Senator 
from Massachusetts not now in his seat [Mr. 
> Wilson ] some weeks since gave forsupporting 


of mercy. Nordo I vote for itas a matter of 
right due to those whoare about to be relieved. 
Notat all. But with me (although it seems to 


be treated very lightly by those who have hereto- | 


fore discussed this subject) it is simply a ques- 
tion of policy and expediency, not a question 
of right, not a right that these men can demand 
at our hands, but a matter of policy and expe- 
diency for the purpose of quieting the country, 
and of bringing about a better state of feeling; 
to bring about a state of homogeneity, if I may 
so speak, in the political and civil relations of 
these people to the Goverument. In that 
view, I think it is right and proper now that 
the people of this country shall be pat upon 
an equal footing in relation to these different 
offices; not that E abate one jot or tittle of my 
condemnation of the great offense these men 
committed against the country, against the 
Constitution and laws of the country, and 
against the civilization of the age. But, sir, 
the war has passed ;. years have gone by; and 
1t seems to me now asa matter of good policy, 
as a matter of propriety and expediency, that 
these disabilities, so far as the great mass 
of these people are concerned, should be 
removed; that the sources of irritation that 
exist should be removed, and that the people 
of the southern States should select their offi- 
cers from those in whom they wish to confide. 

_ Many of the persons who are laboring under 
disabilities are guilty of great indiscretion, 
even up to this time. There is no question 
about that; and if we allowed such considera- 
Hons to control, it may be that we should pass 
no bill of a general character. But, sir, we 


must look beyond that; we must look to the | 


peace, quiet, and harmony of the country. 
Not as being an enthusiastic advocate of 

amnesty, for I make no such pretension, but 

for the reasons I have stated, I expect to vote 


against the laws and the Constitution of the | 


a similar bill, that he voted for it on the ground į 


for this bill. I should like to see it put on its 
passage as it came from the House, as it is a 
House bill, without subjecting it to any mate- 
rial amendment, without having it encumbered 
with amendments that may endanger or ob- 
struct its passage, or prevent us from carrying 
out the spirit of the measure as it is now 
before us. 

This, I believe, sir, is all I have to say on 
this subject at this time. 

Mr. SUMNER, Mr. President, I have no 
desire to discuss the general question of am- 
nesty, nor to discuss any other question ; but 
as I am about to make a motion I shall state 
in one word why I do it. 

I propose to move to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert what is generally 
known as the civil rights bill, being the bill 
on which the Senate has already voted several 
times, and which, as is known, is now pending 
in the other House, but owing to the rales of 
the House no decision upon it there has yet 
been reached. I shall take the form of the 
bill which is now pending in the other House, 
which in substance and almost precisely in 
language is that on which the Senate acted. 
There are one or two verbal changes, but not 


important in principle or in any way affecting | 


any principle of the bill. 

I do this, sir, intending to follow it up by a 
second motion to strike out the enacting clause, 
which requires a two-thirds vote, and insert the 
ordinary enacting clause ; and tben, in the third 
place, to’strike out the title and to insert the 
title of the civil rights bill. 

I do this as a practical way of giving to our 
friends in the other House an opportunity of 
acting on the civil rights bill when they shall 
be on an equality with those in this Chamber 
who are in favor of amnesty. 

As is weil known, the amnesty bill has 
already passed the other House and only waits 
a vote in this Chamber, with the signature of 
the President, to be alaw. My anxiety isthat 
the civil rights bill shall, so far as possible, be 
in the same situation, that it should pass the 
Senate, and I hope then that it will pass the 
other House, and I cannot doubt that it will 
receive the signature of the President. 

With this brief explanation, and without 
one word of argument, content as I am with 
what has been said already during this session, 
I send to the Chair the substitute which I ask 
to have come in after the enacting clause. 

Mr. MORTON. Before the question is 
taken on that, is it in order to perfect a sec- 
tion in the bill proposed to be stricken out? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON, Then I offer an amend- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will first be reported. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I wish to 
make a point of order, and the point of order 
is that the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is out of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not entertain that point until the amendment 
is read. The Chair does not know yet what 
1t 1s. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. Sumyer, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu 
thereof to insert the following: 


The substitute 


Sec. —. That no citizen of the United States shall, | 


by reason of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, be excepted or exciuded from the fulland 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advan- 


tage, facility, or privilege furnished by innkeepers; | 


by common carriers, whether on land or water; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of public amusement; by trustees, com- 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, and other 
oliicers of common schools and other public institu- 
tious of learning, the same being supported by 
moneys derived from general taxation, or author- 
ized by law; by trustees and officers of cemetery 


associations and benevolent institutions incorpor- | 


ated by national or State authority. But private 
schools, cemeteries, and institutions of learning 
established exelusively for white or colored persons, 
aud maintained respectively by voluntary contribu- 
tions, shall remain aceording to the terms of the 
original establishment. 


Sec. —. That any person violating any of the pro- 
visions of the foregoing section, or aiding in their 
violation, or inciting thereto, shall, for every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the per- 
son aggrieved thereby, to be recovered in an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall also, for every 
such offense, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, upon conviction thereot, shall be fined not less 
than $500 nor more than $1,009, or shall be impris- 
oned not less than thirty days nor more than one 
year: Provided, That the party aggrieved shall not 
recover more than one penalty; and when the 
offense is a refusal of burial, the penalty may be 
recovered by the heirs. at law of the person whose 
body has been refused burial. | 

Sec. —. That the same jurisdiction and powers are 
hereby conferred and the same duties enjoined upon 
the courts and officers of the United States in the 
execution of this act as nre conferred and enjoined 
upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act to 
protect all personsin the United Statesin their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means of their vindica- 
tion,” passed April 9, 1866, and these sections are 
hereby made a part of thisact; and any of the afore- 
said officers failing to institute and prosecute such 
proceedings herein required shall, for every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the person 
aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an action on 
the case, with full costs, and shall, on conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000.‘ 

Sec. —. That no citizen possessing all other quali- 
fications which are or may be prescribed by law 
shall be disqualified for service as juror in any 
court, national or State, by reason of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude; and any officer or 
other persons charged with any duty in the selection 
or summoning of jurors who shall exclude or fail to 
summon eny citizen for the reason above named 
shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and be fined not less than $1,000 nor 
more than $5,000. 

Sec. —. That every discrimination against any 
citizen on account of color by the use of the word 
“white,” or any other term in any law, statute, 
ordinance, or regulation, is hereby repealed and 
annulled. : 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut makes a point of order that 
this is not, under the usage of the Senate, an 
amendment which the Presiding Officer can 
entertain.. The Chair would like to hear the 
Senator on the point of order. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I wish to 
make a remark in the first place as to my rea- 
son for raising this point of order. It was 
made on a former occasion, and decided by a 
very small vote of the Senate. That, I think, 
is the only occasion upon which the point has 
been raised. It is a matter that may be of 
grave consequence in the future, and I think 
it should be determined upon somewhat more 
deliberation than it was on the former occa- 
sion by the action of the Senate itself, 

It is obvious that ifan amendment requir- 
ing a mere majority to attach it to the bill can 
be attached to a bill requiring a two-thirds 
vote, so that the whole biil as amended would 
have to be passed by a two-thirds vote, this 
mode of attaching such an amendment could 
be effectually employed to destroy all chance 
of the passage of such an original bill; because 
every such amendment would require for its 
final passage the two-thirds vote required by 
the original bill. It seems to me, therefore, 
that the intent of the fourteenth amendment 
of the Constitution or of the Legislature in 
reference to any act that may require a two- 
thirds vote may be at all times entirely frus- 
trated by this species of parliamentary ma- 
chinery, attaching to the bill, by a simple 
majority, an amendment which is incapable, 
under the circumstances in which the Senate 
is placed, of obtaining a two-thirds vote; and, 
therefore, where the question is so nearly new 
as this, the most appropriate and the wisest 
decision to make upon the point of order 
raised would be to decide that such an amend- 
ment cannot be received to be attached to the 
original bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator does not 
make his point of order under any particular 
rule of the Senate or under any particulas 
provision of the Manual, I think, but only 
on the common law practice of deliberative 
bodies. 1 do not care to discuss the question ; 
I only want to say that under our rules all 
amendments to treaties or anything that re- 
quires a two-thirds vote, anything short of the 
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final vote is carried by a majority; and this 
would come under that general provision that 
any amendment to a bill or treaty that requires 
a two-thirds vote to pass it can be placed upon 
it by a majority. That is clearly established. 
A. two-thirds bill can read three times by a 
majority vote, but on its final passage it re- 
quires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lest somebody may fol- 
low my friend, I should like to inquire whether 
the point of order is debatable before the de- 
cision has been made ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisnot. The 
Chair was about to decide it, but disliked to 
ask Senators to stop—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Can I relieve the Chair 
from that unpleasant necessity by expressing 
the hope that my friend will not debate the 
point of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sired the Senator from Connecticut who pre- 
sented the point to explain it, so that it should 
formally come before the Senate and be re- 
corded in its proceedings. 
` Mr. POMEROY. I only desired to say a 
word, as the Senator from Connecticut did. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
notified that the point of order would be made 
on this proposed amendment, and that is the 
reason why the authorities are upon his table 
now. The Chair may say, in reply to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Connecticut, by 
which he enforces this point of order, that 
constitutional law and parliamentary lew are 
often quite different. The Chair will not state 
what his own opinions would be if he were a 
voter upon the bill presented ‘by the Senator 
from West Virginia, though they are probably 
known to the Senate; but the Chair decides 
this question solely upon the parliamentary 
law applicable in this body; and upon that, 
although the decision may appear strange to 
the Senator from Connecticut and to other 
Senators, there appears to the mind of the 
Chair to be no question whatever, The Chair 
would like to have Senators follow him as he 
rends from the Manual. On page 255, the 
thirty-fifth section of Jufferson’s Manual de- 
claves: 

t Amondmonts may bo made go as totally to altor 
thonaturo of the proposition; aud itis a way of got- 
ting rid of a proposition, by making it bear n senso 
different from what it was intended by tho movers, 
8o that thoy voto against it Ghemsolves, (2 Huts., 79, 

, 82, 84 now bill may bo ingrafted, by way of 
omoudinont, on the words * Bo it onacted.’” (L Grey, 


Which assimilates to the proposition made 
to-day. Now, the Chair desires to add to this 
tbat by the parliamentary law as practiced in 
the House of Representatives, which is the 
par amentaty law as generally understood by 
Legislatures and parliamentary bodies in the 
United States, this amendment would be to- 
tally out of order, The Chair will read from 
Cushing’s Manual, because that is even bet- 
ter authority than to read from the rules of 
the House, in reference to the rule of the 
House of Representatives which absolutely 
forbids an amendment of this kind in that 
House; Cushing, paragraph thirteen hundred 
and sixty-six, says: 

“This rule, adopted in March, 1822, reaffirmed by 
every succeeding Congress, and extensively adopted 
in other legislative assemblies, is as follows: *No 
molon or proposition on a subject different from 


that under consideration shall be admitted under 
color of amendment.’ ” 


But the Senate have refusedalways to adopt 
any such rule. They have neither adopted 
it as a rule nor as usage and practice, and 
the Chair, in confirmation of that, will read 
further from Cushing's Manual, paragraph 
thirteen hundred and sixty-three: 

“The inconsistency of a proposed amendment 
with the proposition to be amended, cithor in idea 
or in words, is, as has already been seen, no objec- 
tion to it in a parliamentary sense, or as a matter 
of order.” 

It would be in the House of Representatives 
because they have a specific rule to that effect; 


but itis no objection to it in a parliamentary || 


sense that it is inconsistent with the proposi- 
tion to be amended. 

“ And itis ordinarily no objection to a proposed 
amendment that it is inconsistent with the meas- 
ure to be amended. This is very commonly, though 
not universally, the case in the American legisla- 
tive assemblies; as, for example, in the House of 
Representatives, but not in the Senate, of the Uni- 
ted States. ’? i 

Cushing draws the clear distinction which 
the Chair has made between the specific rule 
forbidding amendments of this kind in the 
other House and the absence of it and the 
uniform practice to the contrary in the Sen- 
ate. The Chair, however, does not rest his 
decision upon that, but he has gone back to 
the authority of Mr. Vice President Dallas 
when a matter of a great deal of excitement 
was pending in this very body in 1849. The 
Army appropriation bill was pending in the 
Senate, and Mr. Baldwin, of Connecticut, one 
of the predecessors of the Senator who makes 
this point of order, moved to add to the 
appropriation bill: 

“And be it further enacted, That the inhabitants 
of the Torritories of New Mexico and California 
respectively shall be entitled to the benefits of the 
writ of hubeas corpus in all cases of unlawful deten- 
tion or restraint,” &e. 

The Chair need not read the whole of it. . 
“Mr. Yutrn. This I understand to bo an appro- 
riation bill for the support of the Army, and tho 

Bonator moves an amendment in relation to the 
government of the peoplo of California. 
ceive of no two subjocts more dissimilar.” 

Which seems to be like the present case. 
“The Presipine Orricer. The rule inthe Houso 

of Representatives is not to admit amendments 
incongruous to the subject-matter of the bill. There 
is, however, no such rule here.” 

After debate this amendment, which was 
distasteful ton majority of the Senate, but was 
ruled in hy the Presiding Officer because, he 
said, there was no rule forbidding it as there 
would be in the House, was rejected by nearly 
two to one, by a vote of 27 to 17, showing that 
the amendment was rejected in spirit and in 
its terms by nearly two thirds of the Senate; 
and yet in accordance with the rule prevail- 
iung here it was admitted. Among the Sen- 
ators then present in the Senate, none of 
whom appealed or questioned the opinion of 
the Chair thus positively stated, were Mr. 
Corwin, Mr. John Davis, Mr. William L. Day- 
ton, Mr. Hamlin, Mr. Daniel Webster, Mr. 
Benton, Mr. Berrien, Mr. Hunter, Mr. Reverdy 
Johnson, Mr. Mangum, and others. 

The Chair could read from Hatsell, but he 
does not desire to weary the Senate; but he will 
read one precedent from page 84 of the second 
volume of Hatsell, which is the standard 
authority in Great Britain, and also here, in 
regard to parliamentary law generally, where 
there is no restrictive rule; 

“The othor modo of avoiding a question is b 
altering it by amendments till it bears a sonso dif- 
ferent from what was intended by tho proposers. 
This perhaps is not quite fair, but has been often 
dono, and tho instanco relating to the Duke d’Arem- 
berg, of tho 10th of April, ITH, is a. very remarkable 
one. So on the 29th of January, 1765, on a question 
moved by Sir Wiltiam Meredith, relating to genoral 
warrants, the opposers of the question amended it in 
such n manner that it was impossible for any ono to 
agres to it.” 

These are the precedents. Coming back, 
however, to Jefferson's Manual, the Chair reads 
from page 255. The Chair has only alluded 
to these precedents of Cushing, Vice Pres- 
ident Dallas, and Hatsell as confirmatory of 
this parliamentary law, not in the House, 
where they have a specific rule to the con- 
trary, but in the Senate where there is none: 

“Amendments may be made so as totally to alter 
the nature of the proposition; and it is a way of 
getling rid of a proposition, by making it bear a 
scnso different from what it was intended by the 
movers, so that they vote against it themselyes. (2 
Hats., 79, 4, 82. S4.) A new bill may be ingrafted, by 
way of amendment. on the words ‘Be it enacted,’ 
&e. (1 Grey, 190, 192.) 

The Chair desires to add one thing farther 
in waking this ruling, that the argument of 
the Senator from Connecticut is a very strong 
argument as to the merits of the proposition 
and as to the proposal to substitute this for 


I can con- 


another proposition of a different character: 
but the Chair could read other authorities, 
which he does not consume the time of the 
Senate in reading, showing how jealous the 
House of Commons, as well as this body, have 
felt in regard to presiding officers suppressing 
important amendments upon a question of 
order, when by parliamentary law proper, or 
by the usage of the body, the body have a 
right themselves to determine as to whether 
they should or should not be agreed to, i 

The amendment, therefore, is, in the opin» 
ion of the Chair, in order under the parlia- 
mentary law. But the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Morton] moves, previous to the vote on 
this, to perfect the original bill, which is first 
in order and has priority of the substitute, 

Mr. MORTON. 1 offer the followin 
amendment to come in before the word “gaid,? 
in the sixth line—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Illinois then in prefer- 
ence to the Senator from Indiana. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois appeals from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As I understand the 
Chair and the authorities read, they do not 
affect what seems to me to be the point before 
the Senate. The question is not, as I view it, 
one of relevancy or irrelevancy in the charac- 
ter of the amendment. The objection to the 
amendment, and the reason why it is out of 
order, if out of order at all, is because by the 
Constitution of the United States the matter, 
pending must be passed by a different vote - 
from that which is proposed in the amend- `“; 
ment, 

The Constitution provides that treaties can 
only be ratified by two thirds of the Senate, y 
and it was deemed necessary, in order to allow ` 
an amendment to a treaty to be adopted by a 
majority, to make a rule to that effect. It 
would be competent, doubtless, for the Senate 
to adopt a rule that an amendment may be 
made to a bill that, requires two thirds of the ¢ 
Senate to pass it, just as it is to make a rule 
that a treaty may be amended by a majority 
vote. Butin the absence of that rule of the 
Senate authorizing a treaty to be amended by 
a majority vote, I apprehend that a treaty ` 
could not have been amended except by avote 
of two thirds of the Senate. 

The philosophy of the thing is, the reason 
of it would seem to be, that a billwhich could 
only be passed by a two-thirds vote should not 
be amended by anything less than a two-thirds 
vote. The question is not as to the character 
of the amendment any further than this: that 
the character of the amendment must be one 
that does not require a two-thirds vote. It 
would be competent to amend the bill un- 
doubtedly by adding to it another clause to 
relieve somebody else that is not relieved by 
the bill, because that would be an amendment 
in harmony wiih the bill. But it seems to me 
that there is great force in the suggestion of 
the Senator from Connecticut, that you may 
destroy f 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
me to ask him a 
that point? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Suppose an amnesty: 
bill is pending here, and an amendment is 
offered to it to add disabled persons in unotber 
State or of a different class from those already 
in the bill, could that be incorporated on such 
a bill by a mere majority vote? , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think perhaps it might. 

Mr. SUMNER. The habit has been so. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Does not that surren* 
der the point? ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, I do not think it 
does, because that isa matter which can only: 
be passed by a two-thirds vote. I should think 
that the test would be that you could add any: 
thing that it required a two-thirds vote tọ pass 


Will my friend allow 
question for information at 


ig 
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to a bill which could only be passed by a two- 
thirds vote, and that you could not add any- 
thing that could be passed by a majority vote. 
Otherwise, you may amend a bill by a majority 
yote in such a way that two thirds would not 
then vote for it. We have hadan example of 
that on this very amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to a similar bill. 

It was very evident—I assume now what 
perhaps I have no right to assume, though I 
think every Senator will agree with me—that 
but for the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, which was offered to an am- 
nesty bill pending in this body some months 
ago, if the Senate could have been brought to 
a direct vote on the amnesty bill, it would 
have been passed by a two-thirds vote; three 
fourths a Senator says; and yet it was defeated 
because a majority succeeded in putting upon 
it an amendment that would not command a 
two-thirds vote of the Senate. 

There is an illustration of how this rule 
works, The point to my mind is not the one 
upon which the Chair has passed, as to the 


~ relevaucy or irrelevancy of the amendment 
`. proposed, but as to the fact as to whether that 


amendment can be passed by a different vote 
from the main bill. Is it not absurd, if I 
may use so strong aterm, to put two things 
together which can be passed by different 
votes? Does it not strike every one, at the 
first blush, that a measure which requires a 
different vote from another measure should 
not be mingled with that other measure ? 

Mr. SCOLT. I would like to suggest to 
the Senator from Illinois, (for I desire to get 


“at his views upon it,) for his consideration, 
- whether the present proposition does not alter 


the nature of the question we formerly had 
before us, in that it proposes to substitute a 
measure which will leave nothing of the 
original measure requiring a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That may bring up 
another question. That is not exactly the 
question f was discussing. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania is asking the question 
now whether you cannot substitute for this 
a bill that can be passed by a majority vote. 

Mr. SAWYER and Mr. SUMNER. That 
is the pending motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is another sug- 
gestion, not by way of amendment, but by way 
of substitute, as it were, whether you may not 
by a majority vote lay aside this bill aud take 
up some other. I have no doubt you may do 
that; but I question very much whether you 
can strike out a portion of this bill, which can 
only be passed by a two-thirds vote, for you 
have to do that to adopt the Senator’s amend: 
ment, by anything less than a two-thirds vote. 
The Senator will see that it is coming right 
around to the same point. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iasked the question for the 
purpose of getting the views of the Senator 
from Illinois, with whose opinion I think I 
am in accord on this question as to that very 
point. The pending proposition is to substi- 
tute another bill for the pending bill, and if it 
were to prevail, there would be nothing left of 
the measure which requires a two-thirds vote. 
Then if we were to do that, and the Senator 
from Ilinois, or any other Senator, were to 
propose to add the amnesty bill, we should be 
back again to the question which he is dis- 
cussing. But the point which strikes me is 
whether it does not totally change the nature 
of the question which we had before us upon 
the pendency of the bill before, when the meas- 
ure is to substitute a bill which can be passed 
by a majority, and the substitution of which 
leaves nothing that requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from 
-Pennsylvania does not quite understand me, 
T think, Perhaps my answer is not satisfac- 
tory to him; but Iam sure he did not com- 
prehend the idea which I had in my mind. 

his amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts proposes to strike out the whole of 
the pending bill, Suppose he were to move to 


strike it all out without offering any substitute 
at all, and that we had a division of the ques- 
tion, first on striking out, and then on adding 
a substitute, it being an amendment to strike 
out the bill just as much as it would be an 
amendment to add to the bill, I insist that a 
majority vote cannot strike out the bill. Does 
the Senator get my idea? It must take a two- 
thirds vote to amend the bill by striking out a 
part of it or by striking it all out, just as it 
would to add to it; and when you come to 
the final passage of the bill it can only be 
passed by a two-thirds vote. If there is any- 
thing in the suggestion that the bill cannot be 
amended except by a two-thirds vote, it does 
not alter it, because this amendment proposes 
to strike the whole of it out. 

I took the appeal with a view of presenting 
the point which it seemed to me was the real 
one in controversy here, not that I have any 
feeling one way or the other about the decis- 
ion, or any other desire than to have the ques- 
tion decided correctly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam individually glad that 
the Senator from Massachusetts has presented 
his amendment to this bill in the precise form 
in which he has done it. I think it obviates, 
I know indeed it obviates to my mind, what 
was a parliamentary objection in the bill which 
was before the Senate some time since. The 
Senate then decided that it was in order to 
amend a bill by adding to one which it required 
a two-thirds vote to enact a provision which 
simply required a majority vote. I did not 
believe the amendment then in order, and I 
think upon an appeal taken I so voted. That 
is my judgment now. Ido not care what may 
be the authorities, nor do I care what may 
have been the action of this body. I know 
the parliamentary law very well that we may 
amend a bill and make it as obnoxious as pos- 


sible to its friends by matters that are improper | 


and not germane, and put the bill into a posi- 
tion which will prevent its original friends 
from voting for it. That is parliamentary law; 
that is parliamentary practice; but I thought 
then, and I think now, that in that practice 
the body should confine itself to classes of 
legislation that were alike and distinct, each 
by itself, and that it was not competent for the 
body to put upon a bill requiring a two-thirds 
vote that which would require only a majority 
vote to pass it. 

That was my idea, and that being my idea 
now, I am glad that the honorable Senator 


has seen fit to offer his amendment as a} 


substitute for the bill. I think that presents 
the simple question to us only whether we will 
strike out all of the bill that is now before the 
Senate and change its form into another sub- 
stance—change the question from one charac- 
ter to another; and upon that point I can have 
no doubt. It isproper, and if the Senate shall 


see fit to adopt the amendment by a majority | 
It is | 


vote, it is perfectly competent to do so. 
simply equivalent to changing one question 
now before the Senate and bringing another 
question different in its character, and requir- 
ing a different number of Senators to enact it 
before the body. I think thatis all there is in 
it, and it removes it, in my judgment, from any 
technical parliamentary objection which the 
other phrase of it presented; and in that view, 
being in favor of the amendment, I shall vote 
to sustain the Chair in its ruling, and then vote 
for the amendment when we shall reach that 

oint. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 


judgment of the Senate? TheChair bas made | 


the decision upon the two lines on the two hun- 
dredand fifty-ffth page of Jefferson’s Manual: 


“A new bill may be ingrafted by way of amend- 
ment onthe words ‘ Be it enacted, ” &e. 


The question being put, it was declared that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays on this question. 

Several Senators. No! No! 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Nevada insist on that demand? 

Mr. STEWART., Yes, sir, I should like to 
have them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a single 
remark. If it is not the rule or the precedent 
now, could we not make a rule that when 
there is a question before the Senate requir- 
ing a two-thirds vote, matters requiring but 
a majority vote shall not be mingled with 
that? If we could keep them distinct for con- 
venience it would be better. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My friend will allow 
me to make one suggestion tohim. There is 
no possible trouble-or difficulty about such a 
case. If two thirds of the Senate want to pass 
the amnesty bill, and want to pass it without 
any amendment, you certainly cannot get a 
majority at the same time to amend it. When 
you are considering a bill which requires two 
thirds to passit, if your bill has got any chance 
any way you have got a Senate which controls 
the whole subject. 

Mr. STEWART. That will apply to every 
bill. Of course they may exclude any amend- 
ment or make anything irrelevant, because 
of course no amendment can be made at any 
time without a majority. It always requires a 
majority to accomplish that purpose. But it 
seems to me there ought to bea plain rule that 
matters requiring a majority vote should not 
be commingled in the same bill with proposi- 
tions requiring a two-thirds vote. I want to 
vote for such a rule, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to remind my 
friend from Nevada, because I will not occupy 
the time of the Senate, that the question is not 
what the rule ought to be. The Chair is bound 
by his duty to declare what the law of this body 
is as it stands; and the question is whether he 
has decided rightly upon that. That is all the. 
question now. We might, perhaps, a majority 
of us, agree with my friend from Nevada, that 
the law is wrong, and that we ought to rectify 
it by legislation, so to speak, thatis, by a posi- 
tive enactment; but we are now bound to pro- 
nounce judgment on the appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair as to whether he has decided 
the parliamentary law as it is now. 

Mr. STEWART. We are a body who are 
capable of making precedents, and of course if 
that be the case we shall pay proper respect to 
all precedents that we consider should have 
weight; but when we find one so palpably out 
of the way as this is, I think it the duty of the 


j body to overrule that precedent, just the same 


as it isthe duty of a court to overrule a decision 
which is palpably wrong. It seems to me that 
this is palpably wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A court never under- 
takes to overrule its decision when it hag to 
confess in the same breath that that decision ig 
according to law. The only decision that a 
court overrules is a decision which it finds to 
be contrary to the course of law. Now, then, 
my friend from Nevada asks us to overrule 
the course of law from the very foundation 
of parliamentary proceedings, as has been 
stated by my friend from Maine, and by the 
Chair. That is asking too much. I might be 
quite willing, and I rather think I should be, 
to unite with my friend to make a change in 
the rule which shall insert a positive statute in 
place of common law, and have it different. 

Mr. STEWART, Is there any case where 
amendments have been allowed that required 
a different vote; where that precise question 
come up and was decided ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator 
could be shown hundreds of them if he could 
go through the various States where more 
than a majority in various cases is required 
for the passage of bills. I have them not at 
my hand, but you can find hundreds of such 
casei, no doubt, if you choose to apply for 
them. P 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sen- 
ator from Nevada allow the Chair to read a 
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recedent confirming the point made by the 
Senator from Maine exactly? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to hear a 
precedent of that kind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair only 
desires to administer the rules as they stand. 
Of course, if the Senate determine to amend 
the rules, he will be very glad to administer 
the rules as thus amended. Here is a propo- 
sition familiar to all the members of the Sen- 
ate. Prior to the war of the rebellion, in the 
year 1860-61, an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion was proposed as one of the means by 
which it was supposed that perhaps the re- 
bellion might be avoided. It came up in the 
Senate. The Chair will read from the one 
hundred and sixth page of the Journal for 
1860-61, the second session of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress: 

“The Sonate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 54) proposing certain amendments to the 
Constitution of tho United States.” 

That required by the Constitution a two- 
thirds vote. Mr. Clark, of New Hampshire, 
moved to strike it all out, and to insert the 
following resolutions of the Senate in its place: 

“Resolved, That the provisions of the Constitution 
aro ample for tho preservation of tho Union,” &o. 

Which was determined is the affirmative, 
yeas 25, nays 23, the yeas and nays being here 
recorded, The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
TRUMBULL] voted in the affirmative to change 
this constitutional amendment requiring a 
two-thirds vote into a series of resolutions 
requiring only a majority vote. After being 
thus changed — 

“On motion of Mr. Pugh, 

“Ordered, That tho resolution lio upon tho table.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. STEWART. 
Was the question of order raised there ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does not 
appear to have been, but it was a case involv- 
ing great fecling at that time. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is a historic case. 

Mr, STEWART. 1l still claim that that 
would uot be authority unless the point was 
there raised and passed upon. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say a single 
word abont this matter, and partly in defer- 
ence to the Chair, whose decision, it seems 
to me, is discussed upon an entire misappre- 
hension. The Chair decided here the point 
involved in the precedent last read; and I do 
not wonder that no point of order was made 
upon that, because I humbly conceive there 
is no serious point of order to be raised there 
or here. 

Now, what haa the Chair decided? Not 
that you may amend a proposition which re- 
quires a two-thirds vote by something which 
requires legs than that, and have them go to- 
gether. I have no doubt myself you can do 
that, and J have no doubt the Presiding OM- 
cer of this body would so decide; but there is 
no such question before the body now. What 
is the proposition? The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts rises and proposes to strike out of the 
bill everything whatever, whether it requires a 
two-thirds vote or a majority vote, or any 
other vote, and to insert in lieu of it an ordin- 
ary legislative proposition. What does the 
Chair decide? ‘That that isin order; in other 
words, that, in the language of one of the pre- 
cedents that has not been read, you may not 
only turn a bill upside down, but make it by 
amendment mean precisely the contrary of 
that which it meant when it was introduced. 

Now, it happens, to be sure, as one of the 
facts, (and I conceive it to be a mere accident 
and incident, not a governing fact at all,) that 
the matter which the Senator from Massachu-. 
setts proposes to strike out requires a two- 
thirds vote, and it happens that that which he 
proposes to insert could be consummated by a 
majority vote. What of it? The governing 
question is the other question, without respect 
to that, whether it is in order to move tostrike 
out everything after the enacting clause of a 


bill and insert something totally foreign to that 
which is to be stricken out. That is the ques- 
tion, and that the Chair has decided, and that 
he has maintained abundantly by authority, I 
submit, as he could do upon principle. 

Mr. President, when the other question 
shall be made, whether you may amend in a 
State Legislature, for example, by adding to a 
bill which requires a two-thirds vote a provis- 
ion requiring only a majority vote, or whether 
you may amend here by adding and incorpor- 
ating something which a majority can pass in 
a bill requiring a two-thirds vote, I think 
many precedents, to which the Chair has not 
adverted, and which would not be applicable 
here, can be read to show the truth of that 
proposition, I have no doubt of that either, 
for one, foreign as I conceive it to be to this 
question, and entirely immaterial and paltry 
as I think the question to be for the reason 
which the Senator from Wisconsin has stated. 
It is all within the control of the body, and you 
gain nothing when you say that the body ought 
to rule on an appeal from the Chair that you 
cannot put on a certain amendment. It be- 
comes a mere question of numbers; and in 
every legislative body, in every case, if they 
want to put on an amendment they will put it 
on, and it is merely the form in which the 

uestion shall be taken. As my friend from 

isconsin says, if the majority want to keep 
it off they can do it, and a majority cannot 
put it on; so that I think that question is not 
a very important one. 

But my purpose was to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the Chair has not 
ruled and has not been called upon to rule 
that question. The Chair has confined his 
ruling strictly to the question now before us, 
which is, whether the Senator from Massachu- 
setts may move to strike out the whole of-this 
bill after the enacting clause and propose to 
insert a different. bill in its place? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not care to occupy 
the time of the Senate by insisting on calling 
the yeas and nays on this question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the Senate 
will be able to understand what the Chair has 
decided ; the Chair was very clear and distinct 
in his statement; and the repetition of the 
Senator from New York, that the Chair has 
decided something else, I suppose will deceive 
nobody unless it does himself. 

There is one other suggestion which I desire 
to make in regard to this question of order. 
Before doing so, however, I will refer to the 
case that occurred in the Senate when a prop- 
osition was pending to amend the Constitution 
ofthe United States, and where an amendment 
was adopted by a majority vote. In that case 
the question was not raised as to whether it 
was in order or not in order; so that that 
would settle nothing. 

But there is another feature of this subject 
to which attention was called when this bill 
was before the Senate previously, which I 
think should exercise a governing influence in 
the decision of the question before the Senate. 
The proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts can only pass asa law. It must have 
the approval of the President. The bill must 
be read three times. The proposition that is 
now pending before the Senate needs but a 
two-thirds vote of Congress; it does not need 
the approval of the President ; nor need it pass 
in the shape ofa bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you make it out 
hakit does not need the approval ofthe Presi- 

ent? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because the President 
has nothing to do with it. He cannot veto a 
voteof Congress relieving political disabilities. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have you 
prove that. How do you maintain it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Constitution says so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘But Congress may by 
a vote of two-thirds of each House remove 
such disability.” That is all thatis necessary ; 


Congress may by a two-thirds vote of each 
House remove the disability, and the President 
cannot veto it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

uestion ?` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sep: 
ator from Illinois yield? : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, yes; Talways yield 
to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. If I disturb my good 
friend I will not ask it. The Constitution also 
says that Congress may declare war by a ma- 
jority vote; and I wish to ask if Congress can 
declare war without the approval of the Presi- 
dent, constitutionally? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Another clause of the 
Constitution connected with legislation pro- 
vides, in reference to legislative matters, that 
the approval of the President is necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Must you pass a bill 
through three readings to declare war? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think you must pass 
a bill or a joint resolution, which is the same 
thing, and that you cannot doit by a single vote, 
There is no such language in the Constitution 
in regard to declaring war as there is here, 
Congress may declare war; but how does 
Congress act? Other portions of the Consti- 
tution prescribe the mode by which Congress 
acts; but the Constitution itself prescribes the 
mode of action in relieving political disabili- 
ties; and how is it? ‘‘Bat Congress may by a 
vote of two thirds of each House remove such 
disability.’ Now, I hold it is as clear as any“ 
thing can be that the President cannot veto 
the vote of each House removing a political 
disability. He has no control over it. He 
might as well undertake to veto our appoint- 
ment of a committee, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend what 
this clause of the Constitution means, which 
of course has not escaped his observation, 
being the seventh section of the first article? 

“ Every order, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives may be necessary (except on a question of 


adjournment) shall be preseated to the President 
of the United States, and before the same shall take 


effect shall be approved by him.” &¢. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. This is an old question 
that we have often discussed here, and if we 
were to argue it now I suppose it would only 
be a repetition of the discussion which we 
have had here heretofore, and the Senator: 
from Vermont I suppose took part in it. 
There is a clause in the Constitution of the 
United States, as it was originally drafted, 
authorizing amendments to be proposed to it, 
and how does that read: ; 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose. 
amendments to this Constitution.” 

Now, when they do propose amendments to 
the Constitution, did anybody ever suppose, = 
or any considerable number of persons, that 
the President had anything to do with it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Lincoln did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, Mr. Lincoln inad» :; 
vertently signed a resolution proposing aa 
amendment to the Constitution and sent 4 
message afterward apologizing for it. It was 
taken up there inadvertently by our Committee 
ov Enrolled Bills, not thinking anything about 
it, and he signed it. But on the very first 
amendment that was ever proposed to the 
Constitution of the United States, soon after” 
it was adopted, before 1800, the question was 
raised whether the President could veto a res- 
olution of Congress or proposition submitted 
by Congress to the States for their ratification - 
as portions of the Constitution, and it was 
discussed in this body, and it was decided that 
the President had nothing to do with such & 
proposition. It was not an order or a reso- 
lution or a bill of a legislative character with 
which he had anything to do. Butthere were 
some critical gentlemen, like my friend from 
Vermont, who always looks closely to the 
critical bearing of every question, who wë 
not satisfied with the decision of the Sena 


May I ask my friend g 
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and of Congress, and when the constitutional 
amendment thus submitted without the signa- 
ure of President Washington had been rati- 
d by three fourths of the States, a case arose 
‘ander it in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and a critical lawyer insisted that the 
amendment to the Constitution was not valid; 

had never been proposed by Congress, be- 
cause the President had not signed it; and 
he Supreme Court of the United States would 
not hear an argument in opposition to him. 
They said surely there can be nothing in that 
suggestion ; the President has nothing to do 
with. propositions submitted by Congress for 
he amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That very word ‘“‘ propo- 
sition” is the test. That makes the distinc- 


ion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know why the 
word ‘“‘proposition’’ makes the test any more 
than any other word. 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shali deem itnecessary, shall propose amend- 
ments to the Constitution,” 

The word ‘‘ proposition?’ is not there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was on your lips. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Idid not perhaps quote 
t.exactly right, but inasmuch as it is not in 
‘the Constitution the Senator will not put much 
tress on the word ‘‘proposition.”? They may 
“propose amendments, and they do it by reso- 
ution. I have tried to satisfy the Senator, 
and Iam making these remarks more for the 
“benefit of the Senator from Vermont than any- 
body else, for I think the rest of the Senate is 
familiar with this history-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very much obliged 
| to you. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I thought he was 
familiar with it before. 

Now, Mr. President, I come back again to 
the proposition, if I may be permitted to use 
‘that word, by which Congress may relieve any 
© person from political disabilities; this propo- 
ition that is now pending. It is nota law. 
The President has nothing to do with it. It 
ought not to be taken to him for his approval. 
He cannot veto it; and all that is necessary is, 
“in the language of the Constitution, that Con- 
“gress by a vote of two thirds of each House 
remove such disability. To say that you can 
amend a proposition of that kind by putting 
on it a bill that is to be a law on some other 
subject seems to me incongruous, and that it 
¿ought not to be done. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the 
enacting clause of the bill read. As it is pro- 
posed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause I should like to hear the Clerk read 
that enacting clause. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has given notice that he will move 
tostrike out the enacting clause by way of 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is not pending yet. 
_ Mr. STEWART. I want to hear that enact- 
ing clause read as part of my speech. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two thirds of each House concurring 
therein.) 

Mr. STEWART. Now, Mr. President, you 
have passed a law prescribing what shall be 
the enacting clause of your other laws, and it 
Goes not contain that last clause, ‘two thirds 
of each House concurring therein.’ Suppose 
this amendment prevails and the bill goes 
back to the House of Representatives, what is 
it there? It is a House bill with a Senate 
amendment. How much of the House bill is 
left? You have destroyed it entirely by this 
Substitute, which is not germane to it at all. 
You cannot even leave the enacting clause. 
Now, there are plenty of bills that are returned 
there from this body in which everything of 
the original bill is eliminated but the enacting 
clause. They go on the Speaker's table as 

House bills with Senate amendments, because 
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the enacting clause is preserved; but here is 
a case where you cannot even preserve the 
enacting clause of the original bill. You say 
it is germane, it is parliamentary, to annex 
this to the bill and send it back to the House 
without leaving in it any sentence that the 
House putin it at all, It seems to me that 
that is carrying the principle entirely too far. 
It is a different subject altogether. . You have 
not got anything left of the original bill. You 
have not got even the enacting clause. You 
have not got anything to hang an amendment 
upon. It seems to me that such a practice 
cannot be sanctioned by parliamentary law. 
It would lead to such confusion of business 
that it should not be in order in the Senate. 
I have not seen anything to make me believe 
that it isin order. As to the point that this 
is an amendment just the same as adding to 
the end of the bill, L see nothing in that, be- 
cause if the amendment is made and it gets 
back to the House it leaves no part of the 
House bill, not even the enacting clause. You 
have got to destroy the enacting clause. Your 
enacting clause would be out of order and 
contrary to your law and your rule, which 
requires a two-thirds vote to pass the bill. That 
is out of order. Either the motion is out of 
order or the enacting clause is out of order, it 
is very plain. 

I can see no difference between this and a 
concurrent resolution. Suppose a concurrent 
resolution on some subject should come from 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
should put a bill upon that concurrent reso- 
lution and send it back; would that be in 
order? It would be according to the Senator 
from Wisconsin. Then it would be in order 
in that way and evade the rule that requires a 
bill to have three separate readings. A con- 
current resolution does not bave to have three 
readings on different days. It seems to me 
that it leads to confusion to substitute a matter 
here that has no relation to the other; and it 
is very doubtful, as suggested by my friend 
from Illinois, whether this is required to go 
through the processes of the other proposition ; 
whether it is required to be signed by the Pres- 
ident. I regard that as exceedingly doubtful. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am surprised at two 
points which my friend from Nevada has made 
in the discussion of this subject. First, he 
says that in the case of the precedent referred 
to, because nobody thought proper to raise 
the question of order, therefore no question 
of order was decided. I recollect very well 
the amendment offered by Mr. Clark to the 
resolutions of Mr. Crittenden for amending the 
Constitution. Those resolutions were debated 
for more than a week in this body. I was 
here and voted uponthem. No person raised 
a question of order. It was a very exciting 
debate, indeed. The galleries were so full 
that it was impossible to preserve order in 
them. The whole community, the whole coun- 
try was excited on the subject, and the debate 
was long, there were late sessions, the subject 
was very fiercely contested, and no person 
raised a question of order, and there were the 
best parliamentarians in the country in the 
Senate ai that time. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to ask the Senator 
a question. A person gets up here and asks 
to consider a bill out of order, nobody objects, 
and itis done. Does that decide any question 
of order? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Bat if that bill should be 
debated a week, if it should be finally passed 
by only two majority, as this was, by 25 to 23, 
and it should interest the whole country, and 
a question of order would have stopped it ina 
moment if it was not in order, I should think 
it was very remarkable if the question of order 
was not raised if there was any question about 
it. I should conclude that the question of order 
was not raised because there was no question 
to raise. 

Mr. STEWART. l: frequently happens 
here that bills are called uy iuat questions of 


order would stop, and they involve debate for 
weeks, and the point is passed over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I can recall no instance 
in which a bill has been debated here for a 
week, calling out general discussion, calling 
out all the Senators who are in the habit of 
participating in debate, exciting the whole 
country, and yet susceptible of being put aside 
on a point of order if one were raised upon it. 
I know of no such question. It is possible but 
very improbable. ~ 

1 am also surprised at the argument of so 
good a lawyer as the Senator from Nevada, 
that if this is not the law it ought to be, and 
therefore we should make it so by our vote. 
That is what I wish to address myself to very 
briefly. I think it is important to decide our 
rules as they are, not as Senators wish them to 
be. We have several times of late decided 
questions of order, not as the rules prescribed 
but as it is for our present conveniences to have 
them. It is a very dangerous thing to do. 

Mr. STEWART. Does this depend upon 
precedente; or does it depend upon a written 
rule 
Mr. ANTHONY. It depends upon the rule 
as itis; the precedent is merely an illustra- 
tion. It depends on the fair interpretation of 
the rule which the Chair has decided; and it 
seems to me there can be no doubt whatever 
of the correctness of the decision. We decided 
a question yesterday which I presume no Sen- 
ator here will seriously say that we decided 
according to parliamentary law, but we de- 
cided to suit the present convenience of the 
majority. A Senator who is not now in his 
seat said when he voted, ‘‘I vote on the merits 
of the case, not on the parliamentary law,” 
although the parliamentary law was the ques- 
tion under discussion. 

If a majority of the Senate desire to reject 
this amendment, it is very proper that it should 
so do; but it should not reject it on the ground 
that it is not in order; it should reject it on 
the ground of its own merits or demerits. I 
hope we shall decide the question of order as 
we believe the parliamentary law to be, and 
then decide on the amendment as we believe 
the interests of the country demand. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would like to attract the 
attention of so eminent a parliamentarian as 
my honorable friend from Rhode Island to one 
point. By the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution certain disabilities 
are imposed upon certain named classes of cit- 
izens, but it is provided that Congress may by 
a vote of two thirds of each House remove 
such disabilities. The nature of the present 
proposition, then, is an amendment to the 
Constitution. The present proposition, which 
has passed the House of Representatives and 
awaits the assent of the Senate, provides for 
an amendment to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States by removing certain disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth article of amendments. 
Now, it is claimed that upon such a proposi- 
tion as that you can ingrafta measure requiring 
but the vote of a majority, one of those meas- 
ures which by the seventh section of the first 
article of the Constitution mnst be presented 
to the President of the United States, and 
which he has the constitutional right to veto, 
and thus compel, in order to have it become 
alaw, a repassage of it by the two Houses. 
Let me ask the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island if you have one measure which dis- 
tinctly does not require the President's assent, 
and you ingraft upon it or commingle with it 
a measure which does require his consent and 
may be controlled by his veto, what incon- 
gruity have you arrived at by your legislation 
when the same measure shall contain within 
itself a part which does not require the presi- 
dential assent and a part that does require it, 
apart that he may defeat and a part that is 
beyond his reach? What kind of legislation 
would it be? What will you termit? The 
bill is in point of substance, in its very nature, 
as the House has sent it to us, an amendment 
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to the Constitution which the President of the 
United States cannot affect, provided it shall 
be passed by the requisite vote of two thirds 
of each body. Now, if you ingraft upon it a 
measure which the Constitution does give him 
the right to veto, youhave—what? You have 
one provision that he cannot veto, and one that 
he can veto. Can such incongruity as that 
have been contemplated by an orderly consti- 
tution of government? Will the honorable 
Senator be kind enongh to explain to me where 
he finds his authority under the Constitution 
for it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator asks me 
whether I think this incongruous, I certainly 
think it would be. If he asks me whether I 
think it is good legislation to put together bills 
that require a two-thirds vote and bills that 
require only a majority vote, I say Ido not; 
I say it is vicious legislation. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not the question of 
your legislation. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But if he asks me 
whether we have a right to do it, whether the 
parliamentary law allows us to do it, [ have no 
sort of question that we have the right to do it. 

Mr. BAYARD. You have the right to 
mingle up these two questions which the Con- 
stitution of your country requires to be passed 
through by dilferent methods, by different 
majorities, and then present to the President 
of the United States a measure a part of 
which is within his veto and a part of which 


is not! 

Mr. ANTHONY. Have not disability bills 
always been submitted to the President? 

Mr. BAYARD. If they have been so sub- 
mitted, there was no necessity for their being 
submitted, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think they will all be 
found in the statute-books approved by the 
President. 

Mr. BAYARD. There was no necessity 
for it whatever, aud I presume if the Presi- 
dent's attention was anled to it ho would re- 
turn the bill or excuse his siguature, as wus 
done in n prior case, 

Mr. ANTHONY. For my own part I have 
never been able to understand, and E have 
talked with mach better parliamentarians than 
myself who have never been able to explain 
to me how it is, that under the last clause 
of the seventh section of the first article of the 
Constitution any order, resolution, or vote 
which requires the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, except in rela- 
tion to an adjournment, can become valid with- 
out being presented to the President. The 
Senator smiles. Perhaps he is going to en- 
lighten me. i never have been enlightened on 
that point. I do not believe we have a right 
to pass a concurrent resolution for the print 
ing of a document unless it is submitted to 
and receives the assent of the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. Lask the honorable Sen- 
ator whether his opinioa embraces the action 
of Congress under article five: 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 


Houses shail deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to this Constitution.” 


Mr, ANTHONY. The first amendment to 
the Constitution that was ever proposed since 
I have been in Congress was submitted to the 
President and received his signature, The 
question was raised here of the right of the 
President to pass upon it, or of the duty of 
Congress to send the proposition to him; and 
it was decided in this body, I think without 
any division and without much discussion, 
that it should not be sent to him, and on the 
ground that as the objection of the President 
could be overruled by a two-thirds vote, and 
as a two-thirds vote had been given for the 
proposition, it was unnecessary. But in my 
opinion a resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution should be submitted to the 
President; and I think the last clause in the 
seventh section of the first article of the Con- 
‘stitution cannot be fulfilled in any other way. 


It is too plain for me to construe it or inter- 
pret it away. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask my honorable 
friend, ag a matter of history, whether his 
judgment on this subject has not been re- 
versed by the action of Congress, not only 
before the thirteenth amendment, but since 
the thirteenth amendment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ithinkitwas. I under- 
stand from Senators who are much better con- 
versant with the history of constitutional law 
than Iam that it has been customary to send 
to the State Department propositions ofamend- 
ment to the Constitution without submitting 
them to the President; and I know we con- 
stantly- pass upon what we call concurrent 
resolutions, which require the assent of both 
Houses, and do not submit them to the Pres- 
ident; but I think that is a violation of that 
clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, contempo- 
raneous exposition of a law or of a constitu- 
tion is always high authority in construction. 
By common consent ever since March, 1868, 
when the fourteenth amendment went into 
effect, every proposition to relieve from dis- 
abilities under that amendment must take the 
form of a bill and go to the President; show- 
ing what was the general understanding, be- 
cause if any member of either body had had 
a different understanding, it would have been 
suggested. . 

Then, so far as the constitutional provision 
is concerned authorizing two thirds of each 
House to propose amendments, by common 
consent from the very start they were not to 
be sent to the President. On the 10th of 
September, 1789, during the first session of 
the First Congress, ten amendments were sub- 
mitted by Congress to the States for ratifica- 
tion, and I am advised that those propositions 
were not sent to the President; showing that 
by common consent from the very first a prop- 
osition to amend the Constitution need not 
go to the President. But, sir, the seventh 
section of the first article provides that— 

“very ordor, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and louse of Represent- 
atives may be necessary (except on a question of 
adjournment) shall be presented to the President.” 

Now, if you turn to the fourteenth amend- 
ment you find that is in the very language of 
the other clause: 


* But Congress may by a two-thirds vote of cach 
Houso remove such disability.” 

The other clause provides that every ‘‘ vote,” 
using the very word, which requires the con- 
currence of both Houses, shall be sent to the 
President. 

But, sir, there is another reason why the 
position taken by the Senator from Hlinois is 
not true and cannot be maintained, and that 
reason igs to be found in the subject matter 
and the very character of that provision which 
authorizes Congress to propose amendments. 

Any one atall familiar with the history of 
the Constitution and the Convention of 1787, 
knows that it was not the intention that the 
President of the United States should have 
anything to do with proposing amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States. The 
discussions in that Convention show that it was 
reserved to both Houses of Congress to pro- 
pose amendments. To propose an amendment 
is not to pass a bill, a resolution, or to make 
a vote within the meaning of the seventh sec- 
tion of the first article. But it was understood, 
and we can gather that from the section itself, 
and the discussions in the Convention show, 
that it was the distinct understanding that the 
President was to have nothing at ail to do with 
proposing amendments to the Constitution. 
it is a mere proposal, and the States are to 
vote. Itis notin the nature of a resolution 
or of a bill or of a vote, but it is a mere pro- 
posal by Congress; and the subject-matter of 
the section and the history of it asit passed 
through the Convention clearly disclose the 


fact that the President has nothing to do with 


it. That has always been the understanding ; 
and so far as this question is concerned in rẹ- 
gard to the removal of disabilities, the under- 
standing has always been just the other wa 
The vote by two thirds is final; it is the- dig 
tinct action of Congress, and that is the end 
of it when it is signed by the President; bu 
like every bill and every resolution it must g 
to the President. It was so understood in the 
beginning, and now more than four years afte 
the fourteenth amendment has gone into oper: 
ation, and after we have passed hundreds of 
bills that by common consent must take thi 
form of bills and must go to the President, the 
question is raised that it need not be done by: 
bill at all, but by a simple vote, and need not 
be signed by the President. : 
Mr. BAYARD. Do I understand as the: 
result of the Senator’s argument that the: 
President of the United States can preven 
the removal of disabilities by his veto if’ 
two thirds of Congress have voted for their. 
removal ? : 
Mr. MORTON. He can, unless the bill ig: 
again passed by a two-thirds vote afterward, 
clearly, because ‘‘every order, resolution, or“ 
vote to which the concarrence of the Senate 


shall be presented to the President,’ 
can you take this out from the operation of 
that provision of the Constitution? The char 
acter of the subject-matter does not do its 
The history of its passage will notdo it, The 
discussion at the time upon it will not do it. 
The understanding at the time will not do it, 
The understanding at the time was the other 
way. ‘The practice has constantly been the 
other way. 

But when you come to that clause of the 
Constitution authorizing Congress to present 
amendments and the history of it, the under: 
standing at the time was that so far as the 

roposing of amendments was concerned the 
President should have nothing to do with it; 
and at the very first session of the First Con- 
gress, when ten amendments were proposed to 
the States, they were not sent to the Presi 
dent; showing that the very men who made 
the Constitution understood that from the 
subject-matter and the character of it, suche 
measure was not to go to the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. I expect the truth is that 
in those days they werein the habit of consid» 
ering the Constitution a good deal more ihan: 
has occurred of late, and therefore were very. 
strict in regard to their action; but I confess 
I cannot see a great deal in the argument of 
the honorable Senator from Indiana, that a 
subject-matter must have a history before. it 
can receive construction. The contemporar 
neous history of the passage of any law is ex: 
ceedingly valuable in elucidating the great.. 
matter of discovery, which is the intention of 
the Legislature. For that reason we have 
been permitted by all jurists, consults, and 
construers of law to go back and maintain the 
historical account of what occurred at the 
time, in order that we might understand the” 
spiritand meaning of the words used. é 

Congress has certainly been very unfortunate | 
in the language used in this fourteenth amend” 
ment if it has not retained for itself, withou 
any regard to the President of the United 
States or any other branch of the Government, 
the complete control over this matter of the: 
removal of disabilities. The language 18 Jus). 
as plain, the delegation of power is just a8 
complete and unrestricted to Congress by the 
third section of the fourteenth amendment to 
remove these political disabilities as it isb 
the fifth article of the Constitution to propos 
amendments. The language used is almos 
identical; and the honorable Senator canno 
point to one word that gives an increase of 
power to Congress, or gives a less restrict 
grant of power to Congress in the fifth artic 
of the Constitution than is given by the thi 
section of the fourteenth article of am 
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ments. I am surprised to hear it said, in the 
‘face of the plain, simple English terms, + Con- 
gress may by a vote of two thirds of each House 
emove such disability; that it means that 
ongrese may, by and with the approval of the 
President, remove these disabilities, 

2 Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. J ask, because the provis- 
ion of the Constitution requires that 1u shall 
-be a two-thirds vote instead of a majority, is 
it any the less a " vote” within the meaning 
ofthe seventh section of the first article? What 
has that got to do with it, because it says “it 
shall take a two-thirds vote??? If it did not 
use the phrase ‘‘two thirds ’' a majority could 
doit. Suppose it had read ‘t Congress may 
remove such disability,” would the Senator 
pretend fora moment that it would not have 
to goto the President, and would not come | 
“under the op ration of the seventh section of 
the first article? A majority could do it in 
that case, but does the insertion of the phrase 
“two thirds’? take it out from the operation 
-of the other clause? Certainly not. 

Mr. BAYARD. This would be simply re- 
viving the argument which has already been 
settled iu favor of the power of Congress under 
$i the fifth article to amend the Constitution by 
“a two thirds-vote without reference to the 
© President at all. I take it that argument hag 
“been settled by the approval not only of one 
Congress, but of all Congresses since the first 
amendment was offered in favor of the fact 
that two thirds of both Houses by the fifth arti- 
cle of the Constitution may propose amend- 


ments without reference to the Presidentat all. | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
right there? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
ator from Indiana, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You have answered him. 
-Imerely wish to ask my friend whether this 

settlement he speaks of under the constitu- 
tional amendment provision has by any writer, 


May I ask a question 


I want to answer the Sen- 


“Sor by the court that decided upon that ques- | 


tion, ever been made to turn upon the number 


of votes that were required to put the amend- | 


ment into the form of a proposal tothe States? 
Was that ever alluded to? 

Mr. BAYARD. ldo not speak of the num- 
ber of votes, but L think the Supreme Court 
of the United States referred to that in regard 
to the question of two thirds in proposing an 
amendment. 

Mr EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had that impression. 
thought the honorable Senator from Illinois, 
whose kvowledge of the historical facts of this 


case ig more accurate than my own, stated | 
such to be the case, that there had been a | 


judicial decision upon that very point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So there has; but my 
question to the senator was whether that judi- 
cial decision was made to turn in the slightest 
degree upon the number of votes that that 
article of the Constitution required to be 
given in order to propose an amendment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. My impression was that 
the decision was probably based upon that 
‘act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was based upon quite 
a different view of the case. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not deem it necessary 

- to revive that. question, which I consider settled. 
am surprised to hear inthe Senate of the 
United States the doubt expressed to day 
whether Congress can by a vote of two thirds 
amend the Constitution without regard to the 
wish of the President on the subject. I had 
supposed that to be settled beyond peradven- 
ture, 

But I wish to answer the honorable Senator 
from Indiana further upon his question to me 
In regard to the word ‘‘vote,’’ in the third 
section of the fcarteenth article of amend- 

“=< ments, which he referred to. By the sev- 
> enth section of the first article it will be | 


} 
I 


observed that ‘every order, resolution, or 
vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be neces- 
sary (except on a question of adjournment) 
shall be presented to the President of the 
United States.” What is meant by ‘that? 
How do Congress concur? They concur by 
majority votes; and whenever two-thirds votes 
are referred to it is not by the ordinary phrase 


of concurrence, but it is referred to especially , 


as by a concurrence with two-thirds votes, 
which is a special coneurrence, not such a one 
as is intended in the seventh section of the 
first article, which means concurrence by a 
majority; and the language that follows in 
association with this phrase would completely 
establish it. It reads; 

“Every order, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives may be necessary ”— 

Which means a concurrence in the ordinary 

and usual way by a majority— 
“shall be presented to the President of the United 
States, and before the same shall take effect shal! be 
approved by him, or being disapproved by him, shall 
be repassed by two thirds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, according to the rules and limit- 
ations prescribed in the case of a bill.” 

Now, what do we find? That two thirds 
shall override the veto of the President. if 
you require, in the first place, two thirds fora 
certain vote, and you provide that whether 
the President approves or not in the case of a 
common bill requiring but the ordinary con 
currence, which 1s the concurrence of a major- 
ity, it may be repassed over his veto by a two- 
thirds vote, then you have removed these two- 
thirds votes required by other provisions of 
the Constitution from the effect of the seventh 
section of the first article, 

There can be no doubt, therefore, that it is 
straining the meaning of words, it is departing 
from the plain effect of the Constituiion, when 
you undertake to interpret the same language 
in differeut wavs which occurs in different 
parts of the Constitution, The fourteenth 
article of amendments distinctly gives Con- 
gress, and Congress alone, the power to amend 
this fourteenth article by removing the dis- 
abilities. 
in the same language gives Congress similar 
power, no more and no iess. Uponthat power 
it has acted; the country hasacquiesced in it; 
avd i am now surprised to find that in a meas- 
ure in its natare amending the Constitution of 
the United States Senators will state that the 
assent and approval of the President of the 
United States is requisite in one case, when 
the history of the country and the constant 
decisions of Congress have settled it is not 
necessary in another, 

Mr. CARPENTER. As human life is so 
brief, and debates in the Senate, “like linked 
sweetness, long drawn out,’ I move to lay 
this appeal on the table. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hav- 
ing decided that he has not the rightunder the 
usage of the Seuvate and the parliamentary law 
to refuse to receive this amendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator 
from Illinois appeals from that decision, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin moves that the 
appeal do lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Indiana desired to perfect the original 
proposition before the vote should be taken 
upon the substitute. 

Mr. MORTON. 
by inserting in section two, line six, after the 
word ‘‘ same,” the following: 

That he is not, and has not been at any time 
within two years preceding the passage of this act, 
a member of either of the organizations commonly 
known by thenames of the "Invisible Empire of 
America,” the “ White Brotherhood,” or the ‘’ Con- 
stitutional Union Guard,” respectively, nor of any 
branch of the organization commonly known as the 
“Ku Klux Kian.” 

So that if amended the section will read: 

That before any person shall be entitled to the 
benefit of this act, he shall, within the district where 


The tifth article of the Constitution | 


The Senator | 


i 


I move to amend the bill | 


j] a right to move that. 


he resides, before a clerk of some court of the United 
States, or a United States commissioner, take and 
subscribe an oath or affirmation to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, aud to bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same, and that he is not, and 
has not been at any time within two years preceding 
the passage of this act, a member of either of the 
organizations, & 


Mr. HILL. I offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana, to 
strike out all of the bill, after the word * re- 
moved,’’ in line nine of section one, so that 
it will have no qualification whatever. It will 
then read: 


That all legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States on 
persons thercin mentioned, becauze of their having 
engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the 
United States, or given aid or comfort to the ene- 
mies thereof, be, and the same are hereby, removed, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The proposition of the 
Senator from Georgia is not in order now, 
because there is another amendment pending, 
It will be in order afterward. i 

Mr. HILL. I offer this as an amendment 
to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia touches a 
part of the bill that the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana does not reach. It can- 
net therefore be an amendment to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. I thought I might move it as 
an amendment to the amendment. 1 know the 
adoption of my amendment would prevent the 
adoption of that. Perhaps, however, I had 
berer wait, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will bein 
order after the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana is disposed of. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will it be in order to 
strike out those very words if they are inserted ? 
The Senator from Indiana, as I understand, 
moves to insert certain words. The Senator 
from Georgia wants to strike those out. Will 
that be in order? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
when the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana is disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ wish to makean inquiry 
whether or not there is more than one bill from 
the House of Representatives now pending in 
relation to amnesty? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is advised that there is only one general 
amnesty bill. There are. however, several 
bills removing disabilities from persons named 
therein. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ought not to 
prolong by discussion the action of the Sen- 
ate on this bill, which will undoubtedly come 
before us again. The proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetis now is to strike out 
the amnesty bill and insert the civil rights bill, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the decision of 
the Chair, and it is a correct decision, he has 
Now, without wasting 
time to debate this matter, I wish to state 
the course that I shall pursue. I wantto vote 
for an amnesty bill; but I want, if I can, by 
proper legislative steps, to compel by proper 
parliameutary motions a small minoriiy of 
the House of Representatives to allow a vote 
upon the pending proposition, There is pend- 
ing in the House of Representatives a civil 
rights bill similar in character to the one now 
offered ag an amendment to this bill, A mi- 
nority of the House thus far have been able to 
prevent a vote on that bill. It seems to me 
tbe majority of the House ought to be allowed 
to.vote on it; and if I ean by any parliamentary 
way devise a mode of compelling a vote in the 
House of Representatives upon that bill, I 
certainly will resort to it. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. [inquire of the Chair if it is 
proper to discuss the action of the House of 
Representatives here. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. 
lated the rule. 

Mr. BLATR. I ask the opinion of the Chair 
in regard to that. [ask the Chair if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is not violating the rule in 
referring to the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives upon a bill pending before them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
thinks the question is a pretty close one, but 
that the line of remark of the Senator from 
Ohio so far is hardly objectionable to the 


I think I have not vio- 


rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Mis- 
souri had waited a moment he would have 
seen that I am not discussing the action of the 
House at all. I am simply discussing a fact 
shown by the records of the House, and a 

ublic fact shown by history. I can discuss 
it, as any other citizen may. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit that the Senator 
has reflected on the action of a minority of the 
members of the House and their refractory 
conduct in preventing a vote being taken on 


a bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said nothing about 
“refractory conduct.’’ Idid not call in ques- 
tion their motives. 

Mr. BLAIR. I cannot be mistaken in the 
fact that the Senator from Ohio stated that a 
minority in the Fouse had prevented a vote 
being taken upon a particular bill, and that he 
desired to take some course of action here 
which would compel them to act upon the civil 
rights bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘To secure a vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 submit that it is notin order 
to refer to the House of Representatives, and 
the action of a portion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the manner in which the Senator 
from Ohio has done it. I submit to the Chair 
whether it is in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the remarks are not strictly in order, 

Mr, SHERMAN. Iam not calling inques- 
tion the action of the House, or of any mem- 
ber of the House, or reflecting on them in the 
fanguage of the rule, l simply state a histor- 
ical fact known to us, shown by our records, 
that a Will similar to the proposition now 
ollured has been pending in the House; that 
thus far, on several votes that have been 
taken, it appears that a majority of the House 
is in favor of taking up the bill, That is a 
matter of factwhich | ean refer to, and that a 
minority of the Louse have been able thus far 
under the parliamentary rules of the House to 
defeat a vote on that bill, The fact is a mat- 
ter of notoriety and is a fact of history that L 
may properly allude to, that though several 
efforts have been made in the House which 
have indicated and proved that a majority of 
the House are desirous to take up and pass a 
certain bill, yet thus far under the rules of the 
House a minority have been able, as they 
A the right to do, to prevent a vote on that 

ii. 

Now, with my convietion that the civil rights 
bill and the amnesty bill ought to go together, 
ought both to pass, both being kindred in 
character, although somewhat dissimilar in 
their parliamentary form, all I desire to secure 
is a fair vote in the House on the subject- 
matter of the bill proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. If that is done, and a 
majority of the House are opposed to the bill, 
then J am in favor of passing an amnesty bill 
separate and distinct, because I would not 
force the majority of the House to adopt a 
civil rights bill in order to secure an amnesty 
bill; but I would certainly, if I could, force 
a minority to allow a fair vote on the civil 
rights bill before I would vote for the amnesty 
bill, because these two bills, in my judgment, 
ought to go together 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair 
thinks, as the question has been raised, it is 
the duty of the Chair to rule that this line of 
remark is not in order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will abandon it, 


The course I will pursue in regard to the pend- 
ing proposition, so far as my vote is concerned, 
ig this: I do not see any object in the Sen- 
ate wasting any time in amending the bill 
Mr. SUMNER. I was about to make that 
very remark. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not see any object 
in the Senate wasting time in acting on amend- 
ments to the bill when a proposition has been 
made to the Senate to strike it all out. The 
amendment now offered by the Senator from 
Tndiana can be just as well offered afterward. 
Tf the Senate should refuse to strike out this 
pill and insert the civil rights bill in lieu of it, 
the bill will then be open to amendment, and 
the proposition of the Senator from Indiana 
will receive my vote, as it did before. But at 
present I think it is better for us to have a 
vote upon this subject which has been dis- 
cussed several days in the Senate, upon which 
every Senator must have made up his wind; 
and I state my purpose (and I can do that 
without violating the rules) to be to send the 
civil rights bill to the House of Representa- 
tives in such form that a majority of the House 
may, if they choose, pass it. If they do, or 
whether they do or not, if they have a fair 
chance to pass it, I will then vote for a very 
liberal amnesty bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. How do you gain in 
that view by voting for this amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will tell the Senator 
how we gain. If you send this bill in the 
nature of an amendment upon a House bill 
it goes to the Speaker's table, and a majority 
can then reach it and act on it, The Senator 
from New York and I were both members of 
the House, and we know that that is the proper 
way; that a Senate amendment to a House 
vill comes to the House of Representatives, 
and under their rules may be reached at any 
time by a majority voting to go to the Speak- 
er’s table and disposing of the amendment. 
‘They can either reject it or adopt it, Ifa 
majority reject the civil rights bill, then [shall 
vole for the amnesty bill. If a majority adopt 
the civil rights bill, L shall then vote for the 
amnesty bill, In answer to the question of 
the Senator from New York, I say that the 
reason why I vote for this amendment is to 
enable the House of Representatives, in ac- 
cordance with their rules, to act on the subject- 
matter, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Allow me 
to ask a question. If the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts prevails and is 
substituted for the bill, what becomes of the 
amnesty bill? Have we then an amnesty bill 
before ug? 

Mr. SHERMAN, This particular amnesty 
bill is defeated; but there are other amnesty 
bills for you to pass. There are two or three 
amnesty bills here, either of which we can 
amend and make it as general or as special as 
we please, That whole subject-matter is be 


fore us in three or four different bills. That 
is the answer. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there 


an amnesty bill before us other than the one 
now up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is advised that there are certain bills provid- 
ing for amnesty to particular individuals which 
might be amended. 

ae SAWYER. 
bill, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
House bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am told that there 
is a general Senate bill pending, and several 
special bills from the House which can be 
amended. 

Mr. SUMNER. And let me remind the 
Senator that we know from the votes of the 
House of Representatives during this session, 
to which it is proper to refer, that the House, 
by a two-thirds majority, is in favor of am- 


There is a general Senate 


No general 


nesty, so that any day it can send us such a 
bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will state further that” 
the whole subject-matter is within onr power, 
as shown by the fact that there are severa 
bills here relieving disabilities from one or 
more persons. It takes the same vote to pass 
one of those bills relieving a single individual 
as to pass a bill relieving the whole southern 
people. We can take up any one of those 
bills, and at any time amend it in the prope 
way to make it a general amnesty bill, and 
certainly it will meet the concurrence of the. 


House. : 
Mr. BOREMAN. I hold in my hand a 
general amnesty bill reported by a committee ` 
of this body of which I am a member, which 

is on the Calendar, Senate bill No. 6. - 
Mr, SHERMAN. Then there is no diffi 
culty at all. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio, in case the bill of the Seni 
ator from Massachusetts should be adopted by 
this House asan amendment, why the amnesty 
bill cannot be moved as an amendment to that? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I would vote for it in 
that form with great pleasure ; but the trouble 
is if you send the bill to the House with two 
subjects together, according to the statement 
made by Senators on the Democratic side, the 
House then cannot pass the civil rights bill 
without a vote of two thirds, and that would 
defeat the bill; and the objection made to the 
proposition of the Senator trom Massachusetts 
before was that it compelled a vote of two 
thirds of the House in order to pass the civil 
rights bill. ‘Therefore I voted for that amend- 
ment with great doubt, and expressed my 
doubt at the time whether an amendment 
requiring only a majority vote ought to be put 
on a bill that required a two-thirds vote. It 
seemed to me rather forcing the civil rights 
bill on the attention of the House. But ft is 
perfectly proper for the Senate, if it desires 
to pass a civil rights bill, to take up any prop- 
osition on our table, it makes no difference 
upon what subject, and substitute that for i 
There is no rule which limits the power of the. 
Senate to amend any bill sent by the House. 
All the debates on the subject have not shown 
any rule or precedent of the kind. If we 
desire to pass a civil rights bill it is perfectly 
competent for us to take up one of these 
amnesty bills and amend it, and send the. 
amendment to the House. If they concur m 
the amendment it becomes a law; if they 
reject it, it is defeated. In either event we 
accomplish the object the Senate desires to 
accomplish; that is, to get the vote of the 
House of Representatives upon the civil rights 
bill. l 
I again appeal to Senators who are opposed 
to this civil rights bill whether it is not better, 
all things considered, to allow this civil rights 
bill to be sent to the House, and let the House 
take a fair vote upon it, Every gentleman 
opposed to the civil rights bill who believes 
it unconstitutional or impolitic cau vote against 
it, and if the majority vote against it, it is de- 
feated and there is the end of it. Then no 
Senator can claim that we ought to postpone 
amnesty until justice is done to the colored 
people of the South, because the House of 
Representatives have the right to reject the 
civil rights bill. But if there is a majority of 
the House of Representatives agreed that the 
civil rights bill ought to pass, it is not right for 
the minority to prevent a vote on the subject 
so as to defeat action on that question. : 
Senators might as well look the matter 
squarely in the face, There is not much 
probability of an amnesty bill passing the 
Senate by a two-thirds vote until there 188 
reasonable opportunity for a fair vote In the 
House of Representatives on the civil rights, 
bill; and I have no doubt at all that if the. 
civil rights bill was out of the way, Oor we 
could reach a fair vote on it in the House of 


Representatives, the amnesty bill would pass 
by three fourths of all the votes of the Senate 
of the United States. That is my judgmen 


872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3189 


infer that from the various votes that have 
een taken. 

Ir. FERRY, of Connecticut. I should like 
‘o:ask the Senator from Ohio a question. Has 
ver an amnesty bill come here from the 
House upon which the Senator from Indiana 
nd other Senators have not moved two or 
hree restrictive amendments? 

: Mr. SHERMAN. I think the fact stated 
ery prob: ble. The question as to the de- 
ree of amnesty, how far we will go,is a ques- 
“tion of dispute in the Senate. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. And with 
hat existing dispute between the two Houses, 
will not the course which the Senator now 
“advocates inevitably defeat the passage of 
any amnesty bill at this session? I think so. 
Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, I have 
po doubt thatan amnesty bill will pass, because 
-any amnesty bill of a general character, even 
with the amendment now proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana, would relieve ninety 
out of one hundred of the people who are 
under disabilities. The exceptions in any 
amnesty bill that has been proposed are very 
:Jimited. According to my recollection the 
“exceptions proposed in the bill reported by 
the Senate committee would not exclude two 
“hundred people in all the southern States. It 
excludes officers of the Armyand Navy. How 
‘many of them? Veryfew. It excludes those 
“who were in Congress. How many of them 
areliving now? Veryfew,. It excludes prob- 
: ably persons who were in the State conven- 
tions and voted for ordinances of secession. 
How many of them are left? Very few. 

‘ae BOREMAN, This bill does not exclude 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, it 
“is perfectly obvious that if the Senate is will- 
ing, without consuming time over this question 
“that has been debated so often, to allow a fair 
vote on the civil rights bill, and let that go to 
“the House of Representatives, giving the 
: majority there an opportunity to pass the bill, 

or reject it at their pleasure, it will secure 
what all seem so much to desire, a practical 
general amnesty bill. Whether the amnesty 
shall be universal or only general, whether 
certain classes shall be excepted or not, isa 
question on which every Senator is entitled to 
his opinion. My own judgment is that no one 
ought to be excluded from the amnesty except 
three classes. I have voted and am perfectly 
willing to vote for an amnesty bill that will 
allow everybody to be relieved from disability 
except those men who were here in Congress, 
and eleven years ago abandoned their seats 
to join the rebellion, and the officers of our 
Army and the officers of our Navy, who were 
educated by the Government of the United 
States, who took an oath of allegiance, and 
violated that oath by entering into the service 
of the rebellion. With these exceptions I am 
perfectly willing to vote for an amnesty bill; 
and in my judgment, neither the House nor 
the Senate will go beyond that; and there is 
no difference between the House and the Sen- 
ate on the general subject of amnesty. There 
is a desire on the part of some Senators here 
to. secure civil rights in their broadest sense to 
all men, without regard to race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude; and this done, 
or with a fair opportunity given to present the 
question to the House of Representatives in 
such a way that a majority can decide it, there 
will be no difficulty about a general amnesty. 
Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, when this 
subject was before us early in the session, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts moved his 
supplementary civil rights bill as an amend- 
ment to the amnesty bill, I voted against the 
amendment, and I did it in the belief that the 
bill could not pass as thus amended. The re- 
sult of the vote upon the bill at that time jus- 
tified that prediction which I made.. Iam sat- 
isfied now that it is impossible to pass the 
amnesty bill so called with the civil rights bill 
< attached to it in the shape of an amendment 


in the same form in which it was placed before. 
When another amnesty bill was before us here- 
tofore, I was for doing the work which was 
then before us, for passing a bill for the relief 
of political disabilities; that was the work in 
hand; and I therefore thought it was our duty 
aud our policy to do that work,and not attempt 
to do two things, which seemed to me some- 
what incongruous, at the same time. 

But, Mr. President, I am perfectly satisfied 
that we ought to pass both these measures, 
both the bill for the removal of political dis- 
abilities, and the bill forthe securing of equal 
civil rights to. all our fellow-citizens. I am 
now, therefore, put under the necessity of de- 
ciding whether I will vote to substitute the 
civil rights bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for the pending bill, or whether I will 
let the bill take the course which it took be- 
fore, to meet, as I believe, precisely the same 
defeat which it met before. 

I believe now that no amnesty bill can pass 
the Senate until a civil rights. bill has passed 
it also, and as I amin favor of both measures, 
with the light of the experience at the early 
part of the session on this subject I propose 
to vote for the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to substitute the civil rights 
bill in its substance for the amnesty bill which 
is before us, knowing as I do, or believing as I 
do, that there will be no practical difficulty 
afterward in passing the amnesty bill within 
the next thirty days. I hope, therefore, that 
the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will be adopted ; that we shall pass the 
civil rights bill in such a form as seems best 
to the Senate; let it go to the House, have a 
fair vote there, and whether they agree to it or 
or disagree to it, we shail be left then free and 
independent to act upon the amnesty measure. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I was 
much gratified this morning when the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Borgman] rose to 
call the attention of the Senate to the amnesty 
bill, and gave reasons why it ought to be 
passed. I was congratulating myself that the 
day of illiberality, of hate, was passing away, 
and that even the Senator from West Virginia, 
who had perhaps as persistently opposed am- 
nesty as anybody celse, rose in his place and 
read the resolution of the Republican national 
convention cf 1868 in favor of amnesty, and 
went on to make an argument to show why a 
general amnesty bill should pass. I hailed 
that as the light of a better day, as an act that 
should restore social intercourse and kindly 
feelings throughout the country. But I con- 
fess my mortification and my disappointment 
when I now see the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, who started out this day in this noble 
course of generosity, liberality, and kindness 
to all the people of the country, abandoning 
his position to give the measure that he advo- 
cated but two hours ago the go-by; and when 
Isee the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Sawyer] rising here to vote to strike the 
whole amnesty bill out, to give it the go-by, 
and to be satisfied that his constituents should 
labor under the disabilities still; and, above 
all, I felt disappointed when the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHenman] rose in his place and 
appealed to the Senate as if it was a matter 
of course that it should lay aside the amnesty 
bill and adopt what he calls a civil rights bill 


| for the purpose of coercing the House of Rep- 


resentatives to vote upon a measure thai 
should be sent to them. An independent 
brauch of this Government, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, is not to be left toact as it thinks 
proper. It makes its own rules; it unmakes 
them; it considers what it pleases; it disposes 
of measures before it as it pleases; but the 
Senator from Ohio, backed up by the Senator 


| from South Carolina, who has abandoned am- 


nesty, proposes to coerce the House of Rep- 
resentatives to act upon a measure that he will 
send to them! 

I knew that this question of amnesty had 
been trifled with; I knew that by one sort of 


device and another it had been postponed ; 
that more than a year ago the House of Rep- 
resentatives had sent us an amnesty bill, and 
that. the Senate could not be brought to act 
upon it; I knew that the Senator from Ohio 
had united to prevent action upon it; but he 
had professed that he was friendly to amnesty ; 
and now he proposes to defeat the amnesty 
bill of the House, and the only general amnesty 
bill of the House before us. He says we can 
pass another bill. Of course we can; but we 
can make amnesty a law by passing the bill 
which is now before us from the House of 
Representatives. But the Senator does not 
propose to do that. Why not? Because he 
says he wants a civil rights bill passed, and. he 
will adopt such measures as will compel the 
House of Representatives, an independent 
branch of the Government, to act according 
to his wishes in this body! That is his prop- 
osition; and to pass what? A civil rights bill! 
Mr. President, it is a misnomer; and I now 
ask the Senator from Ohio, and I would be 
glad to give way for an answer, if he will tell 
me one single civil right that he has or I have 
that the colored people of this country have 
not. What is it? What civil right do I have 
or has he that is denied a colored man? I 
want to know what it is. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I answered that question 
the other day in debate here, but I will, if 
necessary to enlighten my honorable friend 
from Illinois, answer it again after he gets 
through. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be happy to hear 
the answer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to be put 
under cross-examination in the midst of the 
Senator’s speech. When the Senator gets 
through, if it is necessary, I will read him the 
speech I made on the subject the otber day, 
which I think very clearly pointed out certain 
rights which were denied to colored people in 
the southern States, and which I think they 
ought to have, and | call them civil rights. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [shall be glad to know 
one of them. The Senator, of course, will pur- 
sue his own course. 

I know of no civil right that Ihave that a 


| colored man has not, and I say it is a misno- 


mer to talk about this being a civil rights bill. 
If the Senator from Ohio means social rights, 
if he means by legislation to force the colored 
people and white people to go to church to- 
gether,or to be buried in the same grave-yard, 
that is not a civil right. I know of no right 
to ride in a car, no right to stop at a hotel, no 
right to travel possessed by the white man 
that the colored man has not, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How about the right to 
go to a public school? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The right to go to 
school is not a civil right and never was. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What kind of a right 
is it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a privilege that 
you may have to go to school. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont mean to force everybody 
to go to school? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, but I mean to force 


It is not a right. 
What is it? 


|| everybody to let anybody go to school who is 


a citizen of this country who wants to go. , 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, I think you can- 
uot do any such thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
of trying soon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator may try. 
I deny his right as a member of Congress to 
force anybody into a school, or to force any- 
body to take anybody into a school. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here in the District of 
Columbia? That is what I am speaking of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The Senator from Ohio 
is not speaking of the District of Columbia ; 
he is speaking of a bill for the country. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. There is no 
right denied in the District of Columbia. 


I shall have the pleasure 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. There is no right now 
denied in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut It is precisly 
the same for blacks as for whites in this Dis- 


trict. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Precisely the same even 
here in the District. Iam indebted to the 
Senator from Connecticut for that fact. So 
there is nothing in that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But my friend was say- 
ing that he did not know of a single right that 
a white man had in this country thata black 
man had not equally. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, supposing the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was in this country, and sup- 
posing that under the existing condition of 
things colored children are not permitted to 
go to the public schools in this District, where 
other citizens of the United States are per- 
mitted to go, which schools are supported by 
public taxation, and are a part of the Govern- 
ment, | ask the Senator the question, and he 
replies by saying that the right to go to school 
is no rightatall. Very well, The people will 
be glad to know that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut has answered the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that in the District of Co- 
lumbia the colored person and the white 
person have the same right in reference to the 
schools. So that when he departs from the 
matter which the Senator from Ohio and my- 
self were discussing, and undertakes to narrow 
it down to the District of Columbia, he is met 
by the fact that there is no discrimination in 
the respect to which be refers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Thatis an entire mistake. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Now, Iwill 
state what exactly is the fren 

-< Mr. BDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. PERRY, of Connecticut. The same 
facilities, the same advantages, the same op- 
portunities of education are given to the white 
child and the black child in the District of 
Columbia to-day. The only difference is that 
they do not receive thoge equal facilities and 
advantages in the same school-room ; and you 
might as well deny that equal facilities and 
equal advantages exist in the northern States 
to the two sexes where the sexes are by the 
action of the authorities taught in different 
school-rooms or school buiidings, as to deny 
it bere, Such [aim informed is the fact. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Does the Senator from 
Connechicut mean to say as a fact that the 
colored children of this District are entitled to 
g9 iuto the highest grades of schools that are 
provided for white children—schools of equal 
grade, | inean? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connectiont. T state as a 
fact that they have all. So their trustees 
report, nnd the report was read here the other 
day; l thought L had it on iny table, but | 
bave not. There is a lengthy report of the | 
trustees of the grades of the schools now being 
erecied or that were at that time being erected 
for the colored children on a seale exceeding 
any of the schools in one half the towns of 
New Kuglaud to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Illinois 
will pardon me a moment—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 think I cannot give | 
way for debate here between Senators. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, No, but 1 would be glad 
to have fair play; and if my friend from 
Connecticut is coming to the aid of my friend 
from Illinois, which he pretty badly needed, I 
wish to have a word with my friend from Con- 
necticut before my friend from Liliavis goes 
on, if he will let me. 

Now, we get at what is said to be the fact ; 
and that is that under the public-school system 
of the District of Columbia, as established by 
Jaw, it is declared that white children shall go 

into one school-house and biack children shall 
go into another, and that is what is called 


equality befure the law! Well, suppose it is 
for a moment, then why can you not also have 


equality before the law by declaring that the 
black man shall go to one poil to vote and 
the white man shall go to another, and by 
declaring that the black man shall go to one 
hotel to stay and the white man shall go to 
another, aud that the colored man shall go 
into Pennsylvania avenue or Maryland avenue 
when he wants to go to the west end of the 
town, and tbe white man shall take Massachu- 
setts or some other avenue where it is proper 
for white people to go? 

Mr. President, if there is anything in that 
equality of right under the law, if it be admit- 
ted or established that a public school is a 
part of governmental regulation, designed for 
the benefit of the whole people, then you can- 
not get out by saying that there is an equality 
of right when you declare that you will put the 
black sheep in one place and the white sheep 
in another, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
ask a question. 

Mr. KDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Is ita denial 
of right in New England that the females of a 
school district are by the authorities compelled 
to be put in one school-room and the males 
in another school room, and that the females 
are forbidden to go into the room where the 
males are to-day ? Is that a denial of right ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 do not know whether 
it is or uot. [Laughter] Inasmuch as | 
never considered the female question I will 
not undertake to illuminate my good friend 
from Connecticut on that subject; but let me 
ask the honorable Senator a question in re- 
turn, Would it not be a dental of right to 
declare that white meu, or men with red hair, 
or native citizens only should be entided to 
travel in a particular horse-car, and that every 
other class of people should only be allowed 
to travel in another? 

Mr. FURRY, of Connecticut. We were 
talking about schools. I came into this dis- 
cussion in an inquiry with regard to the schools 
in the District ot Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. And I as- 
serted that so far as rights are concerned the 
two races have equal facilities, opportunities, 
and advantages by law in this District now. 

Mr. BDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Senator 
from Vermont insists that it is a denial of 
equality of right to have different rooms for 
the education of the races. I assert that it is 
not a denial of equality of right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That l understand; and 
so the Senator is very careful not to answer 
my question, although he is very handy ip put- 
ting questions. Now, [say it is impossible for 
him to distinguish, (speaking to tbe question 
of race and vot following our naturally galiant 
disposition to run off on to the question of sex 
where I cannot follow my friend,) and L defy 
him to poiut out any distinction between the 
right of Congress under the Constitution in 
this District, for iliustration, to declare that a 
white child shall not go to a parcicular public 
school and that he shall go to another if he 
goes at all, and the power to declare that a 
white man shall uot ride in a particular horse- 
car thai has a bine stripe across it. and that if 


Allow meto 


Í he rides at all be shail ride on a different one. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I have to 
speak on that matter to-morrow, and I will 
explain it then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend will 
take time to think a little before he speaks on 
that subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when I 
gave way for a question, 1 did not expect that 
the Senator from Vermont, who is always so 
zealous to run to the defense of somebody who 
is not attacked, and who is so astute in con- 
founding things tbat are unlike, would have 
insisted in occupying the time to make a 
speech, and two or three speeches at that, in 
reply to the Senator from Connecticut. 
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Mr. President, I said that going to scho 
was not a civil right, and that so far as I knew 
the colored people of this country had all the 
civil rights that the whites had, and it is a mis.. 
nomer to call this a civil rights bill, The cole. 
ored people of the country have been excited 
about a civil rights Dill, as if there was some: 
thing that was denied them. Why, sir, we: 
passed years ago a civil rights bill conferring 
upon the colored people ail the civd rights. 
which white people have, and they have them 
to the same exient; and, when the Senator 
from Vermontgets up here now and undertakes 
to escape from the position that the Senator 
from Connecticut put him in when he showed 
that his position about the schools was ind 
fensible, by talking about riding in a ear, and 
the color of people’s hair, and wanting to know 
if they are to be kept out of a car on acconnt 
of the color of their hair, let me ask him, is 
there any such law? It will be time enough 
for the Senator from Vermontto raise his ques- 
tion about the right of people to ride in the. ` 
cars whose hair is of a particular color or who 
have no hair at all upon their heads when a 
law is passed to that effect. But until the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, by reason of his old age 
and baldness is kept out of the cars, he need © 
not complain that there is danger of a law: ° 
being passed to keep him out. [Laughter.] 
1 know that his fine appearance and venerable 
age will always entitle him to entrance into ao 
car, and the best of cars at that. [Laughter] 

Mr. SAWYBR. Mr. President 3 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not mean to hit” 
the Senator from South Carolina; and I hope. 
he will not be disturbed at what I am saying, ` 
[ Laughter. J : 

Now, Mr. President, the truth is tbat the 
colored man has just the same right of action 
against a railroad company or a hotel-keeper 
that a white man has for a refusal to receive: 
or entertain him or to transport him on the 
ears. ‘lhe rights are the same to all; and 
this ery that has gone out to the country of a 
supplemental civil rights bill, which has ex»: 
cited the colored peopie of this country, and 
induced many of them to think that they 
are entitled to some rights that they have not 
got, has only tended to produce mischief and- 
excitement throughout tne land. I do say, in 
reply to the Senator from Vermont, that the 
right to go to school is not a civil right, and 
that the schools are regulaied all over the 
land, and must be, for the advancement of 
education. We have graded schools. Boys 
of one class are kept in one room; of another 
class in another ; the girls are confined to one : 
room and the boys to another; but this is not 
a denial of civil rights to either. Jf the facili- 
ties for education are the same nobody bas a 
right to complain. This which the Senator 
speaks of asa civil right is no civil right at all, 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes; I am willing to 
be questioned. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator if the 
right to go to school is uot a civil right. what 
kind of aright is it, or isit any right at all? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is not any right at 
all. It is a matter to be regulated by -the 
localities. It depends upon what the law of 
the locality is. hey may afford facilities for 
going to schools to the chiidren between four 
aud eighteen, und may provide free schools 
for them. We may regulate it in the District 
of Columbia as we have; and sach a right as 
we should give the people by our statute they 
would be entitled to. Bat, iu speaking of 
civil rights 1 have reference to those rights 
which belong to the individual as a citizen. 
person may have aright as a member of @ 
corporation. Suppose a fire insurance Com- 
pany is created in the District of Columbia, 
that is a very proper thing to have bere; the 
Senator from indiana is a member of that cor- 
poration; I am a member. We have certain: 
rights in it. They are not what 1 understand 
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y civil rights. The term civil rights, as I 
nderstand it, applies to the rights pertaining 
ö the citizen as such. There may be no 
chools at all in the State of Indiana or the 
istrict of Columbia; and would there then 
è any right appertaining to the individual as 
-eitizen to goto school? Am I understood 
y the Senator from Indiana? 

“J understand by the term ‘civil rights,” 
ights appertaining to the individual as a free, 
ndependent citizen; and what are they? The 
“right to go and come; the right to enforce 
-eontracts; the right to convey his property; 
the right to buy property—those general rights 
that belong to mankind everywhere; and not 
a privilege that is conferred by a corporation, 
asa college for example. We have colleges 
in the country, and a student who applies 
there and pays bis tuition fees, you may say, 
“bas certain rights there; but they are not 
what I understand to be embraced in the gen- 
eral broad term ‘‘ civil rights.” 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, we do not 
ntend to lose sight of the substance in a mere 
“play upon words. The Senator says the right 
nto go to school is not a civil right. Let us see 

how it stands. The substitute proposed by 

the Senator from Massachusetts does not pro- 
‘vide that free schools shall be taught ; it does 
pot, say that schools shall be kept at all, but it 
contemplates this: that where there are free 
‘schools kept at public expense, where schools 
are supported by taxes levied upon everybody 
without regard to color or previous condition, 
upon the black as well as upon the white, 
upon the red as well as upon the colored, in 
~ such cases there shall be an equal right to par- 
` ticipate in the benefit of those schools created 
by common taxation, ‘That is the point, and 
that point is not to be evaded or dodged by 
. saying that the right to go to school is not a 
civil right. 

[say this: thatwhere schools are maintained 
,.and supported by money collected by taxation 
upon everybody, there is an equal right to 

participate in those schools. You may call it 

a civil right or a political right ; and if there 

be a distinction, if a right to participate in 

these schools is to be governed by color or 
any other distinction, I say that is a fraud 
upon those who pay the taxes. 

` Mr. President, it is wholly unnecessary to 
consider the question whether the right of a 
child to go to school is a civil right ora natu- 
` yalright. It is not necessary to consider the 
question whether a parcnt has a civil right to 
send his child to school; I should say he had, 
independent of the other question. I should 
assume it as an abstract proposition that a 
parent has a civil, a natural, and a religious 
right to send his child to school. But my pro- 
position is this—and that is the one to which 
the Senator from Illinois must address himself, 
and there is no possible evasion of it—that 
where there are public schools supported by 
common taxation upon everybody, white aud 
black, there there is a civil right that there 
shall be equal participation in those schools. 
That is the point. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, 
Ideny that a right thus obtained is, properly 
Speaking, a civil right in any sense. Itis a 
night growing out of a privilege created by 
legislation. Schools do not exist naturally ; 
they are artificial, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither do railroads. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But the right to ride 
upon a railroad, to be conveyed over the gen- 
eral lines of travel, the Senator from Vermont 
knows very well is a common law right, re- 
garded as a right appertaining to the individual 
as a Citizen, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President 

Mr. MORTON. I must resume the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us hear the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MORTON. I am yielding to the Sen 
ator from Illinois at this time. , 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Wis- 
consin will wait then for the Senator from 
Indiana. Now, Mr. President I do not propose 
to be drawn away from a question of amnesty 
by going into a question about schools in the 
District of Columbia, which the Senator from 
Vermont is very happy in interposing and ob- 
truding into this debate by way of diverting 
attention from the subject under consideration. 

The point to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate—and I was sorry that the 
Senator from West Virginia was not present 
when I commenced my remarks—and to which 
I wish to call the attention of the country is, 
that amnesty, this measure of peace, and that 
was, as I had hoped, to restore kindly feelings 
between all the people of the country, I am 
mortified to find at Jast is to be tampered 
with, killed off by indirection, and I am sorry 
that the Senator from West Virginia, who 
started so nobly this morning, is ready to 
abandon his bill, and let it be killed for the 
sake of substituting in its place a measure 
misnamed a civil rights bill. The Senator 
from Qhio—— 

Mr. MORTON. I had notyielded the floor ; 
I submitted to an interruption. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought the Senator 
interrupted me. 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I had the floor and I 
gave way to the Senatcr from Indiana. I have 
been giving way first to one and then to 
another. 

Mr. MORTON. I had not yielded the floor. 
I had it and had not yielded it, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, [to Mr. 
TRUMBULL.] You sat down and he began. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I sat down because the 
Senator from Indiana tried to interrupt me. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not seek the floor 
until after the Senator had yielded. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well; I will give 
way to the Senator from Indiana, I never 
struggle for the floor. 

Mr. MORTON. Intheremarks just spoken 
by the Senator from Illinois, I think he seeks 
to change the venue? The proposition that I 
made was that where schools were supported 
by taxation upon everybody, there must be 
equal rights to everybody in those schools. 
The Senator states in substance that the right 
to send a child to such a school is not a civil 
right. Now, the substance of the Senator’s 
position is this, and it needs but to be stated 
to be understood, and I think universally ex- 
ecrated, that there exists a right to levy a tax 
upon everybody, white and black, for the sup- 
port of common schools, and at the same time 
to deny to everybody an equal right to partic- 
ipate in the benefit of those schools. The 
mere statement of that proposition is as strong 
as it can be made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
statement. 

Mr. MORTON. That was the substance 
of it, I think very clearly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to say a word, and 
only a word, in reference to the remark of the 
Senator from Illinois, who says that I have 
abandoned amnesty. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois knows just as weil as I 
know, and just as well as everybody on this 
floor knows, that if we take up the amnesty 
measure the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, known as the supplementary 
civil rights bill, will be attached to it by a vote 
of the Senate. We know that it had a very 
decided majority to attach it to the bill before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know any such 
thing. 
adopted by a very small vote afterward. I 
think the Senator’s vote alone would be suffi- 
cient to defeat it. 

Mr. SAWYER. I had the impression that 
it was adopted by a considerable majority. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. By the cast- 
ing vote of the Chair. 


I never made any such 


I know it was defeated once, and then | 
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Mr. SAWYER. At any rate, our experi- 
ence at that time was such as to justify us in, 
supposing that the passage of the amnesty bill 
will be resisted in the Senate unless this. is 
attached to it, and resisted to the last degree. 
There is no possible hope of passing the am- 


‘ nesty bill before the passage of the civil rights 


bill, unless they are put together in this body, 
and when they are put together, in my opinion, 
they will be defeated as they were defeated 
before. 

Now, instead of having abandoned amnesty, 
I am for taking that step which I believe is the 
next step to take in order to pass an amnesty 
measure. I want both these measures passed. 
I want the measure of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts passed, as I said in the debate on 
this occasion before. I want the amnesty bill 
passed, I believe that they can both be passed 
separately, I believe the civil rights bill can 
be passed prior to the passage of the amnesty 
measure. I do not believe the amnesty meas- 
ure can be passed prior-to the passage of the 
civil rights bill, and all the experience of the 
Senate shows thatit cannot be done. The 
knowledge of the character of the Senator 
from Massachusetts shows us that it cannot be 
done. You know, Mr. President, and I know, 
that the Senator from Massachusetts, who has 
stood here hour after hour, and day after day, 
and week after week in persistent attempts to 
fasten the supplementary civil rights bill upon 
the amnesty measure, and at last in successful 
attempts to do it, will not allow the amnesty 
bill to pass without having attached it; that 
there are a hundred ways besides those of 
votes to defeat a bill if it comes alone in that 
way unaccompanied by what he very hon- 
estly, I have no doubt, certainly very ear- 
nestly, maintains as being anatural and proper 
associate to the amnesty measure. . 

I differed from him upon that point. I 
thought the measures were better consid- 
ered separately. The Senator from Illinois 
thought the measures werc better considered 
separately. But I say I want both these 
measures considered ; I want both these meas- 
ures enacted into a law. The Senate having 
taken one course, and that course having re- 
sulted in defeat to both measures, as I pre- 
dicted it would, Iam ready now to take the 
other course, pass the measure of the Senator 
from Massachusetts first, knowing full weil 
that there is no question about the passage 
of an amnesty measure in the other end of 
this Capitol, but that they will pass any bill on 
that subject that we send them, and that we 
have a clear two-thirds majority for it here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish very briefly to 
answer my honorable friend from Illinois, 
(Mr, TrumpuL..] 1 did not wish to interrupt 
him while he was going on, but I think I can 
answer his question very satisfactorily to my- 
self if not to him, and I think the answer 
onght to be satisfactory to him because he was 
the author of what is called the civil rights 
bill, or at least had charge of it on its passage 
and defended it with great ability. There is 
not one word in the bill that we are about to 
pass, I hold, that is inconsistent with the civil 
rights bill. The whole purpose of the pend- 
ing measure is to enforce the civil rights bill. 
Now, what is the bill to which this is an amend- 
ment? The Senator from Illinois defended it 


i so ably that he certainly will not dispute any 


of the powers asserted in this bill. In 1866, 
before the passage of any constitutional amend- 
ment, when your fundamental law was the old 
law of the framers of the Constitution 

Mr. TRUMBULL. After the passage of 
the thirteenth amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. After the passage of the 
amendment abolishing slavery. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Thathad no effect except 
to abolish slavery. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. It made 
everybody a citizen and gave him all civil 
rights, too. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Not atall. On the 9th 
of April, 1866, under the able leadership of 
the Senator from Illinois, we passed this pro- 
vision: 

“That all persons born in the United States and 
not subjectto any foreign Power, excluding Indians 
not taxed, are hereby declared to be citizens of the 
United States; and such citizens of every raco and 
color, without regard to any previous condition of 
slavery or involuntary sorvitude, except as a punish- 
ment for crime whereof the party shall have been 
duly convicted, shall have the same right in every 
State and Territory in the United States to make 
and enforce contracts, to suc, be parties, and give 
evidence, to inherit, purchase, lease, sell, hold, and 
convey real and personal property, and to full and 
equal benefit of all laws and proceedings for the 
security of person and property as is, enjoyed by 
white citizens, and shall be subject to like punish- 
ment, pains, and penalties, and to none other, any 
Jaw, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, to 
the contrary notwithstanding.” 

This sweeping provision was followed by 
sections providing civil and criminal remedies 
and penalties strong and full and effective. 
That was the civil rights bill about which we 
had the famous contest and for which I had 
the pleasure of voting under the Jead of the 
honorable Senator from Illinois. Now, sir, 
how the Senator from Hlinois, who aided us in 
passing this most sweeping and effective meas- 
ure, can object to a measure which simply 
carries out the intent, object, and purpose of 
this act, is for him to explain, not for me. 
At this time the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments had not been adopted, but the 
powers of Congress have been reénforced since 
the enactment of the civil rights act by the 
fourteenth amendment, the first section of 
which is as follows: 

“AM persons born or naturalized in tho United 
States, and subject to (ho jurisdiction thereol, are 
citizens of the United States and of tho Stato 
wherein they reside.” 

This was the first proposition which in so 
many words declared who should be citizens 
of the United States. It had been previously 
a subject of judicial and legal dispute. It 
is true that then the slaves had been made 
free; but here was the first express provision 
declaring who should be citizens: 


UATE persons born or naturalized in the United 
States, and subject to the jarisdietion therool, nro 
citi softho United Statesand oftho State wherein 
they reside, No Stato shall mako or enforces any 
Jaw whieh shallabridge the privileges or iminunities 
of citizens of the United States: nor shall any State 
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 
without dus process of law, nor deny to any person 
wiii its jurisdiction the cqual protection of tho 
nws. 


We have that supplemental power to the 
eivil rights bill. ‘Then we have also this pro- 
vision ta section five of the fourteenth article : 

“Tho Congress shaji have power to enforce, 
by appropriate legislation, the provisions of this 
article.” 

Then we have supplementary still the fil- 
teenth amendment, which declares further 
that- 

“The right of citizens of the United States to voto 
shall not be denied or abridged by the United States 


or by any State on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude.” 


So that we not only have the Constitution 
as it stood when the civil rights bill was 
passed, but we have the two later amend- 
ments to the Constitution reénforcing and 
adding to the power of Congress over the 
subject of protecting persons in the enjoy- 
ment of their rights as citizens. 

Under these circumstances it is alleged that 
the civil rights act which was passed before 
the passage of the amendments is not sufficient 
to a certain extent; that is, it does not pro- 
tect the colored people in their right to travel 
in the cars; it does not protect the colored 
people in their right to have some of their own 
race, if necessary, sit in the jury; they claim 
‘that their own race should not be discrim- 
Jnated against in the selection of jurors. For- 
‘ther, it is said that it does not protect them in 
their right to the enjoyment of money collected 
from them and from other citizens of the Uni- 
ted States for the education of their children, 


i nished by innkeepers. 


but that discriminations are made on account 
of race, color, and previous condition of serv- 
itude, not only in the right to travel, in the 
right to be tried by a jury of one’s equals, but 
in the right to have one’s children educated at 
the common school. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him if there is any such inhibition 
in regard to the rightto travel as he speaks off 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that. I 
do not believe that any lawyer denies the right 
of colored people to travel in the cars; but 
the right is denied practically in many of the 
States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him if he has any doubt that a col- 
ored man has the same remedy that I have if 
I were denied. or that any other white person 
would have if he were denied such a right? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The answer to that is 
that the remedy is not sufficient. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the same, is it 
not? It is equal? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, it is the same ; 
and this makes no distinction on that account. 
The extended remedies by this supplemental 
bill extend to whites as well as blacks. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They oughtto. If there 
is any amendment necessary to give all these 
additional securities here proposed, it ought 
to be offered. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It does give the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought so. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. No; and if 
you will examine it you will see that it is not 
so. The point is this: if a white man or a 
colored man is excluded from the cars on 
uccount of color, then these remedies inter- 
vene, criminal and civil both; but if a white 
man is excluded from the cars for any other 
rcason than color, it is no misdemeanor at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. White is just as much 
a color as black, but I believe according to 
chemistry neither isa color; so that the dis- 

tinction is as broad as itis long. Under these 
circumstances we know the fact that black 

ser ; 
people are excluded from’ the publie convey- 
unces; bhat they are excluded from steamboats 
in many cases; that they are excluded from 
railroad cars, and from various other facilities 
provided by the publie for public use. Under 
the common law of England steamboats and 
railroads and all modes of travel, including 
hotels, are a part of the rightsand immunities 
of the people. They are made for the conven- 
ience of people; they are made for the com- 
mon convenience; and under the common 
law of Iugland, which is a part of the im- 
munity of every citizen of the United States, 
no man decently dressed conld be excluded 
from any public conveyance who chose to con- 
form to the rales prescribed for all. 

The first clause of this amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts simply declares 
“that no citizen of the United States shall, by 
reason of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, be exeepted or excluded from 
the full and equal enjoyment of any accom- 
modation, advantage, facility, or privilege fur- 
= Is there anything 
wrong in that? Is not that in exact accord- 
anee with the spirit and language of the civil 
rights bill? There some of the immunities of 
citizens are defined: the right to enforce con- 
tracts, to sue, to give evidence, to inherit, pur- 
chase, lease, sell, hold, and convey real estate. 
Ave these rights any more important or any 
more privileges and immunities of the citizen 
than the right to travel in a public conveyance 
on the highway? Isthe right of a man con- 
fined to the place where he is so that he can 
only buy and sell, sueand besued there? The 
right to travel all over this country is just as 
much a right and privilege and immunity of a 
citizen as the right to make a contract, or to 
sneand be sued, to plead and to be impleaded. 
There can be no distinction, 


But the honorable Senator from Iinoig 
says that nobody denies this right, and that 
the same remedy is now open. But that the 
remedy is not sufficient is shown by the fact 
that these people have been excluded under 
local laws still alleged to be in force; and I- 
believe that some of the courts have held that 
those local laws are not repealed by the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United 
States and of the civil rights act. So that now 
we know as a matter of fact that in many 
States, in many communities. a man cannot, 
on accountof bis color, exercise these rights; 
and this merely supplements and gives him an 
additional remedy. This does not assert a 
new right. This does not affirm that a negro 
shall have now what he has not a right to 
before the passage of the act. It only supple- 
ments the old remedy by giving him an addi- 
tional remedy. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois 
and I do not disagree about the right of 
every person to travel in a public conveyance, 
He says that isnot disputed. | do notsee how 
it can be under the Constitution ofthe United 
States. But thatit is denied is admitted, and 
there is practically at present no remedy. 
A mere right without a remedy is a wrong, and 
itis ihe business of the courtsand the business 
of law-makers to provide a remedy for every 
right that is given. If we merely declare the 
rights of a citizen and give him no remedy, 
we simply give him the law without giving him 
the sanctions of the law. 

It is said that the fact is that the law is now 
insufficient for that purpose. If all the com- 
munities throughout the United States would 
enforce the Constitution as it is and the pres- 
ent civil rights law it would be sufficient; but 
unfortunately it is not enforced in this particu: 
lar. What can be the objection, then, to assert- 
ing this right conceded to belong to the colored 
people and making proper provision for its 
enforcement? J cannot see any reason for it. 

The next is the clause after ‘‘inukeepers,” 
tby common carriers whether on land or on 
water.” That is to say, a colored man shall 
have aright to have his properly transported 
and his person transported on land or on 
water. If that is denied, and it is alleged 
that it is, why should it not be enforced, and 
why should this discrimination be made? 
Why is not the right of free transit just as 
much an immunity of a citizen of the United 
States as the right to make a contract ? s 

What meaning is there in the term “civil 
right??? How do you define and limit it? 
Ilow do you say that the right to make a con- 
tract is a civil right and not a right to enforce 
a contract? How can you say that it is a 
civil right to make a lease and not a civil right 
to travel in a public conveyance? These dis- 
tinctions are too refined for me. I cannot 
draw them. If the honorable Senator from 
Illinois, who is a better lawyer, can draw the 
distinction between the civil right to make a 
lease, to make a contract, to sue and be sued, 
and the civil right totravel ina public couvey- 
ance, I cannot do it; and I do not think the 
people of the United States can do it. All 
these rights are essential to the equality of 
citizens before the law, and the equal and just 
protection of the law. The next is: 

By licensed owners, managers, or lessees of the- 
aters, or other places of public amusement; by 
trustees, commissioners, superintendents, teachers, 
and other officers of common schools and other 
public institutions of learning, the same being sup- 
ported by moneys derived from general taxation, or 
authorized bylaw. 

And then there is a provision that private 
schools expressly dedicated either for the edu- 
cation of whites or blacks, or on account of 
other distinctions, are not interfered with. 
This does not interfere with the right of citi- 
zens to appropriate their money according to 
their own limits. I may establish a school for 
the education of colored people and exclude 
all whites, or for the education of whites and 
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exclude all blacks. Allit declares isthat the 
children of negroes shall have an equal and 
fair share in the enjoyment of that which is col- 
jected by public taxation. 

îi The supreme court of the State of Ohio 
have recently passed upon our own law in that 
State, which does in certain cases provide for 
separate schools for colored children, and have 
held it to be constitutional, and I believe they 
are right. There, in certain cases defined by 
the law, the colored people may have, when 
they are of a certain number, separate schools, 
and provision is made in such cases as that 
for a distribution pro rata of the funds. In 
ordinary cases, by the common consent and 
custom of every one there since the war was 
over, the whitesand the blacks go to the same 
schools. Aithough it was at first supposed 
that this would almost create a revolution, 
though it was supposed that the white boys 
© would drive all the darkies away, and that this 
idea of social equality would be feared by 
parents and children, all difficulty has entirely 
disappeared. The darkey boys and darkey 
girls go to the same school and sit on the same 
benches with the white children. They are 
` not any more socially equal than they were 
before. There is no more social connection 
than before. They play together at ballas they 
have always done at the South from time 
immemorial. 

The distinction in the South never occurred 
until the boys and girls grew up into men and 
women. Then the law of slavery began to 
operate and brought the line of demarkation 
' to separatethem. So the law of social caste, 
: the law of social habit will draw the line be- 

tween the white and black ata later period of 
life, Experience has shown that in all the 
northern States, so far as the general going 
to school of the children has been carried out, 
the distinction soon disappears, not the social 
distinction but the distinction of rights, and 
that no evil has resulted from that. I my- 
` self feared that the strong instinct of caste, 
the feeling of prejudice, would make it 
difficult to get white and black to go to the 
same school. But boys and girls are much 
more sensible, and much more logical, and 
much more tolerant than men and women, 
and on the whole I have thought that the white 
boys at school rather liked to have the darkies 
with them, not perhaps in accordance with the 
notions that have prevailed time out of mind, 
because they are generally better humored, 
generally kinder. They get along very well 
together, and so faras I have heard from those 
who have taught school, I have never heard 
that there is any practical difficulty in the few 
blacks of the State of Ohio mingling in com- 
mon schools with the whites. Ihave never 
heard from any school teacher that such has 
been the case. 

In the southern State my opinion would be 
that for a time it might be a matter of muni- 
cipal regulation, it might be a matter of con- 
venience assented to both by whitesand blacks 
to keep them in separate schools. When the 
right is once asserted ; when the right of the 
parent of every child to have that child share 
on equal terms and equal facilities with all 
Others in participating and sharing in the 
school fund is acknowledged, we cannot logic- 
ally dispute that right when we have secured 
them all the rights, immunities, and privileges 
of citizens. When we have made them voters 
we cannot by our laws stamp them with astain 
of degradation. 

Now, Mr. President, that is all there is in 
this civil rights bill. Ido not know whether 
it will do much good or not. If it will secure 
to these people their equal and fair enjoyment 
of the same rights that are secured by law to 
white people, it will accomplish a good pur- 
pose, and in my judgment the passage of this 
bill and its fair enforcement will do as much 
to preserve kindly feeling in the southern 
Statesas the passage of the amnesty bill, The 


time has come when all distinctions that grew || 


out of slavery ought to disappear, when all the 
turmoils and troubles that grew out of the war 
should disappear; but. sir, as long as you 
have distinctions and discriminations between 
white and black in the enjoyment of legal rights 
and privileges—not social privileges, but in the 
enjoyment of legal rights and privileges, you 
will have discontent and parties divided be- 
tween black and white. 

Wipe out all legal discriminations between 
white and black, give the white men amnesty, 
let them be voters and officeholders, and 
enjoy whatever offices may be conferred on 
them by their fellow-citizens, make no distinc- 
tion between black and white, and then you 
have a division in the southern States between 
parties; it will not be the black vote and the 
white vote against each other ; but men of the 
two races will mix and mingle in parties ac- 
cording to their interests. In my judgment 
there are two measures of peace that we ought 
to confer on the people of the United States, 
one for the benefit of the black race, which 
would secure them every right, immunity, and 
privilege that is conferred by law upon a white 
man; and another upon the white race, with 
only a few marked exceptions, to restore to 
them all the civil rights and privileges which 
they lost by participating in the rebellion. 

J trust now that I have answered the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, and I think that this bill, 
in securing the right of free transit, the right 
to participate in the law of common carriers, 
the right to participate in the enjoyment of 
the school fund, provides for civil rights fairly 
and fully defined by the first section of the 
civil rights bill, which the Senator so ably 
aupportet and for which I most cheerfully 
voted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am very 
anxious to secure the passage of an amnesty 
bill. Ibelieve that itis necessary to the peace 
and good government of the country. On 
looking over the debate previous to the pas- 
sage of the fourteenth constitutional amend- 
ment J find that [ expressed some views at 
that time, six years ago, upon this question 
of disabilities. I expressed the opinion then 
that their imposition would accomplish no 
good purpose, that the only way to protect the 
negro was to give him the ballot, and that he 
would then have plenty of friends. He has 
got the ballot, and it has produced the result 
that I supposed it would, and ina most intensi- 
fied degree. He has got the ballot, and it 
brings him advocates and friends from every 
source. I said six years ago, in addressing 
the Senate: 


* One thing is certain, that the negro must have 
the ballot or have no friends; and being poor and 
friendless, and surrounded as he is by enemies, his 
fate is extermination. But give him the ballot, and 
he will have plenty of white friends, for the peopie 
of the United States love votes and office more than 
they hate negroes. I need not allude to the kindly 
feelings the ballot secures for the poor, for you have 
plenty of illustrations at every election, There are 
many classes of poor people in the North who would 
be little better than slaves but for the power of the 
ballot, before which notonly politicians but merchant 
princes and millionaires tremble; and the mighty 
Executive of forty million people bows in humble 
submission to the omnipotent power of the ballot.” 


“Give him the ballot and he will secure his own 
freedom, which includes all the balance, 

““Freedmen’s bureaus, civil rights bills, are all 
very well in their way, but very expensive in their 
operations, They can effect very little in protecting 
or governing four million people. The government 
of a Freedmen’s Bureau is not self-government, 
and the sooner we commence to give these people 
self-government the better.”’—Congressional Globe, 
first session Thirty-Ninth Congress, 1865—66, part 
three, pages 2799 and 2800. 

In another place, in the course of the same 
speech, I had occasion to remark further upon 
the same subject. Speaking against putting 
in the disabilities in the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, I said: 

“But I am asked, would you allow the leaders of 
the rebellion to return to Congress to insult the loyal 
North with their odious presence in the coancils of 
the nation, there to plot treason and revile loyalty ? 
I answer, no. I would take the proper measures to 
preventit. I would chain them to the ballot of the 
loyal blacks, and hold them in the strong grasp of 


| have no right to complain. 


a loyal people. They will not send them here, You 
may frame all the exclusion bills you please, but if 
you exclude loyalty from the ballot-box and allow 
none but rebels with a small portion of loyal whites 
to vote, disloyalty will find expression in your na- 
tional Legislature in the persons of lower and meaner 
men than the intellectual chieftains of the rebellion. 
The desire to exclude a few from office as an excep- 
tion oran expression of a sentiment can accomplish 
no great good. It is not worth serious consideration. 
It is like disputing about an old whip in a negotia- 
tion for a first-class six-horse team, Exclusion from 
the franchise and office is idle. It is too difficult to 
accomplish, and no good results can possibly follow. 
We do not wish to punish the South, It has already 
been sufficiently scourged and humiliated by the 
inevitable results of a bloody war,”—Congreasional 
Globe, first session Thirty-Ninth Congress, 1865-66, 
page 2802, 

I like that illustration which I made about 
the negotiation as to a whip. I think our 
attempt at exclusion is illustrated by that 
homely figure which I used on that occasion. 
I think the wholething has done us more harm 
than good from the beginning. I believe every 
sensible man who looks over the field to-day 
and looks over the history of the South is satis- 
fied that good government has lost. all the 
time by this disability section of the fourteenth 
amendment, and it'has been the great drag 
upon the success of our reconstruction meas- 
ures. We did not by it exclude anybody from 
the ballot so as to get any political power 
really; we excluded a few from office; all 
persons vote. 

Ts it not perfectly clear that that oxclusion 
from office has worked injury rather than 
good? It has certainly produced a great deal 
of ill-feeling and exasperation. It certainly 
has not protected the loyal element in the 
South. It certainly has not protected the 
negroes. It has not deprived any person of 
the power of entering Ku Klux Klans, but it 
has furnished excuses for them. It has got 
them sympathy from the whole United States 
all the time. That sympathy was so strong 
that it forced you at your last national conven- 
tion, and will again at your next, to declare that 
you are in favor of amnesty. You carry that 
load«without any results in good government. 
Now mark what Isay : in Philadelphia you will 
have to declare in favor of amnesty as you did 
before, if you do not pass the bill before that 
time. You are carrying this load without 
accomplishing any good result. 

It is claimed on the one hand tbat to this 
cause are due the misfortunes in the southern 
State governments. We expected that there 
would be some misfortunes, because we had 
to place the ballot in the hands of inex- 
perienced persons; we did not expect they 
would have perfect governments at once, and 
everybody that expected such a thing was out 
of bis senses. They have done as well on the 
whole as anybody had aright to expect under 
the circumstances. But it is charged that if 
these who have been excluded from office had 
not been excluded, some of these evils might 
have been avoided. It bas not added in any 
one State a vote in favor of the loyal side of 
the issue or on the side of equal rights. It 
has been used to create sympathy and draw 
off votes North and South from the party that 
wished to enforce the laws and have good 
government. 

Now, I am not here to say one word on be- 
half of those men who are excluded. They 
Iclaim that sym- 
pathy for them is misplaced. As far as they 
are concerned, they forfeited not only these 
rights, but further rights if the Government of 
the United States had felt disposed to enforce 
its authority. When they went into rebellion 
they knew the consequences. The Govern- 
ment of the United States might have pursued 
a much harsher course and violated no prin 
ciple. We bave been very much more mag- 
nanimous than any other country ever was, 
but in our magnanimity we made this exclu: 
sion. That these parties who were excluded 
have no right to complain is perfectly evident 
to any person who reflects They have not 
been punished according to their deserts. 


There is no point in that. They have been 
liberally dealt with, no doubt about that. But, 
notwithstanding that, they have been dealt 
with differently from the mass of those with 
whom they reside. There has been a discrim- 
ination made against them which was not made 
aguinst their neighbors who were equally 
engaged with them. i 2 

Jany men who were foremost to bring on 
the rebellion, who had not held an office before 
the rebellion, do not fall under disabilities, 
and are eligible to office; a few men are 
selected no more guilty than the others; and 
naturally those who were engaged in the rebel- 
lion aud who sympathize with them, although 
they might under other circumstances be dis- 
posed to support your laws and come over to 
your side and help to enforce the law and put 
down the Ku Klux, still have this feeling of 
sympathy which we know is natural, which we 
knew would exist, which every sensible man 
knew beforehand would be excited by this 
exclusion from office, and it has produced just 
the result we might expect. The quicker now 
we get rid of it, the quicker we cease to carry 
this load the better; not because the parties 
that are excluded have a right to complain, 
but because it gives them a power to influence 
their neighbors, because it excites sympathy, 
and because we have dealt so generously with 
others as to wipe them all out. 

There will always be a large number of per- 
sons who are willing to enforce all your laws 
for the security of life and property, for the 
security of equal rights, and to protect every- 
body, but who still say, ‘ While we are doing 
that we want to relieve everybody of political 
disabilities.” That has been a sentiment from 
the beginning; nothing has been made out of 
this; nothing ever will be made out of it. Po- 
litically, it has been a blunder from beginning 
to end, in my opinion; not because I have 
sympathy with those who are excluded, not 
because they have any right to complain, but 
because it is impolitic and does not tend to 
pee the ends ot good government, and never 
has, 

I believe that two thirds of both Houses of 
Congress will pass a general amnesty bill, and 
they will exclude from that no person except 
the few limited classes of conspicuous churac- 
ters who will find it very dificult to excite any 
sympathy. They do not exclude any justice 
of the peace or any probate judges, or any 
men of that kind, but only a few conspicuous 
characters who will never be able to excite 
any sympathy. It is well enough to exclude 
them, perhaps; it does not make much differ 
ence; it does not affect the principle. But I 
say that L believe two thirds of both Houses 
have come to the conclusion that so fur as the 
mass of those vow excluded from office are 
concerned, whatever they may have thought 
heretofore, the time has now come to remove 
their disabilities. Taking that for granted, I 
believe that whenever the vote is taken such 
will be the result in each House, and [ am in 
favor of disincumbering the bill from any 
other proposition, and passing it. 

So far as legislation for the colored man is 
concerned, I am glad to say that the ballot has 
secured for him everything else. Iam glad I 
worked hard to give him the ballot. Iam glad 
that I labored hard for the fifteenth amend- 
ment, Lecause I believe that gives the negro 
the power to demand his rights. He will be 
heard, and all the legislation that is necessary 
for his purposes you willgrant no matter what 
party isin power. It will not be long before 
the two parties will be vying with each other 
to look after his interests to see that he is not 
oppressed. He has got the ballot secure. It 
makes him respected the same as the ballot 
makes the poor white man atthe North re- 
spected. He has got that secure, and there is 
no difficulty in getting up at any time a bill 

and considering his case. 

Mr. HILL. I inquire of my friend, how 
were they taken care of at Cincinnati? 


care of at Cincinnati? Cincinnati had to have 
a platform in favor of civil rights, and every 
convention that meets will make one in favor 
of civil rights. We shall all be in favor of 
civil rights, because civil rights have ballots 
behind them. We need not fear that. The 
negro is bound to have all proper and just 
legislation, and [ am in favor of it; but lam 
not in favor for any reason, and never have 
been in favor of coutinuing these disabilities, 
because out of them I see growing palpable 
and constant evils. Out of them | see an argu- 
ment that is calculated to excite sympathy, an 
argument that is calculated to do the country 
an injury, and which is an excuse for bad men 
inthe South. I gee in them political evils, 
political disorders, and obstruction to good 
government, and a wrangle over these disa- 
bilities. Iam not able to see any good results 
affirmatively from them. Consequently I am 
opposed to laying aside that bill which we 
have got here regularly before the Senate in 
regular order, and displacing it for any other 
pill ; and I shall vote, not against giving the 
negro his rights whenever that proposition 
comes up, but I shall vote against putting any 
amendments upon the amnesty bill, and vote 
for the bill as it came from the House, and 
hope it will pass. 

Í do not believe that I shall be misunder- 
stood by the colored people; but if so, I can- 
not help it. I say now that I will vote for the 
pending measure, and will not displace it for 
any other, because I am in favor of it, and I 
am willing to take up the other and pass it in 
its order; but I bave not yet examined it par- 
ticularly. though I presume I am in favor of 
it. I am willing to pass any bill that is proper 
for the colored man, and send it to the House 
and let the House take the responsibility of 
defeating it, und the negro has his remedy at 
the ballot-box. Hewill remember it. He has 
got the protection of the ballot, the best in the 
world, which will secure all his other rights. 

I do not wish to occupy time in discussing 
this matter. My notions are too well under- 
stood to make it necessary to go further, I 
shall vote against the amendment to the 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. HILL. I believe, sir, we have made 
such a departure here that we hardly know 
where we are; but if I recollect aright the 
iminediate question before the Senate is the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. I 
propose to amend that amendment by strikiug 
out. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would ask whether that 
amendment is not withdrawn. I understood 
the Senator from Jndiana was going to allow 
the vote to be taken on my motion. 

Mr. HILL. I did not hear him say so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest that that would 
be economical in the way of time. May Iap- 
peal to the Senator from Georgia to allow a 
yote to be taken on striking out? Should that 
prevail, then there is no occasion for the 
amendment; and should that be lost, then the 
amendment will be in order. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to the Senator from 
Indiana, of course. 

Mr. MORTON. I will say that inasmuch 
as any consideration that might be given to the 
amendment I offered would be entirely Jost if 
that offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts should prevail, I will for the present with- 
draw my amendment and let the vote first be 
taken upon his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Then I move, in as short a 
way as any other to test the sense of the Sen- 
ate, to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That car- 
ries the bill with it. 

Mr. HILL. Then I will not make that 


He ae Now, I offer this amendment to the 
| bill: 


n 
Mr. STEWART. How were they taken 


| say that there are not some reasons why there 


Mr. SUMNER. May I appeal to the Sen- 
ator to allow us to come to a vote? a 

Mr. HILL. This wiil bea very short motion, 
and Ido not think it will lead to discussion. 
I move to amend the bill, to perfect the bill 
by striking out in the first section all after the: 
word “removed” in the ninth line, the effect 
of which is to declare general amnesty and. 
not to exclude auy class whatever. I do not 


should be distinctions between classes, but § 
do not like the distinction that is made by thig 
bill. The excluded classes are members of. 
Congress at the time of the rebellion and who 
afterward aided iu it, and such officers of the. 
Army and Navy of the United States as were 
over the age of twenty-one years that partici- 
pated in the rebellion. 

I can see no very good reason myself why. 
young men who were here in the two Houses 
of Congress should be excluded because they 
were here, and because they retired when their 
States took position against this Government 
and participated in the rebellion, while no exs 
clusion is made of older men who were re- 
siding in the States, who were controlling the 
movements in the States, directing the con- 
ventions that proclaimed the secession of the 
States, and called upon the citizens of the 
States wherever they were to join in the move- 
ment. I think they were quite as guilty of an 
impropriety as those who were here and who 
may have yielded their assent to what was done, 
Isee no reason why a man who has once taken 
an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States, if it were ten years before 1860 
is any more relieved from the obligations of 
that oath than if he had taken it only two 
years before, and I do know, of my own per- 
sonal knowledge, that there were many mem- 
bers of Congress from the South who left these 
Halls with the very greatest reluctance to go 
home at the bidding of the conventions to par- 
ticipate in what they believed would be a harm- 
less and useless contest. It terminated, how- 
ever, in bloody war to the surprise and aston- 
ishment of a great many, because secession 
was commended to the people as a peaceful 
remedy, and the people were deluded with it as 
such. 

So, too, of the young officers of the Army 
and Navy. How many of them, through sym- 
pathy with kindred and with section, witb- 
drew from their respective services, went 
home, and afierward participated in the re- 
bellion? Shall it be said that a man who 
sailed under the flag for twenty years, and was 
retired from the service by age, if you please, 
was released from all obligation and all re- 
spect for the Government because, he had 
retired, and that he, though he participated in 
the rebellion afterward, is less’ guilty than the 
young man who from sympathy such as 1 have 
spoken of went to the South and took service 
under the new government? I fail to see any 
sufficient reason for this. 

But another reason influences me. If we 
are to have this general amnesty, let it be as 
nearly universal as possible. L take it for 
granted that there is hardly any member of 
the Senate belonging to the majority party who 
would be willing to accord amnesty to Jefferson 
Davis. It is true,a very distinguished candidate 
for the Presidency goes that far—he would ; 
but such is not the general feeling. Mr. Davis 
does not expect it, and he could not obtain it 
if he did. Batis it simply because Jefferson 
Davis was a Senator of the United States 10 
the Thirty-Sixth Congress that he is to be 
excluded from amnesty; or is it for somè- 
thing else that Jefferson Davis did? Is it not 
rather because he became the bead and front 
of the rebellion by occupying the foremost 
office that it had in its gift? I take it that that 
isso. Bat if it were not for the fact tbat he 
was a member of the Thirty-Sixth Congress. 
he would not be excluded by the terms of this. 
bill, It is wholly accidental that he hap: 
pened to be a member of that Congress. +: 
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had been Secretary of War, he had been an 
“officer of the United States Army, but all that 
‘would count for nothing; and if it had not 
“heen that he was here a memberof this Senate 
and retired in 1861, this bill would not exclude 
him. 

Jam not willing to include such a large class 
if itis the pleasure of the Senate to make a 
general bill and to attach to it these oaths, to 
which I attach very little importance. With 
all. deference to the Senator from Indiana, the 
one that he proposes I think of very small 
“eonsequence. Oaths are but air. I never knew 
aman in my life who would deliberately lie 
who would not swear to it when it became 
necessary. It would not commend anything 
fo me because a man made an oath. I donot 
want any oath. I am opposed to oaths gen- 
erally., I have ceased to administer them. I 
would prosecute for a perversion of the truth 
without compelling a man to commit perjury 
first. x 

This would make this bill simply a general 
act of amnesty, according to the proposition I 
have presented, without any exception. I 
know that some friends of the bill say that 
they are willing to go to the extent of the bill, 
and no further. f do not think the bill dis- 
criminates very wisely; but I wiil take the 
bill if I can get nothing better. I would rather 
the discriminations were different from what 
they are; but that is not for me. Iwill test 
the sense of the Senate, however, by the 
amendment, which declares general amnesty 
in terms, aud that is amendable, if anybody 
chooses to do it, by presenting a different 
- shape than the bill now does. 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Georgia. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I regret that a friend of 
‘of difficulty in getting any bill on that subject 
passed here, after the committee has reported 
-- formally as they bave on the bill which has 
passed the House, should undertake now to 
put in a condition that will make it impossible 
to pass the bill; for, alubough I have brought 
myself to the point that I will vote for this bill 
as.it stands, Í can say to the Senator from 
Georgia, and to the friends of amnesty gener- 
ally, that if these exceptions are stricken out 
Ishall not vote for it at all, If they are not 
willing to take this bill with the exceptions in 
it, the consequence, in my apprehension, is 
that the bill will be defeated entirely. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from West 
Virginia allow me to say to him thar Í do not 
wish to lose his support to the bill? Iam 
merely giving my views as to the unfairness 
of the bill as it now presents itself to me. 
Rather than lose the Senator’s support for the 
bill as it is, since I have said that if I can do 
no better I will take the bill as it is, I with- 
draw the amendment I have offered so as to 
give the Senator an opportunity of having the 
bill as is is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia is withdrawn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, question on my 
motion, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- | 


amnesty who must see that there is a good deal | 


Mr. BOREMAN, I think I have the floor. | 


Mr. SUMNER. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BOREMAN, 
Ought to be so exceedingly anxious to have 
voles taken on these propositions while other 
gentlemen are addressing the Chair; but I can 
pardon the ardor of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts. He has been pressing this measure 
for several years, and he wants to see it con- 
suminated, L suppose. 
_ While I am up | desire to say a word or two 
1n regard to something that fell from the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [Mr. TrumsuLL.] He com- 
piine that I was absent this morning while 
N 


e was addressing the Senate on this subject, f 


and he was undertaking to congratulate me 
and himself and. the friends of amnesty upon 
the course I had taken and he regretted ex- 


J do not think Senators | 


H 
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ceedingly that I was absent, The fact is that 
I was not absent. I was listening to that con- 
gratulation, not in my seat, however ; but from 
some cause or other in a subsequent part of 
his remarks he saw fit to charge that I had 
abandoned the bill for which I had spoken 
this morning. Upon what he based that 
charge I do not know, except possibly that I 
was not present to hear his intended eulogy 
upon the course I had taken. I am inclined 
to think that a good deal of what he said in 
regard to my support of this bill might have 


| been omitted, it was rather a waste of time 


and breath, for I confess that my support of 
this bill is not one that is very ardent. How- 
ever, I intend to vote for it, as J said this 
morning, as a question of expediency and of 
good policy. 

J think that it is inappropriate, not out of 
order probably, as has been decided by the 
Senate, but that it is inexpedient at this time 
to offer what is styled here the supplementary 
civil rights bill as a substituie for this bill on 
the subject of amnesty. Why is this done? 
Ought not each of these questions to stand 
upon its own merits? Itis not now proposed, 
as it was some days since, to put these bills 
through pari passu in one and the same meas- 
ure—to pass them together, so that with the 
relief from disabilities on the one hand, what 
are called civil rights should go on the other; 
but now while it is admitted, I believe, that 
there is the requisite number of this body who 
will vote for this biil to pass it as itis, it is 
proposed to substitute another bill upon a 
totally different question, thereby supplant- 
ing and defeating this proposition entirely. I 
repeat, that I think each of these measures 
ought to stand upon its own merits, 


f there is a majority of the Senate, as has | 


been said here time and again, that will vote 
for the civil rights bill, why is it not taken up 
and passed? It can be taken up any day and 
passed during the morning hour. Every day 
there is time after the morning business is 
gone through with when it could be taken up 
on motiou; but it is antagonized to the bill on 
the subject of amnesty, for what purpose I do 
not pretend to say. It is not for me to say. 

Now, sir, I do not know that I am opposed, 
indeed I am not opposed to many things that 
are contained in this civil rights bill. I have 
no constitutional scruples whatever about many 
provisions in the bill; but I cannot vote for 
it here, nor can I vote for that bill as it now 
stands at all, whether itis put upon its passage 
as a substitute for the pending bill or alone as 
an independent proposition.. There ure some 
things in it that I think ought not to be incor- 
porated into any lawof Congress. In the first 
place, as a question of expediency, not one of 
constitutional right, and not one probably that 
I might take so much exception to under some 
circumstances, but it is one that I cannot vote 
for, is the provision in regard to schools. 
That is the first to which I take exception. 

It is said bere we are denying equal rights 
to the colored and white people in the schools. 
Ideny it. The same provision in regard to 
schools exists in reference to the white and 
colored children of the country in most of the 
States. It isso in my State. Itis true that 
there are separate schools, schools for white 
children and schools for the colored; but 
nevertheless the provisions of the school laws 
from beginning to end apply precisely to the 
one as they do to the other; and it is just as 
much a violation of the right of a white child 
to keep him out of a black school as it is of a 
black child to keep him out of a white school, 
if we are narrowed down to such a proposition 
as that. The time will come, I have no doubt, 
when these distinctions will pass away in all 
the States, when school laws will be passed 
without this question appearing upon the face 
of those laws; but itis notso now, and for the 
present I am willing to allow the laws of the 
State to remain as they are where they pro- 
vide schools for both classes. 


But, sir, there are provisions in this. civil 
rights bill that follow the one in regard to 
schools for which I cannot vote, and if they 
are retained in the biil I shall not vote for it 
as an independent proposition or as a sub- 
stitute for the pending bill. It compels the 
trustees and officers of cemetery associa- 
tions and. benevolent institutions ineorpor 
ated by national or State authority to accom- 
modate all persons alike. The whole of 
this is made to depend upon the question as 
to whether these associations are incorporated 
by national or State authority. Now, sir, 
many of the cemetery associations and the 
numerous benevolent associations that we 
have in the States, have acts of incorpor- 
ation ; many of them are incorporated under 
general laws; but they are for all practical 
purposes, and to all practical intent private 


establishments, A few gentlemen come to- 
gether and buy fifteen, twenty, or thirty 
acres of ground for a cemetery. It is so 


iu my State, and I presume in other States, 
They go and get an act of incorporation as 
a matter of convenience simply so that they 
can transact their business in their corpor- 
ate name. It is nevertheless their private 
property. Nobody has a right to invade 
that property, to enter any person there 
without their permission, under the existing 
laws of the States. The only thing that 
makes it even a guasi public establishment 
is that they have got this act of incorpor- 
ation as a matter of convenience. 

So it is with the benevolent institutions that 
might be named. I apprehend this bill will 
invade the precincts of the secret societies. 
Here is your Musonic fraternity, your Odd 
Fellows, and other organizations. If this bill 
is passed into a law, cannot these persons 
claim the right to go into these secret societies, 
and, if they are refused admission, go into the 
|| courts and indict the officers and send them 
to the penitentiary and fine them? For one,” 
sir, 1 am not willing to invade, nor shall I, by 
the passage of such a law as this, invade the 
private rights of the people of this country. 
There is no bound to this; there is no limit. 
I say I have the right with my friends to buy 
property where their friends and mive shall 
be interred when they go to their long home, 
and that nobody has aright to invade it. It 
is as sacredly private as my own homestead, 
as any other piece of property J may own. 

So it is with these benevolent institutions to 
which I have referred. These people associ- 
ate themselves together for convenience. They 
have to go to the law to get their act of incor- 
poration, to avoid the use of so many names 
in the transaction of business, in the buying 
and selling of property, or in the exercise of 
the rights which they have and that are neces- 
sary for carrying on whatever is to be in the 
establishment. Butsimply because they have 
to apply to the State authority, for this refers 
to State authority, to get this matter of con- 
venience, therefore by an act of Congress the 
private property of myself and others is to be 
thus invaded by anybody and everybody! 

Why, sir, some of these cemetery associa- 
tions do not ailow all white people to be buried 
there. They have bought their fifteen or 
twenty acres and improved them in which 
themselves and those to whom they sell may 
participate, in which ground they may bury 
their dead; but they do not allow the cutside 
world to come in. They allow no white per- 
sons to come in except those who are stock- 
holders, and who are permitted by the organ- 
ization. And yet under this bill you will 
allow colored people to go in there despite of 
private rights, while you do not compel them 
to admit white people. 

The provisions of the bill to which I have 
referred cannot be sustained, in my judgment, 
upon any ground of reason or right. There- 
fore, I say that in my opinion it is inexpedient 
and improper to propose the bill as a substi- 
| tute for the one we have under consideration ; 
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and, in the next place, if the provisions of 
this bill as they now exist init are retained, I 
will not vote for it under any circumstances, 
whether it is offered as a substitute for the 
pending bill or is put upon its passage as an | 
independent proposition. 4 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | find from the remarks | 
ofthe Senator from West Virginia that I mis- | 
understood his position. { thought from a 
remark or two that he made after the proposi- 
tion was offered by the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts, that he was prepared to give up the 
amnesty bill and allow the amendment to pre- 
vail. Í find I misunderstood the Senator and 
I am very glad to find that I did misunder- 
stand him. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to know 
from the Senator from Illinois upon what 
ground he had any such suspicion? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was in consequence 
of a remark made by the Senator after the 
amendment was offered, which I cannot now 
repeat. { drew the inference from what he 
gaid that he was prepared to sustain the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts and 
give up the amnesty bill. [ am very much 
gratified to find that [ was mistaken, and it is 
due to the Senator to say that I spoke under 
a misapprehension as to his position, which I 
am sorry that L misunderstood. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I do not wish to be mis- 
understood about this matter. I should not 
be, | apprehend, with the Senator from Ilinois 
on this bill if is was here as an independent 
proposition, because there is a great deal in 
this bill i might vote for: but this provision 
to which I have referred 1 cannot support. 
Besides, I think it is inappropriate, ay I said 
before, offered as a substitute for the pending | 


ill. 

Mr, FERRY, of Connecticut. I shall vote 
against the substitution of the bill of the 

Senutor from Massachusetts for one reason, if | 
for no other; and that is a reason which | 
seems to ine in good faith obligatory upon 
every member of the majority in this body. 
We have seen through the public press, apart 
from our own knowledge of the facts, and we 
have scen from the course of business here, 
that the majority of this body has certainly 
understood that there was a definite order of 
business which was expected to be followed ; 
certain measures to be taken up in their order 
and disposed of, and among those measures 
was the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to interrupt 
my friend just there. As he alludes to it, L 
believe I may say that it was equally well un- 
derstood that with the amnesty bil was to 
come up the civil rights bill. 

» Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. [shallauswer 
that remark before L get through. 

Now, then, when the amnesty bill comes up | 
in its due order, in accordance with that ar | 
rangement, under the charge of the Senator 
from West Virginia, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts proposes to lay aside the amnesty bill 
entirely, not to offer his civil rights bill as an 
amendment to it; that is not this measure, 
although it assumes that parliamentary form; 
but in violation of the arrangement, in accord- 
ance with which arrangement we have all 
voted in proceeding with the business here up 
to this time, the amnesty bill now is to be laid 
aside and another bill substituted for it. I, at 
any rate, having participated in that arrange- 
ment, shall not consent to lay aside the amnesty 

il. 

But there is another reason which with me 
would also be conclusive. I believe that if the 
amnesty bill is thus laid aside, and the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts substituted in 
its place, it is fatal to the amnesty bill for this 
session of Congress. What is the actual con- 
dition of things in regard to the amnesty bill? 
There is an original Senate measure upon our 
Calendar which it is notexpected can be taken 
up by the Senate and passed and sent to the 
House of Representatives and there be dis- 

* 


|| proper occasion arises, I shall go for the other. 


posed of at the present session; but there is 
another House bill, containing one more lim- 
jtation than the present bill, which it is said 
we can take up and pass at any time and sead 
back to the House. We can theoretically, 
but practically we cannot; because upon that 
very bill, when once formerly it was before 
the Senate, three other restrictive amend 
ments were placed by the Senate. Ifyou send 
the bill back to the House with these three 
new restrictions upon it, to which the House 
would disagree if their action should be in 
accordance with their subsequent action upon 
other amnesty bills, the result inevitably 
would be that in the short period of the 
session which is apparently left, the disagree- 
ment between the two Houses upon these addi- 
tional restrictive amendments would result in 
the loss of the amnesty bill for the session ; 
and Icannot but think that this was the reason 
that in the arrangement of the order of busi- 
ness the amnesty bill was specifically named 
as one of the bills to be disposed of in that 
order. I hope, therefore, in pursuance of 
good faith toward each other, and for the sake 
of having something assured on the amnesty 
question during the present session, the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
will not prevail. 

Mr. CRAGIN. On a former occasion when 
this subject was before the Senate, with some 
hesitation Í voted for the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts as an addition to 
the amnesty bill, hoping that both measures 
might be passed at the same time; but when 
I ascertained that that bill failed, L made up 
my mind that whenever the amnesty bill should 
be again before the Senate, E should vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts; and although the amendment 
in its present shape is not offered as an addi- 
tion to the amnesty bill, but as a substitute for 
it, I still believe it my duty to vote against that 
amendment, and I shall do so. I shall do so 
for this reason: the bill now before the Sen- 
ate, the amnesty bill, is a House bill. If two 
thirds of the Senators present vote for it, it 
will become a law, and a law at once; but if 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is adopted, then it becomes the 
mere action of the Senate, and the amnesty 
bill is lost. 

Sir, I try to be a practical man. I try to do 
things in their order. L am in favor of this 
amnesty bill, and I am in favor of the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I should 
prefer to have it modified in some respects, 
but I am ready to vote for it even as he offers 
it. But being in favor of both these meas- 
ares, I go for the one that is most likely to 
pass und become a law, and then, when the 


Mr. CARPENTER. When this subject was 
before the Senate during the early part of the 
session, l was favored by the Senate with an 
opportunity to express fully wy views on the 
question. I shall therefore not trespass upon 
your time to-day, but simply state the grounds 
upon which i shall vote. 

I should vote as cheerfully as the Senator 
from Massachusetts would for the substance 
of his amendment, either as an amendment to 
this bill or as an independent bill; but there 
is one provision in that bill which relates to 
the qualification ofjurors in State courts which 
l regard as clearly unconstitutional. I ex- 
pressed that opinion in the debate in the early 
part of the session, and since that time I have 
taken some pains, by conversation and corre- 
spondence, to ascertain the views of some of 
the best lawyers in the country, and I have 
never seen a man who expressed the slightest 
doubt upon the proposition that that provision 
was unconstitutional. One of the ablest judges 
in this country, a leading judge of one of the 
most important States, strongly in sympathy 
with us in polities, wrote me a letter only a 


few days ago saying that the only thing he had 
been perplexed about was to find out upon || 


what ground those who claimed the power 
rested it. 

I shall therefore vote against this amend- 
ment asa whole. Last winter I moved for it 
a substitute, which contained, with some 
change of phraseology that I thought an im- 
provement, the principal features of. the ` 
amendments offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. That was voted down by the 
Senate, and I have no hopes that the Senate 
would take a different view of it now. I 
therefore with this explanation of the motive 
for casting this vote shall content myself 
with simply voting against the proposition. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand it, the pending question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of this bill and 
substitute his bill in regard to civil rights. The 
pill as presented in the Senate is a bill for the 
removal of disabilities under the fourteenth ` 
amendment of the Constitution, and as such 
requires the vote of two thirds. The bill pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts is a 
bill within the line of ordinary legislation, and 
may be passed by this body bya mere majority. 
Iam opposed to his bill on its merits asa 
question of policy and as a question of consti- 
tutional power. I shall not argue either of 
those grounds at any length just now. 

With respect to the question of constitu- 
tional power, I have carefully looked through 
the late amendments to the Constitution, and 
I fail to discover in any of them any ground or 
even a colorable excuse for his bill. I shall 
vote against the motion of the Senator upon a 
ground which perhaps may be regarded as 
settled for the purposes of this debate by the 
decision of the Senate upon the recent vine 
of the Chair; yet I deem the question involve 
to be of such magnitude as to make it not im- 
proper for me to state very briefly why I shall 
vote against the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, for the simple reason that I 
do not think he has any right to move, nor the 
Senate any right to receive on his motion, a 
majority bill as a substitute for the proposed . 
bill for the removal of disabilities. Sir, this 
is a very important question. It is a funda- 
mental question, because it respects questions 
of fundamental consequence in this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from ` 
California if he will give way long enough for 
me to test the sense of the Senate either to 
adjourn or take arecess until seven and ahalf 
o'clock. 

Mr, CASSERLY. Of course; but at the 
same time I suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
whether a recess should be taken to-day. No 
notice whatever was given early in the day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘here isa standing order 
now that a motion for a recess shall always be 
in order. I simply wish to take the sense of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, I think we shall not differ as to the fact. 
There is a rule permitting such a motion tobe 
made at any time. I understand that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But not whena 
Senator is upon the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I donotavail myself of 
that objection to his making the motion. But 
I suggest for the consideration of the Senator 
from Ohio and of the Senate that where 118 
intended to take a recess, notice ought to be 
given at an early bour in the day, so asto- 
enable Senators to make their arrangements 
accordingly. It takes me by surprise, an 
have no doubt it takes many other Senators: 
by surprise, and greatly embarrasses all of us 
who are so taken by surprise, to have a recess 
ordered at so late an hour of the day as the 
present. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to change 
the motion to one for adjournment if the Sen“: 
ate prefer it. Bee 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator will allow. 
me, I will make a suggestion that perhaps W 1 
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meet the view of both Senators. It is very 
desirable, of course, to take the vote on this 
question as soon as the debate is exhausted, 
‘and we have already debated it for a great 
while. Certainly no one wishes to take the 
¿yote except ina full Senate. Now,could we 
not ix a time to-morrow when we shall take 
the vote, and then everybody would be notified 
and prepared to come here and vote? 

Mr. SUMNER. I think that would be well. 
Say one o'clock, or any hour that Senators 
over the way shall indicate. Will Senators 
over the way make a suggestion of the time? 

Mr. CASSERLY. ` I do not know what the 
Senator from Massachusetts means by ‘‘Sen- 
ators over the way.” I do not think the 
“Senators over the way’’ altogether have 
spoken more than thirty minutes on this bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Some of our men are 
over the way, and [ suppose my friend from 
Massachusetts alludes to them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts means ‘‘ over the way’’ as com- 
` pared with his way, very well. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. SUMNER. I did mean so. (Laughter. ] 


Now, if there can be an understanding that a || 


vote shall be taken at one o’clock to-morrow, 
then we could adjourn. $ 
| Mr. BLAIR. Say five o’clock. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, five o’clock. 

Mr. SUMNER. If Senators desire really 
to debate it to that time, of coarse there cau 
be no objection. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Say four o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky suggests four o’clock as the 
time for taking the vote upon the pending 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana and 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. MORTON. There will be another 
amendment, offered to this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. 
amendments. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we had better 
finish the whole bill at that time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposi- 
tion, then, is that at four o’clock to-morrow 
debate shall cease and the Senate shall vote 
` on the amendments offered and that may be 
offered under the rule. 

Mr. MORTON. í suggest three o'clock, 
because there wiil be debate on the amend- 
ments, and I want to finish the bill to-mor- 
row, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. But this prop- 
osition is to have no debate on the amend- 
ments except to offer them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot consent to any 
agreement which shall prevent debate on 
amendments which may be new and offered, 
and in respect to which gentlemen might feel 
it their duty to state the reasons briefly why 
they could or could not vote for them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairknew 
of that objection, and therefore he stated the 
proposition clearly, so that it might be under- 
stood. There are two amendments now before 
the Senate, one to perfect the text, and another 
to strike out and insert a different proposition. 
Those have been discussed. Several Senators 
then desired the proposed arrangement to ap- 
ply to all amendments. The Chair will again 
State the proposition to the Senate, so that the 
Sense of the Senate may be obtained exactly. 
The proposition is that to-morrow at four 
o'clock debate shall cease upon the pending 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana and 
the substitute of the Senator from Massachu- 
Setts, and the Senate shall vote upon those 
propositions without farther debate. 

. Mr. CONKLING. I cannot consent to that 
if I understand it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from New York objects. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall be very glad to 
agree to an understanding by which at four 
o'clock, or any other hour to-morrow, the Sen- 
ate shall vote on the pending bill and all 


Upon all 


The Senator 


amendments that may 
then be offered. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is right. 

_ Mr. CONKLING. But I shall not be will- 
mg to consent to vote only upon the present 
specific amendments, because, unless some 
other Senator shall anticipate me, I shall offer 
an amendment myself which will take prece- 
dence of one of the pending amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is only one. 

Mr. CONKLING. J understood that there 
were two. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, being 
out for a time, was not aware of the fact that 
the Senator from Indiana had withdrawn his 
amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I speak of the 
amendment to substitute something for the en- 
tire bill. 1 shall offer an amendment myself, 
if nobody else does, to perfect the text before 
that is stricken ont. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will have 
priority. 3 

Mr. ANTHONY. Cannot the Senator offer 
it now? 

Mr. CONKLING. I might, but it would 
be very awkward to do it after the understand- 
ing to vote on the pending amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. My proposition was to 
take the vote at four o’clock on all the amend- 
ments then pending as well as upon the bill. 

Several SENATORS. That is fair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state it in that skape, The Senator from Ken- 
tucky asks that at four o’clock to-morrow the 
vote shall be taken on the bill and all amend- 
ments then pending under the rule. The 
Chair has first to ascertain whether there is 
unanimous consent to this agreement so that 
it may appear in the Globe. 

Mr. EDMONDS. There is not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is objected 
to, and the Senator from California is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senate will par 
don me, I will state why I object. I do not 
object to an understanding to putting an end 
to this debate, but I think it due to every 
Senator here that on amendments that may 
be offered—and we cannot tie ourselves up 
against offering amendments; nobody ought 
to be tied up in that way—he should have 
the right to express his reasons briefly and 
to the point, where he has any point, why 
he can or cannot sustain a particular amend- 
ment, or the bill with it, in or out. There- | 


then be pending or may 


fore, Í suggest an understanding with it, as!) 


we have usually done, allowing five minutes’ ! 
explanation by a Senator in favor of or against | 
an amendment that is proposed, or as to its | 
effect upon the bill. With that understand- | 
ing I am quite willing to consent to the agree- | 
ment, and thst will bring you to a termination ' 
in a very short time. i 
Mr. STEVENSON. Then I will modify | 
the proposition, and say that at four o’clock | 
all debate shall cease, and we shall have one | 
hour of five minutes’ debate on any pending | 
amendments. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Do not say an hour. ; 
Mr. CONKLING. Make it three o'clock, | 

| 

| 


and let it end at fonr. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well; I will | 
make it three o’clock, and end at five—two | 
hours. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; let it end at four. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ken- | 
tucky does not quite comprehend my prop- |j 
osition. [am not asking an extension of time ; | 
but at whatever point the bill reaches when it © 
is open to parliamentary amendment, and an | 
amendment should be offered, I think it right | 
that Senators should have the privilege of ex- | 
pressing their opinion upon that amendment į 
in the briefest possible period of time; say | 
within five minutes. If that should run ustill | 
nine o'clock at night I think it is right it 
should, because we understand what we are 
doing; and we have frequently done that. On il 


the other hand, we might finish before five 
o’clock. My proposition is therefore, at four 
o’ clock, to have the general debate cease—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. Three o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Three o'clock if you 
please, or four; and that then, upon any 
amendment which may be offered or which 
may be then pending upon which gentlemen 
have not spoken, if they wish five minutes te 
express their opinion why that amendment 
ought to go in or out, it should be given, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest five minutes 
debate, as under the House rale, and then 
everybody will understand it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then you can debate it 
forever. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope there will be no 
“rule” about it. Ido not know what “the 
House rule” is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House custom——~ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We never have any dif- 
ficulty in a common understanding. | am 
willing, for one, to agree to what the Senator 
from Vermont suggests. I think that is fair. 
Let us begin to vote to-morrow at four o’clock 
on ihe amendments, and the bill. If new 
amendments are proposed and anybody wants 
five minutes to explain them or to show why 
they ought not to pass, let him have it,and we 
will continue in session until we dispose of 
the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON, 
three o’clock, then. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think that would be 
better; three o’clock to begin. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I shall be forced to 
object to this arrangemeut unless the Senator 
from Massachusetts will consent to allow me 
five minutes after twelve o’clock to pass the 
Military Academy bill. [‘* No objection.’’] 

Mr. SUMNER. So far as I am concerned 
the Senator shall have that. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is under- 
stood, if there be no objection, that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island shall have five minutes 
on the Military Academy appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before this understand- 
ing passes away, I want to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that the proposition of the Senator 
from Vermont, which has been taken down 
by the reporter, has been assented to by the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, be- 
fore I lose my opportunity to object I wish to 
ask a question. I have no present purpose of 
objecting. I want to know, however, suppose 
at four o’clock or after four o’clock some 
question of order is made upon an amend- 
ment that may be offered, what is to be the 
fate of that question of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. POMEROY. It 
will be under the five-minutes rule. 

Mr. CONKLING. If an appeal, for exam- 
ple, be taken from the decision of the Chair, 
can it be discussed ad Ubitum and to obviate 
entirely the understanding; or does the under- 
standing touching a limit of five minutes to 


I suggest the hour of 


‘| debate apply to that also? 


Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would if it 
grew up as a subsidiary proposition. Under 
the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont 
that there shall bea five-minutes rule, the five- 
minutes rule would apply to a point of order, 
which would be incidental to the amendment 
itself. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I do not object. 

Several Senators. ‘There is no objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then we are to vote on 
all amendments and the bill at that time, three 
o'clock, subject to five minutes’ debate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Will the Sena- 


| tor from Vermont now restate his proposition 


precisely? The Chairdid not exactly hear ite 
Mr. EDMUNDS. My proposition is this: 
that to-morrow at three o’clock 
Several Senators. Four o'clock. 


3198 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whichever way gentle- 
men please; I say three o’clock; is there any 
objection? [‘*No.’?] Then it is that at three 
. o’clock general debate shall t8rminate and the 
vote shall be taken on any pending amend- 
ments according to their order, of course 
under parliamentary provision, and that if 
any other amendments are offered, the gen- 
tlemen offering them or anybody else may 
have five minutes to support or oppose any 
amendment which may be proposed, and that 
any questions arising in connection with the 
progress of the bill and amendments shall be 
subject to the same understanding of five min- 
utes, and that we terminate the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate has 
heard the proposition stated in full, and it is 
recorded. It is understood that it is to be 
obeyed by Senators themselves, and of course 
not to be enforced by the Chair. 

Mr. WILSON. J move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The. motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and two minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wuoyespay, May 8, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved, 
WEST WISCONSIN RAILWAY. 


Mr. RUSK. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker's table and con- 
sidered at this time Senate bill No. 671, to 
authorize the West Wisconsin Railway Com- 
pany to keep up and maintain a bridge for 
railway purposes across Lake St. Croix, at the 
city of Hudson, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objections to its present consid- 
eration will be in order. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Was this bill 
been considered by any committec ? 

Mr. RUSK. It has been considered inform- 
ally by the Committee on Commerce, who 
have no objection to it, 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read three times, 

_ aud passed. 

Mr. RUSK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CRESK ORPHANS OF 1832. 


On motion of Mr. SARGENT, by unan- 
imous consent, the Commitee on Appropria- 
tions was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of a communication from the acting 
Seeretary of the Interior relative to an appro- 
priation required to restore to the Creek 
orphans of 1882 certain funds to which they 
are entitled under the treaty of March 24, 
1882; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

UNITED STATES COURT AT SYRACUSE. 

Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bili (H. R. No. 2698) to provide for 
an additional term of the district and cireuit 
courts of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. DUELL. I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be considered and passed at the 
present time. It has received the favorable 
action of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read. It provides that in ad- 
dition to the terms of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States for the northern 
district of New York, a term of said court 
shall hereafter be held annually at the city of 
Syracuse, at such time as the judge of the 
district court shall appoint. But the additional 
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term is not to be held until the corporate 
authorities of Syracuse shall agree, by order 
in due form entered upon their records, that 
such corporate authorities will supply, without 
any charge whatever against the United States, 
a suitable court-room in which to hold such 
additional term; and the court is not to be 
held if such room be not provided. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It seems to 
me this bill ought to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DUELL. I will say to my colleague 
that it has received favorable action from 
that committee. The bill contemplates no 
expense to the United States. The corpor- 
ate authorities of Syracuse are to furnish the 
court accommodations, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Are the peo- 
ple of Syracuse and the surrounding country 
informed of this measure and in favor of it? 

Mr. DUELL. They are. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is there no 
objection to it among the New York delega- 
tion? 

Mr. DUELL. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 


Mr. MERCUR. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion and call up the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 1343) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled “An act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the ninth 
census’? was recommitted to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read. It provides that from 
and after the 3d day of March, 1878, the fol- 
lowing States shall be entitled to one Repre- 
sentative each in the Congress of the United 
States, in addition to the number apportioned 
to such States by the act entitled ** An act for 
the apportionment of Representatives to Cen- 
gress among the several States according to 
the ninth census,’’ approved February 2. 1872, 
to wit: New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Indiana, ‘Tennessee, Louisiana, 
Alabama, and Florida. In the election of 
Representatives to the Forty-‘Third Congress 
in any State which by this law is given an 
increased number of Representatives, the 
additional Representative or Representatives 
allowed to such State may be elected by the 
State at large, uniess the Legislature of said 
State shall o:herwise provide before the time 
fixed by law for the election of Represent- 
atives therein, 

Mr. MERCUR. 
lowing amendments: 

After the word ‘‘ Florida,” in line twelve, insert 
the words ‘‘and be elected by separate districts as 
in said act directed.” 

After the word “Congress,” in line thirteen, 
insert “only.” 

In line fifteen, strike out ‘‘ or Representatives.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Speaker, is this a 
privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged ques- 
tion. ‘The bill was some days ago printed 
and recommitted, a motion to reconsider was 
entered, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Mercur] now calls up the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. MERCUR. If members will give me 
their attention for five minutes I will endeavor 
to explain the bill, so that all may understand 
it. The ratio of representation adopted by 
the bill is 131,425, which, by allowing an ad- 
ditional Representative to each State that has 
a fraction greater than a moiety, would make 
this House consist of two hundred and ninety 
members. This supplemental bill, however, 


I desire to offer the fol- 
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adds two to that number, making the aggre- 
gate two hundred and ninety-two. Asis known 
to the House, the bill passed during the pres- 
ent session, and which has become a law, 
makes the aggregate of members two hundred 
and eighty-three, to which this bill adds nine, 
giving a member to euch of tre following 
States: New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, 
Alabama, and Florida. The only two States 
whose representation the existing law pro- 

oses to decrease are Vermont and New 
Pampshire. This bill, if it becomes a law, ` 
will allow to these States their present repre- 
sentation, three members each. 

There has been a slight departure from the 
general rule I have enunciated, in order to 
avoid leaving States with too large a fraction 
unrepresented. 

The general rule I state to be to give to each 
State a member that had a fraction greater 
than one half the ratio of representation. This 
supplement, however, gives a member to each 
one of two States that havea fraction less than 
that, but each of which hasa fraction so large 
that it was deemed more just they should 
have.a member than they should be deprived 
of a member. Those two States are New 
Hampshire and Florida, and under this sup- 
plementary bill Florida gets a member for a 
fraction of 56,823, New Hampshire gets a 
member for a fraction of 65,450. ‘Thus it will 
be observed that each of those States which 
gets a member has a very large fraction over ` 
fifty thousand representative population. 

The whole representative. population of the 
United States under the receut census was 
38.203,210. The total number of Indians not 
taxed within the States—those sustaining tribal 
relations—was 89,957. Deducting that from 
the totul population of the States it leaves a ` 
representative population of 88,118,253, and 
itis by dividing that by the ratio taken here,, 
181,425, the resultis arrived at as I have stated 
to the House. 

It is found by the bill prepared at the Cen- 
sus Bureau, submitted to the House when the 
question of apportionment was before it dur 
ing the winter, as well as by the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary which accom- 
panies this bill, that this supplementary bil, 
which gives to these States this additional 
member, makes, perhaps, a fairer representa 
tion than any which can be adopted, in that it 
allows larger fractious to be represented, and 
that it deprives of representation a lesser num» 
ber of fractions in the aggregate than any other 
which can be fixed on asthe proper number 
of Representatives. ‘This bill, I believe, was 
unanimously recommended by the Committee 
onthe Judiciary. 

l desire to read again the number of States 
each of which gets au additional Representa 
tive: New York, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Pennsylvania, Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, 
Alabama, and Florida; and if no gentleman 
desires to speak on this question, or to uska 
question, I will call the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, I should like to 
know what the fractions are for which these 
States are allowed each an additional member. 

Mr. MERCUR. Florida, 56,323; Indiana, 
103,587; Louisiana, 69,710; New Hampshire, 
55 450; Pennsylvania, 104,741; Vermont, 
67,701; Tennessee, 75,695 ; Alabama, 77,017. 
New Hampshire is the smallest of all, and 
Florida is next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to sug: 
gest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
here are at least three of these States having - 
considerably less than a moiety. : 

Mr. MERCUR. Two, only—New Hamp- 
shire and Florida. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Let me look 
at thisa moment. Suppose we put these nine 
in, and then take the total population of the. 
United States and divide it by the new total 
of the House, and it changes the ratio of repre 
sentation, and we are then left with other State 
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having fractions which, if these niue be ad- 
mined, ought equitably to be entitled to addi- 
tional members. It seems to me it breaks 
down through ail system by which representa- 
tive arrangement has heretofore been reached. 
These nine States, these great States it is quite 
likely may make a majority here for the par- 
pose of carrying through this bill, In reference 
to two or three of these States, Indiana and 
Pennsylvania, which have each a fraction over 
a hundred thousand, it seems to me certainly 
great equity to allow them each an additional 
member, but in reference to these other States 
“which have fractions far below a moiety there 
is no equity whatever in allowingtheman addi- 
tional member. f 

>. Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think in every 
¿case where a State had a fraction over a moiety 
it was given a member for that moiety. Cer- 
tainly that is my recollection, Ihad charge 
of the bill, and I believe in every instance 
where there was a fraction over a moiety an 

additional member was allowed. 

To Mr, RANDALL. Would it be in order to 
make a motion to lay this bill on the table? 
I object to this tinkering with the apportion- 
ment. 

© Mr. MERCUR. I yield for a moment to 

the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX. I see that by this bill an addi- 
tional member is given to the State of Penn- 
‘gylvania and to each of several other States. 
How is that member to be elected? 

Mr. MERCUR. Iwill answer the gentle- 
man’s questiou. The bill we have aiready 
passed, which has become law, provided that 
| members should be elected by separate dis- 
< tricts and contiguous territory ; and this biil 
provides in general terms that the additional 
‘ members shall be elected in the same way. 
© Bat it provides that the members to be elected 
` for the Forty-Third Congress may be elected 

by the State at large, if the State shall not be 
i previously redistricted. 

Mr. COX. That is, the additional mem- 
bers. 

Mr. MERCUR. Yes, sir; at the first elec- 
tion if the State shall not have made a new 
apportionment, but not afterward. I with- 
draw the motion to reconsider, and move the 
previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
78, noes 68. ; 

Mr. MERCUR. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 104, not voting 
56 ; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Averill, 
Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, James 
Blair, Braxton, James Brooks, Barchard, Freeman 
Qlarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Conner, Cotton, 
Crebs, Qitcher, Donnan, Dake, Dunnell, Farns- 
worth, Farweil, Finkelnburg, Churles Foster, Henry 
D. Foster, Wilder D, Foster, Getz, Griffith, Halde- 
Man, Hambteton, Hanks, Harper, George E. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. iazelton, Hern- 

on, Houghton, Kerr, Marshall, MeCieliand, Me- 
Cormick, McGrew, McHenry, Me fntyre, McKinney, 

enjamin F, Meyers, Morgan, Morphis, Orr, Palmer, 
Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Price, Randall, Read, Ed- 
ward Y. Rice, Ritchie. Robinson, Sherwood, Slater, 
Slocum, John A. Smith, Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, 
Sutherland, Swann, Terry, Waddell, Walden, Wal- 
dron, Weils, Winchester, and Young—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Banks, 
Barber, Barnum, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 

amin F, Butler, Caldwell, Coburn, Cox, Crossiand, 

awes, Dox, Duell, Hames, Mltiott, biy, Frye, Gol- 
daday, Hale, Halsey, Haudley, Harmer, John T. 
Harris, Hays, Hibbard, Hill, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Leach, 
owe, McJunkin, Mercur, Merriam, Monroe, 
Morey, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, 
osea W. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Bli Perry, 
eters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Rainey, Hilis 
Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoe- 
maker, H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. 
mith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Strong, St. John Sypher, Taffe, 
wight ‘Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wake- 


I move to lay the bill on 


Aan, Wallace, Wacren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whit- il 


Ben- | 


s 


thorne, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Williams of 
New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John 'T. Wilson, 
or VOTING —M 

NO! x — Messrs. Barry, Boles, Bright, 
Burdett, „Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, 
William T. Clark, Cobb, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, 
Davis, De Large. Dickey. DuBose, Eldredge, Forker, 
Garfield, Garrett, Goodrich, Hancock, John W. Ha- 
zelton, Hereford, Holman, Hooper, King, Kinsella, 
Lamison, Lansing, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, May- 
nard, McCrary, McKee, MeNeely. Merrick, Miteh- 
ell, Moore, Niblack, Aaron F. Perry, Prindle, John 
M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Shanks, Shellabarger, 
Shober, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Stowell, 
Thomas, Twichell, Van Trump, and Walls—56. 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table 
was not agreed to. 


The question recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous cuestion. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; which was first on 
agreeing to the amendments reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iask that the bill as now 
amended be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the 3d day of March, 
1873, the following States shall be entitled to one 
Representative each in the Congress of the United 
States in addition to the number apportioned to 
such States by the act entitled An act for the ap- 
portionment of Representatives to Congress among 
the several States according to the ninth census,” 
approved February 2, 1872, to wit, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, New York, Pennsylvania, Indiana, Ten- 
nessee, Louisiana, Alabama, and Florida, and be 
elected by separate districts as in said act directed: 


| Provided, That in the election of Representatives 


to the Forty-Third Congress only, in any State which 
by this law is given an increased number of Repre- 
sentatives, the additional Representative allowed 
to such State may be elected by the State at large, 
unless the Legislature of said State shail otherwise 


| provide before the time fixed by law for the election 


of Representatives therein, 


- Mr. RANDALL. I would suggest another 
amendment in order to make the meaning of 
the bill more clear. At the end of the bill 
let the words again be inserted ‘‘ for the Forty- 
Third Congress.”’ 

Mr. MERCUR. Those words are already 
in the bill, Ido not think a second insertion 
is necessary. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF JUDICIARY COMMITTES. 
Mr. BINGHAM. On behalf of the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary I ask that by unan- | 


imous consent Tuesday evening and Wednes- 
day evening of next week be assigued for the 
consideration of reports from that committee. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. At night? 

The SPEAKER. At night. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. This is one 
of the most important committees of the 
House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
will not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


I hope the gentleman 


Mr. BINGHAM. i wiil agree to that. 

Mr. RANDALL, Our experience for the 
past few night sessions has shown us that we 
cannot get a quorum here at night. f 

The SPEAKER. There being objection 
the request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will change my request, 
and ask that Wednesday and Thursday ot next 
week, after the morning hour, be assigned for 
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I would rather give the | 
| committee a day’s session for their work. 


business from the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


Mr. DAWES. Lobject to that proposition. 
I now move that the rules be suspended and 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole upon the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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TARIFF. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. SCOFIELD in the chair,) ‘and: . 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2822) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is upon the motion to strike out line nine of 
the bill, which reads ‘‘on teas of all kinds, 
ten cents per pound.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to call atten- 
tion to a mistake in the printed bill. On page 
8, at line twenty-six of the printed bill, 
should begin ‘‘ section three,” 

The CHAIRMAN. That error will be cor- 
rected. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire, on the motion to 
strike out tea and coffee, to make a statement 
to the House of the present condition of this 

ill. 

If this bill shall become a law it will have 
this effect upon the revenue 

Mr. SARGENT. Permit me to inquire if 
the right has been reserved to fix the date at 
which this bill shall go into effect? 

Mr. DAWES. I will ask unanimous con- 
sent to reserve the right to change the date 
from the Ist day of January to some other 
day, at the close of the consideration of this 
bill. 

. No objection was made. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill in its present state 
makes the following reductions of the duties 
and internal taxes—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is this debate under 
the five-minutes rule or the hour rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is under the five- 
minutes rule, 

Mr. DAWES. The total reduction of duties 
and internal taxes effected by this bill will 
be $40,128,837 16. The items of reduction 
are as follows: 


Amount of Reduction. 
ee “$322,881 00 


Salt... ata 
Leather, and manufactures of. 
Cotton manufactures........ 
Wooi manufactures. 
Tron manufactures... 
Other metals... cee 
India-rubber manufactures.. 
Gutta-percha manufactures. 
Suaw manufactures... 
Oil-cloths.. 


All other a sa 
Free list, (includes 


.801 00 
. _ 614,605 00 
a 17,590,976 67 
26.140.837 16 
« 13.983.009 00 


$40,128,837 16 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Does that 


including the ten per cent. reduction ordered 
on yesterday? 

Mr. DAWES. It includes the ten per cent. 
reduction and also the placing tea and coffee 
on the free list. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman in 
that connection tell us upon what basis he 
makes the calculation of the reduction upon 
tea and coffee? 

Mr. DAWES. Upon the number of pounds 
introduced into this country last year. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The last fiscal year? 

Mr. DAWES. The last fiscal year. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The last calendar year 


Internal revenue... 


| would show considerably more than that. 


Mr. DAWES. Very likely. 

Mr. MAYNARD. During the last calendar 
year the duty on tea and coffee was about 
eighteen million dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire, if I may be sup 
ported by the majority, when we reach the 
portion of this bill relating to internal rev- 
enue, to further reduce it about ten million 
dollars upon stamps and those small provis- 
ions of law exacting taxes without any suff- 
cient remuneration to justify the annoyances 
to trade. That would bring the total reduc- 
tion up to about fifty million dollars, the point 


lito which the committee and the members of 
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the House, so far as I understand the senti- 
ment of the House, generally desire to bring 
the reduction. I have nothing further to say 
upon that subject. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What is the 
question pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. It isto strike out the 
ninth line, relating to tea. 3 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am obliged to go for that proposition 
because the House and the Senate have al- 
ready agreed to it, and it has become a law. 
But I hope that measure will be followed up 
by the like abolition or reduction of other 
parts of the tariff. When under the cry of a 
t free breakfast table” the duty on tea and 
coffee was abolished, those who carried that 
measure seized hold of the key of the position 
of those who wished to liberate the country 
throughout the whole tariff; and they who 
held that key have had control of this bill. I 
propose now to show that in order to carry 
out thé idea of a “free breakfast table’? we 
must go a great deal further than merely 
admitting tea and coffee free of duty. 

I have in my hand alistof articles necessary 
to constitute a ‘free breakfast table.’ Inthe 
first place you must have atable ; that table is 

enerally of wood, sometimes partly of iron. 
fit may be of marble, and then it will be a very 
dear table. On the wood of which the table is 
made the duty is thirty per cent. ad valorem. 
Tables generally havea little varnish on them, 
and the duty on varnish is fifty-seven per cent. 
ad valorem. There are screws in the table; it 
is not held together entirely by iron; and the 
acrews, especially the wood-screws of Rhode 
Island, are ‘protected’ by a duty of from 
forty to one hundred and fifty per cent. ad 
valorem, There is very often brass in a table, 
the duty on brass is forty five per ceut. ad 
valorem. Then you must have a table-cloth 
which, if it be of linen, pays a duty of forty 
per cent, ad valorem. ‘those who indulge in 
napkins for their table, must pay on them a 
duty of forty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The gentleman will allow 
metocorrecthim. On brass the duty is thirty- 
five percent. . 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Ido not so 
understand. Now, itis of no use to havea 
table and table-cloth unless you have dishes, 
and the people of this country pay a much 
higher duty upon their crockery- ware for table 
use than they do upon their tea and coffee. The 
duty on crockery—plates, tea-cups, saucers, 
milk- pots, &c.—1s from forty to sixty per cent. 
ad valorem. On glass-ware, in which some 
indulge, the duty is forty-five per cent. ad 
valorem, or if it be cut glass fifty per cent. ad 
valorem. On casters and caster-stands the 
duty is thirty per cent. ad valorem, or if plated 
forty per cent. ‘Chere is no use in having a 
table without spoons and knives; and spoons 
pay the enormous duty of forty-hve per cent. 
ad valorem. On knives and forks the duty is 
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. Now, look 
at the tea-pot, from which we are to drink our 
tea. What duty does the tea-pot pay? If 
of metal, forty-five per cent. ad valorem ; if of 
crockery, only forty per cent. ad valorem. 

Thus far we have the outfit for a ‘‘ free 
breakfast table,” bat nothing upon it to eat. 
A "free breakfast table’? without something 
to eat would be of very little benefit to any- 
body. Now, let us look at the cost of provis- 
ions to supply this “free breakfast table.” 
If your bread has any lightening in it, or is 
made by the use of any preparation for raising 
bread, whether it be corn bread or flour bread, 
the tariaric acid used in making these ‘* bread- 
powders,” as they are called, pays for the 
benefit of some of our manufacturers a duty 
of sixty-seven per cent. ad valorem. Then 
comes sugar; scarcely anybody uses tea or 
coffee without using sugar. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish the gentleman 
would put the daty on tartaric acid into spe- 
eific dollars and cents, so that we may know 


ry 


precisely how much that item costs us every 


day. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, the duty on sugar is ten times as enorm- 
ous as has been the duty on tea and coffee; 
yet no proposition for the reduction or aboli- 
tion of this duty on sugarhas come from those 
gentlemen who are so earnestly in favor of a 
“free breakfast table.’’? Tea and coffee are 
not necessary elements of life; but sugar 1s 
almost an essential element of life. It enters 
into a great variety of articles of consump- 
tion. - 

I see, Mr. Chairman, your gavel is about to 
fall. ‘* Strike, but hear’’ hereafter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
motion to amend by striking out the clause 
imposing a duty of ten cents per pound on 


tea. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
amend so as to make the duty on tea nine 
cents a pound. Mr. Chairman, in order to 
constitute a ‘‘free breakfast table’ it is 
necessary to have free sugar. But the duty on 
sugar is one and three fourths to four cents 
per pound; an enormous duty solely for the 
protection of the interests of one State, Louis- 
iana. This is one of the very highest duties 
levied on any import. And yet the friends of 
the ‘free breakfast table” propose to leave 
the duty on sugar where it is. Even my col 
league from the city of New York, who is in 
favor of free tea and coffee, has not lifted his 
voice yet in favor of free sugar. 

What is the duty on provisions coming from 
Canada, coming across the line? On beef, on 
pork, on chickens, on a stray turkey, even 
from St. John coming over into Maine, or 
coming from Canada into any of the border 
States, the duty on those articles is one cent 
per pound. On butter it is seventeen and 
three fourths per cent., on cheese twenty-six per 
cent., on vinegar fifty-two per cent., on pep- 
per one hundred and thirteen per cent., on olive 
oil, which is a most unnecessary duty, and 
which is somewhat used at the breakfast table, 
there is a daty of fifty per cent. On mustard 
the duty is forty-six per cent; and on salt, 
which everybody uses, whether on a ‘free 
breakfast table’’ or not, it now stands between 
one hundred and sixty and three hundred per 
cent., which it is proposed now to be allowed 
to remain. 

Mr. AMBLER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me run on. 

Mr. AMBLER. 1 object that it is not in 
order to discuss the general principles of this 
paragraph under the pretense of an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Youwill not 
gain any time by this process. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe point of order is 
insisted on, the gentleman from New York will 
be obliged to confine his remarks to his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. AMBLER. 
order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I propose to 
insert these other articles upon the free list, 
reg we may really have a free breakfast 
table. 

Mr. AMBLER. I insist on the point of 


order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I givenotice 
that gentlemen must confine themselves in 
their remarks especially to the pending amend- 
ment until I am allowed to go on. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
the House has abolished all duty on tea and 
coffee, that the two Houses, together with the 
Executive, have abolished the duty on tea and 
coffee, and this amendment I understand to 
be on the part of the gentleman from New 
York to restore those duties. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
reduce them to a lower rate. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman’s motion is 
to put a duty on tea of nine cents per pound. 


1 insist on my point of 


No; to 


Tea free! Tea the Democratic party, when- 
ever it had power, made free, tea—which goes 
into the consumption of every farmer’s and 
laborer’s family—and yet the gentleman comes 
here and talks about the duty on marble tables 
and silver and cut glass and plated ware that. 
garnish them. The farmers and laborers do 
not enjoy those luxuries, and do not pay the 
duties on them. Sir, by their well-paid labor 
they are able to enjoy comfortable meals and 
healthful subsistence for their families. If the 
gentleman from New York were to have hig 
way there would be millions here as to tea and 
coffee as the Irishman was who boasted that 
things that cost a dollar here might be bought 
in his native country for sixpence. ‘ Then 
why did you not stay there?’ asked an inquis- 
itive bystander. ‘ Because a man could never 
get the sixpence.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is it in order 
to tell stories? (Laughter. } 

Mr. KELLEY. The difficulty was that the 
man could not get the sixpence. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I make the 
point of order that the gentleman is telling 
stories. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is better to tell a good 
story than a downright fib. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Itis notin 
order to tell a downright fib. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought it was from what I 
heard this morning. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
tobacco ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York could have his way, the workshops of the 
country would be closed, or wages would be 
reduced to such a point as would not enable 
us to exclude the productions of Belgium, of 
Austria, of Germany, of France, or of Eng- 
land, where laborers are paid only about one 
half or one third of the wages received by 
American laborers. There would be no break- 
fast tables, as I have said, for millions of the 
men who to-day are prosperous American cit- 
izens. 

The millions who have come to us in the 
last decade, and are coming at the rate of 
nearly four hundred thousand this year, would 
not be coming, would not have come here, 
would not be American citizens, either in fact 
or in embryo, but would be starvelings and pau» 
pers, dying onthe streets of the richest city 
of the world, London. ‘They would be with 
their children carrying from six to ten tons of 
clay per day and walking twenty miles to earn. 
from sixpeuce to tenpence a day in the pot- 
teries of England, trom which the gentle- | 
man would have us draw the furniture tor our 
free-breakfast tabie. - : 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BECK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooxs] by making the rate five cents, 
instead of nine. I desire to say, ingauswer : 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
KeLLEY,] that he is mistaken about the Dem- 
ocratic policy in regard to free tea. From 
1792 to 1842, under all the Democratic ad- ; 
ministrations, a tax was kept upon tea. In 
1792 a duty of ten, eighteen, and thirty-two 
cents per pound was imposed. a 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman claim 
Washington as a Democrat? i 

Mr. BECK. [believe he was not a Radical. 
But was not Jackson a Democrat? It was 
taxed during his whole term. As I have said, 
by the tariff of 1792 the tax was ten, eighteen, 
aud thirty-two cents per pound. During the 
war of 1812 it was twenty-four, thirty-six and., 
sixty-four cents. Under the tariff of 1824 
it was twelve, twenty-five, and fifty cents. In 
the tarif of 1832, and under Jackson’s whole 
administration, it was ten cents a pound. So. 
it remained until the high Whig tariff of 1842 
was passed, when they wanted just what 18 
wanted now, protection on the same articles `: 
as those on which the gentleman from Pena: 
sylvania [Mr. Kutiuy] wants protection. : 
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Mr. WOOD. Willthe gentleman state what 
was the duty on tea when imported in American 
bottoms? 
| Mr. BECK. The tariff was sometimes in 
one and sometimes in another form. Iam not 
going to argue that point, but I will say that 
that was a part alsoof the system of monopoly. 
“And I desire to say tothe gentleman from New 
York that I am sorry he has gone into this 
* league to destroy whatever brings revenue that 
will interfere with the high protection pig iron 
is seeking to secure. 

Mr. McNEELY. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a moment? 


Statement of articles, with present and proposed rates of duty, amount of reduction 


Mr. BECK. The gentleman will have plenty 
of time afterward. I cannot yield. 

I chiefly rose, however, for the purpose of 
laying before the Housea table which members 
ought to see, since the bill of the committee 
has been killed by striking out the enacting 
clause. It shows what the Committee of Ways 
and Means propose to do in regard to the arti- 
cles enjoying high protection. 

The table shows the present rate of duty, 
the proposed rate of duty, both rates reduced 
to the ad valorem form, and the percentage of 
decrease. When gentlemen come to read this 
table, which I will ask to have printed in the 
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Globe, they will see that the Committee of 
Ways and Means have offered a bill which 
goes a great length in the interest of the 
people, and which reduces taxes, while not to 
the extent they ought to be reduced, yet in 
the right direction, against monopolies, and in 
favor of revenue. As the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Stevenson] said the other day, it is an 
honest bill as far as it goes. 

The table I have referred to I ask to 
have printed in the Globe as part of my re- 


marks, 


There was no objection. The table is as 


follows: 


, and percentage of decrease in the bill H. R. No. 2322, 


Present tariff. 


Proposed tariff. 


2 2 
G] 
es og EA s 
= eR ~ 
F Articles. È oe % 
3S rons pe 8g 
z Rate of duty. $s Rate of duty. es a aa 
= a3 Fag è g S p 
a re e a 
Kei Qs os as 5a 
4 Gi r=] < A 
51 cents per fb 49 1-3 | 10 cents per tb 32 9-10, $2,348,639 | 13 1-3 
3 cents per D... 30 2 cents per tb.. -| 20 949,309 | 33 1-3 
a e $1 25 per ton..... 48 50 cents per ton.. 19 322,881 | 60 
Salt, in bulk... 18 cents per 100 tbs 139 1-6 | 8 cents per 100 ths. 61 5-6 274,730 | 56 
Salt, in bags... 24 cents per 100 Ibs 85 1-8 | 12 cents per 100 ths. 42 1-2 840,792 | 50 
16 | Leather, bend or belting.. 385 per cent... 5 15 per cent... 15 281 
18 | Leather, all upper, &e....... 25 percent... 25 20 per cent. 20 89,525 | 20 
20 | Leather, calf-skins tanned, 30 percent... 20 per cent. 20 439,684 | 33 1-3 
21 | Tron, in pig $7 per ton... 44 3-5 | $6 per ton.. 39 188,008 | 14 
22-28 ` i cent per ib., 50 1-8 | ł cent per fb. 37 1-2 434,986 | 25 
29-34 | Iron, t cents per tb. 64 3-4 | 1 cent per tb 43 48,885 | 33 1-3 
35-40 | Tron, in bars, 35 percent......... 30 per cent....... 30 46 | 15 
41-44 | Tron, railroad 70 cents per 100 tb 60 cents per 100 Tbs. 37 1-7 900,181 | 15 
45-47 | Iron, round, in coil 2 cents per fb. and 15 p 62 7-8 | 1} cents per Ùb.. 44 9-10 10,480 | 33 1-3 
48-52 | Iron, not separate in home consump 2cents per tb. and ]5 per ct. - 35 per cent.... - - 
53-56 | Iron wire, bright, &c., not less than No. 2cents per tb. and 15 per ct 66 14 cents per Ib.. 44 5-8 9,384 | 33 1-3 
57 | Iron wire, bright, &., not over No. 2 cents per 47 1-4 | 32 cents per ih. 32 1-4 663 | 33 1-3 
58-59 | Iron wire, bright, &c., over No. 25... 4 cents per Ib. and 15 per ct. 44 7-8 | 4cents per ib 29 2-3 115 | 33 1-3 
: Tron wire, covered, not less than No. 16.. 7 cents per ib. 29 6% cents per tb 13 1-2 50 | 45 
59-614 | Iron wire, covered, not over No. 25 8: cents per tb. anc 15 per ct 7-8 | 84 cents per tb 14 7-8 37 | 50 
Tron wire, covered, over No. 25......00 9Ycents per ib, and 15 per ct. 22 7-8 | 9cents per tb 14 7-8 82 | 33 1-3 
62-69 | Not given separate; no estimate can be made... | ccsescesece EE ssemvoacaecse Fa SOIR, Fern i - - - 
70 | Spiral springs............ agstuecvebentsvcccenan oats aies iiai 2 cents per th, and 15 per cent.. 74 3-4 | 1} cents per tb 512 | 83 1-3 
72 | Sheet iron not thinner than No. 25... sesers sereen sisone {4 cente ber. ere 57 lcent per Ð.. 50,373 | 25 
74 | Sheet iron thinner than No. 25... « | 14 cents per ib á 60 4-5 | 14 cents perb.. 6,002 | 85 
76-78 | Iron, galvanized....ccssereecsssreeee ses seses | 2x cents per Ib.... 46 3-4 | 2 cents per bb... 5,441 | 20 
79 | Band, hoops, &., not thinner than No. 20. z {i gents P D: s 65 l cent per Ib... 112,186 | 37 
82 |! Band, hoops, &c., thinner than No. 20. 1k cents per Ib... 59 1-4 | 12 cents per bb... «| 42 8-10 13,811 | 35 
84 | Slit ro ees iy 13 cents per tb. 68 5-8 | 1¢ cents per th... .| 57 1-5 983 | 16 2-3 
85 | Hammered iron.. 14 cents per bb. 56 l cent per tb... «| 44 4-5 60,271 | 20 
87 | Locomotive tire.. 3 cents per Ib.. 16 2 cents per tb... of TT 1-3 5 | 83 1-3 
88-92 | Mill-irons, &c.. 2 cents per ib... 104 1-2 | 14 cents per fb -| 78 3-8 465 | 25 
93 |] AnVils...eceus 2; cents per ib. 44 2 cents per Ib. at 85 1-5 7,829 | X 
94 | Qables and cable-chains.... 23 cents per tb 72 3-4 | 13 cent per Ib | 51 9,589 | 33 1-3 
Chains, trace, &e., not Jess 2: cents per Ib. 60 1-2 | 13 cent per th. 36 3-10 84,826 40 
99 | Chains, trace, &c., less than one fourth inch 3 cents per D.. 49 1-2 | 2 cents per ib 33 8,705 | 33 1-3 
101 | Chains, trace, &c., No. 9 36 per ct....... 30 per ct........ 30 104 | 14 
102 | Anchors, &e 2+ cents per 57 2-3 | 1} cent per tb. 38 1-2 743 | 33 1-3 
104 | Hammers, sle , SC. 2} cents per tb 8 2 cents per th. 30 2-5 2,930 | 20 
105 | Malleable iron, (casting 2 cents per tb 27 3-4 2 cents per Ib. 22 1-5 105 | 20 
w Wronehit-iron Tailroad chs 2 cents per D.. 92 1-2 J cent per ihs 69 3-8 11,476 | 25 
ed-screws and wrought hinge i cent per tb. i 8,750 | 33 
112 | Wrought nails, spikes, rivets, Seer} 22 cents per Ib. 6a {i cent per bf 40 3-10 75 
L4 | Horseshoe nails... ceccsesssscseseecsseens 5 cents per bb..... 34 1-4 | 4 cents per D. 27 3-10 412 | 20 
115 | Cut tacks, not exceeding 16 oz. to M.. 23 cents per thousan 50 1: cent per th 30 6 
117 | Cut tacks, exceeding 16 oz. to M.... 3 cents per Ib........ 25 3 cents per Ib. 25 0i 0 
119} Steam, gas, &c., wrought... 33 cents per ib. 55 1-4 | 2} cents per tb 35 1-2 21,943 | 36 
121 | Screws for wood, over 2 inches. 8 cents per Ù.. 67 7-8 | 3cents per Ib. -| 25 3-8 194 | 63 | 
123 | Screws for wood, not over 2 inche: 11 cents per th. 39 3-4 | 6 cents per ib. | 21 2-3 6,615 ieee 
124 | Cast-iron vessels, SC...ccssseseesess lẹ cent per ib... 67 1-3 | 1 cent per ih. 44 7-8 2,315 {38 L3 
125 | Andirons, sad, tailors’, and hatters 13 cent per ib... - ł cent per fb. a a 3 
127 | Steam, gas, and water-pipes, (cast) Í; cent per Ib.. 67 1-3 | 1 cent per ib... 44 7-8 ae -3 | 
129 | Cast butts and hinges... s.s.s. X cents per tb. 53 3-4 | 2 cents per Ib... 43 38 | 20 | 
130 | Hollow-ware, glazed or tinned... 33 cents per D.. 45 5-6 | 23 cents per Ib 36 ri 36 
182} All manufactures of iron not otherwise provided 35 per Ct... 35 30 per ct. 30 ae lt i 
134 | Steel railway bars 1} cent per ib - 1 cent per tb - 250, 09 20 i 
135 1 cent per ib. 42 2 cent per Ib... 31 1-2 1,322 | 2 i 
187 esee | 2¢ Gents per Ib. 48 1-8 | li cent per tb.. 2 190,376 | 33 1-3: 
140 nts. | 3 cents per ib... 81 1-8 | 8 cents per D.. 31 1-8 l 0 | 
per lb. : i 7 i Isa j 
142 | Steel in ingots, value above 11 cents 3} cents per tb. and 10 per ct. 35 3-8 | 4 cents per ib 24 1-3 14,119 | 331-3 | 
143 Sot y 8 cents per pair and 35 per ct, 42 35 per ct... 35 156 16 2-3 | 
144} Handsaws, not ov 75 cents per doz. and 80 per ct. 89 1-2 T5 cents pe: v 34 1-2 526 16 2-3 | 
146 | Handsaws, over 24 inches $1 per doz. and 3U per ct...... 41 3-4 | $1 per doz. and 26 per ct. 37 1-4 1,142 | 16 2-3) 
149 | Backsaws, not over 10 inc 75 cents per doz. and 30 pei 45 3-4.) 75 cents per doz, and 20per ct.) 85 3-4 Šk | 33 1-3 | 
151 | Backsaws,.over 10 inches... $1 per doz. and 30 per ct........ 39 3-4 | $1 per doz. and 20 per ct......... 30 169 | 83 1-3 | 
154 | Files, rasps, and floats, not over 10 inches.. 10 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct. 50 10 cents per Ib. and 20 per et.) 40 82.123 | 33 1-3 
187 | Files, rasps, and floats, over 10 inches........ 6 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct... 57 1-2 | 6 cents per Ib. and 15 per ct...) 42 1-2 44,690 30 
199 | Needles for knitting and sewing-machines.. $1 per thousand and 35 per ct 46 1-2 | $1 per thousand and lo peret. 34 5-8 4017 28 | 
162 | Tron squares, marked on one side .. 3 cents per lb. and 3) per ct... 80 3 cents per Ib......... | SE 1-3 11; 80 TA 
163 | Squares, all other l 6 cents per tb. and 30 per ct... 106 5-6 | 5 cents per D.. -| 6t m 1005 a 23 | 
165.) Manufactures of steel, not otherwise provided. 45 per ct "a 45 35 per ct... -| 85 2 a PEE A 
i res OF ES... ssssens A per ot.. 20 n bereko 808 et 
(2 | Emery ore ow free... - tees 4 i 
173 Copper ores... 3 cents per tb 29 23 cents per ib; 2,057 | 16 2-3 
175 | Copper, regulus o 4 cents per tb. 33 1-3 | 3 cents per Ib... 1 348 i i Le | 
177 | Copper, old... 4 cents per ib. 32 1-3 | 3: cents per tb. ry t] 
179 | Copper, plates, bars... 5 cents per fb. 33 3-8 | 4 cents per Ib... 12 


42p Cone. 2p Sxss.— No. 201. 


8202 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | May 8 


STA TEMENT—Continued. 


Present tariff. Proposed tariff. < 


a 
3 |3 
g 3 
gg og 
a Articles, <3 Š 7 $ 8 3 ; 
oO 
s Rate of duty: ey Rate of duty. aS Ba HE 
z EN Sy | 22 | Bs 
Q P 
3 a ae] q Ba 
181 | Copper, sulphate, (blue vitriol)..... 5 cents per D....0si0 aei 98 4 cents per I.. | 78 2-5 458 
182 Coupee. rolled plates, KG... 45 per ct. 45 40 per ct... .. 40 pr et. 375 | 11 1-3 
183 | Copper,all manufactures of, not ot 45 per ct. p 45 40 per ct... ws seesse ser eae 40 pr Ct. 33,445 | 1I 1-3 
187-191 | Wool, first class~clothing: i : 
187-191 me 82 cents or less per Ibu... 10 cents per Ùb, and 11 per ct. 61 1-8 | 8 cents per tbh. and 9 per ct..... 49 3-8 140,208 | 19 1-3 
ool, first class ; 
192-196 Value, over 32 cents per pound.. 12 cents per D. and 10 per ct.. 421-8 | 10 cents per Ib. and 8 per ct...| 34 2-3 2,265 | 16 2- 
Wool, second class—combing: 
197-203 Value, 32 cents or less per pound 10 cents per Ib. and 11 per ct.. 67 3-5 | 8 cents per th. and 9 per ct..... 54 1-4 410,268 | 19 5-8 
204-208 Value, over 32 cents per pound 12 cents per ib. and 10 per ct.. 421-2 | 10 cents per th. and 8 per ct...] 371-8 4,677 | 17 1-2 
PAP. 20 cents per Ib. and 22 per ct.. 88 1-8 | 16 cents per lb. and 9 per ct...| 611-7 1,918 | 29 2-3 
ae 30 conts per ha ana z per ct.. RS a a cents per i: and aper ct.. h 5-6 1102 eal T ul 
8 50 cents per lb. and 35 per ct.. > cents per Ib. and per ct.. 102,4% - 
to ... | 60 cents per tb, and 35 per ct.. 53 5-8 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct..| 44 6-7 24,577 | 16 i 
zag w ; s provided, | 50 cents per lb. and 35 per ct., 66 3-4 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct..| 55 1-2 32,907 | 17 
i Mannels, value per pound: 
Rot over a eonts.. A E PESE tn vents per D. and 5 per ct., 1B 12 16 cents per 2: and a per ct. e 38 a6 p4 
vor 4) and not over 6 30 cents per lb. and 35 per ct.. 0 1-5 cents per lb. and 30 per ct.. 73 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents 40 cents per Ib, and 35 per ct.. 85 32 cents per tb. and 30 per ct..| 70 245 | 17 7-8 
ponr tenta PR 50 cents per ib, and 35 per ct.. 65 2-3 | 40 cents per lb. and 30 per ct..| 543-8 588 | 17 
ankets, value per poun 
ee over n centa ayana a cents per He ind p per cti w si w cent pors Ba and 3o per cte. s 2-7 ae E 
ver 40 and not over 60 cents 30 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. 00 1-4 | 24 cents per Ib. an per ct..| Si vit} 
Over G0 und not over 8U cents 40 cents per tb. and 35 perct..| - 881-2 | 32 cents per lb. and 30 per ct..| 725-7 427 | 175-8 
Over 80 cont 50 cents per lb. and 36 per ct 87 2-5 | 40 cent if ib. and 30 t 31-2 2,069 | 15 7-8 
ve SOUS E O see ; or lb. iti ° sents per ib, ani per ct..| 73 1-' A - 
Hats of wool, valuc per pound 
Nof guor “0 Leelt peer eee a cents per K and 35 per ct. i 16 cents per 1b. and E per ct.. ae sae 1 1-2 
ver d0 and not over 6) cents 30 conts per Tb. and 35 per ct.. 24 cents per tb. an per ct..| 82 2- 
gyer a and not over 80 cents a cents per tb. and : per ct.. A rah A cents por ib, and F per ct..| 86 m 13 s R 4 
Ver BU COWL .sscsemny ostncosecasvoses 50 cents per D. and 35 per ct.. j1 5- cents per th, and 30 per ct..| 511- r z 
Hosiery, value por pound: 
OL OVOY AD CONE. csssconcsssenesserrsses toeennneenes sees 20 cents per lb, and 35 per ct.. - 16 cents per tb. and 30 perct..[ + 0 | 162-3 
> Over 40 and not over ut conts.. 30 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. - 24 cents per lb. and 30 per ct.. - O | 18 2-3 
Over 60 nnd not over 80 conts.. 40 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. 96 32 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.. 79 76 | 171-8 
ae n CaM esmae s wii ipg 50 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. 67 4-7 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct..} 48 50,870 | 161-2 
Shirts, drawers, and other knit goods, value per 
to pound: 
Not over 40 O@Nt8...susssererseonsseereesssnesseantenees | 20 cents per Tb, and 35 per ct.. 88 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct..) 721-10 48 | 17 3-4 
` Over 40 and nt ovor GO CONES. coerce 30 cents per lb, and 35 per ct.. 86 6-7 | 24 cents per th. and 30 per et..| 71 2-7 116 | 17 2-3 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents.. 40 cents per tb, and 35 per ct. 32 cents per tb. and 30 per ct. - - 17 
A A E Pam 60 cents per lb. and 35 per ct. 66 1-2 | 40 cents per tb, and 30 per ct.| 47 1-2 1,914 | 16 1-2 
Bi als, value per pound: : 
NOt over 40 CONUS. cesses neruse eestesseneetersesneseteernee | 20 conts por lb, and 35 per ct. 59 3-7 | 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct. - - 16 2-3 
Over d0 and not over 60 conts.. .. | 80 cents per tb. und 3d per at. 93 1-5 | 24 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.| 76 5-8 8t | 18 
ovar N ward nor over 80 cents. aea 1 eonts per ib. antl 3 por et. » 1 32 cents per tb, and 30 per ct.| 81 49 | 18 
UY BO CONER sess serseseenseneseseeseedeesnennesee renee 50 cents per lb, and 35 per ct. 21-2 | 40 cents per th. and 30 per ct.) 60 335 | 17 1-4 
Yarns, valuo por pound: 
Not over JO COUts...ccceccsesesrsecerseenseaeeers | 20 cents per Ib. and 35 per ot, 91 1-8 | 16 cents per lb. and 30 per ct.| 80 3 | 16 2-3 
Over 40 and not over 60 cont 30 cents per tb. und 35 per ct. 94 24 cents per th. and 30 per ct.| 77 1-4 306 | 17 7-8 
Over GO nnd not over 80 gonta.. 40 cents per lb. and 35 per ct, 89 1-5 | 32 cents per th. and 30 per ct.| 73 1-3 523 | 17 5-7 
giru Caterers Seen 50 cents per tb. and 35 per et. 81 1-4 | 40 cents per ib. and 80 per ct. 67 30,847 | 17 1-2 
ste notures, ` rovided, 
value per pound: 
Not over 40 conts..ccserueseees 20 cents per Tb. and 35 per ct. 87 1-3 | 16 cents per Ib. and 30 per et.| 73 1,060 | 17 4-5 
Over 40 and not over 60 cents 30 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 05 24 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.| 78 1-2 3,381 | 18 
sas gror a Gon not over 80 cont: » cent per p, and 5 per ot, Fl 23 a cents per D. sid 3 per ct.| 71 7-3 Sear n 2 
ou ` 3 rents... 50 cents per Ib, and 35 per ot. al cents pe 4 R stal T 358, =! 
zo Sndless belts, &e. 20 vents per lb, and 35 per ok 56 1-8 | 10 <enta per hb. and 30 per i i 7-8 8,815 | 16 2-5 
ast {Weiner sii’ igun 20 vents por tb, and 35 per et.) 117 1-2 | 16 cents per ib. and 30 per ct.} 96 18 1-4 
Qt Not exceeding 20 cents, 6 vonts per Ib. and 35 per ct 69 1-8 | 5cents tb. and 30 t..| 58 5 687,427 | 15 1-2 
247| © Exceeding 20 cents... S gents por brand 40 ber ot;| G 18 | soote per brand se per ot] 88 58 | L11114 | I 7-8 
249 | Gray or uncolored, duty ; ? i Doente por Mand dy pet oe Ae dee ee 
on ad valorem, 
2 | Weighing 4 ounces and over per squaro yard......... 50 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 65 1-3 | 40cents per fh. and 80 ver ct.| 54 1-4 416,111 | 17 
to |4 Ready-made 50 cents per lb, and 40 por ct.) 53 40 cent: and 3 - 14 1-8 
203 i riieles of wear 20 vents per Jb, and 40 Der ot. 53 1-2 | 40 Bones Ber D: aad 33 bar ok i 3 1s Ons 14 {3 
264-27] Vebbings, &e.... 60 cents per lb. and 50 per ct. 9t 7-8 | 40 cents per Ib, and 45 per ct.) 86 31,562 | 13 3-4 
272 Carpets, Aubusson, 50 por oent... ENA 60 DU POL CODL... cc reccssestsrceerseee| OU + 6 
su pavers: &e TQ cents per yard and 35 por c. 72 2-5 | 70 cents per yard and 30 per c.| 67 1-2 13,010 | 14 2-7 
544 He ussels, (Jac 44 cents per yard and 35 pera. 70 3-4 | 44 cents per yard and 30 per 2.) 65 3-4 80,249 | 14 2-7 
282 ip t yul ta 40 cents per yard and 35 per c. 63 3-8 | 40 cents per yard and 30 per e.| 58 1-3 21,842 | 14 2-7 
985 pee Brats 28 cents per yard and 35 per c. 70 1-2 | 28 cents per yard and 30 per ¢.| 65 3-4 94,401 | H 2-7 
2x8 v eble ingrain.. 17 cents per yard and 35 por c. 53 9-10| 17 cents per yard and 30 per e.| 48 7-8 1,050 | 14 2-7 
Donean, two-ply, &e. 12 cents per yardand 35 pero. 53 1-2 | 12 cents per yard and 30 pere.| 48 1-2 2,570 | 14 2-7 
503 | Cotton Gee &e 25 cents per yard and 35 per o. 89 25 cents per yard and 30 per c| 83 1-3 ,423 |14 2-7 
298 Unbleached. 23 cent. 
a k s per yard 37 1-8 | 2 cents per yard $ 27 1-2 331 
bale Bicacired g 3 cents per yard 47 5-8 | 2} cents per yar 39 3-10 15,941 | 16 2-3 
301-307 Unbleached 3s cents per yar 61 7-8 | 23 cents per yard 40 54,562 | 28 4-5 
307 Bleached Boenia Dor yard Pd ra geent por yard- ay 3-4 226 se 18 2-11 
3 Blea } r 5. eonts 32 2. ; 2- 
psu tlored, & 5i cents per yard 55 12 | deonta per yard 33 3 1525 | 27 3-11 
315 Blea owes 5 cents per yard.. - | 4centa per yard.. = = 20 
apti Bienohied es 5} cone per yard ees f cents per yard... aurel ag S605 18 a 
os 3 per yard an = ts ard a , s ; i 
By) Unbleached 5 cents per yard.. - 4 cents Per Jard he sean oe oe > 0 
Sol Ce tred E 53 cents per yard. - 4} cents per yard... x = 18 2-11 
303 | Jen adenine 52 cents per yard and 20 per - 4 cents per yard and 20 perc. ` - 27 8-11 
328 Unbleached, 6 cents 
25 RAS PEREPERE per yard.. P 34 5 cent: rd aaia - 403 | 16 2-3 
E | lengh od a 6} cents per yard. - ai cents per yards. en date oe : j 15 5-13 
34 EÜ iblench eda 8s cents per yard and 10 per c. 48 1-2 | 58 cents per yard and 20 per ¢.| 39 7-10 5 389 = 
335 Blonehed 6 cents per yard.. ae - 5 cents per Yards cesses - a. 16 2-3 
3331 Colored. &e 63 cents per yard. n 201-8 | 5} cents per yard... 17 34 |15 5-13 
339] Unbleached.. 63 cents per yard and 15 perc.) 63 5: cents per yard and 15 perc’) 53 85,733 | 23 1-13 
311 Bleached... 7 cents per yard.. OERS 56 3-4 | 54 cents per yäfdenereesa] 444-5 28 | 213-7 
312] Colored &e T sonte por yard. T 64 1-2 e per SOU a S 51 8-4 55 3 23 
PEET olored, dc, 3 r yard an. perc. - + cents per yard an per c. - z 
BH-353 | (No change). BO DEL COLL esssererseey sppevecsnvenses 85 Bd Per CODberesspeseepensersersvencereegl SO - 7 


Present tariff. Proposed tariff. è & 
BI ee oe TE wp Sota Pee ee tL et eed ge bee g ke] 
e o È 4 
Articles. r § = 5 s © 
R r : $ ; a 
Rate of duty. 3 Rate of duty. E 3 F 4 
ES ER] Egel S 
os S a5 5 
(oel & q Aa 
Spool-thréad, 100 yards of less...... 6 cents per dozen and 30 per c. 711-8 | Scents per dozen and 24 7 
i À pere.} 58 49,870 
Canon thrend ‘yarn, E an yards.. : 6 cents per dozen and 35 perc. 6 5 cents per dozen and 28 per o.| 62 3-8 54,904 
alue not over 40 cents per pound..........000 10 cents and 20 per cent, 46 1-4 š 1,47 
Value over 40 and not over 60 cents per poun 20 cents and 20 per cent 58 1-2 Hite bare er cente ni i$ wie 
Value over 60 and not over 80 cents per pound 30 cents and 20 per cent. 69 1-4 | 24 cents and 16 per cent. 48 1-4 681 
__Value over 80 cents per pound... 40 cents and 20 per cent... 44 3-8 | 32 cents and 16 per eent. 35 1-2 43,973 
Burlaps, &c., oil-cloth foundatio 40 per cent 40 s 
i canvas, not given Eeparate in, the home-con- A a 
o sumption statement; no estimate can be Made... | .cscscccscccssesvseesserecteneeseseersessentee - 
Flax, &c., not given separate; no estimate can be $ oont por Wesson cites aii z 
g E P A 
oards, ÆC 
go Not separate in home Consumption... sesmsaisessensnosinse [ececssses sceeceseees 2 g por cont 2 161,801. 
TECSLONG; KC rieiee stipes rosse secre coeasessecs 7 t d i 
398 | Not separate; no estimate can be made, 15 go oonta per ton pie 1,091 
400 | Not separate; no estimate cah be made, ns “ } cent per ib... z 3 
403 | Corks, manufactured, &c. . | 50 percent.. 50 30 per cent... 20 28,915 
405 | Acetic Reid... sersa sess ... | 25 cents per Ìd.; 80 cents Š 5 cents per tb... i a ° 
406 | Carbolic liquid a. | 10 cents per ib... 10 10 per cent.. 10 3, 
408 | Gallic acid............ .-- | $1 50 cents per Ib.. 107 1 per ib. 71 1-3 25 
407 | Sulphuric acid, (Nordhausen). .| 1 cent per D.. 13 1-4 | 1 cent per th 13 1-4 =- 
a one aoid i = BSED iets 9 $1 per Ib....... 0 10 
artaric aci cents per 6 aad - ‘ 
Fira apy oc H - 7 | 10 cents per tb 331-2] 28,853 
cents per 28 25 S D.. - 
410 40 cents per Jb... - 25 cnt per tb - - i 
410 I 50 cents per Ib.. - 25 cents per tb - = 
411} Lead, brown) 20 cents per I.) 213 Scents per tb. 
441 Lead, (white). 20 cents per tb. f ` 10 cents per ib "i 145 
12 Magnesia - a 
13 | Potassa 50 2 
413 | Soda... - 0 
nt pronti $ - 
inc.. 5 ` 
HY’ Dapo ame 902 3 3 
amphor, crude 02 3-4 | 15 cents pe f 
418 | Camphor, refine 172 20 cents per Ib. 86 sa 
419 Quinia.. 45 per cent... 45 25 per cent 25 2,452 
420 | Rochelle 15 cents per tb.. 551-2 | 5 cents per ib 18 1-2 10 
421 | Saltpeter, refin 3 cents per tb. 511-4 | 3cents per Íb.. 511-4 0 
422 | Saltpeter, partially refined.. 48 5-8 | 3 cents per tb.. 73 - 
423 | Sal soda... 521-4 | 4 cent per tb 26 1-8 74,270 
424 | Soda ash 301-2 | ¢ cent per ib 15 1-4 363,576 
425 | Santonino eanan renns | $5 per Dossen 813-8 | $3 per Doso. 48 5-6 L965 
426 | Strycbnia wees 621-2 | $1 per ounce | AL 2-3 3 
27 | Medicinal preparations. 40 per cent....... 40 30 per cent.. 30 18,583 
429 | Bay TUM, &C...ccccrreserecerees $150 per gallon 195 $1 per gallon... 130 52 
432 | Rum essence or bay-rum essence or oj $2 per ofince.. 800 $1 per ounce... 400 160 
434 | Books printed, boundl........ 25 per cent. 25 12: cents per tbh - - 
437 | Newspapers, &c., unboundt. 25 per cent.. 25 6 cents per ib - - 
439 | Sized printing paperf.......; eee - 28 per cent. 28 p.c - 
Silk ribbons, part of cottonĝ - B - 
Free list : - 1,607,130 
Total w.sosssesssrscesssescnsare sosssossoneoror osasse nsrrosssnsaseea sossoe aroossseosesocsssasoososvesseevsesór acoese soose! E e E ET - | $18,348,704 
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* No change. + Increase. 


Summary of leading articles and their reduction. 


oolen manufactures.. 
Woolen carpets...... 
Cotton manufactur 


Lumber... 761,801 
Chemicals, ; 84,386 
All other articles 30,219 
Free list... 1,607,130 


Bank checks, (ata 


Agreeinent statni. lest 00, 
Total... $12,893,123 

Reduction on tarif... $ $18,318,704 

Reduction on internal revenue..iseriess.sssese 12,893,123 
AETEOEI Carsin araia iaaea $31,241,827 


Nots.—The above reductions made on basis of 
quantities under the present tariff; if on amount of 
duties received, there will be to add on the above 
additional on tea $1,277,077, on coffee $2,021,170, and 
big iron $187,211—total, $3,435,458. 


|r 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Irise to op- 
pose the amendment. Ido not want to have 
the rate of duty cut down to five cents. I ask 
the attention of the committee and especially 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KeLLeEY,] who has spoken very pathetically 
this morning, to a few questions. lask, what 
is the use of giving the people of the country 
free tea and coffee, if for the benefit of the 
people represented by that gentleman you 
keep up the duty on ranges and stoves on 
which you boil your tea and coffee at seventy 
per cent. ad valorem? What is the use of 
giving them free tea and coffee if you keep up 
the duty on the kettle and hollow ware at 
forty-six per cent. ad valorem? What is the 
use of giving them free tea and coffee if on 
the tin cup from which they drink it you keep 
up a duty of thirty-five per cent. ad valorem? 
What is the use of giving free tea and coffee 
if upon the copper kettle you keep up a duty 
of forty-five per cent. ad valorem? What is 
the use of giving free tea and coffee if for the 
toasting-fork, the very toasting-fork you use 
for toasting your bread, a duty is kept up of 
seventy-two per cent. ad valorem? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Hush! 
Laughter. ] 
” What is the use of giving fres tea and coffee 


t No quantities now returned; no estimate can be made. 


2 No estimate can be made of reduction. 


if upon the pan in which the poor man fries 
his cakes you keep up a duty of forty-six per 
cent. ad valorem? What is the use of free tea 
and free coffee if upon the hollow ware you use 
in yourkitchen you keep up a duty of forty-six 
and a half percent. ad valorem? Talk not to me 
of free tea and coffee when upon the very coal 
the poor people use to kindle their fires you 
keep up a duty of forty-three per cent. ad 
valorem, and upon the very fire-wood im- 
ported across the line from Canada and New 
Brunswick you keep up a duty of twenty per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PETERS. Fire-wood is on the free list. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There is a 
duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem on fire- 
wood. 

What is the use of free tea and coffee if 
upon the very soap with which you wash 
your plates and cups and sancers, you keep 
up a duty of forty-five per cent. ad valorem? 
If upon the very woolen rags with which you 
wash your iron dishes and kettles you keep a 
duty of twelve cents per pound and one hun- 
dred and eighty per cent. ad valorem? If upon 
your towels, with which you dry your dishes, 
if of linen, you keep up a duty of forty per 
cent., and if of cotton a duty of from sixty- 
five to seventy per cent.? Upon the very water 
which is used in your kitchen, if not drawn 
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out of wells, if in the cities it runs through 
pipes, you keep up a duty of two and three 
quarter cents per pound on the lead of the 
pipe, and of thirty-five per cent. upon the 
brass faucet through which yon draw it;-and 
upon the very water-pail in which you bring 
water, upon the iron hoops upon those pails 
you levy a duty of from one and a quarter to 
one and three quarter cents per pound. That 
will do for the present; more hereafter. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

' Mr. KELLEY. What is the use of having 
iron mines? What is the use of having coal 
beds? What is the use of having furnaces, 
forges, rolling-mills, and workshops of any 
kind? What is the use of doing anything in 
the way of developing the resources of the 
cougtry ? What is the use of keeping public 
schools, and having children go to them, and 
paying their parents such wages for their work 
that they can keep them there? Why, sir, they 
do not do that in England. They do not do 
itin Ireland, with which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooks] draws contrasts. 
Why should you have your working people 
well clothed und well housed? What is the 
use of it, asthe gentleman says about all these 
various protections? What is the use of rais- 
ing the laboring people above the idle, unem- 
ployed, and ragged bog-trotter? What is the 
use of having them at work, when they could 
be living idle in your work-houses and alms- 
houses, as fourteen hundred thousand British 
citizens are to-day ? 

Task again, what is the use of all this? If 
you will answer me that it is to make your 
country great and powerful, to make her citi- 
zens prosperous, then you answer all the ques- 
tions put by the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Brooxs.] The use of imposing tie 
duties to which the gentleman refers is pre- 
cisely that of enabling us to develop our re- 
sources, to people our country by bringing 
hither the oppressed of all lands, bringing 
here their hopes, their aspirations, their skill, 
their genius, and under our free institutions 
becoming men themselves, and making en- 
lightened American citizens of their children ; 
making our country what this decade, when it 
shall close, will show it to be, the foremost 
nation of the world in productive industry, in 
internal commerce; and also, at the rate our 
imports und exports have increased and are 
now inereasing, and with the decadence of 
Great Britain going on rapidly as it is, fore- 
most in foreign trade, 

These are the uses of free tea and coffee, 
and high duties upon those articles in which 
the ill-paid laborer of Europe could compete 
wiih Lue American artisan in any department 
of life. Ithink L have shown the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooks] that there is 
some use in something, at any rate. 

Mr. WOOD. I had supposed that we had 
discussed this question of free tea and free 
coffee, that we had acted upon, and that it was 
entirely disposed of. Both Houses have 
passed a bill making tea and coffee free, and 
the President has approved the bill; and there- 
fore it is really not a proper question for dis- 
cussion at this time. I have not risen, there- 
fore, for the purpose of rediscussing a ques- 
tion which I thought was disposed of by Uon- 
gress, l desire to say a word in reply to my 
friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Becx,] who ex- 

ressed very great surprise at finding me, as 
he says, acting with the protectionists of 
Pennsylvania in favor of protecting their pig 
iron, 

Now, sir, I am really and in fact but follow- 
ing the example of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, who is upon the record as having in the 
mouth of March, 1869, voted directly with me 
upon this question on a resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Moreay, ] 
proposing to put these articles on the free list. 
But because I believe, and have so stated to 
the House, that in reducing imposts we should 
look to the interests of the great body of the 


consumers of the country; because I have in 
following this rule selected these articles, tea 
and coffee, as proper to be placed upon the 
free list, the gentleman thinks I am acting in 
the interest of the protectionists. Well, sir, 
if I were unkind enough to retort in that same 
spirit, I could say that the motive which 
prompts him is to protect a certain class of 
articles imported by English importers in the 
city of New York, who are very great free- 
traders provided the duty is taken off the arti- 
cles they import. They care not how high the 
duty may be upon everything else that comes 
into the country, provided the duty on their 
particular articles be reduced so as to enhance 
their profits and increase their enormous 
wealth. I do not represent any such people. 
Iam here to represent to the best of my ability, 
upon a question of this character, the people 
of the whole United States. I am not to be 
controlled, nor frightened, nor coaxed from 
the discharge of my whole duty according to my 
understanding and according to my conscience. 
The importers of New York cannot influence 
my vote. ‘The people of my own district can- 
not influence my vote against my own sense’ 
of right and justice and duty to the whole 
American people. Therefore, I say again that 
while I believe the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Becx] has upon this question discharged 
his duty in the same spirit of independence as 
I have discharged mine, I might, if I wished 


to reply to him in the spirit in which he has f 


assailed me, retort by saying that I am not the 
agent of English importers, but I am the rep- 
resentative of the whole people, whose inter- 
ests are at stake im this question, 

Mr. COX. I desire to make a remark in 
reply to what has fallen from my honorable 
colleague, [Mr. Woop.) He has made a sort 
of attack upon the importers of New York. 
I do not represent them any more than he 
does. I represent a class of people whose 
commodities are cheapeued by having less duty 
on imported articles ; and whenever we make 
a fight here for importers we make a fight for 
the body of the people, who, so far as we re- 
duce the tariff, are enabled to buy cheap goods. 
I have no concern in the quarrel between the 
gentleman from Kentucky and my honorable 
colleague, because I have consistently voted 
against taking off the duties upon tea and 
coffee. Why? Why have gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania circulated petitions ail through 
the iron and coal districts for the abolition of 
the duty on teaand coffee? Why is it that 
the protectionists always come forward in favor 
of free coffee and free tea? Itis because, 
Mr. Chairman, as we all know by this time 
through the discussions which have arisen 
here, that wherever we reduce the actual 
revenue-——wherever we take ofa duty every 
dollar of which goes into the Treasury—it gives 
these cormorants of protection a greater show 
hereafter to keep up their large tariffs upon 
iron and steel, and such articles. 

Just look for a moment at the effect of this 
abolition of the duty upon tea and coffee. It 
is especially pertinent to discuss this in view 
of what fell from the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, {Mr. Dawes, } in opening the debate. 
He said that over seventeen million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars of revenue had been 
dispensed with by reason of the abolition of 
the duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 gave that as the amount 
of the reduction by the proposed free list, in- 
cluding tea and coffee. The amount on tea 
and coffee alone is $15,800. 

Mr. COX, That is enough for my purpose. 
The $15,800 which we have been deriving as 
an annual revenue from tea and coffee has 
gone into the Treasury. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kextey] comes here and 
talks about the Irishman and about this land 
of ours which receives all men ‘‘fying from 
oppression; yet he would vote to keep the 
tax upon potatoes at twenty-five cents a 


bushel. [Laughter.] That is a part of his | 


scheme for a ‘‘free breakfast table!” He. 
would keep up the duty on wheat and barley. 
The only articles which he would put on the 
free list are sauer- kraut and bologna, and very 
re of these seems to be imported, [Laugh 
ter. 

But the main point in this debate is that 
these men from Pennsylvania (I will not say 
my colleague from New York) propose to con- 
tinue to collect $60,000,000 annually. upou 
iron, hammered and unrolled—railway iton, 
Sixty-eight million dollars is the amount of 
the enhanced price paid by consumers of such 
iron under the present tariff; on steel, $6,750,- 
000; on copper, $4,200,000; on wool and 
woolen fabrics, $94,000,000; on cotton fab- 
ries, $75,000,000 ; on materials for boots and 
shoes, $18,000,000; on printing paper, over ; 
twelve million dollars; on salt, $4,200,000; 
on coal in the New England States and New ` 
York alone, some eighteen ornineteen million 
dollars; making in all $806,340,000 paid to 
these monopokists in order to get some sixty- 
eight million dollars into the Treasury, and the 
gentleman from Penssylvania proposes to keep 
up that system, and in order to keep it up more ` 
effectually, he would strike down pure eco. © 
nomic revenue coming from tea and coffee. I 
have been all the time in favor of retaining the ` 
tax on those articles. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, in that vein of argument ` 
which always clings to him and characterizes 
all he says, has undertaken to inquire of this 
House, iu a spirit of ridicule, what use there 
is in this country for iron ore, for steel, for 
furnaces, for forges, for mills of any kind? 
Why does the gentleman ask a question of 
this sort? Is it because he wants the House _ 
to gather from what he says that the country 
is indebted for all these things to protection, 
to bounty, to robbery of the people, in order 
to enable a few menin Pennsylvania or some- 
where else to open coal mines, or iron mines, 
or a bed of ore of any kind? It is time the ` 
Representatives of the people should let the 
people know that to protection they are in» `, 
debted for none of these things. They exist . 
by the generous gilt of God Almighty, and 
their development is due to the labor, toil, 
sweat, and energy of the people of the United 
States, and that development has come in 
spite of protection; not because of it, but in 
spite of it, and but for the burdens imposed 
by protection would have been tenfold greater 
to-day than itis. And for this L can reter to 
the experience of other nations, which expe- 
rience he attempts to ignore, or to belitue, 
or to keep concealed. But he cannot suc: “` 
ceed. The people read and reflect. They 
are not mere gudgeons, to be used to pay trib- 
ute toa few. They know that the successful 
experience of any nation in a great matter of 
public policy is worth a thousand-fold more 
than the interested outery of bounty-fed om- 
nopolists. I intend for myself to be honest 
with my people, with all the people, and to 
know no favorites in making laws. 

Mr. Chairman, what it is that disturbs the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY 
and those who codperate with him is not shat 
we are unwilling to take any tax from the peo- 
ple, but it is because we want to take the 
bounties from the backs of people. We are 
willing they shall pay tax,and all honest men 
want to pay tax to support the Government} 
but they do not want to-pay bounties. They 
do not want to make contributions to the rich 
men of the country, who are rich enoug 
already. We do want to make our country 
great and powerful. We want to make it 
great and powerful by developing the greatness 
of our resources, capacities, and institutions. 
But we do not wish to make it great by com- 
pelling its oppressed sons of toil to pay both 
taxes and tribute. We want to repeal tribute, 
bounty, and to continue honest taxes. That 
is what the intelligent people want. : 
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Mr. Chairman, the gentleman talks to-day, 
as it is his chronic habit to do here, about 
the laboring men of the country, but when he 
utters one word for the laborer of the country 
he utters nine at least for protection, for the 
rich and the monopolists. When he utters 
one word in the interest of the toiling millions 
he utters nine in favor of bounty to protec- 
tionists, men who by the aid of his laws are 
~ able to appropriate more than ninety per cent. 
of the earnings of the toil and sweat of the 
people. 

. Now, why did the gentleman antagonize the 
bill offered by the majority of the committee? 
The bill offered by him made pretty large reduc- 
tions, but almost every one of his reductions 
was made on things on which the taxes are for 
revenue alone, not one being for protection, 
not one of his proposed reductions being for 
the purpose of reaching these bounties. , 

I wish to.reduce taxes where the reduction 
will not only reduce the tax, but the bounty 
too. Thusi would save to the people of the 
country, and to the labor of the country, four 
dollars in bounty for every dollar I save in 
taxes on protected articles. Taxes for protec- 
tion are not for revenue, and they never 
reach the Treasury. They are gathered by the 
favorites of the Government. ‘The Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, the abused and (by pro- 
tectionists) hated Government of Great Britain, 
has no favorites, imposes no tax on part of 
her people for the use of other portions, 
but treats all alike, taxes all in reasonable 
proportions for revenue alone. That is the 
reason protectionists hate England. But that 
is the reason why I have respect for her and 
TE the sturdy honesty and equality of her 

aws. 

There is no need of protection in this coun- 
try. Everybody who is not an idiot knows 
that the wealth of this country needs no pro- 
tection. It rules labor already with absolutely 
autocratic sway. And I ask, why should we 
go further in giving aid to capital? Let us 
look toward the poor, and the people, and 
make laws that will do them justice. That is 
what we should do. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a word or 
two in regard to this abolition of the duty on 
tea ‘and coffee, the bill effecting which was 
adopted, I am glad to say, by both Houses of 
Congress, and which was quickly signed by the 
President. 

I maintain, sir, that there were two good 
reasons for taking off this duty. It had per- 
haps been justifiable as a war necessity, but 
it wasa tax which reached every man, woman, 
and child. ‘The benefit, therefore, of the abo- 
lition of the tax extended everywhere. Inad- 
dition, it reduced the revenues of the Govern- 
ment to an extent exceeding fifteen million 
dollars, and thereby decreased the temptation 
to Congress to waste the public revenues. 

Now, I wish to tell the gentleman from In- 
diana (Mr. Kerr] a few facts.connected with 
the city which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent, The presenting of these facts may 
assist the intelligence of that gentleman, or if 
not his intelligence, that of some other mem- 
ber of this House. What do we find by the 
census? Why, sir, the census of 1870 devel- 
ops the fact that there were $61,000,000 of 
wages distributed in that city among one hun- 
dred and thirty-seven thousand men, women, 
and children. And was I to cast my vote so 
as to impair the prosperity of those people? 
Never ! 

Moreover, there are eight thousand three 
hundred large and small manufacturing estab- 
lishments in the city of Philadelphia employ- 
ing capital to the amount of $200,000,000. 
And in the year 1870 there were $189,000,000 
worth of raw material used; and the industri- 
ous people whom F have the honor in part to 
represent produced $334,000,000 worth of 
manufactures. And yet gentlemen who stand 
here pretending to be patriotic would strike 
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down such interests as that. Iam glad that 
I have nerve and courage sufficient to resist 
them, whether they are inside or outside of 
my party. 

[Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, the people of 
this country are quite as competent to decide 
this question of the duty on tea as we ourselves 
can be. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House speak as though they were the only 
persons who had judgment to decide this ques- 
tion. Now, the people know just as much about 
this question as we do. Asa matter of fact, 
I think the constituency of any gentleman on 
this floor is just as competent to decide this 
question asthe Representative himself is. For 
my own district, I can say wilh a great deal 
of satisfaction that the one hundred and sixty 
thousand people whom I represent are wiser 
on the questions we decide here than I am, 
or than any other Representative they ever did 
If other con- 
stituencies do notstandin the same relation to 
their Representatives, I am sorry for the con- 
stituency. 

Now, as to the matter of fact, the people 
of this country are more unanimous upon the 
question of the reduction or the abolition of 
the duty on tea and coffee than upon any 
question connected with the subject of tariff 
and taxation. Everybody agrees there shall 
be a reduction. The people are united upon 
the question of reducing or abolishing the 
duties on these articles; and wisely so, be- 
cause, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. RANDALL] has said, the tax on these 
articles reaches more people than any other. 
There is not a class; there is nota section; 
there is not an individual; there is no one 
young or old who is not affected and benfited 
by the abolition of this duty; not one. The 
benefit is extended in a greater degree by 
bringing tea and coffee within the reach of 
every family, of every member of every family 
throughout the whole country, than it can be 
by any other change of the tariff in any manner 
or way whatever. 

Gentlemen on the other side talk about pro- 
tection as robbery; but, sir, there cannot be 
one dollar levied on any imported article that 
is not protection to somebody in some degree. 
The alternative of what they call protection, 
when you come to the abstract principle, is 
direct taxation according to the numbers of 
the people. If gentlemen want to protest 
against protection in any form they must, upon 
the abstract principle, take the only alterna- 
tive, which is direct taxation. That is pro- 
vided in the Constitution. It was intended 
that the Government should be supported by 
one or the other of those principles—either by 
direct taxes or else by the duty on imports. 

I charge upon the Democratic party of this 
country, by their continued warfare upon the 
abstract principle of protection, the continu- 
ance of these high tariffs. If they were ready 
to accept a moderate tariff, such as the inter- 
ests of the country demand, they would find 
the people ready to accept such a tariff, but by 
trying to do away with everything that bears the 
form of protection, they compel all men who 
are in favor of reduced taxes and a modcrate 
tariff to join themselves to those who, like the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kerzer, ] 
go protection wild on what they call a prin- 
ciple. 

Het them accept a reduction of taxation. If 
they will accept the principle of protection 
which necessarily accompanies the imposition 
of one dollar or one dime or one cent on im- 
ported articles, then let them accept the prin- 
ciple as an alternative for direct taxation, and 
there will be then no difficulty in establishing 
a tariff which will be acceptable to all sections 
of the country. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
upon the pending amendment. 

“Mr. BECK. I withdraw my amendment to | 


the amendment, and move to amend the 
amendment so as to make the duty on tea two 
cents per pound. Iam not going to prolong 
this debate, and [ would not have risen now, 
because I know that free tea and coffee is a 
foregone conclusion ; that I admit, however 
reluctantly. But I rise to say to my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Woop,]} who replied to 
me, that while I admit that free tea and cof- 
fee is a foregone conclusion, I made the allu- 
sion to him which 1 did because I regarded it 
as a blunder for him, and men who feel as he 
does, to unite with the high protective tariff 
men who are anxious to accomplish that result, 
That is the only intimation I made against 
him, if he can call that one; but I was aston- 
ished to see him, with all his sagacity, unite 
with those gentleman when that was their pur- 
pose. Inreply to what the gentleman intimates, 
that he could if he would show that I was 
operating in the interest of some ring in New 
York, I rise to say to this House that I am 
in the interest of no ring, 

Mr. WOOD. Permit me to correct the 
gentleman. I stated that were I to reply in 
the same spirit in which he assailed me I could 
say that he was acting in that interest, as he 
had charged me with acting in another in- 
terest. 

Mr. BECK. Precisely; I said I regretted 
to see him unite with those men when that 
was their purpose; that is all I said. L want 
the House and the country to understand that 
no intimation, direct or indirect, which sug- 
gests that it could be shown that I was in the 
interest of anybody is entitled to the least con- 
sideration. My object was to reduce taxation 
where I could, and to reduce bounties at the 
same time. When I was for free tea and cot- 
fee in 1869, there was a high protective tarif 
Committee of the Way and Means in this 
House, which it was known would rednee 
nothing, and the result showed it. At this 
session for the first time the majority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means were known 
to be in favor of revenue reform. And it 
was when that committee were deliberating, 
with their known sentiments, that free tea 
and coffee was pushed through this House, 
The committee therefore were compelled to 
recognize the fact that the free tea and cof- 
fee bill would be passed, and they were unable 
to reduce, as they would otherwise have 
done, the bounties on other articles. I desire 


merely to say this further, that the little bill 
we did introduce shows that while reducing 
the revenue $8,000,000 we reduced the boun- 
ties $45,000,000. Our great complaint was 
against the bounties, and our aim was io strike 
them down, as the following table taken from 
the bill shows: 


Reduction on 


Reduction cost of do- 

of revenue. mestic pro~ 
duction, 

$615,522 $1,175, 000 

329,268 3,890,000 
10,583,000 


asi ae 
. 4,967,452 
788,724 


E TTA $8,781,718 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORGAN, ‘There is one subject, con- 
nected with this discussion which has not been 
referred to, I believe, by either the gentlemen 
who favor free tea and coffee or those who 
insist that those articles should be placed on 
the tariff list. It was the undoubted purpose 
of most of the gentlemen from the great cities, 
with the exception of my honorable colleague 
from New York, [Mr. Woop,] to keep the, 
tariff on tea and coffee in order that the income É 
tax might be abolished. Such was the object 
and purpose of the honorable gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Brooxs. ] 

Mr. Brooks, of New York, shook his bead. 

Mr. MORGAN. The gentleman shakes his 
head, yet such is the fact. Lhe New York 
| Post is the leading free-trade journal of the 
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country, and I generally} concur in its views 
upon that subject. When the bill passed the 
House placing tea and coffee on the free list, 
the New York Post came out the very next 
day and attacked the members upon this floor 
who voted for that bill, “because,” said the 
Post, ‘tif you place tea and coffee upon the 
free list, you will be compelled to continue the 
present income tax.” And it was because I 
wag unwilling to have the income tax repealed, 
that I voted to put tea and coffee on the free 
iet. 

Now, sir, I have one word more to say in 
this connection in regard to this much dis- 
cussed question, Ini consequence of the action 
of Congress during the last five months, the 
business interests of the country have been 
seriously prejudiced with reference to these 
articles of tea and coffee. Those gentlemen 
who have constantly opposed the recent action 
upon tea and coffee have caused embarrass- 
ment to the trade in those articles. I received 
but a day or two ago a letter from a leading 
dealer in tea and coffee, who said that those 
gentlemen had cost the dealers in those articles 
in the United States more than twenty-five 
per cent. of their entire profits by the embar- 
rassment occasioned by vexatious delay and 
unstable legislation. 

lam in favor of free tea and free coffee, 
and I am willing to vote to place upon the 
free list each one of the articles enumerated 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooks.] 1 am willing to go as far as any 
eager on this floor for practical free trade. 

am in the fullest sense of the term a free- 
trader as far as free trade can be practicaliy car- 
ried out. Tea and coffee oughtto be onthe free 
list, and L hope they will ever continue free. 

Lere the hammer fell.) 

r POTTER, Mr. Chairman, I am one 
of those alluded to by my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Morgan] as having been in favor of the 
abolition of the income tax and opposed to 
the abolition of the duty on tea and coffee. 
But my dosire to retain the duty upon tea and 
coffee had nothing whatever to do with my 
desire to abolish the income tax. My opposi- 
tion to the income tax is not because it is a 
tax upon income, but because, as levied under 
our law, itis, | conceive, a tax upon industry, 
not upon capital; and because also 1 conceive 
it to bea tax essentially demoralizing in the 
nature of the return that is demanded of the 
tax- payer. fam, therefore, under all circum- 
stances, and without releronce to what may be 
the duty upon any article, opposed to the in- 
come tax; and if the retention of the duty on 
tea and coffee might have led to the abolition 
of the income tax, I should regard that as only 
another argumeut for retaining it. 

But, quite independently of any question 
with reference to the income tax, I was for 
retaining the duty on tea and coffee because 
its collection, as hag been said over and over 
again, was not in the nature of a protection 
to the manufacturers of the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Is the income tax in the 
nature of protection? If the $17,000,000 of 
revenue collected as duty upon tea and coffee 
goes directly into the Treasury, does not also 
the seventeen or eighteen million dollars col- 
lected as income tax go directly into the 
‘Treasury? 

Mr. POTTER. ‘True, they both do go into 
the Treasury; and if the question were which 
of the two should be abolished, the dilemma 
which my friend from Ohio [Mr. Morcay] 
seeks to put me in would exist. But with 
something like one hundred million dollars 
surplus in the Treasury, we are reduced to no 
such alternative. We could very well afford to 
abolish either or retain either. Because we 
can afford it J ain in favor of abolishing the 
income tax for the reasons I have indicated ; 
and because 1 am opposed to the collection of 
duties which operate in the nature of protec- 
tion to raisethe price of goods manufactured 
in the country, I am in favor of retaining the. 
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duty upon tea and coffee. Those gentlemen 
who believe in protection are right in seeking 
to get rid of that duty, and to levy duties upon 
manufactured articles such as they desire to 
have protected. But those who believe, as I 
do, that the true interest of the people is not 
generally in protecting home manufactures, 
ought to agree with me in seeking to retain 
the duty upon tea and coffee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
had supposed that everybody in this House 
knew that the bill which was recently carried 
through Congress abolishing the duty on tea 
and coffee was carried by a combination of 
the votes of high protective tariff men and the 
free-traders. The revenue tariff men gener- 
ally voted against it. This is the fact, and it 
is, I think, pretty generally understood by the 
country. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman will allow me 
to say it is not the fact. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
moved by a Pennsylvania high protective tariff 
man; and the yeas and nays will show that I am 
right in my statement. ‘There may be excep- 
tions, but as a general statement what I have 
said is correct. 

I voted myself to repeal that duty. I did 
so because it is a tax so evenly and so lightly 
distributed to all the people of the United 
States, felt so little by them, and which yields 
so large an amount of revenue, the whole 
enhanced prices going into the Treasury of 
the United States. lt seems to me it was 
not wise to take $16,000,000 out of the 
Treasury in that way. 

At the same time, Mr. Chairman, I have 
been opposed to repealing the income tax 
for the reason it is a tax which affects rich 
meu alone. IJtstrikes many men not reached 
by any other tax in the United States, reached 
by no other tax except this income tax. It 
reaches men who invest their money in United 
States bonds and live upon coupons. It 
reaches the men who live upon their divi- 
dends from money invested in the United 
States securities. It is a tax which reaches 
rich men only, and for whom the war was 
made as much as it was made for you and 
me, and for whom the Government of this 
country was as much maintained as for the 
poor man, the laborer, or the manufacturer. 

Therefore I was in favor of retaining both 
those taxes. One hits everybody, but hits them 
lightly ; and the other hits the rich man where 
no other tax reaches him. ‘The duties on tea 
and colfee have been repealed. ‘That propo- 
sition received a large majority vote in this 
House and I believe in the other House, and I 
am disposed to acquiesce init. It is useless to 
undertake not to acquiesce. Tea and coffee are 
placed upon the free list, and I hope, there- 
fore, we willnow have an end to the discus- 
sion on that subject, and then that we may go 
to other articles which now pay a high duty, 
in order that we may put them also on the 
free list. Let us go on with these other arti- 
cles, and try to hit something if we can, if 
possible, which will find a majority of votes in 
this House. Let us try tohit something which 
does not go into the ‘Treasury, but which 
goes in the way of bounties into the pockets 
of monopolists, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Lhope we shall now have 
@ vote. 

The amendments to the amendment were 
withdrawn. 

Mr. Dawes’s amendment to strike out the 
paragraph about tea was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Inow move to strike ont 
the next paragraph, ‘‘ on coffee of all kinds 
two cents per pound.” 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
mar, a word further in reference to the mo- 
tion to strike out coffee, in order to make out 
my argument already commenced in reference 
to what is necessary to constitute a free break- 
fast. Now, what is the use of free coffee if on 
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every bushel of potatoes, on good potatoes, 
coming from Nova Scotia to Maine—what ig 
the use of a Massachusetts man having fish 
and potatoes, fish on Saturday, as it used to 
be when I was in New England—what is the 
use of having tea and coffee free at breakfast 
when we have to pay twenty-five cents a bushel 
or forty-seven and three quarters per cent. ad 
valorem on potatoes? Why is it that tea and 
coffee are placed on the free list, when to the 
consumer in New England there is a tax of 
forty-seven and three quarters per cent. ad 
valorem on potatoes coming from Nova Sco- 
tia? If my constituents desire to have for 
breakfast some early potatoes from the happy 
island of Bermuda, what sort of a free break- 
fast is it when they have to pay twenty- 
five cents a bushel on them? If I wish to 
have some early potatoes for breakfast from 
Bermuda somewhere in the month of March 
or April, what sense is there in telling me I 
have free tea and coffee, when on every bushel 
I have to pay a tax of twenty-five cents? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Why did not the gentle- 
man include a provision in the bill reducing 
the duty? j 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
reduce it. 

Suppose we want huckwheat cakes for 
breakfast; well, on buckwheat cakes the duty 
is ten percent. ad valorem. What is the use 
of telling me tea and coffee are free when, if 
I want buckwheat cakes for breakfast, I have 
to pay a duty of ten per cent. ad valorem? Nor 
can we have any free rice. Icannothave free | 
rice for my breakfast table; and what is the 
reason? You tell me I can have free tea and 
coffee, but onrice I have to pay a duty of one ` 
hundredand fourteen per cent., and on cleaned 
eighty-six per cent. What is the use of talk- 


I could not 


ing of free tea and coffee? Suppose I want 


a herring, T'he duty on herrings is seventeen 
per cent., the duty on mackerel eighteen per 
cent., on salmon nineteen per cent., and on 
sardines fifty per cent. If I have free tea and 
coffee Fam obliged to pay a duty on herring 
of seventeen percent. ad valorem. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


are free. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Under the 
They 


treaty ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
are free provided they are fresh. {Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. If they are 
salted, the duty is double almost, and there 1s 
three hundred per cent. onthe salt. If 1 want 
salmon which comes from the North, from the 
St. Lawrence, or the river St.John, in New 
Brunswick, I am obliged to pay fifty per cent. 
ad valorem on that salmon. $ 

Now, what is the use to the people of this 
country of free tea and coffee when you keep 
up the duty on sugar, and ou everything you 
place upon what you call your free breakfast 
table ? 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and @ 
message from the Senate by Mr. Symrsoy, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bi 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 10380) to regulate elec- : 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories. 

THE TARIFF, 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. , 

Mr. MAYNARD. Itis perfectly legitimate 
for the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooks,] as well as the gentleman from Jndi- 
ana, [Mr. KERR,] to oppose making tea an 
coffee free. Two years ago in June, 1870, a 
this same question was before the House 1n the. > 
form of a proposal to reduce the duty on tea: 
from twenty-five cents a pound to fifteen cents 
a pound, and the duty on coffee from five eents 
apound to three cents a pound; and I find 
from an examination of the record that both i 
those gentlemen voted against it. Among 
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other propositions submitted to reduce the 
`: gmount of gur customs duty nearly twenty-five 
goillion dollars, they thought proper to oppose 
that proposition hy their vote; and op the 
final passage of the bill, which ‘reduced the 
‘pmount of duties within a fraction of eighty 
“million dollars, I found those gentlemen con- 
“gistently voting in the negative, 
I do not complain of their vote. I go not 
t pbject to it, althongh it is one in which I gid 
not concur, and do not pow concur. They 
had a right to give what vote they thought 
proper. I refer to it in order that we may see 
the yniformity they maintain in their line of 
policy of keeping up taxes where they fall 
directly upon our own people, the laboring 
classes of opr country, the men who toil and 
pay their taxes in some shape from the wages 
they earn. But when it comes to imposing a 
tax upon the men who come in here from 
abroad with their products to sell, who come 
in here seeking the benefit of our market, 
when it is a question of imposing a tax that 
will interfere with what they cali commerce, 
then we hear a wail beginning in Manchester 
and Sheffield, and coming across the water 
until it is reverherated upon the other side of 
the Hall. i 
. Now, my policy is tọ collect our taxes from 
those who come here to make profit, to make 
gain, by their trade with us; to exact from 
them a part of the profits which they make 
from our people and put it into your Treas- 
ury. But when you tax such people, either 
by what is called direct taxation, or by an 
indirect taxation that necessarily reaches them, 
such a law meets the approbation of those 
gentlemen. That is the difference between 
gentlemen who advocate what is sometimes 
called protection, and those who advocate 
what is called free trade. 

Gentlemen on the other side tell us a great 
deal about monopoly. They are opposed to 
monopolies. But when you analyze their 

opposition you find it is to what they call 

Y monopoly on this side of the water, and not 
fo monopoly on the other side of the water. 
Why, two years ago, it will be recollected, we 
had the subject of Bessemer steel for railroad 
iron very much discussed in this House. It 
was said to be a monopoly because it was a 
process that was patented, and to that extent 
the right was in the patentee. But the objec- 
tion was that the patentee on this side of the 
water should make money by the process, 
and not that the operator abroad should not 
be remunerated. Iam opposed to any scheme 
of taxation which looks to burdening our own 
people and leaying all the rest of the world 
free and untrammeled to profit by our mar- 
kets, and then to carry their profits into other 
lands for the building up of other communi- 
jes. 

The question being taken ọn the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, to strike out the paragraph, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to come in at this part of the bill. I 
propose to insert, ‘on chiccory, unground, 
one cent per pound.” We have taken the 
duty off tea and coffee, and chiccory is the popu- 
lar substitute for coffee. 

„Mr. FINKELNBURG. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I would like to know whether 
itis in order to insert new articles in this bill? 
In the last Congress amendments of that 
character were ruled out. I desire that we 
should understand now precisely what is the 
rule, for many of us may have amendments to 
propose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] is in order. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. In the last Con- 
gress I offered an amendment in regard to 
salt, which article was not in the bill, and it 
was then ruled that [ must wait until the end 
of the bill was reached before I could offer 
my amendment. Now, I think this amend- 
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ment of the gentleman from Pennsylyanja 
(Mr. Kettny] is of a similar character. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair oyerrgles 
the point of order; and rules that the ameng- 
ment is in order. a a4 
Mr. FINKELNBDURG. I only desired to 
get a ruling of the Chair upon that subject. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Qhio. My recollection 


introduced at the end of the bill. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. J object 
to debate. j 

_ Mr. KELLEY. Chiceory is not a new sub- 
jest: matter ; itis akin to coffee anda substitute 
or it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Coffee is not 
in thig bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. It has just been acted upon 
by the Committee of the Whole. J] moye to 
reduce the rate of duty on chicory to one cent 
per pound, for the purpose of making it occupy 
a relative position to tea and coffee. Chiccory 
is a plant 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that his motion is a proper one when 
made at the proper time. If he will make it 
atthe end of the bill I will join with him. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand the Chair to 
rule my amendment in order at this point. 

Mr. DAWES. That maybe; butI ask the 
the gentleman to reserve it until we reach the 
end of the bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well; I will do so 
with the understanding that I shall have an 
opportunity to move it. 

.Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman can 
have that opportunity at the end of the bill. 

Mr. GAREIELD, of Obio. I will not ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, but [am 
sure that if itis insisted upon it will add ten 
days to the consideration of this bill, for 
under it every possible article can he added by 
way of amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Why does the gentleman 
lecture me when I have withdrawn my amend- 
ment? Did he not hear mewithdraw it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not. 

Mr. KELLEY. Did he not see me take my 


seat? 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly I did 


not. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
amend by adding a proviso at the end of the 
tenth line of the bill to the effect that all 
duties on sugar, refined and unrefined, shall 
be repealed. 

Mr. DAWES. I rise to a point of order. 
The amendment of the gentleman should be 
offered at the end of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I under- 
stand thatthe amendmentia regard to chiccory 
was offered here. 

Mr. DAWES. That amendment has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Very well; 
I will withdraw sugar if chiccory has been 
withdrawn. 

The Clerk read the following: 

On all bituminous coal and shale, fifty cents per 
ton of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds to the 
bushel. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out “fifty cents’? and inserting “ one dol- 
lar per ton on all bituminous coal and shale 
of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds to the 
bushel.’’ I do not object to an attempt at a 
reduction of the tariff; I am in favor of it as 
far as it is practicable; but I submit that the 
reductions should bear some just relations to 
each other, that the amount of protection 
inseparable from a tariff should be equitably 


| distributed. 


It is proposed to reduce the duties upon the 


| great staples of prodaction, upon cotton, Iron, 


woolen, hair goods, &c., ten per cent. But 
when you come to bituminous coal the reduc- 
tion is sixty per cent. I cannot understand | 


why both the majority and the minority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means have united 
in this common massacre. Ava dollar a pon 
the duty on bituminous coal will be equal to 
ipa on several articles which are protected. 
dollar a ton would be a reduction of twenty 
per cent, upon the present rate of duty, which 
is $1 25 per ton. I do not understand how, 
in justice and equity, an interest which is just 
in the infancy of ifs development in my State, 
should be singled out by both sides tor mag- 
gaere. _ 
` The demand for free coal upon the ground 
of extortionate prices is disingenuous. The 
complaint with regard to the high price of 
coal comes from those who use anthracite coal. 
They are two different articles, and cannot he 
substituted for each other. The history of the 
imposition of this duty of $1 25 per ton shows 
thap it has, so far from increasing the price to 
the consumer, really reduced the price. Take 
the five years preceding the expiration of the 
reciprocity treaty, and the five years subse- 
quent thereto, and it will be found that the 
average reduction in the price of coal in con- 
sequence of the imposition of this duty has 
been eighty-five cents per ton; and the increase 
of production has been remarkable. ae 

In 1866, when ii reciprocity treaty expired, 
there were but two million tong of bituminous 
coal produced in this country. Now, four 
million five hundred tons are shipped to the 
Auantic sea-board, and the cost of the article 
is lower than it ever was under the reciprocity 
treaty. It gets lower every day. So far is it 
from being the fact thatthis duty tends to cause 
exorbitant prices on the part of our pegple, 
I submit that there was not a company in 
Maryland last year that was able to declare 
six per cent. dividend upon its business; and 
I allege that those companies cannot to-day 
realize for their coal in New York or Boston 
a profit of fifteen cents a ton. Now, then, 
strike down this duty of $125 a ton for the 
benefit of the Nova Scotia interests, and you 
place it in the power of those people again 
to run up the price of coal to fifteen dollars a 
ton, as they did during the war, when the 
transportation from our coal fields was sus- 
pended. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania, I move to 
amend by striking out lines eleven and twelve 
of the biil, the effect of which will be to leave 
the duty, as now fixed by law, at $1 25 per 
ton. In 1842 the duty imposed upon bitumin- 
ous coal was $1 75, and to-day the price of 
coal to the consumer is less than it was when 
that duty of $1 75 was levied. This reduction 
of price has been caused by the increased pro- 
duction of the article. 

In addition to what has been said by the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Rrrcurs,] I 
wish to say that there is not a colliery in west- 
ern Pennsylvania that divides to-day six per 
cent. annual profits upon its capital. The gen- 
tlemen who talk so much about the oppres- 
sion of the duty upon bituminous coal can 
to day buy any colliery there upon guaran- 
tying to the capitalists who own it seven per 
cent. upon their investment. 

Mr. Chairman, upon this question I do not 
speak in the interest of capital. I desire to 
keep the duty up on the ground that it js for 
the protection of labor. I have listened to 
some of the eloquent speeches here about pro- 
tection to the labor of the country. My friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] and other gentlemen, 
have vied with each other in declaring what 
had better be done for the labor of the coun- 
try. I may say, Mr. Chairman, that if the; 
interests of labor are not protected, the labor- &. 
ing men have power to make themselves heard 
in the administration of the Government, as 
they will do before very long. 

Mr. BIRD. Will the gentleman give us the 
number of laborers employed in this avoca- 
tion? 
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Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There are 
abont eighty-five thousand. 
Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 


continuance of the present duty upon bitumin- 
ous coal for the protection of the laborers en- 
gaged in that branch of industry. And I may 
gay here that there is a very important distinc- 
tion between the character of labor in our coal 
mines and the ordinary labor of the country. 
There is not a laborer to-day in the bituminous 
coal mines of western Pennsylvania who gets 
more than two dollars a day. How does he 
earn it? He earns it by spending almost his 
life-time away from the light of the sun and 
breathing noxious vapors. This is the char- 
acter of labor I propose to protect. I do not 
regard this duty as a protection of capital. 
What I am seeking is protection to those who 
spend the greater part, of their waking hours 
in the anthracite and bituminous coal mines, 
exposed not only to influences destructive to 
health, but subject every hour to the peril of 
disaster and loss of life. Yet none of these 
men receive more compensation than an or- 
dinary laborer employed about this Capitol. 
Still, gentlemen ask why this branch of labor 
needs protection. Sir, can they point me to 
a single miver in all thosg coal regions who 
makes more than a bare subsistence? My 
district produces very largely bituminous coal, 
and among all the people engaged there in 
mining it I do not know one who is able to do 
more than earn a bare subsistence and educate 
his family. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, my judgment 
is that coal should be placed upon the free list, 
but I voted to put it where it is in this bill at 
fifty cents per ton. It is well known by every 

entleman in this House that anthracite coal 
does not come into this country from abroad 
at all. There is no competition trom any other 
country with ouranthracite coal. That, there- 
fore, is entirely out of this debate. 

Coal is one of those necessities of life and 
enterprise that ought to be as free as air from 
all taxation for protection. Then it is a sub- 
ject that cannot be made a source of revenue, 
because the great body of what is consumed 
in the country is mined in the country, 

But the reduction of this daty from $1 25a 
ton to fifty cents a ton is said to be excessive. 
The duty on coal is $1 25a ton. It is pro- 
posed to reduce it to fifty cents, In addition 
to this duty now existing upon coal, it ought 
to be remembered by every gentleman here 
that this article has a natural protection 
amounting to at loast thirty-three per cent. of 
its value. ‘The cost of its importation from 
the islands from which alone it can come in 
competition with American coal is more than 
thirty-three per cent. of-its value at the mine. 
Thirty-three per cent. natural production on 
coal is more than equal to the difference in 
the cost of labor at those foreign mines and in 
this country. The clamor, therefore, for duty 
on coal is selfish, not for revenue, but for 
bounty, and that only in the interests of a few 
mine-owners, 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Does not the gentleman 
from Indiana know that it is a great deal 
cheaper to bring coal from Nova Scotia on 
board vessels to New York than to take it 
there from our mines by railroad ? 

Mr. KERR. If it is, that is a conclusive 
argument why they should be allowed to im- 
port their coal from those mincs instead of 
paying bounty to these gentlemen who own 
these Pennsylvania railroads, in order to bring 
coal from the coal mines of that State. ‘The 
poor and honest people are entitled to that 
advantage. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana thiuk that thirty-three per cent. will 
cover the protection in behalf of our coal mines 
by reason of the distance of foreign coal mines? 

Mr, KERR. They have thirty-three per 
cent, of natural production between our sea- 
boards and foreign mines. That iswhat I say, 


and it is true. I know it is true. It costs 
thirty-three per cent. of its value at the islands 
to import it to our sea-board. That is natural 
protection. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I insist, in addition 
to what I have said, that coal is an article 
on which there ought never to be protection. 
It exists all over the country. It is not a 
manufacture at all. It is part of the earth 
itself, and requires but little except labor and 
the law of gravitation to bring it from the 
mines to the uses of men. It ought, there- 
fore, to be free everywhere. The duty on 
this article now existing does not injuriously 
affect coal in the West, and only on the sea- 
board and in the New England States. But 
its effect there is oppressive, and ought to 
be removed. - 

I am not willing to take a sectional view 
of this subject or any other view than I take 
of all these questions, and that is a practical 
and national view. I protest against the con- 
tinuance of any duty on coal. I want to give 
it cheap as possible to all sections and classes. 
The revenue it pays is a trifle, about half a 
million, and the amount it compels consum- 
ers to pay to the protected mine-owners is 
at least three times as much, or more. If 
these owners think it does them no good, why 
do they not vote for its repeal? If they think 


j the duty does not raise the price of their coal, 


why do they not vote to repeal it? If they 
are honest in their pretense that the duty 
makes coal cheaper to the people, why do they 
want it? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, my district is largely interested in the 
mining of bituminous coal, and hence I feel 
it my duty to raise my voice here against this 
assault made here upon this industry. 
course, | expected to hear from my honorable 
friend from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] on this sub- 
ject, because, although perhaps he never saw 
a coal mine, he knows all about the mining of 
coal; he knows the number of persons en- 
gaged in the business, the amount of money 
invested, and what it costs to deliver the coal 
in market; and knowing all these things, the 
House is entitled to his information. 

Mr. Chairman, there are facts known to 
those engaged in mining coal, and proved by 
their every-day experience, which may not be 
within the kuowledge of the free-trade the- 
orists of the Hast and West. When we, as 
representatives of the State of Pennsylvania, 
raise our voices against this enormous reduc- 
tion of the duty on coal, we are charged by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
with defending monopolies and monopolists, 
with serving the interests of the rich against 
the poor. Sir, I was not sent here by the 
monopolists, if by the term are meant the 
coal-dealers and iron-masters in my district. 
l am here not by their choice, but in spite of 
them. Jam not their creature, but I will do 
them justice. 

And when I oppose the reduction of the 
duty on coal I speak not for them, but for the 
sixty-five thousand laborers who support them- 
selves and their families in the American 
mines. Their hope and prayer is that the 
present duty will not be disturbed. Many of 
these miners are unfitted for any other em- 
ployment ; they have large families dependent 
upon their daily toil for their bread, and they 
have just claims upon us. They represent all 
nationalities; they have come, at the invita- 
tion of our Government, to seek a home in 
free America, and with willing hands and 
honest hearts they have cast their lots among 
us and are becoming useful citizens. I speak 
for them, to whose interests | am devoted, and 
in whose behalf, here and everywhere, my 
voice shall be heard. 

American bituminous coal can be bought at 
the mine for less than the present duty; but 
the cost of transporting it to the sea-board is 


necessarily so great that it cannot successfully 
compete there with the Nova Scotia coal. The 
freight on the latter, delivered in Boston, ig 
not more than half as much as the freight on 
American coal. And the fact that Americang 
have lately engaged in the mining of the Pictoy 
coal may explain the bitterness of the assault 
made here upon this interest. 

I do not question the motives of gentle. 
men; but I claim the right to vindicate my 
people and my State, without being insulted 
by those who represent the capital of our 
eastern cities, drawn largely from the coal 
fields of Pennsylvania. Let us be just and 
even generous to those hardy sons of toil who, 
down deep in the earth, away from the sun- 
shine and the comforts of social life, contrib- 
ute so largely to the prosperity of our country 
and the real progress of the world. They 
deserve our sympathy and protection, and as 
for me, I can never forget them. 

Mr. CROCKER. I have listened, Mr. 
Chairman, with no littleinterest to the remarks 
which have been made on the other side of 
the House in relation to this matter of coal. 
I heard my excellent and eloquent friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] while he expressed his 
views onthe subject. That gentleman informed 
the House that all parts of this country were 
blessed with coal. I can tell that gentleman 
that there is one part of the country, that part 
of the country to which I belong, although a 
very small part of it, which has no coai at all 
or any expectations of ever finding it as long 
as we live. Itis a primitive formation there, 
and I tell the gentleman that we have no hope 
whatever of ever finding coal. 

In connection with another portion of that 
gentleman’s remarks I beg leave to tell him 
that with the duty as it is they can bring coal 
from New Brunswick and Nova Scotia into our 
country, where we consume more than twenty- 
five thousand tons a year, more cheaply than 
from any coal field in this country. I care not 
about monopolies who are charged with com- 
mitting a great and startling plunder upon the ` 
pockets of the people, but I go for a dollar a 
ton on coal, and { go for it for this reason: 
I take the eloquent words of the gentleman 
from Indiana that there is coal enough ia this 
country. I take him upon his own ground, 
that there is coal enough in this country for 
all of us for years and years to come, and for 
that reason 1 go forthe dollar. Ay, sir, and I 
would go fora dollar and a quarter ifnecessary. 
I look ahead. I am not looking merely for 
the present. I know that if we occupy that 
ground it will be as every other thing that is 
produced in the country, the price will be 
reduced in the end. 

If the gentleman is right in his premises, 
and I agree that he is, and I honor him for his 
statement; if he is right in his premises, and 
we have coal enough, ay coal enough to last 
until the tramp of resurrection shall sound, 
then let us encourage the production of it 
here, the bringing of it out of our mines, and 
not give that benefit to any outside party what- 
ever. Iam an American in every sense of the 
word. I will cheerfully give protection to coal 
until we get the price of it down below where it 
would be if we imported it from abroad. I 
am, myself, using it in great quantities, and 
yet I will give cheerfully a dollar a ton protec- 
tion until we can get it at home cheaper than 
from Nova Scotia. I talk against my own col- 
Jeague, I know; I talk against my own State. 
But I hope this amendment will prevail. 

{Here the hammer fell.] y 

Mr. COX. I propose to amend by adding 
& proviso to this effect: 


Provided, That all windows, skylights, inside and 
outside shutters, curtains, and blinds shall be per- 
manently closed, as also all openings, holes, chinks, 
clefts, and fissures through whick the light and heat 
ofthe sun have been allowed to enter houses te the 
prejudice and injury of meritorious miners and 
dealers in gas coal. 


Mr. DAWES, What is the pending amend- 
ment? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The pending amend- 
ment is one moved by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maryland. 

»Mr.COX. Very well; I will move to amend 
he original text by striking out the last word. 
‘do so for the purpose of replying to certain 
emarks made here. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts who has just spoken, [Mr. 


gather them from the public journals. 
Mr. CROCKER. No, 1 do not. 
ter. 

itr. COX. Then, in one sense of the word, 
the gentleman is not a Representative of Mas- 
achusetts, and the reason why he does not 
represent the sentiment of the State is that 
New England does go for the dollar, for 
the almighty dollar, and she believes that the 
larger the market the cheaper will be the 
: article that she desires to purchase. There- 


{Laugh- 


| fore, in New England, where there is no coal | 


to be found, they are in favor of the Pictou 
“and Nova Scotia coal being brought in free of 
duty. The larger the market, the cheaper the 
coal, the easier your machinery can be run, 
the cheaper will people obtain the commodities 
which you manufacture. Therefore, from an 
honest, fair stand-point, they should go for 
cheaper coal. 

Ido not see, as my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Kerr] has well said, why there should 
be any tax whatever on this article. 
the great cities are taunted because we happen 


<: to be in favor of free trade in these articles. 


Somebody has said that New York city owns 
these coal mines in Pennsylvania. Then wedo 
not represent capital and monopoly and hence 
we denounce this tariff on coal I suppose. In 
my city I have seen these hard-fisted miners you 
‘speak of, after being smothered by the greed 
of capital, by New York and Pennsylvania 

railroads, by the mean arrangements of the 
owners of the mine—I have seen them come 
to New York and beg to be helped by the 
charities of that city. Gentlemen speak to us 
here as if we wanted something from the Gov- 
ernment. Sir, we make no demand of that 
kind. We ask here to withdraw the tax from 
the manufacturers who use caloric, from the 
poor sewing women who freeze in winter, 
because of the high price of coal. 

We do not speak for the importers, although 
the importers ask nothing. We want the 
largest market possible, because it will reduce 
the price. Gentlemen say that sixty thousand 
people are employed in this mining interest. 
Sir, there are ten million people who consume 
coal, and forty million who are more or less 
interested in it. Talk about legislating for 
sixty thousand people! 
late for forty million; that is the true basis for 
our legislation. Pennsylvania, to be consist- 
ent with itself, should adopt the amendment 
I first offered, and which I will again read, as 
a proviso to this clause: 

That all windows, skylights, inside and outside 
shutters, curtains, and blinds shall be permanently 
closed, as also all openings, holes, chinks, clefts, and 
fissures through which the light and heat of the sun 
have been allowed to enter houses to the prejudice 
and injury of meritorious miners and dealers in gas 
coal to protect domestic industry. 

For the sun is a foreigner; he comes from 
abroad, and we must shut out the light of the 
sun in order to gratify these Pennsylvania gen- 
tlemen who have a monopoly of this article 
of coal. 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Chairman, Iam as much 
devoted as any one to advancing the interests 
of the laboring men of this country. They 
have every sympathy of my nature. But 
wish to call attention to the fact that of all the 
manufacturing interests of the country, none 
except the great coal and salt interests have a 
business that pays exceeding seven per cent. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fos- 
TER] has stated that collieries in Pennsylvania 


Crocgzr,] in my estimation does not repre- | 
ent the prevailing ideas of Massachusetts as I | 


We in | 


Sir, we should legis- į 


ean be bought upon guarantying to their 
present owners an interest of seven per cent. 
I apprehend there are but few farmers who 
realize anything like seven per cent. on their 
labor. I apprehend there are but few laboring 
men in the country, North or Sonth, Bast or 
West, white or black, who realize seven per 
cent. upon their investments. I apprehend 
there is no laborer in any mountain district, or 
in any broad valley, except those employed 
by wealthy corporations, or monopolists, who 
receive anything like seven per cent. 

I apprehend there is no daily laborer in the 
employ of any railroad company or other cor- 
poration, I apprehend there is no daily laborer 
in any foundery who receives anything like 
seven per cent. upon histoil, upon what he 
actually invests. Sir, ifthere be any argument 
which would induce me to vote for the recom- 
mendation of the committee it is the suggestion 
of thegentleman from Pennsylvania, that these 
great establishments engaged in the coal busi- 
ness would be willing to sell out upon a guaran- 
tee to their owners of seven per cent. upon 
their capital. I care not what may be the cost 
of production, I take the gentleman’s broad 
statement, unqualified and uncontradicted by 
any of his colleagues, that these interests to-day 
could be purchased upon the terms stated. 
That is enough to control my vote; it is 
enough to satisfy the laboring interests of this 
country that this particular monopoly is now on 
the road to wealth, tough it aske Congress 
for further protection and support. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CROCKER. I rise to a question of 
privilege. I have been asked by some friends 
whether I do not own about two thirds of a 
coal mine. I never owned anything of that 
sort. [Laughter.] Ihave no interest in any 
shape in the production of coal; on the con- 
trary, I have paid Pennsylvania and Maryland 
thousands and thousands of dollars, which Iam 
ready to continue to payif we can only induce 
competition so as to bring down coal to a 
proper level where it ought to be. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, since 
the Representatives from Pennsylvania ask 
us to keep up the high tariff on coal for the 
sake of their State, will they explain to this 
House, if they can, how itis that Pennsylvania 
herself lays special taxes on coal? If this be 
indeed an interest which requires fostering 
care and tender consideration, why do they tax 
it? Here is an official dccument of the State 
of Pennsylvania. ‘* Executive Documents” 
for 1870, containing the report of the Auditor 
General for the year ending November 30, 1870, 
showing that in that year Pennsylvania levied a 
direct tax on coal amounting to $251,000. In 
addition to that she taxes the production of 
coal in seven different ways, making eightfold 
special taxation. First, if a company wishes to 
mine coal it must pay an enrollment tax. In 
one case, according to this report, the charge 
on a single charter was $500. A premium is 
charged upon the charter, amounting in one 
case to $5,000. The State taxes the gross re- 
ceipts of the company, and this tax in a single 
case, according to this exhibit, amounted to 
$11,000. The receipts in one year from this 
tax were $392.000. She taxes net receipts. 
This tax in one case amounted to $2,000. The 
total receipts from this tax were $396,000. She 
taxes loans, money borrowed by a company; 
and that tax amounted in one case to $42,000, 
and the receipts for the year were $848,000. 
She taxes corporation stocks. The Lehigh 
company paid in this form of taxation $82,000. 
This tax for the year yielded $1,241,000. She 
taxes the transportation of coal, having raised 
from tonnage in a single year $401,000, and 
from commutation of tonnage $360,000. And 
to crown all there was the direct coal tax 
of $251,000. Here are special taxes which 
amounted in 1870 to over three million dollars. 

By these special taxes on coal and iron, and 
other industries, Pennsylvanians support their 


State government, and yet they come here and 
ask us to continue bounties in their interest. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. Does the 
gentleman mean to say that the State of Ohio 
does not lay any tax upon corporations or for 
the purposes specified ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The State of Ohio 
taxes all property equally; she has no special 
taxes, but the State of Pennsylvania doesnot 
tax all property. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. Do you 
not in the State of Ohio tax corporations 
higher than what you have stated as the tax in 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STEVENSON. We tax their property 
only, and that no higher than any other prop- 
erty. Pennsylvania does not tax lands; her 
taxes on personal property are but a trifle and 
those on a small part of that kind of property. 
The whole property tax amounts to only about 
seven hundred thousand dollars a year. I call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the 
State of Pennsylvania supports her State gov- 
ernment by special taxes on production, on 
interests which we favor, at her request, and 
upon her statement that they need protection. 
She asks us to discriminate in favor of them 
while she discriminates against them. She 
comes to us and asks us to pour bounties from 
the pockets of the people of the country iuto 
the laps of her manufacturers, and then she 
turns the bounties into her own treasury, and 
pleads for more. It is an instance of hypoc- 
risy and imposition unexampled in the world, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. What tax 
is there on coal? ' 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ihave shown in one 
year it amounted to $251,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Ohio 
is an antediluvian. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I have the document 
for 1870 hereto prove all the facts I have stated 
in reference to the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is speak- 


ing of 1869. 
[ Here the hammer fell. j 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I hope we 


will now have a vote on the pending question. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pending question 
is onthe ameadmeat of Mr. Foster, of Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to call attention to the fact that the tax on coal 
has always been nearly as bigh as at this time, 
and a good portion of the time much higher. 
From 1794 to 1842 the tax was from five to six 
cents a bushel, there being twenty-eight bush- 
els toa ton. The tariff of 1842 made the 
duty $1 75a ton. In 1846 it was thirty per 
cent., and by act of March 3, 1847, it was thirty- 
four per cent. The proposed bill wouldreduce 
it to something less than twenty per cent. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Was there not 
an internal revenue tax on coal since that 
period? 


Mr. MAYNARD. Certainly not. I am 
speaking ofa period before we had any inter- 
nal revenue tax in this country. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. And was there not 
an internal revenue tax on coal? 

Mr. MAYNARD. What for? 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. For internal rev- 


enue. 

Mr. MAYNARD. There wasno direct tax 
on coal that I am aware of, 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. And wasthere not 
a tax on coal in the way of internal revenue? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I am certain 
about it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. My friend from New 
York read a paragraph about sun-light, which, 
if | remember correctly, was taken from a 
speech he made on the tarif during the last 
Congress. I listened to that speech then with 
interest. I thought it was an ingenious and 
adroit illustration, and abounded with bis usual 
felicitous humor and fun, and when he pro- 
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duced it to-day, quoting from himself, I listened 
to it again with interest. 

Mr. COX. Because the sun still shines; 
and I thought I would bring it in in the form 
of a proviso. : 

Mr. MAYNARD, The gentleman is still 
felicitous in his humor. The second corusca- 
tion is more brilliant than the one two years 
ago. 

a Bat what are the facts in connection with 
our coal interest? We are told by the gentle- 
man from Indiana before me for the first 
time, who does not represent his own oval 
interests, but those of New England" and 
the sea-board, that this product of coal is 
merely the result of labor bringing it from the 
earth, Thatistrue. Aton of coal represents 
labor and labor only, for without labor it is 
utterly valueless. It is the protection and 
encouragement of our labor on the part of 
Congress since the beginning of the Govern- 
ment which has kept it at its present rate. I 
am aware it is very fashionable and very easy 
to abuse and denounce gentlemen in that as 
well as in any other interest, but why do we 
not hear denunciations at the same time of 
men who go to Nova Scotia and engage in 
mining coal there, paying taxes to support 
the Nova Scotia Government, and paying an 
export tax on coal to our markets to come 
into competition with coal produced from our 
own mines? Why do we not hear denuncia- 
tions against them as well as these denuncia- 
tions against the miners of Pennsylvania ? 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr: GRIFFITH. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Stevenson] has said that the people of 
Pennsylvania do not encourage their own in- 
dustries. Itis the right of the States and the 
practice of all the States to do that, and there 
certainly can be no objection to it. 

My friend from Indiana [Mr. Kerg] had the 
misfortune or good fortune to be born in my 
district, but happened to move to the West 
very young, and has been fed, L suppose, with 
quinine and chills until he has grown some- 
what soured. I will say to him that those 
men whom he attacks were his own school- 
mates, poor like himself, poor like myself. 
They are nob monopolisis; they are no 
robbers, no plunderers, but high-minded, pure, 
honorable men like himself, his equals in every 
respect, as he is their equal; and by in- 
dustry, by attention to business, by close, con- 
slant labor, they are to-day what they are, and 
Pennsylvania is what she is, one of the proud- 
est and noblest States in this country. 

My friend from New York city {Mr. Cox] 
hag kindly referred to us. Ile says he does 
not represent the commercial interests in this 
matter, J ask that gentleman if we can in- 
crease the commerce of this country a hundred 
million dollars without bis constituency in 
New York realizing five or ten per cent. upon 
that? Dues not the gentleman represent and 
aid that interest? 

Mr. COX. ido not vote any protection to 
them, and they do not ask any; that is all. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Is not the gentleman 
ready'to promote the interests of that com- 
mercial class, though he sacrifice the interests 
of every other commercial portion of the coun- 
try? ‘That is the question. { rejoice that 
another gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] takes a comprehensive view of the 
interests of the country. What do we want? 
We do uot want commerce to be the leading 
interest of the country. Agriculture and man- 
ufactures must be the foundation of all pros- 
perity. Commerce is nothing but the outgrowth 
of these others. It is not -the leading, con- 
trolling interest, and never has been, in any 
prosperous country. 

Mr. Chairman, [ hold in my hand a state- 
ment showing the amount of coal brought into 
this country during the two last fiscal years. 
For the year ending 30th of Jane, 1870, we 
imported 420,683 tons, of the value of 


$1,110,316, on which duties were paid amount- 
ing to $525,853 75. Forthe year ending 30th 
of June, 1871, there were imported into this 
country 443,956 tons of coal, of the value of 
$1,132,775, on which the duties paid amounted 
to $554,945, more than half a million dol- 
lars. That was the revenue at a duty of 
$1 25.. Now, do these gentlemen wish to 
compel our people to import seventy-five per 
cent. more coal, in order that they may get 
the same revenue from that article? The 
result would be that they would transfer just 
that amount of money to Nova Scotia for Nova 
Scotia labor, and take it from Pennsylvania, 
and from Maryland, and from Virginia. Iask 
gentlemen are they friendly to a policy which 
will thus crash the laboring men of the coun- 
try? Are they ready to transfer the money 
of this country elsewhere and apply it to buy- 
ing her coal from Nova Scotia, produced by 
the labor of the people of Nova Scotia, to the 
injury of her own workmen? 

This isa question of revenue as well as of 
protection. Í say to every gentleman here, I 
do not care from what section of the country 
he comes, if be wishes to see this country 
develop and prosper he will see that every 
branch of industry is taken care of. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Certainly. 

Mr. FINKELNBORG. I want to ask here 
whether this duty omfoal was not given in 
part as a compensation for the direct duty 
placed upon coal during the war, which has 
since been taken off? 

Mr. GRIFKITH. I believe the gentleman 
is quite correct in that remark, and I say, as 
one who is in favor of protection, who is in 
favor of the interest of my own country, and 
of every section of it, that I am willing, if 
necessary, to have this duty reduced in com- 
mon with other duties; provided there is a 
fair and honest reduction all round, for I 
am in favor of economy in the administration 
of the Government, aud [ am willing that this 
duty, if necessary, shall be reduced like the 
duties on other articles, but that no greater 
reduction shall be made than on other articles. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. In reference to this article, it 
is my judgment that there is nothing in it 
worth wasting very much time over by the 
protectionists. F do not believe that the 
amount of foreign coal that can enter into ef- 
fective competition with domestic coa! amounts 
to very much ; and the receipts of the Treas- 
ury from this source indicate that result. It 
can only compete to some extent in New Eng- 
land and a little in New York; nowhere else. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Allow me to ask the 
gentleman if he knows how much coal from 
Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania is con- 
sumed in the Atlantic sea-board States? 

Mr. KERR. I do, because 1 have just 
heard one of the gentleman’s colleagues state 
the amount. ‘The amount, compared with the 
total consumption in the country, is a mere 
trifle. But that trifle, if kept out by a dis- 
honest duty, will cnable the domestic owners 
to extort millions in tribute. Sir, I insist 
that the whole object of this tax is to con- 
fer a bounty. That is all that my excellent 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. GrirritH] and 
his friends here want. I do not say that re- 
proachfully, bat I say it truthfully. And I 
say to him, and to my excellent friends upon 
the other side, that during my seven years’ 
experience in this House I have never cast 
one single vote for bounties, and, with the help 
of God, L never will. 1 will vote for equal and 
honest laws, for laws that impose taxes prop- 
erly. If you want anything but bounty, what 
isit? The tax pays but little revenue. If it 
does not.enable you to charge more to the con- 
sumers for your coal, why do you want it? 
You pay no duty, not a cent, on what you sell; 
not.a cent ever gets into the Treasury from 


your pockets, That is the reason you want 
the tax continued. You do not payit. The 
consumers of your coal do. They do not pay 
it to the Treasury ; they pay it to you. There- 
fore you want it., You like it, and raise your’ 
lamentations against its repeal. ; 

There is coal in my, district, and I have con»; 
stituents who are mining coal; but they do- 
not come here and ask me for any bounty to be 
taken from their neighbors and put into their 
pockets. They are honest men, and content 
with fair dealing. They do not beset your 
lobbies here in person or by agents. They 
ask no tribute from their fellow-citizens. Yet 
that is what this means. That is all there ig 
in this idea of protection. Do not deceive 
yourselves, gentlemen, or attempt to deceive 
us. You want to make the other people of 
this country pay something to you over and 
above what they would have to pay under 
free trade to somebody else. It is extorted 
bounty; it is robbery, and nothing else. You 
ought to call it by its right name. It is a 
blow at personal liberty. I have a right to 
purchase where I please; you nave no right 
or just power to forbid me to do it. If you 
have any such power, you should only so exer- 
cise it as that my Government shall gain what 
T lose. You cannot lawfully or honestly make 
my loss your individual gain. That would be 
confiscation, taking from one for another, 
resorting to the brutal sophism that ‘might 
makes right.” 

Under free trade, which has been tried in: 
many countries of the world, on this subject of 
coal laborers’ wages have always advanced. 
Labor has always been benefited by free 
trade. Itis so in England to-day ; it is so in 
other countries, and it will be so here. It is 
not labor that comes here and raises this wail. 
The wail comes fromthe protected gentlemen, 
who own the coal mines of this country, and: 
who want to gather profit and bounty beyond 
what is reasonable and honest from the pror 
ceeds of these mines; that is what protection 
means. Do not let it be glossed over by call- 
ing it protection of American labor. It is. 
protection to American monopolists ; itis pro- 
tection of the few, but robbery of the many 5 
it is taking from labor that which belongs to 
it and giving it to the monopolists. 

That is my objection to the whole thing. I 
am in favor of an equal, honest, national law. 
My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Crocker] 
over the way can well say that he is in favor 
of continuing this duty on coal, because he 
is protected on the paper which he mani- 
factures to a very great extent; he is pro- 
tected on iron, in the manufacture of which 
he is also interested. He is interested ia 
bounties obtained from the hard earnings of 
labor in this country, and therefore he can 
afford to get up here and say that he is in favor 
of a bounty to the owners of coal mines, 
whether he owns any himself or not. He col 
lects his bounties from all the people of the 
country, the rich and the poor, who read the ~ 
daily newspapers, who read the books pub- 
lished in this country, and from the children 
who use the spelling-books, from the poor 
young man who struggles under poverty to gala 
an education or an-honest profession. Yes, 
sir; he collects his bounty from those who use 
the Holy Bible itself; and he can well afford 
to continue the payment of this bounty to & 
few coal-mine owners in Pennsylvania. But 
I see no merit in his boast. It may seem to 
him to be praiseworthy for him to keep this 
tax on others who enjoy none of bis bounties, 
But it seems not so to me. This is one of 
the vicious results of protection. It leads to 
conspiracies among interested parties. Wealth 
and capital combine for extortion from the 
people. This I denounce as a crime against 
the people and against good conscience. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman fromdndi- 
lana (Mr. Kerr] speaks as though the sole. 
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object of the duty on coal was to put money in 
somebody's pocket. 

Mr. KERR. So it is. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman had his 
five minutes, and I claim mine without inter- 
ruption. Sir, there never has been a day since 
we had a tariff in this country that there has 
not been a duty on coal for revenue. In1869 
we derived a revenue from the duty on coal 
of $546,535 48; in 1870, $519,661 19; and in 
1871, $538,135 72. 

Now, sir, that money went into the Treas- 
uty. This duty is a revenue duty; it has 
always been collected as such. The gentle- 
man proposes to remit according to last year’s 
receipts $322,581. The gentleman proposes 
to take this amount out of the Treasury, and 
give it—to whom? To the owner of the 
Acadian coal-mine and the owner of the Eng- 
lish mine. The gentleman talks of ‘‘ rob- 
bery.” If he had applied the epithet person- 
ally, we might say that he would filch from 
the Treasury $822,000 to give it to his pets in 
Nova Scotia or Great Britain. 

The gentleman knows very well that New 
England’s capital, instead of going to Virginia 
and opening the coal-fields upon the James 
and other rivers,-instead of going to North 
Carolina and opening the tide-water coal- 
fields there, has gone to Nova Scotia and 
opened mines; and if the gentleman does not 
know, I do, that during our late war one of 
those companies declared an annual dividend 
of one hundred and seventy-five per cent. The 

entleman would give this money now received 
fy the Government as revenue to the owners 
of those coal-fields at the cost of the tax-payers 
of the country. He would prevent the devel- 
opment of war-stricken and prostrate eastern 

irginia and North Carolina. Pennsylvania 
need not care for this duty. From 1869 to the 
present time I have argued before this House 
that this duty on coal is not a question of pro- 
tection, but a question of revenue. Only look 
at the consumption of coal east of the Alle- 
ghanies and north of the Potomac; more than 
twenty million tons. What influence upon 
the current rate can four hundred or six hun- 
dred thousand tons of bituminous coal have? 

Gentlemen talk about the effect upon the 
price of coal in the West. No gentleman 
from that section, no constituent of any gen- 
tleman here, ever saw a car-load of tide-water 
bituminous coal carried to the other side of 
the Alleghany mountains. Go into the Alle- 
ghany mountain region, either at Altoona or 
Johnstown, and you can buy coal at the mouth 
of the mine for ninety cents or one dollar a 
ton. How, then, can it be said thatthe duty 
of $1 25 is added to the price of each ton 
of coal? No, sir; this is simply a question 
whether Nova Scotians and certain gentle. 
men from New England, who own mines in 
Nova Scotia, shall pocket between three or 
four hundred thousand dollars now received 
by the Government as revenue, or whether 
that money shall go into the Treasury of the 
United States. There is no question of pro- 
tection in the matter. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
view of this question which I have not heard 
presented while J have been present during this 
discussion. I do not regard this as aquestion 
of protecting American labor. A controversy 
between protection and free trade might arise 
in a case where you could gotoa foreign country, 
purchase an article there, trausport it to this 
country, and in the home market undersell the 
corresponding native production. | But this 
cannot be done in the case of coal. There is 
probably no cval imported into Philadelphia 
or any sea-port which is neara coal-producing 
region. The question, therefore, is, shall New 
England, shali New York, shali San Francisco, 
pay for useless, burdensome, and costly trans- 
portation? This is the whole question. 

I hold in my hand the report of the chief 
of the Bureau of Statistics, which shows that 
there is practically no coal imported anywhere 


near a ceal-producing region. It is all im- 
ported into New England or New York or 
San Franciseo. No other place in any por- 
tion of the United States imports any consid- 
erable amount of coal. The question, then, 
is, shall we pay these great bounties to the 
railroads for transporting coal to navigable 
waters, and then pay as much for shipping it 
as it would cost us to ship it from Nova Scotia 
to Boston or other ports? 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say a word on this coal question. I have lis- 
tened with great satisfaction to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] because he is so 
earnest, and to my friend from Pennsylvania, 
because I do not quite understand him. 
[Laughter.] But neither of these gentlemen 
has given the reason why I shall vote for this 
proposition? In regard to this duty on coal, 
ido not know whether the gentleman on the 
other side [Mr. Kerr] is right in his doctrine, 
or whether the gentleman on this side [Mr. 
Ke ier] is right in his philosophy ; it is more 
than Ican understand, whether other gentlemen 
understand itor not. But this fact I do know: 
I vote for the duty on coal because I find it 
here. It has been here for half a century or 
more. Large industries of this country are 
founded upon this duty. Many thousands of 
honest men are dependent upon this branch 
of industry for their bread from day to day; 
and whatever may be the philosophy of the 
matter, [ hold that it would be a crime, and 
if done for that purpose an infamous crime, 
to strike down the duty without sufficient 
reason, and without a moment's notice or 
warning whatever. 

Now, sir, that being the condition in which 
we find the coal question, we sustain the prin- 
ciple of duty on coal because the country 
requires it, and because the industry of the 
country requires it, and because the Treasury 
demands revenue. But believing as we do, it 
ought to be reduced, we propose, as the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 

roposes, a reduction of ten per cent. 

Mr. KILLINGER. The reduction here is 
sixty per cent. on coal, 

Mr. BANKS. So much the better. [Laugh- 
ter.] Igo the entire question, first, because 
there is a duty, and ought to be; and second, 
because it is reduced sixty per cent., and ought 
to be reduced. What do I care whether that 
corresponds with the philosophy of the other 
side or the doctrinaires of this side, for it is not 
a question of philosophy, but of fact. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooxs] says to be sure he gets tea and 
coffee free; but because he does not get his 
tea kettle and all other things free he is not 
willing to take that. Iam willing to take all 
the reduction we can get now, and afterwards 
strike for more. The gentleman from New 
York protests against the reduction on coffee 
and tea because he cannot gét it on everything 
else. Let us take what we can get, and then 
take more when we can get it. {f do not pro- 
pose to hold the floor any longer. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I wish to inquire of my 
friend from Massachusetts, to state why he is 
in favor of a reduction in a revenue bill on 
every other article excepting bituminous coal 
of ten per cent., and on bituminous coal only 
of sixty per cent.? Why does he make that 
discrimination ? 

Mr. BANKS. Address that to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means; 
I did not do this. [Laughter.] If there is 
anything wrong to be accounted for in this 
bill, the gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot 
appeal to any one who deserves to speak on this 
subject more than the gentleman from Massa- 
ebusetts, the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. KILLINGER. The gentleman looks 
one way. while he rose another. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BANKS. That is the constant example 
in this House [Laughter.] : 

Mr. KILLINGER. Mr. Chairman, in the 


course of this discussion it has been asserted 
by those in favor of striking off the dutyon 
bituminous coal that the movement is entirely 
in the interest-of monopoly, that the duty 
taken off goes into the pockets: of the monop- 
olists of Pennsylvania. Thatis the argument, 
and that is the conclusion of the argument. 
rise to call the attention of the House’ and 
the country that during this Congress I- haye 
in my own person presented memorials. from 
at least ten thousand of the laboring men, the 
working men, the miners, the machinists, of 
the persons who are dependent @& their daily 
labor, praying this House to stay its hand and 
to allow this duty to remain. Can gentlemen 
on the other side, who ask that it be taken off, 
point to a single petition coming here from the 
laboring classes asking that the duty be taken 
off? Not one! If the people of the country 
were to be benefited by the taking off of this 
duty, why, therefore, have we not had petitions 
from them on that subject ? 

Aside from the question of revenue, it has 
been well shown by my colleague, then we 
wonld have heard from them, But we have 
heard from thelaboring men, from the miners, 
not from Pennsylvania alone, but from Mary- 
land and Virginia, and other parts of the coun- 
try, not to take the duty off bituminous coal. 
Therefore I make the point that it is in thein- 
terest of the working men we are calling upon 
the House to allow this duty to remain. 

In the bill now reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means there is a reduction of 
sixty per cent. on bituminous coal, whereas 
the general scale of reduction in reference 
to every other article is ten per cent., and 
it has not been shown why there should be 
such a discrimination against bituminous coal. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RITCHIE, Mr. Chairman, the question 
still remains, not whether the theory of free 
trade or protection is correct in the abstract, 
but whether you have dealt with coal equit- 
ably compared with the other articles in this 
bill. I was glad to hear my friend from Indiana | 
(Mr. Kerr] say he was in favor of an equal 
bill. Lask him why, when he agreed with the 
report of the majority of the committee, he 
respected cotton, yielded to iron, bowed before 
wool and took out all of bis free-trade zeal on 
Cumberland coal? 

Let him raise the cry of free cotton, free 
iron, free wool, and we will unite with him on 
free coal also. But we do object to the dis- 
cordant songs. for free coal when the gentle- 
man isnot consistent by manifesting the same 
zeal for these other articles. There is no 
justice in reducing the tariff on cotton and 
iron and the other staples ten per cent., and 
striking down our interest to the extent. of 
sixty per cent. 

I will tell my friend from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Hipparp]| why it is that the interests of 
the Atlantic sea-board should not alone be 
taken into consideration in this matter. There 
are four thousand articles taxed, from the pro- 
tection of which New England derives the 
chief benefit. The West is not concerned in 
this assault on coal. And I ask the attention 
of the gentleman, and [also call the attention 
of the House to the fact that this bill makes 
gas free. While the framers of the bill have 
reduced the duty on coal, and while they have 
increased the burdens on the production of 
the article in which we are interested, they 
have relieved the monopolists of New York, 
the gas companies, which seem to have such 
zealous defenders on this floor. 

I say, sir, it is a sorry sight to see the gal- 
lant knights of free trade shrink from the ser- 
ried ranks that defend the citadel of protection,. 
and attempt to retrieve their discomfture by 
massacring a feeble adversary. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

Mr. HOAR, I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr 
KELLEY, ] who is a member of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and has studied the 
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questiou very thoroughly. I desire to ask him 
if the existence of a duty on coal is of any 
benefit whatever to the coal miners of his dis- 
trict? 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no hesitation in an- 
swering the gentleman’s question as regards 
my own judgment inthe matter. In the course 
of an elaborate discussion of the question in 
1869 I took the ground that the duty was in 
no sense protective, nor did it affect the price 
of coal in any market of the country; that it 
was a question of revenue, pure and simple, 
having no efigct upon the market price of the 
article or upon the wages of labor employed 
in coal mines. I then stated, as I do now, 
that this agitation arose with several compa- 
nies of gentlemen in the eastern part of New 
England, who organized companies and opened 
Nova Scotia mines. It is a question whether 
the $322,000 shall go as I have already stated 
into the Treasury of the United States or into 
the treasury of those coal companies. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, Mr. Chairman, as I 
understand, if the House reduce this daty, 
although some gentlemen think it is not right 
to diminish the revenue in this way, it cannot 
be claimed that it is in any respect an un- 
friendly act toward the coal miners of the coal- 
producing States, 

Mr. KELLEY. I speak for myself. Those 
who more immediately represent the miners 
than I do may differ from me. I give the 
gentleman merely my own judgment, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Without 
entering into the question of protection or free 
trade, which has been so eloquently treated 
by the gentleman on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 1 will say that Ll thiok the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Rerenie) is entitled to consideration. I 
kuow of no anthority that should have more 
weight, or more entitled to it in regard to the 
question of the tariff on coal at the present 
time than the consumers of the State of New 
York, which, as a State, is the largest conl 
consumer in the country, and [ean only say 
that within the past six months 1 have observed 
that coal has been sold at four dollars a ton 
delivered in that city, which isa lower price 
than betore the war, although wages are far 
higher. And as an American, without refer- 
ence to the question whether the laborer is 
the farmer in Indiana, who complains that 
he cannot get coal cheaper, or the coal miner 
in Pennsylvania, who complains that wages are 
too low, Iean ouly say as one, taking a liberal, 
thoughtful view of the whole question, that 
coal delivered in the city of New York at four 
dollars a ton yields little enough profit to the 
prodacer or transporter, l shall therefore 
vole cheerfully for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr. COX. Lask my colleague (Mr. Town- 
senn] to yield to me the rest of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Tho Chair understood 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
Dawes] had the floor, and yielded a portion 
of his time to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Townsenp] took the floor in his 
own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] is recognized by the 
Chair. 

Mr. COX. I want ouly to protest against 
the proposition made by my colleague, [Mr. 
Townsenn,] who says that coal has recently 
been delivered in New York at four dollars 
perton. So ithas; but we are in the power 
of the railroads that transport it from the 
mines, and of the corporations that mine it. 
Coal has been, as the gentleman well remem- 
bers, as high as twelve and thirteen dollars 
per ton, where it was delivered in small 
quantities, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Inexcep- 
tional cases. 

Mr. COX. Not at all exceptional; that 
price continued all winter. We are at the 


merey of these very owners of the mines; 
they are all monopolists. What is a monop- 
olist? A man who does not allow fair com- 
petition. Where we cannot get a full, fair 
competition in respect to any article, then 
there is a monopoly. That is the definition of 
the term by all true economists. I do not 
care whether you call them free-traders, or 
protectionists, or what not. 

Mr. DAWES. The reduction of the rate 
upon coal, as proposed by this bill, from 
$1 25 to fifty cents per ton has not been made 
with any intention or expectation that it will, 
in any way, affect the price of coal in Penn- 
sylvania, or the employment of the miner 
there, or the return of a dollar of income to 
any owner of a coal mine in that State. It is 
a greater reduction than the general reduction 
proposed in the bill. And if it were to have 
the effect which my friends from Pennsylvania 
in their zeal here seem to think it will have, 
I would not for one moment lift my voice in 
behalf of the proposition. 

But I do not think any man can go into the 
coal fields of Pennsylvania, or for a moment 
reflect how much hangs upon the success and 
prosperity of the mining interest there; how all 
the steam commerce of this country depends 
upon it, how every machine-shop and every 
forge in the land depend upon it, how the 
comforts of the fireside, and all the ways, mul- 
tiplied as the sands upon the sea-shore, in 
which that coal is used, depend upon that 
prosperity; [ do not think any man can seeall 
that and in any way litt his hand by legisla- 
tion and impair that prosperity; or if any 
would do it, it seems to me he must be beside 
himself. 

Four years ago I went among those coal- 
ficlds; it was then after the war. I went 
within twenty miles of where rebel armies 
came and amused themselves with burning 
bridges and taxing the inhabitants of cities in 
round sums, levying contributions; and [ 
was amazed at their stupidity. A few hours’ 
work of the rebel armies in those coal mines 
would have put an end to the war. Had they 
but set fire to the machinery over the mouths 
of those coal mines, in thirty days every 
steamship in this country upon the ocean sup- 
plied by coal would have been stopped and 
the blockade would have been raised; every 
forge would have died out, every machine- 
shop in the land would have been stilled. 
Therefore, as a matter of self-defense, the 
coal mines of Pennsylvania are to be cher- 
ished by this nation. 

But the question whether you shall here take 
off the duty upon coal is another question. 
The cost of coal at the mine to the miner and 
the owner of the mine is about the same every- 
where all over the world. The difference 
between that cost and what it costs the con- 
sumer is in the freight, and every mile of 
freight adds to that cost; and upto a certain 
limit, therefore, in this country the length of 
the chain is a protection. My distinguished 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] with the 
magnificent coal beds of bis State, is hedged 
in by a protection a thousand miles long from 
any interference by any competing coal-fields 
in the world. Now, sir, along the coast and 
up to the coast the coal of Pennsylvania can 
go, and no coal from any other source can 
compete with it. And along the coast coal can 
be brought from Nova Scotia and elsewhere 
and put down, but the competition is not be- 
tween the coal mines, but between the carriers 
ofthe coal. The question is whether we shall 
pay to the freighters of the coal the additional 
cost to the consumer, not to the owner of the 
coal mine, not to the miner who nicks it out, 
but tothe freightersofthe coal. Thatis the only 
reason why we propose in this bill to reduce 
the duty on coal to fifty cents per ton instead 
of leaving it at $1 25 per ton, its present rate. 
It is a question between freighters up to a cer- 
tain line along the coast. It is because the 
freighters from Nova Scotia can drop coal 


down on the coast which they pay for in Nova 
Scotia as the freighters from Pennsylvania pay 
for their coal in Pennsylvania; itis a question 
whether the freighters of Nova Scotia can bring 
the coal cheaper than the freighters from Penn- 
sylvania can do it. 

Putting on this coala duty of $1 25 a ton 
is just so much tax upon the consumer, and it 
goes into the pockets of the railroads that run 
between the coast and the mines of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. KELLEY. Cannot coal be brought as 
cheaply from the tide-water mines of Virginia 
to the ports of Massachusetts and Maine as it 
can be from Nova Scotia? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; it can. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not; because you 
cannot take your vessel up to the very mine in 
Virginia aud throw the coal into the vessel, as 
you ean at Pictou. 

Mr. KELLEY. You can take the vessel 
within five miles of the mine, and there is a 
railroad for that distance. 

Mr. DAWES. And those five miles add 
$1 25 to every ton. 

Mr. RITCHIE. The tolls of the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio canal are cheaper than the 
rates for any other mode of transportation. 

Mr. DAWES. The coal costs just as much 
either way to the owner of the mine; and 
whether the duty be fifty cents or three dollars 
a ton, it will not make one penny’s difference 
to the owner of the mine, to the miner, or to 
anybody in Pennsylvania who has any interest 
in mines separate and distinct from the rail- 
roads, But it will make a difference to the 
railroads; it will make a difference in the 
freightage, notbing else. If I can be con- 
vinced to the contrary of this, I will withdraw 
my advocacy of the proposition, 

Mr. RITCHIE. The wages of miners, 
which used to be forty cents a ton, are now 
sixty-five cents a ton. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Rrrcuig, it was not agreed to, 
there being—ayes 61, noes 100.- 

Mr. RITCHIE. I give notice that I shall 
call the yeas and nays upon this question in 
the House. 

Mr. COX. You will not have an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. McGREW. I moveto amend by strik- 
ing out “fifty,” in line eleven, and inserting 
“ seventy-five.” 

The question being taken on the amendment 
s Mr. McGrew, there were—ayes 67, noes 

Mr. McGREW called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered and Mr. McGrew and 
and Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 81, noes 78. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion to 
strike out the paragraph, it wag not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 do not know whether it is 
in order now or at the end of the section, but 
asit isa part of this subject-matter, I move to 
amend by adding ‘On coke and culm of coal 
fitteen per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, is this 
proposition germane ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is germane to the 
clause under consideration. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then it seems to me 
anything is germane. I would like to un- 
derstand in what respect coke and culm o 
coal are germane to bituminous coal. 

Mr. DAWES. Culm is what is left after 
you have screened the coal. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then Isuppose diamonds 
would also be germane, as they are composed 
of carbon. ‘here is just about as much anal- 
ogy in the one case as in the other. 

Mr. DAWES. Culm is the screenings of 
coal. Coke is that portion of the coal which. 
is burned over. I suppose the Chairman 
understands this matter better than I do. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
‘proposition germane. On an amendment of- 
‘fered some time ago by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the Chair ruled that it was in 
order. Though somewhat doubtful at the time, 
he has since become satisfied, upon examina- 
tion of the rule, that while all such amend- 
ments are in order it has hitherto been cus- 
tomary to bring them in at the close of the 
‘section. 

Mr. DAWES. I think this is a proper place 
for my amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
here in its order. 

Mr. DAWES. On the articles named in my 
amendment the present duty is twenty-five per 
cent. With coal at fifty cents, [had proposed 
to fix ten per cent. as the duty on these articles. 
As the rate on coal has been fixed at seventy- 
five per cent., I think fifteen per cent. on coke 
and culm of coal preserves the same propor- 


tion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out “fifteen”? and 
inserting ‘‘twenty.’”’ The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has put together in his amend- 
ment these two articles, coke and culm of 
coal. Coke, as every one knows, is a manu- 
facture of coal, produced by burning it and 
expelling the sulphur. It is an article upon 
which more labor, more capital, more cost 
enters into, and certainly the rate of duty on 
coke ought not to be less than the duty on coal. 
The duty on coal, as now fixed in this bill, is 
about twenty-five to thirty per cent., and it is 
now proposed to make the duty on coke not 
more than one half of that. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee mistakes the kind of coke to which refer- 
ence is made. The coke around the Pennsyl- 
vania mines and blast-furnaces is one thing 
and the coke of commerce is that which is left 
after making gas, and is really good for noth- 
ing except for being used in open forges. Very 
little of it is brought into this country from 
abroad, and it cannot come irfto competition 
with anything here, because there is nothing 
like it on the face of the earth. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I should like to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman, whether coke is 
produced in the manufacture of gas alone? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not object to that, but 
I suspect there are some other ways the thing 
is produced. ‘The fact that it is prodaced in 
ihe manufacture of gas does not make any 
difference if the result is the same. It has 
nothing to do with coke around the furnaces 
of Pennsylvania. It is a light, feathery stuff, 
produced at small cost, and used in open forges. 

Mr. MAYNARD, I must inform the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that I know as 
much about coke as he does, because it is pro- 
duced in my neighborhood in large quantities, 
and is used in the manufacture of irou largely. 
And if we put a duty on coal, it seems to me 
we ought to put the same duty on coke. 

Mr. DAWES.. I admit that kind of coke is 
80 used, but none of that kind of coke is found 
along the sea-board nor until you get to 
Great Britain. There you find it, and there 
they use every particle of it, besides going 

Own into the earth for thousands of feet for 

more coal. They never send a pound of it 
here. But very little can be brought into our 
country. 
_ Mr. MAYNARD. Why cannot coke be 
imported from Nova Scotia and furnished to 
the iron establishments, as in Pennsylvania 
and Maryland ? 

Mr. DAWES. Because the chief value is 
gas, and to expel the gas to make coke and 
send the gas into the atmosphere, and then to 
take the coke to bring it in here, is taking the 
pile ond of the horn and leaving the big end 

ehind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr, DAWES. I am willing to withdraw 
the coke part of the amendment. 


It had better come in 


_ Mr. STEVENSON. None has been brought 
in here for two years, 

_ Mr. KERR. I move to amend by making 
it eight cents, instead of five. None has been 
imported. It is a humbug. It was never 
heard of before in any tariff bill until two 
years ago, when gentlemen threw a drag-net 
to bring in everything to pay duty. The whole 
thing is a piece of humbuggery. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
say to the House that the gentleman is entirely 
mistaken in regard to this matter. Culm of 
coal pressed into the form of bricks is used 
in the English navy and in the French navy 
almost entirely to the exclusion of coal in any 
other form. Itis the most compact form in 
which coal can be used, imported or exported. 
Culm, as I have said, is pressed into the 
form of bricks, and is not only used in the 
English navy and in the French navy, but I 
believe to a very large extent is also used in 
our Navy, 

Mr. DAWES. Nineteen thousand five hun- 
dred and twenty-eight dollars was the value in 
full of all that was imported. 

Mr. CONGER. But the gentleman must 
recollect that imported by the Government is 
not charged with duty at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Kerr. ] 

Mr. RITCHIE. Culm of coal, as I under- 
stand it, is fine coal. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Rivcure] will permit me, I will say 
that unless you have some duty on culm of 
coal, everything that is brought in in the form 
of coal will be entered as culm of coal, and 
the revenue will be defrauded. 

Mr. KERR. I think the revenue officers 
can be trusted to protect the country against 
that kind of fraud. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. Was the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] in order? Were there not already two 
amendments pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] withdrew his 
amendment, and that of the gentleman from 
Tennessee fell with it. And then the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts renewed so much of 
his amendment as related to culm of coal. 

Mr. RITCHIE. The danger to which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
has referred must have been in the eye of the 
committee when they proposed a duty on 
bituminous coal of fifty cents per ton. I ask 
them why it is that the amendment is now 
proposed? J understand culm of coal to be 
nothing but coal fined, and I would suppose 
the generic term would embrace all varieties. 
I may be mistaken, however. 

Mr. DAWES. I will tell the gentleman why 
this is offered now. The Printer by mistake 
left out culm of coal ia printing this bill, It 
was in all the other tariff bills that have been 
printed, but by mistake was omitted from this 
one. 

The question being taken on Mr. Kerr's 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 

The question was next taken on Mr. DAWES’ S 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
On salt in bulk, eight cents per hundred pounds. 


Mr. DUELL. I move to amend that par- 
agraph by striking out ‘‘eight’’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘‘twelve.”’ . 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. [Mr. DUELL. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York has the floor. 

Mr. DUELL. The present duty on m- 
ported salt in bulk is eighteen cents per one 
hundred pounds. When imported in bags 
twenty-four cents per one hundred pounds are 
charged—eighteen cents for the salt and six 
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cents for the bags. The- dutyon a barrel of 
salt containing two hundred and eighty pounds . 
is therefore fifty cents and four mills. : 

The Committee of Ways and Means pro- 
pose to reduce the duty on salt in bulk. to 
eight cents per one hundred pounds, a reduc- 
tion of more than sixty per cent. The amend- 
ment which I propose is twelve cents per one 
hundred pounds, amounting toa reduction of 
thirty-three and one third per cent. from the 
present duty. 

The annual consumption of salt in the Uni- 
ted States is now about 32,000,000 bushels, of 
which about 12,000,000 are imported, and 
about 20,000,000 are domestic salt. Of the 
home production about 8,500,000 bushels are 
made in the State of New York, about 4,000,- 
000 at Saginaw, in the State of Michigan, and 
about 6,000,000 in Ohio and West Virginia, 
and one or two millions in smaller quantities 
in Kansas and other parts of the United 
States, 

The production of salt in the United States 
gives employment to fifteen thousand persons 
and $20,000,000 of capital. 

The American manufacturers of salt sell 
their annual product at a price not exceeding 
two dollars per barrel, averaging the sales at 
all points in the United States, however near 
or however distant from their works. This is 
the fair average price, with all the cost of the 
article, including barrel, package, transporta- 
tion, commission to agents, computed or reck- 
oned upon it. I think I may safely assert that 
of all the articles of our internal commerce, 
salt is relatively the cheapest. 

Salt is produced in the United States either 
by boiling or by solar evaporation from brine 
pumped from wells four to eight hundred feet 
in depth. It requires the expenditure of a 
large sum of mouey for erections in which the 
salt is made and for working capital. For 
example, at Syracuse, New York, where eight 
million five hundred thousand bushels of salt 
are made annually, the manufacturers have built 
three hundred and sixteen fine-salt blocks, 
costing $2,250,000; forty-four thousand coarse- 
salt vats, $2,500,000 ; they use an actual cash 
capital of $1,250,000 ; making a total perma- 
nent investment of $6,000,000. In addition 
to this they employ directly and indirectly five 
thousand laborers, whose average compensa- 
tion is $2 06 per day, and consume annually 
two hundred thousand tons of coal. 

The cost of producing a barrel of salt at 
Syracuse, New York, (including the barrel,) 
is $1 61, and at Saginaw, Michigan, $1 54. 
There is probably no manufactured article in 
which the ingredient of labor enters so largely 
as in thatof salt. The water itself is of no par- 
ticular intrinsic value, At Syracuse the State 
sinks the wells, pumps and distributes the 
water, inspects and weighs the manufactured 
article, all for one cent per bushel. It will be 
seen, therefore, that salt fitted for use is pre- 
eminently the result of combined capital and 
labor ; of capital applied in the erection of ex- 
pensive manufactonies, and of labor employed 
in the process to which the crude material is 
subjected. The cost of salt in the market is 
simply the cost of the capital and labor used in 
the production ; and the protection offered to 
it by revenueand tariff laws is precisely the 
same in principle and in fact as that afforded 
to any other branch of manufacturing industry. 

It has been said that the resources of the 
United States are not sufficient to supply the 
wants of our people. This is a great mis- 
take. Salt exists in native forms in nearly 
all the States and Territories of the Union. 
The manufactured salt of commerce is, pro- 
duced from strongly impregnated brines in 
New York, Ohio, Michigan, and. West Vir- 
ginia. The known resources of these four 
States, if taxed to their limit could annually 
furnish salt sufficient for the consumption ot 
a population of over three hundred:.and fifty 
millions, or eight times the present population 
of the United States, and geological research 
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is every day strengthenitig the proof that hardly 
any known material substance isso widely and 
well distributed over the country as the arti- 
cle of salt. The following statement will 
show more in detail the resources of our 
country in the article of salt: 

“New York gah supply annually if required, 
12,000,000 bushels; Obio can supply annually if 


required, 25,000,000 bushels; Virginia can supply 
annually if required, 50,000,000 bushels ; Michigan 
cin supply annually if required, 100,000,000 bushels. 

“he supply is said to be iimitable in Louisiana, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Idaho, and Texas. 

“Salt springs are to-day found in New York, Penn- 
eylvanid, Ohio, Michigan, Ilinois, Indiana, West 

igginia, Virginia, Kansas, Nebraska, California, 
Louisiana, Oregon, Texas, New M exico, Arizona. 

“Salt is found in mine or rock in Louisiana, Texas, 
Now Mexico, Kansas, California, Virginia, Montana, 
Arizona, Idaho.” 

The salt-producing territory of the United 
States is so widely distributed, that it precludes 
the possibility of any monopoly by combination 
of capital. It insures to consumers in every 
section ofthe country such competition to sup- 
ply their wants or necessities as will always 
keep prices in any and every section of the 
country ata reasonable standard. In addition 
to this, néarly two fifths of the salt used in the 
United States is imported from abroad under 
the present tariff, showing a lively competition 
between the foreign and domestic producer, 
which will always keep down the price to a rea- 
sonable figure. That state of affairs is best for - 
the consumers when there is a sharp competi- 
tion between the foreign and domestic pro- 
ducer, for to give either a monopoly of the 
market would tend to raise prices. The pres- 
ent tariff is adapted to produce precisely that 
state of things, and for that reason, if for 
no other, it ought not to bé materially reduced. 

The present duty on salt is not prohibitory, 
for if it was, twelve million bushels ofsalt would 
not annually be imported into the United 
States. It is simply a revenue duty, and as 
such should have the support of every true 
revenue reformer in this House. The an- 
nual revenue to the Government from salt is 
$1,250,000. This revenue is collected with 
little cost and absolute certainty, and is paid by 
foreign capitalists, for our people get their salt 
as cheaply under the present tarit? as they did 
when the duty was merely nominal. When 
the foreign producer had nearly the entire 
monopoly of the markets of the United States, 
he put up the price to a high figure, and put 
into his own pocket enormous profits. To 
show the cffet of the present duty upon the 
price of salt, L read from an affidavit made in 
February last by Wiliam Bumm, of the city 
of Philadelphia, a member of the firm of Wil- 
liam Bumm & Sous, who are large dealers in 
foreign and domestic salt: 

“That underthe tarif asit now is the quantity 
of sult aunyally iinported into Philadelphia is con- 
siderably in execss of the domestic salt sold there. 
he competition between the two keeps tho 
down to low figures, and that he has no doubt 

that if cither the foreign or domestic article were 

withdrawn or expelled from that market tho prices 
would be bigher than they now are; andhe adds 
that from all the information in his possession he 
verily believes that a repeal or any material reduc- 
tion of the tariff on foreign salt would inevitably 
. result in the exclusion of domestic salt from the 

market aforesaid.” 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Ir. BURCHARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUELL. [would like a few minutes 


ore, 

Mr. BURCHARD. I willyield my time to 
the gentleman. 

_ Mr. DUELL. As to the quality of our 
domestic salt, I have this to say, that it is equal 
to any in theworld either for curing and pack- 
ing of meats, for the dairy and the table, or 
for any other purpose. Our Government at 
the request of the domestic manufacturers 
instituted the most rigorous test of the com- 
parative virtues of Turk’s Island and Syracuse 
solar galt, respectively, as preservers of bar« 
reled pork in all climates and under every 
trying ordeal. The general result (as reported 
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with Syracuse solar) was decidedly favorable 
to the latter. The most rigorous chemical 
analysis confirms this demonstration: 

Foreign salt is brought here from Liverpool 
from the ports on the Mediterranean;from the 
West Indies, and ‘from Goderich, Canada. 
With cheap labor and fuel, the foreiga manu- 
facturer is able to make salt at half the cost 
ofthe American producer. I have before me 
a statement shownig the prices of labor at the 
different points where salt is manufactured, 
and I will barely remark that while the daily 
wages of the laborer engaged in making for- 
eign salt is from thirty to sixty-five cents per 
day, the wages of the A merican laborer engaged 
in the same business is $1 873 per day. 

There is a very large salt manufacture at 
Goderich, on Lake Huron, and at several 
points on the line of the Goderich and Buffalo 
railroad. It is based on a bed of fossil salt of 
the purest quality, from twenty-five feet to one 
hundred feet thick. ‘The extraordinary dimen- 
sions of this deposit may be estimated from 
the fact that it has been penetrated at Kincar- 
dine and at Seaforth, points in the dominion 
fifty miles apart. Salt is produced at Gode- 
rich, with cheap labor and fuel, at eighty-five 
cents per barrel, and the Canadians them- 
selves say the selling price is eighty-five cents 
to one dollar. There is now a large wheat 
trade down the lakes to Goderich. 

The return vessels would take the Canadian 
salt in ballast to Chicago, Milwaukee and Du- 
luth, because it would-be put aboard by the 
shippers, and the cost and delay of gravel bal- 
last would be saved to the vessels. Now, the 
demand made by the British importers that 
salt shall be put on the free list in our tariff or 
greatly reduced is simply a demand that the 
Americans shall legislate themselves into entire 
dependence upon foreign salt, shall destroy 
the vast interests embarked in the salt busi- 
ness in New York, Michigan, Ohio, and West 
Virginia, and shall give to the Canadians a 
monopoly of supplying half the United States, 
and the manufacturers of Liverpool and Turk’ s 
Island the remaining half, with this article of 
useful need; for so cheap is labor in those 
places, so abundant and cheap is fuel there, 
and so vast and so rich are its deposits of salt, 
that competition with it upon the sea-board and 
the lake ports by our salt will be simply im- 
possible. Our factories must close, the expen- 
sive erections built for its manufacture must go 
to decay, and the fifteen thousand laborers 
now engaged in its production must find other 
employment. If such a calamity should fol- 
low, compelling all the workmen and capital 
employed in making salt to remain idle, what 
would be our condition in case of a foreign 
war ? 

Where would our thirty or forty milon 
bushels of salt come from? What would be 
the price of salt? Does any one suppose that, 
even in time of peace, a foreign monopoly 
would furnish it as cheaply as our own manu- 
facturers do, with both home and foreign 
competition to keep down the prices? Is it 
not the part of wisdom for the United States to 
keep on manufacturing a portion at least of 
the salt they use, so that in the event of a war 
they would not be entirely dependent on for- 
eign nations? 

It is said the salt manufacturers make 
enormous profits, and I have seen a circular 
issued by a foreign importer of salt which 
states that the people of the United States pay 
into the hands of the salt monopolists 
$10,000,000 per annum increased cost of salt 
caused by the present duty. The following 
statement will show how much truth there is 
in this assertion : 

“The price of domestic salt to-day in all of the 


markets of the country, deducting the actual cost 
of barrel or package, of transportation and expenses 


by officers who did not know which of the 
barrels were cured. with Turk’s Island, which! 


of sale, does not exceed twenty-three cents per 
bushel; and inasmuch as the whole quantity pros 
duced in the United States is not more than twenty 
million bushels, the salt monopolists receive only 
tho sum of $4,600,000 for manufacturing all the do- 
„mesti salt. annually consumed inthis country. From. 
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this statethent, which we are ptepated to verify at 
any time or place, it will be seen that the whole peg. 

le of the United States pay for the actual manifag- 
ture of American salt consumed by them less thah 
one half of the sum which the circulat aforesaid" 
assures them that they pay for the mere ittcreasb of 
cost produced by the tariff alone.” 

In answer to the oft-repeated charge that © 
the present tariff on salt is a grievous burden ~ 
to the people of the United States, I submit 
the following statement to show what this bur. 
den is. Task the Clerk to read what I send to 
the Chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The average annual consumption of salt in the 
United States is about forty-four pounds to each 
person per capita. This inclides all the salt ised, 
whether fot household purpuses or matitifdetiting, 
The average price of a barrel of salt in the different 
markets of the United States is two dollars, and ag 
a barrel of salt cohtains two hundred atid eighty 
pounds, it follows that the cost of salt to bath pot- 
son yearly is thirty-one cents and four mills, Now, 
conceding that the consumer pays the duty upon 
salt, let us sec what this burdensome tax is, Nhe 
amount of revenue derived by the United Stated 
for the year 1870 upon foreign salt was $1,250,000 in 
round numbers. The population of the United 
States beiti# about forty milHotis, it follows that the 
tax imposed upon the consumers of salt by reason 
of the tariff on that article is three cents and ohe - 
mill to each person annually! But further, eac 
person consumes about eight pounds of salt pët 
year, the cost of which is six cents, If that perso 
should pay the increased tax caused by the present 
duty, it would amount to less than one cent per 
annuin! ‘The increased expense to a family of eight 
persons for the salt they consume, caused by the 
duty on salt, amounts to the enormous sum of seven 
cents per year Í 

* What an oppressive burden to carry, to bë sure | 
This, too, is the ‘crime against civilizdtiun’ we 
hear so much about. This is the ‘odious,’ * infam- 
ous,’ and ‘pernicious’ tax which keeps the Pepi? 
from consuming as much salt as they woul i 
salt were admitted free of duty.” 


Mr. McINTYRE. I move to strike out the 
paragraph relating to salt, and add that article 
to the free list. i 

I believe that the feeling in this Housé is : 
that everybody should have a free breakfasts 
Coffee has been added to the free Hat ; teh 
has been added to the free list; but there ate 
other articles which enter into the comsum p» 
tion of every family. Some families use tla ` 
and coffee and some may not. But salt entets 
into the consumption of every family, all. 
through the land, among the Tigh and the 
low, the rich and the poor. If you eat a bit of 
ham in the morning it has salt in it. Whe 
you take a piece of bread at breakfast it has 
galt init. Put this article oti the free list and 
yoti will benefit every man in this country, and 
particularly the laborers of the cotiritry, . ’ 

Congress, I think, Mr. Chairman, might 
make this concession, because of the simple 
fact that the amount brought into the Treasury 
by the tariff laid upon salt is very inconsideét- 
able. The amount brought into the Treasury 
derived from the duty on this article duritig 
the last fiscal year amounted to about twelve 
hundred thousand dollars, That amount, ad 
compared with the receipts of the Government 
during the last fiscal year, it occurs to ini; 
might very readily be surrendered by the uddi» 
tion of salt to the free list, as well as tea and 
coffee. 

I therefore move to strike out lines thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen of the bill, and to ad 
salt to the free list. re 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to sttike 
out will be confined for the present to line 
thirteen, which alone has been read. o 

Mr. HEREFORD. I was very much sut 
prised, Mr: Chairman, to hear my distinguished 
friend from Indiana [Mr, Kegn] say that hê 
was goitig to vote for the bill as originally re* 
ported from the Committee of Ways and Means; 
espécially sitice he has claimed in various 


speeches he has delivered in this House on thé 
subject of the tariff to be opposed to all monop! <- 


oly, and has stated that he wishes a fair ahd 
equitable distribution of the various charges 
that are made upon the people for the stippo 
of the Government. 
In this bill it is proposed to reduce thë 
tariff upon salt to eight cents per bushel; the 
present rate of duty being from eighteen W0- 
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twenty-four cents. So far as the people whom 
: I represent; and who ship about five million 
“bushels of salt per annum, are concerned, 
; they desire no more protection than is given 
to other people in the United States. The 
¢onstituency which I represent is opposed to 
: protection. They are opposed to monopoly. 

They are opposed, as I also am opposed, to 
pounties, to use the expression of my friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kurr.] Butif this Con- 
gress is going to dispense bounties, if other 

eople and other interests are to have boun- 

ties, then the people of West Virginia desire 
to have a portion of those bounties. When 
the iron interest and the manufacturing inter- 
est of the New England States are to have 
bounties, and are given bounties by this very 
bill, then the people who are interested in 
raising salt, including the people of West Vir- 
ginia, desire to have a share in the bounties 
which are bestowed. 

If you will take away the bounties from all 
the interests in all the States, then the State 
that I represent will say amen to it. But I 
have never seeu, [ have never read a more in- 
equitable tariff bill than the one that is now 
presented to this body. What are the facts in 
regard to it? We see here that one article 
alone, and that article produced almost exclu- 
sively by the South, the article of tobacco, 
produces by the tax upon it an internal rev- 
enue which last year amounted to $83,578, 
907 18, or nearly one fourth of the entire in- 
ternal revenue of the United States. That is 
taken from the impoverished South, and yet 
will gentlemen tell me that this is a fair and 
equitable tariff bill? 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Who pays that 
tobacco tax, the consumer or the manufac- 
turer? 

Mr. HEREFORD. The consumer eventu- 
ally pays it, it is true. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Then the South 
alone does not pay it? 

Mr. HEREFORD. The South alone does 
not pay the entire tax. But any gentleman 
who will go upon a tobacco plantation and 
raise tobacco will know that the tax is a very 
damaging one to the interest of the tobacco 
raiser, If you doubt it, go there and raise 
tobacco and you will see it. : 

Mr, FINKELNBURG. The statistics did 
not show that, 

Mr. “HEREFORD. The facts show it, 
whether the statistics do or not. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a few minutes longer. 

_Mr. FARNSWORTH. It may be difficult 
for me to obtain the floor again. The gentle- 
man can get another opportunity to speak. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will ask the com- 
mittee to indulge me for a few minutes more. 
This is the first time I have troubled them 
upon any subject. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois yield to the gentleman from 
West Virginia? : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield the 
floor, for fear I may not obtain it again. But 

will ask unanimous consent that he may be 
‘allowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HEREFORD. In addition to what I 
have said, I will say that we see from the 
reports made to this House that out of the 
$33,000,000 of internal revenue derived from 
the tax on tobacco, the States of Virginia and 
Vest Virginia alone pay directly more than 
$6,000,000, And then there are annually 
shipped in bond to New York, Philadelphia, 
oston, and other sea- ports, 21,960,000 pounds 
of tobacco, upon which there is an additional 
internal tax, which virtually comes out of those 
two States, of $7,027,000. -That makes the 
total amount paid by the States of West Vir- 
gma and Virginia more than one third of this 
$83,000, 000 taxupon-_tabaeco, 
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_ Now, I ask gentlemen of this House if this 
is a fair tariff bill? And what more is there 
in this bill? First, there is $83,000,000 col- 
lected from tobacco alone. Then the bill says 
to eastern monopolists, ‘Although last year 
you paid $19,000,000 into the Treasury of the 
United States in the way of income tax, this 
year we will wipe out all of that tax.” This 
tariff bill does not propose to reénact the income 
tax, which last year yielded $19,162,650 75. 
And from what sources was that tax collected? 
Principally from the wealth of the cities of 
New York, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania, 
and the large and wealthy corporations of the 
Hast. You propose to take off all that tax, 
and yet you tax the tobacco interest of the 
South $33,000,000a year. I say that this isan 
iniquitous bill, and I here denounce any such 
tariff bill as unfair and unjust—as a bill which 
will not receive the sanction of the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Did not the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hers- 
FORD] vote yesterday to instruct the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to report this very bill 
back to the House? 

Mr, BURCHARD. Allow me to say to the 
gentleman from West Virginia that this bill 
reduces the tax on tobacco instead of putting 
it on. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It takes off a part of the 
tax from tobacco, and it takes off all the tax 
on incomes. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This bill does not do 
anything in regard to the income tax. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It does not reénact it, 
as it ought to do. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise for the pur- 
pose of saying a word or two on the subject of 
salt. The income tax has nothing to do with 
the paragraph under consideration. Nor, in 
deed. has this bill anything to do with the in- 
come tax, which expires tbis year by limitation 
of existing law. 

Sir, we have repealed the duty upon tea and 
coffee because, as has.been said, these articles 
enter into the consumption of the people uni- 
versally. It is said that tea and coffee are 
among the necessaries of life. That has come 
to be accepted as true, though itis not strictly 
true; for they are not necessaries. People can 
do without tea and coffee; for some of them 
do. But salt isa necessary. People cannot 
do without salt. Men, women, and children, 
even ‘‘the cattle upon a thousand hills,” must 
have salt. Yet here we propose to tax the salt 
of the earth—that which we must all have. 

It is said by the gentleman from the salt 
district of New York [Mr. Dveni.] that salt 
will be higher if we take off the duty. Ihave 
heard that argument so often that I confess I 
am losing my respect for it. Whenever a high- 
tariff man gets up to clamor for more duty, 
for a higher tariff in order to increase the 
price of the article, he always puts his appeal 
upon the ground that if you repeal the duty 
the price of the article will be greatly en- 
hanced? 

Mr. DUELL. I have asked for a reduction 
instead of an increase. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Bat the gentleman 
does not ask for such reduction as the bill 
gives; and he claims that to reduce the duty 
as much as the bill proposes will increase the 
price of the article. I say if it will, so much 
the better for the men who produce it; that 
is what they want. And we are willing to take 
the risk of that. 

It is claimed that there are twenty million 
bushels of salt produced in the United States 
annually. lf that is true, then the people of 
the United States, besides the $1,250,000 that 
go into your Treasury as duty upon the salt 
imported, are paying in the enhanced price 
of their salt a bounty of over two million dol- 
lars to the salt manufacturers. For every dol- 
lar you put into the dreasury by means of this 
salt duty, you tax the people two dollars for 
the benefit of the manutacturers. 
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Sir, salt is one of those ‘things which ought 
to be on the free list: ` The production of salt 
does not require skilled labor; it. develops 
no industry; it calls for. no skill, - Like 
the production of raw lumber, like’ the pro- 
duction of stone cut from the mountain, like 
the production of coal dug fromthe earth, it 
does not require any skill. The articlé ‘ig 
one which every one must have. It is like-a 
raw material which enters into universal con- 
sumption and into the manufacture of almost 
every commodity. You can have no “free 
breakfast table” without free salt: You can 
have nothing free without free salt. Salt is 
like the air or the water—it is necessary to 
man’s existence, and it ought to be free. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, one would 
think from the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Farnsworrn,] who says. that 
salt is made without labor and without ex- 
pense—— : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not without labor, 
but without skilled labor. 

Mr. CONGER. . One would think from the 
gentleman’s remarks that salt is an article pro- 
duced spontaneously, that it comes almost at 
call; that salt in great and beautiful propor- 
tions will, like Lot’s wife; stand up ready for 
consumption merely from looking back—a pil- 
lar of salt for thé world to pluck from and use. 
[Laughter. ] : ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You have now in 
the west a huge pillar of salt. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman wants to 
enlarge upon the subject merely because I have 
alluded to Lot’s wife. I hope he will not take 
the subject from me on that account. 

Mr. Chairman, the principal part of the 
value of salt is labor, and only labor, and this 
bill proposes to reduce the duty on salt from 
eighteen cents a bushel to eight cents a bushel, 
and on salt in barrels and in casks and bags 
from twenty-four cents to twelve cents a bushel 
or a hundred pounds; that is, from eighteen 
cents to eight cents, and from twenty-four cents 
to twelve cents, a greater reduction than on any 
other article proposed in this bill. I have an 
amendment which I propose to make here, and 
I ask the attention of the House to it, which I 
think will compromise this question in refer- 
ence to salt, which will be fair and just to all 
concerned. My amendmentis to insert, before 
salt,” in line thirteen, the word ‘‘rock,’” so 
the duty we apply here shall be on rock salt, 
which is the main portion of the salt imported 
from across the ocean, and that will give pro- 
tection to our manufacturers agaiust the salt 
manufacturers across the river in Canada which 
comes into competition with our labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the committee in the few minutes allowed 
me particularly to this subject;. and I wish, in 
the first place, that gentlemen would make 
their speeches to the chairman—that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, and others who speak so 
frequently, will give their attention, instead 
of engaging in discussion while I am up and 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, there is so 
much confusion in the House that it is utterly 
impossible to hear what is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will come 
to order, and gentlemen will resume their 
seats. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means states that it is utterly im- 
possible for him to hear, there being so much 
confusion in the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, by the rules 
of the House, and ordinarily by the common 
courtesy of gentlemen, when a member has: 
the floor for five minutes he is allowed to: 
occupy that time, and not be interrupted by! 
fifty others making speeches without being! 
entitled to the floor. If it is creditable for 
gentlemen of the House as gentlemen and: 
members of the House so to do, it is at. least 
very uncomfortable to the speaker who is en- 
titled to the floor. ae 

I wish, Mr, Chaifman, to-call: the: attention 
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of the committee to this fact, that ten years 
ago in the State of Michigan there was no salt 
produced. In 1860 there were four thousand 
barrels only produced to supply the markets 
of the West. In 1870 there were 732,437 
barrels, or almost a million barrels of salt. 
That production has increased from 1860 to 
1870, until now, in the heart of the continent 
almost, a million barrels of salt is produced 
where none was produced ten years ago, to 
gupply the whole West with the article of salt 
cheaper than they ever had it before. And 
while this production has gone on increasing, 
the price of salt has gone down, although dur- 
ing the whole time it has been protected by this 
duty. In 1866 the price of salt in the western 
markets around the lake ports was $2 11; in 
1867, $2 15; in 1868, $1 68; in 1869, $1 54; 
until 1870 the price was reduced to $1 38; so 
that in four years it was reduced from $2 11 
all over the lake ports to $1 38, the duty still 
remaining. That, I say, is proof that the 
protection of that interest by the duty on salt 
has had the tendency year by year, during 
those four years, to reduce the price of salt to 
all western consumers from $2 11 to only 
$1 38. The price was still lower in 1871. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. POTTER obtained thé floor. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 hope the gentleman from 
New York will let me do what I said I would 
do, and that is to move to insert the word 
“rock?” before salt, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
rock where you split, 

Mr. CONGER. No; that is the rock of 
ages where I stand. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. POTTER. Mr, Chairman, salt is an 
article of prime necessity. As the gentleman 
from Illinois said, it enters into every man’s 
bread and every man’s life. It exists in this 
country and in every country. It requires to 
fit it for consumption in this country and in 
every country nothing but labor. It is pro- 
tected not for the purpose of securing its 
creation, but solely for the benefit of the labor 
that enters into it and the companies that pre- 
pare it for use. 

Now, what is the proposition of my col- 
leage, [Mr. Duvi?] Itis that the duty upon 
salt shall be increased from eight cents per 
hundred pounds to twelve cents per hundred 
pounds. But what is its first cost in other 
countries? Why, sir, coarse salt can be pur- 
chased in Liverpool at four cents a busbel, 
and can be put on board ship there at six cents 
a bushel. 

Mr. DUMLL. The committee reduces the 
duties from eighteen to eight cents. 

Mr. POTTER. True, but L am not merely 
advocating that reduction. Iam calling at- 
tention to the fact that this article of prime 
necessity, which exists in every country of 
the world, and can be purchased in Liverpool 
at four cents and put on board ship there at 
six cents, will, even at the reduced rate of eight 
cents per hundred pounds proposed by this bill, 
be taxed about one hundred per cent., although 
the duty should not be raised sixty per cent. 
more as proposed by the amendment under 
consideration. Surely, gentlemen should not 
ask more in the way of protection than a duty 
of one hundred per cent. 

It is urged that salt producing is a great 
industry in my State. I know that it is; and 
in my desire to benefit my State I am nat- 
urally willing to support any duty to protect 
the great salt interest in the State of New 
York which can be justified with any fair re- 
gard for the interest of the consumers. But 
when we have a bill to protect salt to the extent 
of one hundred per cent. 1 am compelled to say 
that in my judgment that is atleast protection 
enough to any industry of my State. Indeed, 
whatever the duty may have been heretofore, 
Iam bound to say the duty proposed by this 
bill seems to me a great deal too much. When 
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before the war we had no’substantial daty, or | 


a duty of only some fifteen per cent. on salt, 
we had salt cheap all over the country. When 
ahigher duty was put on salt, so far from dimin- 
ishing the cost of the article, as according to 
the argument of the protectionists it should 
hare done, the price increased correspond- 
ingly. 

This bill, I repeat, proposes to levy a duty 
on this article of one hundred per cent., which 
I think is more than sufficient protection; and 
when it is proposed, as it is by the amendment 
in question, upon the top of all that to put up 
this duty some sixty per cent. more, I can only 
say that I am utterly opposed to any such 

roposition, even if for the benefit of New 

ork. And I will say further that I am not 
only opposed to the amendment, but I am dis- 
posed to vote to put salt on the free list. It 
is one of those necessaries of life produced in 
all countries, and natural to all, which should 
be one of the first articles to go upon the free 
list, where, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH] well says, it ought long since to 
have gone. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amend- 
ment is exhausted. The pending amendment 
is that offered by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. DuELL, ] to strike out ‘ eighteen ”’ 
and insert “twelve.” 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I move to amend 
by striking out the last word. 

I will not repeat the argument which has 
been so often made in regard to the general 
principle of the tax on salt. All that has been 
so eloquently said on the subject of tea and 
coffee by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. K ELLY] and others will apply with equal 
force, ay, with greater force, to salt ; for while 
a man may dispense with tea and coffee he 
cannot dispense with salt. 

But I wanted to call attention to one of the 
points which has been raised in the course of 
this debate. The gentleman from New York, 

Mr. Duwi, ] and I think the gentleman from 

lichigan, [Mr. Conerr,] told us that the 
chief cost of producing salt was in the labor. 
Now, [have here a statement by the president 
and secretary of the Saginaw Salt Company, 

showing that the cost of labor in making salt 
is but twenty-four cents out of $1 38 per barrel, 
or less than twenty per cent. of the total cost. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
state to the gentleman 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman 
from Michigan refused to be interrupted when 
he spoke, and I decline to be interrupted. I 
say the labor accounts proper of the salt man- 
ufacturers who claim protection here includes 
but twenty per cent. of the total cost. The 
balance is represented by other items. 

But gentlemen tell us that here is a salt 
company in Goderich, Canada, which pro- 
duces salt at a cost for labor much less than 
in this country, and therefore the salt manu- 
facturers in this country must have this pro- 
tective duty of one hundred and fifty or two 
hundred per cent. But I find from their own 
statistics, which we have had presented to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that at Gode- 
rich they pay the laborer $1 25 a day in gold, 
and in this country the salt manufacturers pay 
them $1 75 a day in currency. Now, any- 
body can see that that difference is not very 
great, and that when you take in connection 
with that the fact that labor represents but 
twenty per cent. of the total cost, there is no 
oceasion whatever for a tariff of anything like 
that which is now upon this article. There is 
a difference of about thirty-three per cent., 
according to my calculation, in the cost of 
labor, while the whole cost of labor is, as I 
have said, but twenty per cent. of the cost of 
the article. 

I desire next to advert to what has been 
stated here that the duty on salt has not been 
prohibitory ; that we have imported a consid- 


erable quantity during the last fiscal year. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, we cannot get along with- 
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out foreign salt. I holdin my hands a state- 
ment made in answer to an inquiry, and 
directed to me, from a pork-packer in St, 
Louis, who represents one of the largest pork- 
packing establishments in the West. He states 
that they prefer foreign salt. for certain kinds 
of pork-packing, because it has more curing 
qualities in it. Whether that is correct or not, 
1 am no judge; but they who ought to be 
judges consider it so. ‘They say they must 
import the Turk’s Island salt for certain pork- 
packing purposes, and they do import it, 
Before this tax was put on they imported it, 
and in St. Louis they paid about one dollar 
per sack for it. Since the present tariff has 
been put on the price has been raised to over 
two dollars per sack. 

When gentlemen appeared before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and argued against 
the report of the tariff on salt, I looked at the 
St. Louis papers, and I found that domestic 
salt was quoted at three dollars per barrel. I 
know not what it is to-day, but it ranged from 
$2 60 to $2 70 last year, I remember, Before 
this tariff was put on, domestic salt sold at 
about $1 70 per barrel. Therefore, so far as .: 
the southwestern markets at least are con- | 
cerned, this tariff has raised the price of salt, 

Mr. CONGER. What tariff? 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The tariff on salt, 

Mr. CONGER. The tariff on salt has not 
been less than three cents per bushel since 
1842, : 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I say that before 
the present high tariff on salt domestic salt 
sold in St. Louis for $1 70 per barrel; while’ 
this winter it sold for three dollars per barrel, °‘ 
and last year it ranged from $2 60 to $2 70°. 
per barrel. I have the figures here. The 
tariff on salt has not been changed, I believe,’ 
since 1862; but I am referring to the price of 
salt in 1860. : 

Mr. CONGER. Salt has become cheaper 
in Michigan. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman saya. < 
that salt has become cheaper in Michigan. I=; 
have no doubt of that; it ought to be cheaper 
right there in the locality where it is made. 

Mr. CONGR. And it is cheaper in all 
the lake ports. i 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Yes, because in: 
the first place foreign salt must be freighted 
across the ocean and then carried by rail to 
the point of destination—not so, near the 
places where the salt is actually made; those 
places, perhaps, do not have to bear the bur- 
dens of this tariff. But because one district: 
may not feel the weight of this tariff the gen- 
tleman ought not to ask that the balance of 
the country should be made to feel it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I have not felt : 
disposed, nor do I now feel disposed to take. 
much part in the discussion on this tariff bill, , 
because I am against the bill from the first: 
line of it to the last, and I shall demonstrate 
that when we come to the final vote on the” 
bill. This interest of salt, which is now under 
discussion, I suppose is to be treated like 
other interests in this bill, though the question > 
in the first place is one of revenue. When 
you seek to raise revenue, perhaps the first. 
consideration is as to what articles you can” 
raise it on with the least inconvenience to the 
people of the country who have it to pay 
And I submit that this article of salt is one: 
upon which the burden is as light, is as widely 
distributed, and as little felt by those who pay 
it as the burden upon any one article that can: 
be named. 

I hear discussions going on constantly among”. 
gentlemen as if the question of revenue Was: 
not in the case at all, as if these duties were. 
levied not to put money in the Treasury but to 
put money somewhere else. And I hear get 
tlemen, some upon the other side of the House 
and some upon this, say that it was all wrong 
to take the duty from tea and coffee, because 
the revenue derived from those articles went. 
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into the Treasury. But they say it will be all 
right to take it all off coal and salt and those 
things which are produced by tke industry of 
the country. Why? Because, forsooth, some- 
pody in this country produces those things, and 
therefore they get uot a direct benefit, but an 
incidental bencfit therefrom. And I suppose 
that gentlemen on the other side, if anybody 
should be unlucky enough in California or 
elsewhere to find out how they could raise tea 
and coffee so as to supply the amount demanded 
for the consumption of this country, upon their 
theory would be in favor of striking the entire 
duty from tea and coffee because some rascal 
or other had been wicked enough to invent a 
plan by which those articles could be produced 
here, and therefore they would be benefited by 
it; he would be a monopolist, and therefore 
they must hunt him out of the country be- 
cause he is getting what he had no business to 
have. To my mind there is no nonsense that 
can beat that. But, as I said before, I do not 
desire to discuss this question of tariff at large. 
I merely want to say a word or two about salt. 

As to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri [ Mr. FINKELNBURG] in regard to the 
statistics from the State of Michigan, I must 
say that, with the one-sided wrong-headedness 
of all those gentlemen upon that side of this 
question, he could not state the facts as they 
were. With these statistics right before him 
he deliberately deceived the committee. He 
said that they showed that only a certain per 
cent. of the production of salt was labor, and 
then he quoted a single item, which is simply 
the labor in boiling salt. But look at the re- 
mainder of the items going to make up the 
cost of this article. I submit that even a free- 
trader ought to be able to state a thing as it is ; 
but unfortunately men of that class very rarely 
are. 

Here are the statistics to which the gentle- 
man referred. The first is the cost of the 
brine, which is largely labor, but not entirely, 
for in it is embraced the capital which went to 
sink the wells; but it consists largely of the 
labor employed for that purpose, and the 
pumping of the brine, for which laborers are 
constanuy employed. So that a large share 
of the cost of the brine, which is here marked 
at thirteen per cent., is labor. Then comes 
the cost of the fuel, fifty -nine per cent. in 
1866, forty-one per cent. in 1867, thirty-eight 
per cent, in 1868, thirty-nine per cent. in 1869, 
and thirty-one per cent. in 1870. What is 
fuel? Why, sir, it is almost entirely labor. 
At Saginaw, whence these statistics come, the 
fuel employed is wood. It is cutin the forests 
and brought there. The wood as it stands in 
the forests at a distance trom Saginaw is worth 
scarcely anytbing at all. The farmers fre- 
quently cut down the trees and burn them upon 
the ground. The cost of fuel, therefore, is 
labor, and almost entirely labor. The cost 
of barrels is stated at thirty-six per cent. 
Now, according to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, there is no labor in barrels; but accord- 
ing to my idea a barrel is all labor. Then 
there is the cost of inspection. Inspectors 
have to be employed and paid. ‘here is labor 
in that. Then there is the cost of repair of 
kettles and other materials. This item is ten 
per cent. I wonder whether there is any 
abor in that. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, in April, 1871, 
this House voted to make salt free. At this 
Session the Committee of Ways and Means, 
believing, as they.did.in other cases, that per- 
Daps some protection was necessary, determ- 
med to report the duty at eight and twelve 
instead of eighteen and twenty-four. The 
Minority of the committee reported in favor 
of fixing the duty at nine and twelve, but the 
majority, following in this matter the action 
of the Senate, fixed the figures at eight and 
twelve. It seems to me that the present at- 
tempt to increase the duty beyond the recom- 
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mendations of the majority or the minority of 
the Committee of Ways and Means and beyond 
the duty fixed by the Senate ought not to 
prevail. As has been said already, our rec- 
ommendation leaves the duty over one hun- 
dred per cent. 

The gentlemen engaged in carrying on this 
manufacture have resorted to all sorts of de- 
vices in the endeavor to show some necessity 
for the protection they ask. The gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Hererorp | has made 
some complaint on this subject; but it was 
stated before our committee, it has been pub- 
lished as a fact by Mr. Wells, formerly spe- 
cial Commissioner of Revenue, and I believe it 
to be a fact, that the Ohio consolidated com- 
panies have rented the Kanawha salt works 
at a rent of $75,000 a year, in order to close 
them up, because those works can make salt 
cheaper than it can be made anywhere else, 
the reason being that not only the salt water, bat 
the gas to boil it is immediately at hand. 
Hence, those combined companies rent those 
works at $75,000 a year that they may be able 
to keep up their prices by closing up those 
works, And it was proved before the com- 
mittee that a contract was entered into between 
the Onondaga Salt Company of New York 
and the Goderich company of Canada, whereby 
certain tracts of country were to be given up 
to the Canadian company and certain other 
tracts to the Syracuse men, uniform charges 
being fixed by agreement in order to keep up 
the present high prices of salt. The letter 
which was produced before the committee by 
Mr. Hawley, who was himself interested in 
the manufacture of salt, is as follows: 


Syracuse, New York, August, 14, 1871. 

DEAR SIR: The letters of Messrs. Coleman and 
Ransford of the 9th instant, and yours of the 10th 
instant, have been duly received and contents noted. 

The verbal arrangement entered into between 
your committee and this company, when they were 
here a fow days since, wassubstantially as follows: 

It was understood that with the exception of two 
thousand barrels, which you had already agreed to 
ship to Mr. Shaw at Milwaukee, you should allow 
none of your salt to be sent into our western mar- 
kets;in consideration of which we were to hold no 
inducements to Canada partiesto purchase from us. 
This we have done in good faith, and we do not 
believe one barrel of our salt has gone into Canada 
since your committee was here, Webave had num- 
erous applications from parties at Hamilton, To- 
ronto, Kingston, and other points, and could have 
placed a large quantity of salt in your markets had 
we been disposed to discriminate in price; but we 
have in all cases refused to make any concessions 
from our home prices in any case. As soon as the 
arrangement was made we put the price at $1 95 at 
Buffalo and Oswego, havesince advanced it to two 
doliars, and it is now held firmly at the last-named 
price. 

We shall continue this policy (which, so far as we 
are concerned, gives you all of the Canada market) 
so long as you carry out the agreement on your 
part. Butif there should be any influx of your salt 
into our western markets, we should be compelled 
in self-defense to open our ports to the Canadian 
trade at such prices as would insure us the sale ofa 
much larger quantity of our salt than you could 
expect to dispose of in the western markets now 
supplied by us. We should have been glad to have 
taken some of your salt and_ disposed of it for your 
account at Milwaukee and Chicago (as suggested by 
your committee) had such a course been at all pos- 
sible; but in the present state of these markets it 
would have been impossible to do so without utterly 
demoralizing prices and reducing them to absolute 
ruinous rates. The facts are that the western mar- 
kets are very largely overstocked, and will continue 
so during the present year. Our company have now 
about one hundred thousand barrels lying at the 
ports of Buffalo and Oswego awaiting orders for 
shipments. All of our lake siations are also full to 
overflowing, and we have scarcely room for a cargo 
of salt at any Jake port at the present moment. The 
Saginaw and Ohio river manufacturers are in the 
same situation. With this state of things it is not 
difficult to foretell what effect any addition to the 
present surplus from outside parties would have 
upon the market. , . 

Trusting that you may deem it for your interest 
to keep your salt within your own borders, we 
agreeing to keep your entirely out of your market, 
we remain, yours truly, 

7 J. W. BARKER, Secretary. 


Tunoxas Snort, Esq., President, Goderich, Ontario. 


These are the means resorted to to induce 
us to keep up a tariff of one hundred and 
thirty-nine and six tenths per cent. upon salt. 

In 1861 the tariff upon salt was only four 
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cents a bushel. We propose to make. it 
eight cents per hundred pounds. “In this 
article, as in wany others, the manufacturers 
are seeking to continue a high duty, although 
the internal taxes which indacsd the imposi- 
tion of that high tariff have been removed, 
Why not return at least to the tariff of 1861; 
which was four cents a bushel? We have 
made it in this bill eight cents per hundred 
pounds, a bushel being, as I understand, fifty- 
six pounds; so that the duty we propose: is 
higher than the tariff of 1861. x 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, gentle- 
men complain of our action in reference to 
the internal revenue provisions of this bill 
which will come up hereafter and be consid- 
ered in their proper place. Gentlemen com- 
plain we have not done justice in the internal 
revenue part of this bill. I say we have re- 


.duced taxes on tobacco $6,000,000 and have 


made those taxes uniform, gratifying in that 
respect the wishes of everybody. We have 
taken off the penalties compelling men to pay 
$500 fine and imprisoning them for six months. 
Wherever we have found anything which looked 
like a job or anything which looked like an 
outrage in the internal revenue bill, we have 
stricken it out. Wherever we have been told 
of an outrage or a wrong in the internal 
revenue system, we have provided the remedy 
as far as it was possible todo so. We have 
endeavored honestly and fairly to protect every 
man in every business so that he may carry 
it on successfully. We have removed all ob- 
structions from any business of whatever char- 
acter. These complaints, therefore, have no 
foundation in fact. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I propose 
to occupy but a few minutes during this dis- 
cussion of the tariff, no matter how long it 
may continue. I have discovered thus far, in 
the speeches made before the bill was taken 
up and since then, a good deal of the selfish 
enters into this discussion. 

There are certain things herein enumerated 
which are of interest to my constituents. I 
believe with the gentleman from. Illinois that 
salt should be on the free list. I have ever 
believed that the necessaries of life should be, 
all of them, just as far as possible, on the free 
list, and be put on that list as promptly as pos- 
sible. I do not believe there is a single article 
which should go on the free list any quicker 
than the article of salt. It is true it is of 
prime necessity. Mr. Chairman, it should be 
recullected that this article in the farming 
district which I have the honor to represent 
is an article needed at every fireside, on every 
table, on every farm. It caunot be got along 
without. 

Now, it should be recollected by gentlemen 
in the House that this article to us is an 
article almost of luxury. It is both a neces- 
sity anda luxury. The high cost of transport. 
ation we have to submit to brings salt to a 
high figure in the State I have the honor in 
part to represent. Therefore I insist my con- 
stituents ask of me this article be placed on 
the free list. ; 

I do not believe for a moment, Mr. Chair- 
man, that salt needs protection. It does not 
need any bonus; it calls for no protection ; 
it does not need it; it can live alone; it is 
an industry which does not call for it. What 
we should do is to make the tariff in the inter- 
est of the masses, Whatever we may say about 
statistics, the wealth of the vation is in the 
strong arms and hands of the laboring masses 
of the country, and our statistics for years to 
come will witness, not as to our splendid 
diplomacy and legislation, but to the strong 
men who work upon the soil and in the work- 
shops of the country. 

We cannot neglect the farming interests of 
the country. We have no mauufactories: in 


my State. Weare an agricultural State almost 
entirely for the present. The articles of iron 
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and salt we need. I am glad that tea and 
coffee have been placed upon the free list. 
Iron, steel, salt, all these articles, should also 
be given to us at the lowest possible rate. 

Now, it has been eaid, Mr. Chairman, we are 
to regard the interests of labor of those who 
are interested and at work in this branch of 
industry. it is a little remarkable these special 
interests are unable to give exactly the number 
of men employed. If we take notes as this 
discussion runs along, when we get through we 
will find L think we have a much larger popu- 
lation than is shown by the census. We have 
seventy five thousand engaged in the bitumin- 
ous coal interest, we have untold millions in 
iron, and now we have many thousands in 
salt, and if we were only to keep notes of the 
large numberof men engaged in these separate 
classes of business we should find that we 
would have a population of upward of sixty 
millions. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr, BURCHARD. So far as salt is an article 
of necessity, | agree with the gentlemen who 
have spoken upon this subject that it ought 
to be put upon the free list. But 1 believe it is 
n proper subject for a low revenue duty. We 
have always bad, or at least for a great many 
years have had, a duty on salt. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman state 
the time when there was no duty on salt? 

Mr. BURCHARD. 1 believe there was no 
time when it was free. Some of the tables 
report that from 1846 lo 1857, and from 1857 
to 1861 it was feee. But i believe that under | 
the tariff of 1846 there was a duty on it of 
twenty per cent, ad valorem, and in 1857 there 
wasa duty on if of fifteen per cent. ud valorem. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 think the gemileman | 


salt was free. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The Treasury reports | 
‘include it among the dutiable articles in the 
tariff of 1846 at twenty per cent., and in the 
tariif of 1857 at fifteen per cent, That, how- 
ever, was perhaps merely the Treasury con- | 
struction of the law, 

But | wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that when the duty on salt 
was light the price was high, and when the 
duty on salt was reduced the price of salt fell, 

{ have submitted to the committee already | 
some tables showing the excessive bounty paid 
to the men engaged in the production of salt, 
being over six hundred dollars per annum for 
each man. [| call this a bounty, because the | 
Treasury report of 1868, giving the prices of 
salt for a number of years, shows that under 
the tariff of 1832 the average price of Turk’s 
[gland salt, when the duty was ten cents a 
bushel, was thirty-seven and a half cents. In | 
lsdz the duty was reduced to eight cents per | 
bushel, and the price tell to thirsy-two cents. | 
Under the low tariff of 1846 and 1857 it fell to | 
nineteen cents. Now, forthe lust seven years, 
under a duty of eighteen ceuts per hundred | 
pounds, it has been thirty-eight, forty, forty- | 
j 

i 


two, aud forty-four cents. The average [| 
believe may be stated at thirly-six cents a | 
bushel. i 

l ask the committee to look at this table, | 
which conclusively proves that the consumer 
pays the duty, and the price is increased by 
us Continuance. | 

l take the average wholesale price for Liver- | 
pool sack and Turk’s Island salt during each 
of the different tariffs since 1825. 

Note the reduction in price following the | 
reduction in duty, and subsequent increased | 
price upon increase of duty to present rate: | 


Lurk’s | 

Duty per Liverpool, Istand, | 

Year. bushel. per saek. ets. per | 

bushel. | 

1825 to 1830..... 20 cents $2 34 50} | 
TBE onioni 5 cents 1 92 50? 
1831 to 1842.. 10 vents 177 3T 
1842 to 1846 8 cents, 1 39) 32$ 
836 to Ls 20 percent. 1 244 205 

1857 to 18061.. souk por cont, qT 19 


Mr. MAYNARD. From what report does 
the gentleman take those facts? 

Mr. BURCHARD. From the Treasury 
report published in 1863, containing a state- 
ment of the wholesale prices in New York of 
articles in general use from 1825 to 1863. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Who is the author of 
that report? 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is an official report, 
issued by a Republican Administration, and it 
js entitled to confidence unless disputed. It 
is published by those having no interest in 
giving any but the facts. When gentlemen 
come here with partial statements by manu- 
facturers and others, who are personally inter- 
ested, you may question their statement; but 
when you find the official report taken from 
your official records, which are open to exam- 
ination by any man, L think you can safely 
accept such testimony. 

Now, one word in regard to this bounty. It 
is now, as I have said, $600 per annum. This 
is shown by the official census report, which 
gives as the number of men employed in 1860 
two thousand. Dividing the product of the 
number of bushels of salt manufactured iu 


1860, (12,190,993 bushels,) as shown by the | 


census returns bythe present average duty per 
bushel (eleven and three quarter cents) by the 


number of men employed, it is evident that į 


present rates give a bounty of $600 per man. 
A similar result is shown even if we take the 
statement of the salt company themselves. I 
have here a statement from the Onondaga 
Salt, Company which gives the number of men 
employed as less than three thousand, includ- 
ing coopers and other employés, It states also 
the amount of salt manufactured by that com- 


| nany at eight million bushels, which is con- 
will find that under the tariffs of L546 and 1807 |; ee g : 


tirmed by the statement made by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Dugnn.] The aver- 
age duty at eleven cents a bushel would make 
$880,000 as the increased cost resulting from 
the tariff, giving a bounty of $300 per annum 
to each man. I submit that this is a higher 
bounty than the salt-makers are entitled to. {s 
not half that amount, $150 per annum, all that 
ought to be paid? Isnot ten dollars permonth 
contribution from the general wealth for each 
man employed all that these corporations 
ought to ask? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
ouly a few words in regard to the pending 
paragraph, I have taken no part thus far this 
session in the antagonism on this floor on the 
subject of the tariff. I do not sympathize 
with either of the extremes that L find de- 
ployed here on this question. 

It is clear to my mind that no violent change 
will be made or ought to be madein the tariff 
this session, and yet it is clear that this House 
desires to make some reduction in our inter- 
nal aud tariff taxation, and that this is the 
expectation of the country, the recommenda- 
tion of the President and the Sevretary of the 
Treasury. 

How sball that reduction be made, so far as 
the tariff is concerned? 

But there are two things it seems to me 


to which every reasonable protectionist and | 
reasonable free-trader—and I hope | 


every 
there are some reasonable men of both classes 
in the House—ought to agree. If they mean 
that we shall redace the tariff at all, I say they 
ought to agree to two things, which E will 
name, 

In the first place, when Congress put on an 
increased tariff rate to make up for the in- 
crease of the internal revenue tax, amounting 
to ten per cent. on the whole body of dutiable 
articles, it was agreed at the time to bea tem- 
porary increase to compensate for the internal 
tax and only toremain while the tax remained. 
I say, then, that gentlemen ought to agree to 
fulfill the promise then made to the country 
and take off that extra compensatory increase. 
That is the first thing. 


The second is, they ought to go through the 
tariff list, and when they come to any one duty 
that towers away up like a mountain above 
the line of perpetual frost, beyond all reason- 
able protection on any man’s theory, unless 
he be aprohibitionist, they ought then to scale 
down such mountain peaks as those. Now, 
if there be any such peaks at all, I think we 
have one of them here in this article now 
under consideration. 

In the first place, let it be known that much 
of the salt product of this country has been 
sent into Canada for two years past and sold 
in successful competition with the free salt 
made there, and imported, on which no duty 
whatever is levied, and no man willdeny it. It 
proves successfully that the producers of ` 
American salt can sell it even in a free-trade 
market, and that the rate of duty provided in 
the bill is ample for all reasonable purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Permit me to-ask the gen- 
tleman if he knows under what circumstances 
that salt was so sold? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I believe I 
know the circumstances under which it was 
sold. And I know moreover that for nearly’ 
two years the wholesale price of American salt 
in Toronto, Canada, was a dollar lower per 
barrel than the same salt was selling for from 
the New York side of the lake. That is, we 
produced it, shipped it across, paying what- 
ever portage, freights, and transportation were 
required, and then sold it to our Canadian 
neighbors at a dollar a barrel less than it was 
sold to American people on our own shores, 
Certainly gentlemen do not want œ duty con: - 
tinued that enables that thing to be done. 

I hold in my hand a copy of a contract made 
between the Onondaga Salt Company and a 
Canadian salt company, signed and dated, and 
alluding to an arrangement made between 
them, ‘The arrangement was this: if you will 
not send any of your Canadian salt into our 
western States we will not send any of our 
American salt into any of the Canadian prov- 
inces, and we wiil also both put up prices, 
ue language of one paragraph of the letter is 
this: 


“As soon as the arrangement was made we put the 
price up to $1 95 at Buffalo aud Oswego, and have 
since advanced it to two dollars, and it is now hel 
firmly at the last-named price.” 


Now, I ask gentlemen of tbis House whether 
an industry standing ou such ground as that, 
with its mountain peaks rising into the skies, 
cannot bear some reduction and leave it still 
with about one hundred per cent. protection? 
All that can be done, and then not affect the 
principle of protection. I stand by the com- 
mittee against all attempts to increase the 
duty. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis evident that we cannot 
get avote on this paragraph this afternoon. 
As there is to be an eveving session, I will 
move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had bad: 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resoiution thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that when the 
House shall again resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon this subject of the tari 
all debate on the pending paragraph shall be 
closed in twenty minutes. : ; 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that motion will not 
be adopted. : 

‘Mr. HAY. 
on that subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
now take a recess. ; 

Mr. DAWES. Let us first settle this ques’. 


I hope not; I want to be heard 


I move that the House 


| tion of closing debate. : 
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Mr. CONGER. 


not insist upon that. 
Mr. DAWES. Well, I will say thirty min- 


I hope the gentleman will 


tes. 
i Mr. CONGER. I may not even then b 
able to obtain the floor. ; 
Pending the motion to close debate, 


DEFICLENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment 
of the following members as the committee 
of conference on the part of the House on the 
digagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
1654) making appropriations to supply deti- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, and for former years, and for 
other purposes, namely: Mr. GARFIELD of 
Ohio, Mr. Potayp of Vermont, and Mr. 
“MarsHALy of Illinois. 

GEORGE ANDREWS. 


Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, in- | 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2694) for'the relief 
of George Andrews; which was read a first | 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. i 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Burolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the | 
same: i 

An act (S. No. 696) to authorize the con- 
strnction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at Boonville, Missouri; 

An act (H. R. No. 1080) to regulate elections 
in Washington and Idaho Territories ; 

‘An act (E. R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 
preémption and homestead entry, as provided 
for in existing laws. 

LAY’S TORPEDO PLAN. i 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy and the chief of | 
ordnance, in relation to Lay’s torpedo plan ; 
which was referred to the Commiitee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. i 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment 
of Mr. Sarcpya, Mr. SHANKS, and Mr. Swann 
as the committee of conference upon the part 
of the House on the Indian appropriation biil. | 

EXECUTION OF LAWS IN UTAH. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on the i; 
Judiciary, a bill (H. R. No. 2695) to aid the | 
execution of the laws iu the Territory of Utah; | 
which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted, uot 
to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

WILLIAM A. SHLMONECH. 

On motion of Mr. COBURN, by unanimous | 
consent, the Committee on Miltary Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of William A. Shimonech, ask- 
Ing bounty as a soldier in the late war; and 
the same was referred to the Commitee on 
lavalid Pensions. | 

KEMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. TERRY, by unanimous consent, intro- | 
duced a biil (A R. No. 2696) to remove | 
political disabilities; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. | 

DEBATH ON TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I now ask a vote on my | 
Motion that when the House shall again go 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill 


debate on the subject of salt terminate in 
half au hour. 


Mr. CONGER. 
hot be agreed to. 


I hope that motion will 


i 


The motion was agreed to, there being— 
ayes 91, noes 39. i 

Mr. DAWES. 
take a recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and forty minutes p.m.) the 
House took a recess till half past seven p. m. 


I now move that the House 


EVENING SESSION. 


Agreeably to order, the House reassembled 
at halfpast seven o’clock p. m. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The business assigned 
for this evening’s session is the consideration 
of reports from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. At the adjournment 
last night we were dividing on the previous 
question upon the soldiers’ land bounty bill. 
As there are some gentlemen now absent who 
would probably like to vote on the question, Í 
ask unanimous consent that this bili may be 
laid aside, to be taken up later in the evening, 
probably at the close of the evening, and in 
the mean time we may proceed with business 
about which there is no controversy. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I should object to this 
bill going over to to-morrow morning as 
unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. It would go over as un- 
finished business, if under consideration at 
the adjournment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Ishould object to that, 
because the Military Committee have two 
evening sessions besides their regular morning 

our. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs is the next to be called in the 
morning hour. If the bill goes over it might. 
be agreed that it should go over till the next 
call of that committee during the morning 
hour. . 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
jection to that. 

TheSPBAKER. The bill might as well be 
recommitted as it can be reported whenever 
the committee has a morning hour. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Lask, then, that it be 
recommiitted. : 

Mr. BURCHARD. With the understand- 
ing that it shall not be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaje hears no ob- 
jection to that understands, and ìt wiil be 
so ordered. 

NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr: COBURN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that is pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
1272) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish and protect national cemeteries,”’ 
approved February 22, 1867. 

The bill, which was read, provides that sec- 
tion one of an act entitled ‘* An act to estab- 
lish and to protect national cemeteries,’ ap- 
proved February 22, 1867, be amended as fol- 
lows: the Secretary of War shall cause each 
grave to be marked with a small head stone, 
with the name of the soldier and the name of 
his State inscribed thereon, when the same 
are known, in addition to the number required 
to be inscribed by said section; and he shall, 
witkin ninety days from the passage of this 
act, advertise for sealed proposals of bids for 
the making and erection of such head-stones, 
which advertisements shall be made for sixty 
days successively in at least twenty news: 
papers of general circulation in the United 
States, aud shall call for bids for the doing of 
said work, in whole orin part; and upon the 
opening of such bids, the Secretary of War 
shall, without delay, award the contracts for 
said work to the lowest responsible bidder or 
bidders, in whole or in part; and said bidders 
shall give bond to his satisfaction for the faith- 
ful completion of the work. i 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 


I should have no ob- 


a word on this bill. The law at present re- 
quires the head-boards we now erect, and. the 
name to be put on them and registered. The 
only change in the law is that the name of the 
man and his State should be put upon the bhead- 
stone. Jt strikes me if we can afford-to do 
anything we can afford to put on the name of. 
the man who died for his country. ‘The pres- 
ent boards cost from seventy-five cents to two 
dollars and’a half apiece. Good stones can be 
erected, twenty-seven by ten. inches, at about 
three dollars apiece. . I have estimates from 
men engaged in the business. I shall ask two 
papers to be read. We will have to renew 
these boards by the thousands in a few years. 
Little iron blocks put upon the graves ag the 
Quartermaster General. suggests, would be 
stolen for oldiron. ‘The only way is to put head- 
stones which will only cost a little more than 
these board, and they will be permanent and 


; endure for all time. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. Ù., Junuary 9, 1872. 

GENERAL: In reply to yours of the 6th instant, re- 
questing information relative to erecting wooden 
head-boards at soldiers’ graves in nativual ceme- 
teries, replacing those decayed by wooden stakes, and 
inviting suggestions as to legislation. and statement 
of facts necessary in the consideration of the subject, 
I have the honor to report as follows: 

The cost of the wooden head-bourds originally 
placed at the graves of deceased Union soldiers was 


from seventy-five cents to $2 50, or at an average of - 


$1 55 eacb. From the Ist of Juty, 1870, to January 1, 
Is7z, thirty thousand six hundred and fifteen heade 
stakes were erected to replace decayed wooden bead- 
boards, atan average cost of thirty-fonr and ove third 
cents each, or an aggregate cost of $10,419 50, 

The act of Congress of February 22, 1867, ‘to es- 
tabiisk and to protect national cemeteries,” pre- 
scribes that the Secretary of War shall “cause each 
grave to be marked with asmall bead-stone or block 
with the number of the grave inscribed thereon, 
corresponding with the number opposite to the name 
of the party in a register of burials to be kept at 
each cemetery, and at the office of the Quar ermas- 
ter General, which shall set forth the name, rank, 
company, regiment, and date of death of the officer 
or soldier; or, ifunknown, it shall be so recorded.” 

During the month of November, 1866, proposals 
for zinked cast-iron head-blocks, with name, rank 
company, regiment, date of death, and number of 
grave cast thereon, were largely advertised for trom 
this office; the bids were received and opened in the 
presence of the bidders on November 30, 1866 

The lowest bid was that of Messrs. Strong & 
Donohoe, of this city, who offered to deliver at the 
cemeteries the whole number, 818,000, for $367,602, 
or at an average of $1 15 317-530 eacb. 

All the bids, together with a calculated schedule, 
and a tabular statement of the various prices, were 
transmitted to the War Departwent December 17, 
1866; but no action was had in the matter for about, 
one year. 

On December 19, 1867; the acting Quartermaster 
General (Brevet Major General D. I. Rucker) for- 
warded tothe War Department a report on grave- 
warks, walls, and lodges. In regard to head-blocks 
le reported the action of this ofliceas above detailed, 
and continued as follows: 

“I have the honor further to state that a board to 
consider the subject of head-stones or head-blocks, 
consisting of General U. S. Grant, Brevet M: jor 
Generals M. C. Meigs, Quartermaster General; J. 
K. Barnes, Surgeon General; A. Dyer, chief of 
ordnanec, and A. A. Humphreys, chief of engi- 
neers, United States Army, was appointed by 
Special Orders No. 235, Adjutant General’s Office, 
ot May 7, 1867, and reported to the Secretary, of 
War May 9, 1867, that the board is of the opinion 
that the cast-iron head-block referred to above is 
the best, most durable, most economical, and most 
appropriate form of head-block; and that their 
average cost is $1 15 317-530, being the lowest of one 
hundred and five bids received by the Quarter- 
master General, and that the aggregate cost of the 
318,000 required is $367,602. i 

“Brevet Major General A. B. Dyer, chief of ord- 
nance, in a separate report, annexed to the above, 
gives it as bis opinion thet where wooden lead- 
boards have been put over the graves it will be on 
unnecessary expense to replace them with the cast- 
iron head-blocks, and that it is not at all important 


| that each grave should have a head-block. 


“ The same board was convened May 13, 1867, (by 
an indorsement. by order of the Secretary of War, 
on a letter of Messrs. Nessle and Tuylor,) and re- 
ported to the Secretary of War, May 16, 1867, that 
none of the various propositions of Messrs. Nessle 
and Taylor, or others, offers a head-block superior 
in durability and economy to the one recommen 
for adoption in their report of May 9. 1867. 

“The same board was reconvened May 24, 1867, 
to examine and report upou all propositions whic 
should be submitted to it, and reported to the Seo- 
retary of War, June 3, 1867, that it adhered to che 
conclusions previously arrived at; and reported 
further that the blocks of hot cast porcelain 4re ag 
good and durable as those of cast iron ; butthe board 
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is not informed of the least cost at which head- 
blocks made of hot cast porcelain could be fur- 
nisbed. , 

“The board further recommends that where paint- 
ed head-boards already mark the graves, the new 
blocks should not be substituted, until the wooden 
marks are decayed, 

“That where the graves are not thus marked 
the quartermaster’s department proceed to mark 
them with the blocks recommended in the former 
reports; but the contract be subject to annulment 
at any time, and that new contracts be entered 
into for head-blocks of other material whenever it 
is shown to_be desirable. j 

“ Brevet Major General M. C. Meigs, Quartermas- 
ter General United States Army, ina note adds that 
he is of the opinion that the process of marking all 
the graves with permanent marks should at once be 
begun and steadily prosecuted to completion; and 
that contractsshould be made for all the head-blocks 
needed, based upon the specifications and condi- 
tions already published. 

With the report General Rucker also forwarded 
new samples of cast-iron head-blocks, zinked, with a 
number only thereon, estimated to range in price 
from fifty cents to one dollar each, and marble head- 
stones with a number only thereon, estimated to 
cost about one dollar and fifty cents cach, and rec- 
ommended that the cast-iron head-blocks, with 
number thereon, large size, at one dollar each, be 
adopted, ‘provided it shall be deemed too expen- 
sive to crect stone blocks, after definitely ascertain- 
ing the true cost of the same.” 

Tho greater portion of that report referred to 
permanent fences and lodges. It was returned to 
this office on January 3, 1868, with the following in- 
dorsement: : 

“Ereet the fonces and lodges, but do nothing 
about the head-stones, 

* By order of the Secretary of War. 

“ED. SOHRIVER, Inspector General. 

“January 3, 1868.” 


In a report to the Secretary of War of December 
22, 1868, the Quartermaster General (General M. ©. 
Meigs) said: 

“Tdo not concur in the recommendations of the 
acting Quartermaster General, (above cited.) I 

avoscen no pattern of eastiron houd-blocksso suit- 
able ns those upon which the advertisoment and 
specificntions of 1866 were based; and F think that 

ho monument placed at tho head of each grave 
should bear tho namo of the occupant as woll as the 
number of the grave, 

“YT do not believe that those who visit the graves 
of their relatives would have any satisfaction in 
finding them ticketod and numbered like London 
policemen, or convicts, very civilized man desires 
to have his friend’s name marked on his monu- 
ment.” 

In tho annual reports of the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral for the years 1868, 1869, 1870, und 1871, attention 
has been invited to the subject of marking perma- 
nently the soldiers’ gravos, without oliciting, how- 
over, any instruotious 80 carry into effect the law of 
Fehrusry 22, 1867. 

A variety of samples of iron blocks, zinked, 
printed, and enameled, and of marble, granito, 

imestonc, sandstone, sinto, und concrete blocks, 
have been filed in this ofiee, marked at informal 
prices in some instances, varying from one to three 
dollars cach. No definite price can be furnished 
excopt in oaso of the zinked cast-iron head-blocks 
advertised for in 1866, 

In s discussion in the Sonate of the United States, 
Groner eiatonel Globe, 1867, page 540,) Senators Wado, 
RaMsEY, und Connosa opposed the form and mate- 
rinl adopted by the War Department. 

It will thus be soon that no further legislation is 
necessary, except to provide an Appropriation to 
carry out that part of the act of February 22, 1867, 
which requires permanent head-blooks, the balance 
of the appropriation mude by thut uct having 
reverted to the Treasury, under the provisions of 
act of Congress of July 12, 1870. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

à ROB. ALLEN, 
Acting Quartermaster General. 
Hon, Jons Copurn, M. C., Chairman of Committee on 
Military A uire, House of Representatives. 


y Boston, March 7, 1872. 
To whom it may concern: 

Wo will furnish, of light blue marble, tho head- 
stones, say 2310 inches, one inch thick, oval tops, 
nine inches of same to be wedge-shape to set in the 
ground, lettered, (number of letters not to exceed 
thirty on an average to a stone,) face polished, let- 
ters unpolished, for, CAC wo. essence seneee aver eens B2 85 

23X10, two inches thick, oval tops, otherwise same 
as first mentioned, each........ ATOSE Sheets $3 45 

23X10, one inch thick, square tops, otherwise same 
as first mentioned, 80h... esesasecreeseeeee B2 05 
23X10,two inches thick, square tops,otherwise same 
as HSE meñtioned, COCK... ceceswerecsseseesessererenerees D3 LO 
27x10, one inch thick, oval top, otherwise same as 
first mentioned, COCD...cccsscseceassssesee sarees neea B3 OO 
27X10, two inches thick, ovaltops, otherwise same 
as first mentioned, eac 3 75 
27X10, one inch thick, square top, otherwise same 


as above mentioned, cach... ee Saasseesh casts $2 80 
27X10, two inches thick, square top, otherwisesame 
as first mentioned, each........ £ 


These prices are delivered on board cars or vessel 
at Boston. A. S. & J. GEAR & CO. 


Mr. COBURN. I now demand the previous 
question. 


The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AUGUSTA ARSENAL, GEORGIA. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back a bill (S. No. 626) 
to authorize the sale of certain public property 
at Augusta, Georgia, with a substitute. 

The Senate bill, which was read, provides 
that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to effect the sale of a tract of one 
hundred and sixty-eight acres of land, more 
or less, sitnated about two miles anda half 
from the present United States arsenal at 
Augusta, Georgia, which comprises the site 
of the old United States arsenal and the ad- 
joining land purchased by the so-called con- 
tederate States, which fell tothe United States 
as captured property, and of all the material 
and buildings of the powder-works, erected by 
the so-called confederate government thereon, 
on the most advantageous terms to the United 
States. 

The first section of the substitute, which 
was read, provides that all after the enacting 
clause be stricken out, and the following 
inserted in lieu thereof: 

That the Sceretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to sell, in whole, or in such 
subdivisions as shall, in his opinion, secure the 
groatest amount of money, either by public auction, 
or by inviting proposals for the purchase thereof, 
and in gither case to tho highest bidder, ail the 
lands and tenements belonging to the United States 
at Rome, Now York ; Vergennes, Vermont ; Fayette- 
ville, North Carolina; Mount Vernon, Alabama; 
and Chattahoochee, Florida, now or heretofore used 
for ursenal purposes, and known, respectively, as 
Rome arsenal, Champlain arsenal, North Carolina 
arsenal, Mount Vernon arsenal, and Appalach- 
icolw arsenal; also the captured lauds and tene- 
monts belonging to the United States at Shreve- 
port, Louisiana, Marshall and Jefferson, Texas, aud 
in Marion and Davis counties, Texas, and a 
tract of one hundred and sixty-eight acres of 
land, moro or less, situated about two and a half 
miles from the present United States arsenal at 
Augusta, Georgia, which comprises the site of the 
old United States arsenal and the adjoining land 
purchased by the so-called confederate States, 
which fell to th United States as captured prop- 
erty, and all of material and buildings of the 
powder-works orected by the so-called confederate 
government thereon: Provided, That no sale shall 
be mado under this act until the time, terms, place 
and mode thereof shall have been published in one 
of the principal newspapers in the city of Washing- 
ton, in two of the principal papers printed at the 
capital of the State, and one paper printed in 
the county in which tho arsenal or lands to be sold 
are situated, for the space of sixty days prior to the 
sale. If no newspaper is printed in the county 
where tho property to be sold is situated, then the 
notico shall be published in a newspaper printed in 
any adjoining county. 

The second section of the substitute pro- 
vides that the terms of payment for the prop- 
erty above directed to be sold shall bein all cases 
not less than one fourth cash, and the remainder 
on a credit of one, two, and three years, with 
interest at six per cent. per annum, secured 
by bond and surety from the purchaser or 
purchasers, and the Secretary of War is em- 
powered and required, on receiving the pur- 
chase-money in full, to execute all necessary 
deeds of said property to the purchaser or 
purchasers thereof on behalf of the United 
States. 

The third section of the substitute provides 
that the proceeds of said sales, after paying 
the necessary expenses thereof, shall, upon 
receipt of the same, be paid by the Secretary 
of War into the Treasury. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third (ime, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on th 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the title be 
amended by striking out the words “at 
Augusta, Georgia.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 


INSPECTOR GENERAL’ DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit. 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2186) to 
authorize an appointment in the Inspector 
General's department. : 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President to nominate, and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint, 
Nelson H. Davis, of the Inspector General's 
department, to the rank and place therein to: 
which he is entitled, and which he would have:. 
held had the law of promotions by seniority 
under the act of March 8, 1851, and the Army. 
regulations of 1863 been carried out; pro» 
vided that no officer in said department shall; 
by this act, be reduced from his present grade, 
nor shall any pay or allowance be made to 
any officer under it except from the date of 
his confirmation; and provided further that 
no promotion to the grade of Inspector Gen- 
eral shall hereafter be made until the number 
of inspectors general is reduced to four. 

The bill was crdered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote” 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAJOR ABRAM BEELER, 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same com: 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda». 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1829) 
for the settlement of the accounts of Ma- 
jor Abram Beeler, late paymaster of United” 
States volunteers. r 

The bill was read. It authorizes the ac 
counting officers in the Third Auditor's office. 
of the Treasury Department to settle the 
account of Major Abram Beeler, late pay-. 
master of United States volunteers, and credit’ 
him with such amount and items as stand’ 
charged against him, and which they may. 
reasonably believe he could have accounted. 
for and had credited to his account had he not 
been suddenly killed by guerrillas, while in, 
the discharge of his duty, on the 27th of Octo- 
ber, A. D. 1864. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was. 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the: 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN L. BULLARD, 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1428) for. 
the relief of John L. Bullard. ; 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, 
in settling and adjusting the accounts of Joba 
L. Bullard, late captain and commissary of 
subsistence of United States volunteers, fe 
credit said John L. Bullard, late captain aod 
commissary of subsistence of United States. 
volunteers, with the sum of $9,690 50, being 
the amount of Government funds which was 
disbursed by him, without his default, om 
forged certificates for commutation of rations 
of prisoners. ge 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and. 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wa 
according read the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote, 
by which the bill was passed; and also move 
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hat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


able. f 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAJOR JOHN W. TODD. 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 
ee, reported back, with the recommendation 
hat it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1709) for 
he relief Major John W. Todd. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department in the settlement of the accounts 
of Major John W. Todd, of the ordnance de- 
partment, United States Army, to credit him 
with the sam of $3,000, upon production by 
said officer of satisfactory proof that said 
amount was stolen from him by a clerk as- 
: signed to duty under him by competent mili- 
` tary authority, and that such loss occurred 
‘through no fault or negligence on the part of 
- gaid officer. 
~The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
© read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
wag accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely on petitions and bills 
of the following titles; and the same were sev- 
erally laid upon the table; 

Petition of Lieutenant B. B. Waller, twen- 
tieth Kentucky infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 156) to place Lieutenant 
Oliver Lumphney on the retired list of Army 
officers, with like pay as other officers of the 
same grade upon the retired list ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2140) creating a profes- 
sorship of dental surgery at the United States 
Military Academy at West Point and the 
United States Naval Academy at Annapolis ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1826) for the relief of Jacob 
Dice, of Fountain county, Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 241) to relieve all’ per- 


sons engaged in the volanteer military service | 


of the United States at the close of the war of 
the rebellion from the disability of desertion 
on account of absenting themselves from their 
respective regiments and companies without 
eave; and 

Petition of Schuyler Hamilton, of New York, 
to be placed on the retired list of the Army, to 
date from February 27, 1863. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the above-named petitions and bills 
were laid on the table; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2697) relative 
to retired officers of the Army; which was read 
a first ond second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. The first section provides 

that all officers of the United States Army who 
may hereafter be retired shall be retired upon 
the actual rank held by them at the date of 
retirement. 
The second section provides that hereafter 
all retired officers shall be paid the amount 
prescribed for retired officers of the rank held 
by them in the regular Army at the date of 
their retirement; and that the thirty-second 
section of the act to fix the military peace 
establishment of the United States, approved 
July 28, 1866, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does this bill increase 
the pay of retired officers? 

Mr. SLOCUM. - No, sir; it decreases the 
pay of all of ther 


Mr. HOAR. Is this a substitute for the 
Senate bill on that subject ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Itis not; thisis a bill that 
originated in the House Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a Senate bill 
before the committee relating to this same 
general subject? 

Mr. SLOCUM. I have no recollection of 


by. 
Mr. STOUGHTON. There is none. 

Mr. DUELL. Does this bill repeal the exist- 
ing provision of law upon this subject? 

Mr. SLOCUM. It repeals the thirty-second 
section of the act fixing the military peace 
establishment. 

Mr. DUELL. I have received letters from 
two or three officers who are retired under the 
present act to which my colleague [Mr. SLO- 
cum] has referred, and who are very strongly 
opposed to the passage of this bill. It seems 
to me that we shall do injustice to a very mer- 
itorious class of officers who served their coun- 
try faithfully, many of whom lost limbs in the 
service, and who have been retired under the 
present act. It seems to me that act ought 
not to be disturbed, but ought to remain in 
force. 

Mr. PETERS. Does this bill take the 
emoluments and pay from officers who have 
already received it, and also cut them down in 
their emoluments ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will state the effect of 
the bill. Some three months ago I introduced 
a bill repealing that section of the law of 1866 
which allowed officers to be retired at a rank 
above that which they ever held in actual ser- 
vice, repealing the law under which captains 
were retired as major generals, and lieutenants 
as brigadier generals, but not disturbing them 
up to the present time. When that subject 
came before the Military Committee for con- 
sideration, that committee, with entire unan- 
imity, agreed upon a bill that should apply-to 
those now on the retired list, putting them all 
upon the same footing under the same law 
which has prevailed in our Government since 
its foundation to the present time. ‘That law 
was one which retired officers according to the 
actual rank held by them at the time of their 
retirement. 

This is uot my bill; but it is one which I 
am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report. I believe it is a just and 
proper measure and that it should pass. Itis 
very well for gentlemen to say that it will be 
injurious to certain individuals. That is true; 
thereis no question about that. But all through 
our country there are men who are now draw- 
ing no pay whatever; in every town and vil- 
lage throughout this land there are crippled 
officers and soldiers who are receiving no 
bounty whatever from the Government. It is 
a glaring injustice to have some favored few 
who have never held any rank above that of 
captain drawing pay as general officers. We 
propose to stop all that; [ think it is right and 
proper to do so, and I believe no gentleman 
can rise on this floor and offer any reasonable 
objection to it. 

Mr. PETERS. Does this bill take from 
retired officers what has already been reccived 
by them? 

Mr. SLOCUM. It does not. 

Mr. PETERS. It affects their pay for the 
future. 

Mr. SLOCUM. From and after the passage 
of this bill, young men who held the rank of 
captain, and under the provision of the present 
law have been retired as general officers, will 
have their pay brought down to that of captain, 
as it ought to be. pal 

Mr. PETERS. I think when the invitation 
has been given an officer, and he has accepted 
it and has been retired upon larger pay, and 
has received it to the present time, he ought 
to continue to receive it. 

Mr, SLOCUM. I introduced a bill pro- 


2 


viding for exactly what the gentleman desires; 
but the committee overruled me unanimously. 
I think there was not a dissenting voice in the 
committee. oe 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow ` 
me to offeran amendment which will test the 
sense of the House upon the proposition which 
was embraced in his bill? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Certainly. 

Mr. DONNAN. My colleague on the cóm- 
mittee, the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
Siocum, ] states that this bill is the unanimous 
report of the committee. In that he ig mis., 
taken ; it is only the report of the majority of 
the committee, and in my opinion it ought not 
to pass. In cases where officers, for merito- 
rious conduct in the volunteer service, have 
been retired upon the rank which they earned 
at the cost of a leg, or an arm, or an almost 
fatal wound, it will take from such men the 
pay we have heretofore granted them. To 
that I object; and I so voted in the committee. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Itake back what I have 
said about the bill being unanimously reported. 
I was under that impression; but I find that I 
was mistaken. 

Mr. HALE. { have añ amendment to offer 
which will embody the proposition indicated 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sto- 
cum.] By his leave I wish to say a word in 
support of that proposition. 

The House will bear in mind that all our 
legislation upon the Army and Navy has been 
upon the basis of not cutting down ranks pre- 
viously established. Of course there have 
been done, with regard to both Army and Navy, 
many things which upon exact scrutiny might 
not perhaps have been done. But wherever 
deserving men have gained a position, and 
have made their plans in life dependent upon 
it, we have always been careful that they 
should not be injuriously affected by any new 
legislation. We have provided, for instance, 
that certain ranks and certain pay should ex- 
pire with the lives of the persons holding the 
rank or drawing the pay. But in all our legis- 
lation we have sedulously provided that no 
deserving man who has gained a position, or 
rank, or pay, should have that taken away 
and all his calculations and prospects in life 
disappointed. , 

Now, there are certain officers who, as has 
been said by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
Donnay,] gained in the volunteer service by 
meritorious and gallant conduct certain pro- 
motion—gained it perhaps at the loss of a leg 
oran arm. Iknowa very gallant soldier and 
gentleman in my own State, who, giving up 
home and luxury and friends, went into ser- 
vice in a subordinate position and gained pro- 
motion there. He lost a leg, and is to-day a 
cripple, carrying about with him constantly an 
unenvied and unceasing burden of pain. He 
was promoted for his gallant conduct; his 
rank entitled him to it, and his meritorious 
conduct added to the desert of his rank. He 
was promoted to the rank of brigadier gen- 
eral, and retired upon that rank. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then this bill does not 
affect him. 

Mr. HALE. At any rate, my proviso will 
settle that. He is now drawing pay for the 
rank in the volunteer service upon which he 
was retired. I hope members of the House 
will consider well before they discriminate 
against men who in the volunteer service, not 
as regular officers, gained distinction. Ís it 
right, is it fair, that an officer such as I have 
referred to—and I refer to him only because I 
know of his case; he is not alone—should be 
cut down to the pay for instance of a captain 
after he has formed all his plans and expecta- 
tions in life upon the action already had in his 
case? : 

The gentleman from California [Mr. SAR- 
GENT] says that this bill would net affect 
such a case. It might or it might not, At 
any rate, the amendment which Í propose to 
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offer will certainly guard against any such re- 
sult, and I hope the House will not hesitate 
to adopt it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, Nothing in this act shall affect the rank 
or pay of any officers heretofore retired under pro- 
vision of law. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
original bill. 

The original bill was again read. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman will yield 
to me fur a moment I will suggest, if the con- 
struction of the second section can be given so 
as to need a proviso, then the proviso is incon- 
sistent with: the second section. The object, 
of course, is to apply this to officers hereafter 
retired. If you transpose the first three words, 
go as to muke it apply to officers hereafter to 
bo retired, it will accomplish the object. I sug- 
gest the amendment. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 
allow an hour’s debate on this bill. ‘Che Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have a great amount 
of business, and if the previous question be 
then seconded, I will agreetogive three fourths 
of the time to the opponents of this bill. 

Mr. SARGENT rose. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I hope the gen- 
tleman will now call the previous question. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope not uvtil we have 
had an opportunity to perfect the bill. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Yourumendment 
is pending. 

Mr, SARGENT. Consider it as offered, 
and I have no objection. 

Mr. HALL. ‘The amendment of the gen- 
tleman fiom California accomplishes the pur- 
pose I sought to reach. 

Mr. MERCUR. 1 wish to offer an amend- 
ment niso, 

The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to con- 
sidering these amendments perding, and the 
previous question seconded and the main 
question ordered ? 

Mr. MOREY. As n member of the Com- 
mittee on Miltary Affairs I desire to say a 
word on the bill and pending amendments, 
1 wish lo call attention to the working of the 
present Iaw. We have on our retired list sev- 
euty officers, from the grade of general down, 
Some of those officers have the rank of briga- 
dicrand major general. They came here afer 
the war was over, and in many cases they 


I ask for the reading of the 


were reappointed to the Army in the rank of 


Hieutenant und captain, und they were then 
retired under the operation of the law, and 
drew pay us brigadier and major generals. 
Same went into tbe practice of law in New 
York aud some in Washington, receiving com- 
pensation at the same time to the extent of 
something like five thousand six hundred dol- 
Jars x year, while the highest rank they ever 
held in the Uvited States Army was that of 
lieutenant and captain. 

Mr. DONNAN. Do they receive any pay 
for any higher rank than that which they held 
in the United States Army? 

Mr. SLOCUM. 1 could, if necessary, give 
the names of very many such. The very case 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. Hate] bas 
referred to is the ease of a captain who was 
relived as a brigadier general, a man who 
never did six years’ service for the country, 
while there are men upon the retired list, off- 
cers who served the country faithfully and 
well for forty years, who bave been retired as 
major or colonel, There is not a case of 
more glaring injustice than that to which the 

entleman from Maine has referred. Because 

e lost a leg he has been retired as a brigadier 
general, while there are fifty who lost legs get- 
ting no money at all. The man referred to 
is getting double the pay of any rank he ever 
held in the field, 

Mr. MOREY. Officers of volunteers who 
Jost legs, aud who had their health destroyed 
forever, but who were uot fortunate enough 
to be appointed as captains or lieutenants in 


the regular army and retired, can draw but a 
pension of thirty dollars, What becomes of 
those gentlemen? They have to trust to their 
own energies and powers. 

I would be glad if the nation could afford 
to pay every officer who lost a limb $5,000 
a year. But we can do no such thing. Let 
us, however, do justice. 

Do not let us single ont a few and retire 
them on the pay of $8,000 or $5,000 a year 
and allow others just as gallant, who did just 
as good service, to remain at. only thirty dollars 
amonth. ‘This principle of discrimination is 
wrong, and it is time we should correct it. 

We provide in this bill that officers here- 
after retired shall only be retired on the rank 
they held, and that men appointed as captains 
and lieutenants shall not be retired as colonels 
and generals. It is time we should stop mak- 
ing any discrimination between officers in the 
regular and officers in the volunteer Army. 
It is time we should put a stop to one or two 
or half a score of individuals who happen to 
have influence coming in here and being reap- 
pointed as lieutenants and captains, and then 
being retired as officers of high rank. 

Mr. LYNCH. [ask that the amendment 
which the gentleman from California | Mr. 
SancEnT] offered be again read. 

The umendment was again read. 

Mr. LYNCH. I hope the bill will be so 
amended as to apply only to officers hereafter 
retired; for if the bill is passed without such 
amendment great injustice will be done to 
mauy ollicers who occupied the positions of 
captains and lieutenants in the regular Army, 
and having gone into the volunteer service, 
won high rank, have been wounded, and have 
been retired from the service, on account of 
the disabilities they have received. 

I know a case in my own district where 
great injustice would be done by the passage 
of this bill. A young man, a captain in the 
regular Army, wno rose to the rank of a brig- 
adier general in the volunteer service, was 
severely wounded in one battle and lost a leg 
in another, aud for his distinguished gallantry 
was retired on the pay of the rank held by 
him when wounded. By this bill his pay 
would be reduced to that of a captain, which 
appears to me to be grossly unjust. There are 
many similar cases. 

I think those officers who have done merit- 
orious service, who have been wounded and 
whose services have been recognized, ought 
not to have their pay cut off, 

I understand the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Stocum] to say that this bill as it would 
rend with the amendments offered by my 
colleague would be precisely the bill which 
he has offered himself, which is satisfactory 
to him and which he would accept but for the 
instructions of his committee. I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MERCUR. I desire to say a word, not 
upon the merits of the officers of the regular 
Army, nor to take from them in any degree 
the credit to which they are justly entitled ; 
but it does seem to me to be a very strange 
anomaly in the law, that when retired they 
should receive a larger compensation by fur 
than they would be entitled to if they had 
remained in actual service. 

Such I understand to be the operation of 
the law of 1866, which the bill now reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs seeks to 
repeal. It strikes me that there never was 
any justice or any propriety or any wisdom ia 
providing that an officer when retired should 
receive pay so far beyond the rank which he 
actually held in the service of his country. 
While in the service he might receive some 
two thousand dollars per annum, when retired 
he will receive some four or live thousand dol- 
lars per annum. [t appears to me to be an un- 
just and an unwise discrimination. That was a 
law that was passed just alter the close of the 


war, in 1866, aud which I think must have 


been passed without the attention of the Hous 
having been called to its practical operation 
and etfect. 

It is said now, admitting that it was unjust, 
yet inasmuch as they have been suffered to re 
ceive it for some six years, therefore they hay 
acquired a right to it through all time to come 
It strikes me that the reasoning is unjust anc 
unsound ; and that if they have been suffered t 
receive it so long, this bill is uone the less right, 
because it does not propose to take from them 
that which they have actually received. But. 
it proposes to start anew, and to put thes 
officers where everybody else would be put 
under similar circumstances ; and to adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman from Californ Ay! 
{Mr. Sarcent,] would, I think, be creating 
an unwise and an unfair discrimination. That 
those men who have been retired during the 
last six years should receive two or three 
times as much pay as officers who may here: 
after be retired, occupying the same posi 
tions, would certainly strike the mind of any 
gentleman as an unfair and an unjust dig- 
crimination. I trust the amendment of the: 
gentleman from California will not prevail, 
but that the bill reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs will receive the sanction of 
this House. : 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will now yield to the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. SARGENT. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. Isend to the Clerk's desk 
to be read the section of the present law which 
it is proposed by the pending biil to repeal, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Sno. 32, And be it further enacted, That officers of 
the regular army entitled to be retired in conse- 
quence of disability occasioned by wounds receivod 
in battle, may be retired upon the full rank of the 
command held by them, whether in tho regular or, 
volunteer service at the time such wounds were 
received.” . 

Mr. SARGENT. As I understand, there 
are two ameudments pending: one offered by 
the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. HALE, ] and 
one offered by myself. The amendment whic 
| have offered 1 designed to effect this objects 
that persons who have been heretofore retired 
on account of disabilities. and who are receiy- 
ing a certain amount from the Government in 
consideration of their retirement aud. former i 
services, shall not by this legislatioa be de: 
prived of receiving that amount hereafter. 
consider that that is just and necessary. And 
while Lam wiiling to provide that for the future 
persons who are in the service in the regular 
Army when retired shall be retired as of the 
rank they then held, and upon proportionate 
pay as retired officers, still I will not, so lat 
as I am concerned, consent to cut off thosa: 
who bave heretofore been retired from the pay. 
they now receive. I do not think the amend 
ment I have offered fully covers the point Í 
intended, I believe the amendment of the, 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hare] does cover: : 
that point. I therefore withdraw my amends: 
ment and shall support the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now yield to the gentle 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Copugy.] 

Mr. COBURN. ‘The question arises upon. 
these amendmentg, in the mind ofevery sensible: 
man, as tu what is the reason why we should: 
draw a distinction between the officer who.may 
be retired hereafier and the officer who has 
already beenretired. Is be who has been re 
tired a better man than he who may be? Sup: 
pose that in consequence of sickness, Or OF: 
wounds, or of loss of health, an officer shal 
hereafter be retired who is just as faithful, just. 
as honorable, and just as true as any officer: 
who has heretofore been retired; why should 
we cut his pay down; why should we pay bint 
less as a retired officer than one heretofore 
retired under a provision of law that gave bim. 


more than he deserved ? 
Sir, the clamor throughout the country H 
been to equalize the bounty and pay of the 


872. 
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deserving men in the Army. By some strange 
device, in 1866, this remarkable provision was 
putinto a law: 

“That officers of the regular Army entitled to be 
retired on account of disability oceasioned by 
wounds received in battle may be retired upon the 
full rank of the command held by them, whether in 
the regular or volunteer service at the time such 
wounds were received.” 

By this provision several officers were at 
once enabled to get higher pay as retired 
officers than they had up to that time been 
receiving as officers on active duty. He who 
was a captain or lieutenant on duty at once 
obtained the retired pay of a general or colonel. 

A few men who were in the Army at the 
passage of the law gotthe advantage of this ; but 
the main body, the greater proportion of those 
who had earned the gratitude of the country, 
and made their names illustrious in the service, 
hadalready been mustered out. There [point- 
ing to Mr. STOUGHTON] sits a member of this 
House who, on the 4th of July, 1864, lost his 
leg at Marietta. He cannot claim retired 
pay, his service expired before the law was 
enacted ; and if the people had not sent him 
here as a member of Congress, and he had 
been unable to make a living by his profession 
of the law, he might, so far as the law is con- 
cerned, eat the bread of penury all the days of 
his life, and would be entitled to a pension of 
only thirty dollars a month, while it may 
happen that the young gentleman referred to 
from Maine, who was in the Army when this 
retiring law was passed, will get $5,000 a 
year. more monstrous piece of injustice 
has never been embodied in the shape of a law 
in this country. And when I say this I would 
detract nothing from the just dues of the gallant 
men whose names grace the retired list of our 
Army. They deserve much; and let nothing, 
by the remotest implication, be said against 
them. 

Hundreds, and I may say thousands of 
officers of the volunteer service, who stood 
deservedly high for courage and for good 
conduct, every splendid attribute for which an 
officer may be proud, were mustered out before 
the passage of that law; and they do not get 
one cent of retired pay, though they may be 
going down the hill of life, suffering the pangs 
of poverty, or from wounds or disease con- 
tracted in the service. ‘The great majority 
must go forever unpaid and unrewarded as 
retired officers, and they do not complain. 

If you talk now about doing justice, go back 
and count up the long roll of wounded and 
disabled volunteer officers, who in every part 
of this land are now eking out a bare subsist- 
ence, laboring for their daily bread in the 
shop, tbe field, or the office. Such cases can 
be found by the hundred and by the thousand; 
yet we forget or pass them by and pick out 
seveoty officers from the regular Army and 
retire them upon the pay of the very high 
est rank that they may accidentally have held 
in the volunteer service. I say this is an out- 
rageous piece of injustice. 
to be paid as for the position they held when 
they were retired from the Army. ‘There is 
no injustice in this. Ifa captain is retired on 
a Captain’s pay, he ought to be satisfied. 
a very large pension for bim; and he can add 
to it honorably by practicing a profession, or 
working in some other capacity. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
BUTLER. 

Mr. BUTLER of Massachusetts. Ihavelong 
seen the injustice of the present system of pay 


for retired ufficers, Mr. Speaker, and the worst | 


part of itis thatitis still going on. Officers 
how go to the President or Secretary of War 
and by personal: solicitation or through their 
friends procure appointments in the regalar 
Army ; then as soon as the appoiniment is ob- 


tained they show that they have been disabled | 


1n the volunteer service, and get themselves 
retired within two or three months upon the 


These men ought | 


This j 


highest rank that they held in the volunteer 
service. There has been one case of a second 
lieutenant who I believe was retired as a 
colonel within sixty days after he was appointed 
in the regular Army; and that, too, within 
the last year. 

Now let us see how this thing operates. I 
will give you an instance from the Army Regis- 
ter of 1872. There appears in that Register 
on the retired list an officer (whose name I 
can give if anybody desires it) who at the date 
of his retirement, August 16, 1867, was a cap- 
tain in the Army. He wasa brigadier general 


during the war, and was retired as major gen- į 
He now receives $5,625. per annum, 


eral. 
whereas at the date of his retirement his pay 
on the active list was only $2,200 a year. 

Mr. SLOCUM. . There are thirty or forty 
just such cases. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; 
this is not an isolated case by any means. 
Thus we see this law gives rise to great wrong. 
There is no volunteer officer who gets more 
than thirty dollars a month on account of a 
wound received in the service ; and unless his 
wound be such as to constitute what is called 
total disability he has to be examined every 
year, whereas one of these retired officers once 
retired is never examined again. He may get 
well the next week, and sometimes does— 
quite often, if not oftener. 
isa great wroug and injustice. A volunteer 
officer who was wounded in the service and 
does not getinto the regular Army has to go 
home on a pension of thirty dollars a month; 
whereas if such a man can get appointed a 
licutenant in the regular Army, he can then 
be retired on more pay than you give one of 
the judges on your supreme bench. 

That only needs to be stated to meet the 
judgment of the House. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have a large amount of business, and [ 
want a vote on this bill, There seems to be 
no end to this discussion. 

Mr. CONGER, I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iwill yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan three minutes, which is 
time enough. 

Mr. CONGER. There may be some injus- 
tice in the former acts of Congress in regard 
to those officers placed on the retired list; but 
I desire to call the attention of the House to 
this one fact, that as every successive year rolls 
by since the war has passed every session of 
Congress bas been zealous to take away from 
the soldier in one form or another all that 
former Congresses have done for bim, If there 
be acts of injustice and inequality on the retired 
list, let the committee point them out and 
correct them by special legislation. The 


effect of this bill would be to place a distin- | 


guished officer who served his country for 
forty long years and was retired by a former 
Administration as a colonel, who had been a 
major general in the Army, an officer for 
whom a subsequent Congress passed a law 
requesting the President to put him on the 
reured list—I referto General Heintzelman— 
the effect will be, not only to restore him to his 
rank as colonel, but to repeal that special act 
of Congress whereby justice was done him. 
Yhereis no propriety in our attempting to undo 
what a former Congress with a little more 
patriotism, with a little more regard to our 
promises to our soldiers, enacted in behalf of 
this most gallant and distinguished officer. 
When our soldiers and officers go to bed at 
night, they go to bed with the expectation of 
finding in a telegraphic report next morning 
that this liberal Congress, that this patriotic 
Congress, has passed in the night time, with- 
out consulting them, without allowing them to 
be heard, some law which will take away the 
last remaining right they had, the last evidence 
of the gratitude of the people. If this law 
passes to-night, it will pass without requiring 


[Laughter.] That | 


any of these men to appear before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to speak in their - 
own behalf. It will pass without an opportun- 
ity being afforded to them to be heard. I 
hope some gentleman will move tolay- this 
bill on the table, so that our soldier, against 
whom this bill is directed, may have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. : 

Mr. MOREY. How will this affect the offi- 
cer to which the gentleman has referred if he 
was retired on the rank of colonel? 

Mr. CONGER. I refer to General Heint- 
zelman, who has served as a brave and gallant 
officer in the Army for more than forty years, 
and who was wounded while a major general 
of volunteers. 

Mr. MOREY. And with the rank of col- 
onel he will receive $3,000 a year. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The time of the gentleman 
from Michigan has expired; and I now yield 
for five minutes to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I thought on 
the first reading of the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. SarcEent] 
that it would accomplish the purpose I have 
in view; but I now see it will not; and I 
therefore insist on my own amendment. 

In the early part of the war let us look at 
the case of a man who was an officer in the 
regular Army. The ranks were not numer- 
ous ; promotions were not rapid in the regular 
Army; that is to say, they were not compara- 
tively rapid. Almost all of our officers in the 
regular Army were appointed to higher posi- 
tions in the volunteer forces; aud in that way 
they subserved the grand purpose of suppress- 
ing the rebellion. Men who were ouly cap- 
tains in the regular Army in a little while 
became colonels and brigadier generals and 
major generals. With each new promotion 
came additional responsibility. A battle comes 
on, and that man commands a division or an 
army corps with all the responsibilities of that 
vast command. In the course of that battle, 
at the head of his men, at the head of a divis- 
ion or corps, he is wounded. He loses a leg 
oranarm. He is wounded because he is in 
command of a corps. He is disabled while 
undergoing all the responsibilities of his com- 
mand. What the gentleman from Massachu- 
setis [Mr. BUTLER] says amounts to nothing | 
in comparing him with the men who had gone 
out of the Army. After the war he still re- 
mains inthe Army. His rank is higher, and 
his pay should be more. Another way leave 
the Army and go to commercial pursuits, and 
make bis money elsewhere. ‘This commander 
of a corps, who has had fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand men under his command, who, while in 
command, has been wounded, and who remains 
in the Army, the question is, how shall we 
pay him when he goes upon the retired list? 
Will you pension that man simply as a cap- 
tain when acting as a major general in a major 
generai’s command, with a major general’s 
responsibility, and who as a major general lost 
his leg or his arm? Will you pension such a 
man as a captain, the rank he had left far 
behind because of his desert? That is all the 
question that is involved here. In certain cases 
they have been pensioned according to their 
merit, according to their desert, according to 
the rank they have gained. Is it fair or just 
that we should put these men back to the meager 
pension they would have had as captains in the 
Army? Are we to go back to-day on the 
record of the volunteer service? Why, sir, if 
we had held men simply to the rank they held 
in the regular Army during the rebellion, or if 
we had relied upon. the regular Army alone 
during the rebellion—and 1 say it without 
meaning any disparagement to them—the. re- 
bellion would never have been suppressed. I 
say that men who attained the rank of major 
general in the volunteer service, and who were 
disabled while bolding that rank, should be 
rewarded according to their rank, or-there is 
no justice in the American Congress. 
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Mr. SLOCUM. I desire to say a word in 
order to show the fallacy of everything the 

gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hae] hasuttered. 
In standing up as the advocate of the volun- 
teer officers he has taken the case of a genile- 
man who was in the rank of captain in the 
regular Army, and who took a volunteer com- 
mission and rose to the rank of major gen- 
eral. I, too, might give a case, that ofa young 
man who went into the service as a volunteer, 
rose to be a major general, and was wounded 
side by side with the officer referred to by the 
gentleman from Maine. ‘This man goes off 
with a pension of twenty dollars a month, 
while the other man gets $5,000 in virtue of 
his rank in the regular Army. 

Mr. DONNAN. Gentlemen have spoken 
on this subject as though it included all the 
officers in the regular Army who held posi- 
tions in the volunteer service. ‘The law is not 
so wide. lt only covers that class of officers 
who were disabled by wounds received in the 
service of their country during the rebellion. 
Now we are retiring year after year our off- 
cers in the regular Army according to the 
rank they got in the Army, officers who never 
drew a sword or smelled powder, but merely 
held sinecure positions. 

It is not fair to expect that the law affecting 
a large number of individuals can operate 
equally in every case. It cannot possibly do 
go. But because such a law operates badly in 
a few instances it is not fair to say that you 
will set asidean entire class, and to claim that 
Congress shall be governed by those excep- 
tional cases and repeal the law. 1 insist, if 
ag gentlemen have said Congress has dealt in 
a niggardly manner with our volunteer ofli- 
cers, of which we have had an illustrious ex- 

ample set before us so cloquently to-night; if 
Congress has dealt in a niggardly and unjust 
inanner with volunteer officers, that is no rea 
son why we should revoke oar past action, our 
just and none too liberal action, iùn my judg- 
ment, to those officers of the regular Army 
who served with such merit as to win high rank 
in the volunteer service during the days of dan 
ger to the Republic, 

I am willing that the bill shall be so amended 
as that no officer herealter shall be retired but 
upon the rauk he now holds. But L appeal to 
Congress if it is not entirely unfair that those 
men who sacrifice almost life itself for tùeir 
country should be placed back by your action 
precisely on a footing with officers of the reg 
ular Army who bave not drawn n sword for 
their country. 

Mr. SLOCUM. L yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ilinois, (Mr. Fanyswontn, } 
and shall thea call the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. T desire to refer to 
the deciaration made by the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Congun,] that each succeed- 
ing Congress bas been disposed to undo what 
the preceding Congress has done for our sol- 
diers. ‘Phat allegation is not true; itis not 
historically trae. On the contrary, each suc- 
ceeding Congress is disposed to outstrip its 
predecessors in this respect, and to do more 
for the soldiers thau they have done; and I 
trust and believe it will always be so, as Con- 
gress after Congress shall assemble here. We 
increase their pensions, we extend their boun- 
ties, we make the laws more liberal, we take 
in more of the disabilities, and in every way 
we endeavor to soothe their passage through 
ife. 

But there is a question of justice in this 
matter. The gentleman who last addressed 
the House [Mr. Donnan] says that he will not 
object to have the bill so amended that here- 
atier all officers shall be retired with the pay 
of the rank which they actually beld when 
retired, although he protests against making 

that rule apply to those who have been retired 
heretolore. How unjust that would be. That 
would create a distinction, a privileged class 
of men drawing pensions according to the date 


at which their pensions began, rather than ac- 
cording to the nature of their wounds or the 
dignity of their rank. Again, do we retire 
officers, do we raise the pay of the retired offi- 
ceras a pension for the rank that he held, or is 
it for the disability that heincurred? Iam not 
asking what the law is, but what should be our 
object. We should give this pension, for your 
retired pay is nothing but a pension, because 
of the disability, because of the extent of the 
sacrifice that the man made, and not because 
of the rank that he held. 

Now, this bill proposes to give every officer 
that has been retired the pay of the rank he 
held in the regular Army when he was retired. 
That is going a great way; that is going 
further than auy nation under the sun ever 
went before. No other nation ever retired an 
officer upon the pay of the rank that he held. 
Suppose an officer holds the rank of a colonel 
or a captain in the regular Army, you retire 
him upon the pay of that rank; but it is asked 
that we shall retire him upon more pay than 
he is actually getting according to his rank. 

In speaking upon this subject, I am as dis- 
interested as any man can be. There is an 
officer in my district whose retirement I have 
succeeded in getting, who has been retired 
upon the pay of a brigadier general. The 
rank he held in the volunteer service was that 
of colonel, and his rank in the regular Army 
was that of captain. But I know that he will 
be satisfied when all are treated alike, and 
that he will not ask to be one of a privileged 
class to receive more pay than those that may 
come after him, 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now ask for a vote on 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Penney!- 
vania [Mr. Mercur] to the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hag. ] 

Mr. DUELL. {desire my colleague [Mr. 
Stocum] to yield to me to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Me Farys- 
worth. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
time for discussion. 

Mr. DUELL. I merely wish to ask a ques- 
tion: whether, under the act of July 28, 1866, 
which provides that officers of the regular 
Army entitled to be retired on account of dis- 
abilities occasioned by wounds received in 
battle may be retired upon the full rank of the 
command held by them, whether in the regu- 
lar or volunteer service at the time when the 
wounds were received—whether that does not 
create a contract between the Government 
and the officer? ‘Chere is one instance which 
l have in my mind. 

Mr. SLOCUM. [yield for a question only. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I can say in reply 
that | do not think it amounts to a contract. 
But if it does, the officer can appeal to the 
courts and have it enforced. 

The question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. MERCUR, to add to the amendment of Mr. 
Haue the following: i 


I cannot yield any more 


And provided also, That every officer of the Army 
retired on account of disabilities caused either by 
wounds or sickness shall be subject to the same 
annual or bienvial physical examination as now 
required by law for volunteer officers and soldiers 
upon the peasion-rolls. 


The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The question was upon the amendment as 
amended, which was as follows: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall affect the 
rank or pay of aiy officer heretofore retired under 
provision oflaw: ad provided also, That every officer 
of the Army retired on account of disability caused 
either by wounds or sickness shail be subject to the 
same annual or biennial physical examination as 
now required by law for volunteer officers and sol- 
diers upon the pension-rolis. 


Mr. SLOCUM. Jam willing to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania {Mr. Mercur] as a part of the bill, but 


T hope the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine will not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. They are incorporated 
together, and so stand before the House. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Then I hope they will both 
be voted down together. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. HALE, as amended on motion of 
Mr. Mercur, there were—ayes 27, noes 85, 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and ` 


nays. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move that the bill þe laid 
on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the demand for 
the yeas and nays, they were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. HALE, as amended 
on motion of Mr. Mercur, was not agreed to, - 


Mr. MERCUR. I understand the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SLocum] is willing 
to accept my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. He cannot do so. 
Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. 
the previous question be reconsidered ? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot, because it has 
been partly executed. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MERCUR] asks unanimous 
consent that the proviso offered by him may 
be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the- 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAMP MOHAVE MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2698) 
to provide for payment for certain property 
taken by the Government for the extension of 
the military reservation at Camp Mohave, in 
the Territory of Arizona; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates 
$14,219, to be paid under the direction of the 
Secreiary of War to the claimants for private 
property taken by the Government in the 
extension of the military reservation at Camp 
Mohave, in the Territory of Arizona, under 
General Order No. 74, Adjutant Generals 
Office, November 2, 1869, that sum being the 
total amount awarded by a board of military 
officers, convened by proper authority at said 
camp, in September, 1870. as appears by their 
report, duly approved bythe War Depart: 
ment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENLISTMENT OF MINORS. 


Mr. HAY. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 888) to 
provide tbat minors shall not be enlisted in 
the military service of the United Srates with- 
oui the consent of parents or guardians, have 
directed me to report back the amendment 
with a recommendation that it be concurred in. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Before the word “consent” insert “ written.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in ; ana: 
also moved that the motion to reconsider ba 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Cannot 
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SOLDIERS’ DISCHARGES. 


Mr. HAY also, from the Commitlee on 
Military Affairs, reported back with an amend- 
ment the bill (S. No. 309) to prohibit the re- 
tention of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents 
and attorneys. . 

The bill was read. It provides that any 
claim agent, attorney, or other person engaged 
in the collection of claims for pay, bounty, 
pension, or otber allowances for any soldier, 
sailor, or marine, or for any commissioned 
officer of the military or naval forces, or who 
may have been a soldier, sailor, marine, or 
officer of the regular or volunteer Army forces, 
who shall improperly retain or refuse to de- 
liver the discharge papers of any such soldier, 
sailor, or marine, or commissioned officer, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall, upon conviction, be punished by fine 
not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment not 
exceeding six months, or both, at the discre- 
tion of the court, and shall thereafter be de- 
barred from prosecuting any such claim in any 
executive Department of the Government. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘ improperly retain or refuse 
to deliver the discharge papers of any such soldier 
sailor, or marine, or commissioned officer,” an 
insert in lieu thorcof the following: 

Retain without the consent of the owner or own- 
ers thereof, or shall refuse to deliver or account 
for, upon demand duly made by the owner or own- 
ers thereof, or by their agent or attorney, the dis- 
charge papers of any such soldier, sailor, or marine, 
or commissioned officer, which may have been placed 
in his hands for the purpose of collecting said claim. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 


reading; and it wasaccordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


:- that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (S. No. 446) to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to establish and to pro- 
tect national cemeteries,” approved February 
22, 1867, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized to select the superintendents of the 
national cemeteries from meritorious and trust- 
worthy soldiers, either commissioned officers 
or enlisted men of the volunteer or regular 
Army, who may have been disabled for active 
field service in the line of duty. 

The seeond section provides tbat the super- 
intendents of the national cemeteries shall 
receive for their compensation from seventy- 
five to one hundred dollars per month, accord- 
ing to the extent and importance of the ceme- 
teries to which they may be respectively 
assigned, to be determined by the Secretary. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Section two, line threo, strike out “ seventy-five to 
one hundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words 

Sixty to seventy-five.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered toa third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPANY B, FOURTEENTH REGIMENT. 


Mr, HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (S. No. 449) authorizing 
the issue of clothing to certain enlisted men 
of company B, fourteenth regiment infantry, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 


I 


ized to issue clothing in lieu of and equal in 
value to that lost by those enlisted men of 
company B, fourteenth regimentinfantry whose 
quarters in the barracks. at Fort D. A. Russell, 
Wyoming Territory, were destroyed by fire on 
the morning of the 6th day of February, 1871. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (S. No. 647) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to issue clothing to en- 
listed men in place of clothing destroyed by 
accident, with the recommendation that it be 
laid on the table. 

The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY. 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“ An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that from 
and after the passage of this act all soldiers 
and sailors honorably discharged from the 
service of the United States who may die in 
a destitute condition shall be allowed burial in 
the national cemeteries of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
Har the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL OF 1870. 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1909) to re- 
peal section six of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1870, and for other purposes,” and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1602) to 
repeal the sixth section of an act entitled ‘ An 
act making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1870, and for other purposes,’’ and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it 
be laid on the table. i 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsoy, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that 
the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. No. 
1070) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Ofice Department for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1878, with sundry amendments ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other par- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives; that it disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to other amendments of the Sen- 
ate to said bill, and agreed to the conference 
asked for by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Housesthereon, and had appointed. 


a Ot 


Mr. Core, Mr. HARLAN, and. Mr. STEVENSON; 
conferees onthe part of the Senate. ee 
The. message further announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1654) making appropriation: for 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year 

ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes, and that it agreed: to 
the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Core, Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN, and Mr. ALCORN, conferees on the - 
part of the Senate. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. PALMER, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1878, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the 


‘| Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations; and it was ordered that 
the bill be reprinted, with the Senate amend- 
ments numbered. 

BOUNTY LAW. 

Mr. DONNAN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1589) amendatory of existing bounty 
laws and granting bounty to persons of color 
who were slaves previous to the 19th of April, 
1861, and who enlisted and. served in the 
Army of the United States; and moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED ORDNANCE. 


Mr. DONNAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported as a substitute for sundry 
bills which had been referred to the commit- 
tee a bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon balls to certain 
organizations for monumental purposes. 

‘The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver, if the same can be done 
without detriment to the Government, four 
condemned cannon and sixteen cannon balls, 
to each of the following-named organizations, 
for the purpose of ornamenting burial grounds 
for deceased soldiers: to the John Russell 
Lowell Encampment, Post No. 7, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Boston, Massachusetts; to the 
second regiment infantry, National Guards, 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; to the Philip 
H. Sheridan Post, No. 34, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Salem, Massachusetts; to the 
chairman of the Soldiers’ Memorial Committee 
of Worcester, Massachusetts; to the State 
Fencibles of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; to 
the commissioners of the State of New York 
for erecting a monument on the grave of Baron 
Steuben, in the town of Steuben, New York; 
to the trustees of Riverside cemetery, Water- 
bury, Connecticut; to the Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association, Middletown, Connecticut; 
to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of 
Meriden, Connecticut; to the Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association at Lebanon Pennsylvania; 
to the Post No. 146, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at Shenandoah, Schuylkill county, 
Pennsylvania; to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association, Kane county, Hlinois, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. How many 
cannon does this bill propose to donate ? 

Mr. DONNAN. Four cannon and six balls 
to each association. 

Mr. McCORMICK of Missouri. How many 
pieces in the aggregate ? 

Mr. DONNAN. ‘There are some ten or 
twelve monuments to which donations are 
made by the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend the bill by 
providing that one of the donations be to the 
mayor of the city of Worcester, Massachusetts, 
in place of the chairman of the Soldiers’ Memo- : 
rial Committee of Worcester, Massachusetts. 

Mr. DONNAN. I accept that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Tke bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MAJOR SAMUEL ROSS. 


Mr. DONNAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 867) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to correct au 
Army officer’s record. 

The bill was read. In its preamble it sets 
forth that in December, 1870, Major Samuel 
Ross, United States Army, unassigned, was 
examined by a retiring board at San Fran- 
cisco, California, and found disabled for active 
duty on account of wounds received in battle ; 
that no official action having been taken to 
retire from active service the said Ross on the 
proceedings of said retiring board, and the 
said Ross being a supernumerary officer, was 
honorably mustered out of service ag such 
on or about January 2, 1871; and that on or 
about March 2, 1872, the said Ross was re- 
appointedan officer of the United States Army, 
as second lieutenant, with a view of being re- 
tired from active service on account of said 
disability. 

The bill therefore authorizes the Secretary 
of War to place the name of Samuel Ross on 
the list of officers retired from active service, 
according 10 the proceedings and report of 
said retiring board, to take cifect for rank and 
pay from the Ist day of January, 1871, and to 
correet the Army records and register so that 
the namo of said Ross will appear as continu- 
ously in service; provided that any and all 
moneys as pay or emoluments received by said 
Ross, on account of being declared mustered 
outas aforesaid, shall be deducted from his 
pay as such retired oflicer, accruing from, on, 
and after the said Ist day of January, 1871. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. l do not see why 
we ought to pass this bill. [fany member of 
the House knows anything in favor of il, | 
would like to hear it, 

Mr. PETERS. lan in favor of it. i 

Mr. DONNAN. Ido notthink there is any | 
explanation necessary for this bill, It is a 
Senate bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, It does not follow 
that it should pass because it ig a Senate bill. 
I desire some information in regard to the 
merits of this bill, Here is a bill providing 
for restoring to the service an officer for the 
purpose of retirement. 

Mr. DONNAN,. Ue has been restored to 
the service, and the reason he has not been 
retired is that he was not ordered before the 
retiring board in time for the report in his case 
at the Department in season for action by that 
Department. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was read the third time, | 
and passed. 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DETENTION OF SOLDIERS’ DISCHARGES 


Mr. HAY. The Honse has just passed a 
bill to prohibit the detention of soldiers’ dis- 
charges by claim agents and attorneys. An 
amendment was directed to be made by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which has been 
accidentally omitted. I ask unanimous con- 
seut that the amendment may now be made, 
It is to insert after the word " papers’? the 
words ‘or land warrants.’ 

No objection was made; andit was ordered 
accordingly. 


| be the case if this bill should pass. The Pay- 


iof the United States paid $11,000,000,000 | 


‘paying out nearly twenty million dollars a 


| claim, 


if we pass this bill. 


PAYMASTER GENERAL. 


Mr. DONNAN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with anamend- 
ment, Senate bill No. 463, to enable the Presi- 
dent to appoint a Paymaster General of the 
Army. i 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
sixth section of the act of March 3, 1869, 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army, shall be so far modified that the Presi- 
dent may be authorizedto appoint a Paymas- 
ter General to fill the vacancy now existing. 

The amendment of the committce was to 
insert after the words ‘‘ Paymaster General”? 
the words ‘‘with the rank, pay, and emolu- 
ments of a colonel.” 

Mr. STOUGHTON. It is due to the Mili- 
tary Committee to say that in this case there 
is a minority report; that a portion of the 
committee believe that the Paymaster General 
of the Army ought to be a brigadier general. 
In support of this I have only to refer to the 
statutes of the United States. Section eight- 
cen of the act of July 28, 1860, provided that 
the pay department should thereafter consist 
of one paymaster with the rank, pay, and emol- 
uments of a brigadier general, &c. That law is 
still in force; it has not been repealed. There 
is no reason why we should now establish a | 
different rule. 

Gentlemen may say that a law was after- 
ward passed prohibiting promotions in the 
staf departments of the Army. Such was 
the fact. But J will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the peculiar language of that 
statute. it provides "that, until other vise 
directed by law, there shall be no new appoint- 
ments and no promotions in the Adjutant 
General’s department, Inspector General’s 
department, the pay department, quartermas- 
tor’s department, commissary department, | 
ordnanee department, engineer department, 
and medical department.” That is, “until 
otherwise directed by law.” Since that time 
we have promoted an Adjutant General of 
the Army of the United States to the rank 
of brigadier general; we have also made pro- 
motions iu the medical department. ! 

Now, why should this unjust discrimination | 
be made against the pay department? Dur- 
ing the war the pay department of the Army 


with a deficiency so small that it is perfectly 
astonishing, At the present time they are 


year. The responsibility of the pay depart- 
meut is very great. And yet you propose by 
this bill to cut down the Paymaster lower thau 
the head of any other department of the Gov- 
ernment, ‘There is no justice in it, there is 
no right in it; it is an unfair and unjust 


Now let me call attention to another thing. 
Jt will be the strangest anomaly in the world 
There are to-day two full 
colonels in the pay department. You pro- 
pose that tbe chief, the head of that depart- į 
ment, shall be of less rank than two of his 
subordinates. ‘That certainly would be a 
strange state of things, and yet such would 


master would be promoted to the rank of a 
colonel, but he would be the junior in rank of 
other oflicers who have long been colonels. 
Now I do not believe that the House intends 
to sanction anything of that kind. 

lt may be said, indeed, that the heads of all 
these departments ought to be only colonels. 
If that be so, then you must reorganize the 
whole siaff. Whether that ought to be done 
isa new question, which we are not now dis- 
cussing. Until that is done, we must keep 
the different branches of the staff upon a fair 
and just equality. I submit that the Senate 
bill onght to be passed without amendment, 
and I ask the Chair whether the question 
should not properly be firat taken upon con- 
curring in the proposition of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The question will bei 


first upon agreeing to the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. DONNAN. I ask that the report of 
the committee be read, and I desire to call 
the attention of the House to it that members 
may voie intelligently upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom wag 
referred the bill (S. No. 463) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a Paymaster General of the Army, 
havingbad the same under consideration, respect- 
fully submit the following report: 

The pay department, in its present organization, 
has been in existence since 1821. At no timo prior 
to 1864 had the Paymaster General higher rank than 
that of colonel, and the only chief of this depart- 
ment who has held the rank of brigadicr general 
was B. Brice, recently resigned, who was 
appointed in October, 1864, The bill, as it comes 
from the Senate. invoives the question whether the 
chiefs of the staff departments shall retain the pres- 
ent amount of rank attained during the late war by 
reason of the enormous increase of departmental 
officers, and of the necessarily enlarged duties and 
responsibilities devolved upon such officers; or 
whether the policy already inaugurated shall be 
maintained of a return to the grade of rank rela- 
tively held by tho chiefs of the staf departments 
prior to 1861. 

The act of July 28, 1866, provides therank of brig- 
adier general for the chief of each of the staff corps, 
with the exceptions of the Inspector General and 
chief of signal corps. This law bhas not in terms, 
but in effect, been repealed. The Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Fortieth Congress, atter hear- 
ing opinions from many prominent military officers, 
and a thorough cxamination of the organization of 
the Army, reported, on February 26, 1869, among 
other things, that the long-continued tendency to- 
ward increase of rank in the staff deprrtmeonts ought 
to be checked. This recommendation was based 
upon the testimony of such officers as Generals Han- 
cock, McDowcll, and Thomas, who each explicitly 
stated that they knew no reason why the present 
amount of rank should be kept at tho heads of the 
different staffs of the Army, but advising, iustead of 
depriving present officers of their rank, that reduc- 
tion should be made by absorption. 

On the 3d of Mareh following Congress passed an 
act (16 Statutes-at-Large, page 318) “that until other- 
wiso directed by Jaw there shall bo no now ap- 
pointmonts and no promotions in Adjutant Qen- 
eral’s, Inspector General’s, pay, quartermaster, 
commissary, ordnance, engineer, and medical de- 
purtureuts, 

Also, on July 15, 1870, Congress passed an act, the 
eighth section of which provides, (16 Statutes 
pugo 318) “that no appointment to the grade of 
brigadier general shall be made untiltheoumber of 
officers of that grade is reduced below six, after 
which the number of brigadier generals shill not > 
exceed six.” 

Manifesily, the intention of Congress by these nots 
was to bring about a reduction of rank, especially in 
thestaf! deparisucats, to the standard prior to tho 
war, without disgrading the present incumbents, 

Tne highest rank given to the chicf of the pay de- 
partment was that of brigadior general, during the 
late war, when ho had some five hundred officers 
under his charge, and the annual disbursemenis of 
that department reached from three to four hundred 
million dollars. Now. that there are required lesa 
than fifty officers in his department, and his annual 
disbursements are less than twenty millions, the 
cowmittee believe that (a vacancy now, existing) 
a reduction of one grade of rank in the chief of that 
department is both in accordance with the spirit of 
existing law and of moderate economy. 

It is claimed that the rule here followed has heen 
violated in the appointment of the Adjutant Gen- 
erat of the Army two years since. In that case, 
however, the vacancy existed prior to the passage 
of tho act of Mareh 3, 1869, prohibiting further 
promotions in the staff corps, and the act author- 
izing the appointment of the Adjutant General so 
recites.the fact. 

If, in the face of recent enactments, Congress now 
fills this first vacancy among the chiets of staff 
corps with the continued grado of brigadier gen- 
eral, we may bid good-bye to the proposed reduc- 
tion, as it could not be accomplished without the 


disgrading of officers, which would be next to an 
impossible undertaking; whereas if Congress now, 


in pursuance of the spirit of existing law, limits the 
chief of this pay department to the grade held prior 
to the war, it Is quite probable that as vacancies 
occur in the otber staff corps they will in like man- 
ner be limited. i 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill 
be amended by inserting in the seventh line, after 
the word “ general,” the words “with the rank, pay, 
and emoluments of a colonel.” 

And as so amended thatthe bill do pass. 


_ Mr. STOUGHTON. I ask that the minor- 
ity report be now read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Military fairs, 
to which was referred Senate bill No. 463, providing 
for the appointment of a Paymaster Goneral of the 
Army, submit the following report: ief 

Tne act of July 23, 1866, provides that the chie 
of each staffeorps shall be appointed by selection 
from the corps itself, and shall have the rank o 
brigadier general. 


1872. 


This law has never been altered or amended. 
Brigadier General Brice, the Paymaster General of 
the Army, was retired from active service on the 
Zist of December, 1871, and the senior major of the 
corps has since that time discharged the duties of 

hat office. 4 

: The vacancy cannot be filled, for the. reason that 
the sixth section of the act of March 3, 1869, pro- 
hibits any promotion in the staff of the Army. That 
this provision was intended to be temporary in its 
operation is obvious. The absolute prohibition of 
any promotion would destroy notonly the efficiency, 
put the very existence of uny department of the 
Army. Congress hus express!y recognized this prin- 
ciple by subsequent legislation. he act of April 
10, 1869, authorized the appointment of an Adjutant 
Geueral of the Army, and other bills of a similar 
character have since been passed to meet the wants 
of the military service. 

The act of July 28, 1866, fixed the number of Army 
paymasters at sixty, but under the proviso of the 
act of March 3, 1859, this number has been reduced 
to forty-nine, ‘Lhis was doubtless the fuil effect 
intended. It certainly was never intended to leave 
the pay or any other department witnout a respon- 
sible chief or head, with the rank corresponding to 
his position and duties, ; 

A vacancy at the head of a dopartment is an 
anomaly, and likely to cause confusion and impair 
the efficiency of the service. 

The chief of the pay department is no sinecure. 
During the late war there were five hundred addi- 
tional paymasters appointed under the act of July 
5, 1838, which authorizes an expansion of this depart- 
ment to the extent of one paymuster for every two 
regiments of volunteers. This corps disbursed over 
eleven hundred million doilars, and its entire ex- 

enses, including pay of the officers of the corps, 
osses, nnd detnications, was only three fourths of 
one per cent. of the amount disbursed. In the war 
of 1812, and up to 1821, when the experiment was 
aowisely tried of ranning this depariment with 
clerks and officers of low rank, the corresponding 
expenses were four and thirty-six hundredths per 
cent., or six times as large. 
cations the contrast is still more apparent. 
and subsequent to the late war the defuleatiors, 
including the Hodge deficiency, are less than one 
tenth of one per cent. of the disbursements, while in 
the war of 1812, aud up to 1821, they were three per 
cent., or thirty times greater. 

It is believed that this improvement is owing to 
the law giving the officers of this corps sufficient rank 
aud pay to secure abitity, character, and fidelity. 

The present organization of the Army requires an 
anvual expenditure of over eighteen million dol- 
lars, for which the Paymaster General of the Army 
is responsible. Heis also required to interpret the 
laws relating to pay, bounties, aud mileage, to super- 
intend the distribution of funds, to exnmiage all pay 


accounts of regiments and officers, to keep a record | 


of all payments for bounty, and the reason for their 
rejection, and to furnish information to Congress 
and all other departments of the Government. 
_ In addition to thishe is required toresideat Wash- 
ington, to be constantly on duty, and to incur ex- 
penses equal to those of the head of any other staff 
epartment, The minority committee is therefore 
of the opinion that the rule provibiiing the promo- 
tion of the Paymaster General of the Army of the 
United States to the rank of brigadier general is 
injudicious and contrary to the principle of true 
economy; and recommend the passage of this bill 
Without amendineat, . 


Mr. DONNAN. Mr. Speaker, it is the 
opinion of the majority of tue Committee on 
Miiitary Affairs that there is now greater rank 
in the staff corps of the Army than is nec<s- 
sary; aud in confirmation of that opinion I 
have here the testimony of General Hancock, 
General McDowell, and General Thomas, 
taken before tae Committee on Military Aff irs 
of the Fortieth Congress, and reported to the 
House by the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Garrietp ] These officers expii- 
citly siate that there is no occasion in the 
world for the present amount of rank that 
exists in the staff of the Army. 

Up to 1864 there was never a brigadier gen- 


In the watter of defal- | 
During | 


eral at the head.of the pay department of the | 


Army. At that time, when your Army con- 
sisted of upward of a million men, a brigadier 
general was made the chief of that department. 
He resigned less than a year ago. ‘The Senate 
bill, if passed without amendment, will fill his 
place with another brigadier general. Sineé 
that officer was appointed in 1864 your Army 
has been reduced from over a million men to 
thirty thousand. In the Fortieth Congress, in 
pursuance of the report to which I have re- 
ferred, a law was enacted that there should be 
no further promotions in the staff corps, thus 
unequivocally looking to a reduction of the 
grade in this corps; and there have been no 
promotions since that time. Now, when the 
first vacancy has occurred in the position of 


chief of this staff, the question arises whether 
Congress shall follow the principle then de- 
clared, and make the chief of staff the same in 
rank as before the war, or whether you will 
make this chief of staff a brigadier general, 
thus establishing a principle which I have no 
question will be followed as rapidly as vacan- 
cies shall occur in the other staff corps. Thus 
we shall have a brigadier general at the head 
of seven, eight, or nine different staff corps in 
the Arnay. 

Another Congress—the Forty-First, I be- 
lieve—passed a law providing that no more 
brigadier generals should be appointed until 
the number should be reduced to six; and that 
thereafter there should be no greater number 
of brigadier generals in the Army. My col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. Sroucuron, ] says this does not 
mean the staff corps; that it means simply the 
lineofthe Army. Sir, isit possible that the last 

Jongress, in this action, meant that you should 

have in command of thirty thousand men no 
more than six brigadier generals; and yet that 
few officers doing principally clerical duties 
should have over them a greater number of 
brigadier generals? For you have to day more 
brigadier generals in the staff corps than you 
have in the whole Army proper. 

Tinsist the intention was there should be a 
1 reduction, and a reduction especially in the 

grade of the staff corps, and to where it existed 
| prior to the war, and that precisely and ex- 
plicitly according to the testimony of these 

three distinguished generals. J have the testi- 
| mony all here, and I would be glad to have 
| it read at the Clerk’s desk but for the fact 
that I do not wish to take up the time of the 
House at this late hour of the evening. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sroven- 
ton] says the reason why we shouid make this 
|| office a brigadier general is because it is 
unjust that there should be a colonel at the 
head of the pay départment while there are 
brigadier generals at the head of other staff 
corps. My answer is that this is the first 
vacancy which exists in reterence to which we 
may apply the presentrule. It issaid the rule 
was violated in reference to the Adjutant Gen- 
| eral, but there a vacancy existed at the time, 
| and it was done by special law making him a 
| brigadier general. lt was recited in the act 
that a vacancy existed at the time in reference 
to that department. 

I say there is no injustice in this, but on the 
contrary it is only carryiag out the spirit of the 
law that there shall not be the same grade 
| hereafter existing in the various staff corps 
| which existed at the time of the rebellion when 
we had an enormous army in the field. 

Jt is said this would give the Paymaster 
General less pay than he received prior to 
the rebellion. ‘The pay since 1799 has been 
less than that which we now propose to give 
to the Paymaster General. Under the act 
of 1799 his pay was eighty dollars a month 
and rations. Under the act of 1801 it was $120, 
which was repealed by the act of 1802. Under 
the act of 1816 his annual salary was $2,500. 
Under the act of March 2, 1849, he had the 
same salary, with the rank of colonel. Then 
for the first time the Paymaster General of the 
Army obtained the rank of colonel, aad he 
never obtained a higher rank under the law 
of the land until the rebellion. In 1857 he 
received the same pay, with acommutation of 
rations at thirty cevts, making $240 more. 

Again, it has been said these officers ob- 
tained brevet rank, and obtained larger pay 
on that account. Thatisa mistake. Under 
the act of 1812 the President was authorized 
to confer brevets, provided nothing therein 
should be so construed as to entitle the offi- 
cers to additional emoluments, except where 
commanding separate posts or detachments. 
Under the act of 1818 all such officers who 
had brevet rank received pay accordingly, when 
i they had command according to their brevet 
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rank, Under the act. of March 8, 1889; it 
was especially provided the Adjutant General. 
should receive the pay provided for under the 
act of 1818. So the Paymaster General had 
never received previous to the rebellion higher 
pay, or indeed as high, as he would under the 
amendment of the committee, which proposes 
he shall have the rank of colonel. 

I therefore ask the House to sustain tho 
amendment of the committee. When: the 
vacancies occur in other staff corps they can 
be provided for in the same way as we provide 
for the Paymaster General, and we can give 
them the rank which officers of the highest 
rank in the Army have reeommended ‘they 
should be placed on; that is, to the same rank 
which they held before the rebellion. i 

Under the amendment of the committee the 
Paymaster General will receive $4,500 a year, 
which is almost the pay of a member of Con- 
gress, and besides he wH receive it for life. 
Í apprehend there will be a sufficient number 
of well-qualified men to fill that position who 
would be content with that compensation. 

One word more. The present officer who 
acts as Paymaster General expects to receivé 
this position. The gentleman from Michigan 
states that it would leave the paymaster’s 
department withouta head. The amendment 
of the House provides there shall be a head 
of the paymaster’s department with the rank 
and pay of colonel. J insist the amendment 
of the House is in the spirit of existing law. 
Lnow demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment reported hy the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 40. 

Mr. STOUGHTON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STOUGHTON 
and Mr. Donnan were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 60. 

Mr. STOUGHTON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment. was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; aud it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. YOUNG, (at 
nine o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
commitiees: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The memorial of eiti- 
zens of west Tennessee, in favor of the removal 
of the Federal court from Memphis to Hum- 
boldt, Tennessee. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Lake county, 
Tennessee, for an appropriation to levee the 
Mississippi river from Hickman, Kentacky, to 
a point opposite Island No. 10. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of certain 
soldiers of Phoenixville, Pennsylvania, and 
Elwood, New Jersey, asking a law providing 
industrial homes for soldiers’. and sailors’ 
orphans. 

By Mr. ELY: Three petitions of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, to. be permitted to sell, 
assign, and transfer their right, title, and 
interest to land. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition 
of George Reber, of Sandusky, Ohio,. asking 
compensation for use and damageto his prem: 
ises, used and occupied by the one bundred 
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and twenty-second New York volunteers in 
the winter of 1863-64. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Sally B. 
Herrick, for relief. 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of 88 cit- 
izens of Towanda, Bradford county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying the passage of House bill 

- No 1788, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trorspay, May 9, 1872. , 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
E. V. SMALLEY. 


Mr. ELY. Iaskunanimous consent to offer 
the following preamble and resolation : 


Whereas the New York Tribune of yesterday 
asserts that E. V. Smalley, for seven years clerk of 
the Military Committee of this Houso, has beon re- 
moved by General JOHN Copurn, of Indiana, chair- 
man of eaid committeo, for the assigned reason that 
the editor of the Tribune was nominated by tho 
Cincinnati convention: Therefore, 

dieaolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs 
of this House be directed to report to this House 
the reasons for the removal of E. V. Smalloy from 
his position of clerk to said comimittes, 

Mr. PERCE. I object, and demand the 
regular order, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. Imove thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. PERCE. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to let us have a morning 
hour. When the [louse agreed, at the request 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, to com- 
mence its sessions at eleven o’elock, it was for 
the purpose, as stated by the gentleman him- 
self, of allowing a morning hour. If we have a 
morning bour to-day, there is time for fifty or 
sixty speeches on the tariff between the morn- 
ing hour and the adjournment, 

Mr. L. MYERS. We agreed to meet at 
eleven o'clock for the avowed purpose of giv- 
ing committees the morning hour. 

Mr, BUCKLEY. That was the 
understanding, 

Mr. DAWES. I want very much that we 
should make progress with the tariff bill. Bat 
if the House prefers to have a morning hour, 
it is for the House so to decide. 

The question being taken on Mr. Dawns’s 
motion, that the rules be suspended and the 
[ouse resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the special 
order, it was not agreed to. 


SOUTILERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 
Mr. 


distinct 


BINGHAM, by unanimous conseut, 


introduced a bill (EL. R. No. 2701) to facili- | 


tate the control of suits, causes, and proceed- 
ings, the taking of depositions, testimony, 
bonds, the issuing of processes and expedit- 
ing the proceedings in suits at law or in equity, 
in the district court of the United States for 
the southern district of New York; which was 
read a first and secon’ time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


LIGHT-ILOUSK AT PASSAGE ISLAND, 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
papers relative to the establishment of a light- 

ouse at Passage Island, Lake Superior, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, PERCE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the morning hour begins at eighteen 
minutes past eleven o'clock, and reports are 


in order from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
SUPPLY OF ARMS TO MINNESOTA. 


Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2702) 
to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
the State of Minnesota with five hundred stand 
of arms; which was ordered to be read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of War, if in his judgment it is jadi- 
cious, to furnish to the State of Minnesota 
five hundred stand of arms and accouterments, 
for use in that State in preparing for contin- 
gent frontier attacks, and to supply the loss 
caused by fire of the same number of arms and 
accouterments in the year 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DUPLICATE CERTIFICATES OF DISCHARGE. 


Mr. MOREY also, from the same committee, 
reported as a substitute for House bill No. 
2808 a bill (H. R. No. 2703) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish a duplicate cer- 
tificate of discharge where the same has been 
lost; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that when 
ever satisfactory proof shall be furnished to 
the War Department that any non-commis- 
sioned officer or private soldier who served in 
the Army of the United States in the late war 
against the rebellion has lost his certificate of 
discharge, or the same has been destroyed 
without his privity or procurement, the Secre- 
tary of War shall be authorized to furnish on 
request to such non-commissioned oflicer or 
private a duplicate of such certificate of dis- 
charge, to be indelibly marked so that it may 
be known as a duplicate. The second section 
provides for modifying the Army regulations 
now in force in accordance with the provisions 
of this act. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
bill? 

Mr. MOREY. It isa general bill; itis a 
bill authorizing the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion and under such regulations as the 


Is this a general 


War Department may prescribe, to issue these į 


duplicates. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This may be a very 
good bill if properly guarded, bat if not it 
would be very dangerous and liable to abuse. 
I presume the committee have taken measures 
to have the matter properly guarded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WHARF PROPERTY IN NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. MOREY, from the same committee, 
also reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 986, 
relinquishing certain wharf property to the 
city of New Orleans. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
to relinquish possession of the wharf and land- 
ing now occupied by the Government of the 
United States in the city of New Orleans, and 
to turn over the same to the authorities of said 
city. 

Mir. KERR. There should be some explan- 
ation of this bill. 

Mr. SHELDON. This wharf property was 


I 


captured by the United States in 1862, and 
has been held by the Government ever since, 
It. is the property of the city, and there is no 
other claim against it on the part of the Uni- 
ted States, except that it was’ rebel property 
when captured. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAPANESE STUDENTS AT WEST POINT. 


Mr. MOREY, from the same committee, 
also reported back, without amendment, Sen- 
ate bill No. 454, authorizing the Secretary of 
War to admit six Japanese students to the 
West Point Military Academy. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of War to receive for instruction at 
the Military Academy at West Point not ex- 
ceeding six persons, to be designated by the 
Government of the empire of Japan, provided 
that no expense shall thereby accrue to the 
United States. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I do not 
think this bill should pass; I think itis all 
wrong. Are the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs unanimous in recommending its passage? 
I think it a very dangerous thing for us with- 
out much reflection to give a military educa- 
tion to any youths of any other nation. 
Though I feel very friendly to the Japanese, 
yet L think it extremely dangerous for us to 


| put in their hands our science in the matter 


of arms. | am willing to educate them in 
everything else but the science of arms. I 
hope the House will ponder a great while 
before they pass this bill. 

Mr. KERR. Idesire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman who has this bill in charge whether. 
or not this bill proposes that the Government 
of the United States shall pay the expense of 
these cadets? 

Mr. MOREY. The bill provides that it 
shall be without expense to the United States. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. That may be 
so in the mere matter of education, and yet it 
may result in an expense of millions upon 
millions to the United States, , 

Mr. MOREY. It provides for the military 
education of six Japanese. ‘The friendly rela- 
tions now existing between the Japanese Gov- 
ernment and this country are such as to justify - 
any reasonable amount of courtesy that we can 
extend to them without cost to the United 
States. 

Mr. KERR. If these cadets from Japan 
may be admitted, why not from any other na- 
tion? How can we with consistency close the 
doors of the Military Academy against all the 
nations of the earth but one? I can see no 
just grounds for discrimination in favor 0 
Japan. I think we ought not to open the 
doors of purely national schools to any people 
except our own. It seems to me that the 
precedent will be a very dangerous one, one 
not called for by any circumstances existing 
at this time, and not necessary for the public 
welfare or even the welfare of the nation 10 
question. TI hope this bill will not be passed. 

Mr. YOUNG. As a West Point man my- 


‘self, and one who-feels a great deal of pride in 


that institution, I am opposed to this bill. I 
believe the Military Academy at West Point 1s 
the very best institution of the kind in the 
world. I believe that none of the nations of 
the earth are thoroughly acquainted with (Our 
system of military education, and I think it is 
very important that they should not be. + 
hope that the members of this House will vote 
against this bill. . 

I am surprised, sir, that the Military Commit- 
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tee entertained this proposition for a moment. 
But I regret to learn that the committee are 
unanimous in its favor. This institution is 
becoming more thorough each year in its dis- 
cipline and mode of instruction. There is no 
nation of the carth so thorough in the prepa- 
ration of its officers for the Army as our own. 
The Government of the United States, since 
the establishment of the Military Academy, 
has from time to time sent boards of officers 
and men of science to the different foreign 
countries to examine into and report upon 
their respective systems of. military instruc- 
tion. From these investigations we have 
gathered much valuable information which 
has enabled us to reach a proficiency in our 
system at West Point far more thorough than 
that of any foreign nation. Now, sir, if our 
system of military instruction has advantages 
and excellences over all other countries, 
(and I maintain that it has,) then let us our- 
selves reap and enjoy those advantages. Let 
us keep out strangers. Let us go on im- 
proving and perfecting our system, in the 
hope that we shall soon become the great- 
est military Power of the world. I am, sir, 
and I have ever been in favor of throwing 
open the doors of all of our scientific insti- 
tutions to the nations of the earth, and giving 
them the benefit of our experience in all the 
branches of science, except those of war, on 
land and sea, and to these I shall ever oppose 
the admission of persons not citizens of the 
United States. I am opposed to this bill in 
all of its bearings. and I believe I shall have 
the approbation of nine tenths of the officers 
of the Army for my opposition to it. Ihope 
it will not receive the sanction of this House. 
I move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. MOREY. I do not yield for that mo- 
tion. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Morgan. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I confess 
that at first blush I was opposed to the propo- 
sition to allow Japanese to be appointed to 
cadetships in the Military Academy at West 
Point. Upon reflection, however, I am satis- 
fied the measure is wise. I think that when 
my friends reflect upon the subject they will 
see it is almost absurd to suppose that any in- 
jury can result to the United States from such 
a measure. We already have Japanese stu- 
dents at the Naval Academy. ‘The position 
we occupy with reference to Japan is that of a 
friendly ully, and our relations are becoming 
closer every day. It appears to me wise that 
those relations should be fostered and en- 
couraged, 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. Youn] speaks 
of our military system as being unknown to 
the nations of the earth. On that point I beg 
leave to differ with him. The military sys- 
tems of all civilized nations are known to all 
civilized nations. We ourselves derive the 
principles of our military organization mainly 
from France and Russia. ‘They are embodied 
in published works, and are known and under- 
stood by the military men of all countries. I 
trust, therefore, that the House will approve 
this measure of wise liberality which will not 
take one dollar from the public Treasury, for 
the proposition is merely to allow the Govern- 
ment of Japan to maintain at its own expense 
atour Military School a certain number of 

apanese young men, that they may enjoy the 
advantage of learning, not any peculiar system 
of warfare, for our system ig substantially the 

uropean system. l can see no objection to 
the bill, and trust it will be passed. 

Mr, MOREY. I now call the previous 
question, 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to lay the bill on 
the table. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Youna, there were—ayes 59, noes 53; no 
quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Morey and 
Mr. Youna were appointed. 


Mr. MOREY, (while taking his place as a 
teller.) I wish to call attention to the fact 
that these students are to be educated without 
expense to the Government of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is out of 
order. Tellers are not appointed to debate 
the bill. 

Tbe House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 78, noes 55. ` 

So the motion to lay the bill on the table 
was agreed to. 


_ Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


S. P. JOCELYN. 


Mr. MOREY also, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported, with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass, a bill (H. R. No. 2704) for 
the relief of S. P. Jocelyn; which was read a 
first and second time. s 

The bill, which was read, provides that upon 
the occurrence of a vacancy in the grade of 
first lieutenant in his regiment Second Lien- 
tenant S. P. Jocelyn, twenty-first infantry, shall 
be entitled to promotion to the grade of first 
lieutenant, with date of commission and relative 
rank in the Army held by him December 31, 
1870; but the bill is not to be construed as 
granting back pay or additional pay in any 
manner whatever. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to ask an ex- 
planation of the bill. I do not like the prin- 
ciple of special acts of Congress directing the 
Secretary of War to appoint or reappoint this 
or that man to a certain position in the Army. 
I think it a very bad principle. I know noth- 
ing about this particular case, but the practice 
of procuring an act of Congress, when some 
man has been dismissed or hus retired or re- 
signed, in order to get him back or to get him 
into some better position than he would other- 
wise hold, is a practice which I must protest 
against. : 

Mr. MOREY. I will explain in a very few 
moments the scope of this bill. The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Farwsworru] is no 
more opposed than myself or the Committee 
on Military Affairs to such measures as he in- 
dicates. This officer was on duty with General 
Hazen in the Indian territory at the time of 
the general muster out of officers in January, 
1871. By the fault of General Hazen, who 
left for Europe, tbis officer was not reported 
as being on that duty. and the division com- 


mander sent up his name to be placed on the | 


list of officers to be mustered out. As soon as 


the error was discovered haste was made to | 


General Hazen attempted to have 
The 


correct it. 
it corrected by the Secretary of War. 


|i application for the correction of the error was 


indorsed by General Pope and by General 
Hancock, as well as by some others of the 
best officers in our service. On the facts be- 
coming known to the President, he imme- 
diately reappointed Lieutenant Jocelyn in the 
Army as a second lieutenant, that being the 
only vacancy to which he could be appointed. 
This bill provides that when there shall be a 
vacancy in the rank of first lieutenant in his 
regiment—the rank which he held when he 
was mustered out—Lieutenant Jocelyn shall 
be promoted to fill that vacancy. This pro- 
motion is not to take place until a vacancy 
occurs; and it cannot operate to the detriment 
of any other officer. It only places this officer 
in the same rank he would have held if this 
error had not oceurred. It is a case of great 
merit. [demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved | 

that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTIES FOR COLORED SOLDIERS, | 


Mr. BOLES. I ask to enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which a bill (H. R. 
No. 1589) amendatory of existing bounty laws, 
and granting bounty to persons of color. who 
were slaves previous to the 19th day of April, 
1861, and who enlisted and served in the Army 
of the United States, was laid upon the table, 
I enter this motion j 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be debated dùr- 
ing the morning hour; the gentleman ean only 
enter his motion. 

FORT STANTON, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back a bill (S. No. 609) 
to reduce the limits of the military reserva- 
tion at Fort Stanton, New Mexico, with an 
amendment. 

The bill; which was read, provides that the Sec- 
retary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and instructed to reduce the limits of the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Stanton, in New 
Mexico, to a tract not exceeding sixteen square 
miles. ‘The new limit ofsaid reservation shall 
embrace a strip of land eight miles in length, 
aud shall extend one mile from each bank of 
the Rio Bonito; the boundaries thereof to be 
determined by the Secretary of War, and the 
balance of the reservation to be thrown open 
to settlement and occupation under the home- 
stead laws of the United States, - 

The amendment of the committee was read 
as follows: 


Strike out the words “ settlement and occupation 
under the homestead,” and in lieu thereof insert 
* entry and settlement under the,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Senate bill, as amended, was ordered 
to a third reading ; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

FORTIFICATIONS AT LAWRENCE KANSAS. 

Mr. TERRY also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (S. No. 807) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to pay certain cer- 
tificates issued for fortification purposes in 
Lawrence, Kansas, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 


‘directed to cause to be paid certain certificates 


or vouchers issued pursuant to military au- 
thority at Lawrence, Kansas, in the year 1864, 
for services performed in the erection of 
fortifications at that point, as recommended 
by General James H. Hardie, Inspector Gen- 
eral of the United States Army, of his investi- 
gation into the claims of citizens of Kansas, 
reported to the War Department, and that the 
amount thereof be paid out of any funds under 
the control of the War Department. Said 
certificates shall be paid upon presentation to 
the Secretary of War, or such disbursing 
officer as he shail appoint for that purpose; 
and such payments shall not exceed in, the 
aggregate the sum of $3,000. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the.vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 
Mr. TERRY also, from the same commit- 


tee, reported back a bill (S. No. 471) to 
amend an act entitled “An act supplementary 
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to an act to provide for furnishing artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers,” approved June 
30, 1870. with a substitute. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the benefits of the act approve 
June 30, 1870, entitled ‘*An act supplementary 
to an act to provide for furnishing artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers,’’ shall be extended 
to major generals, brigadier generals, colonels, 
lieutenant colonels, majors, and al! officers, 
soldiers, seamen, and marines disabled in the 
military or naval service of the United States, 
as fully as the same are provided for in the 
acts approved July 16, 1862, July 28, 1866, 
and July 27, 1868, in so far as the said acts 
relate to artificial limbs and to transportation 
for procuring said limbs. The second section 
provides that all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with this act are hereby repealed. The 
third section provides that this act shall take 
effect and bein force from and after its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. TERRY. The bill isa literal copy of 
the act of June 30, 1870, and does not accom- 
plish the object desired. The committee 
therefore report a substitute, covering the 
ground which the original act was intended to 
cover. 

The substitute was read. It provides that 
the acts approved June 17, 1870, and June 20, 
1870, for supplying artific'al limbs, or com- 
mutation for the same, to officers, soldiers, and 
seamen, shall apply to all officers, non-com- 
missioned officers, enlisted and hired men of 
the land and naval forces of theUnited States, 
who, in the line of their duty as such, shall 
have lost limbs or sustained bodily injuries, 
depriving them of the use of any of their limbs, 


to be devermined by the Surgeon General of 


the Army. 

Tn its second section the substitute provides 
that the transportation allowed for having ar- 
tificial Hobs fitted shall be furnished by the 
Quartermaster General of the Army, the cost 
of which shall be refunded from the appro- 
priations for invalid pensions, 

In its third section it provides that the term 
of five years, specified in the first section of 
the act approved June 17, 1870, shall he held 
to commence in each case with the filing of 
the application under that act. 

‘The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time; und it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr, TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to revonsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VORT WALLA-WALLA,. 


Mr. TERRY also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (UL. R. No, 2705) to amend 
an act entitled “ An act to provide for the dis- 
position of useless military reservations,” ap- 

roved February 24, 1871; which was read a 
irst and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary of War to transfer to the cus- 
tody aud control of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, for disposition for cash, according to 
the existing laws of the United States relating 
to the public lands, after appraisement, to the 
highest bidder, and at not less than the 
appraised value, nor at less than $1 25 per 
acre, the United States military reservation at 
Fort Walla-Walla, in the Territory of Wash- 
ington; provided that the Secretary of the 
Interior shall, whenever in his opinion the 
public interests may require it, cause the fore- 
going reservation, or purt or parts thereof, to 
be subdivided into tracts of less than forty acres 
each, or into towu lots, with the necessary street 
or streets 10 make the same accessible; and pro- 
vided also that each subdivision, together with 
the buildings, building materials, or other prop- 
erty which may be thereon, shall be appraised 


+ 


and offered separately at public outery, to the 
highest bidder, as hereinbefore provided, but 
not in subdivisions of more than forty acres 
each, after which any unsold land or lot shall be 
sabject to sale at private entry for the appraised 
value at the proper.land office. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT D. A. RUSSELL RESERVATION. 


Mr. TERRY also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1518) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to expend 
certain moneys for the purpose of sinking an 
artesian well on the Fort D. A. Russell military 
reservation, in Wyoming Territory. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of War to expend the sum of $10,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
purpose of sinkiag an artesian well on the Fort 
D. A. Russell military reservation, in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
rend a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VORT BRIDGER RESERVATION. 


Mr. TERRY also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 124) for the relief of certain settlers, upon 
the military reservation of Fort Bridger, 
Wyoming Territory, and moved that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the same, and that it be laid upon 
the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, ETC. 


Mr. STOUGHTON, from the Commiitee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
1665) to enable honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors, their widows and orphan children, 
to acquire homesteads on the publie lands of 
the United States. 

Mr. SCOUGLUTON. This is the bill which 
was before the House on Tuesday evening, 
and which was recommitted to the committec 
yesterday. Task unanimous consent that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. There 
are no amendments. Itis precisely as it was 
reported on Tuesday evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Michigan asks that the reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Would it 
be in order to ask to have the bill reported. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think if the House is 
to vote upon the bill it had better be read. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill 
has been dispensed with by unauimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. SARGENT. When the reading was 
dispensed with I had no idea that the gentle- 
man was to call the previous question, aud to 
shut off all discussion. I ask that by unani- 
mous consent the bill be read before we vote 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read if there 
be no objection. 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
read. 


Mr. ARCHER. 
laid upon the table. 
The SPEAKER. That motion has already 
been made by the gentleman from California, 
[Mr. Sareent. J 
The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 71, noes 48; no quorum 
voting. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SARGENT and 
Mr. Srovcuron were appointed. 
Mr. HAY. Js itin order to state what the 
uestion is before the House? 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the 
motion to lay this bill upon the table. 
Mr. HAY. And it is a bill in favor of 
homesteads for soldiers? 
Mr. SARGENT. It is a bill in favor of 
land speculation. 
Mr. STOUGHTON. Task unanimous con- 
sent to make a statement in regard to this 


bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman called the 
previous question to cut off debate, and now [ 
object to uny debate. 

‘The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 88, noes 48. 

Before the result of the vote was announced 

Mr. COBURN and Mr. STOUGHTON 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 66, nays 112, not voting 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Burber, Beek, Bell, Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, Dox, Du Bosc, Duke, 
Ely, Farwell, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Har- 
ner, Hawley, Hoar, iHoughton, Kendall, King, 
Leach, McCormick, Melienry, McIntyre, Merriam, 
Orr, Palmer, Peters, Price, Read, Ritehie, Bllis H. 
Roberts, Roosevelt, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Swann, 
Taffe, Washington ‘Vownsend, Turner, Vaughan, 
Wallace, Warren, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Winches- 
ter, and Young—66. 

NaYS—Messrs. Acker, Beatty, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, Buflinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Coburn, 
Conger, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Darrall, Davis, Donnan, 
Duell, Bames, Eniott, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, 
Henry, D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster. Frye, Getz, 
Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Haile, Harmer, George 
E. Harris, Havens, Day, Gerry W. Hazelton, John 
W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Ketcham, 
Lamison, Lansing, Lowe, Marshall, Maynard, Mo- 
Clelland, McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKinney, 
McNeely. Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroa, 
Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack. Packard, 
Packer, llosea W., Parker, Isaac Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Aaron F. Porry, Eli Perry, Platt, Prindle, 
Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William 
R. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, Sceley, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 
Jobn A. Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Terry, Tuthill, 
'Pwichell, Tyner, Upson, Voorhees, Waddell, Walden, 
Waldron, Walis, Wheelor, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John 'T. Wilson, and 
Wood—i12. 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Bright, James Brooks, Benjamin F. 
Butler, William T. Clark, Cobb, Creely, Crocker, 
De Large, Dickey, Dunnell, Bldredge, Forker, Charl es 
Foster. Garfield, Garrett, Golladay. LLalsey, Hanks, 
Jobn T, Harris, Hays, Hereford, Holmaa, Looper, 
Kelley, Kellogg. Kerr, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamport, 
Lewis, Lynch, Manson, McKee, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morphis, Negley, Perce, Poland, Porter, 
Potter, Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Sargent, Bes- 
sions, Shellabarger, Shober, Stowell, st. Joba, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Van Trump, Wake- 
man, Wells, and Williams of New York—62. 


So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. As the morning hour bas 
expired, I move that the rules be suspende 
and the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the special order. 

_ The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 85, noes 38. - 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Pending tke going into Committee of the 
Whole, 

MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 


I move that this bill be 


1872. 


Government for the fiscal year ending Tune 
80, 1878, aud for other purposes, together 
with a special report in reference to the signal 
service and telegraph company. 

The bill was read a first and second time, 


and, withtne report, ordered to be printed, and |f 


referred to the Committee of the Whole, and 


made the special order for Tuesday next after | 


the morning hour, and from day to day until 
disposed of. 


Mr. SARGENT. I reserve the point of 


order on the Metropolitan police appropri- |í 


ation. 

Mr. DICK EY. I reserve all points of order 
upon the bill. 

Mr. PERCE. And I reserve Friday for the 
consideration of private bills. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Was not Tuesday next 
after the morning hour assigned for reports 
from the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. 
conflict with that order. 

LIMITATION OF DEBATE ON SALT. 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to 
enlarge the time for debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the subject of salt. I under- 
stand from the chairman of the committee that 
he has bad requests for one hour and a half of 
debate. I think that by assenting to this prop- 
osition we shall really save time. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I object. We 
wasted an hour or two yesterday in discussing 
the duty on tea and coffee, and we are wast- 
ingtime every day. We have gone over only 
six lines of the bill in a whole day. The 
‘people demand action. 


BRIDGES ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. TAFFE, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (3. No. 631) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
river, at Broomville, Nebraska, was taken 
from the Speaker's table, read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. TAFE, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 828) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
tiver opposite to or within the corporate 
limits of Nebraska City was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SAMUEL D. HAYSLIP. 

Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2707) for the relief 
of Samuel D. Hayslip, of Wyandotie, West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Wholeon the state of the Union, (Mr. 
ScorigLn in the the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The pending paragraph 
will be read by the Clerk: - 

The Clerk read as follows : 


On salt in bulk, eight cents per one hundred 
Pounds, 


On salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 


twelve cents por one hundred pounds. 
, The CHAIRMAN. Upon these two clauses 
debate is limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. CON GER. 
following amendment to the two paragraphs 
in relation to salt: 

Amend line thirteen so as to read as follows: 
hie rock salt and salt in bulk, twelve cents per one 

undred pounds, 
mend iine fourteen so as to read as follows: 
ei n salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 
ighteen cents per one hundred pounds, 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I now 
offer is believed to bea fair compromise be- 
tween those who are in favor of reducing the 

uly on salt and those who desire to secure 
Proper protection to this branch of labor. The 


Jt was; but this will not | 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the | 


| 


i 


| ae 
| first proposition reduces the duty from eighteen 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3231 


cents, the present rate, to twelve cents; and 


| the second proposition reduces the present 


duty of twenty four cents to eighteen cents. 
Thus one third is taken off in each case. 
In regard to the second proposition, I desire 


-to say that the duty includes also the duty on 


the bag, sack, barrel, or whatever else may 
make the package. There is no other duty 
provided for the inclosure of the salt than that 
here embraced. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever the House may be 
inclined to do in regard to this matter, it must 


| be clear to any ove who will examine it that 


the main expense in the production of salt is 
labor. Whether it be in raising the brine, in 
boiling, in drying, in packing, in putting the 
salt in barrels, in handling, or in shipment, 
the main expense is labor; and this is a class 
of labor which, I submit, ought to be pro- 
tected. The proposition | submit embodies a 
fair division ot the duties on this subject. Itisa 
greater reduction than is proposed on coal and 
other articles. On all other articles ‘the pro- 
posed reduction is but ten per cent. of the 
present duty. 

On this there isa reduction on each of these 
items of one third. Everybody in the House 
is talking to each other again. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will come 
to order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, [ Mr. DUNNELL, ] in which 
he says there is no protection to the farmer. 
The duty on flour is twenty-five cents a barrel, 
on oats ten cents a bushel, on beef one cent 
per pound, on pork one cent per pound, on 
butter fifteen per cent.; on everything which 
we along the border consume, and which these 
salt mavufacturers buy, the duty is higher than 
on any other article. We are compelled in 
salt-making to forego the markets of Canada 


| and to take the productions of the western 


States, and their cattle, their grain, their beef, 
their pork, all of which are protected by high 
duty; and yet this committee proposes to 
permit Canadian salt, made across the border, 
where we can buy farm products cheaper than 
in the States, to come into competition with 
our salt almost free of duty. 

1 desire to say to the committee that during 
the last year more than one half of the salt 


| manufactories of Saginaw have been lying 


idie because the price of salt is unremun- 
erative. The only salt-works in the Saginaw 
valley for the last two years engaged in the 
production of salt are those which can use the 
waste steam and refuse materials of saw-mills 
in the manufacture of salt. I assert publicly, 


i and without fear of contradiction from any- 


body, that one half of the salt manufactories 
of the Saginaw valley have been lying idle for 


the past year, unless where they have been į 


connected with saw-milis and where they can 
use the waste steam and use the refuse ot saw- 
mill materials for beating power, and this is 
because the manufacture of salt is not remun- 
erative. 

I ask the committee, in making this experi- 
ment on salt, to be satisfied with a reduction 
of one third. Let it be tried at that. Let 
this labor and this industry have that protec- 


| tion against the salt piled up on the Canada 


shore like great warehouses now awaiting the 
passage of a bill which will permit it to come 
into competition with salt manufactured by 
our own laborers. But I will not enlarge on 
this subject. I ask the House to take the 
reduction I propose, and not by one fell swoop 
destroy this interest entirely. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HALE. i 
me that salt should be wholly free. This 
House was lately of that view. Oneyear ago, 
on the yeas and nays, the House voted to put 
salt on the free list by a vote of more than 
two thirds, I have the record here. The vote 


H 


Mr. Chairman, it is clear to | 


was 147 in the affirmative and 47 in the nega- 
tive. I see no reason now why the members 
of the House should go back on thé. record 
which was then made. Nothing since has 
occurred which ought to change’ their views. 
- Indeed, Mr. Chairman, we ‘can reduce’ the 
tax to-day better than we could one year ago. 
We have since that time paid off the national 
debt to the extent of over one hundred million 
dollars. We have sueceeded in establishing 
a better credit abroad. It is now better set- 
tled in the minds of the people. that taxes in 
the form of customs duties can be taken off, 
The whole people, with a few local exceptions, 
desire free salt. Ido not believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there are twenty congressional dis- 
tricts in the United States which, if they were 
to vote instructions in conventions, would fail 
to instruct their members on this floor to vote 
for free salt. 

I need not repeat threadbare statements 
and arguments already made why we should 
have free salt. lt affects the whole people of 
the country, men, women, and children. It 
also bears heavily on important interests in 
all parts of the country. The pork-packers 
in the West who use Turk’s Island salt, the 
only salt that can be safely used in packing 
pork, are oppressed with this excessive duty, 
The fishermen on the coast of New England 
are obliged now by law, if they take salt out 
of bond, to use it on board of their vessels or 
pay the duty upon it. They cannot use it 
elsewhere in curing their fish. The restriction 
in the law as to the place of its use on ship- 
board in a great degree neutralizes the intended 
benefit of the law as it now stands, These 
fishermen are oppressed by the duty on salt. 

There is another reason why we shouid 
act—the duty is enormous. 

Turk’s island salt, the best salt, can be 
bought at the island for nine cents a bushel, or 
eleven cents per hundred pounds. ‘the duty 
is eighteen cents in buik, or twenty-four cents 
in sack. It does not take much arithmetic to 
figure from that that it isnot a duty of one hun- 
dred per cent., but an average of nearly two 
hundred per cent. It is an enormous protec- 
tion, and for the benefit—I shail use the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. KELLEY, } the advocate of extreme pro- 
tection upon this foor—for the benefit, in the 
main, or greatly at least, of the ‘Onondaga 
monopoly.” I repeat the words used by the 
gentleman bere upon this floor last spring 
when he admitted that the duty could be re- 
duced. 

That monopoly. sir, to my mind, stands to- 
day as the most offensive before the American 
people. It smacks of the old times when mo- 
nopolies were granted arbitrarily and interests 
and persons were allowed to grow rich at the 
expense of the people. The people, I believe, 
demand the abolition of all duties on salt, 
aud let it be placed on the free list, or if we 
cannot get that, let us at least keep the rate 
which the Committee of Ways and Means has 
reported. ` 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. In the course of 
some remarks yesterday of the gentleman 
from Michigan, (Mr. Buazr,] who | am sorry 
is not now in his seat, he took occasion to eriti- 
cise very severely some statements which I bad 
made concerning the proportion of labor in 
the cost.cf making salt. 1 did not happen to 
be listening to the gentleman in the early part 
of his argument, and the Globe report has not 
yet come up to that point of the debate. But 
Í am told that the gentleman displayed a good 
deal of virtuous indignation at what he chooses 
| to call the unscrupulousness aod unfairness of 
| the free trade arguments. 
| Now, sir, before a man hurls his vitupera- 
| tion at others he ought to be entirely certain 
| 


that he is right himseif. The gentleman said 
to this House, Why, there is the cost of the 
barrel in which the salt is put; is: not, that 
labor, and ought not that to be protected ? And 
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there is the fuel with which we boil the salt; 
is not that labor, and ought not that to be pro- 
tected? That, Mr. Chairman, sounds very 
plausible, but if the House will be so kind as 
to listen to me for one moment while I read 
from the report on the salt industry of Michi- 
gan, a report published by the friends of the 
gentlemen in his own State and written in 
the interest of protection, gentlemen will see 
who make fair statements and who do not. 
After reviewing the whole industry of Michi- 
gan, the report says: 

“The facts exhibited in this report give a fair op- 
portunity for considering a manufacturing industry 
as affected by the conditions growing out of the 
wages of American labor as compared with those 
of Canada. For this is the only essential difference 
between the two sides of the lake. It may be ad- 
mitted that the Canada brine is more abundant and 
easily manipulated than that of Saginaw, and also 
that in relation to the supply of the upper lakes the 


commercial position of Goderich is superior.” 

Now mark these words, The report adds: 

“These advantages, however, aro more than made 
up by the greater cheapness of fuel and barrels at 
Saginaw. ‘the only question of importance is the 
Jabor question, and upon tho decision of that rests 
the fixing of the point where the manufacture of salt 
which is to supply the Northwest for the future, in 
great part or the whole, is to be.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have it upon the 
authority of this report, from the State of 
Michigan itself, that fuel and barrels are 
cheaper at Saginaw than at Goderich. And 
yet the gentleman does not hesitate to come 
here and claim protection upon those barrels 
and upon that fuel. Us that the fairness of 
protection arguments? Why, sir, the gentle- 
man should turn his virtuous indiguation upon 
himself, instead of turning it upon me. 

Mr. CONGR. They use the waste steam 
and the refuse for heating purposes. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Iixactly so. But 
that is what the gentleman did not state. 

Now, instead of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Buan] having convicted me of 
an unfair statement, L say that Ihave fairly 
convicted him of having tried to mislead this 
House and obtain protection upon false pre- 
tense; but 1 am glad he afforded me the 
Opportunity of showing, in support of the 
argument | made a few days ago, that this 
system of double protection on materials, 
labor, &c., is a perversion of a true system of 
protection ag it was intended by the founders 
of that system. Though [ differ from those 
gentlemen in regard to the merits of protec- 
tion itself, yet L think I may say that if we 
must have it, Iet us have it legitimately 
applied. 

ir. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor 
of a very considerable reduction of our present 
unnecessarily burdensome taxes. 1 am will- 
ing to go as far as the farthest upon this floor 
for that purpose. L shall vote for all reduc- 
tions contained in this bill of the present high 
protective duties. But with reference to the 
question now under debate, I have this to say : 
the bill aş it now stands affords protection to 
the article of salt to the extent of ninety-six 
and a half per cent. on an average. In sup- 
port of this, I call attention to the following 
figures, showing what a duty of eight cents per 
one hundred poands, as provided in the bill, 
on bulk salt, amounts to: 
Per centage. 

Cost of salt: 
In Liverpool, eight eents per ono hundred 

pounds, duty eight cents MESRA 
In Turk’s island, ten per c 

dred ppuvds, duty eight cents piri 
In St. Martin’s, eleven cents per one hundred 

pounds, duty eight Cents... eresas srssrerreosrrarne 
In Sicily, six cents per one hundred pounds, 

duty eight Wem we sss cesecdey weanaies aancapoancnsnccees 
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Average duty at eight cents per one hundred 
POUUUS, -sssanseasseresssccssssotsororosecessas 


Indeed, I believe that salt should be made 
free. As was stated by the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. HALE, ] three fourths of this body 
no longer ago than last spring voted to put 
salt on the free list. And the proposition 
failed in the other branch of Congress, I believe, 


by only one or two votes. Sir, the legislation 
now upon our statute-books shows that salt 
ought to. have no other place in our tariff than 
on the free list. We have a law to-day which 
provides that all salt used in New England for 
the purpose of curing fish shall be exempted 
from the payment of this duty. I ask any 
New England gentleman upon this floor why 
that special legislation in favor of the fishing 
interest should be continued; why that in- 
terest should have any special privilege? I 
understand that your law is defective, and yet 
that is the law. . 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to correct a state- 
ment, for I know the gentleman would not 
intentionally make a misstatement? It may 
be the general impression that salt used in 
fishing is admitted free; but that is not the 
case. The exemption from duty is confined 
to salt used for curing fish upon vessels, not 
to salt used outside of vessels. 

Mr. HAY. That is not new to me; that 
is merely a defect in the law. Probably be- 
fore we get through this discussion we will 
have a voice raised here from Massachusetts 
asking that that law shall be changed, because 
itis defective. Why should there be a law 
passed to advance one interest, one industry 
of the country alone? Why should not the 
other great industries of the country which 
largely consume this commodity of salt have 
the same benefit? Indeed, why should not 
the whole country have it? Are the great pork 
and beef-packing interests of the West inferior 
to the fishing interests of New England? Not 
atall. The very fact that we have such a law 
upon our statute-books shows that this great 
necessary of life should be upon the free list. 

This Onondaga company, as was stated 
throughout the whole country, and as was 
uncontradicted anywhere, sent out their cir- 
culars all along the route of the Grand Trank 
railroad in Canada, proposing to sell their salt 
for less than half the price they charged their 
own fellow citizens in Syracuse, New York. 
They to-day furnish New England men with 
salt to the exclusion of foreign importers in 
the country. Indeed, I do not know of a single 
argument which can be urged in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Duxin.}] This great corporation has 
grown richer in a shorter time than any other 
having an equal amount of capital invested in 
the country in any enterprise or business. 

The truth about the matter is that this 
article of salt would not to-day have a place 
upon the tariff if it were not that those who 
are interested in its manufacture, and who are 
trying to extend this protective system all over 
the country, have linked it with iron and steel 
and lumber and thousands of other articles 
which are included in the tariff, in order to 
form a combination to succeed with this sys- 
tem of bounties. No more fair, no more can- 
did statement of thefact that these high tariff 
duties are nothing but bounties was ever made 
than that made by the member from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Crocker] yesterday in advocat- 
ing the retention of a high duty on coal. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
submit a few remarks against the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from the State of Mich- 
igan,{Mr.Concer.] Itseemsto me strange that 
anarticle of such prime necessity as that of salt 
should have any tax whatever imposed upon 
it. What is salt? It is something which 
enters into the food of every man, something 
which enters into the consumption of the 
family of every man, poor or rich. Salt is 
life itself; and yet, as was shown by the gen- 
tlemen from Maine, [Mr. Haue,] the daty 
now imposed upon it amounts to nearly two 
hundred per cent.; that is, eighteen cents 
in bulk, and twenty-four cents per hundred 
pounds in bags, or from one hundred to three 
hundred and fifty per cent., according to 
quality. 


| 


- Now, sir, let us read a statement of a few 
importations into the United States showing 
the cost of the cargo and the amount of duty 
Amount 


Cargo from Liverpool. 
Cargo from Bonaire. 2 
Cargo from Trapani 1,908 

Now, I would like to ask any intelligent 
gentleman in this House why a duty amount- 
ing to nearly three times the original cost of 
the article should be paid by the people of 
the country? And paid for whose benefit? 
For the benefit of one or two salt-manufac- 
turing establishments in the United States, 

It is estimated that we in this country 
consume about forty million bushels of salt 
annually. Putting the tax on an average of 
twenty five cents per bushel, the aggregate 
sum taken from the people amounts to near 
ten million dollars a year, and the Govern: 
ment receives only about one million and a 
quarter. The balance is collected from the peo- 
ple, and goes into the pockets of salt-makers, 

Let me read a short extract from a western 
paper to show the enormous profits of the 
Onondaga company in New York: 

“The Onondaga (New York) Salt Company has 
been dissolved, but whether for effect or for real 
causes isnot known. The history of this company 
is remarkable. ‘fhe State of New York owns the 
brine, and salt, and pumps, and delivers the water, 
recciving therefor a tax of one cent per bushel, Pro- 
vious to 1861 the wells were leased and operated bya 
nuinber of individuals. In that year these various 
persons united, each putting in bis lease, at a high 
valuation, as so much capital. The aggregate val- 
uation made by the owners of these leases was 
$160,000, This company soon absorbed all the works 
at Syracuse, and in 1868, the officers, being put upon 
oath, acknowledged that the aggregate of their prof- 
its in the first five years was $5,858,000, on a nominal 
capital of $160,000. 

Sir, are we here to protect a few salt manu- 
facturers? We are here to legislate for the 
people, the great mass of the people of this ` 
country. Let them have free salt as well as 
free coffee and free tea. Why, sir, the freights 
on salt are from fifteen to twenty cents per | 
bushel. Is that not sufficient protection? 
That amounts to over one hundred per cent. 
on the cost of the salt. which, added to the 
tariff duty, makes it as much more. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will my 
colleague yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of extending for a short time the limita- 
tion of debate. 1 wish to offer an important 
amendment to the law, in regard to which a 
mistake has been made which it is necessary 
to explain. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let time be taken now 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Unless 
unanimous consent be given to my occupying 
five minutes, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not seek to force a 
vote upon any question; but I desire to hasten 
along with this bill as much as possible. Itis 
not in order to extend the time until after the 
expiration of the time already allowed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to oceupy five minutes for 
the purpose of explaining the motion | desire 
to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the 
Whole cannot enlarge even by unanimous 
consent the time to which the House has lim- 
ited the debate on this subject. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move, 
then, that the committee rise for the purpose 
I have stated. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that by the 
rules the time cannot be extended till the. 
expiration of the half hour already fixed as 
the limit of debate on this subject. 

Mr. BUTLER; of Massachusetts. 
well; I will defer my motion. 


Very 
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Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, two or three 
things may be taken for granted in the discus- 
sion of this question. In the first place, it 
may be assumed that what has been stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. FINKELN- 
BURG] and other gentlemen is true—that, 
while we may live without tea and coffee, we 
cannot live without salt; that itis an article 
of prime necessity, the absence of which is 
almost as fatal to the continuance of human 
life as the absence of the atmosphere. Upon 
the statement of such.a proposition the query 
arising in my mind is whether it does not 
become us to so establish the production of so 
necessary an article that in no contingency 
shall we be deprived of it. It occurs to me 
that in so far as this article is essential to our 
comfort and well-being it becomes us to see 
to it that we shall under no circumstances be 
deprived of it. 

The history of nations in war and other 
circumstances, where they have been deprived 
„of this article, is fresh in the minds of all 
those who can remember the condition of 
things in the rebel States during the war. 
With inexhaustible beds of salt under their 
feet, with mountains of it before their eyes, 
they had been in the habit and custom of 
depending on others for salt, and when by 
untoward events they were cut off from that 
supply, the distress of the rebel States in all 
‘other respects did not compare with the dis- 
tress which the absence of this prime necessity 
brought upon them. That is one condition of 
things. 

Another condition of things was stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] yes- 
terday. If we so legislate as to secure under 
all circumstances a home supply of this article, 


then we should not have the condition of 


things to which he has referred. It will be 
impossible for that condition of things to be 
true which the gentleman from Ohio stated, that 
is, where two manufacturing establishments 
of salt, one in this country and one in a for- 
eign country, could so arrange matters by con- 
tract that they could control the price of salt 
. in our markets and the price of salt in foreign 
markets. Under no circumstances whatever, 
when an article of prime necessity of life, 
when its supply depends on the cupidity and 
avarice of a monopoly like that which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gen- 

` tleman from Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Itake the floor, and 
Iwill yield whatever time I am allowed under 
the rules to the gentleman from Massachu- 

: getts, so he may continue and conclude his 

remarks. 

“= Mr. DAWES. Now, sir, I desire such legis- 
lation that under no circumstances can that 
ever be true that the cupidity and avarice 
of monopolies shall control the supply of 
this article of prime necessity. But I want 
to know whether we accomplish that end by 
crushing out that monopoly on this side and 
surrendering it entirely to another monopoly 
on the other side? There is a monopoly on 
-the other side of the line, and there is one 
at Onondaga, New York. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Dvr] stated the 
condition of the production in this country 
was such that they were not able to make 
it give at the end of one year with another 
but the very smallest profit in each barrel of 
salt manufactured. Ido not wish to see such 
& condition of things. 

` Ido not wish to crush out the manufacture of 
salt on our side of the line for the purpose of 
surrendering it to a monopoly on the other side 
of the line. ‘The only remedy is to so legislate 
as to multiply production here until in this 
country under all circumstances, adverse or 
prosperous, peace or war, it shall render us 
independent of any such combination hereafter 
like that of one monopoly here and another 
foreign monopoly, fixing the price of salt in 
both markets. That production can only be 
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realized by just putting this where a fair re- 
munerative profit and no more can be yielded 
to the production of salt in this country where 
ever it may be. 

At Syracuse, New York, with sixty square 
miles; in Michigan; in the Kanawha valley, 
Virginia; at Lynchburg, Virginia; down in 
Louisiana, everywhere almost over this coun- 
try, salt is as abundant almost and as free as 
air, but it is six hundred or a thousand miles 
below the surface, and it requires labor, 
although free to all of God's people. There 
it requires labor to lift it up to the surface of 
the ground. Let us have it. If we are not 
disposed tu strike down ali efforts to manufac- 
ture salt, let us multiply its production in this 
country, so that no monopoly shall rule the 
price, that no condition can hereafter happen 
by which we may-be without the largest supply 
of salt at the most reasonable prices. In 
order to do that, we must see to it that those 
where the salt shall have fair compensation 
or it. 

Mr. Chairman, I voted for free salt two 
years ago. Last summer, on nobody’s invita- 
tion, and on no suspicion I should occupy the 
condition I now do, I went on my own motion 
among these salt-works. I wentthrough them, 
examined the works, and inquired in reference 
to the production and profit of the manufac- 
ture of salt. I think I know the condition of 
things. The manufacture of salt barely pro- 
duces compensation to the men employed in 
it, and no more. With sixty square miles in 
Michigan, as fine as anywhere in the world, 
gentlemen came before the committee and 
tendered it in ten acres, free, to anybody who 
would go there and produce salt. 

You perhaps think you are going to have 
cheap salt on the sea-board by withdrawing 
competition at the sea-board with foreign salt 
on the part of our own manufacturers. Now, 
do not gentlemen see that when you withdraw 
competition of American salt with foreign 
salt on the sea-board, that instant the price 
of foreign salt will go up? 

Nothing has kept it down in this world; 
nothing can keep it down but competition. 
He who has a free field will put his own price 
upon the article, as we have been told was 
done by the Onondaga company and the 
Goderich company when they combined, the 
one to have a free field here, and the other to 
have a free field there. When they did so, 
they set their own prices upon the articles. 

So all along the sea-board; so all along on 
the Mississippi river, if you take away the 
competition between the foreign salt and the 
American salt, you that instant are at the 
mercy of the importer, and he puts on just 
what price he pleases. You cannot escape 
that result. And he who asks free salt can 
only have free salt by competition. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would ask the 
gentleman if there is only one importer of 
salt? 

Mr. DAWES. There are thousands of 
importers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is there not com- 
petition among themselves? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir. There will be the 
same combination among them which there 
was between the Goderich company and the 
Onondaga company. Does not the gentleman 
know that when the Onondaga company 
reached the Atlantic with their salt they 
brought down that instant the price of foreign 
salt twenty-five per cent.? Does not every- 
body know that it is only by competition the 
world over and. in everything that prices are 
held down? We should not surrender our in- 
dependence in this respect. It would be bet- 
ter that the Government, as it provides pow- 
der in its magazines and fills its arsenais to 
meet great exigencies of war, should absorb 
and pack away this article for such exigencies, 
than that we should be left without it, as the 
rebel States were during their contest. : 

[Here the hammer. fell. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by 
the House for debate on those paragraphs has 
expired, but after the pending amendments 
are disposed of, other amendments will be in 
order, to be offered aud voted upon witho:t 
debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the committee rise, for the purpose of 
extending the time for debate on those two 
paragraphs thirty minutes. The subject isa 
very important one, and, as I have already 
said, there isa mistake in the clause which I 
wish to have corrected. 

The question being taken on the motion 
that the committee rise, there were—ayes 62, 
noes 59. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the Union generally, and par- 
ticularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to reduce 
duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No, 2822) 
to reduce duties on imports, and to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. Pend- 
ing that motion I move that the time for de- 
bate on the two paragraphs relating to salt 
and the amendments thereto be extended 
thirty minutes. 

The motion to extend the time for debate 
was agreed to—ayes 64, noes 61. 

The motion that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the special order, was 
also agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. ScovteLp in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 

urpeses. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, 
the time for debate on the paragraphs relating 
to salt has been extended thirty minutes, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend, by adding after the thirteenth line 
the proviso which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is now in order. But the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Butter] can explain now 
the amendment which he proposes to offer 
hereafter. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to offer as an amendment this proviso : 


Provided, That salt actually used in the preserv- 
ing or curing of fish shall be admitted froe of duty 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will not the gen- 
tleman add the words “and pork?” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
content that pork shall be inserted. I go for 
free salt. I will read the law, so that every- 
body may understand it. When the bounty 
was taken off fisheries, instead thereof this was 
given them: 

“Provided, That from and after the date of the 
passage of this act vessels licensed to engage in the 
fisheries may take on board imported salt in bond to 
be used in curing fish, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and on 
proof that the said salt has been used in curing fish, 
the duties on the same may be remitted.” 

Now, the men who construed that law held 
that the fish were to be cured on board ship. 
Now, fish are never cured on board ship, and 
consequently we never have had free salt. All 
fish are cured on shore, and this law has there- 
fore been rendered entirely nugatory by the 
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construction put upon it. We have done the 
best as fishermen to evade it, but it was of no 
use; it was there, and iu order to get the 

- duty remitted they all had to swear that the 
galt was used on board ship in curing fish. 
They could not do that; even if they had been 
willing to do so, they would have had to laugh 
in each other's faces. ‘Therefore the law has 
really been nugatory. 

Now, what I desire is to so amend the law 
that salt used in curing fish shall be free as 
was intended. I agree that salt ought to be 
free. The only difficulty in my mind is, what 
would be the effect if our salt-works were to 
be broken up? But I want to state one fact 
to show that we need never be afraid of a 
monopoly of salt. When Jefferson purchased 
Louisiana, one of the controlling reasons that 
he gave for that purchase was that the island 
of Petit Ainse, which was an island in Louisi- 
ana two miles in circumference and four hun- 
dred feet high, was one pure bed of salt, and 
itis so. There itis to-day, an island two miles 
in circumference and four hundred feet high, 
of rock salt of ninety-seven per cent. in fine- 
ness. Well, gentlemen may say, why has not 
that salt been worked? It was worked during 
the rebellion, and 1 sent down a force to cap- 
ture it and prevent its being worked. Sol 
know all about it, Why was it not worked 
before? some may ask. ‘This is the reason; 
salt was literally brought in free, without 
price, by the cotton-ships of New Orleans as 
ballast. They would almost give it away to 
get rid of it. 

Mr. CONGER, That was in violation of 
law, for there was never a time when there 
was nota duty on salt. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Jam not 
talking of duty ; it was free of freight and freo 
of price, For that reason they never worked 
the salt on the island of Petit Ainse. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Do they 
work it under the present tariff? 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. They do 


not. ‘Then, again, it is very remarkable that 
on the Pacific coast there hag been found al- 
most precisely another such formation, and 
it is being worked for salt. Therefore, we 
have in this country deposits of salt imper- 
ishable and inexhaustible forever, so far as 
that is concerned, Salt is an object of prime 
necessity. 

However, I desired, when I took the floor, 
to explain first the amendment which I pro- 
pose to offer, so that the fair intention of the 
law may be carricd out; and secondly, to ex- 
plain the fact that from physical reasons there 
need be no fear that there will not be salt 
enough in this country, not one thousand feet 
below the surface of the earth, but four hun- 
dred feet above the surface. 

Mr. COX, I do not propose so much to 
antagonize the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr Burien] in regard to making salt partly 
free, I should like to sce it entirely free, I 
speak on this side of the Nouse [standing 
neat Mr. Dawes] because my side of the 
House is somewhat demoralized on the tariff, 
[laughing,] judging from some of the votes 
given on coal there yesterday. 

Some curious arguments were made yes- 
terday. They go far to disturb some cf my 
principles, if not control my vote. A gentle- 
wan from Pennsylvania (Me. Grorerri] ap- 
pealed to my friend from Indiana (Mr. Kerr} 
not to oppose the coal tax, because he was 
Dorn ae a coal formation [laughter] in 
ee Aa a a playmates were honor- 

2 nen, : e fore ; 
i was born sea ihe N we hominem, 
Muskine Our ells of the beautiful 
skingumn,in Ohio, Before that stream had 
slack-water, before it was considered hard] 
worth a dam, [laughter, ] its banks s } 
r spouted salt 
water like a Massachusetts member of Con- 
gress. It was evaporated by bituminous coal— 
{ mean nothing personal to the gallant mem- 


Around the wells and kettles of my native 
river cluster those sweet saline associations 
which have preserved me ever young! They 
are hard to resist. 

Another argument has still more force. The 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Rircmiz] 
begged us not to throttle the infanule coal 
it of his beloved Cumberland. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Although that unhealthy baby has been fos- 
tered by a ‘‘ paternal Government” on ‘‘pap,’’ 
or, as Í ought to say, by a maternal Govern- 
ment on milk, [laughter,] for so many years, 
its power of suction is at least forty thousand 
horse-power. [Laughter.] These are sta- 
tistics: [Laughter.] Yet with rare economic 
genius, followed by the eloquent fiscal mem- 
ber from the Kanawha salt- works, he appealed 
to us to let himsteal, so long as other sections 
stole from him. Was there ever such an 
illustration as that just made on the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. BurLer?] The 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. FINKELNBURG] 
wanted to be so honest as to help the people 
to keep pork by cheap salt. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BurLer] wants to 
cheat the Treasury by free salt for cod-fish. 
This is all larceny. [Laughter.] What could 
be more reasonable or ethical? Let us be to 
each other instruments of reciprocal rapine. 
{Laughter.] Michigan steals on copper; 
Maine on lumber; Pennsylvania on iron; 
North Carolina on pea-nuts; Massachusetts on 
cotton goods; Connecticut on hair pins; New 
Jersey on spool-thread ; Louisiana on sugar ; 
and soon. Why not let the gentleman from 
Maryland steal coal from them? True, but a 
comparative few get the benefit, and it comes 
out of the body of the people; true, it tends 
to high prices, but does not stealing encourage 
industry? Let usas moralists, if not as poli- 
ticlans, rewrite the eighth commandment; 
“Thou shalt steal; because stealing is right 
when common,” 

As Lam a Representative of New York, and 
Onondaga, with the aid of the foreign solar 
artisan, evaporates salt, ought I not also to 
steal to help Onondaga? Stealing by tariffs, 

Mr. Chairman, is, as De Quincy proved of 
murder, a fine art. If everybody stole from 
everybody, is there any reproach to anybody? 
[Laughter.}] If everybody is a burglar, is there 
any need for anybody to lock up houses? 

The mining companies out West send their 
ores to Wales to be so refined as to get more 
wealth. Ifoughttobe stopped. Let them steal 
capital out of Government! Why not pilfer 
something out of somebody else’s earnings and 
build works in Colorado and Nevada like 
those in Wales? How happy we should all be 
when the reproach of Goat Island is removed 
from the Pacific, and from the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Sangeyt] [laughter] by 
a grander steal for wool and blankets! How 
happy we should be when we can look each 
other in the face here, clasp hands, as now I 
look into the face of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] and say, ‘!God 
bless you, my brother; you have stolen from 
me, and I from you; let us love oneanother.”’ 
[Great laughter.] Then the little unprotected 
pigs, who are crowded by the big pigs, quietly 
eating out of the trough, will squeal no more 
to be let in, [laughter:} for on this idea all 
shall be fed by swallowing each other’s food ; 
and when all are fed. no one loses, and we 
shall be happy. 

This principle commends itself to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks, ] who 
has made the speech on this subject that de- 
lights my heart. It has so much moderation 
and wisdom. It has no nonsense; no doctrine 
init. It is based on the principle of pure and 
undefiled, it is petit larceny. He would not 
steal as much as others, but to steal into 


ber from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Bank 
s ts, [Mr. Banxs]—T mez 
the salt water, not the banks. a | 


good company—he would steal less. There is 
then not so much motive for detection and 
punishment. Other gentlemen are overdoing 
it, He would steal sixty per cent. less than 


others; say on coal. But whether petit or 
grand larceny, the results are such that when 
every “cove” has an equal chance at the 
swag, William Sykes becomes as honorable. 
as the Artful Dodger, whom the papers liken 
to my friend from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawns, ] 
[Laughter.] And even Oliver Twist, like my- 
self, could ‘‘ask for more” without affecting 


the innocence of his simple nature! [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

A few more “statistics,” and I subside, 
{Laughter.] 


How beautifully this thought is illustrated 
by the well-laid breakfast table of my colleague, 
[Mr. Brooxs.] The happy family gathers 
around it; grace is said; God is asked to 
t protect us’? in our joint and several efforts 
to steal! One guest pockets the knives and 
forks; another the salt and salt-cellar; another 
the cream-jug, plates, and sugar-bowl; sn. 
other the cloth; another the bread; another 
the potatoes ; another the platedware; anothen 
the mutton-chop; a brauny Robert Macaire 
from down East lifts out the table; whilea sly 
Jean Jacques, to encourage domestic cookery, 
slips into the kitchen, puts out the fire, and 
carries off the stove and coals, [Laughter.] 
The guests look at each other innocently 
and say, “We have done all this to increase 
the general comfort and to make free with 
the breakfast table. [Laughter.] Are not 
our wolfish appetites assuaged? Though we 
have not each a general glut of nourishment, 
are we not happy? Is there not left coffee 
unground and unburned, and tea undistilled,: : 
sweetened by the memories of sugar upon an 
absent cloth, and covering an invisible table |” 
I was about to produce some more statistics, 
They are so powerful here. I willask leave ta 
print one thousand copies of this speech at the 
expense of the Industrial League of Philadel, 
phia, to which I hear no objection. [Laugh- 


ter. i 
i. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, would an 
amendment to the second paragraph on tha 
subject of salt be in order at this time? yi 
The CHAIRMAN. No amendment to that 
paragraph is in order at present. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. If I could offer an 
amendment now I should propose one fixing 
the duty on salt in bags, sacks, barrels, and 
other packages at six cents per bushel, or 
11 5-7 percent. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that the southern 
States, situated remote from the places where 
galt ig manufactured, receive no benefit what- 
ever from the competition of the domestic 
manufacturers of this article. As the gentle: 
man from Massachusetts has very well said, 
in the ports of Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, 
and New Orleans, Liverpool sack salt was 
before the war placed upon the wharves and 
sold by the cargo at fifty cents per sack. That 
same salt was transported two hundred milea 
into the interior and sold for one dollar or less 
per sack. At the present time such salt iş 
sold in the interior at three dollars per sack—~ 
sometimes more, seldom less. Before the 
war this salt was brought from Liverpool by 
vessels which carried out cotton and brought 
back salt in ballast, so that, as has been said, 
it was imported almost freight free. 

Now I wish to call the attention of gentle: 
men from Michigan and New York to the 
fact that in the Gulf States you cannot find a 
barrel of Michigan or Onnodaga salt. I have 
never seen such a thing in any one of the 
Gulf States. But if the tariff on salt were now. - 
reduced to what it was before the war, all that 
section of country would be provided with 
salt at the same reasonable rate as formerly. | 

In addition to the various uses of salt in 
different portions of the country, this article 
enters very largely into the fertilizers which 
are now so extensively used in all the States 
of the South, especially upon the older and” 
worn lands. In this way the high tariff upon = 
salt becomes a serious burden to every raiser 
| of cotton, to every laborer in its production 1g 
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the Gulf States—to eyery man who in any 
way makes his living from the production of 
cotton. Upon this subject of fertilizers I 
desire to invite the attention of the House, 
especially members from the South, to the 
fact that during the four months from Decem- 
ber, 1869, to April, 1870, over seven million 
dollars’ worth of fertilizers passed over three 
‘railroads in the Carolinas and in Georgia, to 
be used upon the cotton lands of the South. 

Mr. CONGER. Why did not the gentle- 
man get rock salt from. the rock mountain, 
one hundred aud fifty miles distant, referred 
to by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Burek ?] 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I will say to my friend 
‘from Michigan that before the war, when there 
was a reasonable and moderate tariff upon salt, 
we could buy salt in Charleston, Savannah, 
Mobile, and New Orleans cheaper than we 
could get it even from that mountain of salt. 
Salt was brought over from Liverpool and put 
down at fifty cents a sack of three bushels. 

Mr. CONGER. You would get it now if 
your ships brought back salt in ballast after 
carrying out cargoes of cotton. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. We send abroad almost 
as much cotton nowas weeverdid. The trouble 
is that if we bring back salt now we have to 
pay this enormous duty of one hundred and 
twenty to onehundred and sixty per cent. The 
result is that every farmer, no matter whether 
he be a stock raiser or a cotton raiser, suffers 
by this enormous tariff. 

In reply to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawzs,] the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, I wish to say that if we have such vast 
resources in this country for producing salt, the 
energies of the American people, whenever the 
time shall come andit shall be necessary to de- 
pend exclusively upon the home production of 
salt, will be able to meet the emergency. I 
am not afraid at all of any foreign country 
monopolizing the salt market so long as we 
have such abundant means of production in 
our own country, The suffering in the South 
during the war on account of the scarcity of 
salt was but temporary. I will give the 
southern people credit for that energy which 
very shortly after the breaking out of the war 
provided them all the salt they needed. 

Mr. STEVENS obtained the floor, and 
yielded to Mr. HIBBARD. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Lam only able to get an 
Opportunity to address the committee fora 
moment, As has been already stated in this 

debate, salt is produced in the United 
States, and exported and sold abroad in 
competition with salt produced in foreign 
countries. We export considerable quantities 
of domestic salt to Canada, and some to other 
countries. We also, to some extent, reéxport 

oreign salt. The following tables, which have 
been kindly furnished me by Edward Young, 
the efficient chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 
will show whether the manufacturers of salt 
need the high and unjust protection they so 
persistently demand: 

Domestic exports and foreign reéxports of salt from 


the United States, and ite value, for the fiscal years 
ending as follows, 


Years. | Domestic exports. | Foreign reéxports. 
Bushels. Value. | *Bushels. | Value. 
_ 537,401 $144,046 124,024 {$17,532 
“ 397,506 228,109 81,457 22,166 

584,901 277.833 127,751 43,662 
635,519 296.088 78,510 44,024 
582.803 355,469 134.646 79,197 
670,644 300,980 80,445 31,889 
605,825 324,030 47,038 36,691 
624,970 289,936 814,469 68,254 
442.947 190,076 208,308 23.584 
298,142 119,582 234.780 42,714 
112,978 47,115 84,861 15,948 


* Computed at fifty-six pounds to the bushel. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, President 


Madison, one of the fathers of the Constitu- | 


tion, closes a letter on the power of Congress 
to encourage domestic products by regulations 
of Congress in these words: 

“In the exercise i ‘= 
sible to their pOSMcKeane ‘whose. Mestad ar 
to bring their measures to the test of justice and the 
general good.” 

In the State which I in part represent in 
this House the inhabitants are nearly all 
agriculturists. Our surplus products of corn 
and wheat, pork and beef, after supplying the 
demands of the home or eastern market, are 
sent abroad to foreign nations. 

It is a well established principle that the 
price of the part exported regulates the price 
of that sold in the home market. Our 
cereals have to compete with those from 
the Baltic, the Black and Mediterranean 
seas, with the natural advantage of cheaper 
transportation in their favor. The labor of 
our yeomanry, with this natural disadvantage, 
has to compete with the cheap labor of the 
Laps and Finns, the serfs of Russia, and the 
sclaves of Hungary and the lazzaroni of 
southern Europe. On almost every article of 
comfort or necessity we purchase abroad in 
exchange for our products we have to pay an 
exorbitant duty. The price of our domestic 
salt, of the iron for our agricultural imple- 
ments, and of our lumber, articles of prime 
necessity and extensive consumption, are 
largely enhanced by the protective monopoly 
bestowed upon their producers. We are com- 
pelled to sell our products in a market regu- 
lated by the cheap prices of foreign labor, and 
to buy our necessary articles of consumption 
in amarket made unreasonably and unnatur- 
ally dear by the favors and bounties granted 
to most every branch of manufacturing indus- 
try. Is this right? Will it stand Madison’s 
test of equal justice? 

The agricultural interest thus discrimin- 
ated against, is suffering all over our country. 
The past summer I had occasion to visit my 
early home in the old Granite State. I found 
in my native town, where formerly there was a 
saw and grist mill, a large manufacturing vil- 
lage. I saw with much satisfaction the fine 
mills vocal with the hum of manufacturing 
industry, the neat and capacious school houses 
filled with tidy scholars, the elegant churches 
and the elegantly dressed worshipers, so well 
described by the eloquent gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,} and I rejoice 
with him at the prospect. [ also saw with 
much pleasure the beautiful cottages of the 
mechanics of the Keystone State, furnished 
with rich carpets, elegant furniture and gas- 
lights, and all the little comforts of life, so 
happily alluded to by the eloquent gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I also saw some things 
the eloquent gentleman forgot, I presume, to 
mention. I saw the elegant and stately man- 
sions of the lordly owners of these manufac- 
turing establishments made rich by the protec- 
tive bounties wrung from the sweat and toil 
of western agriculturists, working in the fields 
from early morn to dewy eve, from twelve to 
fourteen hours a day. 

Such advantage is given by protective law 
to the mechanic interests that the agricul- 
tural interests in New England are dying out; 
the lands once cultivated with profit are being 
abandoned to grow up to bushes. Many farm- 
houses are closed up, their occupants having 
been compelled by these unjust laws to quit 
the healthful labor onthe hill-sides, which de- 
veloped their manly forms, to swelter in the 
heated and confined atmosphere of the manu- 
factory. The census returns too clearly show 
the physical deterioration consequent upon 
this policy. 

Does this showing, Mr. Chairman, meet the 
requirements of President Madison’s second 
test, the public good? Certainly not. An in- 
telligent and well-to-do agricultural yeomanry 
is the hope and glory of all lands, and the 
strongest bulwark for the protection and per- 
petuation of republican liberty. 


Our fathers laid the foundations of our Gov- 
ernment deep and strong in the principles of 
justice and individual liberty. They who 
were go jealous of the rights of self-govern- 
ment certainly never designed to surrender to 
individuals or corporations a monopoly of the 
hard-earned rewards of honest labor. I trust, 
Mr. Chairman, that the members of this 
House, perceiving how very little the dwellers 
ou the prairies share in the favors of protec- 
tion, will not deny to them their just claim, free 
salt. 

The committee rose informally, and the 
Speaker resumed the Chair. ; 


MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE. , 


A message was received from the Senate, 
by Mr. Syuprson, one of its clerks, notifying 
the House that that body had concurred in 
amendments of the House to Senate bills of 
the following titles ; 

An act (S. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
enlisted men of the Army; 

An act (S. No. 448) to establish a system 
of deposits and to prevent desertions and ele- 
vate the condition of the rank and file of the 
Army; ; 

An act (S. No. 347) granting a pension to 
Sarah McEnany; and 

An act (S. No. 955) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. 
Montgomery, late a private in the Texas 
volunteers. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 1661) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1873, with sundry amendments; in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

The message further announced that Mr. 
SHERMAN had been appointed in the place of 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, excused, as a manager 
on the part of the Senate of the conference 
on thedisagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. DUELL. Mr. Chairman, since the 
amendment I have had the honor to offer has 
been under consideration a variety of argu- 
ments have been advanced why this amend- 
ment ought not to prevail. The gentleman 
from Illinois who addressed the committee 
yesterday made the assertion that in conse- 
quence of the tariff on salt it added $2,000,000 
of cost tothe consumers. Thegentleman from 
Delaware, who addressed the House this morn- 
ing, made an extraordinary statement, that it 
increased the cost to the consumer of $10,- 
000,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, when we take 
into consideration the fact that twenty million 
bushels of salt only are manufactured in the 
United States, and this is sold at thirty-three 
cents a bushel, we find the manufacturers of 
salt actually receive only $4,600,000 for all 
the salt they manufacture. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is on a par with 
many of the assertions and representations 
which have been made in the presses of the 
country in order to create a prejudice against 
the manufacturers of salt. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH] says that because salt is a necessity 
it ought to be admitted free, and this interest 
crushed out in the United States. I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, that that argument is too large. 
If that is true, then the cloth from which our 
coats and the leather from which our shoes 
are made should come in duty free, because 
these are articles of prime necessity. The 
argument then proves too much, and J assert 
that we ought to cultivate the production of 
salt in this country in the same way as we do 
any other industrial interest. j 

Tn order to show what effect will be pro- 
duced on the salt manufacturers of this coun- 
try if the bill of the committee is adopted by 
the House I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read an extract froma letterreceived 
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from an intelligent and honorable manufac- 
turer of salt in my own district. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

“You ask me what effect will be produced upon 
the salt interest at Syracuse by the adoption of the 
Ways and Means amendment reducing salt to eight 
and twelve cents. I answer: | 

“Under the present duty of eighteen and twenty- 
four, we produce eighty-five hundred thousand 
bushels annually, and send our salt to nearly 
all the markets on tho sea-board, where we keep up 
asharp competion with foreign salt. For the past 

ear we have not been able to pay seven per cent. 
interest upon the investment, because we had three 
million bushels of salt unsold on the Ist of January 


last, 

“Te the duty is reduced to eight cents, we should 
be obliged to retire from all the markets on the 
sea-board and in the interior, except for one or two 
hundred miles in the vicinity of our works. We 
could not find a market in that territory for more 
than one million bushels of salt, and consequently 
the manufacture would full off with us at least seven 


ot should bo placed on the free list, or below 
eight cents, we should be compelled to stop en- 
tircly, as we could not compete anywhere in the 
United States with foreign salt.” 

Mr. DUELL. That is not only the evidence 
furnished by the manufacturers of salt who 
have addressed letters to members of this 
House, but it is the sworn evidence given to 
the Committee of Ways and Means while this 
subject was under investigation before that 
committee. And I can say, Mr. Chairman, 
from personal knowledge of the subject, that 
the statement contained in that letter is true, 
and that if the amendment of the committee 
upon this subject is carried and adopted the 
salt-producing interests of this country must 
be destroyed aud crushed out. 

If, therefore, it is of any importance to the 

eople of the United States that salt should 
be produced here in our own country, I appeal 
to members to vote down this amendment of 
the committee, and to make the duty twelve 
cents in accordance with my amendment. That 
reduces the present duty thirty-three and a 
half per cent, Let the reduction be gradual, 
if it is to be mado at all, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by 
the House for debate upon the paragraphs 
relating to salt has expired. ‘The question 
will first be on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, (Mr. Dusu} which 
the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line thirteon strike out the word “ eight” and 
insert the word "twelve; so that it will read, * on 
salt in bulk, twelve cents per one hundred pounds,” 

The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes 84, noes 84; no quorum voting, ‘ 

The Chair, under the rule, ordered tell- 
ers; and Mr. Dusit and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
were appointed, 

The committee sgain divided; and the tell- 
lers reported—ayes 44, noes 90.. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment 
is (hat offered by ihe gentleman from Michi- 
gan, (Mr. Coyarr,} which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the paragraph so that it will road, * on 


rock salt and salt in bulk, twelve cents per one 
hundred pounds.” 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr, DUELL. I move to amend the para- 
graph by striking out the word ‘“eight’’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ten.”’ 

_ The question being taken on the amendment, 
it was disagreed to—ayes 45, noes 95. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I offer the following 
amendment: 

Strike out these words: “eight cents per one hun- 
dred pounds,” and insert the following: ‘tno duty 
shall be collected;” so it will read, ‘fon salt in bulk 
no duty shall be collected.” 

Mr. CONGER. Iraise the point of order 
that that amendment is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the 
point of order, for the reason that there is a 
free list in this bill; and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MeIxvyre] will have an oppor- 
tunity to offer an amendment to that free list 
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when itis reached. The motion the gentle- 
man formerly indicated, to strike out the para- 
graph, was the correct one; and if that mo- 
tion be agreed to when the free list is reached, 
‘it will be in order for him to move to insert 
salt as one of the articles. f 

Mr. McINTYRE. If the Chair will recog- 
nize me for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course every mem- 
ber will have an opportunity to move amend- 


ments. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Then I will renew my 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, That motion is in 


order. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the committee 
now rise. ` 

Mr. DAWES, Ihope not. 

Mr. CONGER. I think we have gone far 
enough in this matter. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not think the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will strike out this para- 
graph; I think it will leave it just where it is. 

Mr. CONGER. At the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
{Mr. Dawes,] L withdraw my motion that the 
committee rise. 

The question was taken upon the motion 
to strike out; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 58, noes 69. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. YOUNG called for tellers. 

The question was taken upon ordering tell- 
ers; and there were eleven in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth ofa 
quorum) tellers were not ordered. 

Accordingly, the motion to strike out was 
not agreed to. : 


The Clerk read the following : 


On salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 
twelve cents per oue hundred pounds. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend that paragraph by adding thereto 
the following: 


Provided, That salt actually used in the preserving 
or curing of fish shall be admitted freo of duty, un- 
dor such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the amendment by inserting after the word 
‘fish’? the words ‘butter and meats of all 
kinds.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. My 
amendment is merely to correct an error in 
the law; that is all. 

Mr. DUKE. Is it in order to move to 
further amend by inserting the words ‘‘or to 
be used as a fertilizer?” 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not; no further 
amendment is in order. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment; and upon adivision, 
there were—ayes 77, noes 55. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWKS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hoar and 
Mr. Farnsworth were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 68, noes 65. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question was upon the amendment as 
amended. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I propose 
now to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
withdraw it, the Committee of the Whole 
having amended it. 3 

Mr. McINTYRE. I moveto further amend 
by inserting the words ‘‘and for all other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. CONGER. Iraise the same point of 
order that I did upon the former amendment 
of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


point of order, 

Mr. DUKE. I move to amend by inserting 
“ or as a fertilizer’ after the amendment last 
adopted. 
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Mr. CONGER. If I remember the book 
on farming, Mr. Greeley nowhere recommends 
the use of salt as a fertilizer. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Duxes ; and upon a ivis- 
ion there were—ayes 75, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. j ; 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Conaur and ` 
Mr. Dure were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 70, noes 58. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to further amend by adding the following: ` 

Provided further, That all laws for collecting tha 
duty on salt are hereby repealed. 

Mr. DAWES, I raise a point of order on 
this amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
propose to make salt free. I leave the duty as 
it now is, but propose to repeal the law pro- 
viding for its collection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment as amended; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 56, noes 73. ; 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. DUKE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; and accord- 
ingly the amendment, as amended, was not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


On bend or belting leather, and on Spanish or 
other sole leather, fifteen per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read. ‘The present. duty upon 
this article is but thirty-five per cent., being 
below the average of our import duties. The 
article is one of very large native production; 
and I can see no reason why we should invite 
competition from abroad by striking off sixty 
per cent. of the existing duty. I would like 
to hear from some of the friends of this bill 
the reason why that should be done. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Ways and 
Means gave a long hearing—I regret that I 
am unable to remember whether the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] was 
present or not—to the tanners and the dealera 
in leather, one party seeking to have hides 
free, and the other to arrange in conformity 
with that proposition the duty upon leather. 
These parties were heard together; they con- 
ferred together; and they all agreed that if 
hides should be free, this leather could be put 
at fifteen per cent. After this hearing of those 
interested in the question, especially from the 
city of Philadelphia, the committee at their 
suggestion fixed the duty at fifteen per cent., 
that being stated as all they would ask if hides 
should be free; and in this bill hides are put 
in the free list. i 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move then an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to make the duty 
thirty per cent. instead of thirty-five. I re 
member to have heard the delegations to 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
refers; and I remember that the assurance 
given on all sides. was that the admission of 
hides duty free would not affect the American 
market for hides; that hides came in salted 
and dried so that they could be useful only in 
connection with certain kinds of sole leather. 
Now, though we may have reduced the actual 
cost of certain qualities of sole leather to the 
extent of the duty upon salted or dried hides, 
we make no change that will justify so large @ 
reduction of duty as this. Nor did I under- 
stand from the representatives of shoemakers 
and other users of leather that the admission 
of dry or salted hides would affect the price 
of leather generally. Therefore I withdraw 
my second amendment and ask for a vote 0 
the first. a 
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Mr. KERR. I rise mainly to say that what 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has stated in regard to the representa- 
tions made beforé the committee corresponds 
precisely with my recollection on that subject. 
But in addition to what he has said, and 
in addition to what has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KeLLEY,] I 
` want to call the attention of the House to the 
very remarkable fact that during the last year 
there was collected upon leather called bend, 
or belting, less than $1,000 in gold. Hence, 
this proposed reduction will take only $281 
out of the Treasury. It is to mea matter of 
amazement that any gentleman 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman tell 
us how much was the amount of duty received 
on imported sole leather? For this item 
strikes down the duty on that article also. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The whole amount of 
revenue received during the last fiscal year 
from the articles named in this paragraph was 


$497. 

Mr. KERR. I am right in my statement. 
The whole reduction made by this provision 
of the bill is but $281. Now, if so little of 
this article has ever come into competition 
with the domestic product of like character, I 
ask, why shall we continue the duty at all? 
This article ought to be as free as any in the 
world. The best evidence that an article has 
no business in the tariff is the fact that it pro- 
duces no revenue to the Government; that, 
in other words, the duty is simply prohibitory 
of importation. But beyond all that we have 
the fact that if these articles were free there 
would still be no importation, because this 
country in every part and section produces all 
these things; and the natural protection en- 
joyed by the domestic producer is so great 
that the foreign product can never come into 


successful competition with our immense na- . 


tive production. Toa large extent every com- 
munity in this land produces its own leather. 
I think, therefore, that instead of increasing 
the duty above the recommendation of the 
fomimittes, these articles ought to be made 
ree. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move as an amend- 

ment to the amendment to strike out ‘ fifteen” 
and insert ‘‘twenty-five.’? Mr. Chairman, the 
arguments coming from a certain quarter in 
this debate invariably and instinctively are to 
keep on the duties, to retain them on all those 
articles which we do not produce in this coun- 
try and cannot produce, which we bring in 
from other countries where the climate and 
other conditions are such they can alone fur- 
nish them, while every product of our own 
soil, of our own looms, mills, and shops is to 
be admitted, they tell us, free. It was salt; 
and now leather is to be brought into competi- 
tion with our own tanners scattered all over 
the country from the sea-board to the mount- 
ains. 
_ I ask gentlemen interested in any of the 
industries of this country to look at this one 
fact. It would open our markets to the whole 
World in competition with our own skill, our 
own industry, and it would close them and 
place heavy duties on them when we seek to 
bring in the products of other soils which can- 
not be produced here. Why is it gentlemen 
instinctively, as if by inspiration, whenever an 
article is to be brought from Liverpool, Mau- 
chester, Birmingham, or anywhere else in the 
British kingdoms, or from Canada across the 
line, make it free and let it come in without 
any restriction whatever? If they were their 
egal representatives in this House, they could 
not more instinctively and truly represent those 
interests than they do. I submit our own 
labor is to be considered before the labor of 
England, of Belgium, of France, or of any 
other nation of the world. 

Weare told we enrich our own people. I 
trust in all conscience they do get rich. Iam 
glad to build up all parts of my country. [am 
not one of those holding narrow and con- 


tracted. views who would look at the pros- 
perity of my neighbors as so much taken out 
of my own pocket. With those who look by 
comparison upon the prosperity of their neigh- 
bors as so much taken away from them 1 have 
no sympathy whatever, and I trust I have no 
other desire than to hail the prosperity of all 
classes of our citizens in every section of the 
country. Itis an argument addressed ad in- 
vidiam when we hear the argument addressed 
on the tariff that somebody somewhere in this 
country is making a livelihood by the produc- 
tion ofa certain article, and therefore we are 
to admit it free of duty. 

Now we have the cry for free leather. Are 
we to go to the tanner, and the men engaged 
in preparing the barks for tanning, and those 
engaged in the various preliminaries to the 
great work of making leather, and tell them 
we will allow to come into competition with 
them the whole world and so crush out their 
industries? Are we to tell them that free leather 
is to come into competition with them from 
Canada and elsewhere? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But one word more. 
There are two distinct sides to this discussion. 
I advocate one and the gentleman from Iu- 
diana another. It is a question for the House 
to determine which shal! prevail, whether the 
American policy of protecting American in- 
dustry shall prevail, or the policy of protecting 
the industries of all the world except only the 
industries of our own people. I now withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The statement made by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Dawgs] isa sufficient answer to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
There is no industry in this country which asks 
for a continuance of the present duty. The 
tanners themselves told us that if the duty on 
hides were reduced, or hides were made free, 
they would be satisfied with ten or fifteen per 
cent. on leather. The committee put in this 
bill the duty at the highest rate which the 
tanners asked. The present rate of duty is 
absolutely prohibitory. The whole production 
of the country amounts to millions of dollars, 
while the duty paid into the Treasury is in- 
considerable. But I think it is unnecessary to 
consume the time of the committee discussing 
this subject. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire 
to add a word or two to what I have said 
already, and mainly in reply to the suggestions 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. He com- 
plains that by some kind of inspiration or in- 
stinct I always raise my voice here against 
bounties demanded by protectionists. I con- 
fess I do instinctively oppose everything of 
this kind, and I do it, I believe, because it is 
the result of an instinctive love for honesty 
and equality on my part. In this I make no 
invidious distinction against anybody else, but 
I have an instinctive hatred of bounties, an 
instinctive dislike of everything which tends 
to build up special privileges, or to give par- 
ticular advantages to any class of the commun- 
‘ity, or to have any favorites in making laws. 
The gentleman from Tennessee in ail these 
respects differs from me. From some motive, 
whether instinctive or otherwise, I do not care 
which, he always rallies to the support of 
monopolies and to take the part of favored 
classes against the people. That is what I 
complain of. He does not like to pay taxes any 
more than other people.” Then, why does he 
so zealously insist on imposing these taxes on 
others ? g 

I want to give the people of this country, 
forty millions of men, women, and children, the 
cheapest leather that it is possible for them to 
get. I want, for that purpose, to open to them 
the markets of the whole world. ; 

I contend that there inheres in the very idea 
of personal liberty a right in every human 
being to buy these things wherever he can buy 


them cheapest. And therefore it is that I 
oppose this idea of bounties under all circum- 
stances. It is wrong, it is oppressive, it is 
unjust to the people. Why should I be com- 
pelled to pay some man on the sea-board 
twenty-five cents more on a pound of sole 
leather than I would have to pay him if there 
were no duty at ail? Why should I be com- 
pelled to pay him one penny more for it than 
I could buy it for if there were no protection? 
If I always paid that additional twenty-five 
cents, or single penny, to the Treasury as 
honest tax for revenue, L would not complain. 
But Ido not, Iam compelled by such a duty 
as this to pay it as bounty to my fellow-citizen, 
or nearly all of it, at least more than fonr 
fifths of it. It is to this outrage that I object. 
I want to protect the whole people against the 
payment of anything but honest tax. 

Jt becomes then a question of simple hon- 
esty, of fair dealing, of common right, which 
goes right back to the very foundation of the 
Government. [ say you have no right to im- 
pose any such duty, except for revenue. When 
it fails to produce revenue, as this has failed, 
and the public records show that it has failed, 
why should we continue its operation for the 
mere purpose of enabling somebody, enabling 
a few men interested in a monopoly, to charge 
an additional price for those articles of uni- 
versal consumption and demand? That is the 
ground on which I object to the amendment. 
I hope I am understood. It is not a question 
of labor or wages of labor. This tax will not 
add a penny to wages of a single laborer in 
America, but it will augment the incomes of 
some wealthy protected manufacturers. Other- 
wise, why do they want the tax? 

Mr. DAWES. I call for a vote. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like simply to say 
to the gentleman from Indiana that the tan- 
neries are not, as he supposes, on the sea- 


board. 

Mr. KERR. The protected tanneries are 
on the sea-board; those in the interior are not 
protected. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the amendment 
which I withdrew for the purpose of saying 
that the great slaughter-houses 

Mr. DAWES. fs any further amendment 
in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is in order. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 


ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to the 
amendment being withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Lhe question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. MaynarD.] The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kevury] 
moves fo sirike out ‘‘ fifteen’? and insert 
“twenty.’? The gentleman from Tennessee 
moves to amend that by striking out ‘ twenty ”’ 
and inserting ‘‘twenty-five.’’ 

The question being put on Mr, Maynarp’s 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 

The question was next taken on Mr, KEL- 
LEY’s amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question was next on Mr. KerLey's 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 now move to strike out 
the word “ fifteen ” and insert the word ‘‘ sev- 
enteen.” 

I offer that amendment that I may have 
an opportunity of telling the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that itis notat the sea- 
board that the great herds of cattle are raised ; 
it is not at the sea-board that ihe bark is 
found for the American tanneries. The cattle 
and the bark are found in the western and 
southern States, and the tanneries are there 
and not upon the sea-board. 

Mr. KERR. Lt is at the sea-board that the 
plunder is collected. 

Mr. KELLEY. So blinded is the gentle- 
man by his theory that he forgets the most 
obvious facts, those which surround him, and 
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which are familiar to him in his daily life in 
his Indiana home. Sole leather which is pro- 
tected by this duty is a product of the West, 
and a reduction of the duty will be felt by the 
western people. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. KERR. The statement of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is without any found- 
ation in truth at all. I can show by the 
records that nota bitof western leather is pro- 
tected by this tariff. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Irenew theamendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania for the 
purpose of saying a single word. , 

There appeared before the Committee of 
Ways and Means one of the most intelligent 
and one of the largest tanners of the West, 
Mr. Allan, of Milwaukee, He appeared before 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the last 
Congress, two years ago and made a statement 
to that committee, which was published. And 
when I saw his statements in favor of hides 
being made free and the duty on leather re- 
duced, I wrote to a very intelligent tanner in 
my own district, and asked him what he had 
to say to these statements. He said that the 
statements of this Milwaukee gentleman were 
correct, and that it was the interest of the 
tanner, the interest of the consumer, and the 
interest of the people of the country that hides 
should be free and the duty upon leather re- 
duced. If we can give credence to what these 
men say, we can judge what will be for the 
interest of the western farmers. I withdraw 
the amendment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that the committee having voted down all the 
amendments offered to this paragraph, and 
having also voted down the motion to strike 
out the paragraph, itis not. now in order to 
offer further amendments to it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules 
the point of order, 

Mr, MAYNARD. It may be properly said 
that the tanning interest is not on the sea- board, 
but is in the interior where the bark is to be 
found. It is much easier to take the hides 
from the coast to where the bark is produced 
and there tan it into leather, and take the 
leather back to the coast, than it is to take the 
bark to the coast and tan the leather there. 
Bark for tanning purposes is produced in my 
district in great abundance and of good quality. 
The leather that is tanned there does not come 
into competition with that which it is proposed 
to admit at this reduced rate of duty. It may 
be that the country represented by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] being a 
prairie country, and without forests, can have 
no tanners and no tanning interest. But it is 
not so in other regions, where the oak grows 
in native forests, and the means of tanning are 
so abundant that it is found easier to bring 
hides from South America and Mexico and 
from all over the world to those places and 
tan them into leather than itis to carry the 
bark to the sea-board, 

The gentleman says that a tanner is a mo- 
nopolist. Sir, it would surprise the tanners 
of my country, scattered about there in the 
hills, to be told that they are monopolists. It 
would be the first time probably that they ever 
had a clear idea of what amonopolistis. They 
have probably heard of him but did not know 
that a monopolist meant a tanner, a man who 
with a Tew hundred dollars had built a parcel 
of vats, had collected a quantity of bark, and 
was engaged in tanning the hides brought to 
him by his neighbors, and also those brought 
from abroad. 

Sir, the gentleman is perfectly insane, he is 
perfeerly infatuated with something like mad- 
ness, in reference to every man who engages 
in anything likea productive industry in this 
country ; he looks upon him as his natural 
enemy. Why, sir, the great statesman of 
Virginia, who avowed himself so great a foe 
to a sheep that he would go on foot I do 
not know bow many yards to kick, one was 
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hardly a circumstance to the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

It is suggested to me that I am unparlia- 
mentary in using the term “insane” in_con- 
nection with my friend from Indiana. I beg 
to bé understood as using the word in refer- 
ence only to whatever relates to the industrial 
policy, to the industrial interests of this 
country. Iam sure that either his mind is 
unhinged or else mine is, so utterly diverse are 
our opinion upon this question. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
strike out ‘* twenty’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen ;”’ 
and it was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following: 


On upper leather of all kinds, and on skins tanned 
and dressed, of all kinds, twenty per cent. ad 
valorem, 


Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend this 
paragraph by striking out the words “of all 
inds, twenty per cent. ad valorem’? and in- 
gerting in lieu thereof the words ‘or finished, 
twenty-five per cent, ad valorem; and on goat- 
skins tanned and not dressed or finished, ten 
per cent. ad valorom.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means have 
undoubtedly, perhaps unintentionally, madea 
mistake in reporting this paragraph. I object 
to it for two reasons. First, they have placed 
the same duty on goat-skins tanned and unfin- 
ished as upon those tanned and finished. In 
other words, they protect the labor of this 
country to no greater extent when these 
articles are finished abroad and come into 
competition with us, than when the finishing 
is done here. 

These goat-skins, chiefly from the Hast In- 
dics, tanned very cheaply there with the native 
gambier, are imported into Eugland free of 
duty, and they are there made up at less than 
half the cost of the labor here. At the public 
sales in London, held monthly, eight hundred 
thousand to one million tanned Kast India goat- 
sking are offered und find buyers, ‘The trade 
say that ten per cent, protection is enough on 
these tanned and unfinished skins; that much 
being necessary to give work to our tanners 
and foster the production of American sumac, 
of which we have not enough, being compelled 
to import from Sicily. 

But there is a greater objection to this para- 
graph, It is that the duty on goat-skins dressed 
and finished ig reduced twenty per cent. Itis 
twenty-five per cent. by the present tariff, and 
this paragraph proposes to reduce it to twenty 
per cent., which is a reduction of twenty per 
cent.; while even the articles in the succeed- 
ing sections, against the’ reduction of which 
there is so much objection, are reduced but 
ten per cent. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
says a great deal about what articles the 
people of this country want free. Let me tell 
him that in this country there are fifty thou- 
sand operatives employed in the manufacture 
of morocco from goat and sheep-skins, and 
that this interest, which in the past ten years 
has doubled, yields $4,000,000 of revenue 
annually, What is said on this question 
by the men interested in the business who 
appeared here, and in whom my friend of 
the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Burcuarp] has confidence, as I have? They 
say that on account of the decline in gold 
there has been a largely increased importation 
of dressed leather, amounting in the city of 
New York to two or three hundred thousand 
dollars a week; and that the profits of the 
manufacturers during last year were not more 
than five per cent. 

Now, whom does the reduction strike? In- 
asmuch as we give to our unskilled laborers, 
the beamers of leather, fourteen to seventeen 
dollars a week, while in Mentz laborers of the 
same class get but one florin and a half, equal 
to sixty cents, a day in” gold, or about four 


dollars a week; inasmuch as our skilled work- 
men and finishers receive twenty dollars a 
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week, while throughout Germany and France 
the price paid for such labor is but about six 
dollars a week; inasmuch as it costs us $2 60 
to finish a dozen of these skins, while in Eng- 
land it can be done for half that sum, the 
reduction of twenty per cent. on the article 
of finished leather falls upon the American 
laborer. In fact, this whole question of pros 
tection is very largely one of a difference in 
wages. I am not for high duties to favor 
monopolies and enrich employing manufac- 
turers; but I do urge that protection which 
does justice equally to employer and em- 
ployed, whosé interests I consider identical, 
and which, fostering new arts, maintaing 
those we have in their full vigor, and elevates 
labor by giving it a just compensation. Pros- 
tration to this manufacture would bring sorrow 
to the homes of fifty thousand men, women 

and children employed in it, not to speak o 

the thousands linked to them by ties of busi: 
ness or kindred. And what is true of onè 
industry against which there is a foreign com: 
petition is true of all. I hope the amendovent 
{ have suggested will be accepted by the cot- 
mittee. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the paragraph. I make this motion 
because of the incongruity of the provision, as 
set forth by my colleague, [Mr. L. Myers,] 
and because of the fact that while it prostrates 
a great industry it proposes a very heavy blow 
at the revenues of the country. The gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, ] in replying to 
me on the subject of bend and sole leather, 
pointed to the insignificant sum received as 
duty on those articles. Sir, from the articles 
named in this paragraph we received last year 
$451,000, which amount it is proposed to re- 
duce twenty per cent. by cutting down the 
duty from twenty-five per cent. to twenty, 

As my colleague has well said, this para- 
graph imposes upon upper leather of all kinds, 
that is, finished leather, the same rate of duty 
which it imposes on skins tanned and dressed. 
the raw material of which upper leather is 
made, It will strike down the duty on the man- 
ufactured article and maintain at the same 
level the duty on the raw material. My atten- 
tion has been called to this inequality and in- 
justice by skin-dressers from Boston and its 
vicinity whe are in the habit of importing skins 
tanned or dressed and converting them into 
upper leather. ‘They say that this would be a 
blow at the whole business of manufacturing 
the finer leather in this country. I would 
press upon the attention of the House the in: 
congruity of the provision as embraced in this 
bill, and also the impropriety of giving up one 
fifth of the present revenue from this source. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe that the object 
which the gentlemen from Pennsylvania are 
striving for 18 attained by the provision as it 
stands; but if there be any doubt about the 
language, I will move-—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest to the gentle- 
man to strike out the words ‘‘on leather of 
all kinds’? and insert ‘on skins tanned and 
dressed of all kinds, fifteen per cent,” This 
will make something of a reduction in duties 
and something of a discrimination, in favor of 
home labor and manufactures. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the para- 
graph so as to read as follows: 


On upper leather of all kinds, and on skins dressed 
and finished of all kinds, twenty per cent. ad való- 
rem. : 


Mr. L. MYERS. Before this passes, I de- 
sire to make a suggestion, It is right as tar 
as it goes. I say to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means the duty in this 
amendment is right as far as it goes. I fixes 
it at twenty per cent. Has he thought of the 
fact that that is more than a reduction of tea 
per cent.; that it is much more than the reduc- 
tion on the articles which follow, where it 18 
ores the reduction shall be only ten per 
cent. 
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Mr. DAWES. The reason is we brought 
in hides free. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Raw goat-skins now come 
in free. It does not protect that interest at 
all, but only protects other interests. Twenty 
thousand persons are employed in finishing up 
raw goat-skins. This interest is not benefited, 
but seriously injured by the reduction pro- 

osed. I suggest to the gentleman to make it 
twenty-two per cent. instead of twenty. per 
cent., so as to. correspond with his own argu- 


ment. £ 

Mr. BURCHARD. In the Morrill tariff it 
was raised to twenty per cent. By the tariff 
of 1862 a duty was placed on hides, which 
were up to that time free, and on skins of 
all kinds, whether dried or salted, ten per 
cent., In the tariff of 1870 the duty on 
skins, was repealed, at least so far as those 
mentioned by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, We propose now to take off the duty 
on hides and skins of all kinds, ten per cent. 
and make them free. We propose at the same 
time we take off this duty on hides and skins, 
ten per cent., to make the duty ag it is pro- 
posed in this bill. Taking off the daty on 
hides and skins put on them by the Morrill 
tariff, of ten per cent., and only deducting five 
per cent, from the previous duty of twenty-five 
per cent., I think the manufacturers, at least 
in this respect, have no cause to complain of 
this reduction. 

Mr. Dawes’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move to insert ‘fon 
all sins for morocco, tanned and unfinished, 
ten per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On calf-skins, tanned, twenty per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out 
“twenty ’’ andinsert ‘‘thirty.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that he say on 
skins curried and dressed, thirty per cent., and 
for those tanned twenty per cent. 

Mr. KELLEY. The figures to which I 
alluded before, of $1,319,663 69, are the 
amount of duties collected last year on tanned 
calfskins. The rate of duty is thirty per 
cent. It is now proposed to reduce it to 
twenty per cent., a reduction of thirty-three 
percent. Why should this article be reduced 
80 far below the general average of our tariff? 
What interest is to be benefited by it? Is 
the Treasury to be benefited by it? Are the 
tanuers of the country to be benefited by it ? 
No, sir; nor will the consumers of shoes be bene- 
fited by it. It will go at once to the benefit of 
the foreign tannerand exporter. You will have 
stricken about four hundred thousand dollars 
a year out of our income; you will have 
damaged a great industry; you will have 
somewhat diminished the price of calf-skins in 
the country. There is no one demanding any 
such reduction; there is no good reason 
assignable for this reduction, and therefore I 

ope it will not be made. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think this 
reduction ought to be made. As I have re- 
peatedly said, it ought to be lower than the 
bill makes it. I wantall the reduction the bill 
proposes. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania inquires 
who will be benefited by redaction? 1 say 
all of the consumers of this leather which is 
affected at all by the tariff will be beyond all 
question benefited. If this duty does not 
increase the price of leather for somebody, in 
the interest of somebody, why does not he vote 
to make it free? If it does not increase the 
price, why do you wantit? You are ignoring 
and stultifying your position. It is the en- 

anced prices which duties give that you 
want, Ifduties did not enhance your prices 
you would not give a fig for them. The 
Country knows, and the world knows, that you 
mcerease the price of these things by reason of 
i, Take off the tax, then, and let the people 
have these things free and cheap. 


I raie my voice here alone for the forty 


million consumers in this country, They are 
entitled to be heard on this floor. Monopoly 
is heard here too-much and too often, and 
from nobody’s mouth so often as from that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KEL- 
LEY,] and that of the other gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on my right, [Mr. L, Myers.] 
That gentleman very flippantly makes com- 
parisons of the cost of wages in this country 
and abroad. The gentleman does not know 
what those wages are to-day. His statements 
are wild and most unreliable, and made in the 
interest of protection, not of labor. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I am ready to have my 
statement on that subject placed against that 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr.] 

Mr. KERR. And I am most willing to 
assume just such a relation toward the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and allow my state- 
ment to go to the country alongside of his; 
and I have no fear for the comparison of my 
statement with his among all honest men. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I call the gentleman to 
order. What does the gentleman mean by 
that? 

Mr. KERR. Just what I say. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman shall not 
use such language on this floor or elsewhere. 
I made no statement against the gentleman. 
I combated his arguments, as I had a right to 
do, on this floor; and [-—— 

[The close of the sentence was not heard 
from the noise made by the knocking of the 
Chairman’s gavel. ] ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will come to order. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania calls the gentleman 
from Indiana to order. He will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. KERR. I did not reflect on the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. I asserted a prop- 
osition of my own, and I did not make it 
applicable to him at all. I repeat my state- 
ment. I do not take it back, because it is 
true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will state his point of order. 

Mr. L. MYERS, If the gentleman from 
Indiana states that he meant no reflection, 
and will alter his language 

Mr. KERR. Iwill make no alteration. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Then I object to the 
gentleman from Indiana proceeding except in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will state the language of the 
gentleman from Indiana to which he takes 
exception, 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman stated 
that he left honest men to judge between us. 
That seemed to convey an intimation or reflec- 
tion objectionable to me. If he withdraws it 
I withdraw my objection to his proceeding. 

Mr. KERR. I do not withdraw a word I 
have said, for I have not said a word that I do 
not believe to be true and right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] was 
not out of order in stating what the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has just repeated. The 
Chair did not observe himseif the language 
which bas been objected to, but the language 
just repeated by the gentleman from Peunsyl- 
vania is not out of order in the judgment of 
the Chair. The gentleman from Indiana will 
proceed in order. . - 

Mr. KERR. The reduction that will be 
made inthe duty by this paragraph is $430,000. 
That is a reduction which I think above all 
others proposed in this bill ought to be made, 
because it is in the interest of the consumers 
of the country. It is a reduction made froma 
protective duty, not from a revenue duty. By 
that I simply mean that while the duty on this 
kind of leather pays to the Treasury now a little 
over a million dollars, i, pays to the protected 
classes in this country more than four million 


| dollars. Therefore, while we take $430,000 off 


the revenue from this source we save to. the 
people of this country, in my judgment, more 
than one and three quarter million dollars of 
unjust and unlawful exactions in the interest 
of afew, of a class, and notof the whole. Pro- 
tective duties pay a little to the Treasury and 
much more in enhanced prices to the protected 
classes. Duty is only paid on the little quan- 
tity of leather that is imported; but the exist- 
ence of that duty enables the domestic manu- 
facturer in certain sections of the country to 
raise the price of his leather, which pays no 
duty, as high as if it did pay duty. 

I want our taxes to be imposed for revenue 
alone. I hold always that the supreme duty 
of the people’s Representatives is to tax the 
people for revenue and nothing else. Under 
no circumstances have you a right to put your 
hand in my pocket and take a part of my 
money for the advantage of any particular 
interest or person and not for the advantage 
of the revenue. That is my ground of objec- 
tion to this kind of duties. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘thirty’? and in- 
serting ‘‘twenty five? I make this motion 
for this reason : I believe it is an interest that 
not even my friend from New York, [ Mr. Cox, ] 
or anybody else on the other side, acquainted 
with my district, will say we are particularly 
interested in. 

I find that under the tariff of March 2, 1861, 
the duty was twenty-five per cent. ; under the 
old tariff of 1842, it was thirty-five per cent. 
Now, if we reduce it from thirty to twenty-five 
per cent. we are taking off one sixth of the 
present duty, or reducing it sixteen and two 
third percent. JI think that is as large a re- 
duction as ought to be made on so large an in- 
terest as this, and one which produces so large 
a portion of the revenue, 

Mr. FINKELNBORG. I rise simply for 
the purpose of getting the ear of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kerer), so that he 
may explain to me and to the Committee of 
the Whole what to me appears to be either a 
mistake or a very great inconsistency. He 
asks, if you reduce the tariff on calf-skins— 
l give that simply as an illustration—who gets 
the benefit of it? The American consumer? 
No, sir. The foreign producer will immedi- 
ately add the difference to the price, and he 
will get the benefit of the reduction. 

Sir, the gentleman has argued in favor of a 
reduction of the duties on tea and coffee ; he 
has argued to usin favor of the reduction of 
the duty upon tin. Now, I ask him if his 
principle is true, why does it not apply to tea 
and coffee, and why does it not apply to tin? 
Why does it not apply to all the articles in 
regard to which he is willing to make a reduc- 
tion of duty, and not to this article alone upon 
which he is unwilling to make a reduction? 
Why does not the foreign consumer of tea and 
coffee and tin add the amount of duty to his 
price for those articles ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall be very happy to 
enlighten the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
FINKLENBURG, | and I hope that I can make 
him perceive the difference, aud perceive it so 
efficaciously that it will control his vote. Large 
as our importations of calfskins is, that is, 
large relatively to the amount of duty, it is so 
small relatively to the large quantity of calf- 
skins consumed in the country that if you were 
to reduce the duty upon that article slightly 
you would not affect the general price of the 
market. It is like coal, as I argued the ques- 
tion yesterday. 1 said that the duty upon coal 
was a mere question of revenue, because the 
four huodred thousand tons that you imported 
did not affect the price of the twenty milhon 
tons of domestic coal that was consumed east 
of the Alleghanies and north of the Potomac ; 
that the foreign article took its price, being 
the minor quautity, and very largely so, from 
the price which ruled the major quantity, the 
domestic production. ‘Therefore, either the 
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foreign exporter or the American importer 
would buy at current foreign prices, bring the 
goods into this market, and sell them at cur- 
rent American prices, thereby making a profit 
at the cost of the producer of the United States, 
and without advantage to the American citi- 
zen, 

Now as to tin and tea and coffee. Will the 
gentleman tell me that we produce so much 
more American tin than we import of foreign 
tin that our home production regulates the 
market? Will he tell me that the American 
people consume more American tea than they 
do of Chinese and Japanese tea; and so much 
more that the home supply regulates the price 
of the market, as is the case with coal, and 
as will be the case with calf skins? Will he 
tell me that our people can produce nineteen 
twentieths of the coffec they consume, and 
that therefore the American supply being so 
vast in comparison with the quantity imported, 
it regulates the price in the market? If he 
cannot answer these questions affirmatively, 
then l ask him to believe that nature’s laws 
are inflexible, and that man takes advantage 
of them wherever he can. When our own 
enormous production of calf-skins fixes the 
prices which the importers sell for, and the 
amount imported is relatively small compared 
with the amount produced in this country, 
then the foreign exporter or the American 
importer will take the advantage which the 
intexible laws of trade will give him. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, Then the gentle- 
man assumes that there is no competition 
among the importers. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we shall have a vote, 
At the proper time { wish to introduce a single 
amendment, rendered necessary by the change 
which has been made in the language of this 
paragraph, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Connecticut 
[ Mr. Kerouac] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. KELLEY. } 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
Wn 
Mr. DAWES. It ig unnecessary for the 


gentleman to discuss it. ‘The amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Are you 
sure of that? ‘Chen I have nothing to say. 

The amendment of Mr. Ketuoce to the 
amendment of Mr. KELLEY was not agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr, KeLLey was not 
agreed to, 

Mr. DAWIS. In consequence of the change 
which has been made in the phraseology, it is 
necessary to insert the following: 


On calf-sking tanned and finished, thirty per cent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr, BROOKS, of New York. What is the 
duty on other classes of calf-skins ? 

Mr DAWES,  Calf-skings untanned and 
raw are free. Calf-skins tanned pay a duty 
of twenty per cent. ad valorem. My present 
amendment does not alter the rate. The 
object is to keep up the distinction between 
tanned skins and those tanned and finished, 
80 that the article upon which the most labor 
is performed may not pay the same rate of 
duty as that upon which the least labor is 
performed. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It appears to me that 
the amendment of the gentleman would make 
a distinction not made in the existing law. I 
do not see that there is any reason for making 
the distinction, 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not desire to make any 
new distinction; but I think there is such a 
distinction already made. I withdraw the 
amendment for the present. I will offer it 
hereafter if I find there is reason to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
reserve the right to go back? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objec- 
tion, that will be the understanding. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. KELLEY. We have now come to the 
end of the section, and I believe, in accord- 
ance with the ruling of the Chair, new articles 
may now be introduced as amendments to the 
section. I therefore move to amend by insert- 
ing after line twenty of section one, ‘On 
chiccory root unground, one cent per pound.”’ 
Chiccory, as gentlemen know, is a substitute 
for coffee, and is preferred by many people to 
coffee. It is recommended by physicians in 
many cases of nervous disease as a substitute 
for coffee for the use of those for whose nerves 
coffee is too violent, yet who are accustomed 
to that beverage when in health. The present 
duty upon this article is one hundred and 
ninety-three per cent., a probibitory daty. 
The article is one of enormous consumption 
in all the countries of Europe ; and as we have 
made coffee and tea free, I should feel that we 
ought to make chiccory free but that my theory 
of developing the resources of the country in- 
tervenes ; and as in California chiccory is being 
cultivated, L would leave a duty of one cent a 
pound upon it, which would be in the neigh- 
borhood of thirty-five per cent. 

Mr. BANKS. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I 
do not understand that chiccory is used gener- 
ally here or in other countries as a substitute 
for coffee. I understand it to be used as a 
material for adulteration. 

Mr. KELLEY. The pure articleis used by 
many in preference to coffee; and, as I have 
gaid, it is frequently prescribed for nervous 
patients who are accustomed to the taste of 
coffee but require something less powerful in 
its effects upon the system, 

Mr. BANKS. My impression is exactly the 
opposite. I undertand that the bulk of the 
chiccory used in this country is used for the 
adulteration of coffee. So general has this 
adulteration become in Great Britain that 
legislation has been necessary to check it. 
At one time the sale of coffee in which there 
was chiccory was prohibited; and alterward 
it was provided that coffee whenever adulter- 
ated with chiccory should not be sold unless 
stamped as coffee mixed with chiccory. 

Mr. DAWES. My colleague is mistaken. 
His colleague and mine, who sits here, com- 
municated to the committee the fact thatin his 
own district it was used largely as the substitute 
for coffee and preferred by families to drink, 
because it had not the effect on the nervous 
system which coffee had. It is an article of 
merchandise. 

Mr. BANKS. It is an article of merchan- 
dise used universally for the adulteration of 
coffee. 

Mr. DAWES. I know all that is true. 

Mr. BANKS, And, Mr. Chairman, if we 
take off the duty on this article we extend the 
adulteration of coffee, and it will go on until 
there is as much adulteration of coffee in this 
country as there is in other countries. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The daty on chiccory in 
England is 6s. Öd., which is something over 
two hundred and thirty-eight per cent. 

Mr. BANKS. That high duty is because it 
is used in England for the adulteration of 
coffee. Tea and coffee are free in England; 
at any rate, chiccory is taxed because it 1s used 
for the adulteration of coffee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. And the high duty is for 
the purpose of discouraging the use of it. 

Mr. BANKS. Precisely for that purpose ; 
and we ought, not to change the duty on this 
article, for we know it will be used in the 
adulteration of coffee. I never heard before 
of its being used very generally as a substitute 
for coffee. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think this 
article ought to be placed on the free list. I 
desire, in as few words as possible, to state 
why. We have made coffee free. Coffee will 
be used by everybody who is not too poor to 
use it; and the people who use chiccory will 
use it because they are too poor to purchase 


coffee. It is a substitute for coffee, and hag 
been used for nearly a century past by the 
poor in Germany, Belgium, and Holland; and 
in a few of those northern European coun- 
tries. Itis imported into this country in very: 
small quantities. During the last year there 
were imported into the country only three mil- 
lion three hundred thousand pounds, We 
imported of coffee during the same period 
three hundred and twenty-eight million pounds, 
To be more exact, the duty on ground or pre- ` 
pared chiccory is five cents per pound, and on 
root four cents per pound. 

The reports of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasury on commerce and navigation 
present the following as the importations, 
values, and duties paid on chiccory, in root or 
prepared for use: 


Pounds Dut 
imported. Value, collected, 
1867—Ground or 
pprePared.2,907,375 $94,942 00 $145,368 75 
OObsesseresere - = - 
1868 — Ground or 
prepared..2,656,003 89,075 00 132,895 45 
Rotos 1 03 04 
1869— Ground or 
prepared..3,934,864 126,794 31 166,743 20 
Root... 36,346 1,195 00 1,458 84 
1870 — Ground o 
prepared..2,715,970 97,741 00 135,798 50 
Rootucrcccceee 40,24. 918 00 1,609 64 
1871--Ground or 
prepared..3,815,822 70,824 00 115,791 10 
OOteercee 8,248 171 00 329 72 


The same reports give the duty on chiccory, 
averaged in both forms, at one hundred 
and sixty-four and three eighths per cert. ad 
valorem. 

Chiccory is esteemed useful and nutritious 
in the countries where it is most used. It 
is shown by chemical analysis to contain ex- 
celleat qualities. It is at least esteemed fit to 
use. 

Now, chiccory is used in this country only by 
the poor, and chiefly by the poor who emigrate 
to this country from the foreign countries I 
have named, who during the previous parts of 
their lives were accustomed to the use of chic- 
cory. I say it is a gross discrimination against 
that class of our poor people to continue the 
high duty on chiccory after you have made 
colfee free. It is unjustifiable and cruel. 

It is true the duty on chiccory is for revenue 

and nota cent goes to protection, and there- 
fore under ordinary circumstances the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania would be for making 
it free, because it protects no one. What he 
wants to reduce is chiccory unground, or the 
root. Why does he not move to reduce itall? 
Because, in the interest of American manufac- 
ture, that is, in the interest of protection or 
bounty, he wants to compel the poor in this 
country to employ some of his neighbors to 
grind the chiccory. He wants to buildup a 
little one-horse monopoly in Philadelphia, or 
somewhere else in the country I do not care 
where. Then, making the unground chiccory, 
or the root—the raw material—free, and leav- 
ing a high duty on the ground chiccory, he 
enables his friends who grind it up to charge 
as much for it as if it had all paid the duty. 
That is his way of aiding the poor. It sim- 
ply means to aid a few at the expense of the 
poor, 
__ 1 am against all that sort of legislation, and 
if we must have free coffee, then, in common 
decency, let us have free chiccory. It belongs 
to the poor. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] says it is used for adulteration. Js it 
the business of Congress to prevent adultera- 
tion in this country? If it is, and we enter on 
that wide field of legislation, I wish to say to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts he is willing to 
undertake what no human power can accom- 
plish. Let the people protect themselves. 
‘They have more sense about these things than 
Congress. ‘They are more sagacious in their 
private affairs than Congress, and a great deal 
more honest than Congress. Let them pro- 
tect themselves, That is all they ask. Give 
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them that permission, and, my word for it, 
they will not drink chiccory tor coffee any more 
than they will drink coffee for tea. There is 
no danger of it at all. Simply give them per- 
sonal liberty, Their mother- wit is their surest 
. guide and protection in such matters. The 
vice of all systems of protection is that they 
assume greater wisdom in law-makers than 
the people possess. They are wrong, and 
their systems are notorganized in the interests 
of the people at all. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend by 
making the duty three cents. 

I hold in my band a paper which forms the 
substratum of the speech of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, ] who has so much to say 
about monopoly, and who speaks so eloquently 
and touchingly on behalf of the people. I will 
read a sentence from this paper, and I ask the 
gentleman’s attention and the attention of the 
House. Speaking of chiccory, it says: 

“All that is imported goes through two houses in 
New York city. These two houses havesent Mr. H. 
M. Williams here to present their case before the 
Committees of Ways and Means and Finance.” 

Those two importing houses in New York 
city, I presume, are not the monopolies of 
whom the gentleman from Indiana speaks. 
By no manner of means. 

Mr. KERR. They are not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana can advocate the interests of those houses 
so that they may be entitled to bring chiccory 
into this country and sell it to the people as 
genuine coffee, and pay no duty upon it. And 
that is in the interest of the people! And 
when we stop at our wayside houses along our 
railroads, we are treated to this miserable 
article, chiccory, and made to pay for it as 


coffee. And allthat is to be done by the anti- 
monopolit That is standing up for the mil- 
ions] 


These houses have sent Mr. H. M. Wil- 
liams here to present their case. They are 
the parties for whom the gentleman from 
Indiana is standing up, that they may be 
enabled to get this article into the market 
and palm it. off as a substitute for coffee. I 
am opposed to this. Let the duty stand as 
itis now. In the last Congress we refused 
to reduce the duty on chiccory, because every 
one knew that it was a substitute for coffee, 
that it was used as an adulteration and sold 
for coffee. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kern] that ] made 
no proposition that we should adopt proceed- 
ings against the adulteration of coffee. That 
is a matter for State legislation. It is for the 
States to provide against the adulteration, the 
criminal adulteration of the necessities of life. 
But if we reduce the duty on this article we 
encoufage that adulteration. It is used, as I 
believe—and since I first spoke I have had 
what I consider to be good confirmation of the 
trath of my statement—if not entirely for the 
adulteration of coffee, yet generally for that 
purpose. That is the testimony that I have 
received. Thatis the almost exclusive use that 
is made of it. Ifso, we ought not to reduce 
the duty which is now imposed upon it. 

his, Mr. Chairman, is no drink for, the 
poor, it is no food for the poor; there is no 
sustenance, there is no advantage init. And 
if it has been used to adulterate coffee, it has 
only been because the price of coffee has been 


exorbitantly high in consequence of the duties | 


imposed upon it. We have now taken off the 
auty on coffee, and there is no reason which 
can understand why we should reduce the 
uty on an article that is imported for the pur- 
pose of adulterating a drink which we believe 
to be healthful and beneficial to all classes of 
the people. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] 
has told us why it is sought to make this 
article free. ‘There are but two houses, it 
Seems, which importit. There is certainly 


here a distinct and direct monopoly, the only 
one which has been chased out in the whole of 
this discussion. We have the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Kerr] as the strongest and 
only defender of this monopoly in the chiecory 
trade. We are informed that there are but 
two houses on this continent which import 
this article, which is used for the purpose of 
adulterating and injuring a drink which we 
have made free because it is beneficial for 
the people. But making chiccory free would 
injure that drink, and thus circumvent our 
own legislation. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Kerr] is the only man who stands up 
and demands that it shall be put upon the free 
list for the benefit of these two commercial 
houses. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts ought not to make a statement of 
that kind. J am sure he knows in his heart, 
as well as he knows that he lives, that I have 
never cast a vote in this House for monopoly. 
Rather than do so, I would resign my seat 
and retire to private life for the balance of 
my days. There is no monopoly in this thing. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts takes the 
assertion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
which is baseless. I say to him that whenever 
anybody—— 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KERR. I do not yield. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman must 
yield. He cannot say I made a baseless mis- 
statement and then refuse to yield. I read 
from the paper which he holds in his hands, 
if he has the paper I think he has. 

Mr. KERR. I have not that paper. And 
I repeat my statement, that this outcry 
against the importers of this country is all an 
after-thought; it is strategic and cunning, 
and that is all there is in it; it comes from an 
interested motive. 

It is to divert attention from your own 
monopolies. Let me tell you, and the people 
of this country, that every man who comes 
here and advocates a reduction of taxation is 
a friend of the people; heis my friend; he 
is a friend of mankind. Importers come here 
and advocate a reduction of duties ; they do 
not put into their pockets the reduction on 
duties; but those reductions go to the benefit 
of the people of this country. It is for the 
people that taxes are reduced. Is taxation so 
desirable and precious a thing that these pro- 
tectionists should want to continue it? They 
do not pay it; the people do. The people 
pay but little of this sort of taxation into the 
‘Treasury; they pay most of it to the protec- 
tionists. Thatis the secret of their anxiety 
to keep it up. That is the reason I want to 
take it off. 

The reduction of those duties does not give 
any plunder to importers. Why, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and his friends over 
there are willing to reduce the duties on tea 
and coffee. They do not act in the interest 
of the monopolizing importers of tea and coffee, 
I suppose. Of course I would not insinuate 
any absurd theory like that. They mean noth- 
ing of the kind, and they knew there was no 
foundation for any such assumption, and there 
never was. All these importations come in 
the country under the natural laws of trade 
and traffic. And the people of this country 
have the right, original and God-given, to buy 
where they please and of whom they please. 
This outery is simply to compel them to buy 
of those that the protectionists want them 
to buy of; that is what it all means. They 
deny the right to personal liberty of exchange ; 
I defend it; I say it can only be justly with- 
held or abridged when it is necessary for rev- 
enue. The Government may limit my liberty 
of exchange when it gains what I lose thereby, 
but not otherwise. It is not right or honest to 
do so for my neighbor’s advantage. 

Mr. DAWES. [think here would be a good 
place to read a little Scripture. [Laughter. ] 


T hold in my hand an address of the society || to say, Mr. Chairman, 


of Tammany at a time when it was pure.and 
powerful andguled the Democratic party. It 
was issued in the day of its power and purity 
when it sent forth the true doctrine of Democ- 
racy. What they then said was ‘‘thus saith the 
Scriptures.’’ Now I will read from the address 
of that society to its absent members in 1819: 

“The almost total absence of our own fabrics hag 
caused the introduction of those of the most spuri- 
ous kind from other countries; and it is a notorious 
fact that articles to a serious amount are manufac- 
tured abroad for the express purpose of being sold 
at auction in the United States. By this our own 
manufacturer is undersold, and, what isas mortify- 
ing, he is asuffercr from the frauds of strangers. 

“The remedy against our being surcharged with 
foreign goods, and the means of introducing manu- 
facture, is to forbid entirely the importation of 
articles which can be on any tolerable terms, manu- 
factured by ourselves. This would not only apply 
the cure, but from the identity and stamps of the 
domestic fabrics, prevent its being evaded by smug- 
gling. Congress should not be afraid of their too 
much favored system of indirect taxation upon the 
consumer by impost and tonnage. It is often a 
golden pill to the people, and destroys the responsi- 
bility of Government. This revenue, from changes 
in the objects of commerce, would soon find its 
wonted level; and if itdid not, for a few years let 
the public lands supply the deficiency.” 

Now, this is what the scripture says, and 
this is the answer which I give to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,} coming from 
Tammany when Tammany was pure and pow- 
erful and ruled the Democracy. 

Mr. KERR. I want. to ask the gentleman 
if he indorses that doctrine? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir; it is a great deal 
steeper than I can go. 

Mr. COX. Why do you not join Tammany 
to help them on? 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, it has got corrupted 
down there in New York so that the very 
vernacular of a Representative from New 
York is about thieving; he talks about thiev- 
ing all the time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I did not 
suppose that with all the latent eloquence of 
this House so much eloquence could possibly 
be aroused on the subject of chiccory. One 
word in reply to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawzs.] One of the charac- 
teristics of all parties, and doubtless one of 
the characteristics of Tammany, certainly a 
characteristic of the Democratic party, is as a 
party of progress; not a dead party, a para- 
lyzed party, a party which learns nothing from 
past history. 

But there is one thing Tammany Hall has 
learned. In 1819 when Tammany Hall ruled 
the whole country, more or less, the duties on 
all imported articles were on the average 
about twenty per cent.; if they ever went up 
to thirty under the policy of the Whig party, 
that was the extreme limit of protection at 
that time. Our importations then were com- 
paratively small. Buta large portion of the 
Republican party—not that portion called 
& revenue reformers,’’ or that portion which 
is for the reduction of taxation, but a large 
portion of the Republican party—hold now to 
the theory that the higher the duty the greater 
the prohibition. But what are the facts? 
Since 1860 Congress has been levying tax upon 
tax, duty upon duty. We have piled Pelion 
upon Ossa, We have made our duties exces- 
sively high in order to prohibit the importation 
of British, Irish, German, and Italian goods. 
The consequence has been that the more the 
duties are piled on, the greater are the import- 
ations. As has been stated in the Senate by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
though taxation in this country is heavier than 
upon any other people in the world there 
never was a period when our importations 
were So great as now. Pree 

Our experience since the beginning of the 
war has reversed the whole argument of gen- 
tlemen on the other side. Tammany Hall, if 
it has learned anything, has learned that it 1s 
not enormous duties that stop importations ; 16 
is revenue duties, rational moderate taxation, 


that stops irrational importation. I will venture 
that as you reduce tbis 
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mode of taxation you will encourage all classes 
of American manufacturers. The cheaper you 
make raw material, leather, iron, coal, the 
more you invigorate American labor and the 
more you increase our power to manufacture 
in competition with all the other manufacturers 
of the world.. On the other hand, while you 
follow the theory of prohibitory duties for the 
sake of protection, the consequence 18 enorm- 
ous importation, the flooding of our country 
with foreign goods to the detriment of American 
industry. These are the facts. 

Mr: DAWES. Without any personal offense 
to my friend from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
I must say I think he is a better defender of 
Tammany now than of Tammany in 1819. 
(Laughter. ] 4 

Mr. BANKS. TI rise to oppose the pending 
amendment. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Kerr] certainly has mistaken my pur- 
pose in the observations I have made. Ihave 
no interest whatever in this question. It is 
not so much the question of duty, high or low, 
of which Ispeak; it is the matter of fraud. 
I atm opposed to placing this article in the 
free list because it is used to deceive and to 
injure the people of this country by foisting 
upon them a fraudulent and injurious beverage. 
So far from its being the fact that it is an arti- 
cle used by the poor; so far from its being the 
fact that it is beneficial to any class of people, 
I believe the authorities will justify me in 
maintaining that in its general use it is a mis- 
chievous article. I protest against the aboli- 
tion of the duty on this article because it is 
used for these fraudulent purposes. 1am not 
considering the question of revenue or pro- 
tection. If we abolish the duty, and allow 
this article to be brought into the country by 
these one or two houses for the purpose of 
adulteration of coffee, we stultify ourselves, 
and undo in great part the good we have done 
by the abolition of the duty upon coffee. 

I do not mean to urge so large a duty per- 
haps as that which is now imposed; but I do 
believe that we ought not to abolish the duty 
altogether. ‘The analysis which the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] has is the 
analysis of the importers who want the duty 
removed. I bave here better authority, which 
is not introduced with reference to the duty 
at all, I move to make the duty on this 
article one hundred per cent. That is a re- 
duction of ninety-three per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatmotion is notnow 
in order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Themotion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. KELLEY] is to 
reduce the duty upon unground chiccory, upon 
which the duty is now four cents. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman has not 
heard my proposition correctly, 

Mr. BURCHARD. J heard it so read. 

Mr. KELLEY. There has been none un- 
ground made by me. I propose to do it pro- 
portionately on what is unground. 

Mr. BANKS. Let me read a line from the 
American Eneyclopedia. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I am afraid you will 
take up all of my time. 

Mr. BANKS. IJ willnot. It is stated in the 
American Encyclopedia thatin cases where it 
is used for along time its effects are often 
deleterious, especially on the nervous system. 

Mr. STEVENSON. So it has been said of 


coffee. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I call the attention of 
the committee to this fact. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] denounces 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that 
his motion is in the interest of monopoly. 
Why? Because he proposes to reduce. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY} 
started the motion. He moved to reduce to 
one cent and the gentleman from Tennessee 
to three cents. The gentleman from Indiana 
says he thinks it ought to be free. If one is 
in the interest of monopoly, then they all are. 
They all point in the same direction. 
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Now, sir, all we should care for is the inter- 
est of the consumers and of the Treasury. If 
the consumers will be benefited by the reduc- 
tion and the Treasury will not be harmed by 
the reduction I agree with. the gentleman we 
ought to vote for this. This is a high duty. I 
am willing to vote for a reduction, a reason- 
able reduction on both kinds, and not upon 
unground alone. Thecost of unground isonly 
twoand ahalfcents, according tothe commerce 
and navigation report, and the price of ground 
is three cents. The only difference then should 
be one half cent. You should not make a dis- 
crimination of duty greater than the difference 
in the value of the articles. I therefore hope 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Maynarp] to reduce it to three 
cents on unground will be amended so as to 
reduce it on ground to three and a half cents. 
The difference is only one cent, the duty being 
five cents and four cents, and with that duty 
there is none imported of the unground. I 
shall move to insert after the word ‘ ground,”’ 
‘or unground,’’ and so let them both stand at 
the same price, being a reduction to three 
cents, which would not be unreasonable, unless 
indeed the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts { Mr. Banxs] should have weight 
with the committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does my colleague 
say but little of this is imported? 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is not imported in 
any large quantities as I understand, for dar- 
ing the last fiscal year the revenue on chiccory 
was only $862,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope now we shall have a 
vote, and debate on.chiccory will be closed. 

Mr. POTTER, I hope not, as I desire to 
say a word, 

Mr. DAWES. On this matter? 

Mr. POTTER. Yes, on chiccory. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is in order, and debate on the pending amend- 
ment is exhausted. ‘The question now is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Maynarp,] to strike out ‘one cent,” 
and insert ‘three cents.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. May I be permitted to 
say the duty is now four cents, and I propose 
to reduce it to three cents. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 30, noes 70. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move an amend- 
ment. I move to make it two cents. That is 
a reduction of one hundred per cent. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, who has just 
spoken has put the defense of any duty on 
chiccory under existing circumstances on the 
only ground upon which it can be put with 
any plausibility. It is in itself a mere substi- 
tute for collee, if coffee is to be free, then, 
aga matter of tariff regulation merely, chic- 
cory ought to be free also. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts says 
that it is deleterious, and that its importation 
into this country onght to be restricted so 
that it should be prevented from coming into 
use. Well, if it be so deleterious then it ought 
to be prohibited from coming in at all, not 
merely made subject to duty. There is not a 
great deal of it brought into the country from 
any quarter. I am told that if all that is 
imported were taken by one mill it would not 
give employment to three men to grind it. 

Bat as regards the importation and use of 
this article, it does seem clear to me that the 
American people ought to be allowed to judge 
for themselves what they should drink and 
what they should uot drink in tbeir coffee. A 
great many people think that coffee is delete- 
rions; I think it is for myself, and do not gen- 
erally drink it. Butit has never occurred to 
me that coffee should be excluded from the 
country on that account. 

Many drink chiccory with their coffee be- 
cause they think it improvesit. A gentleman 


sitting at my left says he always drinks it with 
his coffee, and insists that the coffee is made 
better by it. I think the American people are. ` 
competent to judge for themselves what they. 
should put into their coffee and what they will 
keep out of it. Ea 

I submit that if Congress attempts to im- 
pose a duty on an article used for ordinary pur- 
poses of life, because we think it ought not 
to be used, we undertake legislation which 
does not properly belong to us. And if Wep’ 
do this now for the first time, I say we still do it! 
altogether too soon. I insist, therefore, that’ 
chiccory should be put whe re coffee has already 
gone, much against my will—that is, on the 
free list. 

Mr. WALLACE. I presume, Mr. Chair- 
man, that gentlemen who have talked so learn- 
edly in regard to the matter of chiccory, have 
not had the experience which some of us had 
during a certain period of time within the 
recollection of the House. Iregard chiccory ag 
not only worthless, but as positively injurious 
as a substitute for coffee. No intelligent set 
of men who may be reduced to it as we were in 
the South during the war will long continue its 
use. For myself I would prefer that it should 
be excluded altogether. Iam satisfied it would 
be better for the American people if this were 


done. 

Mr. POTTER. Let me ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Watiace]} whether 
chiccory is not a variety of the dandelion root, 
which is also used as a substitute for coffee, 
and whether he would have the dandelion root 
prohibited also ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I believe the gentleman 
from New York knows very little about it. I 
speak from experience. 1 speak from what, 
in the South, we all knew to our cost. I hope 
the duty will not be reduced below two cents, 
and I would prefer to see it going over that 
figure. 

The question being put on the amendment | 
of Mr. Banxs to the amendment of Mr. KEL» 
LEY, to insert two cents, instead of one cent 
per pound, as the duty onchiccory, there were— 
ayes 40, noes 59; no quorum voting, 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers, and appointed Mr. Bangs and Mr. 
Porrer. 

‘The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 48, noes 73. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is next 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois (Mr. Burcuarp] to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ker- 


LEY. | 

Mr. BURCHARD. I will modify my amend- 
ment, by inserting the words *' ground or,” so 
that it will read, ‘on chiccory root, ground or 
unground, one cent per pound.’? 

Mr. KELLEY. In moving to insert chiecory 
at one cent per pound, it was my purpose, if 
that should be agreed to, to move next a duty 
of twocents per pound on chiccory root, ground 
or prepared. This article yields a consider- 
able revenue. While from imports of chic. 
cory root unground we derived $362 of duty, 
we derived from chiecory ground or prepared 
$115,874. It isin that form that the article 
comes in for adulteration, and we derive that 
revenue from a duty of five cents per pound. 
‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Burcnanp] 
would by his amendment increase the import- 
ation and yet diminish the revenue; for, 
unless the amount ran up fivefold, the reve- 
nue would not be increased. I propose while 
making the duty on the unprepared article one 
cent, to make the duty on the other two or two 
and a half cents, as the House may determine. 

I therefore oppose the gentleman’s amend- 

ment, 
_ Mr. BURCHARD. Ifall the chiecory now 
imported were ground at one place it would 
not employ one man half tbe year. i 

Mr, KELLEY. Ihave not spoken of it aa 
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a protective dutý. Ido not regard it as such. 
I have spoken of it as a duty which yields 
$115,000 a year. 

“Mr. BURCHARD. There are only eight 
hundred thousand pounds of the root imported, 
and nearly all of that is imported ground. 
Now, if the gentleman says that we cannot 
spare that amount of revenue, that is one 
thing. But if he proposes to put coffee and 
tea on the free list for the benefit of the people 
of the country, and there are poor people who 
use chiccory, why should he not' make chiccory 
free for the benefit of those poor people who 
cannot afford to buy tea and coffee, when 
chiccory can be bought at three cents a pound 
without a duty and with the duty that he pro- 
poses to place upon it it can be sold at four 
cents a pound, wholesale prices? 

The question was then taken upon the 
amendment offered by Mr. BURCHARD, to in- 
sert the words ‘‘ ground or,’’ before the word 
‘ynground,’’ inthe amendment moved by Mr. 
KELLEY; and upon a division, there were— 
ayes 62, noes 53; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. KELLEY and 
Mr. BURCHARD were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 70, noes 58. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 


"agreed to. 


The amendment, as amended, was then 
agreed to, upon a division—ayes eighty-eight, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
mittee now rise. ` 

Mr. DAWES. LIhope the committee will 
sit til] half past four o'clock. 

Mr. MAYNARD. ‘There has been an even- 
ing session ordered for to-night. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to give notice that 
I have two or three more amendments to offer 
to this first section. l 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I rise toa 
question of order. In the printed bill be- 


fore us-——— 

Mr. MAYNARD. What has become of my 
motion that the committee now rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Ner York [Mr. Brooxs] rises to a point of 
order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. In the ori- 
ginal bill the duty on iron in pigs is fixed at six 
dollars per ton. The House ordered—— 

Mr. MAYNARD. ‘hat is not a question 
of order that will take precedence of the 
motion that the committee now rise. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I have the 
floor and you have not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I had the floor to make 
the motion, and the gentleman could not take 
me off the floor by his point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman can 
raise his point of order when the Committee 
of the Whole again resumes its session, but 
it will not take precedence of the motion that 
the committee now rise. 

The motion of Mr. 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House,the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to rednce duties on imports and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

REFORM SCHOOL. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, reported back with 
amendments Senate bill No. 354, relating to 
the Reform Schoolof the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read. The first section provides 
that the board of trustees of the Reform School 
of the District of Columbia shall cause 
monthly accounts to be rendered to the proper 


I move that the com- 


Maywarp was then 


accounting officers of the Territory of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the expenses of such 
boys as have been sent to the school by the 
proper authorities from the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown and the county of Wash- 
ington, and for which the cities and county 
are respectively, liable to pay $1 50 a week, 
which is hereafter to.be $1.75 a week; and 
the amount due from the cities and county, 
respectively, is to be paid on demand; and if 
not paid within ten days after the amount shall 
be audited, the amount due is to draw interest 
at the rate of three per cent. per month until 
paid. 

The second section provides that hereafter 
any boy under sixteen years of age who is des- 
titute of a home or means of support, or who 
is idle and incorrigible, or wandering about 
uncared for by relatives or friends, and whose 
parents, if he has any living here, are unable 

o pay the expenses of his support in the Re- 
form School, may be sent to the school at the 
expense of the city or county in which he may 
be foun’ by the judge of the police court, the 
Governor of the Territory, or the president of 
the board of trustees of the school. 

The third section provides that every boy 
sent to the Reform School is to remain therein 
until he is twenty-one years of age, unless 
sooner discharged or bound as an apprentice 
to some proper person by the board of trus- 
tees; but no boy is to be retained after the 
superintendent shall have reported him fully 
reformed. 

The fourth section provides that whenever 
there shall be as large a number of boys in the 
school as can be properly accommodated, it 
is to be the duty of the president of the board 
of trustees to give notice to the criminal and 
police courts of the fact, whereupon no boys 
are to be sent to the school by the courts until 
notice shall be given them by the president of 
the board that more can be received. 

The fifth section provides that if any person 
shall entice, or attempt to entice, away from 
the school any boy legally committed to it, or 
shall harbor, conceal, or aid in harboring or 
concealing, any boy who shall have escaped 
from the school, such person is, upon convic- 
tion, to be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and pay a fine of not less than ten nor more 
than one hundred dollars, which is to be paid 
to the treasurer of the board of trustees; and 
any trustee, or the superintendent of the school, 
and any policeman, is to have power, and it is 
made their duty, to arrest any boy, when in 
their power so to do, who has escaped from 
the school, and return him thereto. 

The sixth section appropriates the sum of 
$10,000 to pay the annual salaries of the 
superintendent, $1,500; two assistant superin- 
tendents, $750 each; and the matron, $600; 
and the incidental expenses, including clothing, 
fuel, servant-hire, &c. 

The seventh section authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to purchase a new site for 
said school, to be selected by himself and the 
board of trustees, on which buildings for the 
accommodation of three hundred boys shall be 
erected, under the supervision of the said sec- 
retary, the board of trustees, and the architect 
of the Capitol; and for these purposes the 
sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated. 

‘The amendments were to insert in section six 
the words “and for assistant teachers and 
others ;’’? also to add to section seven the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That before any part of this appropria- 
tion shall be drawn, plans and specifications of the 
building to be erected shall be made by the archi- 
tect of the Capitol, and approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior; and the amount expended for the 
purpose of said site and erection of said building 
shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered toa third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 


sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
LOYAL CITIZENS, LOUDOUN COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 

On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 260) for 
the relief of loyal citizens of Loudoun county, 
Virginia, therein named, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

On motion of Mr, BLAIR, of Michigan, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 850) pro- 
viding for the payment to loyal citizens of 
Loudoun, Virginia, therein named, for their 
property taken by the military authorities of 
the United States, was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims; not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


JOSEPIL SEGAR. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 889) for 
the relief of Joseph Segar, of Virginia, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 


_ CHILDREN OF JOUN M. BOTTS, DECEASED. 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 760) for 
the relief of Beverly M. Botts, Rosalie S. 
Lewis, Isabella McLean Lewis, and Mary 
Minor Holsey, children and heirs-at-law of 
Jobn M. Botts, deceased, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, nut 
to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider. 

DISTRICT BOARD OF HEALTH, 

On motion of Mr. STARK WEATHER, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 974) to 
further define the duties of the Board of Health 
of the District of Columbia, was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, not to be brought back 
ona motion to reconsider. 

MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
sox, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 
2042) for the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of 
Tennessee. 

ELECTION CASE—M’KISSICK VS. WALLACE. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I rise to 
aprivileged question, and call up the resolution 
reported by the Committee of Elections with 
reference to the case of McKissick vs. Wallace. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Hazeuron] desires to call up for 
action at the present time the unanimous re- 
port of the Committee of Elections upon the 


contest from the fourth district of South Caro- 


lina. He expects to dispose of the question 
without any debate. 

Mr. SFEVENSON. I understand that this 
proposition includes compensation to the con- 
testant, who, in my humble judgment, ought 
not to have compensaiion. I wish to be heard 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should not 
second the demand for the previous question 
the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 would prefer not to 
be heard this evening, because I want to look 
over the testimony. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from 
Wisconsin insists on calling up this privileged 
report, it is of course the duty of the Chair 
to entertain it. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I prefer 
to call it up now, and close the case to night. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
resolution reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That ALEXANDER S. WaLtacr is enti- 
tled to retain the seat he now occupies as Repre- 
sentative from the fourth district of South Carolina 
in the Forty-Second Congress. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire 
also to present a resolution for compensation 
to the contestant. 

Several Members. One at a time. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. 
mand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sec- 
onding the previous question upon the resolu- 
tion which has just been read. 

Mr. KERR. Will the resolution for com- 
pensation be in order as a question of priv- 
ilege? 

The SPEAKER. The rulings are diverse 
upon that point. Whenever the compensation 
of the contestant has been included in the 
same resolution which confirms the right of 
the sitting member to his seat, ithas been held 
to be included within the question of privilege. 
If the Committee of Flections desire to have 
this matter presented clear of all doubtful 
questions, the resolution for compensation 
should be associated with that declaring the 
right to the seat. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I was 

instructed by the committee to report both 
resolutions and to present them at the same 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should 
move them together. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. So I do. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the report of the 
committee ? 


I de- 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. It is. 
The SPEAKER., Then itis a question of 
privilege, the two being included together. 


The Clerk will read the second resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the above-named contestant, Isaac 
Q, MeKissick, be allowed $2,154 86, out of the contin- 
gent fund of tho Louse, for oxpensos and disburse- 
monts incurred by him in prosecuting bis claim to a 
seat in the Forty-Second Congress. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, I demand 
the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER, The resolutions, ofcourse, 
are divisible. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand a division 
on seconding the call for the previous ques- 
tion, I understood I would have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. £ 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
84, noes 11; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HAZELTON, 
of Wisconsin, and Mr, Stevenson tellers. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I wish to say a word 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin-—— 

TheSPEAKER. Tellers are not appointed 
to debate, but to count the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I decline to act. 

The SPKEAKIER. Some other gentleman 
who voted adversely will act. 

Mr. BANKS, J believe no further count is 


asked. ; 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks for a further count. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understood we were 
to be heard on this matter, and now these 
resolutions are being forced through under the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated if the 
previous question was called it would be for 
the determination of the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. As it seems to be the 
disposition of the House to adopt these reso- 
lutions now, I withdraw my demand for a far- 
ther count. It is only throwing away $2,000. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was ordered. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 
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were adopted; and also moved thatthe motion 


„to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by 


unanimous consent, the amendments of the 
Senate to a bill (H. R. No. 1661) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1873, were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 


Mr. L. MYERS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R; No. 2708) 
relative to the Centennial International Exhi- 
bition, to be held in the city of Philadelphia, 
State of Pennsylvania, in the year 1876; 
which was read a first and second time, or- 
dered to be printed, and recommitted. 


PRINTING OF BOUNTY ACT, 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, There be printed for the use of the 
House five thousand copies cach of tho act in rela- 
tion to bounties, approved April 22, 1872, and the 
act to extend the time for filing of claims for addi- 
tional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, approved 
April 22, 1872. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
to move to take a recess ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Then Imake 
that motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to ad- 
journ. We are all over-worked, and ought at 
least to have one evening for rest. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, 
this evening was set apart for the considera- 
tion of business reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DICKEY. Have we not a right to 
adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the committee another hour. 


INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESS. 


Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which, under 
the law, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

_jteaulved by the House, (the Senate concurring,) 
That thero be printed five thousand extra copies of 
the preliminary report of the commissioner of the 
United States to the international penitentiary 
congress, held in London, with the accompanying 
documents, twenty-five hundred for the use of the 
Senate and the Mouse, and twenty-five hundred for 
the use of the State Department. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] has moved that the House 
take a recess. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Garrinn] moves that the House do now 
adjourn. The motion to adjourn takes prece- 
dence. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, it was agreed to—ayes 83, noes 39. 

And accordingly (at four o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Is it in order 


We can give 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: . 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of O. S. Pres- 
ton, J. W. Cardwell, A. L. Walden, and a 
large number of the citizens of Mercer county, 
Kentucky, protesting against all such proposed 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States as seek to overthrow the principles of 
religious liberty by anything that tends to 
unite Church and State. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of Brown- 
ing & Middleton, and other tobacco dealers of 
Washington city, asking that there be a uni- 
form tax on tobacco. 

By Mr. COBURN: Petitions of soldiers of 
North Easton, Massachusetts, of Portsmouth, 
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Virginia; of Bangor, Maine; and of national 
asylums, Milwaukee and Greenfield, Wiscon 
sin; Chicago, Illinois; Washington, District’ 
of Columbia, and Buffalo, New York, asking a 
law providing for industrialhomes for orphans 
of soldiers and sailors. : 
By Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey: The 
memorial of citizens of Salem county, New: 
Jersey, protesting against a change ci the: 
Constitution allowing foreign-born citizens t 
be eligible to the office of President of the’ 
United States. . ; 
By Mr. MAYNARD: The memorial of W, 
Godfrey Hunter, praying that by act of Con 
gress his name may be placed upon the pen- 
sion roll, : 
By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of 117 
citizens of Towanda, Bradford county, Penns: 
sylvania, praying the passage of the House’ 
bill No. 1738. : 
By Mr. PRICE: The petition of John A. 
Parker, of Lumpkin county, Georgia, praying: . 
the removal of his political disabilities. ae 
By Mr. SEELEY: The petition of soldiers 
praying permission to sell or transfer their’ 
rights in public lands. 
Also, the petition of soldiers and sailors of 
Cayuga county, New York, for the same purs, 


ose. 

i By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The memorial 
of Judge C. B. Davis and others, officers of 
the county of Lawrence, State of Tennessee, 
for compensation for the destruction of the jail’ 
of said county by United States forces. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 9, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. me ` 
Prayer by Rev. KE. D. Owen, of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia. j 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. ` 


PAY OF ENLISTED MEN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the, 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rer 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 607) to estab- 
lish the pay of the enlisted men of the Army. 

Mr. WILSON. I move thatthe Senate con- 
cur in those amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let them be read first. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments, 
which were on page 1, line three, to strike out 
the word "“ March’? and ‘insert the word 
‘* July ;’? on the same page, line twenty-eight, 
to strike out ‘twenty-three’? and insert 
‘thirty-four; ’? and also to strike out the fifth 
section of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
that second amendment read in connection, 80 
that we may know what it means. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis in regard to 
ordnance sergeants at posts. The Secretary 
will report it. 

The Cuser CLERK: The bill reads: ‘‘ord- 
nance sergeants of posts, twenty-three dol- 
lars;” and the amendment of the House is to 
strike out “twenty-three” and insert “ thirty- 
four.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now what is the section 
that the House propose to strike out entirely? 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That it shall not be obligatory upon the 
enlisted men of the Army to draw their pay at eac! 
payment of the troops; and that whenever a sol- 
dier has several months’ pay due he may be paid 
the wholeor a part. at his option ; but when he draws 
only a part, it shall be for the part longest due, leav- 
ing the remainder in the hands of the Government, 
for which he shall receive interest at the rate of six 
per cent. per annum: Provided, That whenever œ 
soldier has pay thus standing to his credit on the 
muster-roll of his troop or company, it shall not be 
subject to forfeiture except for desertion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is a good 
section; but the chairman says it ought to 
go out. 

Mr. WILSON. 
other bill. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


It is provided for in an- 


% 
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DEPOSITS OF SOLDIERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
yesentatives to the bill (S. No. 448) to estab- 
lish a system of deposits to prevent desertion 
and elevate the condition of the rank and file 
of the Army. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all after the word ‘‘pro- 
vided,” in line sixteen, down to and including 
ihe word ‘‘further,’’ in line twenty-five of the 
first section, in the following words: 

That every paymaster in the Army, before receiv- 
ingon deposit any money under the provisions of 
this act, shall give to the United States a bond, with 
two or more sureties to be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in such sum as he may deem 
suficiont, with the condition that the money by 
guch paymaster received as aforesaid shall be faith- 
fully accounted for as other public moneys in his 
hands. Such bonds shall be joint and several, and 
may be sued upon in any district or circuit court 
of the United States: And provided further. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that leave it? 
What is the object of striking that out? Where 
ig the security if that is out? 

Mr. WILSON. It is stricken ont because 
jt wags not deemed necessary to have it in. 
The bonds of the paymasters are full and com- 
plete now and cover everything. The Pay- 
master General of the Army thought this pro- 
vision was unnecessary. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is the reason, it 
is probably a good one. é 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs : 

A bill (H, R. No. 1467) to amend the thirty- 
first section of an act entitled ‘‘An act for 
enrolling and calling out the national militia, 
and toe other purposes,’’ approved March 8, 

? 

A bill (H. R. No. 2227) to regulate the 
employment of engineer soldiers on extra 
duty; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2692) to provide for the 
establishment of a military prison, and for its 
government. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2698) to provide for an 
additional term of the district and circuit 
court of the United States at Syracuse, New 
York, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1843) supplemental to 
an act entitled ‘f An act for the apportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the 
‘several States according to the ninth census” 
was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill came 
from the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think that 
subject was considered by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly it was. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Did we have charge of 
the apportionment bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly we did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well; let this go 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

ae VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
Tead: f 


“Mr. Merour. I rise to a privileged question 
and call up the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. No. 1343) supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘An act for the apportionment of Rep- 
resentatives to Congress among the several States 
according to the ninth census’ was recymmitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary.” 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Let the bill go to the 
ommittee on the Judiciary. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
referred, 


It will be so 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


, Mr. KELLOGG. Now I ask for the con- 
sideration of the bill that went over yesterday 


morning at the expiration of the morning 
our. : 
Mr. HAMLIN, After the morning busi- 
ness. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Maine objects until the morning business 
is concluded.: 


Mr. KELLOGG. Very well, sir. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I present the petition of sun- 
dry owners of landin the city of Buffalo, front- 
ing on Lake Erie, remonstrating against the 
passage of a bill which they are informed has 
already passed the House of Representatives, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Secretary of War to lease low or swamp 
lands in the city of Buffalo. They state that 
their information is that the object of the bill 
is to authorize the lease or sale of a portion of 
the bed of Lake Erie directly in front of the 
land owned by these remonstrants. Against 
this they protest, and they accompany it with 
a large map showing the injustice that will be 
done to them. I move the reference of these 
papers to the Committee on Commerce, which 
I believe has that bill in charge. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the petition of 
Henry Barrett, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
and also of the Mexican war, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented eleven petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy in favor of the pas- 
sage of a bill to provide industrial homes and 
training schools tor the orphans of the soldiers 
and sailors who served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the war of the re- 
bellion; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial ef 
Lizzie M. Mitchell, widow of the late Captain 
John Mitchell, forty-third United States in- 
fantry, praying to be allowed a pension ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present the memorial of 
Henry W. Palmer, a disabled soldier, who 
asks for an amendment to the law approved 
April 4, 1872, entitled ‘An act to enable 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors, 
their widows and orphan children, to acquire 
homesteads on the lands of the United States.” 
The scope of that act provides that there shall 
be certain settling duties performed. Now, to 
a soldier who is entirely disabled, that is 
making a promise to the ear and breaking it 
to the hope. He cannot from physical dis- 
ability perform those settling duties. The fifth 
section of that act provides— 


* That any soldier, sailor, marine, officer, or other 
person coming within the provisions of this act may, 
as well by an agent as in person, enter upon said 
homestead.” 


Now, what the memorialistin this case asks is, 
that where a soldier is totally disabled, he may 
enter by his agent to perform this service that 
an able-bodied person may do by means of 
his agent, he being physically disabled from 
so doing. It does seem to me that it is emi- 
nently just that that amendment should be 
made, that the totally disabled soldier shall 
be put upon footing of equality with the one 
who is not disabled at all. 

Mr. WILSON. I have received some papers 
and letters asking for the same thing. I will 
say to the Senator from Maine that that bill 
came from the Committee on Public Lands, 
and not fromthe Committee on Military Affairs, 
and therefore this petition should go to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well; let it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN. For fear there may be a 
misapprehension about this matter, it may be 
proper that I should state the reason why it 
was done. There are not very many of the 
soldiers mentioned by the Senator from Maine, 


| 


and it was considered that that provision was 
rather equalizing the thing, inasmuch as the 
class of soldiers who are totally disabled are 
now onthe pension-roll. Those who have 
lost arms, legs, eyes, or are otherwise totally 
disabled, and thus prevented from locating 
and settling on the lands, are placed on the 
pension-roll and sustained by the Govern: 
ment. This law was enacted to encourage 
the settlement and improvement of the public 
land, and it was thought best to give it to 
those who were able to settle on the land. If 
you give it to those who are totally disabled, 
it would be a better plan to increase’ their 
pensions, because it would amount to nothing 
more in the world, for if you allow them to 
settle the land, and then when the time ex- 
pired to sell the land to somebody else, that 
would be the meaning of it. It would be 
merely increasing their pension, but giving it 
in land. 

I think where they are disabled to such an 
extent that the present pension is not suffi- 
cient, it would be better to give them a larger 
pension. That was the view I took of it, hav- 
ing had charge of the bill in committee and 
here. I thought that was an equitable adjust- 
ment of the matter; and so did a committee 
of soldiers who conferred with me in reference 
toit. They thought that was the best adjust- 
ment that could be made, and that if anything 
was to be given to them aside from that, if the 
pension was not sufficient to the totally dis- 
abled, it should be increased. I will state 
further that my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Pratt] has now ready to report a bill in com- 

liance with this view from the Committee on 
ensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He has reported it al- 


eady. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; it covers this 
very point, giving an increase of pensions to 
totally disabled soldiers, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
Thomas S. Winslow, agent for Gerhard 
Wessels, a merchant of the city of New York, 
praying Congress to pass an act granting an 
American register to the British brig Balear; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a report of the 
commission appointed under authority of the 
Legislature of Kansas to audit the claims of 
settlers on the frontiers of that State for losses 
from Indian depredations ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Wilson 
Watts, of Monroecounty, West Virginia, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I presenta petition of 
citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that no candidate shall here- 
after be eligible to any Federal office who is 
addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors as a 
beverage ; and that drunkenness in any incum- 
bent of such office shall be deemed at any time 
sufficient cause for immediate impeachment 
and deposition; and also asking Congress by 
law to prohibit within the jurisdiction of the 
Government of the United States the manufac- 
ture, importation, and sale of all intoxicating 
liquors to be used as a beverage. While I do 
not indorse the prayer of the petition, I move 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
soldiers and sailors of the State of New York, 
praying that they may be permitted to sell, 
assign, and transfer their right, title, and inter- 
est in and to the lands granted them under 
the homestead act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Agnes 
Elien Kleiss be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R, No, 178) in relation 
to estimates of appropriations and appropria- 
tion accounta, to report the same favorably 
with amendments, will state that this is a 
bill of a good deal of importance in respect 
to the business of the Treasury, although 
there is very little that is absolutely new in 
it, and T shall hope the Senate will take it up 
presently and pass it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to the Great and 
(rie Osage Indians a reservation in the In- 
dian territory, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same commitiee, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 976) to confirm 
to the Great and Little Osage Indians a res- 
ervation in the Indian territory, reported it 
adversely, and maved its indefinite postpone- 
ment, it being similar to House bill No. 2334, 
reported favorably ; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R, No. 872) to pro- 
vide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following petitions, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration; which was 
agreed to; 

The petition of Henry W. Golder, second 
lieutenant company K, twenty-ninth regiment 
Maine volunteers, praying to be allowed a 
pension ; 

The petition of citizens of Indiana, praying 
that a pension be granted to Blizabeth Sisson ; 

The petition of Levin Lank, of Sussex 
county, Delaware, asking for a pension for his 
services in the war of 1812; 

The petition of William McDaniel, of Cul- 
peper, Virginia, praying for a pension for 
services in the war of 1812; and 

The petition of Jane W. Brent, widow of 
Captain Brent, late of the United States Army, 
praying for a pension. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The Commit- 
tee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. No. 1203) granting a pension to Martha 

uiwell, on account of the death of her son, 
who was a lieutenant in a regiment of Maine 
volunteers, have instructed me to report it 
back without amendment and recomniend its 
passago, I ask for the immediate passage of 
the bill, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill at this time. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall have to object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to open negotiations with 
the Indian nations, tribes, or individuals, for 
the purpose of commuting all annuities now 
payable in kind, and to report his doings 
to Congress for its adoption, and for other 
purposes, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Durfee & Peck, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 
No. 1088) to authorize the Secretary of the 


Interior to settle the claim of Messrs. Durfee 
& Peck, and E. H., Durfee, for supplies fur- 
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nished the Indiansin Montana in the winter of 
1869. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was read and passed to a second 
reading. i . 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen: 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Clark Hall, of Ohio, praying that he be paid 
arrears of pension, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. Mary Ann 
Davis, praying to be allowed a pension, asked 
to be discharged from its farther consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2025) for the relief of Ruth A. Maxiner, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. i 

Mr. LOGAN. I intended reporting some 
cases that the committee were favorable to, 
and to ask action at once, but I see that 
objection has been made to one bill reported by 
the committee, by the Senator from Louisiana, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I made objection because 
the bill I have in charge has been pending 
in the morning hour and I want to get it up. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not make the state- 
ment by way of criticism. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I dislike to object. 

Mr. TIPTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to recommend the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill (H. R. No. 557) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth York. Sheis 
already by act of Congress recciving a pension 
of twenty-five dollars 4 month. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What do the House 
propose? 

Mr. TIPTON. To give her arrears. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TIPTON. ‘I'he Committee on Pensions 
ask to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Judith Williams, 
praying a pension, as she was not married to 
the deceased soldier within the time required 
by law to entitle her to a pension. 

The committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom the subject was referred, sub- 
mitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. No, 
1098) to establish an iron ship-building yard 
on the waters falling into the Atlantic, and an 
iron ship-building yard on the Mississippi river 
or one of its tributaries, and to afford facilities 
to the Navy. 

The bill was read and ) ossed to a second 
reading, and the report \,a3 ordered to be 
printed. : 

He also, from the com mittee, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1027) to restore Laza- 
rus L. Reamey to the Navy of the United 
States as a midshipman, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsular in Lake Erie opposite 
the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition 
of B. S. Kerr, praying passage of an act per- 
mitting the children of Michael O’Conner to 
receive a pension, which is now denied them 
in consequence of the neglect of their guardian 
to secure the same within five years, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Lucinda H. Lyon, 
praying to be paid arrears of pension, asked 
to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
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pension to Mrs. Melinda Brooks, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and moved its indefinite posi- 
ponement ; which was agreed to. See toa 
` Mr. HITCHCOCK, from the Committee on 
Territories, to whom was referred the hill 
(H. R. No. 1785) to provide for holding ad- 
journed terms of the supreme court of Arizona, 
reported it without amendment, a 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee op 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bil] 
(H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to negotiate with the chiefs ang 
bead men of the Shoshone and Bannock tribeg 
of Indians for the relinquishment of a portion 
of their reservation in Wyoming Territory, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom —. 
was referred the bill (S. No. 620) for the sale 
of the Black Bob Indian lands, in the State of 
Kansas, reported it with an amendment, : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to 
abolish the tribal relations of the Miami In- | 
dians, and for other purposes, reported it with |‘ 
an amendment. f 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H; 
R. No. 2341) to allow the pleasure-yacht Req ` 
Hot to take the name of Addie Parker, and 
be registered under that name, reported if 
without amendment. s 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. Na. 2116) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the better security of life on board of ves- 
sels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other pufposes,’’? approved February 
28, 1871, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CORBETT. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1072) forthe - 
better preservation of harbors, havens, roads, - 
channels, navigable rivers, lakes, and other 
navigable waters within the United States, | 
have directed me to report it without amend: `. 
ment, and recommend its consideration at the 
present time, as itis a matter of importance 
pertaining to all the rivers and harbors of the 
United States. The bill is short, and I pre- 
sume there will be no objection to its considr 
eration. I havea letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which can be read. ° 

Mr, KELLOGG. I object to the considera: 
tion of the bill. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana objects, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Ter: 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (H, Re 
No. 1178) to grant the right of way to the 
Laramie Water and Ditch Company over the 
public lands in Albany county, Wyoming Ter- 
ritory, reported it with an amendment. ; 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Appror 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No, 1541) making appropriations for thg 
support of the Army for the year ending Jung 
80, 1878, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee on Claims, to wham was referred 
the petition of the State of Nevada, asking an 
appropriation for payment of claims of the 
State against the United States, reported &% 
bill (S. No. 1089) to reimburse the State of 
Nevada for expenses incurred, while a Terri- 
tory, in the purchase of a prison and in support 
of United States courts ; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 857) for the 
relief of Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana, re 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask leave to call up 4. ». 
resolution of inquiry which { offered some days | 
ago. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I object. Let us get 
through with the morning business. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is simply for inform- 


waa referred the bill (S. No. 977) granting a || ation. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. I simply want to offer a 
bill when it is in order. 

Mr. HOWE, fromthe Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of William 
L. Utley, praying to be relieved from the pay- 
ment of a judgment, reported a bill (S. No. 
4090) for the relief of William L. Utley ; which 
was read, and passedto the second reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2398) granting a pension to Martha G. 
Rudolph, reported it adversely, and moved its 
indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2399) grant- 
inga pension to Ada H. McDonald, reported 
it adversely, and moved its indefinite post- 
ponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2400) grant- 
ing,a pension to William B. Taylor, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. Thesame committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2401) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret Coldwell, have di- 
rected me to report it without amendment, 
and recommend its passage. I do not makea 
formal written report in this case, as there is 
a written report of the Hotise committee which 
states the facts fully. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

SARAI M’ENANY. 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (8. No. 
347) granting a pension to Sarah McKnany, 
have directed me to report the same back to 
the Senate with the recommendation that the 
amendments of the House be concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendments of the House of 
Representatives will be acted on now. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments of 
the House of Representatives, striking out 
“Enany”? and inserting ‘* Nana;’’ also, to 
strike out ‘eleven’? and insert ‘‘first;’’ strike 
out ‘‘ Maine’? and insert ‘* Vermontartillery ;’’ 
so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place upon the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
MeNana, widow of James McNana, late a private in 
company C, first regiment Vermont artillery volun- 

` teers, and the names of their children under sixteen 
years of ago, and pay them a pension from the pas- 
sage of this act. 

And to amend the title so as to read “An 
act granting a pension to Sarah McNana.”’ 

The amendments were concured in. 


MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. No, 
955) granting a pension to Mary Ann Mont- 
gomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late a private in Texas volunteers, have in- 
structed me to report the same back to the 
Senate with the recommendation that the 
amendments of the House of Representatives 
be concurred in. : 

The amendments were read, being to strike 
out the word “private” wherever it occurs in 
the bili, and to insert the word ‘captain ;” 
and also to amend the title by striking out the 
word ‘private’? and inserting ‘‘ captain.” 

The amendments were concurred in. 


BUSINESS OF NAVAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. President, the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs has been reasonably in- 
dustrious this session ; and having a curiosity 
to knowhow I should feel if a single bill 
reported from that committee should pass this 
body, I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that next Monday evening be given to the 
consideration of business from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


il ator from Nevada, he thinks, addressed him 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 
New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that 
Monday evening, commencing at half: past 
seven o'clock, be assigned for the consider- 
ation of reports from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, the unfinished business of the after- 
noon to be the unfinished business of the next 
day. Is there objection to that proposition? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

` BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1091) 
to aid in the construction of the Nevada Cen- 
tral railroad,in the State of Nevada; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1092) for the relief of Agnes Ellen Kleiss; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1098) for the relief of Lizzie M. Mitchell; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
through? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business has not yet concluded. The Senator 
can ask unanimous consenttotakeup any bill. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1094) restoring the pension of Frances ©. El- 
liott, widow of Commodore Jesse D. Elliott, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 1095) for the relief of Samuel Black and 
Albert R. Cooper; which was read twice by 
its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT (by request, as he stated) 
asked, and by unanimous consent. obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1096) for the 
relief of Joseph Nock; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. WINDOM, (by request, as he stated) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1097) to 
authorize the issue of patents to lands in any 
State or Territory in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ISLAND OF YERBA BUENA. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Senate resolu- 
tions are now in order. If there are no Sen- 
ate resolutions, the morning business is con- 
cluded. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] first 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SEEWARYT. Isimply want to ask the 
second reading of House bill No. 1553, relat- 
ing to the Central Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I asked the Senate 
awhile ago to permit me to call up a resolu- 
tion of inquiry relative to certain railroads. 
I understood it was deferred until after the 
morning business was concluded. I ask to 
have that resolution taken up now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jt can now be 
taken up, pending this motion, by unanimous 
consent. The Senator from California sees, 
as Senators all do, that at the close of the 
morning business a number of Senators desire 
to call up bills, and the Chair has announced 
it each day formally, and then recognizes that 
Senator who first addressed him, or at least 
whose address he firstheard. To-day the Sen- 


Is the morning business 


first after the word ‘‘concluded” had fallen 
from the lips of the Chair. He is therefore 
entitled to the floor and has moved to take up 
House bill No. 1558 for its second reading. 
Mr. CASSERLY.. Let the title: of ‘that bill 


be read. 

Mr. STHWART, . Let it be-read in fall for 
information. _- i fag? : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. This is not the 
second reading of the bill. The motion isto 
proceed to the consideration of the bill forthe 
purpose of having it read a second time, and 
a call is now. made to have it read for in- 
formation. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 
but was interrupted by. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not suppose the Senator 
desires the whole bill to be read. I believe it 
is to be read a second time by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
colleague, the Chair thought, desired it to be 
read in full for information. f 

Mr. CASSERLY, I expressly asked to 
have the bill read by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not hear the last words of the sentence, The 
motion is: to proceed to the consideration of 
this bill for the purpose of its being read a 
second time, after which, under the twenty- 
seventh rule, it can be committed or amended. 

Mr. COLE. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada has called it up, and the Chair 
must recognize the Senator from Nevada as 
occupying the floor for the motion which he 
supposes is to follow the parliamentary motion 
to take it up. 

Mr. COLI. Has the bill been now read a 
second time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read a second 
time by its title. 

Mr. CONKLING, May I ask a question 
of the Chair? Am I right in supposing that 
no motion isin order until the bill is read a 
second time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
positive on that subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I supposed ; and until 
it is read a second time the Senator from Cali- 
fornia cannot submit a motion to refer. 

Mr. COLE. I supposed it was read a first 
time the other day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It was, anditis 
being read for information solely now. If 
there be no objection it will be regarded as 
read the second time. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


road. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask to have the bill 
read in full. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California that he 
so understood him before, and requested the 
Secretary to have it read in full, when the 
Senator rose and stated to the Chair that he 
said he only wished it read by its title. The 
Chair may have misunderstood him, but he 
desired to have his views carried out. 

Mr. CASSHRLY. My language in the first 
place was to have the bill read by its title. 
Then the Senator from Nevada asked to have 
it read in full. Subsequently, the Senator from 
Nevada withdrew that demand. Now I renew 
the demand which the Senator from Nevada 
made for the reading of the bill in full. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that the Senator now demands that 
on the second reading the bill be read in full. 
Tg that the desire of the Senator? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I renew the demand 
made by the Senator from Nevada, to have the 
bill read in full for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appeared 
to be no objection to its being read a second 
time, after which the question of reference 


The rule is 


| could be taken up and voted upon, and the 
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Chair was about to have it read for informa- 
tion; butif the Senator asks that it shall be 
read in full prior to its being taken up, the 
Chair supposes that may be done, although it 
is not in accordance with the usual parlia-. 
mentary usage. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suppose my original 
demand wasstrictly according to parliamentary 
usage, and that was to have the bill read a 
second time by its title. I made that demand 
because the Senator from Nevada chose to 
have the bill called up by number. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair under- 
stands the Senator now, and he withdraws 
what he has said. The Senator from Califor- 
nia now desires to have the bill read a second 
time in full, as he has a right to do. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir, for inform- 
ation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
now changes it, and it is to be for information. 
This is therefore not the second reading of 
the bill. The Senator desires it read merely 
for information, after which the question will 
be on the motion that it be read the second 
time, after which it can be referred. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill in full for 
information. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, I ask that the bill 
have its second reading. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada moves that the bill now have its 
second reading. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be read the second time by its title, unless some 
Senator again demands that it be read in fall. 

ite bill was read the second time by its 
title. 

Mr. STEWART. I now move that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and I will state in making that motion 
that if there is any opposition to this reference, 
or discussion, I shall withdraw the motion and 
allow the bill to take its chances without a 
reference. I will state thatthe Pacific Railroad 
Committee have heretofore considered a prop- 
osition to give one half of this island to the 
Central Pacific railroad, and the bill was 
reported by them and passed the Senate in 
1868. I now have that bill in my hand. I 
repeat, sir, if there is to be opposition, if there 
must be a debate on this question of reference, 
1 do not wish to have the debate repeated and 
occupy the time of the Senate, and I shall 
withdraw the motion to refer which I now 
make. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
of reference is before the Senate, and the 
Senator from Nevada moves the reference of 
meill to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend that motion 
by providing that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to have the 
time of the Senate occupied on this subject, 
and if it isto be I do not care about the ref- 
erence. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator is not will- 


ing to allow the original motion to be made, if 


this discussion is not to drop here, I will with- 
draw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California insists on the floor, no other 
Senator can take it from him to withdraw a 
proposition, but if he yields the floor the Sen- 
ator from Nevada can withdraw the propo- 
sition; but the bill will still be before the 


Senate. 
Mr. STEWART. I will inquire if the Sen- 
ator is willing to let all these motions drop? 


> 
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If there is to be a motion to refer, then I shall 
make my motion. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator does not make 
any modifying motion at all. So F will go on. 

Mr. CASSERLY. With the permission of 
my colleague, I ask the Senator from Nevada 
what is it he proposes to do? If I understand 
him his proposition is to withdraw his motion 
to refer to the Railroad Committee. 

Mr. STEWART. To any committee. The 
understanding is that we shall take it up with- 
out a reference to any committee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. In other words, the bill 
is to stay here until it is taken up at some 
other time when it may be more convenient 
for the Senator to call it up. I do not think it 
is desirable that the two Senators from Cali- 
fornia should be kept here day after day in the 
morning hour watching this bill and the move- 
ments in regard to it. If the Senator from 
Nevada is desirous to avoid discussion and 
debate on this subject, he can do so in a mo- 
ment by yielding to the motion made by my 
colleague who represents the State of Cali- 
fornia in this body ; in which I heartily concur. 
I believe I also represent that State in this 
body. 

Mr. COLE. The question is upon the ref- 
erence of this bill, I believe. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is first upon 
the amendment of the Senator from California 
to the motion to refer. 

Mr. COLE. This bill is virtually a propo- 
sition to give up the half, and to all intents 
and purposes the whole of the island of Yerba 
Buena, in the harbor of San Francisco, for 
uses other than defensive. The harbor of 
San Francisco has been seen by some of those 
who are now present, but I suppose by only a 
small proportion of the Senators—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, in furtherance of the public business, as 
I see that time is being consumed, I will move 
that the pending motion lie on the table, and 
let the bill stand. This contest at some time 
or other is going to occupy time, and there is 
no use of wasting time now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that a motion to refer is one of those 
motions ranking in the order of priority that 
cannot be properly laid on the table. The 
bill itself can be laid on the table, and if that 
were done all motions connected with it would 
go to the table. 

Mr. COLE. I do not yield to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill lie 
on the table, then. 

Mr. COLE. I would rather not yield to 
that, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from California is on the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I am very much constrained 
in point of time, as only a few moments are 
left, but 1 wish to state here and now that I 
do not know what the opinions of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs are on this bill, but 
it relates not to the building of the Pacific 
railroad, or any other railroad; it is not to 
build a railroad at all; it is simply to build a 
bridge for a railroad to the extent of about a 
mile from the end of a wharf that now exists, 
across navigable waters, to this island, and to 
occupy the island. It is not a proposition that 
pertains to the construction of a railroad at 
ail; but it does pertain directly and essentially 
to matters of very great moment. to the War 
Department, and I am anxious that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs should have the 
investigation of this matter, and that they 
should get the full information that will have 
to be obiained from the War Department, and 
from nowhere else, because I believe I know 
pretty well what the opinions entertained in 
that Department are on this subject. 

This island lies just in front of the city of 
San Francisco, and about a mile from the 
wharves of that city. It is the last point of 
defense that can be relied upon in case of war 
or a necessity arising out of war. 


The Senator 
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I wish to state here, in reply to the remark 
made by my friend from Nevada a moment 
ago that this bill had passed the Senate once 
before, that a very different bill was before 
the Senate once before, in 1868, a bill in ref- 
erence to another railroad company, and the 
proposition was not then like this in many 
respects; it was different in many essential 
particulars; and besides, that was before the 

acific railroad was completed, and when we 
knew less about it from experience than we do 
now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California will suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the amnesty bill is 
before the Senate, the pending question being 
on the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER. ] 

MESSAGE FROM TH HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled ‘*An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1428) for the relief of 
John L. Bullard ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1709) for the relief of 
Major John W. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the settlement 
of the account of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of United States volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2136) to authorize an ap- 
pointment in the inspector general’s depart- 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2697) relative to retired 
officers of the Army; 

A bill (H. It. No. 2698) to provide for the 
payment for certain property taken by the 
Government for the extension of the military 
reservation at Camp Mohave, in the Territory 
of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entitled “ An act to establish and protect na- 
tional cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, , 
1867 ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned 
cannon balls to certain organizations for mon- 
umental purposes. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 838) to provide that 
minors shall not be enlisted in the military 
service of the United States without the con- 
seut of parents or guardians. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue of 
clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth regiment of infantry; and 

A bill (S. No. 867) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct an Army officer's record. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills of the Senate, 
with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. No. 309) to prohibit the retention 
of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys; 

A bill (S. No. 446) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish and to protect national 
cemeteries,” approved February 22, 1867; 

A bill (S. No. 463) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army; 
an 
A bill (S. No. 626) to authorize the sale of 
certain public property at Augusta, Georgia. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent of the Senate yesterday tweaS8enator 
from Rhode Island [ Mr. SPRAGUE] was to have 
five minutes for the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to present the Military Academy bill, 
pending the unfinished business, Does the 
Senator desire that now? 
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Mr. SPRAGUE, Yes, sir, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up my resolution now and put it 
on its passage. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. 


I object. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


Tt is in regard to a rail- 


road 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it cannot be considered at this time. 

Mr. CAMERON. I was out when petitions 
were called, and I should like leave to present 
a petition. [**No objection.” ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive it. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of 
John McKnight, deceased, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the ycar 1801; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present petitions from 
the heirs of persons who originally suffered 
from French spoliations, in which they ask 
Congress to pass the bill now pending on that 
subject. I move that they be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. At the same time I venture 
to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania when he 
proposes to call up the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have made so many 
attempts that I am not now able to say when, 


‘but I hope to get it up in time to pass it here. 


I will make the motion immediately after we 
have disposed of the question which the Sen- 
ate has heen kind enough to allow me to fix 
for next Wednesday. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is not apt to 
despair of anything he takes hold of —— 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object to discussion. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
No. 1661) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1878, is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, pending 
the unfinished business of yesterday, whieh is 
the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I ask that the sense of 
the Senate be taken on the amendments of 
the Committee on Appropriations as they are 
reached. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection that order willbe made. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was to strike out line 
thirty-six, as follows: 
` For clerk to adjutant, $1,500. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines eighty- 
three and eighty-four to strike out the words 
‘magnetic and thermal,” and to insert 
“pneumatic and thermic;” so as to read: 


Repairs and additions to pneumatic and thermic 
apparatus, $150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and eight, to reduce the appropriation for 
the expenses of the Board of Visitors fro 
$5,000 to $8,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and forty-one, to reduce the appropriation 
‘for coal-house’’ from $10,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
following item at the end of the bill: 
For asurvey and estimate for a system of sewerage 


< and drainage, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
urred in. 


<< The amendments were ordered to be en- 


rossed and the bill to be read a third time. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ap- 
pointed yesterday upon a conference commit- 
tee upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, 
and for former years, and for other purposes, 
a Senator who is absent from the city, {Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN.] lf there be no objection, 
the Chair will appoint in his place the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] as the committee 
desire to meet this afternoon. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1050) for the removal of legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
SUMNER, which was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and substitute in lieu thereof 
certain sections known as the supplementary 
civil rights bill. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the order in regard to the business 
for to day; it is very brief, but a few lines, 
from the Globe. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Then it is that at three o’clock general debate 
shall terminate and the vote shall be taken on any 
pending amendments according to their order, of 
course under parliamentary provision, and that if 
any other amendments are offered, the gentlemen 
offering them or anybody else may have five minutes 
to support or oppose any amendment which may be 
proposed, and that any questions arising in connec- 
tion with the progress of the bill and umendments 


shall be subject to the same understanding of five 
minutes, and that we terminate the bill.’4 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That wasagreed 
to unanimously by the Senate yesterday; and, 
therefore, at three o’clock voting will com- 
mence. The Senator from California [Mr. 
CaSSERLY] is entitled to the fluor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask unanimous consent 
to have my resolution of inquiry taken up. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall have to object. I 
believe we have all the information here that 
is needed, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Very good, sir. It is 
simply a resolution calling for information as 
to the condition of accounts—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent, except by laying the amnesty 
bill on the table and then calling up the reso- 
lution by a majority vote. The Senator can 
make that motion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does the Senator from 
Nevada object to the resolution to obtain in- 
formation on this subject ? 

Mr. STEWART. No; but we have got it 
all. 
Mr. CASSERLY. We have not got it all. 
We have not got important elements of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Allow the resolution to 
be read. I think we have got it all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read for information, after which the 
Senator from California reserves his right. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution of Mr. 
CASSERLY, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is, directed to transmit to the Senate a state- 
ment of the following particulars in regard to cer- 
tain railroad companies respectively, namely, the 
Central Pacific and Western Pacific railroads, the 
Union Pacific-railroad, the Kansas Pacific, the Cen- 
tral Branch Union Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific: 

1. The whole amount of bonds of the United States 
issued to each company, and .for what number of 
miles, and of theinterest paid thereon by the United 
States, ` 

2. The credits allowed to each company on inter- 
est account, and for what services rendered, together 
with the arrears of interest unpaid, and the percent- 
age of credits allowed to each company on the whole 
amount of interest due by the company. 

3. The total sum due tothe United States on ac- 
count of principal and interest of bonds. 

4. The total amount of principal and interest ac- 
eruing on such bonds at maturity, at the rate of 


he bill was read the third time, and passed. || payments thus fur made oa account of interest. 


5. The amount of bonds or other obligations issued 
by each company constituting a mortgage or lien on 


its road and other property pri i 
United States y prior to the claim of the 


Mr. MORTON. If that can be passed 
without discussion I shall not object. Other- 
wise, I shall call for the regular order, 

Mr. STEWART. I shall object to it, þe- 
cause Í think the information is here in re- 
ports we already have. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada objects. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia must move first to lay the amnesty bill 
on the table, and then to take up the resolu- 
tion in order to reach it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is a course I am 
very reluctant to take. The amnesty bill is per- 
haps one of more immediate importance than 
this is. I regret that the Senator from Nevada 
has seen fit to oppose it, especially on a ground 
that I do not understand to exist. But that, 
of course, is his right as a Senator, I suppose 
there will be no objection to allowing me to 
amend the resolution by substituting the fifth 
section instead of the one in print. I ask 
leave to propose an amendment to my resolu- 
tion in place of its fifth section. 

Mr. MORTON. If this is to lead to discus- 
sion, Í call for the regular order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution 
has not been taken up, being objected to, and 
it can only be reached, as the Chair stated, by 
moving to lay the amnesty bill on the table. 
The Senate have unanimously resolved that the 
amnesty bill shall be debated (with the excep- 
tion of five minutes for the Military Academy 
bill) until three o’clock to-day. The Senator 
trom California, however, can move to lay the 
amnesty bill on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
from California merely wants to send up his 
amendment so that his resolution may be modi- 
fied accordingly when he calls it up again. 
Nobody will object to that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why cannot that be done 
by unanimous consent? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I thought everything I 
proposed was objected to. 

r. STEWART. Not at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana has demanded the regular order. If 
the Senator from California desires this pro- 
posed modification to be printed, subject to 
be called up hereafter, the Chair supposes 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. MORTON. If that is all that is desired 
I do not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not ob- 
jected to; but there is objection to calling the 
resolution up until the order made yesterday is 
disposed of. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That I understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolation as 
the Senator proposes to modify it will be 
printed. The Senator from California is en- 
titled to the floor on the amnesty bill. , 

Mr. CASSERLY. Icommenced to address 
the Senate on the pending motion shortly be- 
fore the adjournment yesterday. I should have 
concluded in a few minutes longer if the ad- 
journment had not cut me off. . 

In what I have to say now I shall not discuss 
the insuperable objections to the unconstitu- 
tionality of many of the leading provisions of 
the bill moved by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as an amendment to the disabilities bill 
of the House, or, second, to its extreme im- 
policy. I will state shortly, however, that l 
know of no warrant in any part of the Consti- 
tution, new or old, for the attempt which this 
bill makes to assume to Congress the: entire 
police powers of the States upon subjects 
which have always been regarded as ‘solely 
within the police jurisdiction of the States. 
The objection that I propose to discuss.is to 
the admission of the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to substitute his bill by 
way of amendment for the bill which eame 
from the House of Representatives. -i 7 
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The bill which came from the House was a 
bill to relieve disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution. It 
required, of course, a vote of two thirds of 
each House of Congress to pass it. The bill 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
as a substitute for the entire bill of the House 
is an ordinary bill, at least so far as respects the 
vote required to pass it. Tt becomes a law by 
a simple majority of each House. 

I should not of course detain the Senate by 
a discussion of the question with which [ 
propose to deal if i did not regard it as of 
the very highest consequence. It is a funda- 
mental question, in my judgment, in regard to 
the exercise of power by the Senate and by 
the House over resolutions proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution, or bills removing 
disabilities, both of which require a two-thirds 
vote. 

In the first place, 1 do not agree that a two- 
thirds bill under the fourteenth amendment is 
one requiring to be sent to the President for 
his signature or his veto, as he shall see fit. 
Such a bill requires that proceeding no more 
than does a resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to the several States. 
Indeed, as to this bill, the case is very much 
clearer. J may be confident overmuch ; but I 
think a very few considerations, if the Senate 
will give me their attention, will at least make 
clear the grounds upon which I stand, even if 
they do not carry conviction to the Senate. 

l never was satisfied with one of the reasons 
given for the ground so well established that n 
resolution of Congress proposing an amend- 
ment. to the Constitution need not be sent to 
the President; that is, that ns the resolution 
required two thirds of each House to pass it, 
and ag two thirds would overrule the veto of 
the President, it was an idle form to send the 
resolution to him, 

F think that reason not agood one. It 
never was satisfactory to my mind. One ob- 
ject of sending a biil to the President and of 
giving him the power to veto it, if he sees fit, 
ig that it may go back to the two Houses for 
further consideration, s0 that, if they see fit, 
by a two-thirds vote, they may reconsider their 
action and kill the bill 

In some of the States, if I am correctly 
informed, the same majority in each House 
which passes a biil in the first place may over 
ride the Governor's veto. In that case the 
argument of the concurrence of the number of 
votes required to pass it over the veto in the 
second place has never been held to obviate 
the necessity of sending the bill to the Gov- 
ernor. 

The true ground upon which a resolution 


of Congress proposing an amendment to the |i 


Constitution ueed not, nay, should not be sent 
to the President, is that it is not legislation. 
Tt is not an exercise of the law-making power. 


is merely a proposition of amendment. It 
offers un amendment to the Constitution to be 
acted upon by the States. If they aceept it 


by the requisite numbers it becomes a consti- | 


tutional law. If they do not, it fails. There- 
fore the only power exercised is a power to 
propose. It is not legislation in the sense in 
which the passage of a bill by the concurrent 
action of the two Houses of Congress and of 
the Executive is legislation. 

Now, can there beany substantial distinction 


in this respect between a resolution proposing | 


an amendment to the Constitution and the 
action of Congress in removing disabilities 
by a two-thirds vote? There is none what- 
ever. Indeed, it is most clear that the action 
of Congress in such a case is not and cannot 
be legislation. It is simply the exercise by 
Congress of the pardoning power reserved to 
it by the fourteenth amendment. This will 
become extremely plain if we consider where 
the pardoning power as to the disabilities of 
the fqurteenth amendment would have been 


i lation. 


| it would his veto operate? 
| case, one part of such a bill would consist 
I say so because the act of the two Houses of |! 
Congress has this excent and no more, that it | 


lodged but for the express reservation of the 
power to the two Honses of Congress made in 
the amendment itself. Clearly it would have 
been lodged in the President. It is an execu- 
tive power, and before the fourteenth amend- 
ment was lodged wholly in the executive head 
of the Government. By virtue of the four- 
teenth amendment, and not otherwise, Con- 
gress, and not the President, has the pardon- 
ing power. 

Now, you may say that the action of Con- 
gress in removing disabilities must be by a 
two-thirds vote of both Houses. The answer 
is, because it is a power to be exerted by the 
Legislature, and must therefore be exerted 
through the forms of legislation. It is a neces- 
sity arising out of the constitution of Con- 
gress. Congress canact inno other way. The 
result is, that propositions originating with 
Congress for amendments to the Constitution 
and measures removing disabilities under the 
fourteenth amendment are in the same class. 
Congress as to these exercises no law-making 
power in any proper sense of the word. It 
does not in the case of amendments to the 
Constitution. Most certainly and most indu- 
Litably it does not when it removes disabilities 
under the fourteenth amendment. 

Now, sir, from all this it follows that the 
congressional power which acts upona bill re- 
moving disabilides is of a different order 
entirely from the legislative authority which 
acts upon ordinary bills in the course of legis- 
When Congress removes disabilities, 
it pardons. It exerts an executive function 
to which it could never lay claim but for the 
express warrant of the Constitution, To say 
that the exertion of such a power by Congress 
bears any similitude to legislation in its meth- 
ods, or that it should be regulated in any 
degree bý the same rules of order or of action, 
seems to me absolutely inadmissible. 

‘There is still another ground. I asked the 
Senator from Ohio [Mc, Suerman]  yester- 
day whether he saw any objections in case 
the amendinent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts should prevail to add to it the very 
bill wbich had been struck out; that is, the 
House bill removing disabilities. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio saw no objection. Tasked him 
the question simply to try how far his own 
logic led him. It seemed to me that my ques- 
tion exposed completely the vice of the Sen- 
ators present position. It is absolutely 
impossible to contend that you can unite in 
oue act the measure requiring but a majority 
to pass it and the other measure requiring two 
thirds to pass it, If such a hybrid as that 
should get through both Houses of Congress 
without being deservedly killed, and should 
reach the President, and he should return it 
to this body with his veto, upon what part of 
In every such 


of a measure to-remove disabilities, and 
another part of it would be the bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts; it would not be 


proper as to one part to send the act to the | 


President, as to the other it would be. Yet, 
sir, it goes to him as a totality; he deals with 
it as a totality; as a totality he vetoes it. 
Either his veto operates upon the whole or it 
operates upon none. 

Yet, sir, the President has no right to inter- 
fere, not the slightest in my judgment, with 
the pardoning power which the fourteenth 
amendment vests in Congress; and the only 
way, of course, in which he could interfere 
would be by his veto. The pardoning power 
is as absolute in Congress, under the four- 
teenth amendment, as it would have been in 
the President but for the provision in the 
fourteenth amendment vesting it in Congress. 
The only limitation in the worid on the exer- 
cise of the power by Congress is that it shall 
be by a two-thirds vote in each House. 

Let me give the Senate a further illustration. 


| The Senate has the power to consent to trea- 


ties sent to it by the President with such 


amendments and changes as it sees fit. It” 
must act, however, by a two-thirds vote. By 
a rule of the Senate treaties are discussed in 
secret session, in a session which is confined 
to executive business, excluding legislative 
business. Now, the Senate bas the most com 
plete right to change its rules as to treaties, 
and to hold its session for the consideration 
of treaties in public. Now, sir, insuch a ease 
of the Senate meeting in open session to con- 
sider a treaty, could any Senator, with even 
ihe thinnest pretense of areason for bis action, 
move to strike out the treaty and substitute 
for itan ordinary bill? Of course he could 
not. Why could he not? Not by reason of 
incongruity; not by reason of a want of ger- 
maneness, because that is a subject with which 
the rules of the Senate have dealt in such a 
manner as to reduce the objection on either 
of these grounds almost toa nullity. Thereagon 
and the only reason is that it requires the 
exercise of a different order of power in the 
Senate from that which is required to deal 
with ordinary legislation. 

A treaty is legislation, undoubtedly, and it 
is legislation of the highest character, because 
itis the making of laws which shall regulate 
not the relations of man with man, but the 
relations of a Government with a Government, 
of a State with a State. Yet it never could > 
be pretended that the Senate being iu open .. 
session to consider a treaty it would be com: 


| petent for any Senator to move, or for the 


Senate to permit him, to strike out the treaty 
and insert in lien of it a measure of ordinary 
legislation. It is not a question of incongru- 
ity; itis not a question of the application of 
the ordinary rules of legislative action, because 
it is not legislative action. : 

The objection is that it is a different order 
of congressional power, different in its order, 
in its sphere, in its nature, so different that 
this perhaps is the first time in the history of 
this country that the executive power of par- 
don has been takeun away from the Chief Mag- 
istrate and vested in Congress. At least I think 
of no such case. 

The objection I have argued is, to my mind, 
amply sufficient. If the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts were as acceptable to me 
on its merits as it is repugnant, I must vote 
against it in every stage of ils progress through 
this body for the reason that it has been sub- 
stitnted by the action of the Senate for a bill 
which it had no right to displace. The bill 
which came here from the House was a bill 
which invoked the pardoning power of the two 
Houses of Congress, a power that must be ex: 


| ercised by a vote of to thirds in each House 3 


a power not of legislation, but of pardon. It 
was a measure of executive power reposed in 
Congrtss by the express language of the four- 
teenth amendment. My objection is one which 
the Senate cannot waive by a vote. 

When a bill comes bere from the House 
which is a bill of pardon, the Senate has not 
the least right, in my humble judgmeut-~I 
speak of course with the greatest respect for 
Senators who think otherwise—to step out of 
the sphere of executive power, of the pardon: ~ 
ing power which that bill invokes, and which 
alonc it does invoke, to engage in a different 
order and sphere of power—that is, the order 
and power of making laws. 


Upon the grounds which I have statedsome- :; 


what imperfectly, which perhaps I might have 
stated better had I been able togo on when 

rose yesterday alternoon, and without reference 
even to what | regard as the manifest uncon- 
stitutionality of material parts of the meas- 
ure, and the immense impolicy of the whole, 
I shali vote against the measure of the Sen- 


! ator from Massachusetts in every stage of its 


progress. We must keep our pardoning power 
separate from our legislative power. No man 
can foresee the embarrassmentin which we may 
involve ourselves if we permit the two to be 
brought into collision or to be mingled with 
each other. sni 


1872. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, judging from 
the votes which have been taken in the Senate, 
` dt is easy to perceive that there is a majorizy in 
this body for the measure proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. It was decided 
bya vote of the Senate in the early part of 
the session, when the amnesty bill was under 
consideration, to adopt the measure of the 
Senator from Massachusetts known as the civil 
“rights bill; but it was known that there were 
many Senators on this floor who voted against 
it at that time who were in favor and who 
avowed themselves to be in favor of the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I cannot 
now recall exactly who they were, but I think 
both of the Senators from South Carolina an- 
nounced that they would vote for the measure 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
as a separate and distinct bill, but could not 
support it as an amendment to the amnesty 
biil. Other Senators on this floor announced 
that they were in favorof it, butas a separate 
and distinct measure. So it seems that from 
the beginning of this session there has been no 
time when a majority of this body were not in 
favor of this amendment or this bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. Having control 
of the business of the Senate, that majority 
could upon any day of the five months which 
have elapsed since the Senate began its ses- 
sion have taken up that bill and passed it. 
They have never seen proper to do so. Ithas 
always been reserved for the purpose of ob- 
structing, delaying, and defeating the amnesty 
bill. That seems to have been its only mission. 

lam not prepared to say that the Senator 
from Massachusetts designs it for this purpose, 
that he has this motive; bat it has always 
occurred that whenever the amnesty bill has 
been brought forward in the Senate it has 
been confronted by this supplementary civil 
rights bill, As the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
HILL] says, it is a remarkable coincidence. It 
defeated the amnesty bill when it was under 
consideration in the early part of the session. 
It was saddled upon it and the amnesty bill 
sank beneath its weight. Now, when the 
amnesty bill is brought forward again, it is 
again offered as a substitute for it, and we are 
told that there are still other amnesty bills 
upon the table of the Senate upon which we 
can act afier we have passed this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, if this bill having a 
majority of the Senate for its friends could 
pass at any time, as is evident from the vote 
of the Senate ou the.former occasion, and the 
declarations of numerous Senators who did 
not then vote for it; if it could have been 
passed heretofore and can be passed now 
standing alone and upon its own merits, I ask 
why is it that those Senators who profess to 
be its friends, who see so much of good io the 
measure, bave failed to bring it up at any time 
except when it was convenient to confront it 
with the amnesty bill to destroy the amnesty 
bill, and array ‘all the friends of amnesty 
against it? I believe that question will be 
auswered in the hearts of the people of this 
country. It will be answered in the only way 
tu which it seems to me practically an answer 
can be given, that this bill has been reserved 
to do this office, to delay, cripple, and destroy 
the amnesty bill. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the supple- 
mentary civil rights Lill and to all legislation 
of that character, | have no doubt that the 
Senator trom Massachusetts inteuds by this 
bill to benefit the colored race; { have no 
doubt he thinks it will secure to them rights 
which would advanee and elevate them; but 
my judgment is that no measure could be 
Passed by Congress now calculated to injure 
the colored men more than this same supple- 
mentary evil rights bill. This nation has been 

gorged with discussion about the colored men 
and their rights. They have had every right 
conferred upon them, even fo the right of 
suffrage when their best friends who voted for 

at measure did not claim. that they could 


$ 


appreciate or intelligently use the right of suf- 
frage, and when a Senator who voted for the 
measure upon the floor yesterday avowed that 
they had used it ignorantly, that they had 
injured themselves and injured their friends 
and the country by the way in which they had 
used it. To prove that they have done so, it 
is only necessary to go to the southern States 
where the suffrage has been given to the blacks, 
where they have dominated the whole coun- 
try, and see the character of men whom they 
have put in office, and the destruction they have 
brought upon those States, the robbery and 
plunder which has grown up by negro suffrage; 
how they have been made the instruments of 
rapine and of pluuder and of demoralization ; 
how they bave destroyed those who gave them 
employment, and robbed all the people of 
property of the South by legislation in the 
State Legislatures and by officials in the various 
counties throughout the southern States. They 
have pulled down the temple of prosperity 
upon their heads as well as the heads of those 
of the white race. They have saddled the 
South with two hundred and fifty millions of 
debt for which they have nothing on earth to 
show. These are the fruits of the suffrage 
conferred upon a mass of ignorant, unedu- 


| cated, semi-barbarous people. 


The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr] 
declared that he urged that they should be 
endowed with this right for the purpose of 
protecting themselves. It seems to me that 
the conferring of this right and the ruin and 
devastation which have followed the exercise 
of it on their part have brought down upon 
them at the South more hostility than ever 
before existed toward them. It has in no 
sense benefited or protected them. It has in 
every sense injured them and retarded their 
progress. In my belief it was not conferred 
upon them for the purpose of protecting and 
defending themselves. It was conferred upon 
them in order to give a party majority to those 
who conferred that right, to maintain them 
in office and in power, and for no other pur- 

ose. 

Sir, I feel as kindly toward the black 
people as does any Senator upon this floor. I 
do not yield to any one in friendship toward 
that race of people. I have been an emanci- 
pationist ever since I came to the years of dis- 
cretion, and in a slave-holding State. I took 
upon myself their advocacy when it was dan- 
gerous to do so from the passions and preju- 
dices which existed against them or against 
the measure. I believe I have vindicated my 
right to be considered a friend of these people. 


If [ have not gone to the length of some Sen- | 


ators on this floor in conferring upon them 
rights for which they were totally unprepared, 


which they were utterly incapable of exercis- | 


ing for their advantage or for the advantage 
of the country, I have simply refused to do it 
from my conviction of what was due to the 
country itself, and not from any hostility to 
the cclored people. I have never felt any 
hostility to them; but I never believed it for 
their interest, nor for the interest of the coun- 
try, that they should have rights of this des- 
cription conterred upon them when they were 
admittedly ineapabie of their exercise. There 
isno Senator upon this floor, and no person 
throughout the country, who has the hardi- 
hood to assert that these men have the re- 


quisite education und experience to exercise | 


the franchise conferred upon them intelli- 
gently and judiciously. It was simply a low 
and mean political trick to keep power in the 


bands of those who conferred the suffrage | 


upon them, knowing that they were incapable 
of its intelligent exercise. 


lt is not my purpose to go into this question 
at length, but to speak somewhat to the par- 


ticular phase of the bill offered as a substitute 


for the amnesty bill by the Senator from Mas- | 


sachusetts. ‘That bill goes a step further. 
After we have secured to the negroes by pre- 
vious bills the right of suffrage and all the 
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civil rights which belong to any man, it is now 
proposed to give them social rights, to impose 
upon the whites of the community the neces- 
sity of a close association. in all matters. with 
the negroes. So far from this being a benefit 
to the negroes, l consider itas a measure cal- 
culated to inspire still greater distrust and àn- 
tipathy between them and the whites. It isa 
measure which is calculated to irritate these 
two classes against each other, when itis for 
the highest interest of the country that that 
feeling of irritation should be effaced alto- 
gether. 

This is a measure to compel the black and 
the white to stop at the same hotels, to ride 
in the same conveyances, to go to the same 
schools, to go to the same churches, and even 
in the last act of humanity, in going to the 
grave, to be buried side by side. I can see 
nothing in this that gives any substantial ben- 
efit to the blacks. Upon the railroads pro- 
vision is made, or might be made, for separate 
cars for them. They can have their own 
hotels, and separate schools. The white chil- 
dren can no more be compelled to enter 
schools in which black children are being 
taught than the blacks can enter those in 
which the whites are being taught, and the 
discrimination isas much against one as the 
other. But I believe it ig in accordance with 
good policy to keep then separate and apart. 
I do not believe in associating these two races 
together any more closely than they are or 
have been. i 

Why, sir, let me refer to the policy of the 
Government with respect to the Indians as late 
as 1866. We find by solemn treaty, which waa 
confirmed by two thirds of this body, that a 
certain portion of the country was set apart to 
ceriain of the Indian tribes to he held inviolate 
for them. The presence of white men as 
residents was totally prohibited.» They were 
not allowed even to trade with them except 
by sanction of the Government of the United 
States itself. So far has this policy been car- 
ried out and maintained even to the present 
day, that these Indians, the Cherokees, Chiek- 
asaws and Choctaws, who had been slave- 
holders, were authorized under that treaty to 
set apart a particular portion of the territory 
assigned to them for the use of their negroes 
if they declined to have them incorporated in‘ 
the same community with themselves. ‘They 
were authorized by the Government of the 
United States under this treaty to set apart a 
portion of the territory which had been as- 
signed to them for the separate and sole use 
of the negroes who had formerly been their 
slaves if they should see proper to decide for 
themselves that they should be separated from 
them instead of being incorporated in the same 
body with themselves. Recently the Indians 
have made that decision and have decided that 
a part of the country should be set apart for 
the negroes. It is a singular circumstance 
that those very Indians were themselves in the 
confederate army. If the emancipation and 
elevation of the negroes belonging to the 
southern people was intended as a punish- 
ment, for their crime in making the war of the 
rebellion, as it is called, the Congress of the 
United States saw proper to act very differ- 
ently toward the Cherokee and Choctaw fn- 
dians, although they were as much involved in 
the crime of rebellion as the southern white 
people were. a 

I refer to this simply to show that thatis the 
policy acted upon by Congress up to the pres- 
ent moment with regard to the lodians in set- 
ting apart a country for them, and allowing 
them to set apart a portion of that country for 
the negroes who had belonged to them as 
slaves. So tbat the policy which seems to 
find favor with a majority of the Senate, the 
policy of having mixed schools, of drawing 
closer and closer the association of the negro 
with the white people, does not seem to be the 
policy which it is thought proper to pursue 
toward the Indians, who are allowed -to re- 
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main in separate communities, nor even toward 
the negroes and Indians, who are allowed to 
separate themselves and have different com- 
munities and different territories set apart for 
them. g 
Now, Mr. President, with respect to this 
policy, I confess that so far from being in favor 
of this supplementary civil rights bill, so called, 
so far from believing it to be any advantage 
either to the negroes or to the white people, I 
firmly believe the best thing we can do for 
these negroes is gradually to separate them 
from the white people entirely. 1 think if the 
people of this country would do for themselves 
what they have allowed the Indians to do for 
themselves, separate the negroes from the 
whites, they would confer the greatest pos- 
sible blessing upon this country. Whether 
this Congress decrees it or not, or the next 
Congress, or the next one after that, the 
great laws of nature will at some time execute 
themselves, and these races will be separated, 
and with the consent of that party of men here 
now who will in a very short time find no 
further use for their votes. That was the 
motive in my judgment for conferring these 
rights, as they are called, upon them. That 
is the motive for keeping them here; and 
when that motive has no longer any operating 
power, when that vote ceases to be efficient 
for the ends and objects which that party has 
in view, they will consent to the execution of 
that law of nature which bids us to separate 
the two races. 

If we look over the face of the world we 
see there are lines drawn upon its surface for 
the habitation of different races, and that the 
climates of these different portions of the 
earth's surface forbid the intrusion of the 
races who are native to the other climates. 
It is distinctly announced by our knowledge 
of the laws of natare that the negroes belong 
to the tropical regions of the earth as much 
so as the tropical vegetation. ‘hey are so 
formed as to resist the diseases of the tropics. 
They are formed to resist the climate and are 
capable of undergoing laborunder the tropics, 
while the white race is known to be incapable 
of sustaining its vigor beneath the torrid heats 
of those regions. ‘This temperate zone belongs 
to the white race, and it will vindicate its title 
to it I bope with no hardships and no cruelty 
toward the other race. I trust that that race 
has advanced so far in civilizationand wisdom 
that it will be enabled to deal wisely and weil 
in carrying out the decrees of nature in re- 
spect to this race, which has been intruded 
upon them, and that intrusion has carried its 
own punishment along with it, 

I believe it was a crime against the laws of 
God to bring this race of people hers when 
they were brought among us. I believe that 
crime brought with it its own punishment in 
the trouble which it entailed upon the people 
of this country, and which culininated in the 
bloody catastrophe of the late war. I believe 
that insicad of passing this supplementary civil 
rights bill, which only tends to irritate the two 
races against each other, the wisest course to 
pursue would be to give these people a country 
under their own tropics, to which they are 
native, to gradually build up with them an 
empire within the tropics of America, to place 
them where they could be of the greatest ad- 
vantage to themselves and to us, by conform- 
ing to, the laws of nature. It is impossible 
that any power, stable, and permanent, can be 
built up in the tropics of this or any other 
country with any other population than the 
negro population; and we have ready to our 
hand the material now with which we may 
build up within those regions a great empire 
with these people, educated asthey have been, 
in our midst, or to some extent educated at 
least, and who perhaps will remain among us 
until they are sufficiently educated fortne mis- 
sion for which they are intended. 

But I do not think that they can be kept in 
this country. I do not believe that any meas- 


ures of legislation such as are proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts are appropri- 
ate to their condition or calculated to advance 
their interests. I believe, on the contrary, 
that we should at once initiate measures with 
a view of fitting them for the task for which 
they are so eminently adapted, and to reclaim 
the tropics of this continent by their energy, 
by their ability to resist its deadly climate. 

This Senator’s bill may pass and become a 
law, but it will amount to nothing. It will be 
a dead letter. It cannot execute itself, and 
can never be executed; and no law and no 
legislation, except that which changes a black 
man into a white man, can ever effect the ob- 
ject sought to be effected by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. It is vaiu legislation; it is a 
delusion, and so far from advancing the object 
sought to be advanced by it, it will retard and 
delay the good understanding which should be 
brought about between these two races, with 
a view of building up by their means and 
through them a great empire in the tropics of 
our continent. 

These are the views that I hold in regard to 
this legislation by which it is sought to reverse 
the decrees of the Almighty, to make white 
people out of black, to take away from people 
those instincts implanted by the Deity and 
intended to keep these races apart and preveut 
their amalgamation and degradation. The ne- 
groes have these instincts as well as the whites. 
They areimplanted by nature; they areintended 
for a good purpose. Nor ean the power of the 
Senator from Massachusetts nor the power of 
the Senate efface the instincts which God has 
implanted within us. 'Fhese races should be 
kept apart for their own good: for the good 
of the white man and for the good of the black 
man. It was intended that they should be 
distincand separate races, and different por- 
tions of the earth’s surface were intended for 
their occupancy, and they were uot intended 
to be mingled; and*whenever you do mingle 
them, you make a mongrel race, which becomes 
demoralized and degraded ; like the people of 
Mexico, incapable of maintaining any sort of 
Government or any kind of civilization. 

The attempt of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is futile. He may believe, and perhaps 
does believe, that he is vindicating a great 
right, that he is fighting for that which is good 
for the country and for the people of the coun- 
try; butitis my deep conviction that he is 
contending for that which is evil alike for all, 
which does no good to any, and which will 
simply fail to do any harm, because it will be 
made ineffectual by the laws which govern the 
world, and which neither he norall the radical 
Congresses that ever sat can alter or change 
or modify. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I wish very 
briefly to state to the Senate the reasons why 
I shall vote for this amnesty bill and against 
the substitute offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. As to this last measure, the 
supplementary civil rights bill, [shall probably 
vote for it when the time comes for its consid- 
eration, though there are provisions in it that 
I shall take with the same grace that old 
Squeers’ pupils took his treacle. But the 
bul before the Senate sought to be supplanted 
is the House bill for the removal of legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

I believe the time has come for the removal 
of these disabilities. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has spoken the voice of the people 
on that subject. Ido not vote for the removal 
of these disabilities as an act of justice to the 
men disabled, nor yet from motives of com- 
passion. It was, in my opinion, a righteous 
judgment pronounced by the voice of the 
pation, that the men who had once held office, 
taken an oath to support the Constitution, and 
violated that oath by voluntarily going into the 
rebellion, should not be intrested again with 
political trusts. They had broken faith with 
the Government; they had violated their sol- 


emn vows to God. Instead of supporting the 
Constitution at all times and under all circum- 
stances, as their oath obliged them to do, they 
sought to overthrow it, and to destroy the Union 
it formed. I am not able to see why the men 
who once took that oath and violated it will 
not be ready to violate it again when occasion 
offers or invites. 

I do not vote for amnesty, therefore, in the 
vain belief that the men whom this bill will 
relieve are cured of their heresy or are to be 
trusted in the fature to observe their vows. 
No, Mr. President, I do not believe the heart 
of the rebel has been changed, or is capable 
of being touched by an act of amnesty or 
grace on the part of the Government. He 
regrets “the lost cause to-day’? as much ashe 
did on that sad day at Appomattox, when he 
laid down his arms. He does not acknowledge . 
that he has been guilty of anycrime. He de- 
nies that he committed treason in rebelling, 
He glories in the battles he fought and the 
injuries his arm inflicted on the Government. 
He honors those who most distinguished them- 
selves in the bad cause. He commends as 
heroes those who fell in the rebellion, and 
yearly he pays visit to the graves of his fallen 
comradesin arms and strews them with flowers 
and moistens them with his tears. While he 
never fails to lament the impoverished con- 
dition of his country, and prates of his losses 
and poverty and the hard times throughout 
the South, he has no reproaches for bimself 
or his people; least of all, for that remorse- 
less government he helped institute, which ate 
out his substance, laid hold of his property, 
and involved his whole country in ruin. With ` 
him Jeff. Davis is a hero, and Lee and Jack- 
gon are saints. ‘here is no repentance for 
what he has done, and his great grief is that he 
and his coadjutors did not succeed in establish- 
ing the independence for which they strove. 

And how has he behaved since? Most 
ungraciously has he acquiesced in measures 
the country demanded for the sake of peace, 
aud to secure the rights of the freedmen. 
am speaking in general terms. Of course there 
have been notable exceptions; but asa general 
thing those who rebelled have submitted: to. 
the Constitution and laws simply because they 
were compelled to, and not from any reverence 
or respect. ‘They have not kept the peace; 
iheir land has been filled with violence and 
bloodshed, and thousands of men who were. : 
loyal to the Government through the civil war 
have suffered outrages in their persons, prop- 
erty, and lives because of their loyalty. The 
leading influential men of the South whom 
this bill will relieve, whose voice could have 
stopped these outrages, have remained silent 
and let the work of death go on. 

No, sir; these men have not done works 
meet for repentance; and it is in no spirit of 
charity or as an act of justice to them that l 
shall vote for this bill. My reasons are wholly 
different. I favor the measure as one of ex- 
pediency, and as probably demanded at this 
time by wise statesmanship. When these 
disabilities were imposed it was not contem- 
plated that they should continue always, for 
Congress was invested with a diseretion to 
remove them. There was but one limitation, 
that the act should be done by a two-thirds: ~ 
vote. I shall vote for this bill, therefore, 
because the Congress which proposed and the 
States which ratified this article in the Con‘ 
stitution, contemplated that the time would 
come when we could with safety, and should 
as a matter of policy, exert this power. / 
vote for it because it is better to make a clean 
thing of it than to dribble amnesty out in the 
fashion that was done daring the Fortieth 
and Forty-First Congresses, frequently to the 
most undeserving. Looking over the statutes 
of the last five years, you can scarce count, 
between sunrise and sunset the names of those 
who have been relieved by special acts. This: 
thing will go on from session to sessiOD». 
Indeed, we have on our Calendar at this 
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© moment a House bill which relieves of their 
© disabilities, I do not know how many; 
thousands I should think. We relieve all who 
ask it, seemingly without much inquiry into 
their antecedents. Why, then, not finish the 
pusiness at a single stroke? 

But principally shall [ vote for this bill be- 
cause the exclusion of these men from office 
is a fruitful source of discontent, and is made 
the plea for the bad condition of government 
there. These disabled people are constant 
grumblers. They parade their griefs every day. 
: They say they are no worse than the rest of the 
community which rebelled ; no worse than the 
thousands whose disabilities have been taken 
off by Congress. They even cite the fact that 
they once held office, as proof of their superior 
merit and the confidence felt in their talents 
and integrity. ‘They argue that if they were 
invested with the power of magistracy again, 
some respect would be felt for the laws, and 
they could arrest the violence and bloodshed 
< which abound there. It is claimed, and I 
think with a good deal of truth, that many men 
of talent, experience, and moral worth, in- 
deed some of the very best men in the South, 
are still kept back, by reason of this amend- 
ment, from sharing in the responsibilities of 


office, their pride forbidding them to appeal to | 


Congress. 

It is urged that there would be a real acces- 
sion of experience and merit in the adminis- 
tration of the local governments if they were 
made eligible to office again. As it is, they 
do not consider themselves responsible for the 
disorders there, nor, I fear, make much effort 
to stop them. ‘They are regarded as martyrs, 
and the magnanimity of the Government is 
impeached for keeping on foot such distinc- 
tions. 

Now, sir, to put a stop to this clamor, and 
to test whether there is anything in the pre- 
tense given for the discontents in the South, I 
am willing to try the experiment, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I desire 
very briefly to call attention to the reactionary 
and I must say extraordinary speech just made 
by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. BLAIR. ] 
He took the ground that suffrage was conferred 
upon the colored people for mercenary and 
selfish purposes, that they were unfit for it, 
and that they have used it to their own detri- 
ment and to the detriment of the white people. 
He further took the ground that the races 
ought to be separated, that the colored people 
belonged to the tropics, that the temperate 
zone belongs to the white race and that they 
will ultimately vindicate their title to it, and 
he went on to say that measures ought to be 
initiated without delay to bring about the sepa- 
ration of the two races, and to return the col- 
ored people to the tropics of our continent or 
send them to some other country than this. 
He says the inclination and the temperament 
of the colored people adapt them and attract 
them to bot climates. If that is true, they 
will probably go South when they find a coun- 
try to suit them; if it is not true, they will 
stay here. The Senator did not say. that he 
was in favor of driving them out of this coun- 
try by force, or that they were only to go vol- 
untarily ; but his logic is that they ought to be 
Sent to the South, ought to be sent awa 
whether they are willing to go or not. 

I simply desire to say that this is the coun- 
iry of the colored people as much as it is ours. 
They were born here. They have the same 
moral and legal right to stay here as we have. 
The fact that their ancestors were brought 

ere against their own will, that they were 
brought here as slaves, does not take away 
their moral and natural right to live here and 
make this their home; it should rather 
eee that right if it needed any strength- 
ning, 

These notions I had hoped had_ passed by. 
Thad hoped that the country had grown en- 
rely beyond them, they may fairly be denom- 
mated antediluvian in a political sense, but 


| when they are gravely brought forward by the 


distinguished. Senator from Missouri, it is 
proper to call the public attention to them as 
reactionary and. to show the tendency of a 
certain party in this country. The Senator 
himself is a representatiye man, as we all 
know, and perhaps he represents better than 
any other man upon this floor or in Congress 
the character of a new party just struggling 
into existence, and what is it? It is to press 
backward, up the stream of time instead of 
down. We now find the extraordinary prop- 
osition renewed and presented to the Ameri- 
can people that the colored people of this 
country ought to be taken out of it, that they 
ought to be sent to a warm climate, and 
although the Senator has not said it should be 
done by force, that is the logic really of what 
know where the warrant for this bill is found. 
he said. This is all I desired to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Indiana 
has been frank enough to say that I have not 
advocated sending these people out of this 
country by force; but he says that is the logic 
of my position. I will say to the Senator that 
he has not advocated patting white and black 
children in the same school by force, but that 
is the logic of his position. That is the logic 
of all this business, to bring the races together 
by coercion—as much the logic of it as my 
logic leads to taking the negroes out of this 
country by force. 

I referred to the great laws which govern 
the human race, and those laws which are too 
high to be perverted by Radical legislation, 
those laws which separate the races and give 
to each one its appropriate place upon this 
continent, and there is not a man of education 
in the world who does not know that the cli- 
mate of the tropics and the temperate climate 
adapt themselves to different races. 

Mr. WILSON. I believe, Mr. President, 


in spite of the remarks which have been made 


by the Senator from Missouri, that the God of 
nature is the God of revelation, and in His 
revealed Word we find the doctrine laid broadly 
down that applies to all the races and condi- 
tions of men, the perfect law of equality and 
the perfect law of love. 

I care not. who is in the country, to what race 
he belongs, where he came from, what be the 
color of his skin or anything that pertains to 
him; I consider him the equal of any other 
man, and that he should stand on the plane of 
absolute and perfect equality, and be protected 
by the laws. I believe that this is the law of 
nature and the law of Almighty God; and 
that the nearer the nation approaches it, the 
nearer we are to establishing on earth human 
brotherhood. 

Lam sorry that the Senator from Missouri 
should bring here what seems to me to be the 
brutal and bloody ideas and codes of a time 
that I had hoped had passed away. He asserts 
doctrines that the old Colonization Society 
was wont to proclaim of separating men, send- 
ing one race of men out of the country. We 
have again these doctrines that a portion of 
the globe was made for one race of men and 
another portion for another. If that be so, let 
this law of nature operate; but in whatever 


portion of the globe a man shall be, let him be | j b 
d are not to disown their work. 


recognized as a man with all the attributes 
and rights that belong to humanity. Give the 
black man here in the United States the same 
rights we possess; andif he wants to go to any 
other portion of the globe, if he wishes to 
emigrate, if it is the divine law, the law of 
the God of nature, that he should not dwell | 


here, but should go to other lands—to Central |j 


America—and build up other portions of the |; ‘ 
: graced, our principles shall never be betrayed 


globe, he will go there; but so long as he 
remains here, so long as this land shall be his 
home, let him have perfect and absolute equal- 
ity, and let him be protected by the laws of | 
the land. I believe this to be the doctrine of | 
our institutions, and in perfect harmony with | 
the fundamental ideas of the country. I be- | 


that God has revealed to govern us here in the 
world. a 

The Senator talks to us about the doctrine 
of amalgamation and forcing people together; 
of mixing races. I have heard it before. 
We heard it in this Chamber in the years that 
are past; in the good old times. We heard 
it before the war, during the war, and since. 
the war. Whenever a proposition has been 
made in these Halls to secure liberty, equality, 
justice, hamanity, to throw the shield of the 
protection of the law over men, we have had 
this doctrine proclaimed. I maintain that 
just in proportion as you have done justice, 
just in proportion as you have lifted up the 
colored race and put them on the plane of 
equality, justin that proportion you have sep- 
arated the races and maintained the social 
virtues. I believe that under freedom there 
is not a tenth part of the improper associa- 
tions between the races that existed before 
the war. There is less, far lese mixing of 
races now than before the war, and I am sure 
the Senator from Missouri must see and admit 
this to be so. 

The Senator tells us that in giving the right 
of suffrage to the colored race we acted from 
‘low and mean motives.” Mr. President, I 
regret that the Senator should make that accu- 
sation. Every step we have taken for the last 
eleven years in legislation concerning the 
colored race we have been forced to contend 
against the prejudices, the passions, the low 
and basest prejudices and passions of our 
countrymen. The ideas associated with slavery, 
the degradation of the colored race, their low 
condition, everything about them and con-: 
nected with them, brought them down ; and in 
trying to liftthem up we have been sneered at, 
jeered at by the ignorance and brutality of 
this nation. I bad hoped that the time bad 
come when all that had passed away, and that 
we had been educated in the terrible scenes 
through which we have passed, and taught by 
the bloody lessons that we in the years past 
had violated the laws of nature and the laws 
of revelation, that we had been punished for 
it, and that we had conquered these passions 
and these prejudices, and that now and here- 
after all were to be equal, all were to be pro- 
tected by law, and that we were to go along 
together like brethren of a common humanity, 

Sir, I know that in giving the black man 
the right of suffrage we were not governed by 
“low or mean motives” or purposes; that we 
acted from high motives and lofty purposes; 
and I believe that this work has vindicated 
itself, and is vindicating itself, and will do so 
in the years to come. 

The Senator gives us to understand, in fact 
he asserts, that this right which we bave given 
is worthless, that it will be taken away when 
we ‘‘have no use for it, as will be the case 
soon.” Sir, I cannot tell what is to beoome 
ofany of us. I do not know what is to hap- 
pen, but one thing I am sure is not to happen. 
The men who gave liberty to four and a half 
millions of the human race, who lifted them 
up, who made them citizens of the United 
States, clothed them with civil rights and 
political rights, and have striven to put them 
under the law of perfect and absolute equality, 
We may be 
defeated, we may be driven from these seats 
and from power by old combinations or new 
combinations, but one thing is sure: if we go 
down, we will go down with our doctrines. 
We will maintain them when out of power as 
we have maintained them in power. We will 
not be false or recreant to our past. We will 
stand by it, and though dishonored and dis- 


by us. 
Jsir, I shall vote for this amendment, not to 
kill amnesty, for there is no contest in Con- 
gress about amnesty; four fifths of both 
Houses are in favor it 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


Why not pass the bill, 


lieve it to be the law of Christianity, the law ij then? 
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Mr. WILSON. We shall pass a bill before 
we adjourn, But, sir, there is a desire in 
Congress and out of it to pass a bill giving 
more security, giving civil rights, and it is 
believed by those who desire this that these 
two measures should go along together, or if 
they do not go along together, that the one 
which is in peril shall go before the other; 
and I intend to govern myself in this vote 
to-day for the purpose, not of defeating am- 
nesty, for | do not believe it is to be defeated, 
but for the purpose of securing civil rights. 
The other will follow, and follow immediately, 
too, I believe, and { have faith and hope that 
both will come before an adjournment, and 1 
shall labor to that end. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Massachusetts who has just taken his 
geat says that he will vote for this amendment 
or substitute, but not for the purpose of de- 
feating amnesty. I say to him and to the Sen: 
ate that this amendment has never been used 
for any other purpose than to defeat amnesty. 
The amnesty bill has never been here but what 
it has been confronted with this measure. 
While it is known to the Senator and to all the 
Senate that the majority here have had the 
power at any time to bring up this civil rights 
bill, so culled, and to pass it upon its own merits 
or demerits, they have never named it except 
when they could antagonize it with the amnesty 
measure. {t has always confronted this meas- 
ure; it has always been saddled upon this 
measure; it has always destroyed the am- 
nesty bill. Yet the Senator from Massachu- 
setts tells us that four fifths of both Houses are 
in favor of amnesty, when he has been in- 
strumental on every occasion in destroying 
amnesty whenever it has been proposed, by 
bringing forward this measure and defeating 
amnesty by tacking it upon it. 

‘The Senator may be sincere in that declara- 
tion; his mind may be so formed as to be 
incapable of sceing that he is destroying the 
measure that he pretends to be in favor of; 


but nobody else will accept it in that sense; | 


nobody else will be convinced that this meas- 
ure which has been the destruction of am. 
nesty, the roek upon which it has split, has 
not been used on every oceasion to defeat the 
mensure which the Senator professes to be in 
favor of. 

Mr. President, as I said before, there was a 
majority of the Senate who voted this amend- 
ment upon the amnesty bill on the previous 
occasion when it was discussed in the Senate ; 
and by reason of its being voted as an nmend- 
ment tothe amnesty bill the amnesty bill was 
defeated, and that alone defeated it if we can 
believe the professions of gentlemen upon this 
floor, Now, again, when the amnesty bill is 
brought up, this is moved as a substitute, and 
gentlemen tell us they will vote for it and sub- 
stitute it for the measure and leave the Senate 
without a geveral amnesty bill of any kiod 
which we can pass so as to complete the 
restoration of our people throughout the coun- 
try to their rights. I say that the Senator may 
be convineed of the truth of his own assertion, 
and he may be able to convince some few 

ersons of it, but the mass of the country will 

cheve feom the action of tbe majority of this 
Senate that their purpose is to destroy the 
amnesty bill by confronting it and defeating it 
by placing this as an ainendinout upon it. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. President, a higher 
than human authority has stated that a man’s 
faith is to be judged of by his works. If sev- 
eral honorable Senators of the dominant party 
in ihis Chamber were to be tried by thai stand 
ard in regard to a sincere advocacy of this 
amnesty bill F very much fear that they would | 
be found wanting. If the dominant party had | 
desired to carry out the recommendation of 
the President of the United States in giving 
to the country this long-needed meed of justice | 
and of mercy, demanded by the best interests | 
of the country, they could Jong since have | 


done so. The country demands to know why 


if the dominant party and the Democratic 
party in this Chamber desire amnesty, a bill 
accomplishing that purpose has not been 
pa-sed? It is a meet and pertinent question. 
The House of Representatives have passed 
various amnesty bills and sent them to this 
Chamber. Before the Christmas recess we 
spent hours and daysin discussing one of those 
pills, and it was defeated by placing upon it 
an amendment not germane, known as the civil 
rights bill, so zealously pressed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts farthest from me, [Mr. 
SumMNnER.] The dominant party of this Senate 
could long since have passed the civil rights 
pill. There is no necessary connection be- 
tween the amnesty bill and the civil rights 
bill, and I press the question upon both the 
Senators from Massachusetts to tell me why, 
if they are in favor of amnesty, do they at- 
tempt to kill it indirectly bya bill not germane 
to it, and which they know by absolute expe- 
rience cannot obtain that vote of two thirds 
which is required when it ig thus attached to 
the amnesty bill. Can any sane man doubt 
that it is an indirect measure to kill amnesty ? 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Sumner] has again, when 
this amnesty bill comes regularly before the 
Senate, attempted to strike out the enacting 
clause and to substitute his civil rights bill. 
I think that vicious legislation. [ think it 
legislation unworthy of the high character of 
this Chamber. I think it is a new mode cf 
legislation, for the first time attempted in this 
body. I look back in the past of America to 
the glorious memories which cluster around 
the Senate of the United States, and [ have 
yet to learn that any such attempt has been 
made, upon any two-thirds bill which has re- 
ceived he sauction of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to strike out the enacting clause 
and to incorporate upon it a bill wholly un- 
germane, 
receivo tbe votes of two thirds of this Cham- 
ber, 

I say it is vicious legislation. I use the 
broad Anglo-Saxon word, and I mean just 
what that term conveys. We are not allowed 
to referto what took place in the other branch 
of Congress. Why? Becuuse those who have 
framed our rules deemed it right and proper 
that al! wise and conservative legislation 10 
the different branches should be conducted 
without any outside influence of one upon the 
other. 1 do not charge the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts with any purpose of 
dragooning the other House. [wiilnot say that 
such a thonght entered into the mind or im- 
agination of that distinguished Senaror; but 
L do say, and [ say it with all contidence, 
that whether he intended it or not, the coun- 
try has aright to infer and we have a right 
to deduce that such will be its consequence. 
The House of Representatives have passed 
various amnesty bills. They have had 
also before them a civil rights bill, so called. 
Now, instead of uction, either by passing or 
by rejecting one of the bills of the House of 
tepreseniatives, a Senator, distinguished not 
less for his talents than for his long experi 
ence in this body, rises, and for the first time 
attempts to strike out the legislation of the 
popular branch as reflected in this bill, and to 
put upon it and in its place a wholly distinct 


and incongruous subject of legislation, which, | 


although he has had a bill to accomplish, peud- 
ing for many months, has never been pressed 
upon the consideration of the Senate, His 
cvil rights bill is the first bill upon the Cal- 
endar of the Senate. I appeal to him to know 
why daring four long months vo effort has been 
made by him to pass that bid? His zeal and 
assiduity in regard to the District school bill 
is fresh in the mind of every Senator; and yet 
with the civil rights bill, the first bill on the 
Calendar, we have not heard one word from 
the lips of that earnest and eloquent Senator 
in favor of the passage of this, his favorite 
measure. Why such silence? Why such de- 


which experience shows cannot. 


lay? Why put it off until when, in the cours 
of the regular order of business in the Senate. 
a House bill having for its object the removal 
of disabilities is here, the Senator promptly 
rises and moves to strike out all afier the 
enacting clause, and to insert that bill which 
has been so long pending as the first upon our 
Calendar? t 

Sir, I am a very piain and humble man, and 
I shall speak plainly. I cau look upon this in 
no other light than as saying to the House of 
Representatives and to the Senate, “I am: 
afraid to bring up my civil rights bill lest it 
fail, and I will attempt to force the House of 
Representatives to pass my civil rights bill, or 
I wiil deny to them the passage of all amnest 
bills.” Ido not think that such a deduction | 
is a violent one, and when | look at what hag 
taken place in this Chamber [ can but con: 
elude that nine men out of every ten will agree 
with me that such is the logical cousequence 
of the action of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

If that be true, then I say it is a noxious 
and vicious mode of legislation, now for the 
first time attempted in the Senate, by moral 
duress to exact from the Representatives in 
the popular branch of the Congress of the 
United States a measure which they, in their: 
own judgments and their own convictions, do 
not believe to be a meritorious one. JI wag 
amazed, { was mortified to hear my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] with whom 1 served 
years ago in the House of Representatives, 
and who has been so long in this Chamber, 
rise in his place and openly avow that he 
would vote for the subsritute of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, because he believed that 
was the ouly way he could get is, and when he 
did get that, then he was willing to give am» 
nesty. Has it come to this, that in the Senate 
of the United States propositions are to be 
made and the doctrine is to be asserted that 
bills of the highest importance, measures 
going to the very perpetuity aud peace of this 
Republic, are 10 be passed by indirection and 
by a sort of moral duress? : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky allow me to interrupt lim for a ` 
moment? : 

Mr. SCEVENSON, With pleasure. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not see the Sen- 
ator from Ohio in his seat, and 1 presume the 
Senator from Kentucky does not wish to state 
him incorrectly. 1 have before me the Globe, 
from which it will appear that the Senator from 
Ohio did gay that he would vote for au am: 
nesty bill atter this bill had passed this body; 
but not until he had coerced the House of 
Representatives to vote on what he calls a civil 
ae bill, but which I cail a social equality 

il. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
from the Giobe. 

Mr TRUMBULL. 
speech what he said. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I shail be very much 
obliged to the Senator from Illinois if he will 


read it. * 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I will: 


“I would certainly, if I could, force a minority to 
allow a fair vote on the civil rights bill before 
would vote for the amnesty bill.” 

That is his language. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iam obliged to the 
honorable Senator from Hiinois for the sug: 
gestion. I thank him for having read tbe 
precise utterance of the Senator from Ohio. it 
will therefore be seen that I did that Senator 
no injustice. It will be seen that he openly 
avows his purpose, as one of the leaders of the 
dominant party of the Republic in this Senate, 
to coerce legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President; the 
Senator misstates the Senator from Ohio 
again, What the Senator trom Ohio said, a3 
the Senator from Hiinois bas just read in aid of 
my honorable friend from Kentucky. in read- 
ing from his speech, was not that he would 


You are not reading 


I will read from his 
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coerce the passage of any bill, but that he 
would not be in favor of passing an amnesty 
pill until a minority in another branch of the 
Legislature should be willing totakea fair vote 
upon a question connected with it. That was 


all. 2 
| Mr. STEVENSON. And what is that but 
coercion? Who has theright to say that there 
has not been a fair vote in the House? Who 
“hag the right in this Senate to asperse the 
motives of Representatives in the other branch 
when they refuse to pass any matter of legis- 
lation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me suggest to the 
Senator that the Senator from Ohio did use 
the word ‘‘force.’’ His language was: 

“YT would certainly, if I could, force a minority to 
allow a fair vote on the civil rights bill before I 
would vote for the amnesty bill.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not forcing legis- 


lation. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It is forcing the other 


House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Senator from 
Vermont says that is not forcing legislation. 
Pray, what isit? ‘If you will vote for my 
pill, I will vote for your bill; but if you will 
not vote for such a measure; if you are not 
willing to let the Senator from Massachusetts 
introduce his civil rights bill, then I do not 
intend to let you have any amnesty.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that is not what the 
Senator from Ohio said at all. He did not 
say that if the House would not pass the civil 
rights bill he would not go for amnesty; but 
he said that he would insist upon fair play, 
and that if a minority of the other body, who 

“are engaged in legislating upon a subject that 
. is intimately connected with this, refuse to act 
>o upon the measure, he did not feel obliged to 
act upon one here. That was what he said. 
Mr. STEVENSON. My honorable friend, I 
know, is very astuteand very subtle. Heislike 
* the lapwing that attempts to persuade you that 
oo its wing its broken iu order to take you from 
its nest. But, sir, he cannot take me from 
this issue. I assert the fact that the honor- 
able Senator from Obio virtually said: “I 
intend to vote, and I want everybody to vote 
for the civil rights bill, and if you do not vote 
for the civil mghts bill, then I will attempt to 
check the majority of the House of Represent- 
atives by preventing their wishes, the wishes 
of the popular branch of this Government, an 
independent branch of the Congress of the 
United States, from having effect by using the 
power of the majority here to check it; but if 
you give us a civil mghts bill, then the major- 
ity of the other House can have their way, 
and their bill may become a law.” Is not 
that a bargain? ls not that guasi coercion? 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. With pleasure. 

_Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, it is not 
Just to present the Senator from Ohio as say- 
ing that he would not vote for an amnesty bill 
until a minority elsewhere had voted for the 
civil rights bill. He did not say that, but he 
said he would not vote for such a bill until a 
minority there would allow a majority to vote 
for a civil rights bill. Does the Senator mean 
to stand here in defense ofa minority that may 
by filibussering or by the consumption of time 
prevent a vote from being taken? Can such 
action as that be justified here or elsewhere? 
That is all. the Senator from Ohio meant to 
Say: that he would not vote for an amnesty 
bill until a minority should not vote for a civil 
rights bill, but allow others to do it who wanted 
an opportunity of doing it. That is all; and 
if the Senator will consider it in that light, I 
think he cannot make much of an argument 
against it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, gen- 
lemen cannot escape this issue. Able, elo- 
quent, ingenious, astute as the distinguished 
Senators trom Vermont and Indiana are known 
0 be, they cannot explain away the language 
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of the Senator from Ohio. Ihave not intended 
to do him any injustice. I have quoted his 
language, and the country will judge whether 
I am right or whether his distinguished apol- 
ogists are right. The Senator from Ohio said 
yesterday : - 

“Now, with my conviction t ivil ri 
bill and the aa bi ae i bee 
ought both to pass, both being kindred in character, 
although somewhat dissimilar in their parliamentary 
form, ali I desire to secure isa fair vote inthe House 
on the subject-matter of the bill proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, ” 

There is no misunderstanding that; there is 
no explaining that away. 

Mr. MORTON. It is not very hard to justify 
that, either. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, I think it would 
be very hard to justify it anywhere, because the 
Senator from Indiana knows that his party 
with the large three fourths majority they 
have in this Chamber could have passed a 
civil rights bill at any time. Why have they 
not done it? They have had the civil rights 
bill on the Calendar since the first day of the 
session. Why have they not passed it? Why 


have they dodged it? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May Lanswer the Senator? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Iyield. It interrupts 
my argument somewhat, but I yield with pleas- 


ure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I certainly did not intend 
to disturb my honorable friend; but the 
answer seemed to be pretty easy. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I yield. I 
glad to hear the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to inter- 
rupt the course of my friend’s argument, 
because I know he is sincere. The answer to 
that is just simply this: that when we see pre- 
cisely the same bill in substance hanging in 
the House of Representatives by the opera- 
tions of a minority resisting a vote, not refus- 
ing to vote for it, but preventing a vote being 
reached, where is the use of this body, with 
its three fourths, wasting its own time and 
that of the country in passing one just like it, 
and sending it over there to meet the same 


ate? 

Mr. STEVENSON. That argument did not 
apply to the tariff. That argument has not 
applied to various other matters of legislation. 
It is curious that this single act of legislation 
is the only one which embodies those views. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The cause of that is that 


shall be 


the tariff does not meet the treatment from a į 


minority that this measure of justice and equal 
rights seems to meet, and for a reason that is 
very obvious to everybody who has studied the 
history of parties in this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I think the tariff has 
met worse treatment. When we passed a 
tariff bill it was not even considered by the 
House. It was laid indignantly upon the table. 

But now I come back to the question, and 
I want the Senator from Indiana and the Sen- 
ator from Vermontto answer me; why did you 


not, with your three fourths majority in this ! 


Chamber, pass tbat civil rights bill more than 
ayear ago? We could not have prevented 
it. Your President was in favor of it. You 


that you are the exclusive advocates of colored 
equality. Why have you been as dumb as the 
tomb on that question? When your President 
recommends an amnesty bill, and the House 
of Representatives, fresh from the people, pass 
several amnesty bills and send them to this 
Chamber, the moment one is reached you 
attempt to put upon it this slumbering bill for 
civil rights, hoping thereby to kill aninesty, 
and then the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
with large legislative experience, rises and 
says: 

* But I would certainly, if I could, force a minor- 
ity to allow a fair vote on the civil rights bill before 
I would vote for the amnesty bill, because these two 
bills, in my judgment, ought to go together.”” 

I say the bills have no connection. I say 
they are not germane to one another. Isay that 


| minutes, 


a two-thirds vote isrequired to pass one, while 
a majority vote only is required to pass: the. 
other. I say if gentlemen are really sincere 
in their attempt to pass a civil rights bill, it is 
a curious devotion to such a measure, when: 
you could pass it by a majority, to wait until 
you can tack it toa measure which requires 
two thirds. And when before did the honor- 
able Senator from Indiana, or the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, ever hear the proposi- 
tion advanced in this Chamber by a leader that 
he would force a measure by attempting to 
tack another to it? i 

I have not had much legislative experience, 
bat I have always heard that log-rolling: in 
legislation was immoral, was unwise, and was 
vicious. I have heard men who in former 
times graced the Supreme bench of the United . 
States in judicial opinions intimate that such 
log-rolling was disreputable. But now we 
hear it boldly advocated. The Senator from 
Ohio says that amnesty, requiring a two-thirds 
vote, and civil rights, requiring but a majority 
vote, shall go part passu through this Cham- 
ber. If they do not go as Siamese twins, he 
says they shall not go atall. He says further, 
‘Í avow my purpose in voting for this substi- 
tute to be to coerce the minority in the House;’? 
and my distinguished friend from Indiana says 
that is to break up filibustering! 

Mr. President, l had no idea of taking any part 
in this discussion. I have no objection to meet 
with my vote the civil rights bill, so called, 
whenever it comes up. J have desired that 
we should have a fair vote on amnesty. The 
dominant party in this Chamber have got to 
meet this question. If they are opposed to 
amnesty let them say so. ‘The leader of that 
new party which is just in its swaddling-bands, 
to which the Senator from Indiana referred, 
proclaims that he is for amnesty, that he has 
always been for amnesty. If you have the 
manhood to meet the issue put your foot upon 
this bill; kill it openly and squarely ; and let 
us go before the people and perhaps we shall 
have an issue. 

Mr. President, wise and conservative legis- 
lation in this enlightened day demands now, as 
in the past, that, to use a homely and not very | 
classical phrase, '* every tub should stand on its 
own bottom.” Whenever you attempt to kill 
any measure by tacking another to it, when- 
ever you say ‘' I will go for this billif you will 
go for that,” the wise and conservative spirit 
that in the past has marked the deliberations 
of this Chamber and sanctified it in the mem- 
ories of all the great men in this and in other 
lands will have taken its flight, and the Senate 
of the United States will have come down to 
that low level where human passion and hu- 
man instinct and human interest shall regulate 
our deliberations and regulate our action, in- 


i stead of that high and enlightened intelligence 


and patriotism which alone should guide us in 
our deliberations and in our action upon all 
public measures. 

Mr. FLANAGAN Mr. President, it is 
not my intention to detain the Senate many 
Indeed, I had no idea of partici- 
pating in tbis debate at all; but some things 


a 1 A tha ~ ` z ar 
have attempted to make the people believe || Bave dropped out in the course of it that are 


so rich, that I am prompted to place them 


| before the Senate in a forcible light, if I am 


able to do so. 

The distinguished Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Brarr,] who speaks eloquently and learn- 
edly upon all oceasions, distinguished himself 
particularly upon the present occasion. I was 
gratified to hear the sentiments expressed by 
him, particularly if they were his candid senti- 
ments, and I have no hesitation in saying they 
were. Though J do not indorsethem, and differ 
widely with him, yet I am gratified that he 
has the candor to avow them; for it is known 
to the Senate and it is known to the American 
people that he speaks from a high stand-point, 
The distinguished position of the gentleman 


q 
| at present, as heretofore, makes abundantly 


known that conclusion. 
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He announces at this peculiar period, just 
after the rising of the mighty association upon 
the beautiful Ohio at Cincinnati, what. the 
policy is of the party that has recently con- 
vened there, or if not that to the fullest ex- 
tent, he foreshadows that which we are to be 
enlightened with at an early period, about the 
9th of July, in Baltimore. There can be no 
mistake about the issue presented here. I 
meet it, and I am gratified to have an oppor- 
tunity to do so. He says, “Away with the 
colored people;’’ I believe in his remarks he 
is not even so soft as to accord to them the 
title of ‘people of color;’’ but ‘away with 
the negroes.’? Well, that sounds very well 
with his people; it is very pretty, all under- 
stood, wholly consistent, and entirely honest. 

But, sir, [am reminded that it has been but 
a few hours since we have heard the word 
“commerce” continually used here. Com- 
merce has been held up in the Senate, every 
man rallying under the bright auspices of that 
great word. Let my friend from Missouri 
recollect when he alludes to commerce or in- 
dorses it in any sense of the word again, that 
commerce has a slight interest also in the 
proposition that he so broadly submits to the 
American people. What have the colored 
people done in the last year and in the pre- 
vious year? In the previous year the cotton 
States produced nearly five million bales of 
cotton, Who produced them? The white 
man? No, sir. The white man, to his credit 
be it said, did participate ; he made a portion 
of it ; bat he brought to the cotton fields only 
a small portion of that great extended labor 
that gave to the American nation nearly five 
million bales of cotton worth perhaps $300,- 
000,000. What have they done in the last 
year? Tor the last year the crop is a short 

one; it is only about three millions bales 
all told, What is it worth? At one hundred 
dollars a bale $800,000,000, and that is a 
moderate estimate, 

Then there are $800,000,000 that the col- 
ored race has contributed to the commerce of 
your counvy. lask whether in the absence 
of that $800,000,000 you could ever have dared 
to repeal the duly on tea and coffee? You 
could not bave done so, because there is a 
debt due by the American people which sprang 
directly—~it cannot be said that this is not ger- 
mane to this subject, for it is strictly germane— 
from the rebellion of the South that caused 
that debt, and we as honest mon have to meet 
it. Thus it 1s that we could not do without 
that commerce, 


But let we say a few words further to my | 


friend from Missouri upon that branch of the 
subject, and it may to some extent relieve 
him f hope. [t seems there is a difficulty pre- 
senting itself as to the matter of the disposi- 
tion of the colored race. It is rather a late 
period, to say the least of it, to dispose of the 
colored race, to get the races separated. The 
friction already has been pretty close. and it 
has made its marks, and they cannot be blotted 
out. But, sir, if he is tired of them in Mis- 
gouri, and they are as tired of him and his 
party as I take it for granted they are if he 
does not retrace his steps, or they for him, 
taking the matier into their hands, just let him 
intimate to them that if they will come down 
to Texas each and every man will be provided 
with one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
Our constitution authorizes me to say that. 
We will receive them, and I will give them 
the right hand of fellowship upon any and all 
occasions a thousand times in preference to 
one of your Ku Klux, that I hope you will 
keep at home if you have got any of them 
there. [Laughter.] There is the difference 
I see between those two classes. 

Sir, | do not want to drive the colored race 
from the country. What sins have they com- 
mitted? Are we not liberal here now in the 
proposition of general amnesty to white rebels 
with afew exceptious? The black man hag 
not sinned. ls there a man here who can say 


conscientiously that they whom we are pro- 
posing to amnesty have not sinned? The 
colored people will compare very well with 
them on that line, either at this moment or at 
any other. 

While I am on the subject of amnesty, what 
am I authorized to say? That which I have 
heard declared here time and again by learned 
Senators who are familiar with the subject, 
and feebly I have stated it myself, that they 
are not all entitled to amnesty; yet upon 
liberal principles we are disposed to give it to 
them. I heard it said by the distinguished 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Pratt] this morn- 
ing in his address that the time had arrived 
for amnesty. That is liberal in itself. What 
are the metes and bounds, except the good- 
ness of his own heart, inviting him to say that 
that time has arrived? Are there any evi- 
dences of repentance aside from those who 
have petitioned? And tell me to whom the 
answer has been given, ‘‘ Depart ye wicked, 
I know ye not,” after having petitioned? They 
have always been well received, and they will 
continue to be. 

Again, it is stated that those of us who ad- 


vocate the measure of the distinguished Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts have no intention 
ultimately to vote relief to those who claim to 
be oppressed, or rather their political friends 
who wish to use them proclaim that for them, 
because they scorn the idea of asking for 
amnesty. Am I authorized to say so? | think 
I am, and to prove this let me read a very 
short paragraph which I find in this morning’s 
Chronicle: 

“In a recent letter Jeff. Davis says that whatever 
tho future may bring, tho heroic struggle of the 
southern people in the rebellion will fill a bright 
and glorious page in history ; * provided they do not 
disgrace, dishonor, and brand themselves as erim- 
inals by accepting amnesty.’ ”? 

Thus speaks Jeff. Davis, and it is known 
who Jeff. Davis is. He asks no relief, avd says 
those who have sympathized with him hereto- 
fore brand themselves as criminals, degraded, 
debased to the lowest degree, if they accept 
that which gentlemen here say we are bound 
to accord to them. 1 say that I am not ex- 
tremely anxious to accord it to them; but 
when L do so, | will on all occasions see to it 
that justice is done to the colored race. 1 fear 
not the responsibility. L was born and raised 
ina southern State, and never expect to live 
outof one; yet I fearlessly maintain that this 
is the true policy, it is honesty ; and those are 
the polar stars that shall govern me in the 
present action on the part of the Senate. I say 
justice to the colored mandemands it. Justice 
does not demand it on behalf of the rebellious 
spirits whom it is uow inteuded to benefit. 

All these things considered, itis clear to me 
that it is proper we should take up the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts and 
dispose of it. As to the charge hurled against 
us here of insincerity, that we do not intend to 
vote for amnesty, we need not be alarmed 
when we know what our motives are. 1 know 
mine are pure, and I have no right to suppose 
that the motives of any other Senator are im- 
pure. Ihave not consulted with others, nor 
had any concerted action as to anything per- 
taining to this matter, first or last. I repre- 
sent myself; but I have the charity to suppose 
that each Senator occupying a like position is 
similarly situated. Iu due time, sir, after 
securing the colored man the rights that are 
proposed to be guarantied to him iu this bill, I 
have no doubt all will be right. 

But, says my distinguished friend from Mis- 
souri, it is unnecessary to urge and pass this 
bill; it never can go into effect; the Lord of 
heaven and Creator of all will control that mat- 
ter. Tin my humble position will never raise 
an issue with anything that periains remotely to 
the will of the blessed God, if Iam aware of 
it, I meet the Senator upon that proposition, 
and say they are in good hands, and will be 
well taken care of; but we have a duty to por- 
form at the same time. 


Į recollect that the great Cromwell,on ong 
occasion, when surrounded by his courtier. 
and I presume by such distinguished ones ag 
my friend from Missouri, and they were telling 
him that the God of nations was upon hig side; 
and that he would be blessed and victorious, 
replied, “ Al that may be very true; bat, boys, 
keep your powder dry; keep it dry.” Now 
I say to American Senators, let the Lord dig: 
pose ofthis matteras He may please,.and when 
done, it will be correct; butin the mean time, 
so far as you are concerned, keep your powder 
dry. 

Let us do the colored people justice while we. 
have it in our power thus to act. I will vote 
for amnesty after that at any moment, leaviug 
out the distinguished gentleman whose opinion 


‘I have just read and some others, with some 


little amendments that are spokenof. I shall 
vote for this amendment with a great deal of 
pleasure. I am under no obligation to rebels to 
cometo their relief. Idoso, though, inasmuch 
as it seems to bethe spirit of the great Repub- 
lican party. I will then go into the canvass that 
we are inaugurating and likely to participate in 
very warmly. We do not know whether we 
are going to fight one or two, and so far as I 
am concerned it does not matter. Let themall 
come ; liberate them ail, if you will, and we 
will only have the greater host to ride over, 
and victory will be ours if we conduct ourselves 
right. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I suppose the precise question now is 
upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the original bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Oar- 
PENTER in the chair.) That is the pending 
question. ` 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Is it in order 
now to move to amend the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. litis. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not until three o’clock. ` 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I can move 
to amend now. We are to vote at three 

o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is clearly 
in order, ; 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I move, then, 
to amend the amendment in the first section, 
line nine, by striking out all after the word 
t amusement,” down to and including the 
word ‘‘law,’’ in the thirteenth line, the words 
thus struck out being: : 

By trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
teachers, and other oflicers of common schools and 
other public institutions of learning, the same being 
supported by moncys derived from general taxa~ 
tion, or authorized by law. 

The object of my amendment is to exclude 
schools and institutions of learning from the 
scope of the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Before 1 address myself to 
the amendment | wish to say a few words upon 
the general provisions of the bill offered as a 
substitute, not at any great length, because on 
a former occasion I stated to the Senate the 
general objeciions which 1 had to this bill as 
it was presented at that time by the Senator 


| from Massachusetts. 


The Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Saerman] yes- 
terday stated, and stated almost for the first 
time in the course of the numerous debates 
on this subject, the real fact in regard to the 
scope of this bill of the Senator from Massa- ` 
chusetts. It is not a bili to give new rights. 
No new rights will exist after it shall have be- 
come a law. The ‘‘civil rights’? spoken of 
ia its title are rights which we all, I think, 
agree appertain to every American citizen ; at 
any raie so far as regards the two branches 
first mentioned in the first section of the bill, 
a right not to be ‘‘excepted or excluded on. 
account of race or color from the full and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, 
advantage, facility, or privilege, furnished 
by innkeepers” or ‘‘by common carriers; 
whether on land or water.’ Every citizen 
now has that right, no matter what his color, 
race, or previous condition; and the Senator: 
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from Ohio further stated accurately that the 
object of the amendment in reference to this 
right was to provide a remedy further than 
existing remedies for any denial of or injury 
to that right. 

The Senator stated further, as a fact admit- 
ted, that the right to ride on the cars and the 
right to participate in the accommodations of 
inus is now denied in some portions of the 
country. Now, as a fact, I do not agree to 
tbat statement. I have no information—and 
I listened some months since to the speech 
of the Senator from Massachusetts upon that 
subject—which shows, or tends to show, that 
colored people any more than white people 
are by law or by custom denied the accommo- 
dations furnished by innkeepers or by com- 
mon carriers; or if there does occur ocea- 
sionally a case where a colored person is 
excluded from the cars or excluded from an 
inn, it is a fact also that occasionally a case 
occurs where a white man is excluded from 
aninn; and in both instances the Jaw as it 
now stands affords to each ideutically the 
same remedy. But the difference between the 
two races in their action upon this subject is a 
difference which has been created practically 
by operations here in Congress, and which is 
encouraged by such attempted legislation as 
this. if a white man is wrongfully excluded 
from a railroad car and he feels himself 
injured thereby, he brings his civil action 
against the corporation for damages, and if he 
makes out the case he recovers his damages 
by the verdict of a jury, and is content. But 
if a black man is excluded from the cars, in- 
stead of betaking himself to the remedy which 
you and J possess, and to which the whiteman 
betakes himself, he rushes to a newspaper 
office and makes a statement of it for publi- 
cation, and then sits down and writes a letter 
to the Senator trom Massachusetts. [Laugh- 
ter. 

a too, with regard to exclusion from an inn. 
I observed during the course of the autumn 
a statement that 
from Tennessee, I think, were excluded from 
an inn in New Jersey, or refused entertainment 
there, and subsequently that they were refused 
entertainment in Connecticut. If those inns 
had the means of accommodation, those col- 
ored citizens had precisely the same right to 
bring their action in the courts for a remedy 
for that injury that any white man had, but 
not one of them thought of betaking himself 
to that remedy. ‘The fact was published 
broadcast in the newspapers, and if the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts had another history to 
relate of wrongs suffered by colored people in 
the deprivation of this class of accommoda- 
tions, he undoubtedly would recite this; and 
yet if these persons had brought their action, 
there is no reason to believe, certainly not in 
my State, that had they made out that they 
were wrongfully excluded from the accommo- 
dations that they sought, they would not have 
received an ample remedy at the bands of a 
jory. 

But the present bill, as is truly said by the 
Senator from Ohio, proceeding upon the 
ground that the present remedy by a civil 
action for damages is insufficient, proceeds to 
create a new remedy, sending the aggrieved 
party to the Federal courts to seek damages 
in a civil action, and making it the duty of 
grand juries and district attorneys in the 
Federal courts to prosecute the parties com- 
mitting the injury for a misdemeanor, and sub- 
Jecting them to fine and imprisonment; and 
in doing this the bill takes a maiter which is 
under, and always has been under the ordin- 
ary jurisdiction of the States, and brings it 
into Federal jurisdiction: thus, so far at any 
rate, subverting the principle of local self- 
government, upon which all our institutions 
are based. ? 

And, sir, in reference to this, in addition to 
what I said on a former occasion, I may say 


that I am tired of hearing men perpetually 


certain colored citizens | 


prating of their advocacy of the colored: race 
and of their insisting upon the rights of the 
colored race, as if it were the duty of a Sen- 
ator here to do other than stand up for the 
rights of men, the rights of the citizens of 
the United States, no matter what their color 
is, no matter what their race. I stand here 
for their rights and the rights of all. Not 
because a man is a black man, or because a 
man is a white man, do I advocate the preser- 
vation of his rights, but because he is a man. 
But there is one peculiarity in the condition 
of the colored race in this country which cer- 
tainly would induce me to lift up a warning 
voice to the intelligent men among them to 
beware how they encourage such legislation 
as is now upon our table. A distinguished 
colored citizen has recently published an ac- 
count of his visit to a colored convention at 
New Orleans, and in the concluding remarks 
of Mr. Douglass in that publication he states 
that the colored citizens assembled there felt 
that they had hitherto received little or nothing 
from the States, but had received all from the 
Federal Government, and they were disposed 
to uphold and strengthen the Federal system, 
little regarding what became of the State sys- 
tem. No more fatal doctrine for the colored 
race of this country could be promulgated by 
any man. 

The colored race in the United States isin the 
minority to-day ; it always will be in aminority, 
and the very life blood of the rights of minorities 
in this country is local self-government through 
our State systems. It may be well for colored 
men to-day to think that upon every fancied 
grievance they may come here to Congress 
and by legislation, constitutional or unconsti- 
tutional, receive what they term redress; but 
the time is coming when the colored men will 
find that only through the authority of the 
States will they be able to receive that protec- 
tion which minorities must have against ma- 
jorities. Make of this nation one great, con- 
solidated people, and the rights of the colored 
men before two generations have passed 
away will be crushed into the dust. 

There are fifteen States of the Union in 
which the colored men by their votes hold the 
balance of power, and I say to the colored 
man everyehars, Hold on to your rights in 
those States; hold on to the authority which 
by the old system that our fathers gave usin this 
land is now yours, and by which you can pro- 
tect your rights against tyrannical majorities 
through all coming time.” Sir, there is no 
part of the people of this country who stand 
in such danger from the centralizing tenden- 
cies of the present day as the colored people; 
and this bill, instead of being a bill to protect 
and preserve their civil rights, upon the prin- 
ciple on which the bill is based and advocated 
is a bill full of danger to them and their pos- 
terity. 

Now, sir, a word as to the amendment it- 
self, for my time is very limited. I have moved 
to strike out from this bill all that relates to 
schools. From my childhood I have been 
trained in a community where, next to the 
church of God, the school-house was the dear- 
est object to the hearts of the people. The 
school system, maintained by the people, con- 
trolled by the people in their separate locali- 
ties, and according to their separate and special 
wants, has been vot simply the glory, but it has 
been the great preserving influence of the com- 
munity iu which I have resided. It has gone 
out over the Jand; it is going further now. It 
is spreading, thank God, all over the southern 
States to the borders of the Guif; and wherever 
it goes, unless you keep that school system in 
the control of those who are immediately and 
locally. interested in the particular special 
schools, you endanger the whole system. You 
cannot establish it and attach the hearts of the 
people to it by power from the outside. You 
must interest the parents, the guardians, and 
the supporters of the schools themselves in all 
that pertains to the schools, and keep up and 
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maintain that interest undiminished, and your 
school system will thrive, and the generations 
to come will grow up as have the generations 
of the past grown up in the more northerly: 
sections of the country under its influence. 
And hence, when an effort is made directly, by 
Federal legislation to dictate to the local.com- 
munities what is most expedient as to the man- 
agement of the particular schools under their 
care, you are commencing a species of legisla- 
tion whose principle is, in my judgment, fatal 
to the school system of the country. : 

Now, sir, as I remarked the day before 
yesterday, in the community where I reside 
there is no objection to mixed schools, as they 
are termed; and if I were called upon to vote 
there, I should vote for them. It would-be a 
useless expense to establish separate schools 
for the few colored people in that community, 
But I cannot judge other communities by that 
community. Í cannot judge the community 
of the District of Columbia by it. I believe 
the Senator’s bill relating to the District of 
Columbia, for instance, would utterly destroy 
the school system in this District. I believe 
it, because there are continually pouring into 
this District of Columbia colored laboring 
classes trom Virginia, from Maryland, and from 
the surrounding country; the population of 
tbat class is increasing, as statistics show, with 
unparalleled rapidity every year; and their 
children, just emerged from the influences of 
slavery, naturally are felt by the parents and 
guardians of those who have been long edu- 
cated and cultured in schools as having a 
tendency, at any rate, to endanger those who 
are thrown into association with them in the 
common daily life of the common school. It 
may be true, or may be untrue, but the fact 
exists ; and the tendency of compelling the two 
races to assemble in the same building is to 
drive out the very class of the community 
whom you wish to attach to your schools, by 
whom the schools are to be built up and. fos- 
tered; whereas, what you need is to have the 
entire community interested in their support 
and preservation. 

Take, for instance, the State of Ohio, where 
J understand the law permits the districts to 
have mixed schools or separate schools, 
according as they shall vote in their several 
districts. In some they vote for mixed 
schools; in some they vote for separate 
schools; and I observe a decision of the 
supreme court of Ohio, reported in yester- 
day's newspapers, bearing upon the very point 
suggested in this bill; for it has been the 
assertion of those who support this bill with 
regard to the schools that compelling the 
separation of the races into different buildings 
was a violation of the fourteenth amendment, 
notwithstanding that both races, in their sep- 
arate buildings, enjoyed the same or equal 
accommodations, facilities, and advantages. 
That question has just been before the supreme 
court of Ohio, and that court, as I understand, 
is composed, the majority of it, of judges 
whose political opinions are like those cf the 
majority of this body, and let us see what it 
has done: 

** COLUMBUS, OHIO, May 7. 


“ The supreme court to-day refused to issue a man- 
damus against the directors of asub-school districtin 
Norwich township, Franklin coucty, for the admis- 
sion of colored children into schevis tor white chil- 
dren, as there is a separate school in said township 
for colored youth. The court sustained the consti- 
tutionality of section thirty-one of the common- 
school law of this State, and held that the organiza- 
tion of separate schools tor colored children is not 
in conflict with the provisions of the fourteenth 
amendment to the national Copztitution.” 


I believe that that decision of the supreme 
court of Ohio is good law. There is nothing, 
then, in the establishment by different com- 
munities, as each may think it expedient for 
itself, of separate schools, in conflict with the 
fourteenth amendment; and the proposition 
with respect to schools therefore is simply by 
legislation by Congress, without apy cousutu- 
tional provision demanding it, acting compul- 


3258 


gorily upon all the school districts in the 
United States. 

l hope, sir, that at any rate so much of the 
amendment as relates to schools may be 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The hour of three has 
arrived, at which, by the general understand- 
ing of the Senate yesterday, the vote was to 
be taken. The first question is on the amend 
ment moved by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Ferry] to the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner. ] 

Mr. POMEROY. I only desire to say a 
single word, not by way of argument. I under- 
took yesterday to make an explanation, when 
the Senator from Connecticut got through, in 
regard to the bill, and in regard to its position 
as to the question of order; but as the ques- 
tion of order had to be decided without de- 
bate, L could not say what I wanted to. 
want now merely to make one remark and 
have it go into the Globe, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is 
no objection, the Seuator will proceed. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘This is House bill No. 
1050, and it comes to us as a House bill; and 
the provisions of the Constitution adhere to 
this bill, and no amendment made in the Sen- 
ale, no matter what we do to it, can change 
its character in that respect. The words ‘two 
thirds of both Houses concurring therein’? in 
parentheses in the enacting clause are not 
necessary there, because that vote is required 
by the Constitution, ‘Therefore we may amend 
the bill by striking out all after the enacting 
clause, and then amend it by striking out 
“two thirds of both Houses concurring there- 
in, and itis still a House bill, and the pro- 
visions of the Constitution adhere to it, and we 
cannot change it by any act of ours. It will 
require two thirds to pass it before it can ever 
become a law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do I understand the 
Senator from Kansas to hold that we cannot 
pass this bill, even it the whole of the original 
bill is stricken out, withouta two thirds vote ? 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That is my opinion. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. Itwould certainly then 
be so in the House ; it being a House biil, and 
having originally passed that body by two 
thirds, our amendiment cannot be concurred in 
there without a two-tbirds vote. 

Mr, POMEROY. Noaction of the Senate 
whatever can change that requirement. Itis 
a House bill, and the provisions of the Consti- 
tution adhere to it. Amending it in other lan- 
guage does not stop it from being a House bill 
in all events that can never pass except by a 
two-thirds vote. That is my opinion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is inorder, I should 
like to say a word 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order; but it isin violation of the understand- 
ing come to yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to speak five 
minutes on the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend 
ment was pending at three o'clock, aud the 
understanding applies to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ldo not wish to violate 
any understandings. I will wait for my five 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
can defeat the understanding by offering an 
amendment. The Secretary will report the 
pending amendment, 

The Cuter CLerx. The amendment to the 
amendment is to strike out of the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts the words 
‘by trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
teachers, and other officers of the common 
schools and other public institutions of learn- 

ing, the same being supported by moneys de- 
rived irom general taxation or authorized by 
Aw.’ 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 

yeas and nays. 


I ask for the 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is not that open to discus- 
sion under the five-minutes rule? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The President decided 
as to me that it was not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the understanding to have been 
this: that at three o'clock to-day debate was to 
close upon the bill and the then pending amend- 
ments; that amendments subsequently offered 
were open to five-minutes debate. That is the 
understanding of the Chair. The Chair will 
read the understanding from the Glebe: 

“ That at three o’clock general debate shall term- 
inate and the vote shail be taken on any pending 
amendments according to their order, of course under 
parliamentary provision, and that if any other 
amendments are offered, the gentlemen offering 
them, or anybody else, may have five minutes to 
support or oppose any amendment which may be 
proposed.” 

The five-minutes debate is clearly confined 
to amendments offered after three o'clock. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then let the amendment 
be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. Ferry, of Connecticut. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, Mr. President, I 
move in that amendment to strike out the 
word ‘‘commissioners.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would 
be an amendment in the third degree, which 
is out of order. On the pending question the 
yeas und nays have been ordered, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN ] on all ques- 
tions connected with this bill. He was obliged 
to go home to New Jersey on account of the 
death of a family connection. I do not know 
how he would vote on this immediate amend- 
ment; but I paired with him on all questions 
connected with the bill, and therefore | decline 
to vote. Permit me to add, that there may 
be no mistake, that I am for the amnesty bill 
as it came from the House of Represent- 


atives, and should vote for that and against all | 


amendments to it if at liberty to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Sawyer,] who is for the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. If he were pres 
ent L should vote ‘ yea’’ on this question, 
and he would vote “uay.” 

Mr. NYE. 1 do not know but I ought to 
decline to vote. At the request of the Sen- 
ator on my right, | agreed to pair with the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz,} aud 
he suggests to me that he thinks he would vote 
differently from the side on which 1 should 
vote if l voted. I therefore decline to vote. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 

_ YEAS—Mossrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, Back- 
ingham, Cassorly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goidthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Lexus, Harian, Hil, 
dliteheock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Sauls- 

ury, Scott, Stevenson, Lipton, Trumbull, and 
Viekers—25, 

NAY5S—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chaudler, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton,Osborn, Pome- 
roy, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencor, Sumner, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—26. 

BSENT— Messrs. 

Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fre- 
linghuysen, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 
Patterson,Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Sprague,Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, and West—23, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 

rejected, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following proviso, 
to come in at the end of the first section of 
the amendment: 

Provided, however, That the people of every city, 
county, or State shall decide for themselves, at an 
election to be held for that purpose, the question of 


mixed or separate schools tor the white or black 
people. 


i 
Biair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 


Mr. ALCORN. I believe I am entitled to 
five minutes on that proposition. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator ig 
entitled to five minutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to say that I can- 
not support that amendment as I understand 
its effect, though | am opposed to the princi- 
ple of forcing the people in the different States 
to provide any other class of schools than 
those which suit their wants. Jn the Siate 
in which | live, and which | in part represent 
here, the Legislature has fixed the relations 
of the schools; and the colored people them- 
selves controlling that legislation, have provid- 
ed for separate schools under certain circum- 
stances. By the provision of law the repre- 
sentatives of twenty-five children in a local- 
ity can have a separate school and be enti- 
tled to their pro rata amount of the school 
fand. We do not wish any other election upon 
this subject, or any other trouble with regard 
to it, We have passed that ordeal ina way 
entirely satisfactory to the people of Missis- 
sippi, white and colored. We have estab- 
lished a colored university in the State of 
Mississippi under the direction of colored 
citizens, and it is endowed for ten years with 
a sum of $50,000 a year. We have a uni- 
versity for the whites, endowed with precisely 
the same sum. Weare going forward there 
in the education of the youth of the State 
without trouble, in a way satisfactory to the 
people of that State, and I do not wish to have 
any other vote upon the subject, inasmuch as 
in Mississippi at least the vote has beeu had, 
and that question for us is settled (if our sets 
tlement is allowed to stand) until we shall 
change our way of thinking. As we go for- 
ward, it may be afier awhile that we shall 
find it more economical to blend the schools, 
but for the peace and harmony of the people, 
for the prosperity of the country, we have 
allowed separate schools in Mississippi, I 
speak ofthe law itself, passed by the Legisla- 
ture and reaffirmed by the Legislature recently 
adjourned. We bave settled that question in 
Mississippi, and if our settlement is permitted 
to stand, we shall have no more trouble 
about it. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER.) ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, if I can, I 
always like to have a colored person answer 
the arguments made against his race, and I 
say let Frederick Douglass answer the Senator 
from Missouri. I bave in my hand his last 
paper, containing an article entitled ‘ Equal- 
ity in Schools,” in which he says—-— 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the honorable 
Senator what is the race of the person he has 
just spoken of ? 

Mr. SUMNER, 

Mr. ALCORN. 
me a word ? 


Mr. SUMNER. 


The colored race. , 
Will the Senator permit 


I bave but five minutes. 
Mr. ALCORN. Ithink I did not consume 
all my five minutes. I will call upon Senator 
tevels to answer the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 
Mr. SUMNER. Very well; he never an- 
swered me when he was in his seat. |, 
Mr. ALCORN. When I get to Mississippi 
I am ready to discuss that matter with him. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. Douglass says: 


“This measure is now met with a proposition to 
submit the question to the people, to be by them 
decided by a vote at an ejection to be held some 
time in July. This, to our mind, is simply coward: 
ice. The measure is as just as was the bestowal o 
the right to exercise the elective franchise upon the 
colored people of the District of Coluinbia contrary 
to the expressed wish of the white people. Congress 
abolished slavery in this District against the wishes 
of its white inhabitants. Why should it not abolis 
the teaching of casto, which had its foundation in 
slavery, whether the people vf the District wou 
have it done or not?” 


I do not say that, though I agree with it. it 
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js a colored orator who says it, and I am glad 
to read these words on this floor. Let the 
Senator from Mississippi and the Senator 
from Missouri answer them if they can. He 
speaks with the natural sensibilities of his 
insulted race, and he speaks also with that 
knowledge which comes from experience. He 
knows that all these great measures have been 
met precisely in the same way. He knows 
that we here in this Chamber were obliged, 
when pressing the abolition of slavery, to 
encounter this same proposition, and so when 
pressing the colored suffrage we encountered 
again this same proposition. Sir, it is a com- 
mon device of the enemy, and I hope the 
Senate will treat it so. 

This, sir, is no common question. You are 
called to decide whether you will give your 
sanction to a system of caste which so long as 
it endures will render your school system a 
nursery of wrong and injustice, when it ought 
tobe of right. How can you expect the col- 
ored child or the white child to grow up to those 
relations which they are to have together at the 
ballot-box if you begin by degrading the col- 
ored child at the school and by exalting the 
white child at the school? Train up the child 
in the way he should go. There are Senators 
here wbo would train children in the way they 
should not go. 

In another article Mr. Douglass has pre- 
sented this point very strongly: 

“ Throughout the South all the schools should be 
mixed. From our observatioas during a trip to the 
South we are convinced that the interests of the 
poor whites and the colored people are identical. 
Both are ignorant, and both are the tools of design- 
ing, educated white men, and the poor whites are 
more particularly used to further schemes opposed 
to their own best interests.” | *¥  *# ç *o ç ž 

“ Educate the poor white children and the colored 
children together, tet them grow up to know that 
color makes no difference as to the rights of a man, 
that both the black man and the white man are at 
home, that the country is as much the country of 
one as of the other, and that both together must 
make ita valuable country. Now, in the South the 
poor white man is taught that he is better than the 
black man, and not as good as the two hundred and 
fifty thousand slave holders of former days; the 
result is that the slaveholders caramand the poor 
white man to murder the black man, to burn down 
his school-houses, and to in every conceivable man- 
ner maltreat him, and the command is obeyed.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
alor’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr, BLAIR. Mr. President, wken I first 
offered my amendment [did notdeem it neces- 
sary to say avything in favor of a proposition 
so palpably just and proper. I did not sup- 
pose there was any one who would deny tothe 
people of any of our communities the right to 
arrange their schools as best suited them. I 
did not suppose that even the Senator from 
Massachusetts would deny that the people of 


the several communities of this country had | 


theright to arrange for themselves their schools 
as suited them; and, therefore, I did not 
think it necessary to address to the Senate 
any argument in favor of a proposition so 
palpabiy just. 
taken ; that the right of local self-goverement, 
the right of those who establish aud pay for 


these schools out of taxes on their property to | 


control them is denied; that the people are 
to be controlled by a central power bere in 
everything; that this Government is to set 
itself up to control the people of this country 
in the minutesi matters of their social inter- 
course; that we are to have this power of 
Government driven home to our very fire- 
sides, and that the associations of our chil- 
dren are to be dictated by a central oligarchy 
seated here in Washington. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. ALCORN] 
tells us that the people of Mississippi have 
decided this question. Their decision is over- 
ruled by this bil. In order that the people 
of Mississippi may retain the right to coutrol 
their own schools, ie must vote for my amend- 
ment. Otherwise, what has been done by the 
people of Mississippi, aud by the negroes of 
Mississippi, in ordering that there shail be sep 
arate schools in that State, is overridden here 


Bat it seems that I was mis- | 


| 


{ 


` eudeation of all the people. 


in the Senate and by the Congress of the Uni- 


ted States. It is well known that throughout 
the South and everywhere in this country the 
white people pay practically all the money for 
these schools; and if they are made mixed 
schools throughout that whole country the 
white children will be withdrawn from them ; 
those who pay for the education of the people 
will withdraw their children, and receive no 
benefit from that for which they pay practi- 
cally the entire sum. 

I suppose there is nota fraction of a tax col- 
lected throughout the entire South from any 
negro for the maintenance of public schools; 
and yet the taxes levied upon the white peo- 
ple are to be devoted entirely to the education 
of negroes. The wealthy people of the South 
can, perhaps, send their children to select 
schools, to private schools; but the public 
schools wiil be closed to the white people if 
this amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts should pass and should be maintained 
as constitutional, I do not believe that it will 
be considered constitutional or maintained by 
the couris. I do not believe that our people 
have sunk yet to that degradation that the 
Congress of the United States can dictate to 
them in these matters. 
things which they can control for themselves 
despite the resolutions of this Congress, and 
I believe that the couris will decide that this 
action is a nullity; but if it is not so decided, 
then I tell you there will be no public schools 
at allin the southern States, unless they are 
set up and maintained by Congress. The 
people of the South will not maintain schools 
of which they are denied the benefits. 

Gentlemen need not flatter themselves that 
there will be any public schools maintained 
throughout that whole region if this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
passed and it shall be upheld as constitutional. 
livery State in the South and many in the 
North will withdraw and overthrow entirely 
the system of common schools if this measure 
is passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Missouri that his 
five minutes have now expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam obliged to the Chair. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, [ have not 
said a word in the course of this debate, and I 
would not attempt to say a word now if I 
were not limited in time by a rule to five min- 
utes. That is a protection which the Senate 
has against me in this case. [Laughter. ] 

I shall be obliged to voteagainst the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, as I voted 
against the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Connecticut, and I have two reasons for 
doing so. First, I think the reason urged by 
the Senator from Massachusetts ought to be 
of itself sufficient, ought to be sutiicient for 
that. purpose, that there is an imperative ne- 
cessity resting upon us, as I think, to put an 
end, once and forall, to what that Senator 
calls, and what others have called, I think 
rightly, the spirit of caste. Men of all colors, 


for good or for evil, have at last come to be | 


American citizens. Now, if they are Amer- 
ican citizens, are to share the same responsi- 
bility, fill the same offices, I do not see how 
we can possibly help giving them the same 
privileges and the same rights. That is one 
reason why I shail vote against this amend- 
ment. 

Another reason is that, in my judgment, you 
cannot, if the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri is adopted, have a system, of educa- 
tion fit to be called a system, for the simple 
reason that out of the same funds you will be 
compelled, if you do not agree to mixed 
schools, to adopt a double system of schools. 
The great necessity of the time is for money 
to maintain one system of schools for. the 
If you will not 
let boys znd girls of both colors go into the 
same houses, you have got to provide two 
school-houses for thesamenumber. You can 


I think there are some ! 


i 


maintain one system. of schools for the wholë 
at a great deal less expense, as everybody 
knows, then you can maintain two. I shall 
not stop to enlarge upon this. ; 

The Senator from Missouri spoke of a cen- 
tral oligarchy here, and | heard the Senator 
from Connecticut, just as I came into the Seni 
ate Chamber not long since, allude to the cen- 
tralizing tendencies of these times. I want to 
say, in reply to both these Senators, that I 
have not discovered any central oligarchy 
bere, and I do not know what the Senator 
from Connecticut means when he speaks of 
the centralizing tendencies of these times. I 
deny the existence of the oligarchy. I deny 
the existence of any such tendency. The 
Senator from Missouri is certainly mistaken 
when he speaks of an oligarchy here. There 
is no such thing. Here are the States of the 
Union represented in these two Houses, The 
representatives of the people of the United 
States, we are here, and we speak. There is 
no centralized oligarchy here at all. When- 
ever these forty million people do not like 
what we say, they can take us away one by 
one and send other men here. You have a 
Legislature as you always had; a President as 
you always had—better than you have often 
had—you have courts as you have always 
had; they are appointed by the same authori- 
ties that they have always been appointed by. 

Ido not see any occasion for alarm, then, Mr. 
President. It is true we have incorporated 
into the Constitution three new articles which 
do confer upon the Congress of the United 
States legislative authority which they did not 
exercise before. Now, | believe the authority 
which we are called upon to exercise in this 
particular bill is covered by one of these 
amendments. IfI am mistaken, or the Sena- 
tor from Missouri thinks Lam and the Senator 
from Connecticut thinks so, I shall be cor- 
rec'ed in due time; but believing the power is 
there, I shall act upon that belief. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as it has been a 
favorite method of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts who has charge of this amendment 
to reply to his adversaries by quoting the say- 
ings of colored men, | propose to auswer his 
quotation from a half colored man by a con- 
versation I had with a whole colored man 
within the last ten days, a man who can com- 
pare in Africanism with avy man in tbe coun- 
try, or in Africa even; and in intelligence and 
character, I undertake to say, with any white 
man. Falling in with him casually in the cars 


| within a few days past, (and he is a mau 
| cherished for his virtues in Washington city, ) 


he begged me as his friend—and he js the 
father of a large family and an intelligent 
man—to interpose as far as I could to pre- 


i vent the passage of this mischievous measure 


of the Senator from Massachusetts. He knew 
what he was talking about. He is a man 
who sits in the grand jury box of this Dis- 
trict, cherished by the white people of this 
District, and thought worthy of high posidon 
in the District. He said it was the death knell 
of common schools if this measure succeeded 
here, and that you might as well throw away 
the whole system at once. He told me that 
the colored schools here were prosperous and 
were well conducted, and the colored peopis 
needed no amendment of the law in regard to 
them, and everybody would be happy if it were 
not for the demagoguesofthe land. He asked 


| me how it was in my own State, and I told 


him that there the greatest agirator { knew of 
was a man who had so little colored blood in 
him that the Democrats in the Georgia Legis: 
lature could not exclude bim; and if he bad 
bad as much as one eighth he would have 
been turned out. He is a promivent indi: 
vidual, and an especial pet of ihe Senator 
from Massachusetts, through him holding bigh 
position in the State. He has been hithurto 
going to hotels and passiug always as a white 
man, until these troublous time: suggested to 
him that there was profit ia being a colored 
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man, and he takes that position. He, more 
than seven eighths white, agitates as a colored 
individual! He claims everything for his race! 
Now, I submit to sensible men whether a man 
who has seven eighths white blood and one 
eighth colored upon a fair estimate, has many 
rights as a colored individual—one to seven! 
That is a class who are very much aggrieved 
in Georgia and elsewhere, and they delude the 
great mass of colored men by persuading them 
that by coming to Washington and having some 
such legistation us this proposed here, mighty 
good is to come to the race everywhere ! 

J will do one partly colored man, and a man 
of intelligence, the justice to say that Í heard 
him (and be is distinguished also in this Dis- 
trict) once deliver a lecture to colored men in 
Georgia upon their assumption of fituess for 
office, advising them to stand aside and not to 
aspire for place, that the day had not come 
when they were fitted for it, bat to wait and 
not presume too much. The black man to 
who l first referred, (for he is a pure black, ) 
said to me the other day: ‘¢ Mr. SUMNER and 
Fred. Douglass say i will join the Democratic 
party; I know i will not; but they say so 
because I will not yield my judgment on this 
mixed school question; 1 never wiil yield ;” 
and I encouraged him to go on and to make 
his influence felt, and it is a great influence in 
this District, in behalf of the course he thought 
proper to pursue. l know he is a firm man 
and an intelligent man, and he is entitled to 
the respect of everybody who knows him. 

1 merely mention this to show that, like 
doctors, colored people may disagree. | hold 
my witness to be quite as good a one as that 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Fred. 
Douglass, because he ig about four times as 
black. (Laughter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
time has expired. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I do not 
know that J can say what L desire in five 
minutes; but I am sure L can say as much as 
is desirable to be heard at this late hour. 

1 believe, sir, that L am as good a friend to 
the colored race as any gentleman in this 
Senate Chamber, though L may not make so 
loud professions as some. Lam willing that a 
colored wan should have every right that i have, 
or l may say every right that geatlemen have 
in this Senate Chamber who acre of lighter 
complexion than lam. [Laughter.] All the 
rights that are guarantied to one L ae willing 
should be goarantied to the other, 1 certainly 
never, by any act of mine, would deprive the 
colored people of any right that [claimed for 
myself. But we are sometimes mistaken when 
we undertake to do that which we believe to 
be proper and right for individuals, for asso- 
ciations, or for races; and we are sometimes 
mistaken in the manner in which we under- 
take to do it. 

i know my friend, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, will certainly believe me when L say 
that I will not impute to him anything but the 
bestof motives, [believe that he is oue of the 
best friends the colored men have; I am satis- 
fied he thinks so; and I believe they think so. 
But he will pardon me if I say to him now that 
the course of management of this bill is not 
for the interest of the colored people; that the 
management of this bill is in the interest of 
nobody but its own certain defeat. We are 
all mistaken sometimes in the modus operandi 
which we may adopt for the purpose of bring- 
ing about certain results, We are all deceived 
at times. I can say to my friend, the Senator 
frow Massachusetts, that quite a number of 
colored people in my State a short time ago 
signed a call to indorse the Cincinnati move- 
ment. They said in their resolutions that they 
did it because they believed the Senator from 
Massachusetts was their best friend, and they 
were led by him in that direction. They were 
deceived, because no man to-day knows 


The Senator’s 


whether he sympathizes with that movement | 


or with the one which is to come off at Phila- | 


delphia. These colored people were deceived. 
They believed he was going in a certain direc- 
tion, when, in fact, they do not know to-day 
whether he is or not. They believe he is their 
friend to-day, and they believe it because of 
this civil rights bill. They do not believe I 
am their friend so much as they do that he is, 
and yet no act of mine will defeat anything in 
reference to their rights. Bat I believe the 
action on the part of certain Senators here 
will defeat what they believe are their rights. 

Now fora moment let us examine the his- 
tory of this affair. For several months this 
bill has lain upon your table. There has not 
been a time that it could not have been passed 
by a majority of this Senate if you would 
take it up slone; and yet it has been kept as 
a lion in the pathway of an amnesty bill. 
To-day the only issue made by a candidate 
nominated for President with the Republican 
party, having indorsed everything they have 
done heretofore, is the question of amnesty ; 
and to-day the Republican party can storm 
and take the citadel of that organization with 
one vote. But the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts stands in the way of that action 
on the part of the Senate. 

The time has come when every one believes 
it should be done; but this bill is kept in the 
way day after day, for what purpose? For the 
purpose of giving rights to the colored people 
that they have not? No, sir, but for the pur- 
pose of antagonizing a bill that is before the 
Senate, and that is the only purpose it has 
performed here for months. And yet the col- 
ored people have been calling meetings, calling 
couventions, eulogizing my friend from Massa- 
chusetts for his euergy in trying to obtain for 
them rights which they have been made to be- 
heve theydonotenjoy! ‘Therefore, they believe 
to-day that this attempt here is to pass a bill for 
them. Let them be undeceived. It is, in my 
judgment, to keep it before the country as an 
exciting question upon which to make political 
capital. lt performs no other office, and the 
friends of this Administration to day, who con- 
tinually antagonize this measure with the am- 
nesty bill, although at heart and by intention 
they are the frieuds of amnesty, are at the 
same time only kindling the fires in another 
direction 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
time is out? 

Mr. BDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am 
very sorry to occupy five minutes of the time 
of the Senate, quite as sorry as the Senate is 
possibly; but L wish to say as to political 
platforms that the Cincinnati platform, so 
called, in respect to amnesty is merely stolen 
from the platform of the President of the 
United States, who has been recommending 
what is called amnesty, or removal of disabil- 
ities, to Congress session after session. 
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| ‘Pherefore so much is stolen property, so that 


1 do not think the people of the United States 
wiil desert their President upon the ground 
that a body of very respectable people and 
so on at Cincinnati have chosen to adopt one 
of his doctrines. You might as well reject 


St. Paul on the ground that the Gentiles | 


finally came to believe in his preachings. So 
much for that. Now for the oligarchy which 
iny friend from Missouri is so much fright- 
ened at—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I am not frightened at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg my friend’s par- 
don; 1 know he is not frightened at anything. 
As to the oligarchy that my fricud from Mis- 
souri ig 80 much displeased at, if you call it 
an oligarchy, it is an oligarchy which for the 
first time in human history has devoted itself 
to the extension of human rights instead of 
to the diminution of them. it has devoted 
itself to making every citizen in this land equal 
in rights. It has not quite succeeded, I am 


sorry to say, bat I hope it will and [ think it’ 


will. The idea of fear of a centralized gov- 


ernment which only devotes itself to securing 
to the citizens in every State equal rights as 


between themselves and the citizens of a com- 
mon nationality is one that honest people are 
not afraid of, and are not greatly displeased at 
when they come to understand it. 

So much for oligarchies. Now, as to schools, 
The simple question is just here: if color is a 
distinction which is fit to be left to the States 
aud to the communities to decide upon as the 
test of rights, absolutely equal and common 
rights, then we ought not to interfere; we 
ought to leave it to every State to say, and if 
we do leave it to every State to say, then you 
must leave it to every State to say whethér 
color shall be a test or not as to the right to 
hold land, as to the right to sue in a common 
court, as to the right to travel in a common 
car, to go upon a common highway, to vote at 
a common ballot box, to meet at a common 
assembly. ‘here is no distinction that can be 
made. If color is a test which you may sub- 
mit asa distinctive mark between the rights 
of citizens or the methods by which they are 
to redress their rights, then it is universal; 
and if you agree that it is, you have gone back 
to the old slave doctrine, and that is just what 
is the matter. 

Mr. President, if color is a test so is race, 
and theretore you must remit it to every com- 
munity to say that as between American citi- 
zens the foreign born sball be taught in one 
house by one teacher and the native bora iu 
another. You mustremit it to the community 
to say that the child of Catholic parents must 
be taught in a separate school from the child 
of Protestant parents, the child of Methodist 
parents cannot be permitted to go to the school 
where the Congregationalist sends his children 
if the people in that particular community 
according to their prejudices think that is a 
right thing to do. 

Now, Mr. President, the question is can you 
stand that. You can go farther, and say that 
the child of no Republican shall be allowed 
to go to the school where the Democratic 
ehildren go, and vice versa. Why, Mr. Pres- 
ident, the sense of all mankind would cry 
shame at such a thing, and yet this is precisely 
the same principle, unless you can maintain 
that this old notion of race—because it is 
really race and not color that this thing de- 
pends upon-—is one in which it is fit, under 
the constitutional principles of a free country, 
to base a distinction upon. The notion of 
sex or age, which the Senator from Connecti- 
cut alluded to, has nothing at all to do with the 
question; that depends upon questions of fit- 
ness and decency, as to cleanliness and good 
order and degree of education, and all that. 
That is a test which everybody can under: 
staud, and which you must leave to the local 
jurisdiciion ; but this is a marter of inherent 
right, unless you adopt the slave doctrine that 
color and race are reasons for distinction 
among citizens. My time is up. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, history but 
repeats itself; and the course of power, whether 
of the autocrat or of the oligarch, is marked 
very much by the same features. They at 
first are slow and stealthy, but as they gain 
strength they become bold and rapid. And 
here we have just heard from the lips of the 
Senator from Vermont very much the same 
arguments for governing this country as Louis | 
Napoleon used when he sought jo liberalize 
the institutions of France! He says, was 
there ever seen a centralized power bent upon 
extending liberties! When, sir, were there 
fairer words used in the interests of despousm 
than when Louis Napoleon would have made 
universal suffrage the law of France, and when 
he put that nation through the mockery of the 
forms of an election for the purpose simply 
of consolidating all the reins of power in hig 
ownhands? It is just that which this present 
party governing this Senate and this country 
are in my opinion seeking todo. itis, under. 
the guise of giving rights to one class; that 
they are seeking to take into their hands the 
reins of power over every class. k 
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And pray, sir, what powers under tke Con- 
stitution can be found to authorize the Con- 
gress of the United States to enter the States 
and take into their hands every domestic in- 
stitution which is covered by this bill? The 
‘school, the house of public entertainment, the 
means of common carriage, the place of 
amusement, even, sir, the grave itself, is not 
kept sacred for individual wish and for the 
desire of the community; all is to be held 
in the grasp of Federal power, and all to be 
controlled! Why, sir, itis the old argument; 
power is as insatiable as the grave; it is al- 
ways secking to strengthen itself, and always 
most dangerously when it proposes under the 
cover of law to grasp the liberties of a people 
and by a plausible excuse to advance itself 
upon positions of power from which it cannot 
again be moved. 

Why, Mr. President, under this Govern- 
ment of ours, where is the power delegated to 
Congress to perform these acts? There is 
none expressed; there is none justly to be 
implied. The ninth article of amendments 
to the Constitution expressly declared that 
these powers, because they were not delegated 
to Congress, were reserved to the States and 
to the people. But what matters that in the 
heat of party? We have already seen in 
this Chamber an act become a law by the will 
of the Chamber which by the unanimous 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States was absolutely invalid, and which they, 
to make their language as courteous as possi- 
ble under the circumstances, declared must 
have been passed inadvertently. Well, sir, 
my vote can never be given inadvertently. I 
do not mean to impugn the motives of Sen- 
ators. I would give them the same respect 
that I demand for myself. But here standing, 
the Constitution of my country before me, 
which I have sworn to support, I should hold 
myself a perjured man if | attempted to exer 
cise a power not delegated to me and so ex- 
pressly and necessarily vested in the people 
of the States. 

Mr. President, what is the very well-spring 
of power? What is the very fountain-head 
from which our institutions draw their force? 
It is in the school of local self-government. 
It is there that you have the nursery from 
which springs your power of self-government, 
the opportunity and capacity to appreciate our 
institutions. if you still that by your strong 
grasp, where will your people ever have the 
education to enable them to comprehend the 
necessities of the government of a great coun- 
try? No, sir, local self government is the 
very germ from which anything like purity 
of our institutions can be expected; and this 
bill is intended to strike directly at that fount- 
ain, It is intended as it now stands to take 
from the people that control over their domes- 
Ue institutions which is necessary for their 
safety. You are seizing into the hands of the 
Federal power the entire police control of the 
States. You do not know the necessities of 
the various communities. They understand 
them themselves; they will apply the remedy 
themselves; and in that struggle to ascertain 
and then apply the remedy will come the exer- 
case of the powers of self-government which 
are essential to maintain the institutions of 
this country. 

Mr, President, I hope the citizens of this 

Country will understand that this is the quick 
est and the longest stride toward centralized 
Power which yet has been presented to our 
people 
, The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator's 
time has expired. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetrs. 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I do not 

now where the warrant for this bill is found. 


4 


None of the Senators who support it has 
ventured on the experiment of stating where 
in the Constitution is the power of passing this 
bill. I know of no place where it can be pre- 
tended to be found except that. part of one of 
the new amendments in which the citizens of 
one State are placed on an equality with the 
citizens of every other State in regard to priv- 
ileges and immunities, and that provision før- 
nishes no warrant for the legislation in this 
bill in regard to schools. I speak, of course, 
with reference to those States where under 
their school system the power is now exercised 
and has usually been exercised of separating 
the children of white parents from the chil- 
dren of black parents, of separating young 
from old, of separating boys from girls, of 
separating the less advanced from the more 
advanced. Those privileges and immunities 
of white children in those States are limited 
in respect to education as I have described. 
No white parent has a right to claim for his 
child that he shall be educated in a particular 
school-house to the exclusion of all others. 
He is obliged to send his child to the school- 
house which the school officers have desig- 
nated. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that 
that is keeping up an odious spirit of caste. I 
have not the time to discuss with that Senator 
what meaning he attaches to that word. It is 
a dangerous word because it is a vague word 
in his mouth. The very first case which 
brought the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts before the public eye in connection 
with the subject of separate schools for black 


children and for white children was the case, 


in 5 Cushing, of Roberts vs. the City of Bos- 
ton, in which the entire ground of this bill was 
covered by the decision of the court. 

I wish there were time for me to present 
even the leading features of that case, and of 
the great decision rendered by Chiet Justice 
Shaw himself, one of the greatest jurists that 
this country has ever boasted, and he speak- 
ing for a bench of judges not his inferiors in 
integrity, and hardly his inferiors in ability. 
That decision is conclusive as to this bill be- 
cause it recognizes in the largest sense that 
under the Bill of Rights in Massachusetts col- 
ored persons stood precisely where itis claimed 
they stand under the recent amendments to our 
Constitution; and the court then go on to dis- 
cuss the alleged grievance in that case, which 
was that the father of a colored child had to 
send his child a few blocks further to a school 
set apart for colored children. 

That great court, (and there is no greaterin 
this world administering the common law, 
taking the whole body ‘of its decisions to- 
gether,) after the fullest examination, held 
that there was no such right as is claimed by 
this bill and as was claimed by the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts for his 
client in that case. The court say that the 
question of education is like any other question 
of government; the details must be lett to the 
discretion of the officers who administer the 
system; and if, in their judgment it is for 
the best interests that there should be a sep- 
aration founded upon any ground whatever 
whether color, or age, or fitness, or advance- 
ment, that is a lawful distinction which the 
court will uphold; and on page 209 of 5 
Cushing the very argument as to caste urged 
here by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which seems to have been urged also in that 
case, is met aud disposed of by the court. 


“It is urged that this maintenance of separate 
schools tends to decpen and perpetuate the odious 
distinction of caste, founded in a deep-rooted preju- 


; dice in public opinion, This prejudice, if it exists, 


is not created by Jaw, and probably cannot be 
changed by law. Whether this distinction and prej- 
udice, existing in the opinion and feelings of the 
community, would not be as effoctually fostered by 
compelling colored and white children to associate 
together in the same schools, may well be doubied; 


at all events, it isa fair wud proper question for the |! 


i thing. 


committee to consider and decide upon, having in 
view the best interests of both classes of children 


placed under their superintendence, and we can- 
not say that their decision upon itis not founded 
on just grounds of reason and experience, and in 
the results of a discriminating and honest judg- 
ment.” —5 Cushing’s Reports, pages 209 and 210. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AxN- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator’s time 
is up. 

Mr CASSERLY. I was about to ask 
whether my time was up. I commend ‘that 
decision to the consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to have 
the amendment reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. STOCKTON, Mr. President, I took 
occasion when the bill relative to the schools 
in the District of Columbia was up, to express 
my views about this matter. But before this 
question is voted upon, I desire simply to say 
that if any Senator or many Senators in this 
body state that this civil rights amendment is 
a proper measure, I think it is quite proper 
that the question should be submitted to the 
people to vote for themselves whether they 
desire it. It isa singular interference undoubt- 
edly with the social rights of the people which 
was never contemplated in the Constitution. 
It is certainly a very singular change of insti- 
tutions, and one which the people have a right 
to be consulted about. 

But, Mr. President, it is not that, and per- 
haps the purpose for which I rise is to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that that is 
not the worst of it. You may say to me 
that practically perhaps this evil will never 
arise. Thisis not the worst evil, Mr. Presi- 
dent. This bill is ten thousand times worse 
in its principles than any act that has been 
ever proposed. ‘This bill violates the very 
spirit of personal liberty which brought our 
ancestors to this country. It is a singular 
thing that coming from that very soil where 
the Pilgrim fathers landed we should have a 
bill to break down the very spirit of personal 
liberty and personal independence. It is a 
tyraunous bill, sir. Do the Senators from 
Massachusetis remember that night when— 


“The heavy night hung dark 
The hitis and waters o’er, 
When a band of exiles moored their bark 
On the wild New England shore. 


“Not as the conqueror comes, 
hey, the true-hearted came, 
Not with the roll of the stirring drums, 
And the trump that sings of fame, 


“ Not as the flying come, 
In silence and in fear— 
They shook the depths of the desert’s gloom 
With their hymns of lofty cheer. 


“ Amidst the storm they sang, 
And the stars beard and the sea; 

And the sounding aisles of the dim woods rang 

Yo the anthem of the free! 


“What sought they thus afar? 

Bright jewels of the mine? 
The wealth of seas, the spoils of war? 
They sought a faith’s pure shrine!” 


* * bod * 


And that personal liberty which they came 
| here to secure, which drove them across the 
ocean, you break down, tear to pieces, utterly 
destroy, uot only in your school-houses, but in 


l| your homes and at your altars your sacrilegious 


hand sirikes at the very Lares and Penates; 
you go to the grave yard, you absolutely go 
to the ashes of the dead, and there'you entorce 
your right to interfere with men’s individual 
liberty and every sacred right and every sacr d 
tie that binds men to the past, or to the present, 
or to the future. 5 

I insist upon it, Mr. President, that this bill, 
so far as it pretends to assist the colored peo- 
ple and give them civil liberty, does no such 
It springs from the spirit of agitation. 
It is not in their interest, and not demanded 
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by them except by the successful arts of the 
agitator. It springs from the same spirit that 
gave the colored people the right of suffrege. 
When the Senator from Massachusetts first 
proclaimed on this floor the idea of manhood 
suffrage, that the right to vote, the right to be 
one of the governors of this country, was a 
tight inherent in man, a natural right, a civil 
right, he proclaimed what was not true as a 
principle of law. The right to be a governor 
of this country depends upon a man’s intelli- 
gence, upon his ability. The Republican party 
when the war was over did not dream (and so 
announced in their conventions) of giving the 
right of suffrage immediately to four millions 
of colored people, uneducated for that pur- 
pose. Why did tbey do it? What drove them 
toit? They were driven to it from party ne- 
cessity. They were driven to it for the pur- 
pose of keeping power. That is. what drove 
them to it, and they knew it was wrong—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Iam very sorry; I was 
about to make a good speech, and had gone 

just far enough to begin. (Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri to the ameudment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Sawyer. ] 

Mr. NYB. Lam paired with the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Scnunz.] 1f he were 
here he would vote ‘yea,’ and I should vote 
tinay.” 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with my 
colleague. If he were present he would vote 
t nay,” and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. OSBORN, The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] requested me to say 
that he had been suddenly called from the ciwy 
on account of illness in his family. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 30; as follows: 

Y6AS—Mesars. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, Cas- 
serly, Cooper, Davisot West Virginia, Fenton, Forry 
of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Llnimitton of Texas, lhiteheock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Norweod, Pratt. Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Tipton, Trumbull, Viekers, and West--23, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
oron, Carpenter, Clundler, Clayton, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Bdmunds, Merry of Michigan, lana. 

an, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of 
ermont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, 
Scott, Sherman, Bicusers Sumner, Wilson, Win- 


dom, and Wright 
ABSENT — M 


a. Blair, Brownlow, Bucking- 
bam, Cole, Davis Keutucky, Frelinghuysen, Har- 
Jan, HUL bowis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nyo, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Stowart, Stockton, and Thurwan—2l, 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I send upan 
amendment, to come in ag an additional sec- 
tion, section six. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment as follows: 


_ Sec. —, That all legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth arti- 
cle of amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States on persons therein mentioned, because of 
their HAGE engaged in insurrection or rebellion 
against the United States, or given aid or comfort to 
the enemies thereof, be, and the same are hereby, 
removed: Provided, That this act shall not apply 
to, or in any way affect or remove the disability of 
any person included in eitherof the following classes, 
namely: first, members of the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States who withdrew therefrom and aided the 
rebellion; second, officers of the Army or Navy of 
the United States who, being above the age of twen- 
ty-one years, lett suid Army or Navy and aided the 
rebellion. 


Mr. MORTON. Isthat offered as an amend- 
ment to the substitute? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is as an 
additional section, 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, Icall for the 


yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If I can have the atten- 
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I should like it on this amendment. It pro- 
vides in the exceptions— 

First, members of the Congress of the United States 
who withdrew therefrom and aided the rebeilion. 

There are some who stayed here and acted as 
spies, and did not in the technical sense with- 
draw, but took the people’s money, and gave 
information to the enemy, until the 4th of 
March, 1861. If he will modify his amend- 
ment—because I cannot move to amend it, it 
being now in the second degree—so that it 
will read ‘ members of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress’ (which is the only Congress to which 
this applies) ‘who aided the rebellion,” 
whether they- withdrew or whether they stayed, 
I will vote for it. 

Mr, FERRY, of Connecticut. I prefer the 
amendment as I offered it. It is the House 


bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So I supposed from the 
Senator’s statement. I say that I shall vote 
for it, much as I disbelieve in the notion of 
anything being deserved in the way of amnesty 
by these people, and as much as I believe in 
the impropriety as a matter of principle and 
right of restoring this privilege to hold office to 
these people, for the question may well be 
asked: 

“Tg the vice president of tho rebel confederacy, is 
his colleague, one of the senators in the rebel con- 
gress, to come here to legislate for the loyal people 
of this country? Arethe men who organized a gov- 
ernmont that carried on a four years’ war against 
us. as the result of which this nation has had to 
expend more than three thousand million dollars, 
and as a consequence of which more than a quarter 
of a million of patriotic heroes have laid down their 
lives upon the battle-field and in Army hospitals— 
arc those men to come here to legislate lor the loyal 
people of this country ?” 

These are not my arguments. They are the 
arguments of my honorable friend from Ihi- 
nois (Mr. ‘'ruMBunt.] which I adopt. Now, 
then, if we can exclade these men, I will go for 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ig on the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut to the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SCOTT. My attention was directed other- 
wise, and I simply wish to make an inquiry 
whether the amendment now pending is the 
amnesty bill offered as an amendment to the 
civil rights bill. Is that the form of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me answer the Sen- 
ator. The amendment is just that, except that 
the amendment consists not of the whole am- 
nesty bill, but only of the first section of the 
amnesty bill precisely as it came from the 
House. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘Then it is an offer to add to 
the civil rights bill, which can be passed by a 
majority, the amnesty bill which will require 
two thirds. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take up any 
time; but having stated my views at more 
length than I am in the habit of doing on such 
questions, when this bill was before the Senate 
heretofore, although lam in favor of an amnesty 
bili I shall have to vote against adding it as 
an amendment to this amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am not troubled by 
any such scruples as vex my friend. That 
question was made once in the Senate, elabor- 
ately argued, decided by the Chair, and the 
decision of the Chair sustained by the Senate. 
I think, therefore, we may consider that set- 
tled as part of the law of this case. I would 
like to inquire, Mr. President, supposing this 
amendment prevails, whether the amendment 
itself will be amendable afterward except by 
addition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not comprehend the question. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will repeatit. Sup- 
pose the amendment of the Senator from Con: 
necticut now pending shall be adopted, will it 
be in order to amend it or alter it afterward, 


tion of my friend from Connecticut a moment, li except by adding to it? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notin Com- 
mittee of the Whole; but when the amend. 
ment comes into the Senate, then it will be in 
order to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I thought I was not mis- 
taken about that; but I wanted to be sure of 
it. I shall vote for the Senator’s amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I avail myself of my 
privilege merely to state that during the de- 
bate awhile ago, when, as I understand, the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Sto- 
VENSON] made some comments upon my posi- 
tion of yesterday, I was absent, by order of 
the Senate on a committee of conference on 
the deficiency bill. I shall vote against this 
amendment, because, as I then announced, I 
desire to send this civil rights bill pure and 
simple to the House of Representatives in 
such form and in such way that a majority 
of the House may, under the parliamentary 
rule of the House, reach a vote upon it, and 
then I shall vote for the amnesty bill. I 
desire to see the two measures separated if 
possible, and to see this civil rights bill sent -” 
to the other House in such form that it may 
be acted upon there, when it will entirely 
relieve us from embarrassment as to the 
amnesty bill, and an amnesty bill, I have no 
doubt, will receive more than two thirds of 
the votes of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. Before I vote, I desire 
to say that I shall vote for this amendment 
only with a view of having it amended when 
it comes into the Senate. Ifitis not amended 
then, I shall vote against the whole affair. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, but, whether adopted or not, shall 
vote against the substitute offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, for several reasons, 
the chief among which is the fact that the 
features of the substitute already passed on — 
by the Senate are such as, if carried out, will 
destroy the school system in the State which 
I represent. In that State, as I stated awhile 
ago, the questions of the public schools have 
been passed upon, settled in a manner satis- 
factory to both races. The question of the 
education of the children of the country is one 
paramount to that of amnesty. Amnesty will 
come by and by; but a blow fatal to educa 
tion under a common-school system will con- 
tinue. Inthe State of Mississippi the races 
are so nearly divided that some compromise 
was necessary to perpetuate the cause of edu- 
cation. In the recent election in Mississippi 
the majority for the Republican party in the 
house of representatives was nine. Had we 
lost the county of De Soto, which we carried 
by the help of southern Republicans by one 
hundred and fifty votes, the majority for the 
Democrats would have been one. Ona con- 
test between the two parties in that State, 
should the election be, by unwise legislation, 
made to turn on mixed schools, there is no 
doubt in my mind as to how the State would 
go. That it would break down the school 
system I very well know. . 

Tam not here to be dictated to by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts; he fights the battles 
of the colored people from afar off, at a safe 
distance. I have fought their battles in a 
hand-to-hand conflict. I hold my place here 
under their authority. I speak by authority 
when I say the colored people in that State 
wish no such legislation as this. ‘The white 
people wish no such legislation, and I speak 
for them all. I was voted into my seat here 
by the vote of every colored man in the Legis; 
lature of my State, and by the vote, t00, © 
every white man in that Legislature. Demo-, 
erat and Republican, white and colored, all 
voted for me. I repeat, I speak for both 
races; I speak that their friendly relations way 
not be thus unwisely disturbed. 1I, sir, whose 
childhood was nursed in the lap of the negro; 
who in his boyhood shared every playgroun 
with the negro, a coworker in his youth witi 
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the negro, in whose manhood he has found the 
negro his friend; J, sir, have ne snobbish 
prejudice against the colored people ; I feel it 
no dishonor to travel side by side with him in 
the cars; have no prejudice against sharing 
with him the hospitality of the hotel. No, sir, 
I hold myself above this; I am here to speak 
for, and do speak for the friendly intercourse 
of the two races so necessary to the future 
peace and happiness of the people of my State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. COLE. I am paired on all questions 
that probably will arise on this bill with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransow, } 
unless it be possibly the last one in reference 
to the question of amnesty itself pure and 
simple. ; , 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. SAWYER] upon the 
civil rights bill, but as he is in favor of am- 
nesty, I feel myself at liberty to vote for this 
amendment which is for amnesty. I vote 
“yea”? 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 38, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Backingham, Caldwell. Cameron Car- 

enter, Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pratt, Saulsbury, Sprague, Ste- 
yenion. Stewart, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, and 

est—38, 

NAYS—Messrs. Cragin, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pool, Rice, Scott, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—l4, 

ABSHNT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Chand- 
Jer, Cole, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Freling- 
huysen, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Stockton, Thurman, and Wright—22, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to, . 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The questio 
recurs on the amcndment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts as amended. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ioffer this as an addi- 
tional section to the amendment, to come in 
after the section just inserted : 


Sao. —. That before any person shall be entitled 
to the benefit of the preceding section of this act, he 
shall, within the district where he resides, before a 
clerk of some court of the United States, or a United 
States commissioner, take and subscribe an oath or 
affirmation tosupport the Constitution of the United 
States, and to bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; which oath or affirmation shall be forwarded 
by said officer to the Seerctary of State of the United 
States, who shall cause a list of all persons comply- 


ing with the provisions of this act to be laid before | 


Congress at the opening of each session thereof; 
and the officer before whom such oath or affirmation 
is made shall give to the person taking it a certifi- 
cate of the fact, under such forms and regulations as 
the Secretary of State shall prescribe. 

Mr. MORTON. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to perfect that section ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isis not; it is 
now an amendment to an amendment, and no 
further amendment can be received. 

Mr. MORTON. Will it be in order in the 
Senate? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be in the 
Senate when the question comes up on con- 
curring if this should be adopted now. 

Mr, FENTON. Mr. President, I voted 
against the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut, because I am in favor of amnesty. 
Sitting by the side of my friend from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. CRAGIN, ] after the defeat of 
the amnesty bill a few weeks ago, he and I 
Agreed that we would not thereafter vote so 
as to imperil the success of the amnesty bill. 
Having that purpose still in view, I determ- 
ined not to vote to-day for the amendment, 
whatever its merits, of the Senator from Mas- 
Sachusetts; for I believe that by voting for it 
and attaching it to the amnesty bill, the result 
Would be not only to defeat amnesty but it 


amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, 
because if these two measures were put to- 
gether they would share the same fate that 
they received upon a previous occasion ; and 
Iam not certain now that I shall vote for the 
two measures combined. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
West Virginia to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, which is the secoad 
section of the original House bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulied—yeas 81, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Scott, Sher- 
1 Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, and Win- 

om—sl, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gold- 
thwaite. Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hill, Jobnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood. Rice, 
venson, Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers— 


ABSENT—Messrs, Brownlow, Carpenter, Chan- 
gler, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Howe, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, 
Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Stockton, Thur- 
man, and Wright—19. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts by striking out its fourth sec- 
tion. 

The words proposed to be stricken out were 
read, as follows; 

That no citizen possessing all other qualiñca- 
tions which are or may be prescribed by law shall 
be disqualified for service as juror in any court, 
national or State, by reason of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude; and any officer or 
other persons charged with any duty in the selec- 
tion or summoning of jurors who shall exclude or 
fail to summon any citizen for the reason above 
named shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and be fined not less than 
$1,000 nor more than $5,000. 

Mr. SUMNER. That proposition of the 
Senator from Wisconsin was discussed when 
this measure was before the Senate some 
months ago, and voted on, and voted down. 
I think it was the general opinion of the 


friends of the measure that there was no more | 


important part, or none of more practical in- 
terest, than that which secured to the colored 
people complete equality on juries. The Sen- 
ator doubts the constitutional power. If it is 
not constitutional, then is cannot be in force. 
I think it is constitutional, and I think, there- 
fore, it is our duty to provide this remedy. 
Our colored fellow-citizens should be secured 
against the outrage to which they are now 
exposed. I know no better way than by Con- 
gress in these declaratory words to assert it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I congratulate the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. He is a man of 
learning and of unusual ability. He has just 
discovered the only reason I ever heard givea 


that I thought had any soundness in it for |! 


passing an unconstitutional law, namely, that 
when it is passed it will be void; that is to 
say, it will be uncoustitutional. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not say that it is uu- 
constitutional. My friend knows very well 
that I insist that it is constitutional; but I 
appeal to my friend from Wisconsin on that 
point. Even suppose this is unconstitutional, 
as he assumes, then, as I say, it will not be 
enforced; it will fail. 

“Mr. CARPENTER. The difficulty about 
that is that { have sworn to support the Con- 
stitution, which, as I understand, binds me 
not to vote for anything that I believe to be 
unconstiturional. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have also sworn to sup- 
port the Constitution, and it binds me to vote 
for anything for human rights. a a 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 


also. For this reason, I was opposed to the I consin to the amendment of the Senator from 


a 
2 


Saulsbury, Sprague, Ste- ` 


Massachusetts, to strike out the section which 
has been read. AN 
Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and. being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 16, nays 83 as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Bayard, -Boreman, Car- 
penter, Casserly, Davis of West Virginia, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Saulsbury, Ste- 
venson, and Vickers—16. ` 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Cooper, Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry. of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harlan, Hill, Kellogg, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sprague. Sumner, West, Wilson, and Windom—33, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hamlin, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Scott, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, and Wright—25, 


So the amendment to the amendment wag 
not agreed to. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe the amend. 
ment as amended is still open toamendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I move to strike 
out the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth 


| sections of the amendment as amended. My 


object in making that motion is to bring the 
Senate to a direct vote. on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and 1 trust 
the Senate will vote it down, and then we shal! 
have the amnesty bill, and let us pass it. 

Mr. WILSON, What sections? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My motion is to strike 
out all of the amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts from the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

Mr. HARLAN. IJ inquire whether that is 
in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the 
ground of the point of order? 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘his is matter that has 
been put into the amendment by a vote of 
the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It has not been voted on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not yet 
been voted in. The original amendment con- 
sisted of five sections. T’wosectionshave been 
added. ‘The question is on striking out the 
five sections first proposed. 

Mr. SUMNER. Those first five sections 
being the original amendment, 

Mr. MORTON. I inquire whether before 
that motion is put, itis not in order to move 
an amendment to the second section of the 
amnesty bill just adopted, for the purpose of 
perfecung it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not 
affected by this motion of the Senator from 
iHinois. He proposes to strike out only the 
first five sections—what is generally known as 
the civil rights bill. The Senator from Ver- 


| mout has asked for the yeas and nays on this 


amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1l will say one word, 
that it may be understood what my object is 
and the effect of this motion. Iam in favor 
of an amnesty bill. The House of Represent- 
atives has sent us such a bill. 1 regard this 
attempt to put something else upon it as an 
effort to defeat the amuesty bill; that is the 
effect of it; and whatever influences Senators 
may vote under, however the Senator from 


Ohio may undertake to force the House of 


Representatives to come to a vote on some 


| other measure by his action here, the whole 


country and the whole world will uudersiand 
that this is an effort to defeat amnesty. Now, 
Jet us have a direct vote on the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. and kuow 
whether amnesty is to be defeated by furcing 
white and colored children into the same 
schools, and by undertaking to force in the 
State courts certain persons upon juries and to 
regulate the jury systems of the various States, 
and other provisions of that kind. 
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I have stated once before that the bill which 
the Senator from Massachusetts calls a civil 
rights bill is not a civil rights bill at all, and 
I think it has been shown in the Senate, and 
admitted by the Senator from Obio, that a 
colored person has the same right to travel, 
the same right to be entertained at a hotel, 
the same rights in these respects exactly as 
a white person, and has the same remedies 
for their enforcement. It is nota billto secure 
persons in equal rights in any sense, because 
the rights of the white people and of the col- 
ored people are now the same in all these 
respects. 

T trust the Senate, if it is in favor of am- 
nesty, will so vote and let us understand it. 
I hope, Mr. President, that we may have that 
yote, that the expressions throughout the 
country are such as will bring the Senate up 
at last to vote for this measure of peace and 
for the restoration of good feeling through- 
out the country. 

Mr. SUMNER. Did I understand the 
Chair to rule that the motion of the Senator 
from Illinois was in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not see how he could rule that it was not in 
order. The seven sections of the amendment 
as amended are now before the Chair as one 
amendment; and previous to taking the vote 
upon that, ceriainly a Senator can move to 
strike out what bas not been put in by a direct 
vote of the Senate; and this motion is to strike 
out the first five sections, which have been 
pending all the time, and to which two addi- 
tional sections have been added. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not mean to question 
anything the Chair had said, but I had heard 
no decision from the Chair. I wish to say one 
word now. The Senator from Illinois says 
that the measure I brought forward is to defeat 
amnesty. l say that his course to-day is to 
defeat equal rights throughout this country. 
Thatis what I say-—-— 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Equal rights in what 
and for what? 

Mr. SUMNER, Equal rights for the colored 


race. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In what? 

Mr. SUMNER. In the matters specified 
in the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has not a colored man 
the same right to go anywhere that I have? 

Mr. SUMNER. He is exposed to insult 
wherever he goes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And so is the white 
man, 

Mr. SUMNER. No, he is not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Just as much. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend ought not to 
say that. He knows a white man may travel 
from one end of the country to another, and 
he is exposed to no insult on account of his 
color. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I say to the Senator 
that I do not know of any right by law that a 
white man has to travel that a colored man 
hasnot. And if he will show me where any 
white man has any right to travel that a col- 
ored man has not, I will vote with him to cor- 
rect it. There is perfect equality now. 

Mr. SUMNER. Perfect equality! Will 
the Senator listen to Mr. Frederick Douglass 
as he reports his experience? I wish the 
Senator would listen to him reporting his 
experience on his recent visit to New Orleans ; 
how he was insulted on all the railroads, shut 
out from equal rights, and when he stopped——— 

Mr. ALCORN. {ask the Senator, was Mr. 
Douglass insulted anywhere in the South? 


Mr. SUMNER. He was. 
Mr. ALCORN. Whereabouts? 


Mr. SUMNER. 
lace I know not. 
Mr. MORTON. On the Potomac river. 
Mr. SUMNER. That was at anearlier date; 
on the Potomac river, within sight of the flag 
floating over the Capitol was he insulted; and 
the Senator over the way must know that no 


At what precise stopping- 


colored man can travel between here and Mis- 
sissippi now without being insulted. 

Mr. ALCORN. Isay that colored men can 
travel in Mississippi and do travel in Missis- 
sippi in first-class cars, and that there is no 
insult offered them anywhere. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then Mississippi is in a 
happier condition than I had supposed; but 
the colored man cannot get to Mississippi with- 
out being exposed to insult. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then let your legislation 
come up to the line and leave Mississippi alone. 

Mr. SUMNER. We must legislate gener- 
ally; there must be one law for every part of 
the country, the law of equal rights. The 
great principles and promises of the Declara- 
tion of Independence must become a living 
reality, and that can be only through an act 
of Congress. I am astonished at the insensi- 
bility of my friend, the Senator from Illinois, 
when he says that a colored man may travel 
through the country in the enjoyment of equal 
rights. I deny it. He cannot; heis exposed 
to insult, to contumely, to exclusion from 
those facilities and advantages which the Sen- 
ator from Ulinois enjoys wherever he travels ; 
and is not a colored citizen entitled to those 
same advantages just to the same extent as 
the Senator himself? He can claim nothing 
for himself which he must not accord to his 
colored fellow-citizens. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator will take 
notice that his effort is to defeat equal rights 
for the colored race. I wish to remove their 
disabilities, the relics of generations ofslavery. 
Ile is seeking only to remove the disabilines 
of a few persons who drew their swords against 
their country. [ wish to remove the larger 
disabilities which now attach to the much 
larger number of people. But I will not 
stand in the way of amnesty. Let both go 
together ; or if one must precede the other, 
let it be the bill for equal rights. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has spoken with em 
phasis of the insult offered to Frederick Doug- 
lass in some part of the South recently while 
traveling as a reason for the passage of the 
bill. Will that Senator inform me what law 
gives a remedy toa white man in the same 
situation and for the same kind of insult ? 

Mr. SUMNER. The common law. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Very well, sir; does 
not the common law stretch its broad shield 
as much over Mr. Douglass as over the Presi- 
dent of the United States, if he had been so 
aggrieved? And surely, sir, a law that is suf- 
ficient to protect the President, and is good 
enough for him, ought to be good enough for 
Mr. Frederick Douglass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The argument of the 
Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
California is exactly the argument that Mr. 
Andrew Jobnson made in his veto message 
against the civil rights bill of the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, and this is the way that 
the Senator from Illinois answered it. John- 
son said, ‘* Here is the common law; there are 
no rights that belong to a citizen which do not 
belong to a black man as well as to a white 
man;” and now hear the Senator from Ii- 
nois put him to shame: 


“If” says the President, ‘as is claimed by many. 
all persons who are native-born already are, by 
virtue of the Constitution, citizens of the United 
States, the passage of the pending bill cannot be 
necessary to make them such.” 


Then, in another place, he speaks of their 
having rights also. I have not time to read 
it all. Now, answers the Senator from Illi- 
nois, who seems to have talked out on that 
occasion and spent all the love for equal rights 
that he had: 


“That is true; butis the President to learn now 
for the first time thatrule to be found in the very 
horn-boeks of the law, that an act declaring 
what the law is is one of the most common of acts 
passed by legislative bodies? When there is any 
question as to what the taw is, and for greater cer- 
tainty, it is the most common thing in the world 
to pass a statute declaring it. My opinion is, such 


was the opinion of the Attorney General, such the li venson, Stewart, Lipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—: 
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opinion of the present Secretary of State, such the 
opinion of Mr. Lincoln’s administration in all its 
departments, such I believe to be the prevailing 
opinion in the United States, that all native-born 
persons not subject to a foreign Power are by virtue 
of their birth citizens of the United States. But 
some dispute this; and hence for greater certainty. 
itis proper to pass this law, and the fact of its being 
a declaratory act is now made a reason for disap- 
proving it by a President.’’—Congressional Globe, 
first session ‘Chirty-Ninth Congress, 1865-66, part, 
two, page 1756. Ñ 

All that can be applied (and I have plenty 
more when some other amendment is offered) 
to the argument that these gentlemen press 
with such great stringency that colored men 
have now gotall rights, and we are wasting 
time in undertaking to declare on the statute- 
book immunities for colored men and remedies 
for colored men, because they have them al- 
ready. That was the argument which those 
who are determined that they shall not have ~ 
equal rights always make. When they are 
driven into a corner they say, ‘‘ There is the 
common law, let him help himself.’’ 

The real trouble is, as is evinced by this 
debate, that the honorable Senator from Illi- 
nois does not believe that the right to go toa 
State school or to a District of Columbia 
school is a right that belongs to a citizen of 
the United States independent of color. He 
does not believe that it is a right belonging to 
a citizen of the United States to travel in a 
car if he is a citizen and conforms to all other 
conditions if his color happens to be one way 
rather than another; and so on through the 
whole list. But I need not spend time about 
that; itis ‘* too thin.” 

Now the honorable Senator says this is a 
design to'defeat amnesty. , He is mistaken. 
It is a design to give amnesty a little more re- 
spectability than it would have without; it is 
to put a httle color of gold and of truth upon 
this act of grace to traitors by saying to traitors 
at the same time, ‘‘ If you are relieved from 
disabilities that you have justly iucurred, you 
shall so conduct yourselves as to give equal 
rights to those whom you have oppressed for 
centuries; and that is all. The Senator says 
this is to defeat amnesty, and it has been ouce 
defeated. Jf he will take the trouble to look 
at his own votes and those of two or three 
other gentlemen who acted with him, he will 
find that he could have had amnesty two or 
three months ago; only he would have had to 
take it with what he was so fond of a few years 
ago, and that was to declare that citizens of 
the United States should have equal rights ; 
and that is what is the trouble. Everybody is 
for equal rights in the abstract ; but when you 
come to name what they are, when you come 
to say that a man independent of his race shall 
have the same right that another man has to 
go toa school or into a car, or a right to a 
trial by jury, or whatever it may be, ob, it is 
something else. Itis always something else ; 
there is the trouble. So that instead of this 
being an attempt to defeat amnesty, as I say it 
is an attempt to give it some life, and some 
verity, and some equality; and I might retort, 
I think with greater truth, that here is an at- 
tempt to defeat equal rights, and to go back- 
ward in the progress of this nation instead of 
forward. re 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 1s 
on the amendment to the amendment, offered 
by the Senator from Ilinois, to strike out from 
this amendment, now containing seven sec 
tions, the first five sections. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The civil rights bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawyer. ] 


he were present he would vote “nay,” and 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


resulted—yeas 29, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, Car- 
penter, Casserly, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton Ot 
Texus, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 


Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, to 
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. NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill_of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—29. 4 

ABSEN T— Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cole, Davis of 
Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Nyo, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Stockton, Thurman, and Wright—16. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On this ques- 
tion the Senate are equally divided. The 
Chair votes in the negative, and the first five 
sections are notstricken out. [Manifestations 
of applause in the galleries.] Order in the 

alleries ! 

Mr. MORTON. I wish now to renew the 
amendment I offered yesterday to the second 
section of the amnesty bill, to come in after 
the word ‘‘same,”’ in the sixth line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will have 


to be reserved until the bill is reported to the | 


Senate. That section has been inserted by a 
direct vote of the Senate, and cannot now be 
amended in Committee of the Whole; but 
when it comes into the Senate the question 
will be on concurring in it, with or without the 
amendments to it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I believe that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana can move that as an amend- 
ment to the original bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly; if 
he moves it as an amendment to the original 
bill it is in order. 

Mr. MORTON. I prefer to move it as an 
amendment to the larger bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the bill will now 
be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. COOPER. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the word ‘ser- 
vitude’’ in section one, line four, the words 
tt or pecuniary condition ;’’ so as to read: 

That no citizen of the United States shall, by rea- 
son of race, color, or previous condition of servitude 
or pecuniary condition, be excepted or excluded 
from the full and equal enjoyment of any accom- 
modation, advantage, facility, or privilege fur- 
nished by innkeepers, &c. 

I simply wish to say that asit seems to have 
been determined by the Senate that the rights 
guarantied by this bill are equal to the in- 
alienable rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness, I do not see any reason why 
they should be denied to the poor if they are 
so great and important. The amendment that 
I offer ie that no man shall be deprived of 
them because he is unable to pay for them. 
I therefore offer the amendment, and ask for 
the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Of course there is no 
warrant in the Constitution for this. Suffrage 
cannot be limited by conditions of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude 
_Mr. COOPER. This does not refer to suf- 
frage, but to boarding at a hotel and the like. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I am rather in 

favor of the amendment. [Laughter. ] 
_ Mr. STEWART. Iwas requested last even- 
ing by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Sawyer] to announce that he was compelled 
to be absent from the Senate to-day on account 
of sickness in his family, which he regretted 
very much, and he desired to have that state- 
ment made, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KELLOGG, (after first voting in the 
affirmative.) As Í am stopping at a hotel, 
and it is a question whether Í am not an inter- 
ested party, I will change my vote and vote 
(23 nay,” 

Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to change my 
vote, As Iam a boarder at a hotel, and not 
the proprietor of it, I desire to vote “nay.” 

Mr, FLANAGAN. I voted to stand by my 
friend from Kansas, but I will follow him and 
Change my vote too. I vote “nay.” 

The result was then announced—yeas 7, 
Nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West 
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Virginia, Hamilton of i 
Tiptowet 3 Maryland, Hill, Kelly, and 
— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry, of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Gilbert, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 


| Scott, Sherman, Spencer. Stevenson, Sumner, Vick- 
5 


ers, West, Wilson, and Windom—35, 
ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 


j Chandler, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Fre- 


linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of T Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hiteheock, Johnston, Lewis. Loran, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Ran- 
som, Rios, Robertson, Sipe oh Sawyer, Schurz, 

prague, Stewart, Stockton, 4 an, T ; 
Bpragne, Stowe urman, Trumbull 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. HILL. I move to amend the first sec- 
tion of the amendment, line fifteen, by insert- 
ing after the word ‘‘authority’’? the words 
“provided he or she is properly clothed ” 
My reason for offering this amendment is that 
a Senator yesterday, in the course of the 
debate, said there was no reason why colored 
citizens should be denied any privileges 
accorded to other people provided they hap- 
pened to be properly clothed. The idea struck 
me and I have embodied it in this amendment. 
That will make ita question of inspection upon 
going on railroad trains, into hotels, churches, 
cemeteries, schools, and everyth‘ng of the sort. 
There will be somebody to inspect the indi- 
viduals and see whether they are properly 
clothed, and if not they will be excluded. For 
the sake of common decency it is proper, if 
for nothing else; for a person who is improp- 
ao ought not to go anywhere. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr, ALCORN. Iam opposed to establish- 
ing any dress circle, upon the same principle 
that I was opposed to some of the amendments 
that have been adopted to this bill; but I sug- 
gest to the honorable Senator from Georgia 
that as his constituents and mine are rather 
poor, and are not able to dress in the magiiili- 
cent style of the constituents of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if we were to vote here to 
establish a dress circle I am afraid none of 
us would be able after awhile to travel in the 
State of Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. ;: 


Mr. VICKERS. I move to amend the 
amendment in section one, lines fourteen and 
fifteen, by striking out the words ‘‘ or State.” 
My object is to confine the operation of this 
bill in regard to cemetery associations and 
benevolent institutions to such as are incor- 


porated by national authority, not by State au- | 
‘thority. 


I know of no power in the General 
Government to interfere with State corpora- 
tions, for they are contracts between the State 
and the corporators, and being in the nature 
of a contract, the General Government has no 
right to interfere with it. Even the State can- 
not interfere after the contract is once made. 
I desire to confine this to institutions incor- 
porated by the national Government, and not 
to any incorporated by State authority. J ask 
for the yeas and nays on this proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President—— 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
and Mr. Acorn responded to his name. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think this amendment 
should prevail. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is too late for debate. 
There has been a response. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
there was a response. He is informed by the 
Secretary that he received a response. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from 
West Virginia rose to address the Chair before 
the response was given. 


Mr. ALCORN. To enable the Senator to 
go on, I withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
objection, it will be withdrawn, 

Mr. BOREMAN. [think this ame: dment 
should prevail, and I will state my reason in a 
moment. ‘It seems to me that this provision; 
if allowed to remain as it is, isan invasion of 
private right. It isa declaration that ceme- 
tery companies and benevolent institutions, 
incorporated by State or national authority, 
shall not be allowed to manage their own prop- 
erty. That is the effect of it. Now, what are 


If there be no 


.cemetery associations? As [ stated yesterday, 


some fifteen, twenty, or thirty private gentle- 
men buy as many acres of ground for a ceme- 
tery. It is their private property. For the 
sake of convenience simply they go to the 
State authority, and under general laws geta 
charter of incorporation. It is their private 
property. It isno publie institution. They 
sell lots in that cemetery to others, who thereby > 
become under the law stockholders. It is just 
precisely like a bank, like a bridge company, 
or any other private establishment of that sort. 
It is not a public corporation at all. It is 
true they seek the name of a charter as a mat- 
ter of convenience; but the property owned 
and to be invaded is, nevertheless, private 
property. The land belongs to these persons 
privately as much as a house does, as much as 
a horse does, or any other property. It is not 
a public institution in any sense. 

lt may be said that because they go to the 
law to get a charter therefore their rights 
should be invaded; but we all live under law. 
Were it not for law the weaker portion of us 
would not be allowed to live or breathe atall; 
we should be at the mercy of the stronger. 
This provision is a direct invasion of private 
right, and a violation, if not of the letter, ofthe 
spirit of the Constitution of the country, 

So in regard to benevolent institutions. 
What right have we to say that a benevolent 
institution, simply because they get a dozen 
lines of a charter to allow them to transact 
business in a chartered name, owninga private 
house in which to meet for benevolent pur- 
poses, shall be compelled to allow anybody 
and everybody to come in there? The bill 
makes no exception in regard to secret asso- 


ciations. It applies to them as well as to 
others. It does seem to me that this is going 


too far, and that this provision, if it is to be 
retained at all, ought to be limited to those 
organizativns that are incorporated by national 
authority. I may be wrong about this matter; 
but as I remarked yesterday, it seems to me 
an invasion of private rights that I cannot 
support by my vote. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to hear the 
amendment reported again. 

The Chief Cierk read the amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. Does it refer to cemeteries 
and benevolent institutions maintained at the 
public expense ? 

The Carer CLERK. The clause now reads: 
“By trustees and officers of cemetery as- 
sociations and benevolent institutions incor- 
porated by national or State authority 3” and 
itis proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ or 
State.” 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire by whom 
this amendment was moved? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Maryland, (Mr. Vickers. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then I wish to suggest 
to the Senator from Maryland that another 
amendment would, Ithink, accomplish the pur- 
pose which he seeks to accomplish by this, 
and accomplish it more fully; and I wish to 
suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that there is apparently here a dislocation of 
words, or a transposition or wrong location 
of words, and if he will Jook at the first page 


The Senator 


of the bill he will see what I mean. It reads: 
rast issioners, superintendents, 
By trustees, commissioners intendente 


teachers, and other oficers of common s 
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other publio institutions of learning, the same be- 
ing supported by moneys derived from general tax- 
ation, or authorized by law. 

Now, the Senate will see that those words 
were deemed necessary for an unmistakable 
purpose, namely, to make rights and the pay- 
ment of taxes go together, to observe and 
establish the reciprocal things growing out of 
that fact. J submit to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that those words in place of occur- 
ring there, ‘the same being supported by 
moneys derived from general taxation, or 
authorized by law,” should occur two lines 


below, after the words ‘ State authority; ? so. 


as to read: 

Other public institutions of learning; by trus- 
tees and officers of cemetery associations and benev- 
olent institutions incorporated by national or Stato 
authority, the same being supported by moneys 
derived from general taxation, or authorized by 
law. 

Mr. MORTON. 
to read. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is the way it should 
read. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
sce that all the reason he had for putting in 
those words (which I presume have been mis- 
placed by the Printer) as applicable to trus: 
tees, commissioners, superintendents, teachers, 
and other ollicers of common schools, applies 
precisely the same to cemeteries and other 
benevolent institutions, 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes. Allow me to ask the 
Senator, though—I take his idea—whether the 
term “incorporated? is uot equivalent to 
“ authorized hy law 2??? 

Mr. CONKLING, Itis equivalent to ‘fan 
thorized by law; but the Senator will observe 
that be or I, in his State or mine, may under 
a general act or a special charter go on and 
organize an institution which heand his friends, 
a little group of individuals, ladies perhaps, 
endow. Many snch exist in my own State. 
It ig their private property. Nobody else has 
anything in the world to do with it, It is just 
a venture of their own, so mach bread which 
they cast upon the waters—— 

Mr, SUMNER. But the Senator sces the 


That is the way it ought 


point he is now speaking to is provided for in 


the next clause. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, T beg the Senator’s 
pardon, if he will excuse me, 1 will come to 
that in one moment: 

But private sehools, cemoteries, and institutions 
of loarning, established exclusively, &e. 

That is precisely what these schools to which 
J direct his attention are now, [will take for 
illustration an institution established for the 
benefit of those unsound of mind. L have one 
in my mind now for persons whose minds are 
diseased. Tt is established by private funds, 
to be sure; but itis established under law. It 
is nol a private institution, 
body who chooses to go and pay, but is in no 
sense sustained by taxation. It is a mere vol- 
untary private adventure of humanity, if I may 
so say, of those engaged in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just as if it were a per- 
sonal establishment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Just as if it were a per- 
sonal establishment. Now, the criticism, the 
Senator from Massachusetts will see on the 
language as it stands, is just as broad as it 
might have been before in reference to the 
school question, Some Senator on the other 
side has said, if you establish equality of rights 
in referenceto all benevolent institutions merely 
because they are incorporated you invade pri- 
vate rights, without any reference to color at 
all. That question does not come in, but it 
is an intrusion, You thrust people into it 
who do not belong there at all. Therefore, I 
suggest to him if he will consent to transpose 
the words which occur now on page 2, lines 
eleven and tweive, ‘‘the same being supported 
by monsys derived from general taxation,” 
if he wili just move them down two lines, so 
as to let them apply to benevolent institutions 
and cemetery associations, it cuts the whole 


itis open to any- | 


knot and obviates the whole difficulty. That 
I hope he will do. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator think 
with that transposition the words will be ap- 

licable to the. first pact of the clause? 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Chair give us some 
understanding of the five-minutes rule? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York has one minute more of his five 
minutes. He has spoken four minutes only. 

Mr. MORTON. [think the Senator from 
Massachusetts ought to accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I merely wish to under- 
stand it. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator has any 
doubt about it, let him repeat the words im 
place of transplanting them. I submit there 
would not be any doubt about it if it read this 
way: 

Or other. public institutions of learning; by 
trustees and officers of cemetery associations and 
benevolent institutions incorporated by national 
or State authorily, the same being supported by 
moneys derived from general taxation. 

The Senator can either transpose the words 
or repeat the words below, and then there can 
be no question about it. 

Now, if the Senator from Maryland will give 
me his attention, I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not object to a broader 
amendment than his to strike out the words 
‘or State,” and that is, to repeat in the fif- 
teenth line, on thesecond page, the words ‘‘the 
same being supported by moneys derived from 
general taxation, or authorized by law.” 

The VICK. PRESIDENT, The Senator’s 
five minutes have now expired. 

Mr, SUMNER. Do { understand the Sen- 
ator from New York to propose to strike out 
in the fourteenth line the words “ by national 
or State authority?” 

Mr. CONKLING. No. 

Mr. SUMNER. He proposes to leave those. 
After the explanation made by the Senator 
from New York | have no objection to the 
amendment suggested by him. I see we are 
aiming at the same point. 

Mr. CONKLING. Entirely so. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Theamendment, 
however, of the Senator from Maryland, to 
strike out the words * or State.’? is still pend- 
ing, and the yeas and nays have been ordered 
upon it. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
accepted the suggestion made by the Senator 
from New York to him to change the phrase- 
ology of the first few lines on the second page, 
attaining perhaps the object desired by the 
Senator from Maryland; but the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland is still pending ; 
the yeas and nays have been ordered upon it, 
and if he insists upon it the Secretary will call 
the roll, after which the larger amendment can 
‘be offered. 

Mr. VICKERS. If the Secretary will read 
the clause as preposed to be changed by the 
Senator from New York, perbaps ! might 
agree to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. If I may do so without 
being out of order, I will furnish the Senator 
with the very words. Here they are in print. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Senator 
from Maryland willing to allow this to be a 
substitute for his proposition, or does he ineist 
on the original amendment? 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Sen- 
ator, if this does not make it as strong as he 
desires it should be, he can then reuew his 
amendment in any form-afterward; but this 
certainly covers a part if not the whole of 
his suggestion. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the attention of the 
Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Massachusetts toa question started by the col- 
loguy between them; and that is, whether or 
not to make this amendment acceptable the 


words ‘or authorized by law’? ought not to 
be stricken out? 


= 


Mr. CONKLING. I agree with the’Sen. 
ator entirely, and what is more important, the 
Senator from Masrachusetts agrees with him 
also, and is perfectly willing, l understand, ta 
gtrike out those words, which would be sur- 
plusage. ~~ 

Mr. SUMNER. It would read ‘‘by trustees, 
and officers of cemetery associations and be- 
nevolent associations, the same being supported 
by moneys derived from general taxation ox 
authorized by law.” 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘That is what the Sena. 
tor from Maryland wants. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘That strikes out the words 
“incorporated by national or State authority,” 
and brings the other clause, ‘‘ the same being 
supported by moneys derived from general 
taxation or authorized by law,” down to line 
fourteen, as a substitute for the words “ incor- 
porated by national or State authority.” 

Mr. SCOT. Very well. Now, ifthe words 
“oy authorized by law’? still remain, I submit 
if there be a private corporation endowed by 
an individual who comes to Congress and 
gets it incorporated in this District, or any 
place else, then this clause would govern the 
regulations of that private individual, and 
make his institution open to the admission of 
all persons, whether he had prohibited them 
by his rules or not. Those words, ‘‘ or author 
ized by law,” ought to be stricken out in either 
event. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland, if he insists upon it, to strike 
out the words ‘ or State,” so that it will read 
‘national authority.” 

Mr. VICKERS. E am anxious to accom- 
modate the gentlemen on the other side if I 
can only get their amendment written down 
by the Secretary so that I can understand it, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has repeated it as he pro- 
posed it, bur the Senator from Pennsylvania 
has intimated that the objection lies to it still. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not think that the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Pennsylvania—he 
will excuse me—does lie to itafter the amend- 
ment that J accept. - 

Mr, SCOTT. Will it be in order to strike 
out those words after the amendment has beet 


| adopted ? 


Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
course. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator will see that 
the terms are applicable to t common schools 
and other public institutions of learning, the 
same being supported by moneys derived from 
general taxation or authorized by law.” I 
think they are needed, and I propose to bring 
them down to the end of the clause, to come 
in immediately’ after ‘benevolent institu- 
tions,” instead of the words ** incorporated by 
national or State authority.’’ 1 hope there 
will be no objection to that. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report the clause as the Senator from 
Massachusetts desires it to be; and ifthe Sen- 
ator from Maryland does not accept it, the 
question recurs on his amendment, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. X 

The Cuter Cierr. It is proposed to strike 
out in lines fourteen and fifteen the words 
* incorporated by national or State authority,” 
and to transpose the words in lines eleven, 
twelve, and thirteen, as follows: ‘‘the same 
being supported by moneys derived from gen“ 
eral taxation or authorized by law,” to follow 
the word ‘institutions,’’ in line fourteen; 807 
that the clause will read: 

By trustees,commissioners, superintendents, teach- 
ers, and others officers of common schools and other 
public institutions of learning; by trustees and off-, 
cers of cemetery associations and benevolent instilte. 
tions, the same being supported by moneys derived: 
from general taxation or authorized by law. 


Mr. SUMNER. Thatistight. L[hope there 
will be no objection to that. i 


I hope they will not be. 
It would be in order, of 
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Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I call for 
a vote on the amendment offered by my col- 
league, on which the yeas and nays have been 


ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maryland objects to his colleague withdrawing 
his amendment, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The yeas and nays will 
now be taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, offered by the Senator from Maryland, to 
strike out the words ‘‘ or State.’’ 

Mr. SUMNER. . I hope that will be voted 
down, in order to enable me to make the cor- 
rection which I have stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is, however, 
pending. The Senator from Maryland far- 
thest from the Chair [Mr. Hamitton] objects 
to its being withdrawn. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD, (after first voting in the 
affirmative.) Perhaps J had better withdraw 
my vote. I am paired with the honorable 
Senator from Ohio { Mr. Saerman] on all mat- 
ters relating to the civil rights question, and I 
therefore ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the vote will be withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 
21; as follows: $ 


YEAS -— Messrs, Alcorn, Boreman, Casserly, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, Jobnston, 
Kelly. Norwood, Pool, Saulsbury, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Tipton, and Vickers—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, ILarlan, Morton, Os- 

orn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, Wilson, and Wright—21. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman, Trumbull, West, and Windom—2. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate be- 
ing equally divided, the Chair votes in the 
affirmative. The amendment to the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now I move to strikeout, 
after the word ‘‘institutions,’’ on page 2, line 
fourteen, the words ‘‘ incorporated by national 
authority,’’ and to transfer from lines eleven, 
twelve and thirteen the words ‘‘the same be- 
ing supported by moneys derived from general 
taxation or authorized by law,’’ following the 
suggestion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VICKERS. I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that he insert the word 
“and”? in place of the word ‘or’? before the 
words “authorized by law.’’ 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘hat would weaken the 
clause. The object is to protect common 
schools and other publie institutions, whether 
supported from moneys derived from general 
taxation or authorized by law. Now the Sen- 
ator proposes to insert. ‘‘and ” instead of“ or.” 
That would limit the protection afforded by 
the act. I think the word ‘‘or” there is 
essential, and I hope, as I consent to strike 
out the words ‘incorporated by national 
authority,” there will be no objection to put- 
ting in the other words. I think there can be 
no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. VICKERS. There may be institutions 
of learning authorized by law, but supported 
by private contributions, and they would be 
included in that sentence. Now, I suppose 
the intention is to include only those that are 
authorized by Jaw and supported by taxation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BOREMAN. There is a marked differ- 
ence between institutions of learning and cem- 
etery companies. To institutions of learning 
authorized by law all persons are invited. To 
a cemetery company owned by private stock- 
holders all persons are not invited, nor can 
they go without permission, unless it is given 


them by this law, ‘There is an entire differ- ji objection? 


ence legally and in practice... So it is with the 
other matters that are mentioned in the bill 
preceding the subject of schools. In regard 
to innkeepers, they invite the public ; com- 
mon carriers invite the public ; theaters in- 
vite the public; schools invite the public; 
but cemetery companies owned by private 
stockholders do not invite the public. They 
control their own property as any private in- 
dividual does. That the same rule ought not 
to apply to those different institutions seems 
to me so plain that it does not need any argu- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator from 
West Virginia allow me to remind him that 
the next clause meets his point. It says: 

But private schools, cemeteries, and institutions 
of learning established exclusively for white or col- 
ored persons, and maintained respectively by vol- 
untary contributions, shall remain according to the 
terms of the original establishment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I understand what fol- 
lows very well; but unfortunately the phrase- 
ology that we are now talking about includes 
that which follows. The mere declaration 
afterward that private establishments of this 
sortare not to be affected by this law doesnot 
exclude private institutions or organizations 
from being included in the preceding portions 
of the law. The preceding phraseology in- 
cludes private property. 

Mr. SUMNER. This isin the nature of a 
proviso, the Senator will notice, limiting the 
previous language. 

Mr. BOREMAN., I will make a suggestion 
of this sort, which, it seems to me, will prob- 
ably cure the difficulty: to insert the word 
“ public’ immediately preceding ‘‘ cemetery,” 
so as to read, ‘‘ trustees and officers of public 
cemetery associations and benevolent institu- 
tions.” That is a mere suggestion. I have 
no right to offer an amendment now. 

Mr. CORBETT. It seems to me the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts ought to accept the 
suggestion of striking out the word “ or’? and 
inserting ‘‘ and,’’ so that the clause will read, 
“ the same being supported by moneys derived 
from general taxation and authorized by law.”’ 

Mr. SUMNER. I have already explained 
that those words—I wish my friend would bear 
it in mind—qualify the previous provision with 
reference to common schools and other public 
institutions of learning. Take my own State; 
take Harvard College; it is not an institution 
supported by ‘‘moneys derived from general 
taxation; ” butitis an institution ‘‘ authorized 
by law.” 

Now, I wish under this law to make it im- 
possible for Harvard College to close its gates 
against a colored person. Take Amherst Col- 
lege in Massachusetts; it is the same. Take 
all our great institutions of learning. They are 
not sustained by '*‘ moneys derived from general 
taxation,” but they are ‘‘authorized by law.” 
The Senator would make it possible for all 
those great institutions to close their gates 
against a colored person. I do not think that 
is right. 

Mr. CORBETT. Common schools, I sup- 
pose, are authorized by law. . 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘They are, and so is Har- 
vard College authorized by law. 

Mr. CORBETT. What exception is there, 
then? 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave already stated that 
Harvard College is not supported by moneys 
derived from general taxation, nor is Amherst 
College, nor is the great theological institution 
at Andover, nor any of the great institutions 
of learning in Massachusetts. They are not 
supported by moueys derived from general 
taxation, but they are authorized by law. I 
want to reach those cases, and the Senator 
favors an amendment which leaves those great 
institutions with full power to close their gates 
against colored persons. 

Mr. CORBETT. Would not the language 


‘‘eommon and. publie schools’? meet the 


es 


Mr. SUMNER. No; it would not. -Tt is 
‘other institutions of learning.’ That is thë 
phrase that is introduced in tlie eleventh line. 
- Mr. CORBETT. It seems to me that tō 


‘change the word ‘ or” to‘¢and’’ would cover 


the case. orn Red 
The VICE PRESIDENT. -The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts... 
The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. VICKERS. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding at the end of the third 
section the following words: 

And that the right of appeal às in other caseg 
shall be allowed to any party aggrieved. 

So as to read: 

And any of the aforesaid officers failing to insti- 
tute and prosecutesuch proceedings herein required 
shall, for every such offense, forfeit and pay the sum 
of $500 to the person aggrieved thereby, to be recov- 
ered by an action on the case, with full costs; and 
shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and be fined not less than $1,000 
nor more than $5,000; and that the right of appeal 
as in othet cases shall be allowed to any party 
aggrieved. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I see no objections to 
that; but that is the law now—‘ the right of 
appeal as in other cases.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I move to insert after 
the word ‘‘institutions,’? on the fourteenth 
line, the words “of a public character ;’’ soas 
to read: 


By trustees and offtcers ofcemetery associations and 
benevolent institutions of a public character, &c. 


Mr. SUMNER. I make no objection to 
that. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no farther 
amendment be proposed, the bill will be re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. COOPER. Has the vote been yet taken 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SUMNER] as amended? 

The VICE PRESIDENY. The Senator 
from Tennessee demands a vote upon agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator trom 
Massachusetts, as amended, as a substitute 
for the original bill. 

Mr. COOPER. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I may not have under- 
stood the announcement just made by the 
Vice President; but if I did understand it, E 
do not know that the condition of the bill 
agrees with the statement made by the Vice 
President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In what respect? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand that as the 
whole matter now before the Senate stands, 
the amnesty bill of the House was adopted sub- 
stantially and also the bill offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts with certain changes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has not 
yet been agreed to. The question now is on 
agreeing to this amendment of the Senator 
trom Massachusetts as amended by the Senate, 
which now embraces seven sections, as a sub- 
stitute for the original House amnesty bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not wish to cause 
the delay of having it all read over, but I 
merely desired to know whether I understood 
it as the Chair does. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If it shall be 
agreed to, probably when the billis reported 
to the Senate the amendment should be read 
all through as various amendments are pro- 
posed to be made to it in the Senate, which 
cannot by parliamentary law be made to it 
now in Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand that if 


On that question I ask fox 


„we vote down this amendment then we have 
‘before us the amnesty bill as it passed the 


House, - i 
Mr; EDMUNDS, Yes, sir, 


” 
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The VICE PRESIDENT.. And subject to 
further debate or amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But if we vote down 
this amendment that leaves the amnesty bill 
before us just as it passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, and 
T understand that if we vote in favor of this 
amendment we vote amnesty to the disabled 
traitors and equal rights to the colored men ; 
they go hand in hand together. So we all 
understand it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to reply to that, 
that this term “equal rights” has been bandied 
about by the Senator from Vermont and the 
Senator from Massachusetts till perhaps they 
believe there is some such question in the 
pill. Ihave put the qnestion to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, to tell me whereih the 
right of the colored man and the right of the 
white man was different in traveling or ata 
hotel, and he cannot do it, and he does not 
pretend to do it. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
and have done it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He has not done it, and 
he cannot do it. 1 say that the colored man’s 
right to travel is the same as that of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and his right to be 
entertained is the same; and 1 challenge the 
Senator here and now to tell me, if he can, 
any right that a white man has got to travel on 
a car or to be entertained at a hotel that a 
colored man has not. He cannot do it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes; but the Senator 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Massachusetts will please suspend one 
moment. The Senate have heard the colloquy 
between the Senator from Vermont on the one 
side and the Senator from Hlinois on the 
other, and the Chair, therefore, may be in- 
dulged in saying that by the agreement of yes- 
terday, unless some Senator moves an amend- 
ment, the yote must now be taken, because 
there were to be five-minute speeches on amend- 
ments, That was the express ruling; it was 
go ruled by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Canveyter,| occupying the chair at three 
o'clock, ‘The Senator fram Massachusetts is 
now entitled to the floor; but an amendment 
must be moved before debate can proceed 
under the order, unless the Senate sees fit 
to suspend the rule. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
then. 

Mr. BDMUNDS. Let us give the Senator 
from Hlinois the benefit of his speech. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will call the roll upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts as 
amended by the Senate, as a substitute for the 
original [Louse bill. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD. On this subject I am paired 
with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Simran. ] 
If he were here he would vote in favor of this 
amendment, and I should vote against it. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 28; 
as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
Harlan, Howe, Keiloge, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, West, Wilson, and Windom—27. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton. Ferry of Connecticut, Goldth waite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Hill, Hitch- 


I have pretended to do it, 


{ have nothing to say, 


cock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Pratt, 
Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, 


Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—28. 

ABSENT — Mes Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Chandler, Cole, D of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, 
Hamiin, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, 
Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, 
Stockton, and Thurman—19, 


The amendment, as amended, was rejected. 
Mr. SUMNER. I now move what is known 
as the civil rights bill as amended, as an addi 


tion to the pending biil. oh 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That is just what we. 
have voted upon. a 


Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 
different. proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is a spe- 
cific declaration in the rules that a motion to 
strike out and insert being rejected, as has 
been the case in the present instance, shall 
not preclude a succeeding motion to add or 
to strike out separately. This is a motion to 
insert. The Senator from Massachusetts now 
moves to add to the amnesty bill the-five sec- 
tions known as the civil rights bill as they were 
just now amended by the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. Irise to a point of order. 
It is a thing I very rarelydo. Perhaps I ought 
not to do it now, but the result willshow. Is 
it in order for the Senator, after having moved 
his bill as a substitute and having failed on 
that motion, now to offer it asan amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The previous 
motion wes a motion to strike out and insert, 
which is of the highest character of amend- 
ment. That has been disagreed to. Itisuow 
in order for any Senator to move to add to the 
amnesty bill any section which would be in 
order under the law of this body, one section, 
two sections, three sections or five sections, 
but not the particular amendment which has 
been rejected. ‘The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to add to 
the amnesty bill the five sections known as the 
civil rights bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must have misunder- 
stood then the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. I supposed he offered those 
sections with the amendments which had been 

put on in committee. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; I mean with the verbal 
emendations. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That is not the 
point of the Senator from California. The 
Senator supposed that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts offered exactly the same proposi- 
tion which had been rejected just now. 

Mr. SUMNER. Not at all—my original 
civil rights bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts, instead of moving to 
strike out and insert, has now moved to add 
to the amnesty bill the five sections known as 
the civil rights bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, (atsix o’clockand twenty 
five minutes p. m.) I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to debate 
this question at all. I merely wish to make 
an inquiry of the Chair, that I may understand 
what L am voting fororagainst. [ understand 
the bill of the House to be now before us, and 
with an amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, to add to that the pro- 
visions for civil rights—if I may say that with- 
out offense to the Senator from Illinois, who 
1s very touchy on that subject—as those pro- 
visions have been modified and perfected by 
the previous action of the Senate on the other 
question. ‘That is the question as I under- 
stand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that hespeaks of these measures as ‘‘ civil 
rights” and ‘‘amnesty’’ only in accordance 
with the nomenclature in use in the Senate, 
(without saying whether theyinvolve those ideas 
or not,) to save cirenmlocntion. The Senate 
have refused to strike out the House amnesty 
bill and insert the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, as amended. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts now moves to add to 
the amnesty bill, so that if agreed to it shall go 
-to the House as an amendment, the five sec- 


Tt is a very 


I ask for the yeas and 


tions popularly known as the civil rights bill. 
Mr. BOREMAN, I wish to know in what 


form these five sections are proposed, whether 
they have the verbal amendments agreed to 


before. _ : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Asamended by 
the Senate. , 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to state that òn 
this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN.] If he were 
present I should vote “‘nay,’’ and he would vote 
(13 n 

ea. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Gameron, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Fen- 
ton. Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Pratt, 
Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, and Vickers—28, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Chandler, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, 
Ifamtin, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Stockton, and 
Thurman—l8. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, to add the five sections known as 
the civil rights bill to the House amnesty bill, 
the yeas are 28, and the nays are 28, The 
Chair votes in the affirmative, and the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. MORTON. I now move to amend the 
second section of the amnesty bill by inserting 
the amendment which I send to the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion will be on concurring in the amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole to 
the Houseamnesty bill. Afterward the Senator 
from Indiana will have an opportunity to move 
to ameùd that. The first question is on con- 
curring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr, STEWART called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Sxerman,] who would 
vote “yea” if present, and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, On this ques- 
tion | am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Cameron.] If he were pres- 
ent he would vote in the affirmative, and I 
should vote in the negative. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harian, 
Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—27. 

NAYS— Messrs, Alcorn, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Couper, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland. Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 
Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—25. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Frelingbuysen, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Paiterson, Ransom, Robert- 
son. Sawyer. Schurz, Sherman, Stockton, Thurman, 
and West—22, 

So the amendment made asin Committee of 
the Whole was concurred in. 

Mr. MORTON. I now move to amend the 
second section of the amnesty bill by inserting 
after the word ‘‘same,”’ in line ‘six : 

That he isnot, and has not been at any, timo 


within two years preceding the passage of this act, 
a member of either of the organizations commonly 


| known by the names of the “ Invisible Empire of 


America,” the “White Brotherhood,” or the "t Con- 


4 stitutional Union Guard,” respectively, nor of any 


branch of the organization commonly Known as the 
“ Ku Klax Klan.” 7 


So that if amended the section will read : 


That before any person shall be entitled to the 
benefit ofthis act, he shall, within the district where 
he resides, before a clerk of some court of the Unite 


States, or a United States commissioner, take an 
subscribe an oath or affirmation to support the Gon- 
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stitution of the United States, and to bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same, and that he is not, and 
has not been at any time within two years preced- 
ing the passage of this act, a member of either of the 
organizations, &¢. 

Mr, CASSERLY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
as I stated before. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Har- 
lan, Hitchcock, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Rice, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—20. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Sauls- 
bury, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—17. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Thorman, 
and West—27. 


. So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the 
first section by inserting in the twelfth line, 
after the word ‘‘the’’ and before the word 
“í Congress,’ the words ‘* Thirty-Sixth ;” and 
in the thirteenth line, by striking out the words 
“withdraw from and;’’ so that that proviso 
will read: : 

First, members of the Thirty-Sixth Congress of 
the Untted States who aided the rebellion. 

My object in moving the amendment is to 
have the classes to whom this act of grace is 
not extended by this bill embrace those mem- 
bers of Congress (and it is only members 
of the Thirty-Sixth Congress to which this 
applies) who, instead of on a certain sense of 
honor withdrawing, bravely and boldly going 
out to fight against us, stayed here until the 
end of the session through the winter, draw- 
ing their pay, embarrassing the action of Gov- 
ernment, and giving information to the enemy. 
I think they are a much less deserving class 
‘than those who from a mistaken sense of State 
rights or duty, or whatever they might call it, 
told us flatly they could not abide by the Union 
_any more and bravely went out, leaving another 
class of people here. There were several—I 
do not remember their names at this moment— 
who stayed through, as I say, for the purpose of 
embarrassing the Government all they could 
and giving information to the enemy, and the 
moment their time was up on the 4th of March 
went into the ranks of the rebellion. My 
amendment is designed merely to include them 
with those other members of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress who are already excluded by this 
bill as it stands. 

Mr. HILL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont 

y striking out the words ‘‘ Thirty-Sixth,”’ so 
as to read *‘ members of Congress,’’ and it will 
embrace them from the beginning of the Gov- 
ernment. I think we mightas well include all 
who were ever members of Congress as those 
who were in that particular Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Vermont moves to amend the first sec- 
tion so as to read ‘‘members of the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress who aided the rebellion ;”’ and 
the Senator from Georgia moves to amend 
the amendment by striking ont ‘the Thirty- 
Sixth,” so that it will read ‘‘ members of the 
Congress of the United States who aided the 
rebellion.” The question is first on tbe 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 

ermont. y 

Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 


I am paired 


The question | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to.add, so. 


that there shall be no mistake, that the Thirty- 
ah Congress ended on the 4th of March, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I shall vote against 
this amendment, because some of the mem- 
bers of that Congress have already received 
amnesty. The degree of guilt cannot be meas- 
ured. If one did wrong, then-all were wrong. 
I do not see how this Senaté, after having 
extended amnesty to some of the members of 
the Thirty-Sixth Congress, should now refuse 
it to any. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Clayton, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Gilbert, Harlan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Spen- 
cer, Sumner, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Messrs._ Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hiil, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Norwood, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and W est—24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Howe, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Solaris Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, and Tbur- 
man—27. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move nowtoamend by 
making it read ‘ members of the Thirty-Sixth 
and Thirty-Seventh Congress of the United 
States who aided the rebellion.” I am told 
by my friend from Illinois that some members 
of the Thirty-Seventh Congress participated in 
the rebellion; it did not occur to me at the 
moment, as I was not here. This is the same 
amendment with the addition named so as to 
include both Congresses. I presume Senators 
do not wish to have this relief from disability 
apply to those two classes of persons; at 
any rate, I move the amendment, 

Mr. HILL. I renew my amendment, to 
embrace all who were ever members of Con- 
gress who aided in the rebellion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Georgia moves to amend this amendment by 
striking out ‘‘ Thirty-Sixth and Thirty-Sev- 
enth,’’ so as to read *‘ all members of the Con- 
gress of the United States who aided the re- 
bellion.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. That amendment has at 
least this to recommend it, that it is a move- 
ment in the same direction as the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, the only differ- 
ence being thatit goesa little furtherand is more 
logical than his. The next recommendation 
is that it will be a great economy of time, be- 
cause we be here adding Congresses by pairs, 
and by threes, and one at atime, for an incon- 
venient period all this evening. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator from 
California is so much -in favor of this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia, I will ask 
for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I say is that I 
think itis a much better amendment than the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will not accom- 
modate my friend by asking for the yeas and 


nays. 

Me CASSERLY. I consider neither of 
them very desirable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont accept the amendment to 
the amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; because that will 
have the effect probably to defeat it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The adoption of an 
amendment that will end this hanging, draw- 
ing, and quartering of Congresses, as I said, 
by twos and threes and ones, is desirable at 
this hour of the evening. ae 

Mr. HILL. I merely wish to say, in justice 
to myself, thal I am not seeking to embarrass 
anybody by this amendment, and I think it 
simple justice if you are going to visit pen- 


i| cut, 


alties upon those who occupied seats in the 
Thirty-Sixth and Thirty-seventh Congresses, 
who entered into the rebellion afierward, 
that others who had occupied seats in pre~ 
vious Congresses should also as well be ex- 
cluded. .] cannot see any difference in the 
enormity of guilt. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment ‘of the Senator from 
Georgia eto the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. . ` 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question’ 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont, to exclude members of the 
Thirty-Sixth and Thirty-Seventh Congresses 
who aided the rebellion. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to inquire 
why the Thirty-Seventh Congress is included ? 
The Thirty-Sixth Congress was the one that 
ended in 1861. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ended on the 4th of 
March, 1861; but I was told after I had moved 
the amendment—I did not hold the papers be- 
fore me—that some members of the ‘Thirty- 
Seventh Congress aided the rebellion, to wit, 
Mr. Breckinridge and Mr. Bright, and perhaps 
some other notable examples. 

Mr. BOREMAN. ‘Those were members of 
the Thirty: Sixth Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Breckinridge was in the 
Lhirty-Seventh Congress. 

Mr. STEVENSON. General Breckinridge 
was a member of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, 
and so was Mr. Henry ©. Bumett, of Ken- 
tucky. They were two to whom this would 
apply; I know of no others; but Mr. Burnett 


is dead. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam told that one of the 
Senators from Arkansas, Mitchel, was a mem- 
ber of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, and after- 
ward a member of the rebel senate at Rich- 
mond. 

Mr. STEVENSON. R. W. Johnson was 
Senator from Arkansas in the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mitchel was the Sena- 
tor, as I am informed on the best authority, 
whotook Mr. Johnson's place from Arkansas,in 
March, 1861, and then left the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress and went into the rebel congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 


mont. ; 

Mr. BOREMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeag 22, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Clayton, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harlan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, 
Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—22. 

NAYS-—Messrs corn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davisof W Virginia, Ferry of Connecti- 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, HU, 
Johnston; Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, Vickers, and 
West—21. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hitehcock, Howe, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, 
Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, 
Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, and Trumbull—al, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to insert the lan- 
guage of the House bill, which is ‘* any Con- 
gress.” Our friends can all vote for the House 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas moves further to amend by strik- 
ing out the first clause, as amended, and 
inserting ‘members of the Congress of the 
United States who aided the rebellion.” 

Mr. WILSON. | hope that will not pre- 
vail. 


Mr. ALCORN. 


Why not say “ Governors 


of States,” also? 
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Mr. POMEROY. 
who left Congress. 

Mr. WILSON, This goes further, and 
includes those who served in Congress at any 


time. 

Mr. POMEROY. If there is any objection 
I withdraw it, I thought it would improve 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. I think an amendment ought 
to be adopted in the first and second lines of 
the bill. The words “all legal and political 
disabilities’? are used. I move to strike out 
the words ‘all legal and political’ and insert 
“the,” so as to read, ‘‘ the disabilities im- 
posed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments.’’ There is no classi- 
fication of disabilities in the amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. That will probably obviate 
the necessity of an amendment I was about to 
offer at the end of the second section, which I 
will read for the information of the Senate: 

Provided, That the removal of such disabilities 
sball not have the effect of giving the persons re- 
lieved the standing in court or elsewhere of loyal 
persons so as to assert any claim against the United 
btates which they do not now possess for or on ac- 
count of tho appropriation of or injury to their 
property during the late war by the Army and Navy 
of the United States, 

One of these amendments ought obviously 
to be adopted. If that suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is adopted it will 
probably obviate the necessity of this. 

‘The VICK PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania is now 
pending. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the billto be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is, shall this bill pass? which by the Constitu- 
tion requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. DA VIS, of West Virginia, and others, 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. POMEROY, The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Anritony] is paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr Carvenrer. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Ou the final passage of this 
bill I am paired with my colleague, (Mr. 
Cameron.) He would vote “yea,” if present, 
and J shonld vote +f nay.” 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator’s colleague is 
paired with the Senator from Texas, [Mr. 
Haxon. ] 

Mr. TRUMBULL, We pairs with two, 

Mr. SCOTT. I that is the case, I suppose 
Tam at liberty to vote; but he paired with me 
before he tefe 

Mr. SCOTT. 
declined to vote? 

Me. HAMILTON, of Texas. I have not 
voted since l paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Camerox. ] 

The Secretary proceeded to call the.rall. 

Mr. SCOTT, (when his name was called.) 
The Senator from ‘Texas informs me that he 
has voted, and he voting, E will keep the pair 
with my colleague, [Mr. Cameroy,] who if 
present would vote “yea,” and 1 should vote 
t nay,” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 
22, as follows: 


It takes out any man 


sey, Reen 
West. Wi 
NAYsS--Messrs. Aicorp, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Casserly, Uoo Divis of West Virginia. Ferry of 
Conneetient, Goldiawaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamiiton of Texas, Hill, Jobnston, Kelly, Logan, 
d. Sauis n Stevenson, Tipton, Trumbull, 


sis s. Anthony, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 
Patterson, Ransom, Robertson. Sawyer, Schurz, 
Scott, Sherman, Stockton, and Thurman—20. 


Has the Senator from Texas. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On the passage 


‘of this bill the yeas are 32 and the nays 


are 22. Two thirds not having voted in the 
affirmative, the bill is rejected. 


FANNIE M. JACKSON. 
Mr. HOWE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conforence on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bil] (H. R. No. 2042) 
entitled “ An act for the relief of Fannie M. Jack- 
son, of Tennessee, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate and concur with an 
amendmentstriking out $698 a0, and ingering $1,400; 
and that the Senate agree tot ha sy meo, HOWE, 

JOIN SCOTT, 

HENRY COOPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
AUSTIN BLAIR, 

JOHN T. HARRIS, 
i. McJUNKIN, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
that explained in a word for the sake of hav- 
ing it on the record. 

Mr. HOWE, There was a difference of 
opinion between the House Committee and 
the Senate Committee on Claims upon two 
points: one was as to the quantity of cotton 
belonging to this lady that the Government 
had received, and the other was as to the price 
that we ought to, account for. Both were 
agreed that we had no business with any of it ; 
it never belonged to us; it was taken in viola- 
tion of all orders and of all law. The testi- 
mony was not entirely satisfactory upon either 
of those points. ‘Che Senate committee were 
quite averse to paying more for the cotton per 
pound than went into the ‘Treasury, although 
we were perfectly satisfied that that was much 
less than the cotton was worth, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She would have a pri- 
vate action against the party who took it. 

Mr. HOWE. That is not so clear. The 
dispute was finally settled. If the view of the 
House committee had prevailed, she would have 
been entitled to about nineteen hundred dol- 
lars. There was a mistake in figuring made 
by myself when the claim was before me. 
Upon my own principle, it should have been 
between seven and eight hundred dollars. But 
we finally compromised the matter by agreeing 
to report in favor of $1,400. 

Mr. KDMUNDS. J do not wish this to be 
taken as a precedent in cases of this kind for 
paying any more money out of the Treasury 
than has been got. into it. 

Mr. HOWE. We do not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘Then it is all right. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSR. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuurson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the followiug bills: 

A bill (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay certain certificates issued 
eo oe purposes in Lawrence, Kansas ; 
ant 

A bill (S. No. 936) relinquishing certain 
wharf property to the city of New Orleans. 

The message alsoannounced that the Louse 
had passed the following bills, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurreuce 
of the Senate : 

A bill (S. No. 471) to amend an act entitled 
“An act supplementary to an act to provide for 
farnishing artificial limbs to disabled soldiers,” 
approved June 30, 1870 ; and 

A bill (S. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 
Mexico. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills ; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (I. R. No, 1513) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to expend certain moneys for 
the purpose of sinking au artesian well on the 
Fort D. A. Russell military reservation, in 
Wyoming Territory ; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2702) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish the State of Min. 
nesota with five hundred ‘stand of arms; 

A bill (H.R. No. 2703) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish a duplicate certifi- 
cate of discharge where the same has been lost; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2704) for the relief of S. 
P. Jocelyn; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2706) to amend an act ` 
entitled ‘* An act to provide for the disposition 
of useless military reservations,” approved 
February 24, 1871. 


AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
peee d to the consideration of Senate bill 
o. 791, 
Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the bill? 

Mr. MORTON. It is in regard to the 
election law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the 
bill will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. A bill (S. No. 791) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the 
Union, and for other purposes.’ ” ` 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the bill about? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us have it read, that we 
may understand what it is. 

Mr. MORTON. I can state the substance 
of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose it is only 
desired to take it up and then adjourn. 

Mr. MORTON, I want it taken up, and 
left as unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there any objection 
to that? s 

Mr. MORTON. As soon as it is taken up 
I will yield for a motion to adjourn, 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at seven 


„o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the Senate 


adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 10, 1872, 

The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ji. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. After fifteen min- 
utes had been consumed in the reading, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is now a very fall 
Senate, and L move that the further reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, and Mr. HAM- 
ILTON, of Maryland. I object. 

‘The Secretary continued and concluded the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings. 

ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Iask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 58, on which we have had 
so much trouble, so as to have a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks that the Louisiana elec: 
tion bill be taken up subject to morning busi- 
ness. Is there objection? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not think any bill 
ought to be taken up subject to morning bust 
ness. lt embarrasses those of us who have 
morning business to present. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not desire to embar- 
rass business. I propose to give way to morn- 
ing business and take my chance. I do not 
wish to antogonize with any bill of my friend 
from California. It ‘*vexes my righteous 
soul’? from day to day to antagonize my bill 
against all others; but [ want it understuod 
that I propose that it be taken up subject to 
morning basiness; that is all. I do not want 
to take it up against the morning business. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator from 
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ouisiana will pardon me, but I must object | 
to taking up any bill in this way. 
BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMEROB. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
gent of the Senate to take a recess on Tuesday 
next from half past four to half past seven 
o'clock for the purpose of considering bills 
from the Committee on Commerce at the eyen- 
ing session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan asks unanimous consent that 
there be an evening session at half past seven 
o'clock on Tuesday evening to consider busi- 
ness from the Committee on Commerce, the 
unfinished business of the afternoon to be the 
unfinished business for the nextday. Is there 
objection? ` 

Mr. COLE. What bills have the Commit- 
tee on Commerce back? They had a day not 
long ago. aoe 
Mr. CHANDLER. There are two long bills 
which it will take some time to read, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rose to say that if it 
would do any good as arule I should object 
to these propositions, because I do not think 
ip a good way to do business to set apart days 
for particular committees; but we have done 
it, and T suppose it would not do any good to 
object, except to assert my mere personal will, 
for I dare say the Senate would agree to it; 
and so, under protest, I do not object. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are two very long 
bills, eighty-eight pages each—one upon ship- 
ping commissioners, and the other upon steam- 

oat inspections, &c.—that I should like to 
haye considered. It will take three or four 
hours at least to read them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no 
objection; and the order asked by the Senator 
from Michigan is made. The Chair will state 
also that the unfinished business of the afier- 
noon will be by these understandings the 
unfinished business for the next day, so that 
bills undisposed of at the evening session will 
go upon the Calendar. 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I am informed that it 
was supposed by one or two Senators that the 
bill taken up last night jast before the Senate 
adjourned, upon the motion of the Senator 
from Indiana, was the bill that I have endeav- 
ored to get up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was not. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I have so informed Sen- 
ators, and I do not think there will be any 
objection now to my request; and J therefore 
renew my request, that Senate bill No. 58 be 
taken up, subject to morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair mast 
ask unanimous consent, though objection was 
made before, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
election bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ana election bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not wish to antag- 
onize it against morning business. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. As soon 
as the morning business is over the Senator 
from Louisiana can call up the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. He desires to 
call it up and then yield for morning business. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I insist | 
on the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland objects. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. POMEROY. Subject to the same con- 
ditions and limitations granted tothe Senator 
from Michigan for the Committee on Com- 
merce, I ask that the Committee on Public | 
Lands may have ‘Thursday evening of next 
week, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas asks that Thursday evening of 
next week be assigned, under the same con- 
ditions and limitations as have been made in 


Ts this the 


Itis the Louisi- | 


| from the various committees. 


recard to the assignment to the Committee on 
Commerce, for the business of the Committee 
on Public Lands, a day for which was assigned 
before and superseded by other publie busi- 


ness. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The state of the public 
business is such that if we go to promising all 
the evenings next week we shall find our- 
selves in an unpleasant position. Therefore 
I must say that I, for one, cannot consent. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects, and it requires unani- 
mous consent, 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I object to the 
assignments already made. É 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks | 


that objection is very late now. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to say, for the 
Committee on Public Lands, that we have not 
a bill that we have reported which will be disz 
cussed a moment, I suppose; there is not one 
land grant reported. Those bills reported are 
measures granting the right of way to certain 
companies, and creating certain land districts, 
which will pass on their reading. We had 
one day assigned to us, but we were super- 
seded by the unfinished business of the day 
before. Now, the Committee on Public Lands 
will not report any bills, ar else if they do 
report them they want them to have one 
opportunity at least for passing them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont, however, objects, and it requires 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe it 
was considered generally that we should have 
Saturday for these miscellaneous subjects. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then 1 will say Saturday 
of next week. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
desire to have Saturday set apart, but I under- 
stand that Saturday was, according to general 
agreement, to be appropriated to miscellaneous 
business. I think the Senator from Kansas 
will stand as good a chance on that day as 
other Senators. I trust he will bring up his 
bills on Saturday. 

Mr. POMEROY. 


da, $ 

ie: MOBRILL, of Vermont. Ido notdesire 
to have it set apart, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think this is all wrong. 
This conversation seems to be going on by 
unanimous consent, and I wish to reise my 
protest against this whole arrangement. I 
think it is unprecedented in the Senate, and 
is against the public interests and all wrong, 
that the time of the Senate is apportioned out 
here, and that done outside of the Senate 
Chamber at that, and only certain measures 
are to be taken up. Itis known that I have 
charge of some measures of publie import- 
ance. I have no opportunity to get them to 
the consideration of the Senate, It is under- 
stood in advance that nothing shall be taken 
up in this body but certain measures, it seems, 
I think we have had enough of it. I think the 
country ought to know that it is only certain 
business that can be considered in the Senate 
of the United States. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the country bas been 
sufficiently informed upon that point, I will 
make a suggestion, not for the country, but 
for the Senate. There are upon our Calen- 
dar a great many unobjected bills that came 
There is un- 
doubtedly a grave objection to assigning a 
particular evening or 


If I can have Satur- 


only those who are interested in that business 
appear here, and the legislation loses the ben- 
efit of the supervision of the whole Senate. 
Now, ifyou would set apart a day or two for 
the Calendar of unobjected cases, then every 
committee would be represented upor that 
Calendar, and the whole Senate would have an 
interest in it, and we should dispose of a great 
deal of business which every one is willing to 
have disposed of, and do no prejudice to busi- 


a particular time for the | 
| business of a particular committee, beeduse 


ness passed over. I think if we could set 
apart some two or three days next week when 
we would take up the Calendar of unobjected 
cases, we could pass fifty or sixty bills that 
everybody desires to have passed. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is my judgment, 
and I ask for a general understanding that 
on Tuesday next we shall take up the Calen- 
dar and proceed with the unobjected cases, _ 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yon cannot do that until 
some more pressing business is disposed of, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Say Friday. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move, then, that on Fri 
day next we proceed with the Calendar in its 


order, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we had better 
make no such arrangement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from IHinois objects to the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the Senator from 
Kansas knows that, he has bound himself to 
proceed with certain measures and none others- 
in this Chamber. Let him stand up to his 
agreement, if he chooses. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator from Tli- 
nois knows that, he knows more than the 
Senator from Kansas does. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As I understand, he is 
committed to certain measures being taken up 
in a certain order. 

Mr. POMEROY. TheSenator from Kansas 
is not committed at all. If the Senator from 
Illinois is committed, he can stand to his com- 
mittal. 

Mr. WINDOM. I rise for the purpose of 
adding my request to that of the Senator from 
Kansas. ‘lhe Committee on Public Lands have 
had`no chance at this session. The Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary have had an entire day. 
It seems to me it does not come with a good 
grace from the chairman of the Commitiee on 
the Judiciary, which committee had an entire 
day, to object to other committees being 
heard. 

Mr. POMEROY. It may sound very well 
for the Committee on the Judiciary, who have 
had a whole day, as the Senator from Mione- 
sota says, now to say that another committee 
shall not have a day. f 

Mr. BOREMAN. Perhaps while this col- 
loquy is going on upon the other side of the 
Chamber, I may have permission to passa bill 
for Dakota Territory. [Laughter. ] 

The ViCH PRESIDENT. It is the duty 
of the Chair first to submit messages from the 
House of Representatives on his table, which, 
under the twenty-fourth rule, have priority of 
all other business at this time. 

Mr. BOREMAN. We have had a bill up 
three or four times for Dakota Territory, and 
I thought it might be passed while this collo- 
quy was going on upon the other side. 

The VICE PRESIDEN!. Pending the 
execution of the twenty-fourth rule the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia asks unanimous con- 
sent to consider a bill the tithe of which will 
be reported. he Chair cannot object. The 
title will be reported if no Senator objects. 

The Cuter Crerx. A bill (3. No. 617) 
approving the act passed by the Legislative 
Assembly of Dakota Territory authorizing the 
people to vote aid to railroads, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thar will lead to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe that is the 
same bill we had up the other day. I desire 
to look at it and sce if it has been properly 
amended. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY AT AUGUSTA, GEORGIA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (8. No. 626) to author» 
ize the sale of certain publie property at 
Augusta, Georgia. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a sub- 
stitute for the original bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ DISCHARGES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 809) to prohibit 
the retention of soldiers’ discharges by claim 
agents and attorneys. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘improperly retain or refuse 
to deliver the discharge papers of any such soldier, 
sailor, or marine, or commissioned officer,”? and 
insert. in lieu thereof the following: 

Retain without the consent of the owner or own- 
ers thereof, or shall refuse to deliver or account 
for, upon demand duly made by the owner or own- 
ers thereof, or by their agent or attorney, the dis- 
charge papers of any such soldier, sailor, or marine, 
orcommissioned officer, which may have been placed 
in his hands for the purpose of collecting said claim. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendment. p 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read as 
it will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

That any claim agent, attorncy or other person 


engaged in the collection of claims for pay, bounty, . 


pension, or other allowances for any soldier, sailor, 
or marine, or for any commissioned officer of the 
military or naval forces, or who may have been a 
soldier, sailor, marine, or officer of the regular or 
volunteer forces of the United States, and honor- 
ably discharged, who shall retain without the con- 
sent of the owner or owners thereof, or shall refuse 
to deliver or account for, upon demand duly made 
by theowner or owners thereof, or by their agentor 
attorney, the discharge paper of any such soldier, 
snilor, or marine, or, commissioned officer, which 
may have been placed in his hauds for the purpose 
of collecting said claim, shall bo deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction, be pun- 
ished by fine nobexceeding $500 or by imprisonment 
not exceeding six monts, or both, at the discretion 
of the court, and shall thereafter be debarred from 
prosecuting any such claim in any executive de- 
partment of the Government, 


The amendment was concurred in, 
PROTECTION OF NATIONAL CEMETERIES, 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep: 
resontatives to the bill (S. No. 446) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to establish and to pro- 
tech national cemeteries,” approved February 
22, 1867. 

The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was in section two, line three, to strike 
out “seventy-five to one hundred’? and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘sixty to seventy- 
five; so as to read : 

“Phat the superintendents of the national ceme- 


teries shall receive for thoircompensation from sixty 
to seventy-five dollars,” &e. 


Mr. WILSON. 1 move that the Senate con- 
cur in that amendment. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

APPOINTMENT OF PAYMASTER GENERAL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 463) to enable 
the President to appoint a Paymaster General 
of the Army. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was in line seven, after the word “gen- 
eral,” toinsert the words, ‘‘with the rank, pay, 
and emoluments of a colonel.” 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment of the House and 
ask for a committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
Presidentappointed Mr. Witsox, Mr. MORTON, 
and Mr, BLAIR. 

FORT sfaNTON, NEW MEXICO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 609) to. reduce 
the Limits of the miliary reservation at Fort 
Stanton, New Mexico. 


i 


The amendment was to strike out the words 
“ settlement and occupation under the home- 
stead,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘‘ entry and 
settlement under the ;’’ so as to read, “fand 
the balance of the reservation to be thrown 
open to entry and settlement under the laws 
of the United States.” 

Mr. WILSON. I move a concurrence in 
that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 471) to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act supplementary to an 
act to provide for furnishing artificial limbs to 
disabled soldiers,” approved June 80, 1870. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the bill and 
amendment. be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IIOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives, were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1428) for the relief of 
John L. Bullard; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1513) authorizing the See- 
retary of War to expend certain moneys for 
the purpose of sinking an artesian well on the 
Fort D. A. Russell military reservation, in 
Wyoming Territory ; 

“A bill (H. R. No. 1709) for the relief of 
Major John W. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the settlement 
of the account of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of United States volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2186) to authorize an ap- 
pointment in the inspector general’s depart- 
ment; 

A bill (IT. R. No. 2697) relative to retired 
officers of the Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2698) to provide for the 
payment for certain property taken by the 
Government for the extension of the military 
reservation at Camp Mohave, in the Territory 
of Arizona ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entitled ‘Au act to establish and protect na- 
tional cemeteries,” approved February 22, 
1867 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned 
eannon balls to certain organizations for 
monumental purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2702) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish the State of Min- 
nesoia with five hundred stand of arms; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2708) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish a duplicate cer- 
ieee of discharge where the same has been 
ost; 

A bil (H. R. No. 2704) for the relief of S. 
P. Jocelyn; and 

A bil (H. R. No. 2706) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the disposition 
of useless military reservations,” approved 


|| February 24, 1871. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented two petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy, iu favor of the pas- 
sage of a bill to provide industrial homes and 
training schools for the orphans of the soldiers 
and sailors who served iu the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the war of the re- 
bellion ; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to state that yesterday he received a peti- 
tion by telegraph from the chairman and sec- 


| retary of a committee of one hundred of San 


Francisco, on the subject of the bill in regard 


to Goat Island, objecting to it, and protesting 
against some non-publication in the newspapers 
of protests they have heretofore sent. : 

Mr. COLE. I ask that it be read, and pub- 
lished in the Globe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California desires this to be laid on the 
table, and printed in the Globe. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. CAMERON. I thinkit would bea very 
wrong precedent to have telegrams read here 
to operate on the proceedings of this body. 

Mr. COLE. Then it had better be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If objection is 
made, the Chair will reserve it, for he does 
not desire to obtrude petitions sent to him, 
upon the Senate. In his opinion, they should 
be sent to the Senators representing the States, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am directed 
by the Committee 

Mr. CASSERLY. Allow me to ask the 
Chair what disposition was made of that peti- 


tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 
that he had received a telegraphic dispatch 
which has the signatures in writing of Richard 
G. Smith, chairman, and Albert Wheeling, 
secretary, but written of course by the tele- 
graph operator, complaining of the non-public- 
ation by certain newspapers of the Associated 
Press of some protests sent on by telegraph in 
opposition to the bill in regard to Goat Island, 
and also opposing that bill, and asking the 
Vice President and the Speaker of the House 
to lay this before the Congress of the United 
States by order of the committee of one hun- 
dred. The Chair has always doubted whether 
telegraphic dispatches could be regarded as 
petitions; but as he was requested to lay this 
before the body, he asked consent to do so. 
There was objection to that; and the Chair 
stated that these petitions should be sent really 
through Senators when the States are repre- 
sented. There appears to be objection, the 
Chair understands, to this petition being thus 
transmitted through the Chair. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 regret the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] objected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The course has been 
frequently followed since E have been in the 
Senate, at least several times, of having a 
memorial by telegraph read as though it had 
been regularly forwarded by mail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The objection is not to 
the presentation in the form of a telegram, 
because that has been done many times; but 
by the Vice President, who is not a member 
of this body. ‘The Vice President can hand 
it to either of the Senators, and they can 
present it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will, 
with great pleasure, hand the petition to either 
of the Senators from California; and they can 
test the question before the Senate, as the 
Chair could not, because he cannot debate 
questions of that kind as a member of the 
body, which he is not. 

Mr. !RELINGHUYSEN presented the 
memorial of the Presbyterian society of Dal- 
ton, Georgia, praying compensation for & 
church building alleged to have been de- 
stroyed by United States troops; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of William 
H. Hendrickson, president of the board of 
visitors of the agricultural college of New 
Brunswick, New Jersey, praying Congress to 
bestow a further grant of land to certain scien- 
tific and polytechnic institutions in the various 
States of the Union which received the beu- 
efits of the congressional act of July 2, 1862, 
for the promotion of colleges of agriculture 
and the mechanic acts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Kducation and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
the United States, protesting against any 
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amendment to the Constitution by which for- 
eign-born persons may be eligible to the office 
of President ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 716) to incorporate the Utab Rail- 
road, Mining, and Land Company, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. No. 885) to reimburse George S. 
Fisher for losses sustained in the building and 
burning up_of the consulate of the United 
States, at Kanagawa, Japan, November 26, 
1866, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Rev. J. W. W. Bolton, of West Virginia, late 
chaplain in the Army, praying to be allowed 
a pension, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the petitioner 
has leave to withdraw his petition and papers ; 
which was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FALL RIVER, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
instructed me to report back two House bills 
providing for public buildings, one at Rock- 
land and one at Fall River, Massachusetts, 
one bill making no appropriation and one 
making an appropriation of $25,000; and as 
these are the only bills of the kind from the 
House of Representatives, which has been ex- 
ceedingly economical, I-ask to have them con- 
sidered at the present moment. I think they 
will give rise to no debate. 

Mr. KELLOGG, If I let this pass I shall 
have to let others pass. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object or not? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction ofa public building at Fall River, 
in the State of Massachusetts. The bill is a 
direction to the Seeretary of the Treasury to 
purchase at private sale or by condemnation, 
in pursuance of the statute of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, a lot of ground in the city of Fall 
River, Massachusetts, suitable for a site for a 
public building in that city, for the accommo- 
gation of the post office, custom-house, and 
“other offices of the United States, and to erect 
a building thereon, at a cost not exceoding, 
including the cost of the ground, $200,000, the 
plans for the building to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster 
General. But no money which may hereafter 
be appropriated for this purpose is to be used 
or expended until a valid title to the ground 
for the site of the building shall be vested in 
the United States, and until the State of Mas- 

‘ sachusetts shall cede its jurisdiction over the 
Site, and shall also duly release and relinquish 
to the United States the right to tax, or in any 
way assess, the site or the property of the Uni- 
ted States that may be thereon during the time 
that the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof. 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. This makes 
no appropriation, but merely authorizes the 
selection of a site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The other bill 
reported by the Senator from Vermont is the 
bill (H. R; No. 2616) anthorizing 

Mr. KELLOGG. I object and I ask unani- 
mous Consent. to take up Senate bill No. 58. 
Ta SUMNER. I wish to introduce a 

U 


Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. 


I withdraw 
the last report. ; 


TRANSIT OF ANIMALS. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Idesireto take 


up the bill in reference to the transit of cattle 
if there be no objection. It has passed the 
House. 7 

Mr. SUMNER. That is an excellent bill, 
whigh ought to pass. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think it will 
occupy very little time. 

Mr. SUMNER. Bet I wish to introduce a 
bill merely to have it printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The call is still 
resting at reports of committees. The Senator 
from New Jersey asks consent to consider the 
bill in regard to the transit of cattle. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
to offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has pri- 
ority; but resolutions have not yet been 
reached, 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I will, if the 
bill is taken up, consent to lay it aside for 
morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to its being taken up with that condition? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. . I object. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move, then, 
that the bill be set down specially for Monday 
evening. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Monday even- 
ing has been assigned for the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Not interfer- 
ing with the bills of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey asks that the bill moved by 
him be set down for next Monday’s evening 
session, not to interfere with the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. Is there objection to that 
proposition? 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator propose 
to ask the consideration and passage of the 
bill at that time? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. [t is 
a bill that has passed the House, and I think 
there will be very little if any objection to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I know it bas passed the 


House. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I haveno 
objection to setting this bill down for a partic- 
ular day; butit is an important bill, involving 
no inconsiderable interests, as weil as great 
principles, and a night session is not partic- 
ularly adapted to such a bill. On Monday 
night we are to consider other measures of 
public importance, I think coming from the 
Naval Committee, and we may have a very 
thin Senate by the time we reach the consider- 
ation of this question. I object, therefore, to 
its being assigned for a night session unless it 
be a night session devoted to this bill alone. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then I give no- 
tice that I will call it up to-morrow in the 
morning hour. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say before 
that matter passes from our consideration that 
while I think it avery desirable thing to do to 
provide some way against cruelty to animals 
that are being transported on the cars, the 
Senator from New Jersey must know that that 
involves the whole question of congressional 
authority over all the railroads of the United 
States, and whether we have a right to take 
charge of them. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Before the Sen- 
ator takes his seat 1 must say that I do not 
think it involves any question upon which 
there will be any difference ‘of opinion among 
Senators in this Chamber, that Congress has 
the undoubted right to regulate commerce 
between the States, because the Constitution 
says so in so many words. I do not see that 
there is any room for argument. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say a word 
upon this subject, to which I paid a good deal 


I have a Senate resolution 
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of attention a few years ago. I know thatthe 
kindlier people of the whole country are in- 
terested and excited on this subject. I believe 
also that the bill which has passed the House 
of Representatives meets the approbation of 
all the transporting companies in the country. 
The railroads and owners of cars are anxious 
that the question should be settled, and I am 
satisiied that there is not a member of the 
Senate who, if he will study the subject for a 
few moments, will oppose the bill. It is on 
the one part a humanitarian question, exciting 
very much many people of the country, and ` 
the bill is also agreed to by the business peo- 
ple of the country. I trust that some early 
day or evening will be assigned for the dispo- 
sition of the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Reports of com- 
mittees are still in order. ` 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2397) 
granting a pension to Margaret C. Gibson, have 
had the same under consideration, and direct 
me to report it back without amendment, and 
ifthere is no objection I should like to have 
tbe bill passed now. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to introduce a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That is in the 
nature of an objection. 

Mr. PRATT. I submit a report to accom- 
pany the bill, and I move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
858) granting a pension to John B. Rose, of 
Indiana, aenoitel at without amendment, aad 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed.- 

Mr. PRATT. The same committee, to 
whom were referred sundry petitions from 
citizens of Iowa, citizens of Philadelphia, and 
citizens of Wyandott, Kansas, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 1788, allowing 
totally and partially disabled soldiers and sea- 
men Increased pensions, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to 
report them back with the recommendation 
that they lie upon the table. I wish to say in 
this connection that the committee some days 
since directed me to report a bill upon the 
same subject, a bill which increases the pen- 
sions of those who lost both eyes or both hands 
inthe military or naval service to thirty dollars 
a month, and the pensions of those who lost 
both feet or one hand and one foot to twenty- 
four dollars a month, and of those who lost 
one hand or one foot to eighteen dollars a 
month. It is a measure of great justice, and 
T have once before appealed to the Senate for 
its consideration. It is a Senate bill, and it 
is necessary that it should go to the House of 
Representatives ; and there should be early 
action upon it here for that reason. I am 
quite sure that not a member of the Senate 
will object to the provisions of the bill when 
it comes to be considered. I now ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be taken up. 

Mr. VICKERS. I have morning business 
to present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland has been on the floor for some 
time with morning business. The Chair sug- 
gests to the Senator from Indiana that perhaps 
he can obtain unanimous consent at some 
early day. 

Mr. PRATT. I will ask for the consider- 
ation of this bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on. 
Commerce, to whom was referred the petition 
of Gerhard Wessels, reported a bill (S. No. 
1099) to grant an American register to the 
British brig Balear; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2098) to 
grant an American register to the Hawaiian 
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bark Florence, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1672) grant- 
ing to the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company the right of way, reported it without 
amendment. 3 

Mr. STEVENSON, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2636) for the relief of Red 
Bear, a chief of Pembina band of Chippewa 
Indians, reported it adversely, and moved its 
‘indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENT TO CLVIL RIGHTS ACT. 

Mr. SUMNER. Isend to the Chair a bill 
which 1 ask leave to introduce. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1102) supplementary 
to an act entitled ‘*An act to protect all citizens 


of the United States in their civil rights, and | 


to furnish the means for their vindication,” 
passed April 9, 1866; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let it take its place on the 
Calendar and be printed. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. 
printed if there be no objection, The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made, ‘The 
introduction of bills is still in order. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I be permitted to ask 


how that bill just offered by the Senator from | 


Massachusetts can go on the Calendar without 
a reference ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The rule docs 
not absolutely require a bill to be referred. 
Tt states that after the second reading it can 
be referred or can be amended ; so that a bill 
can be placed on the Calendar or it can be re- 
ferred. The Senator from Massachusetts asked 
consent fo introduce it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iwill simply explain this 
tothe Senator: the Senatoris aware that there 
is already ou the Calendar the first bill, one 
introduced by me, with the same title, which 
has been discussed much; but there have been 
various changes, and the bill now introduced 
in substantially that introduced at the begin- 
ning of the session with the emendations em- 
bodied; Uhatis all; and my main object was 
to have it printed so thatit could be before the 
Senate, should it be the subject of discussion 
hereafter, that the print should be within the 
reach of al. 

Mr. BAYARD. The body will of course con- 
trol its own business; bub the usual method 
has been, and the proper one certainly, that 
there should be a reference toa committee, 
especially of bills of a general character of this 
kind,- lam aware that a bill touching the 
same general subject was discussed and acted 
upon very conclusively by the Senate last night. 
It strikes me ns being very irregular that bills 
should pass directly (rom the hands of the Sen- 
ator offering them upon the Calendar of the 
Senale’s business. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Delaware, so as to 
sbow to him that no advantage can be taken 
by this, that, as in the case yesterday of the 
bill in regard to Goat Island, if it should 
become the subject of debate as to what com- 
mittee this bill should be referred to, at the 
expiration of the morning hour is would then 
by the operation of the rules go upon the 
Calendar where the Goat [sland bill bas gone 
from the failure of the Senate to refer it 
during the morning hour. So that nothing 
has been lost from the stand-point of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware himself. 1f, however, the 
Senator had risen at the moment when the 
bill was presented the Chair would have enter- 
tained his objection aguinst its second read- 
ing on the same day that it had had its first 
reading. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not care to object, but 
merely toexpress my sense of the entire irregu- 
larity of a bill of this kind not passing through 


The bill will be: 


the hands of a committee before the Senate 
are called to- act upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Jf the Senate 
has no objection, the Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Delaware as entitled to the floor 
to move to refer this bill, stating to him atthe 
same time that ifthe reference is not dispased 
of ab twelve o'clock it will go upon the Cafen- 
dar. The Chair does not desire to deprive 
any Senator of his rights. The Senator fram 
Delaware could have objected to the second 
reading of the bill, but the Chair did not 
notify him of that at the time. 

Mr. MORTON. That bill has been dis- 
cussed first and last at this session over ten 


days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But theSenator 
from Delaware seems not to have interposed 
at the moment this was done, and he may ap- 
prehend that he has lost his right. The Chair 
will entertain from him a motion to refer. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘This bill is in principle 
identical with one already on the Calendar, 
and I have introduced it simply as a con- 
venience to myself and other Senators, so that 
it may be printed and be in the same place on 
the Calendar with the first bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Delaware to move 
the reference of this bill the same as if he had 
risen, as he did the moment after the Chair 
had stated it would be placed on the Calendar; 
but at twelve o'clock it will go on the Calendar 
if the motion to refer shall not be acted upon. 
Wiil the Senator name the committee he de- 
sires to have it referred to? 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNER. l hope it will not be re- 
ferred ; it is already on the Calendar, Why 
does not the Senator move that the bill stand- 
ing uumber one on the Calendar bereferred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. BAYARD. That bill, I believe, has 
gone through the usual course of business of 
the Senate, been referred, and been reported. 
Tne honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
must, of course, know that there are many 
members of this body, especially on this side 
of the House, who find it impossible to agree 
with him in his views of the Constitution, 

Mr. SUMNER, d understand that. 

Mr. BAYARD. And as to a measure of 
this character, so very grave and far-reaching 
iv its effects, itis but right that the minority 
who generally oppose him here on such sub- 
jects should have the benefit of the examina- 
tion and report of the appropriate committee 
to consider bills of this kind. 

Mr. SUMNER. IL hope the bill will not be 
referred. There seems to me no occasion for 
it. ‘The subject has been amply considered 
inthis Chamber; the Senate is already a great 
committee, a Committee of the Whole on the 
subject, It has reported on the subject sev- 
eral times, aud favorably. Why, then, should 
we refer it to one of our committees ? A com- 
mittee, we are told, is eyes and ears to the 
Seuate ; but the Senate has eyes and ears of 
its own, and by eyes it has seen and by ears 
it has heard. f know no occasion for such a 
reference as this; or why did we discuss it so 
amply yesterday ? Why have we listened, as we 
have, to Senators over the way, among others 
to my excellent friend, the Senator from Del- 
aware? Only the other day for more than 
two hours he discussed the school bill, involv- 
ing the same question; and yet he now asks 
that this shall be referred to a committee, to 
what end? Does he suppose that the com- 
mittee will impart new light? Is he not suff- 
ciently instructed? Does he suppose that we 
on this side of the Chamber are not? I cer- 
tainly do not admit that I am not instructed 
on the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts will please suspend. The 
morning hour has expired and the bill will go 


on the Calendar. The amendment to tha 
enforcement act, called up as the unfinished 
business last evening, is before the Senate. If 
there be no objection, the Chair will receive 
routine morning business to which there is no 
objection. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shouldlike to inquire 
if when the bill comes up on the Calendar the. 
motion just made to refer it will then be pend- 
ing, or will it require a new motion? i 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
refer may be made then or it can remain 
attached to the bill now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Doesit remain attached? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Certainly. If 
that should not prevail, it would be subject to 
amendment under the eleventh rule, a motion 
to refer having priority of a motion to amend, 

DR. NINIAN PINKNEY. 

Mr. VICKERS. I desire to introduce a 
bill, which I ask to have read, printed, and 
laid on the table. It is to be used in connec: 
tion with a report from the Naval Committee, 
when it shall be called up. i 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 1103) to fix the 
position of Dr. Ninian Pinkney on the Navy 
Register; which was read twice by its title, 
and also in full, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &e., That Dr. N. Pinkney is entitled 
to his original position on the Navy Register at the 
head of the list of his date, as ordered and directed 
by the examining board of February 13, 1843; and 
that the Seeretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place the name of Medical Director N, 
Pinkney on said Register, at the bead of the list of 
surgeons of his date as it stood in 1843 and 1844, 


Mr. VICKERS. The committee have made 
a report, but have offered no bill or resolution 
on the subject, and therefore I propose this bill. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. It will be ordered 


_ to be printed. 


SURVEY OF HOORNKILL CREEK. 


Mr. BAYARD. I offer the following reso- 
lution relating to a preliminary survey: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
is hereby, directed to have a survey of the Hoornkill 
creck, at Lewes, Delaware, made by acompetent ollie 
cer of engineers, who shall report as to the navigay 
bility of the said creek, with estimates of cost of 
restoring it for commercial purposes. 


There being no objection, the Senate pro~ 
ceeded to cousider the resolution, 

Mr. CORBETT. I suppose that would go 
into the regular surveys, 

Mr. BAYARD. This is not for a regular 
survey, but a preliminary survey. It is, I be- 
lieve, the ordinary and customary method Obs, 
obtaining information on which to base an 
appropriation hereafter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [do not think we have 
the power to direct an executive officer of the 
Government to perform any particular duty in 
the line of hig administration, because that 
would have the force of law. We have the 
power to direct him to furnish us any inform- 
ation he has on another ground. 1 do not 
object to this survey being made, but I suggest , 
to my friend to say ‘‘requested’’ instead of 
“directed.” I have no doubt it would have 
the same effect ; but I should have some difi- 
culty as to our power to direct an officer in 
the Army to go and perform a particular duty. 
I suggest to the Senator to make that modif- 
cation, and then I shall have no objection. 

Mr. COLE. I suggesi to my friend from 
Delaware that he cau accomplish his object by 
an amendment to the river and harbor bill in 
the section which provides for these surveys; 
and he will be more apt to accomplish it in 
that way. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had thought that I was 
adopting the usual course. 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Delaware that the 
usual custom in Congress is to refer these 
propositions to the Committee on Commerce, , 
and in the last section of the river and harbor 
bill surveys preliminary to further action are 
incorporated as matter of law. Ng 
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Mr. BAYARD. Then I move that the res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEBATE ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr, ANTHONY. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask its present consideration : 

Resolved, That the order of the Senate of the 29th 
of April, limiting debate upon amendments to 
appropriation bills, be extended to the bill making 
appropriations for rivers and harbors, when the 
„same shall be acted upon by the Senate. 

For some reason, I do not know what, the 
river and harbor bill is not considered an ap- 
propriation bill, and is referred to another 
committee than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and I suppose the rule that was passed 
covering all appropriation bills would not cover 
that; but I presume it was the intention of the 
Senate that the same rule should apply to all 
these appropriation bills. 

Mr. COLE. I think that bill ought to be 
thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I supposed that the Sen- 
ator from California, of all men, would want 
such a resolution as this passed; but inasmuch 
as he objects, I will withdraw it and offer it at 
another time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
‘state to Senators that if they will examine the 
language of the new rule adopted on the 29th 

_of April, it will be seen that there is a differ- 
ence between it and the thirtieth rule in this 
respect: the thirtieth rule speaks of ‘ gen- 
eral’? appropriation bills; the river and har- 
bor bill is not a ‘general’? appropriation 
bill;-but the restrictive rule of the 29th of 
April says ‘‘ pending an appropriation bill.’’ 
It does not say ‘‘ general appropriation bill,” 
The Chair will submit the question of that 
difference to the Senate when it properly arises 
in the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Chair is of opin» 
ion that this rule is already embraced in the 
other one, of course I do not insist upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


submit that question to the Senate when it 


comes up. 

Mr, CHANDLER subseqently said: The 
Senator from California has withdrawn his 
objection to the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, and I ask that that 
may now be acted upon. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has withdrawn the objection 
to the proposition of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that the same rule shall apply to the 
river and harbor bill that applies to general 
appropriation bills in regard to debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. That rule was not writ- 
ten with any idea of having it confined simply 
to general appropriation bills, but to all appro- 
priation bills, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair 
thinks this is already covered by another rule; 
but the Senator from Michigan asks by con- 
Sent that it sball be so ordered that the river 
and harbor bill shall be classed, with regard 
to debate, the same as other appropriation 
hills. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
resolution is agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SCOTT presente the petition of Pres- 
ley T. Glass, of Ripley, Tennessee, praying 
the removal of his political disabilities ; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 

emoval of Political Disabilities. 

k Mr. COLE. Iholdin my hand a memorial 
signed by the chairman and secretary of an 
executive committee of one hundred very 
influential citizens of San Francisco, appointed 
by the people of that city with wonderful unan- 
Imity, to protest against the cession of Goat 
Island to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, or any other company. This committee 
were formed on the 17th of April last, and 
have been on duty in reference to this matter 
ever since, and have endeavored to present 


their wishes to Congress; but they complain | 


that for some reason they have not been able to 


be heard before the other House of Congress. | 


I therefore ask that this memorial be printed in 
the Globe. - I think the names of the officers 
are: of the president, Richard G. Sneath, in- 
stead of “Smith,” and Alfred Wheeler, sec- 
retary, instead of ‘‘ Wheeling.” That is the 
misspelling of the operator. - . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California asks consent to present: this 
memorial and have it printed in the Globe 
without further action. If there be no objec- 
tion, it will be so ordered, and itis so ordered. 
The memorial is as follows: 


Executive Rooms Commirrer One HUNDRED, 
San Francisco, CALIFORNIA, 
March 8, 1872. 


To the President of the United States, the President 
of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Washington, D. C.: 


„On the 17th of April last the people of San Fran- 
cisco chose a committee of one hundred of their 
number charged to guard their rights against the 
aggressions of the Central Pacifice Railroad Com- 
pany. That committee on the same day adopted res- 
Olutions setting forth the evil results to flow from 
the proposed cession of Goat Island to that com- 
pany, showing by the opinions of the most compe- 
tent engineers that a causeway or bridge to the 
island would surely endanger the shoaling of the 
water in our harbor and outer bar, and protesting 
in the name of the good people of this city against 
such an outrage instigated by a ring of speculators 
for their selfish personal benefit. These proceedings 
were telegraphed to New York and Washington to 
the Associated Press and delivered in the usual way, 
but by the interference of the agents of the ring 
were excluded from publication in all the newspa- 
pers, with the singleexception of the Washington 

atriot. By this means the House of Representa- 
tives, then about to deliberate on the bill, was pre- 
vented from hearing the voice of our people ina 
question best understood by them, though of im- 
portance to all, and passed the bill under misrep- 
resentation. A cause which needs the support of such 
nefarious means cannot be good nor honest. The pro- 
ject of constructing Goat Island with the main shore 
has been condemned by all Government engineers 
who have examined it as destructive to the harbor, 
The exclusive use of the island for the defense of 
the port has been declared essential by all military 
authorities of the Government. No decent pretext 
of public good can be truly assigned for the pro- 
posed grant. Itis simply a proposition to give an 
important piece of public property to a ring of 
unscrupulous speculators, already enormously en- 
riched by Government bounty. They constitute the 
Erie ring of the Pacific coast, only worse than that 
of Erie, because more concentrated, more powerful 
and more selfish, and operating in a smaller com- 
munity. It corrupts every branch of the Govern- 
ment,.our Legislature, local boards, executive offi- 
cers, and courts. It keepsinits employ bands of 
practical wire-pullers and lobbyists to shape legisla- 
tion and control elections. Itnow even muzzles the 
Associated Press of the country, and prevents the 
public voice from reaching the ears of Congress and 
the country, and allthis to procure the passage of a 
measure involving, according to the best judgment 
of scientific men, the lasting injury of the only good 
harbor on this coast fora distance of over a thou- 
sand miles; a harbor created by nature for the com- 
merce of the world, and by the bill devoted to des- 
truction for the paltry temporary interests of indi- 
viduals. In he name of the people of San Fran- 
cisco we earnestly entreat your efforts against this 
wanton and selfish outrage, and that this, our pro- 
test against it, be laid before the Congress of the 
United States, 

By order of Committee of One Hundred: 
RICHARD G., SNUATH, Chairman. 
ALFRED WHEELER, Secretary, 


Mr. HILL presented the petitiou and papers 
of Rebecca Francis Bailey, praying remunera- 
tion for services rendered by her father in the 
revolutionary war asa soldier in the regular 
Army of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1100) to repeal certain provisions of the 
laws of the United States relating to advance- 
ment in the Navy; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on 
Naval A ffairs. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to iutroducea bill (S. No. 
1101) to relieve certain persons therein named 
from the legal and political disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the'select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous 
consent: obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1104) to extend the provisions of a joint 
resolution of December 23, 1869, relating. to 
steamboats’ and other vessels owned in the 
loyal States; which was read twice by its title, 
referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed: ` 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Ihave frequently heard it said 
in the Senate that all that was necessary to 
secure cousideration for a bill was to announce 
that it was to make a land grant. I haye a 
bill in my band which contains a grant of 
twenty-four hundred acres of land to the Uni- 
ted States, and I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to its consideration. It is Senate bill No. 
677, to authorize the Secretary of War to ac- 
cept the peninsula in Lake Erie, opposite the 
harbor of Erie, inthe State of Pennsylvania, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Senator from Indi- 
ana, who has charge of the unfinished business, 
has yielded to allow routine morning business 
only, to which there is no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN ROOKLAND, MAINE. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Louisiana has withdrawn his objection, 
and the Senator from Indiana consents that 
the bill which I reported this morning may be 
considered now. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
obtain now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, All that is now 
done is done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is the only 
bill pending from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R, No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a publie building in Rockiand, 
Maine. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase at private sale a lot of land 
situate in the city of Rockland, Maine, suit- 
able for a site for a publie building to accom- 
modate the custom-house, post office, and any 


My objection does not 


| other offices of the General Government in 


that city; and to erect thereon a building for 
those purposes, the cost of the site and build- 
ing being limited to $50,000, of which amount 
the bill appropriates $25,000; but no money 
appropriated is to be expended until a good 
title is obtained to the site aforesaid, and the 
State of Maine shall cede jurisdiction over the 
same to the United States. 

Mr. POMEROY. The committee have left 
out of the bill the clause providing that the 
State shall not tax United States property. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam aware 


i thatit is left out, but I think there will be no 


difficulty on that ground. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ithas been putin all the 
other bills of that sort, and is now left out of 
this oue. I call the attention of the Senator 
to that fact. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
ject to its being inserted. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas moves to amend the bill by add- 


I do not ob- 


in 

itr. POMEROY. The usual language is 
that the State shall relinquish its right to tax. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment wiil be regarded as agreed to if there be 
ho objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 


| ed, and the amendment was concurred in. Tt 


was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 
aud the bill read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 
MIAMI RESERVATION IN INDIANA. 
Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 183) to authorize the Secretary of the, 
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Interior to make partition of the reservation to 
Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami Indian, have di- 
rected me to report it back with amendments. 

Mr. PRATT. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of that bill, and I appeal to my col- 
league to give way for a moment that it may 
be considered. It provides for a partition of 
an Indian reservation situated in the counties 
of Grant and Wabash, in the State of Indiana. 
It will occupy but little time. f 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
siđer the bill. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior, on 
written application of the chief of the band 
being first, filed in his office, to cause partition 
to be made of the reservation in trust for the 
band of Me-shin-go-me-sia, of ten sections of 
land made by the seventh article of the treaty 
between the United States and the Miami tribe 
of Indians, entered into on the 28th of No- 
vember, 1840, and by the Senate amendment 
thereto; and the United States release to the 
band all right of purchase of the reservation. 
The expenses of the partition are to be paid 
by the band, and the amount to be deducted 
by the Secretary of the Interior from any an- 
nuities or other moneys due or to become due 
the several persons to whom partition shall 
be made; but any costs or expenses made by 
claimants who shall not be found entitled to 
share in-the lands are not to bea lien thereon, 
but are to be paid by the claimants, to be 
retained by the Secretary out of any moneys 
that may be due or become due them from 
the United States; and if from any cause the 
chief of the band shall fail to make this written 
application within six months next after the 
passage of the act any person or persons 
interested in the lands may make it. 

The Secretary of the Interior is to ascertain 
by name what persons constituted the band of 
Me-shin-go-me-sia on the 28th of November, 
1840, and then shall proceed to make partition 
of the reserved land per capita, in quantity, 
to the survivors of the band, and to their 
descendants, and to the descendants of those 
who were members of the band at that date, 
but. who have sinee deceased. He shall also 
include in the partition list those persons of 
Miama blood not of the band, but who have 
intermarried with a member of the band, and 
who may be living at the date of the partition. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
the bill with amendments, The first amend- 
ment wag in section one, line five, after the 
word “band, to insert the words “and a 
majority of the adult male members of said 
band; so that the clause will read: 

That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and he is 
hereby. authorized and directed, on written applica- 
tion of the chief of said band, and a majority of the 
adult male members of said band, first filed in his 
office, to cause partition, &e. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose this bill only 
relates to Indians in Indiana, 

Mr. HARLAN. None others whatever. 

Mr. POMEROY. A part of this tribe are 
in my State. 

Mr. HARLAN. Itis merely to enable them 
to divide the lands among themselves. 

Mr. POMEROY. Cannot they become citi- 
zens by the Constitution of the United States 
without a law of Congress? 

Mr. PRATT. The supreme court of Indi- 
ana have recently decided to the contrary. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then they have decided 
against the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; not necessarily. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was to strike out the proviso 
at the end of the first section, in the following 
words: 

And provided fi er, i 
cuiet Sektid se at pi ali oe fom any o aris 
application within six months nextafter the passage 


of this act, any person or persons interested in said 
lands may make the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
lines three and four, to strike out the words 
“ton the 28th day of November, A. D., 1840,” 
and insert, ‘according to the recognized laws 
and usages of said Miami Indians;’’ so that 
the clause will read: i 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain, 
by -name, what persons constituted the band of 
Me-shin-go-me-sia, according to the recognized laws 
and usages of said Miami Indians, &o. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wasin section two, line 
five, after the words ‘‘per capita,” to strike 
out the following; 

In quantity to the survivors of said band, and to 
their descendants, and to the descendants of those 
who were members of said band at said date, but who 
have since deceased. He shall also include in said 
partition list those persons of Miami blood not of 
said band, but who have intermarried with a mem- 
ber of said band, and who may be living at the date 
of said partition. 

And to insert, “to said persons share and 
share alike in value;’’ so as to read: 

And then shall proceed to make partition of said 
reserved land, per capita to said persons, share and 
share alike in value. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
It was ordered that the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


GOAT ISLAND. 


Mr. COLE. I offer the following resolu- 
tion; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish to the Senato as soon as practicable any 
information in his possession bearing upon the an- 
nexed House bill, No, 1553, relating to the use of 
Goat [sland for railroad purposes, including inform- 
ation relating to the expediency of reserving said 
island for military purposes exclusively, and also 
relating to the effects, 1f any, upon the harbor of 
San Francisco of approaching said island from the 
main land with railroad structures. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
states that it is unusual to send a bill not yet 
passed to an executive department. 

Mr. COLE. Itis only sent for information. 
If you will read the language of the resolu- 
tion, the purpose is stated there. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the resolution is before the Senate 
for consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. 
reported again. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. We have got all that in- 
formation here now in a report. I object to 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from California, to re- 
move the objection, as the proposition in rela- 
tion to Goat Island is referred to, that the 
Senator can himself inclose the pending bill 
to the department. It is a little unusual to 
send a pending bill to a Department in this 


I should like to have it 


way. 

Mr. COLE. I will change the resolution in 
that. particular. 

Mr. STEWART. 
consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to change it in 
the respect suggested by the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That change 
will be made, and then the resolution will lie 


over. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Do I understand that the 
Senator from Nevada objects to taking up this 
resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He does, even 
in the modified form. À 

Mr. STEWART. I do, unless the bill can 
be referred, so that the whole matter can be 
considered by the committee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is a most singular 
bargain for auy Senator deliberately — 

Mr. MORTON. I call for the regular 
order if this matter is to be persisted in. 


I object to its present 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 
Mr. KELLOGG. Now, I wish to ask the 


indulgence of the Senator from Indiana... [ 
believe he has a bill before the Senate ag un- 
finished business, and I appeal to him to allow 
me to call up Senate bill No. 58, the bill in 
regard to which I have had so much trouble, 
It is purely a local measure, and T desire to’ 
appeal again to the Senate to dispose of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idesire to get a little bill 
passed to allow the change of the name of a 
vessel, but I will not interfere with the Senator `. 
from Louisiana. ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks consent that the bill in 
regard to the Louisiana election may be taken 
up, subject to a demand for the regular order’ 
if it gives rise to extended debate. . 

Mr. MORTON. This matter must stop: 
somewhere or these little bills will take up all 
the afternoon. I give notice that after the. 
Senator from Louisiana gets through I shall 
call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill referred to by the Senator 
from Louisiana will be taken up, subject toa 
demand for the regular order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Maryland objects. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up Senate 
bill No. 1062, merely to correct a misspelling 
in the name of a vessel. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 
1062) to change the name of the schooner La 
Pette to La Petite was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Jt directs that the name of the schooner La 
Pette, Huron, Erie county, State of Ohio, be 
changed from its present name to that of La 
Petite. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 
354) relating to the Reform School of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, with amendments; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice President : . 

A bill (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue of 
clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth regiment of infantry ; 

A bill (S. No. 867) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct an Army officer’s record ; 

A bill (S. No. 847) granting a pension to. 
Sarah MceNana; 

A bill (S. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 
condition of the rank and file of the Army; 

A bill (8. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
the enlisted men of the Army ; 

A bill (S. No. 955) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. ` 
Montgomery, late captain Texas volunteers; 

A bill (S. No. 671) to authorize the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up and 
maintain a bridge for railway purposes across 
Lake St. Croix, at the city of Hudson, in 
the State of Wisconsin ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1686) to establish certain 
post roads; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 838) to provide that minors 
shall not be enlisted in the military service 
of the United States without the consent o 
parents or guardians. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


I object...» 
The Senator ~ 
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reported amendments intended to be proposed 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2706) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal -year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, when it shall 
have reached the Senate; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
-and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON submitied an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2208) making appropriations for 
the repair, prescrvation, and completion of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the amend- 
ment reported by Mr. TRUMBULL, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to the bill (S. 
No. 628) authorizing terms of the United 
States district court to be held at Fort Gibson, 
in the Indian territory; which was ordered 
tobe printed. 

ARMS FOR MONTANA. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up a small bill of a few lines, granting 
a thousand stand of arms to Montana for 
defensive purposes. I hope the Senator from 
Indiana will allow it to pass. It is very im- 
portant if it is to be done at all that it should 
be done now. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be no debate 
I will yield, as I think that is rather an im- 
portant bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Has nota bill just come 

- fromthe House in regard to which there should 
be some action? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
submit that after the proposition of the Sen- 
ator’s colleague is considered, if it shall be, 
unless the Senator antagonizes his colleague. 

Mr. SUMNER. Oh, no; I do not. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize 
the issue of a supply of arms to the authori- 
ties of the Territory of Montana. It instructs 
the Secretary of War, without delay, to cause 
one thousand effective breech-loading rifled 
muskets and two hundred thousand cartridges 
to be forwarded to and placed at the disposal 
of the Governor of the Territory of Montana, 
delivered at Virginia City, for distribution 
among the settlers of the Gallatin valley and 
other exposed localities in the Territory for 
home defense against Indian raids; and the 
Governor of the Territory, in making the dis- 
tribution, is to take from the parties to whom 
they may be distributed good and sufficient 
Security for the return of the arms to the 

nited States after the necessity for their use 
has ceased. 

The bill was reported without amendment, 
ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 354) relating to 
the Reform School of the District of Columbia. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendmenis, 
which were in section one, line fifteen, to 
strike out ‘three’? and insert ‘fone; in 
section two, line five, to strike out the word 
“here” and insert ‘within this District ;’’ 
in section six, line seven. to strike out the 
Words ‘fand the’? and to insert ‘ and for as- 
Sistant teachers and others,” and at the end 
of the section, to strike out the words ‘‘and so 
forth; and at the end of the bill to add the 
following proviso : 

Provided, That before any part of this appropri- 
ation shall be drawn plans and specifications of the 
pailding to be erected shall be made by the archi- 

of the Capitol and approved by the Scerctary 
of the Interior, aud the amount expended for the 


purchase of said site and the erection of said build- 
‘ng shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated. | 


| 


Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate 
concur in those amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, the acting chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, moves 
a concurrence in the amendments of the 
House. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALARY OF CONSUL AT TIEN-TSIN. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to give 
me two or three minutes to. pass a little bill, 
and I do so only because lam going home 
to-morrow for a couple of days, and I desire 
this bill to be passed before I go. I know 
there will be no objection to it. f 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the 
salary of the consul at Tien Tsin, China. It 
provides that the salary of the United States 
consul at Tien-Tsin, China, shall, from and 
after the passage of the act, be $3,500; and the 
laws regulating the duties of salaried consuls 
are to govern him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CEMETERY FOR DENVER CITY. 


Mr. POMEROY. I hold in my hand a 
House bill which allows the city of Denver, in 
Colorado Territory, to purchase a quarter 
section of land adjoining the town for a ceme- 
tery. The city hasused this for a cemetery and 
about two thousand persons are said to be buried 
there. I have a memorial from the city au- 
thorities on the subject. But the title to that 
quarter section is in the Government and the 
city authorities wish to have the title to the 
land vested in the city. The House has passed 
a bill to that effect, that the city may have the 
title to the ground that they occupy for a 
cemetery. I ask that the bill may now be 
taken up and passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the 
city of Denver to purchase certain lands in 
Colorado for a cemetery. 

Mr. MORTON. What has become of the 
order of the day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order is 
still pending, but unanimous consent is asked 
to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MORTON. This thing must come to 
an end, and after the termination of this bill 
I shall insist on proceeding with the regular 
order. 

The bill was read. It proposes to authorize 
the mayor of the city of Denver, in Colorado 
Territory, to enter through the proper land 
office, at the minimum price per acre, the 
foliowing lands beionging to the United States: 
the northwest quarter of the southwest quar- 
ter of section No. 1, aud the southwest quarter 
of the southeast quarter and the north half of 
the southeast quarter of section No. 2, in town- 
ship No. 4 south, of range No. 68 west of the 
sixth principal meridian, in the Territory of 
Colorado, being one hundred and sixty acres 
of land lying adjacent to the city of Denver, 
to be held and used for a burial-place for 
that city and vicinity. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now, inasmuch as my 
friend from Indiana will not object, I ask that 
a vote be taken on Senate bill No. 58. I am 
sure it is understood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks unanimous consent that 
the present business be informally passed over, 
so that the Senaie may vote on the Louisiana 
election bill, subject to a demand for the reg- 
ular order. 


Mr, STOCKTON, I object. 


Mr. KELLOGG. T move, then, to lay the 
pending order on the table temporarily for the 
purpose of getting a vote on this bill; and it 
can be resumed afterward. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana moves that the pending busi- 
ness, being the bill to amend the enforcement 
act, be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now I move to take up 
Senate bill No. 58. 

The motion was agreed to, there being, onia 
division—ayes 24, noes 14; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 58) to pre- 
scribe the time for holding the election for 
electors of President and Vice President in 
the State of Louisiana, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, a mem- 
ber of such a minority as that to which I 
belong in this body is in duty bound to present 
his views, at least by his vote, upon every 
measure before the body for passage. It is 
sometimes his duty, in addition, to express 
his opinions as to the merits of the measure. 
That is a duty which has really no essential 
reference to the result. I infer from the indi- 
cations that the passage of this bill is a fore- 
ordained fact by one of those conventions out- 
side of the law which nowadays are so com- 
monly used to control legislation, and to that 
end, as far as may be necessary, to force the 
consciences and the will of Senators. That 
has become so much an accepted thing that 
to be charged with it, however truly, is 
scarcely felt as a reproach any longer in this 
Chamber. 

What I shall have to say, sir, will be very 
brief. One thing which occurs to me is that 
here is a bill which undertakes to change the 
day of holding the presidential election in one 
State so that it shall fall on the same day with 
the State election. For a long time it has 
been agreed among right-minded, intelligent 
men, that uniformity of elections, especially 
with regard to so important a subject as the 
Presidency, was highly desirable in various 
ways. By the action of Congress and the con- 
curring action of the States uniformity in that 


| respect has been pretty generally secured. 


That it is a desirable thing will not be dis- 
puted. That it is, in fact, if not vital, very 
healthful to honesty in elections, is so obvious 
that it requires merely to be stated. 

It seems to me that at this time, above all 
others, on the very eve of an exciting contest 
for the Presidency, when you have placed in 
the hands of the present Chief Magistrate, 
who will doubtless*be a candidate himself for 
reélection, such powers as never were reposed 
in the hands of one man in time of peace in 
any Government having the slightest pretense 
to be free, much less to be republican, it is 
exceedingly objectionable, exceedingly sus- 
picious, that this bill should be brought for- 
ward to break down, so far as the State of 
Louisiana is concerned, the uniformity of the 
day for the presidential election throughout 
l the country. The reason given for it is so 
weak as to suggest at once the irresistible con- 


| clusion that there is some other reason which 


cannot well be made public. Senators will 
have to judge as io that for themselves. The 
exposition of that branch of the subject made 
the day before yesterday by the Senator from 
Illinois [ Mr. TRUMBULL] was ample. I do not 
desire, nor perhaps could I, if E wished, add 
anything to what he said so strongly. The 
Senator trom Indiana [Mr. Morton] under- 
took to answer the Senator from Hlinois; but 
I do not think the usual success which attends 
that Senator in debate followed him upon that 
occasion. 

Mr, President, as in the case of most import- 
ant political ideas, besides the aspect of right 
and justice there is an aspect of high seuii- 
ment, of grandeur connected with uniformity 
of the day for the presidential election. Itis 
one of the finest things conceivable that forty 
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million. of people upon the same day shall 
meet together under the law for the purpose 
of determining the choice of a general admin- 
istration for four years to come. At least, it 
should be a grand spectacle; and it must bea 
grand spectacle if our institutions are left to 
their natural, ordinary workings, if the hand 
of an armed power is not thrust in to derange 
the movements and healtby action of such an 
election. For that reason also, that I do not 
wish to establish a precedent for marring the 
effect of so great a spectacle to the world as 
that which I have just suggested, I shall regret 
the passage of this bill. 

That it will be a precedent I have no doubt. 
The same reason which exists for changing 
the day of the presidential election to the 
same day with the State election in Louisiana, 
exists in the State of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, His State election comes before the day 
of the election for President; and if any po- 
litical exigency shall arise now or hereafter, 
any party necessity with reference to the result 
of the election, what argument can be given 
for the change in Louisiana which will not 
apply with equal force in Indiana? 

lt is said that the expense of two elections 
will be very great, and that argument has 
been héard here in this Senate from the 
mouths of Senators who constructed a system 
of elections in the South under which the 
monstrous spectacle was presented to the 
world of elections kept open for the period of 
twolve to fifteen, and in one case twenty-one 
days! Therefore, sir, the question of expense 
is not the controlling question. ‘There is some 
other, and that will be found, it seems to me, 
in the suggestions which 1 have thrown out. 
Tt is one more step toward a general con- 
gressional, forcible control of the State elec- 
tions. So long as the State election was kept 
apart from your presidential election, or from 
your elections for members of Congress, there 
was some freedom, some time at least once in 
the year for the people of the United States 
to be free in casting their suffrages. This 
Louisiana bill marks a new stage in the 
scheme, It marks a precedent established by 
Congress for shifting the day of election for 
presidential electors to the day for the State 
election whenever it suits a purpose, whenever 
it is necessary to accomplish a partisan re- 
suit; and upon our tablo now, to be called up 
directly after this bill, is another bill which 
pointy in the same direction of congressional 
interference, of congressional control, of con- 
gressional power exercised from beginning to 
end over State registrations, over State elec- 
tiona, over that whole system for which our 
institutions, State and national, were made to 
rest upon the votes of the citizens, 

For these reasons I shall vote against this 
bill, As I said, I presume its passage is fore- 
ordained. I shall at least have the satisfac- 
tion of knowing that by my voice and by my 
vote L have placed myself on record against a 
most mischievous and dangerous precedent, 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, like my 
friend from California I have very little idea’ 
that I shall affect the vote of the Senate by 
presenting any objections to the bill. At the 
same time { think itis my duty to make known 
the objections which [entertain to it. 

The constitution and laws of the State of 
Louisiana fix the first Monday in November as 
the day for holding their elections. The gen- 
eral law of the United States, passed by Con- 
gress in 1845, under the first section of the 
second article of the Constitution, fixes the 
Tuesday next after the first Monday in Novem- 
ber as the time for choosing presidential elect- 
ors. The only authority that the Congress 
of the United States have over elections by 
the people of the States is expressly defined by 
the Constitation. The only legitimate con- 
trol delegated to Congress over the elections 
for Senators and Representatives is to be found 
in the first article, section four: 


tions for Senators and Representatives shall be pre- 
seribed in each State by the Legislatures thereof; 
but the Congress may at any time by law make or 
alter such regulations, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators.” 

The present bill touches the election of 
Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress. 
If it stopped there, I caunot doubt that there 
is constitutional power in Congress to fix the 
times of holdiog elections of Senators and 
Representatives under the clause of the Con- 
stitution which I have just read; thatis to say, 
Congress can make regulations or alter the 
regulations of the States in all respects except 
asto place. Butthe present bill provides fur- 
ther for the fixing a day for the appointment 
of electors—a phrase that I submit to the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana who has the bill 
in charge is not the language of the Constitu- 
tion. ‘The words of the bill are “ appoint- 
iment of electors.” The Constitution terms 
the process *‘ choosing electors.’’ ‘The pres- 
ent bill, however, embraces the appointment 
or the choice of electors for President aud 
Vice President. Now, what power has Con- 
gress over that? Noue but what is found in 
the third clause of the first section of the sec- 
ond article, which provides: 

“The Congress may determine the time of choos- 
ing the electors and the day on which they shall 
give their votes, which day shall be the same 
throughout the United States.” 

What does that mean ? Congress has acted 
upon it. On the 23d of January, 1845, the 
Congress of the United States, following the 
power given them by the Constitution, fixed 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday in 
November as the day for choosing electors, 
and that is the law for all of the United 
States. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? The Senator criticised the 
language of the bill, and said it used the 
word ‘appointment!’ instead of the word 
u choosing,” in speaking of the. election of 
presidential electors. I refer the Senator to 
the fact that the statute of the United States 
in reference to the electors uses the word 
“ appointment:” 

“hat except in caso of an election of President 
and Vice President of the United States prior to the 
ordinary period, as hereinafter specified, electors 
shall be appointed in cach State for the cleetion of 
President and Vico Presidont of the United States.” 

This simply follows the language of the 
statute. 

Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps it may be; but I 
was under the impression that in the State of 
LLonisiana there would be more appointment 
by some parties than there would be choice by 
the people, and therefore it was that the word 
struck my eye more impressively. 

Nevertheless, Mr. President, here was the 
power and the only power given to the Congress 
of the United States in respect to the question 
of choosing or appointing electors for President 
and Vice President; and what was it? That 
you should determine the time of choosing 
them, and the day on which they should give 
their votes. Congress did determine that time, 
and by the subsequent language of the same 
clause that gave them the power to fix the 
time, they were compelled to make that time 
the same throughout the United States. When 
you look at the particularity ofthe law of 1845, 
providing that the choice of electors shall occur 
on the Tuesday next after the first Monday of 
November, if you can change it so as to make 
it in the State of Louisiana, orany other State, 
the day previous, yon can make it the year 
previous or the month previous, and you are 
unfettered as to the time at which this choice 
of electors shall be regulated by Congress 
under the power given them by the Constitu- 
tion. 

But this proposed act does not undertake 
only to assume a power which is not delegated 
to Congress by providing that the appointment 
or choice of electors for President or Vice 
President in the State of Louisiana shall be on 


“The times, places, and manner of bolding eleen | _aday different from that fixed for the choice. 


ee 


elsewhere ; it does not only go to that-extent 


it goes further, and in the same law it fixes two 
dates for the election. It says by law first it 


1872, and after that it shall be on the Tuesday 
after the first Monday. It does not fix the 
time, but it fixes times; itis making a distri- 
bution of dates, and if Congress have this power 
it would be equally competent for them to ex- 
ercise it by saying that it shall be beld upon 
Monday in 1872, upon Tuesday in 1878, upon 
Wednesday in 1874, and so on, according to 
the caprice of Congress, or according to what 
may be supposed to bethe exigencies of purty, 

The election laws of Louisiana have been 
considered here, and I donot care to go into 
an examination of them. I cannot speak of 
them with respect; for I believe, after having 
read and examined them, that the election 
laws of the State of Louisiana were conceived 
for the purpose of procuring a fraudulent decla- 
ration of election; and that that has been fol- 
lowed ont, and that it is almost essentially the 
result. of the present frame of those laws, | can- 
not doubt. But thatisnotthe question now. It 
is whether the Congress of the United Statea 
have the power to appoint different dutes for 
the choice of electors in the different States. 
To say that they have, seems to me the clearest 
assumption of power hot delegated by the Con- 
stitution, and on the contrary a direct violation 
of the power that is given, and which alone can 
rightfully be exercised. 

The Senator from Indiana a day or two ago 
found fault with a careless phrase of mine, in 
which I spoke of the disposition of Congress 
to ‘rope in” the State elections and put 
them under Federal control. Well, sir; it was 
not a very elegant phrase, perhaps not very 
senatorial; but it was true, and it was good 
English. ‘This bill is not simply to avoid the 
effect of calling on the man who has cast his 
vote at the State election on Monday to go 
over to repeat the process by voting for elect- 
ors of President and Vice President on the day 
following, for that troableis very slight to a man 
who values the privilege; and as we are told it 
can but ovcur on this single occasion, it is not 
the expense, for that is after alla very slight 
matter. But both the inconvenience thata man 
shall walk to the polls on two consecutive days 
for the purpose of casting his vote at totally in- 
dependent elections, aud the expense, forsooth, 
of having the election officers paid for two 
days hand-running are to be weighed against 
a deliberate grasp of unwarranted power b 
Congress, and to my mind a clear breach 0 
the Constitution of the United States. No, 
sir; the Senate will notice and the country 
will notice that this bill will prove to be but 
part of a system ; it is but one feature of the 
plan marked out. 

Congress are to fix a time for holding the 
election in Louisiana on a different day trom 
that on which it is held in other States, & 
thing that they have no right to do, as I bave 
tried to show, and that will have the effect to 
bring the State elections and the election for 
electors of President and Vice President on 
the same day, and it will subject the election 
to the supervision and control of the same 
machinery which has been provided by Con- 
gress under the pretext of power of controlling 
the manner of election; and I expect to-day 
to be compelled to discuss in the Senate this 
question as to what was meant by the delega- 
tion of the power to control the manner 0 
election in regard to Representatives. 

The object of this bill is to bring the people 
of Louisiana in the performance of their rights 
as citizens of that State at an election held for 
State purposes under the strong arm of the 
Federal Executive, of his appointees, of the 
military power that has been called in hereto: 
fore, and is intended now only to be intensile 
for the purpose of controlling elections O 


Lident and Vice President. 


which to my mind is utterly unwarranted, but- 


shall be on the first Monday of November ig | 


members of Congress and of electors for Pres: ; 
Thatis the objeck 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I understand my friend 
to say that the object of the bill is to bring 
under the operation of the Federal law the 
choosing or election of members of Congress? 

Mr. BAYABD. Yes. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will inform my friend 
that the members of Congress are now chosen 
by Jaw upon Monday in Louisiana. 

Mr. BAYARD. I said ‘“ members of Con- 
gress” becausé up to this time I have heard no 
pretext for Congress interfering in any other 
election than that for electors of President and 
Vice President and for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. ` 

Mr. KELLOGG. That may be; but that 
is not “the pretext’ of this bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam not saying what the 
pretext is; but the honorable Senator from 
Indiana admitted preity much what his object 
was, to have both elections on the same day 
go that the same machinery which gives to-day 
the Federal power an influence that never was 
intended by the framers of this Government it 
should possess to control and affect the free 
elections in the different States, may operate 
equally upon the choice of State officials and 
upon that of electors for President and Vice 
President as upon the election of members of 
Congress. That is the object. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It does operate now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Delaware will indulge me one moment, I beg 
leave to remind him that the Constitution is 
express that the electors of President and Vice 
President shall be chosen according to State 
regulations. Although the Senator from Louis- 
iana reiterates that the congressional law now 
operates upon the election of Congressmen, it 
cannot operate on the election of electors of 
President and Vice President, because the Con- 
stitution of the United States has said in refer- 
erce to them that they shall be appointed in 
such manner as the States shall direct, and 
the only possible thing Congress can do is to 
fix the time when the electors are to be 
chosen. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is all the bill pro- 
fesses to do. The law of Congress that the 
Senator has reference to applies to the election 
of Representatives to Congress, and not to the 
choosing of electors; but by the statute of 
Louisiana now, Representatives to Congress 
are chosen upon the day that the State officers 
are chosen, the first Monday in November. 
Consequently the law applies and can be used 
in reference to the election of State officers in 
Louisiana, because it applies to the choosing 
of Representatives to Congress who are elected 
at the same time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But the point is this: 
the Senator from Indiana admitted when this 
matter was up before that one object in putting 
the day of the election of electorg in Louisiana 
on the same day with the election of members 
of Congress, was to bring the election of elect- 
ors, (with which Congress has no right to in- 
terfere,) under the supervision of an act of 
Congress. : 

Mr. KELLOGG. I most respectfully trav- 
erse the allegation of the Senator from Illinois, 
andT appeal to the record. The Senator from 
Indiana said, as an additional reason, that it 
would extend protection around the election, 
to have the time of choosing electors on Mon- 
day, and it would insure peace and tranquillity 
In the State of Louisiana, and I would like to 
know if the Senator from Lllinois objects to 
that. Does he want violence ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do object to the Con- 
gress of the United States attempting in any 
Way whatever to interfere with the election of 
electors of President and Vice President, and 

Say itis an unconstitutional act if you at- 
tempt to do it, and I say to the Senator from 
Louisiana, that so far from having a fair elec- 
tion it will result in having an election under 
the control of the bayonet and under the con- 
trol of officers who have no business to inter- 

ere with it, I want a fair election by a free 


people and not an election controlled by the 
Congress of the United States or a law of the 

Vongress of the United States in defiance of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. KELLOGG. And I assert with the 
same emphasis that there is nothing in this 
bill that contemplates the control by Federal in- 
terference with the choosing of electors; neither 
is there anything in it to in any manner con- 
travene or interfere with the right of the State 
of Louisiana, already asserted upon her stat- 
ute-book, to determine the manner of choos- 
ing the electors. The only point is that just 
what the clause of the Constitution gives to 
Congress the right to do is implied in this bill, 
namely, to designate the time of choosing the 
electors—nothing eise. 

The Senator said the other day, and he takes 
occasion now to reiterate in the face of the 
| fact that the bill itself does not pretend to give 
any such authority, that the object of this bill 
is to give tothe Federal officers a right to inter- 
fere with the manner of choosing electors. 
Not at all, sir. The bill is based upon the 
clear constitutional right we have by the ex- 
press provision of the Constitution to determ- 
i ine the time of choosing the electors. The 
State statute is upon my desk which determ- 
ines the manner, which determines and points 
out in detail all the appliances by which the 
votes are to be deposited and are to be counted 
and the returns made, and there is nothing in 
the bill that contemplates anything other than 
designating the time of choosing the electors. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is no doubt about 
the question suggested by the Senator from 
Illinois. The Constitution provides that ‘‘each 
State shall appoint, in such manner as the 
Legislature thereof may direct, a number of 
electors,” &e. That isthe whole control of it; 
there is no power of regulation in the Congress 
over that subject. ‘the manner of choosing 
‘electors is left to the provision made in each 
State by the Legislature thereof. I do not pro- 
pose to waste the time of the Senate by reit- 
erating the argument on this point. The sole 
power given to Congress in reference to the 
choice of electors is that ‘* Congress may de- 
termine the time of choosing the electors, and 
the day on which they shall give their votes, 
which day shall be the same throughout the 
United States.’ Congress has by law acted 
under that grant of power. Since 1845 it has 
appointed the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday in November tor this purpose. That 
is the law to-day for all the States of the 
Union, and that is your law made in direct 
pursuance of the power delegated to Congress; 
but now it is proposed for some reason, which 
was suggested by the Senator from Indiana, 
and I think is plainly perceivable by any 
man of ordinary intelligence, to say that Louis- 
iana shall choose her electors on one day, 
and the other thirty-six States shall choose 
them on another day. If that be within the 
power of Congress, I do not understand the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There are times, Mr. 
President, when the human system is more 
subject than at others to particular diseases. 
That is as true of the mind asitis of the body. 
We are now just entering into a season of 
this year when the tendency of every mind is 
to run everything into a political discussion. 

Here is a bill doing what? Simply provid- 
ing that the people of Louisiana shall not be 
subjected to the expense of holding two elec- 
tions on two consecutive days, when they can 
just as well be held on the same day. ‘Thatis 
all. The power of Congress to fix the day 
upon which the election of presidential elect- 
ors shall be keld cannot be contested, for it is 
given by the words of the Constitution. Now 
that is all there is about the bill, and yet such 
is the tendency on the part of all men a this 
particular juncture of affairs to ran everything 
iuto political discussion that I do not believe 
we could pass a bill here locating a jail in the 
District of Columbia without its being asserted 
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by one half of this Chamber that there was a 
deep design on the part of the President of ~ 
the United States to imprison the whole Dem- 
ocrati¢ party in, it. [Laughter.] 

Why, sir, this question coming up last year 
would not have-detained the Senate one mo- 
ment. The plain common sense of the incon- 
venience to which the people of that State are 
to be subjected would have settled the question 
inamoment. It is only because wd have had 
4 convention at Cincinnati, and are to have 
another at Philadelphia and another at Bahi 
more, that this bill has any importance what- 
ever. Now I propose to vote on it just as I 
should have voted last year. The equity, the 
justice, the convenience of the thing, determ- 
ine me to vote for the bill, and that is all I 
know about it. 

Mr. MORTON. - Mr. President, in most of 
the States the election of electors of President 
and Vice President, and the election of State 
officers and members of Congress take place 
on the same day; I believe in the State of 
Delaware, in the State of Illinois, and in fact 
in all the States except four or five in the 
Northwest. Now, this bill,if it is passed, will 
put the State of Louisiana in the same ton- 
dition precisely that Illinois and Delaware and 
nearly all the other States are in; that is to 
say, that the election of members of Congress 
and of electors of President and Vive Pres- 
ident shall be held on the same day. 

Mr. BAYARD. They are by their own 
motion, however, in those States. 

Mr.. MORTON. Can there be any bugbear 
made out of this thing because it is proposed 
now that the election in Lonisiana for Pres- 
ident and for members of Congress and for 
State officers shall be held just as it is in Del- 
aware, on the same day? ‘That is all there ig 
of it. That it shall be held the day before it 
is:-held in other States, amounts to nothing, 
will have no influence, cannot be to the bene- 
fit of either party. If the State could change 
the time of holding the election, from Mon- 
day to Tuesday, it would be better for it to 
have done so; but it cannot do so without a 
change in its constitution, which is a work of 
time; but it is very easy for Congress to pro- 
vide that the presidential election shall take 
place just one day sooner, and have in Louis- 
jana one day’s election instead of two days, as 
is the case in the other States. Now, this is an 
attempt to make something out of nothing. 

The other day in a little discussion that took 
place on this bill the Senator from Delaware 
chose to impugn my motivesand chose toarraign 
the course that I have pursued on this floor. 
I might have retorted in kind, but I can call 
the Senate to bear witness that I have never 
yet impugned the personal motives of a Sen- 
ator, and my political discussions off this floor 
as well as on it have been of the same char- 
acter. Ihave dealt with parties, but I have 
never dealt with the persoual motives of my 
political opponents. I have generally given 
to them the same credit for patriotism that I 
have claimed for myself. 

The Senator says I seek to convert every- 
thing to party purposes. When I see that a 
thing has a political bearing I am at liberty to 
mention it, but I think I might appeal to the 
Senate to say that the Senator himself never 
allows any occasion to pass unimprovod in 
which something can be said for the Dem- 
ocratie party ; and he has upon this very oc- 
casion arraigned the motives of those who 
advocate this bill,and the motives of the party 
in the majority, and says this is a part of a sys- 
tem by which the rights of the States are to 
be subverted and the elections are to be con- 
trolled by Federal authority. I might retort 
upon the Senator with quiteas much propriety 
as he has made these charges against me ; but 
I can afford to let them pass. 

Now, Mr. President, does it need any argu- 
ment to show that there would be great pro- 
priety in having one day’selection in Louisiana 
instead of having two, both in regatd to the 
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saving of time to men of labor and of business 
ag wellas the saving of expense? If the effect 
of it is Lo throw around the presidential elec- 
tion that incidental protection which Congress 
has thrown around congressional elections, 
what is that more now than is thrown around 
elections in Delaware, New Jersey, Illinois, 
and New York? The elections are held there 
upon the same day, and the incidental protec- 
tion is thrown around the presidential election 
that is given to the congressional election, be- 
cause the elections take place at the same time 
and the votes are put in the same boxes and 
they have the same inspectors. Does anybody 


object to it upon that ground? If it is not 
objectionable in New York or Delaware, why 
should it be objectionable in Louisiana? 


Mr. President, if I were disposed to im- 
pute motives to Senators upon the other side, 
suppose I should take up the charge made by 
the Senator from Delaware that the election 
laws of Louisiana are monstrous, and have 
placed extraordinary powers in the hands of 
the Governor to control elections. Suppose 
I should admit that these powers have been 
abused, or are likely to be abused. If I were 
disposed to call motives in question, I might 
say now that the Governor of Louisiana, hold- 
ing these extraordinary powers, has separated 
himself formally from the Republican party, 
and proposes to join the ranks of its enemies. 
T might say that they are now desirous to have 
the benefit of the exercise of these extraor- 
dinary powers placed in his hands. 

Mr. BAYARD. It would be very curious, 
Mr. President, that I should stand here and 
denounce those laws, and that the Senator 
should say because I denounce them that Lam 
iu favor of their application. Ido not care 
whether the Governor of Louisiana may be 
of one party or another. [ agree that laws 
to recommend themselves should be advan- 
tageous and right. Lam not in favor of giv- 
ing powers that may be abused into the hands 
of any man, nor does it make any difference to 
me who the man is if the power is wrongful 
and unconstitutional; I seek to putit no more 
in the hands of my friends than 1 would of my 


foes. 

Mr. MORTON. Iam not imputing this 
motive to the Senator from Delaware; but I 
am simply saying that if I were to follow his 
bad example L might do it. And [ will say 
one thing further: that if the law for the pro- 
tection of congressional elections should bein 
force on the day of this election it might pre- 
vent the abuse of those extraordinary powers 
of which he has complained; and he ought to 
be thankful for any restraint that might be 
thrown around those extraordinary powers. 

Mr. President, inasmuch as it has been 
alleged that itis the main purpose of this bill 
to throw around the presidential election the 
safeguards and protection that Congress has 
thrown around congressional elections, and I 
said myself that it would incidentally have 
that effect, although it was not the main pur- 
pose of the bill, and the Senator from Illinois 
has commented somewhat severely upon that, 
I beg leave to refresh his recollection as to 
what occurred in Louisiana only three years 
and a ball ago, and what may probably occur 
again if this bill shall not pass. Three years 
and a half are a long time, but the outrages 
committed three years and a half ago may be 
repeated. The men are there, nearly all of 
them, who perpetrated those outrages, and the 
inducements may exist to perpetrate them 
again. I think I have the right to call upon 
bim and to call upon every honest man to 
unite with me in providing any means that 
may be provided to preveut the repetition of 
those bloody and extraordinary scenes. Let 
me refer to a statement that I find in the Tri- 
bune Almanac in regard to the election for 
President in Louisiana in 1868. 

i find that in the city of New Orleans at the 
State election in the spring of 1868 there were 


ličan votes, those in favor of reconstruction, 
and 14,604 votes against, which may be called 
the Democratic vote; and that represented 
something like the condition of parues in the 
city. But in the fall following, General Grant 
received in the city of New Orleans 1,178 votes 
and Mr. Seymour received 24,608 votes, show- 
ing that Grant got dbout one out of twenty- 
four. What brought about that remarkable 
change? At the spring election the Repub- 
lican party carried Louisiana by a handsome 
majority, a majority of over 8,000; but Sey- 
mour carried the State against Grant by about 
50,000. How were those results produced? I 
beg leave to refresh the memory of Senators 
and of the country upon that subject. It be- 
comes perfectly legitimate that I should do 
so. I will read an extract from the report 
of the Committee to Investigate Southern 


Outrages, an extract embodied in the report | 


of a committee to investigate a contested elec- 
tion for member of Congress in Louisiana in 
1868: : 


“The testimony shows that over two thousand 
persons were killed, wounded, and otherwise injured 
in that State within afew weeks prior to the presi- 
dential election; that half the State was overrun 
by violence; midnight raids, secret murders, and 
open riot kept the people in constant terror until 
the Republicans surrendered all claims, and then the 
election was carricd by the Democracy. The parish 
of Orleans contained 29,910 voters, 15,020 black. In 
the spring of 1868 that parish gave 13,973 Republican 
votes. Inthe fall of 1868 it gave Grant 1,178, a fall- 
ing off of 12,795 votes. Riots prevailed for wecks, 
sweeping the city of New Orleans and filling it with 
scenes of blood, and Ku Klux notices were scattered 
through the city warning the colored men not to 
vote. In Caddo there were 2,987 Republicans. In 
the spring of 1868 they carried the parish. In the 
fall they gave Grant one vote. Here also there were 
bloody riots. 

“But the most remarkable case is that of St. 
Landry, a planting parish on the river ‘Teche. Here 
the Republicans had a registered majority of 1,071 
votes. In the spring of 1808 they carried the parish 
by 678. Inthe fallthey gave Grant no vote, not one; 
while the Democrats cast 4,787, the full vote of the 
parish, for Scymour and Blair. : 

“Were occurred one of the bloodiest riots on 
record, in which the Ku Klux killed and wounded 
over two hundred Republicans, hunting and chasing 
them for two days and nights through fields and 
swamps. ‘Lhirteen captives were taken from the 
jailand shot. A pile of twenty-five dead bodies 
Was found half buried in the woods, Ilaving con- 
quered the Republicans, killed and driven off the 
white leaders, the Ku Klux captured the masses, 
marked them with badges of red flannel, enrolled 
them in clubs, led them to the polls, made them vote 
the Democratic tieket, and then gave then certifi- 
cates of the fact.” 


Mr. BLAIR. 
word? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make one statement 
in connection with that report. That is the 
report of the Committee on Southern Out- 
rages, the same committee that refused, by a 
party vote, to allow a single witness to be 
called from the State of Louisiana; the same 
committee that refused to take any testimony 
in regard to the State of Louisiana, as the 
journals of the committee will show, by a 
strict party vote. Motions were made on the 
part of the minority to take testimony in Lou- 
isiana, and they were refused; motions were 
made to call witnesses from Louisiana, and 
they were refused, the majority preferring to 
reproduce in their report the lying extractjust 
read than to take testimony from the State. 
They did not dare to encounter an honest in- 
vestigation of affairs in Louisiana. So much 
for the Senator's authority. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania and my colleague can perhaps answer 
that charge. I am sure that statement will 
not invalidate the sworn testimony in repeated 
investigations that [have before me, testimony 
piled mountain high, 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Missouri does not state all the facts. He 
was a member of the sub-committee, with my- 
self, which took testimony in the States of 
Alabama and Mississippi, and we were com- 
missioned also to take testimony in the State 
of Tennessee, but found it utterly impossible 


Will the Senator allow me a 


14,224 votes cast that may be called Repub- || todo so, So large was the volume of testimony 


we took in the States of Mississippi and Ala- 
bama, that seven weeks, or nearly seven weeks 
were consumed in taking it. If there was any“ 
other motive for not prosecuting the investiga. 
tion in Louisiana than a want of time, I do 
not know it. That was the only considera- 
tion that influenced my vote in the committee. 
I cannot answer for the motives which in- 
fluenced other members of the committee; but“; 
a little testimony, as the Senator is aware, 
was taken in the State of Georgia. There wag | 
a sub-committee that was sent into Georgia, 
Florida, and South Carolina, and perhaps an 
additional State, and they gleaned but a small 
portion of the evidence in those States, and 
partly for want of time. : 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say, in reply to that, 
if the Senator from Indiana will permit me to 
do so, that while certain members of the com- 
mittee were investigating in the States of ` 
Georgia and Florida and Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi, there were many other members of 
the committee who might have been dele- 
gated to investigate elsewhere that were at 
home doing nothing. It was not want of 
time, but want of inclination. 

Mr. PRATT. Butis not the Senator from 
Missouri aware of the fact that the other 
members of the committee complained that 
they bad been on duty here all summer in the 
| city of Washington, and ought to be excused 
from further duty ? 

Mr. BLAIR. There were others who had 
not been on duty here any part of the time. 
J had been on duty here all the summer my- 
self, and still I went to Alabama and Missis- 
sippi, butthe committee voted down directly 
a proposition to investigate either Louisiana, 
Arkansas, or ‘Texas. They selected the States 
to be investigated, and refused to investigate 
the other States. They had ample time; they 
had means enough; but they did not dare to 
confront the facts. That is my judgment. 

Mr. PRATT. I bave only to repeat the 
statement I made before, so far as my own case 
is concerned; I cannot answer for the motives 
of other members of the committee; but it 
was understood that so far as Louisiana and 
Arkansas were concerned, recently there were 
not many Ku Klux troubles in those States, and 
our object was to ascertain: what was the pres- 
ent condition in the late insurrectionary States 
that we were commissioned to visit. We were 
sent, therefore, to those States where the Ku 
Klux outrages within thelast year or two were 
reported to have been most numerous. 

Mr. BLAIR. I produced before the com- 
mittee at the time the proclamation of the Gov- 
ernorof Texas, showing that he had declared 
martial law in Texas, and I asked that Texas 
might be investigated to see if there was any- 
thing that authorized this declaration of mar- 
tial law by the Governor. l brought to the 
minds of the committee the fact that General 
Grant had taken possession of a political con- 
| vention in the State of Louisiana with arms 
and with soldiery, and invoked the committee 
to go there and investigate that. It was not 
thought proper to do it. | ealled attention to 
the facts in regard to the State of Arkansas, 
the turbulence which had existed there and the 
charges that the elections had been carried by 
fraud, one of which is now being investigated 
before a committee of this House. The com- 
mittee voted ky a strict party vote not to in 
vestigate either of these States, and yet they 
come here and report upon them, and this 1s 
the result of their report upon a subject which 
they did not dare to investigate and give us 
the opportunity of confronting these state: 
ments. 

Mr. PRATT. Allow me to inquire of my 
friend from Missouri why, inasmuch as he 
was on the committee, and it was in session 
all the summer last year in the city of Wash- 
ington, if he wished to obtain information a8 
to the condition of affairs in the States of 
Louisiana and Texas and Arkansas, he did not 
make application for subpenas for witnesses ? 
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. Mr. BLAIR. I did. 

Mr. PRATT. The committee was clothed 
with abundant authority to bring witnesses 
before it. , 

Mr. BLAIR. I did make the application, 
“and the subpenas were refused. I applied 
for subpenas for more than a dozen witnesses 
from the State of Louisiana and the applica- 
tion was refused. I applied also fora number 
from Arkansas. Isecured a few, three I think, 
only two of whom were examined; the third 
“the committee refused to examine. That is 
the fact. I produced before the committee the 
declaration of martial law on the part of the 
Governor of Texas, who declared martial law 
atthe time the election was to be held, and 
invited the committee to investigate Texas. 
“They refused to do it, and after that I should 
be surprised at no report they would make on 
the subject. 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to say that the 
“Senator from Missouri evidently misunder- 
` stands the report from which I read. This 
committee does not report these facts as the 
result of its own investigation, but as quoting 
-from a former investigation made in Louis 
jana in regard to what took place before the 
` presidential election in 1868 by another com- 
mittee. 

` Mr. SCOTT. 
“ana allow me? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwasnot in when this con- 
troversy about Louisiana originated, but from 
what I am informedas to what has been said, 

and from the closing remark of the Senator 
from Missouri, which I just heard, I deem it 
necessary to say a few words in reference to 
the action of the committee which he, it seems, 
has been arraigning. [ learn from his state- 
| ment that he charges that he made application 
< for subpenas for witnesses from the State of 
< Arkansas, and succeeded in having several 
; witnesses brought here; that two were exam- 
< ined; that there was a refusal to examine the 
` remainder. I do not remember how many 
s witnesses were asked for, but all who were 
asked for from the State of Arkansas were 
“gent for. Two of them appeared; two did 
“not appear; and one did not appear, I think ; 
but alter two witnesses were examined, it 
was apparent to the whole committee that 
we were asked to investigate a subject that 
had not been committed to us at all; and the 
result of that investigation so far as we did 
proceed with it is already before the Seu- 
ate, and was reported to the Senate with the 
concurrence of the Senator from Missouri, and 
I never heard that there was the slightest 
gomplaint on the part of any one that the 
committee did not proceed further in that in- 
vestigation. My recollection is that we had 
the assent of the Senator from Missouri in dis- 
pensing with further investigation into those 
affairs in Arkansas, and in the report that was 
made to the Senate, upon which action was 
taken by the Senate. So much for Arkansas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me remind the Senator 
that I was perfectly satisfied with the course 
taken by the committee with reference to the 
particular investigation into the alleged elec- 
tion of the Senator from that State in report- 
ing it to the Senate for its action. I was not 
satisfied, and never was satisfied, with the 
refusal on the part of the committee to include 
the State of Arkansas in its investigation, and 
I made the motion in the committee, which 
was voted down by a party vote, to send a 
sub-committee to the State of Arkansas for 
the purpose of making investigation. I did 
not consider it necessary to express any dis- 
satisfaction with the vote of the majority of 
the committee, 

Mr. SCOTT. I was coming to that part of 
the charge that has been made also. It ia made 
now, I understand, with reference to Arkansas, 
Texas, and Louisiana. It is well known that 
that committee wasraised for the express pur- 
pose of investigating what were termed the 
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Ku Kluz outragesin the southern States ; that 


that was the leading motive for raising the | 


committee. The committee organized. It sat 
here during the month of June. In the latter 
part of June a sub-committee was sent to South 
Carolina for that purpose, another portion of 
the committee remaining in session here and 
sitting during the month of July for that pur- 
pose. At the close of the month of July the 
committee adjourned to meet again in Septem- 
ber, if my memory serves me aright. We met 
in September, perhaps in the latter part of 
September, [ am uot certain ag to dates, and 
when we came together the question came up 
how much work could be done. Here were 
the States of Georgia, Mississippi, Alabama, 
and Florida, in allofwhichit was alleged these 
disturbances had taken place, and in some of 
which it was alleged they were continuing 
down to that time. It was perfectly evident 
that if the investigation was to be carried on 
in the States in which the evil existed, and to 
investigate which the committee was raised, 
those States were the ones to be visited, and 
that it would be utterly impossible, even if 
there were collateral questions to be investi- 
gated, that sub-committees should be sent into 
all the States, 

My recollection is that when this subject 
came up, and it was determined that sub-com- 
mitices should go into those States in which 
the Ku Klux were carrying on their operations, 
the resolutions which were offered to carry on 
their investigations did not stop with Louis- 
iana and Arkansas and Texas, but they even 
included Virginia, in which it was not alleged 
that there was any disturbance. I think a 
reference to the Journal will verify that fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. That was done in a resolu- 
tion offered by a member of the House. The 
resolution as moved including Virginia came 
from a member of the House, who then voted 


-against the whole. 


Mr. SCOTT. As it has been alleged that 
the committee refused to go to Louisiana 
because they were afraid to investigate there, 
and the motive is attacked, L wish to state, so 
far as I know, (and [ feel that I can be sure 
what my own motives were,) what the motive 
was. The Ku Klux were to be investigated, 
and the majority of the committee were determ- 
ined that they should be investigated. We 
thought the minority of the committee desired 
that they should not be investigated, and that 
they preferred that the investigation should 
spread itself over other States where they 
were not operating, and go off upon collateral 
questions, instead of directing our application 
to the very question for which the committee 
was organized. 

I would not state this were I not informed 
that the Senator from Missouri had stated that 
the majority refused to go to Louisiana be- 
cause they were afraid to gothere. I say that 
no such motive actuated us, but that from the 
resolutions which were offered in the commit- 
tee we came to the conclusion that our primary 
purpose was to carry out the object for which 
the committee was raised—to investigate Ku 
Klux outrages where they existed, and where 
they had been perpetrated since 1868. So far 
as Louisiana is concerned, if the report has 
been quoted correctly, I remember very well 
the extract. I suppose it is from a report of 
the committee of the House in 1869, of which 
Mr. Stevenson, of Obio, was chairman. There 
is an extract from that in our report, not as 
stating what the present condition of Louisiana 
is, but as giving the history of the Ku Kiux 
organization from 1866 down to the present 
time. 

I only rose to make this explanation in 
consequence of what I have been informed 
has occurred during my absence. from the 
Chamber. 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret exceedingly that 
because the honorable Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania conceived that an implication. unjust to 


with whom he acted with regard to investi- 
gating the affairs of Louisiana had been made 
in his absence, he should here state to the 
Senate that it was the opinion of himself and 
his colleagues forming the majority of that 
committee that it was not the wish or inten- 
tion of the minority that outrages committed 
by the Ku Klux, so called, in the southern 
States should be investigated. I am surprised 
that he should fee] himself warranted in com- 
ing to such an opinion; I am surprised that 
he should express it, and I only can say, as ta 
the action taken by the minority in this case, 
that the testimony, voluminous as it is, is the 
best answer to the fact that, so far as I know, 
there was no truth kept back at any time or 
sought to be kept back and remain andevel: 
oped by those who acted on the part of the 
minority upon that committee, 

Ido not choose, and it is not necessary for 
me, to enter into a comparison either of mo- 
tives or conduct on that committee with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, or any one else. 
The record must speak for itself as to whether 
or not there was a full and fair and honest 
attempt at investigation, coupled with much 
labor on the part of the minority. IFI knew, | 
or if [ ever have known yet of a wrong 
against the right of any citizen or the violation 
of any law by any man, and sought to conceal 
it, [ call on the Senator or any other man 
within the sound of my voice to suggest it, to 
name it, for when it is examined It will be 
found to be false. 

Mr. SCOTT. I certainly would be the laat 
person to impugn the motive of the Senator 
from Delaware, or any one else with whom I 
had the pleasure of being associated upon that 
committee; for while its duties were disagree 
able, I may be permitted to say that through 
the courtesy of the members of all parties I 
think they were made as pleasant as the nature 
of the subject would permit. But when ins 
formed that the motive of the majority of the 
committee had been arraigned aud attacked, 
I could not, in justice to myself and the other 
members of the committee, do less than give 
our motive for doing us we did. And now let 
me ask the Senator from Delaware in all can- 
dor, at the time those motions were submitted 
to examine into the affairs of Arkansas and 
Louisiana, would it have been possible for 
those sub-committees to enter upon those in- 
vestigations, and also proceed with tho invest- 
igations of Ku Klux outrages in the otber 
States to the extent that they did between that 
time and the mecting of Congress ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Of course not to the ex: 
tent that they did; but I mean to say: that 
there was before the minds of the committee, 
so far as I know, as much knowledge that 
Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas needed exam- 
ination by the committee as.any other of these 
States. Nay, more than that, it would have 
been exceedingly easy and required very 
little time; because the chief outrages in 
Texas were by the officials upon the peo- 
ple, doing all they could to destroy every- 
thing like government or security and to 
turn the whole State back into anarchy and 
confusion. All that might have been done, 
in my honest belief, and it should have been 


done. : 
Mr. BLAIR. And there were other mem: 
bers of the committee who were unemployed. 
Mr. BAYARD. I never have impeached 
and do not impeach the motives of gentlemen 
who act with me, whether they agree with me 
or not. I merely refer to facts, and I do say 
it was by the vote and by the choice of that 
majority, of which the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania is the head, that the outrages in 
Louisiana were not brought: before Congress, : 
although they may say that if they had been 
examined time would have been occupied and 
it would have prevented the development of 
testimony elsewhere. : 
Mr. MORTON... I-beg leave to read afar- 


himself and the majority of the. committee {i ther extract. from the report of-Mr. Seven \.° 
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son in the House in regard to the city of New 
Orleans itself. This is in reference to the 
election in 1868: 


“ In this part, including that partof Orleans com- 
prised in this district, and St. Bernard and St. Hel- 
ena and Wasbington, the Republican party had a 
majority in 1868 of over one thousand, receiving 
eighty-five hundred and sixty-five votes. Over 
three hundred leading and active Republicans, 
white and colored, were killed, wounded, or other- 
wise cruelly maltreated by Ku Klux and other in- 
struments of violence and intimidation within 
sixty days preceding the election, 

“error and dread took possession of the unpro- 
tected people; thousands of colored Republicans 
and some whites voted the Democratic ticket from 
compulsion and fear, wud the great mass remained 
away from the polls, and the eighty-five hundred 
and sixty-five Republican votes were reduced to 
eighty-four, eighty of which were received in Or- 
leans, two in St. Bernard, two in St. Helena, (out of 
Amite,) and in Washington none.” 

Now, I ask the Secretary to read from the 
report of the Committee ou Elections in an- 
other case, the case of Jones vs. Mann, an 
election held at the same time, in 1868. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“The State Legislature had called ineffectually 
upon the national Executive tor troops to uphold the 
law, to put down lawlessness and crime, and to pro- 
teet Joyal citizens in‘their persons and property. 

“Meanwhile a systoulatic course of intimidation 
violence, plunder, robbery, assassination, and mur- 
der, Was practiced in many portions of the State to- 
ward the loyal Union citizens, especially the citizens 
of color; their property and lives were in jeopardy 
on account of their loyalty, aud a large portion of 
tho State, and particularly the city of New Orleans, 


was controlled by lawless partisins of the late rebel- | 


lion, many of them armed, rendering it unsafo aud 
perilous tor loyal citizens to freely sponk their sen- 
tiineuts, participate in political meetings, or to at- 
tend upon and voto st the election; and oa the 20th 
of October, 1868, the Governor of the State announced 
to the department commander that tho civil author- 
ities iu the parishes of Orleans, Jefferson, and S 


Bernard woro unable to preserve order aud protect 
the lives and property of the peoples and the 
tion of the city mminediately thereatter may be in- 
ferred from a statement mado in a communication 
from the Governor to one of the United States Bena- 
tors from that State, of December 20, 1868, which 
was laid on tho desks of the members of the Louse 
in the vnrly part of this session, wherein lo says 
that ‘armed white men patroled the streets nignt 
aud day, sacking Republicag etub- rooms, the resi- 
dences of Union citizens, churches, and school- 
houses. During the week precoding the election 
over sixleen persons woro killed in New Orleans,’ 


He further adds that, notwithstanding an order of | 


the communding general to the contrary, 'Demo- 
eratie clubs did have processions, and armed bands 
continued their violence up to thoday of ofection. 
The week preceeding the cleetion wis one of intense 
exeltements the whole city was filled with alarm. 
My parlor was constantly filled with mon who 
brought reports of outrages upon their persons and 
property. A coustantstrenn of mon ran from the 
gun stores of the aity with arms and ainmunition, 
nud every evidenco of general tumalt and rioting 
was upparcut. During this dine L was in daily com- 
iduni¢ation with the commanding general, who ex 
pressed great concern nud hunented the mei 
force at his disposal. Lt was so small that General 

uchyunad stated, in General Ruusscau’s presence, 
that fre (General R.) would be as muelh justi 
reliving with his troops as he would before an enemy 
of superior Loree. 

“Those statements give a sufficient explanation of 
the vote returned from the parish of Orleans, and 
as to this parish would seem to jastify the conclud- 
ing Statement made by tho (Governor in said com- 
munication as to the election generaliy, that the 
result was attained by the most shameless resort to 
murder, assassination, tumuit, and intimidation, not 
to speak of proscription, thar was ever knowu in 
this country,” Said letter of Governor Warmoth, 
with the reply of General Buchanan, of January 20, 
169 and the rejoinder of Governor Wanmoth, of 


January 26, are appended to this report, aud marked | 


A, B, and U.” 


Mr. MORTON. his evidence shows that 


the murder, assassination, and violence that | 


occurred in Louisiana just before the late pres- 
idential election, and that controlled that elec- 
tion, amounted toa war. The same motives may 
exist tu bring about the same scenes again; 
and Í ask where there is any man who desires 
peace, who desires honest elections and abhors 
bloodshed, who can object to the use of the 
means to prevent the repetition of these dread- 
fulscenes? The same combustible material 
exists there now that existed then, aud may 
be put in motion by the same instrumentali- 
ties. 

I might go through with the history of the 
elections in several of the States in 1868, but 
I shall content myself witha brief reference 
to the election in Georgia. In June, 1868, 


ondi- | 


ed in j 


the Republican party carried the State of 
Georgia by about nine thousand majority. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I suppose the honorable 
Senator refers to the election in April. There 
was no election in June. 

Mr. MORTON. Ishould say April. Irefer 
to the spring election. The Republican party 
carried it by about seven thousand majority. 
They lost it in the November following by 
about forty-five thousand majority. In seven 
of the counties of Georgia, as shown by the 
statement I have here—I think I have counted 
them accurately—there was not a vote cast for 
General Grant. In eight other counties there 
were votes cast not to exceed twelve for him, 
showing the influence of the reign of terror in 
that State. I refer to this simply as a striking 
instance—— 

Mr. NORWOOD. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator please call over the names of the counties 
where no vote was cast for General Grant? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir; Iwill oblige the 
Senator. It will take but a moment, I think. 
The county of Bartow, | thiuk, is the first one ; 
that is put down 1. The county of Bullock is 
the next one. In the county of Chattahoochee 
there were 8 votes for Grant; in the county of 
Clinch, 75; in the county of Coffee, none ; 
in the county of Columbia, 1; in the county 
of Colquitt, 25; in the county of Dade, 18; 
in the county of Dooly, 32, iu the county of 
Early, none; inthe county of Elbert, 345 in 
the county of Emanuel, 29; in the county of 
Glascock, 10; iu the county of Irwin, none; 
in the county of Jones, none; inthe county of 
Lincoln, none; in the county of Madison, 91 ; 
in the county of Miller, none; in the county 
of Montgomery, none; in the county of Rich- 
mond, 1; in the county of Schley, 69; in the 


county of Latnall, nove; in the county of Tel- | 


itir, none; in the county of Ware, 6; in the 
county of Wayne, 10; iu the county of Wilkes, 
T; and in others small numbers that I do not 
enumerate. 

Mr. President, [ had not intended to say any- 
thing on this subject in addition to what was 
said the other day in reference to it; but what 
was said this morning by the Senator from Del- 
aware and the Senator from California made it 
proper that E should advert to what took place 
ta 1868 in Louisiana and what might transpire 
again, Now, [repeat the question, what consti- 
tutional reason or objeciion can be made to 
placing Louisiana, so laras these elections are 
concerned, and so far as giving the presidential 
election the incidental protection of the law 
protecting the congressional elections is con- 
cerned, in the same condition with Iliinois, 
Georgia, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, 
and in fact over twenty-tive States in this 
Union? 

Mr. HILL. I was about to interrupt the 
Senator from Indiana with a question, upon 
which J should like to hear bis views. ft may 
not be improper that he and I should talk a 
little about this bill, though we have talked it 
over elsewhere, I notice (I do not know that 
my attention has been calied to it before) the 
particular language of tie Constitution in 
regard to the power of Congress in choosing 
the time for the election of alectors for Pres- 
ident and Vice President. This is the graut 
of power to Congress: 


“The Congress may determine the time of choos- 


. ing the electors, and the day on which they shall 


give their votes, which day shall be the same 
throughout the United States.” A 


Turning to the Constitution this morning, it 
occurred to me forthe first tine that it was 
not very clear that it was within the power of 
the Congress to name different days upon 
which electors might be chosen. For exam- 
ple, if we can say that in Louisiana the first 
Monday in November sball be the day of 
choosing electors instead of the first Tuesday, 
we might say that the State of Vermont might 
choose on Wednesday, New York on Thurs- 
day, Pennsylvania on Friday, and another 
State on Saturday, and we might even have 
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the election in different months. The object 
seems to have been to have a uniform day of 
choosing electors. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
will permit me 

Mr. HILL. Iwillcome to thatin a moment, 
I see that it isin the disjunctive. I reads in 
this way : 

“The Congress may determine the time of cho.c- 
ing the electors, and the day on which they shall 
give their votes;”’-— 

Then comes a semicolon, and the disjunct- 
ive part of the sentence occurs— 

“which day shall be the same throughout the Uni- 
ted States.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now I will ask the Sen. 
ator what that ‘‘ day” relates to. 

Mr. HILL. I answer the Senator, it relates’ 
to the day on which the Electoral College shall 
assemble and give their votes; there is no 
doubt about that. But it will be observed 
that it ig in the singular number; the word 
‘t time” is used. ‘* I'he Congress may de- 
termine the time of choosing the electors,” 
If it had been the intention of the framers of 
the Constitution to give to Cougress the lati- 
tudinous powers that I have adverted to, of 
selecting different days for different States, 
would they not have expressed it by usiug the 
word “times ’’—the times of choosing? But 
it is limited to “the time.’’ There is butone 
time spoken of. ‘hat under the word “ime” 
you may discriminate aud chouse two different 
days, iam not clear by any meaus, for cere 
tainly it follows, as a matter of course, that if 
Congress cau prescribe a day for Louisiana 
different from the general day it has pre- 
scribed for the choosing of electors, it may pres.: 
scribe any variety of time for other States. 
That is too clear for question. 

What, then, was meant by the framers of 
the Constitution in using the word © time?” 
It isa specific designation, as it strikes my 
mind, aud is limited to one period, not to two 
different. periods. dt occurs to me that it is > 
not within the power of Congress to have 
thirty-seven different days upon which elect- 
ors for President and Vice President may be 
chosen. I know that the expediency question 
is the only one that has presented itseif here 
tofore to my own mind as of any moment. 
know that | have suggested that the only ob» 
jection to this particular measure that pres 
sented itself to me was that it put it in the 
power of voters to vote on Monday iu Louisi» 
ana and of going into the adjoining States ou 
‘Tuesday, if they chose to du so, and casting 
votes there, thereby fraudulently increasing the 
vote of one pariy or auoiher party in an ad- 
joining State, ‘That was the gravest objection 
that occurred to me before, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May | ask the Senator 
from Georgia a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. | wishto ask him whether 
itis not within his knowledge that the lirst 
provision of law made by tbe fathers who 
made the Constitution, under that clause of 
the Constitution, did not provide a variable 
time running over thirty-four days? 

Mr. HILL, Let me understand that ques 
tion. ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The inquiry is, whether 
it is not within the knowledge of the Senator 
from Georgia that the same men who framed 
that Constitution framed a law under it giving 
it a practical cousiruction on the very polut 
he is talking about, allowing the election of 
electors to run over a variable time of thirty: 
four days? 

Mr. HILL. No; that was not within my 
knowledge, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave here the statute 
of Mareh 1, 1792, which does exactly that 
thing. 

_ Mr. HILL. Read that statute, if you please. © 
I only want light. : 
|i Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will find 

the same law in the Manual which he holds im 


No, sir; if the Senator 
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pishand; but I willread it out of the Statutes- 
at- Large : ' 

“That except in case of an election of President 
and Vice President of the United States prior to the 
ordinary period as herein specified ”— 

That is, this act relates to the regular 

elections— 
“ electors shall be appointed in each State for the 
election of a President and Vice President of the 
United States, within thirty-four days preceding the 
firsts Wednesday in December, 1792, and within 
thirty-four days preceding the first Wednesday in 
December in every fourth year succeeding the last 
election, which electors shall be equal,”’ &e. 

Mr. HILL. That still does not come up to 
the idea that while the time shail be within a 
given period of days, it is not the sanction of 
the framers of the Constitution who sat in 
that early Congress of the principle that they 
might desiguate different days for different 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was not that a delega- 
tion of power to the different States to regu- 
late it within that time according to their own 
wishes, and does not the Senator kuow as 
matter of history that they did not vote on 
the same day ? 

Mr. HILL. No; Idid not know that. I 

` have not paid attention to that particular fact. 

If that be so, ic would seem that the question 
is settled. That was the only question that 
was pressing upon my mind, 

In view of what had occurred on former oc- 
cagions, and the great question of peace, &e., 
in Louisiana, I rather gave my assent to this 
biil. While I do not like the idea of having 
two days upon which the election of presiden- 
tial electors may occur, or one day in one 
State and a different day in all the other States, 
I was willing to yield it for the convenience 
of the people of Louisiana on this particular 
occasion, but I was not very sure that under 
the grant of power in the Constitution it was 
within the power of Congress to give them 
this relief. Ido not know but that it would 
be better, I think it would, to have separated 
these elections of the States and the Federal 
elections anyhow. J think instead of this sort 
of compulsory process with a ticket made with 
a particular vame for President and a partic- 
ular name for member of Congress and the 
usual routine of party, it would have contrib- 
uted more to the freedom of elections to have 
had two days, one for the Federal election 
and for the State election; and were it left to 
myself 1 wouid to day infinitely prefer having 
Separate elections. r 

in the State of Georgia, as I have elsewhere 
stated, we bave this peculiarity iu our election 
laws: for the sake of purifying the bailot box 
and preventing fraud we number the ticket of 
the voter with the same number as the name 

` bears upon the election list. This facilitates 
the scrutinizing of an election and arriving at 
a correct cqueciusion as to whether it is a fair 
or unfair election very accurately, and hence 
the regulation was made. That was the pur- 
pose ot it. Now, iam not willing myselt for 
uuy body of men created by act of Congress, 
appointed either by the judiciary or by any 
other functionary of the Government of the 
United States, to supervise the ballot-box of 
the States, so far as the officials of the States 
are concerned in the election, I do not deny 
the power, aud the expediency even, of doingit 
in relation to the election of Federal officials ; 
but | do not like the rule when it involves 
an examination into the tickets upon which 
appear the uames of the candidates for the 
egisluture of the State and county officers, 
and other persons who may happen to be 
elected on the same day. i was willing 
though in the main to waive any particular 
objection in the case of Louisiana for this one 
year for the sake of general convenience. I 
do not kuow, I have not studied very dili- 
fety the great frauds and interventions of 
awlessness to preveùt a popular vote in the 
State of Louisiana that have been referred to, 

am not familiar with that subject. 


; said itis proposed to remedy by this bill. 


_ Tt is but justice to some of the communities 
in the State of Georgia that have been referred 


to that I should say a word in regard to them. 4 


I will mention the county of Jones, which has 
been referred to. There was no election poll 
åt the court-house in Jones county at the 
November election in 1868. They did not open 
any polls whatever. The voters went almost 
en masse over into the county of Bibb, only 
thirteen miles distant, to the city of Macon, 
and there voted. It will be found that in the 
whoie county of Jones there was a very small 
vote, and that was a small number who went 
to a remote precinct in the county near the 
Jasper line. I am familiar with that locality, 
because I live there. I know this was done 
for the purpose of avoiding the large colored 
vote that was in the county. They did not 
open the polls at the town of Clinton, and the 
colored voters were compelled to go to Macon, 


where they augmented the Republican vote, 
as will be seen by comparing the two elec- | 


tions, the spring election and the election in 
the fall. 

~ There is a mistake in the table read by the 
Senator from Indiana in regard to the county 
of Richmond, where there is but one vote put 
down as having been poll.d for the Repub- 
licans. The Republican party polled a very 
considerable vote in that county in 1868 in both 
the spring and fall elections. I know that 
iu a great many counties there were very few 
persons who voted, and it was said at the time 
it was because of apprehensions of violence. 
I do not know whether they were well-grounded 
or ill-grounded apprehensions. 

My only purpose in rising was to elicit in- 
formation in regard to this particular point. 
{ would bave preferred that there should be no 
departure from the general rule of selecting all 
the electors on a particular day, just as I would 
prefer in the States that every election should 
occur in all the counties contemporaneously 
instead of on different days. But probably in 
this case the game is hardly worth the candle. 
If Louisiana were as great a State as New 
York, and the result of the election there 
might affect the result elsewhere, it might be 
of greater moment. As it is | am rather indif- 
ferent about it. I do not care much whether 
itisadoptedornot. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against 
this bill, and 1 desire to state the reasous why 
I shall do so. I can well imagine thatit might 
perhaps avoid some expense and inconvenience 
in Louisiana to have the two elections beld 
on the same day. That is the evil which it a 
t 
strikes me as somewhat singular that other 
States similarly situated are not included in 
this bill. The State of Pennsylvania, the State 
of Obio, the State of Indiana, and several 
other States hold their elections for State ofti- 
cersand for Congressmen on different days trom 
that on which the presidential election is held. 
ifthe only evil to be remedied iu this case is 
that there shall be but one election held, I 
cannot conceive why the Jaw should not have 
been made a general Jaw extending to all the 
States similariy situated. x 

But L fear there is something behind this. 
I will not charge that there are improper mo- 
tives actuating gentlemen who have introduced 
this measure; but we know the influence which 
party feeling has upon us all. Ido not claim 
to be exempt from it, and when I say that 
other Senators on tbis floor are actuated by 
party feeling I atiribute to them nothing but 
ibat which I admit is true of myself. But it 
leaked out in the debate on this bill yesterday, 
I believe, that one of the objects was to extend 
the protection of Federal authority to the 
elections in Louisiana. As soon as I heard 
that, my mind was made up that it was an 
improper bill to pass. 

New, sir, the Proddent of the United States 
is to be a candidate, as is generally conceded, 


i 


! the excuse. 


unless he is something 


at the next election for reélection, and itis pro-: 
posed in this bill to place in his hands the means 
by which he may carry the election in the State 
of Louisiana for himself in: opposition. to: the 
wishes of the people of that State if they desiré 
to vote against him. Is not that a dangerous 
power to place in the hands of ‘any mau? f 
am making no charges against Genera) Grants: 
Iam not. saying that General Granvwill use 
that power; but I say it is a sufficient objec: 
tion to this bill that it proposes to place that 
power in the hands of the President.’ Whether 
he exercises it or not is a matter resting in bis. 
discretion, but it is a dangerous thing for Cor- 
gress to invest him with such fearful power: 
that he may carry the State of Louisiana ia 
favor of himself against all competitors. 3 

Mr. CARPENTER. Willthe Senator from 
Delaware allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. CARPENTER. This bill, as I under- 
stand it, provides for the election in Louisiana 
the day before the general election. Now, 
with the existence of the telegraph all over 
this country, I wish to ask myfriend if he does 
not believe that an attempt on the part of 
Federal officers in Louisiana to use this law 
for any oppressive, unlawful, or fraudulent. 
purpose would be telegraphed all over the 
vountry in six hours and would defeat General 
Grant? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. So far as convesing that 
information all over this country is concerned, 
if it was designed by the President of the 
United States to use the power with which 
you propose to invest him for the purpose of 
carrying the election of electors in that State, 
he would take the means to prevent that in- 
formation being spread. in any quarter where 
it might affect the election. Now, 1] submit: 
to the Senator from Wisconsin if he does not 
believe that it is unwise legislation to invest 
in the hands of the President of the United 
States a power by which he can affect a single 
vote in reference to the presideutial election: 
if he himself is a candidate? a 


Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly; but there |: 


is no such power placed in the bands of the 
President by this bili, The only power con- 
ferred upon tbe President by any law of Con- 
gress is to preserve order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ah, sir, “you may 
makea desert and call it peacel’’ Ihave seen 
in my own State something of this *‘ preserv- 
ing order.”? | have seen a military commander 
deprive citizens, qualified under the constitu- 
tion of the State, from voting by attempting to 
prescribe additional qualifications by a miliary 
order, and through that very means | myself 
was driven from the polls because | would not 
recognize the right of a military commander 
to determine my right to vote in my own 
State. This mater of ‘ preserving order” is 
1 would take from the President 
the power to make any order; I would even 
take from him the power to send the military 
to any polls at atime when he himself was a 
candidate, because that will be made the ex- 
cuse for an interference with the elections in 
order to carry the elections, Such a fearful 
power ought not to be placed in his hands 
beyond common 
humanity. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Delaware allow me to read from @ report that 
is lying on our tables this morning to show how 
power is used to preserve order? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I read as follows: 

“On the day of election the town where the elec- + 
tion was held was occupied by an armed force under, 


command of one Captain Richardson, Pickets were 
stationed on all the roads leading into town, and 


persons coming in to vote were obliged-to obtain.a 
pass from the military authorities.” , he 
That is the way they were permitred to vote 
at the last eleciiom in Texas, as it appears 
from a report laid on our tables this morning, 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; and that was 


i the way they were permitted to vote in my own 
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State in the year 1862, Why, sir, I saw the 
military force that was sent into the State of 
Delaware, ostensibly for the purpose of pre- 
serving the peace at the polls, when there was 
no occasion whatever for the appearamce of a 
single military officer or soldier there, charge 
upon the polls in my own town and drive the 
citizens from the polls. I saw one man 
knocked down by the point of a Federal bay- 
onet, who was taken up and brought into my 
own office. Talk not then to me about ‘‘ presery- 
ing peace’’ by the presence of military power 
at clections, when 1 have witnessed its opera- 


tion in my own State and felt it in my own | 


person! If you propose to carry the election 
by military power say so. 

The Senator from Indiana, I believe it was, 
this morning referred to the dissensions in the 
Republican ranks in the State of Louisiana, 
Why was not your measure proposed before 
Governor Warmoth seceded from his alle- 
giance to President Grant? May there not 
be something in the fact that Governor War- 
moth, with a strong party at his back, was 
represented in the Cincinnati convention, and 
is there not a fear that because of that fact 
that State may not cast her electoral vote for 
President Grant? 

Mr. CARPENTER, Allow me to inter- 
rupt the Senator once more, for the purpose of 
quieting his fears, for I know he is distressed 
on this subject. Let me say to him that my 
recollection is that this bill in substance was 
reported from the Judiciary Committee months 
ago, with the honorable Senator from Illinois 
chairman of the committee. It never occurred 
to him, it did not to me, it did not to any other 
member of that committee, that there was any 
“cat under the meal,” or “nigger in the 
fence.” It seemed to us te be a perfectly 
reasonable proposition, and I believe we were 
unanimous in favor of it. The bill was moved 
in December. So that [can say to my friend 
the Cincinnati convention has not had the 
slightest effect on the friends of the bill. It 
does seem to have distressed the Senator from 
Jlinois in some way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, 
agreed to this bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think you did. I 
may be mistaken; bat [understood there was 
no dissent in Committee. 

Mr. ‘TRUMBULL, 
agreed to it, > 

Mr. CARPENTER. My impression is that 
you reported it. [may be mistaken. { know 
it was discussed in committee, and Å never 
heard any opposition to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 reported the bill 
back and had it referred, according to my rec- 
ollection, to the Committee on Privileges and 
Iglections. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That was at this session. 
The Committee ou Privileges and Elections 
was not in existence at the last session. 

Mr. CARPENTER. At the last session I 
understand this bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary but never acted on. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not remember it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I may be mistaken, 
but that is my recollection. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It was. 

Mr CARPENTER. So that my friend 
from Delaware need not be alarmed on the 
particular point which is distressing him at 
present. . 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I confess to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin 1 have my fears excited 
whenever l see an attempt made to interfere 

_ with the fairness of elections by interposing 
military power at the polls, and let me say to 
him that his statement has not proved a sooth- 
ing sirup. Ido not propose to accept as a 
sufficient explanation the faci that this bill was 
introduced in December, and was suffered to 
lie here still-born until after Governor War- 
moth seceded from the Republican party and 
identified his fortunes with the candidate of 
Cincinnati. Then it must have occurred to 


I do not think I ever 


I do not think I ever 


Senators that something was necessary to be 
done or Warmoth would carry Louisiana for 
Greeley and not for Grant. 

I have stated my fears in reference to this 
measure. I shall watch during this campaign, 
as the honorable Senator seems to think that 
as a campaign approaches men’s fears are 
excited—I shall watch with a strict vigilance 
every movement of the friends of the Presi- 
dent, when I see them attempting to fix elec- 
tions so that, if they have a disposition to do 
it, they may control them in the interest of the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. CARPENTER, It is written in some 
old book (I forget now exactly what) that 
innocence is unsuspecting. If there be any 
truth in that maxin, the suspicions that are 
disturbing the Democratic party at present 
are exceedingly discreditable to that party. 
All the power that General Grant has to-day 
he has had for months. ‘his bill proposes to 
give him no power whatever for any purpose 
whatever. Now, in what instance has General 
Grant abused the trust that Congress has 
reposed in him? Why is it that my honor: 
able friend who has just taken his seat is 
alarmed for fear that this election in Louisi- 
ana is to be carried by military force? It is 
an election that must precede the general 
election, if this bill should pass, and the news 
of any fraud or intervention on the part of the 
Army, or of any military force except in such 
a case as would be justified by every man in 
the land, would be telegraphed all over this 
Union, and if anything could defeat General 
ranis reélection, that would be certain to 

© 1b. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the honorable 
Senator if he does not suppose that any action 
of the President of the United States in that 
regard would be apologized for, excused, pal- 
liated, justified by his adherents, and denied 
if necessary ? 

Mr. 
The Senator from Delaware is losing his con- 
fidence, not only in General Grant, but in the 
intelligence of the American people and the 
rectitude of human nature, as my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Movron] suggests. I appeal to 
my old Democratic friends not to give up 
everything thatwas characteristic of the Dem- 
ocratic party. Do not give up your confidence 
in the sense of the people. The American 
people are notin any danger of being deceived 
or fooled. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I willsay to my friend 
from Wisconsin that I have not lost all my 
faith in the doctrine of the final perseverance 
of the saints, politically, and 1 hope the day 
may still come when he will be back among 
his old friends. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARPENTER. If it ever does, it 
will beat a time when the Democratic party has 
passed through such an absolution of the past 
and opened its eyes to such glories in the 
future as we can hardly conceive for it just 
now. f{ Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The baptism of fire. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The baptism of fire 
itis now passing through. What effect that 
may produce upon it in future years Í will not 
predict, but it does seem to me that nothing 
in this world but a chronic determination 
that no business shall be done in this Senate 
without a political discussion could ever have 
started this discussion upon this bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Willthe Senator allow 
me a word? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Always. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ihave remarked in the 
Senator a considerable degree of care and of 
fairness in his discussions. Lask him who it 
was that gave a political character to the dis- 
cussion of this bill? I ask him if it was not 
the Senator from Indiana when he avowed 
upon this floor that one effect of it, perhaps he 
suid the object of it, was to give, as he said, 
indirectly the protection of the Federal laws 
and the Federal power to a State election? 


y? 
CARPENTER. No, Mr. President. | 


Mr. CARPENTER. The drift of that ques- 
tion would rather indicate that I was pursuing 
an improper dine of remark, and perhaps I 
am. It would look as though I was blaming 
some Senators, and my friend desires to locate 
it somewhere. Ihave no such purpose. I am 
as fallible in this particular as any other man. 
I do love a row just as well as anybody, 
whether it be political or any other kind, and ` 
Iam just as_easily switched into a political 
discussion. I was rather apologizing for my- 
self than blaming anybody else when I wag 
deprecating my own political remarks upon a 
mere business question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before this question is 
taken I wish to call the attention of the Sen-'..: 
ate and of the country, so tbat I shall oblige | 
my friend from Illinois, to this alleged inter- 
ference by force in an election in Texas and 
to this military surveillance of it which he 
referred to in reading from a House report. I 
do not wish to oceupy time, but I wish to read 
the whole upon that subject, which makes the 
horse of a slightly different color so far as the 
effect goes from that seen by my honorable 
friend from Illinois. The report says: 

t The colored voters generally failed to vote, so 
that only 28 votes were cast for Clark, to 1,153 for 
Giddings. That a state of excitement and fear ex- 
isted in this county about the time of the election 
is clear. Acollision occurred between some colore 
policemen and certain white men, which resultedin 
the death of one of the latter, and the wounding of 
one of thoformer. This produced great excitement, 
and was followed by a general uprising and arming 
of both whites and blacks. On the day of election 
the town where the election was held was occupied 
by an armed force under command of one Captain: 
Richardson, Pickets were stationed on all the roads | 
leading into town, and persons coming in to vote 
wero obliged to obtain a pass from the military au- 
thorities. Although the witnesses say that all voters 
were permitted to come and go in peace, and that 
the freedmen were urged to vote, yet it is clear that 
they abstained from doing so for reasons which most. < 
men would consider good and sufficient.” 

That seems to be brought forward by the 
honorable Senator from Illinois to show that 
the President of the United States, or some- 
body acting under his real or supposed author- 
ity, direct or indirect, had taken possession 
of the voting place and set pickets around it, 
and undertook to regulate who should come 
in and who should go out; whereas when you 
read the whole context you perceive that there 
was a somewhat not infrequent action of a 
State riot in Texas between the citizens of 
Texas preceding the day of. the election by a 
little while, which resulted in a general up- 
rising and arming of blacks and whites, and 
in the necessity of the intervention, under the 
Governor of the State, of the State militia for 
the preservation of order, The militia occu- * 
pied that town, and in the course of their 
occupation this operation took place. Now; 
what has that to do with this bill or any other 
act that Congress has ever passed ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I re- 
ferred to it to show what a condition of things 
there was in Texas, and that the military had = > 
been interfering there, and I understand that . 
the military authority there was upheld by the 
United States, that Governor Davis, the Gov- 
ernor of the State was sustained by the Fed- 
eral Government in his action there, and in’ 
giving certificates. I do not know what the :=" 
Federal Government had to do with giving cer- >: 
tificates, but I understand that the Governor ~; 
down there gave certificates to men whose vote .- 
was less by many thousands than those who 
were elected. J read from that report to show -'; 
what a condition of things existed, and how 1n - 
some localities the military had been used. | 
care not whether it is used by State authority. 
or by Federal authority, no people can be said 
to be free in the exercise of the elective fran-. 
chise that have to walk through bayonets and: 
obtain passes from the military before they can 
vote. Lam as much opposed to it on the part 
of a State, if I had any power to control it, a8 
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I would be on the part of the United States. 
‘And inasmuch as it had been avowed in this 
case that one object of changing the day was 
to bring the election under the supervision 
of an act of Congress which provides for super- 
yising the elections by Federal authority, un- 
constitutionally as I thought, that seemed to 
— me an objection to this change of the day, 
= because I do not think the Federal Govern- 
ment should have anything to do with the 
election of electors of President and Vice 
President of the United States; and I referred 
to this as much for the purpose of answer- 
ing what had been said by the Senator from 
Indiana as anything else. 

He confined his remarks to elections which 
occurred in 1868. If he had brought his 
examinations down a little later, he would 
have found that the election in Louisiana two 
years later was quite as bad as the one in 
1868, but on the other side, I think; but it is 
immaterial to me on which side it was. I 
have nothing to say about sides in regard to 
honest and fair elections, and I do not care 
where the cheating is so far as our institu- 
tions are concerned and our Government is 
concerned ; if we mean to maintain an elect- 
ive and representative Government we must 
have pure and fair elections upon all sides, 
and the fact that one party in Louisiana prac- 
ticed fraud in 1868, and another in 1870, does 
not changeitatall. I referred to this as much 
as anything to show the disordered state of 
things, and that the military power was being 
used in reference to elections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Illi- 
nois was a little unlucky, then, in his first 
observations if he did not mean to have the 
Senate understand and the country understand 
(because I never wish to make a reply to one 
of his speeches without using that word) that 
there had been a Federal interference by mili- 
tary power in the election in one of the coun- 
ties in Texas in October, 1871. If so, he was 
very unfortunate indeed, and I confess I was 
shocked when I heard him make the state- 
ment out of this report which I had not then 
read, at the idea that any officer of the Uni- 
ted States should have undertaken to inter- 
fere and do what he read he did do; but I 
observed whenel came to read it that he had 
only read one or two lines, and therefore the 
impression (which I am sure he did not intend 
to produce, because he would not wish to mis- 
represent anything even to the country, much 
less to the Senate,) was produced upon my 
mind, and I think upon every Senator who 
heard him who had not read the report, that 
there had been this kind of interference that 
has been talked about upon the other side of 
the Chamber, Federal interference under the 
dangerous powers of a dangerous President 
to do something about elections in Texas. 

Now he says that he understands not that 
this particular thing to which he referred was 
done by any Federal officer or any Federal 
troops, or that they had anything to do about 
it, but he understands that Governor Davis 
was sustained by the authorities of the United 
States. In what? He could not quite say 
what, except he believesin granting certificates 
to men who were not entitled to certificates. 
If the honorable Senator has any specific 
information upon that point, 1 wish he would 
tell us what it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You will find itin the 
very report before you; in that very case the 
certificate was given to Clark. 

Mr. KDMUNDS. My honorable friend is 
extremely unlucky in understanding me, or else 

amin understanding him. Lam not nowon the 
Pointas to whether a certificate was given to the 
Wrong man, but whether the Federal authorities 
Sustained Governor Davis in doing it; that is 
what I challenge the honorable Senator to pro- 
duce the proof of, and there is nota particle, and 
itis not true. If he has any proof let him bring 
it forward, It is very easy to assail the Presi- 
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dent of the United States or any other official 
by assertions of misconduct, if you are not 
particularly scrupulous about the amount of 
proof that you have to sustain them. I could 
almost do it myself, as humble as I am, but I 
do not choose to. 

Therefore, I say, I deny that there is any 
evidence for, or any truth in the proposition 
that the Federal authorities have sustained 
Governor Davis in the supervising of elec- 
tions by military power mentioned in thig 
report, or so far as I know in any other case. 
Who have sustained him in granting certifi- 
cates to men who received the minority of 
votes? If the Senator will read this very 
report pon which he stands he will see 
that the Federal authorities, if they are the 
Republican House of Representatives, instead 
of sustaining the granting of this certificate 
condemned it and kave reported against it. 
There is the difference. 

‘Then, if setting aside a certificate of the 
Governor is sustaining it, then the Senator is 
right; but if setting aside a certificate is not 
sustaining it, then the Senator is wrong. 
Neither the President of the United States 
nor any other Federal officer, as the Senator 
well knows, has anything to do with the cer- 
tificate which a Governor furnishes of the 
election of a member of Congress. It is not 
sent to any Federal officer except to the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives. It being 
sent to that Federal’ officer, it is laid before 
the House, and the House of Representatives, 
instead of sustaining Governor Davis in this 
case, inquire into his conduct, inquire into 
the truth, and report that the certificate ought 
to be set aside. There is the fact on this very 
question. 

Now, the Senator says you cannot have good 
elections without freedom. So you cannot. 
That is a proposition which everybody agrees 
to. But the question is what the honorable 
Senator himself would have done—although 
that is nothing to the case we have in hand, 
but it is pertinent to what he has said—had 
he been Governor of Texas on the day pre- 
ceding this election, and had been notified 
of there having been a collision between the 
policemen on the one side and other men upon 
the other, resulting in wounding and death, 
followed by great excitement and a general up- 
rising and arming of both whites and blacks. 


What would he have done if he had been the 


Governor of the State? If he had obeyed his 
duty, as I have no doubt he would have done, 
he would have exercised the executive au- 
thority vested in him, and which he was sworn 
to exercise, to exert the power of the State 
in preserving order; just as the Governors 
of every State have done from the foundation 
of the Government; Democratic Governors 
quite as often as Whig or Republican Gov- 
ernors, because generally the Governors of 
the State, of whatever party, have striven to 
do their constitutional duty manfully and fear- 
lessly. . 

The Governor of any State under any cir- 
cumstances, if he should have performed his 
duty, would have occupied that town by mili- 
tary force in order to keep the people of that 
town from going into a butchery of one race 
against the other, even if it had to result for 
that occasion that there should be no election 
at all; because, imagine for a moment what 
would have been the result but for military 
interference, as far as we can understand 
it from this report. The whites were armed, 
the blacks armed, in about equal numbers; 
there was great excitement; men were going 
with arms in their hands to the ballot-box in 
that condition of affairs. Why, sir, the coun- 
try would have cried out shame to any Gov- 
ernor who did not exert the whole power of 
the State to preserve order on that occasion, 
even at the expense of making the election 
void, and setting it aside. 

Mr. MORTON. I eall the Senator’s atten- 


tion to the fact that that report. says. that no: 
man was prevented from voting, and -every- 
body was allowed to vote. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know that, but I-am 
going on the supposition that everybody was 
prevented from voting. The question. is 
whether it would have been the duty of the 
Governor on an occasion of that kind to turn 
the two races loose, armed and excited: én 
both sides, to go to the ballot-box.. Iam sure: 
I am safe in appealing to my friend, for whose: 
judgment and prudence I have great respect: 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If the Sen- 
ator will allow me, I will tell him what caused 
the principal excitement that existed there at 
thattime. The killing was bythe police force, 
and it is not the first time, I believe, in the 
history of the police there that parties have 
been killed. I will not undertake to say any- 
thing about the merits of the difficulty. Ido 
not know much about that. But the fact: is 
that a prominent man in the community was 
killed by two policemen. ‘They were of no- 
toriously bad character, and had been bad 
characters known in the country twenty years 
before their freedom. They were Cherokee 
or Creek Indian negroes. I knew the family 
in Alabama, and they were celebrated for mis- 
chief and daring when they were slaves. These 
men were attached to the police force, and I 
believe one of them was putin command: of 
the police force of that county, and the opinion 
was that he was wholly unjustifiable in the 
attack he made upon a citizen of the place 
there. Be that as it may, the man was killed. 
The excitement was caused because the police- 
men who did the act were not surrendered to 
the civil authority. They defied the civil 
authority, banded themselves together, and 
the police gathered themselves around them, 
and with the negroes, to the number of hun- 
dreds, ensconced themselves in houses and 
would not be arrested. The Governor of the 
State, instead of arresting those parties and- 
satisfying the community, put the country 
under martial law and gave the support of the 
State authority to the men who had committed 
the murder. That is the fact of the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was a very unhand- 
some thing in the Governorif that was his mo- 
tive in interfering in this general uprising and 
arming of both blacks and whites for the pur- 
pose of sustaining the murderer. I am not 
here to defend the Governor of Texas; I know 
nothing about him. I am only speaking in re- 
ply to my friend from Illinois, and stating my 
reply to his misreading of this report as to in- 
terference in elections, and I say that upon 
the facts as they are stated here, in a town 
where there were twelve hundred voters it ap- 
pears who did go to vote, and where there 
were probably two thousand men capable of 
bearing arms, with both sides excited, both 
sides arming and going to the polls, it would 
be the duty of a just Governor everywhere 
(and it has been done by Democratic Govern- 
ors many a time; I think I could soon refer to 
the instances) to interfere for the preservation 
of order; not for the purpose of controlling 
elections; butif the prevention of a great riot 
which is imminent, where the parties arearrayed 
against each other with arms in their hands, is 
to be accomplished, it must be accomplished 
by prompt action. He cannot wait until the 
day after the election to prevent a riot; and 
if you fail to elect on that occasion, thatis one 
of the misfortunes of having a riot. Thatis 
all there is to it. But as I say the point under 
discussion is not the question whether the 
Governor of Texas had a good motive or 4 bad 


one. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Ifthe Senator 
will allow me, I would say that if the Governor 
of the State was not authorized and could -not 
suppress threatened hostilities in any other 
way, I would justify even the course he: took; 
but the opinion of his own officer, who was 
sent up there to investigate the: matter, was 
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that.there was no necessity whatever for mar- 
tial law. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Governor abused 
his power, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think the 
Governor himself was satisfied of that after- 
ward. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say a word 
about the President of the United States, nor 
make any aitack upon him atall. But there 
are always persons to be found who are swift 
to recommend themselves to favor by placing 
themselves, if possible, in the pusition of de- 
fending some one. It seems to be a delight 
to some persons to rush to the defense of those 
high in authority, I suppose by manifesting 
their zeal for them, and to seize hold of any- 
thing that they can which sball show their 
devotion, at least to persons to whom they 
think itis agreeable or pleasant to recommend 
themselves to. Of course the Senator from 
Vermont was not governed by any such con- 
sideration as that; but he supposes that the 
reading ofa part ofa report which was read 
was an attack upon the President. He must 
have understood so, or else, not being gov- 
erned by any desire to recommend himself to 
favor, he would hardly have voluntarily made 
such a speech as he has made. Therefore I 
am ready to excuse him for flying to the resene 
of the Presideut, supposing that he must have 
thought that what I read from the report. 
related tothe President, whereas it was, as I 
believe I stated, a report laid upon our table 
this morning made in the House of Repre- 
sentatives in regard to the election in the 
Siate of Texas, Irom which it appears that 
military power had been used at an election, 
and that the voters, befure they wore permit- 
ted to vote, wero required to obtain a pass, I 
thought that was very objectionable. 

‘The Senator from Vermont is no more for 
preserving the peace than Lam, and no more 

or preventing riot and bloodshed than J am, 
and he wants to know if I had been Governor 
of the State if I would not have exerted the 
whoie power of the Lxecutive to prevent blood: 
shed and riot. IFI had done tho duty incum- 
dent upon me, doubtless I should; but I do 
not think I should ever have required voters 
to obtain a pass from the military before 
voting, aud I do not believe the Senator from 
Vermont would, The Senator from Delaware 
was speaking of military interference with 
elections at the time I interrupted him merely 
to rend n sentence from the report, and the 
Senator from Vermont thinks I did not rend 
enough. I read a portion of the report for the 
purpose of showing that it had become no un- 
usual thing for military authorities to interfere 
with the elections. The Senator from Dela- 
ware was commenting upon the interference 
of Federal authority in his own State. As 
I understood him, his remarks related to 
the interference of the Federal authority by 
United States troops, so that there was a case 
where there was an interference, and J have 
understood, although it is not necessary to 
bring it into this debate, that in the State of 
Louisiana there has been some interference 
of Federal authorities with political conven- 
tions, Perhapsthe Senator from Vermont never 
heard of that. He would seem not, from his 
remarks, to have heard anything about this 
interference. What I read was to show the 
danger to arise from these interferences by 
mintary authority, that they will become com- 
mon, and our elections, instead of being the 
free expression of the people. will become by 
and’ by but the expression of those in pover, 
whether as Governors or Presidents I care 
not. I am equally opposed to interference 
of the military power with the freedom of 
elections by Governors or by Presidents, by 
one party or by another party. Order should 
be preserved, undoubtedly; but J think when 
the time comes, as it is stated in ‘that report, 
that the electors in order to deposit their vates 


have to obtain passes from soldiers, the free- 
dom of elections is gone, because then they will 
exercise the power of giving passes to such 
persons as they please, and I think then we 
may bid farewell to anything like free elections 
among our fellow-citizens. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Ilinois 
has done me the compliment to suggest that 
some people, not | of course, fly to the defense 
of executive authority and of the President 
of the United States in order to curry favor, 
to gain advantages. Well, I am afraid that 
some people do. But, whatever my disposi- 
tion to fly may be to gain advantages, I think 
I can safely say that so far I have never flown 
to the defense of the President of the United 
States or any of his Departments to be paid 
for in cash, whatever other favors 1 may get. 
There are two ways of doing things in respect 
to executive authority. Of course this does 
not apply either to my friend from ]linois or 
myself. One is tobe an extremely good friend 
of executive authority as long as you do get 
something abont once a month of one kind or 
another in the way of executive patrouage 
or control; and when you have drained the 
fountain dry to turn around and curse the 
rock that gave you drink. Of course my 
friend from illinois never did anything of 
that kind. We know that from what has 
taken place in the Senate. 
equal no doubt on that ground. 

Now, sir, I have to say, as to the President 
of the United States, that I shall continue to 
defend him whenever, by insinuation or other- 
wise. he is attacked, and L find it convenient 
when L think he is attacked unjustly. And { 
will eay to my friend from Hlinois that I have 
been as often, perbaps a little more often since 
my short experience in this body, opposed to 
measures which the President of the United 
States has recommended and desired under 
his constitutional privilege, as the Senator from 
Illinois has, and that I have exerted myself 
as fearlessly as he has, not with the capacity, 
of course, not with the effect, of course, that 
he would have, but as fearlessly and as faith- 
fully as he has to defeat them. Sometimes | 
have succeeded; sometimes I have failed; 
sometimes Í have succeeded against the honor- 
able Senalor; sometimes 1 bave succeeded with 
him, and sometimes I bave failed with him; and 
Lam glad tosay as Ido say (forthe benefitof the 
country again) that 1 have not observed that 
it made any diference respecting the conduct 
of the President of the Guited States toward 
me. I owe him nothing; he owes me nothing. 
[have asked him nothing; he bas asked me 
nothing. We therefore stand upon entirely 
independent grounds. Patronage has not been 
dispensed upon my application to my friends 
by the President of the United Siates outside 
of the Stute of Vermont, where the delega- 
tion, according to the usual course, make 
formal. recommendations when there is a va- 
cancy in an office. Ido not think it will be. 
I do not. mean by that to say that the Senator 
from Illinois in pursuing a different course, if 
it is different—l1 do not say that he dves—has 
done anything wrong; but 1 dosay that it comes 
with rather a poor grace from a Senator of so 
much experience as he is reputed to have in 
that particular live of public service to impute 
to me (for saying what L did in repelling an 
insinuation which was fairly calculated, if not 
designed, to be made as imputing to the gen- 
eral commander of the Army of the United 
Siates interference in this election) a selfish 
and a base motive on the ground that I had 
received or expected to receive favors as a 
compensation. To be sure the honorable Sen- 
ator disclaims any such imputation, but itis 
one of that species of disclaimers that of 
course are very well nuderstood. Iam quite 
willing, although | know the great disparity 
between us, to have even the beloved country 
in which we believe so much rake us over from 
beginning to end, and balance the scales upon 
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the subject of our relations with the Chief 
Magistrate of this country or with any of its 
Depar ments. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I regret that I feel itto 
be my duty to say something, particularly 
when my State is arraigned here to be thrown 
into the scale to weigh down the Republican 
party, thereby giving the preponderance to the 
Democrats ; for, sir, it is clear to every Sen- 
aior that it has not been spoken of with any 
other view. l have not the ability nor the 
vanity to suppose that I could portray the dis 
tinguished Senator from Illinois as he hag 
ably presented the other distinguished Sena: 
tor, our friend from Vermont, from time to 
time; but the Senator from Illinois speaks to 
him with that happy natural smile of his that 
is always present und so elegantly used; and 
so softly does it move into you that itis almost 
irresistible. [Laughter.] I kuow he feels 
kind; it is his very nature to do so; but thig 
style of his bursts forth upon all occxsions; 
but I would just as lief he had not thought 
proper to place ‘Texas in a false position on 
this occasion. He is the encyclopedia, if you 
please, of political lure about this time, and [ 
discover that he has a peculiar fondness for 
the otber side of the House. [Laughter.] I 
raise no issue with him for that. Surely this. 
is right; he is entitled to compliment for it, 
perhaps ; but whenever there is a li.tle matter 
wanting on the part of our friends on the other 
side of the House in their arguments, the Sens 
ator from Ilinois rises and says, “Will the 
Senator be so kind as to let me interrupt him 
for a minute?” and then a document is handed 
up directly, and he says, ‘ Here is the au; 
thority; this nails them; [laugh er:] thus prae- 
ucally saying, "His the Republican pary.” 
For what? Thathe leaves it? Well he may: 
smile upon that; he does it beautifully on, 
that branch of the subject. 1 understand bim 
(Laughter. J 

What does he say, futther, when it is inti 
mated that this election bill implied a desir 
on the part of the Senators from Louisiana to: 
enable the President of the United States: 
through his military to influence this election 
Why, says he, ‘* Most assuredly it has been 
done;hereisaprecedent, and I give you Texas." 
Now, it happens that I know something about 
Texas myself. Surely 1 know something about.: 
the difficulty that the Senator alludes to. He 
has presented to us the report of the commit: 
tee of the other House. | raise no issue as to. 
the correctness of that report, though I night 
well do go in some instances; butit is not m 
purpose to do that. I may safely say that.il 
is an ex parte report; it is ouly one side. o 
the question, That Isay in my place; and.if. 
the facts were all known,.the report would be: 
different, or there would be one that would: 
clear up this matter to a great extent. 

But, sir, so far as the ‘United States troops: 
were invoked or employed on that occasion,, 
I have this to say: I happened to be in the 
city of Ausiin at that time. There was great: 
excitemerit throughout the State of Texas. < 
felt a deep interest in it. I deplored the cits. 
cumstances very seriously. While | wasthere, 
General Reynolds in bis vigilance went down 
and visited this ground, be was upon ihe 
ground to investigate the subject, aud upon. 
his return from that investigation he visited. 
me at my room in the city of Austin at nighty 
on his way to his headquarters at Sar. Auto: 
nio. There he told me what the facts were; 
and said that he hoped it would all be satis 
factorily adjusted at an early period, and b 
did uot think there was any necessi y to bring 
to bear the power that he had under him ‘as: 
United Sta'es commander. I say without fea 
of contradiction that there was no intimalld) 
of the use of the Federal troops there emanat: 
ing from General Grant or from any othé 
source upon that occasion, because | had 3 
directly from the general in command., 

So far as the Governor of my State 18 COR 
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cerned and the charges that are made against 
him, there has been serious difficulty between 
Governor Davis and some of the citizens of 
Texas. Thatis not very remarkable. It is 
only what has pertained unfortunately since 
the rebellion in most of the States with their 
Executives. lt was impossible thatan exec- 
utive officer, I care not though he may have 
been Solomon with all his wisdom, could have 
been placed down there and have given satis- 
faction to all. There was a rebel spirit there 
that could not be satisfied. It is there yet, I 
regret to say. I am gratified on this occasion 
that my colleague in speaking of the matter 
does vot attribute anything improper to either 
the Federal orthe Stateauthorities. He does not 
even condemn Governor Davis for his action, 
yet he may arrive at the conclusion, and from 
hig remarks I think he does, that it would have 
been better had the Governor not gone so 
far in the transaction as he did. Sufficient it 
ig to say on my part that I verily believe Gov- 
ernor Davis did nothing on that occasion that 
he did not feel bound to do from necessity, and 
jf there had been occasion for Federal inter- 
vention President Grant would have acted. 
Every man knows that he will promptly dis- 
charge his duty upon all occasions. You may 
-lug him in from time to time and charge him 
with this, that, or the other; but I have not 
seenanything yet that has adhesiveness enough 
in itto stick when you throw it against the 
wall. It all falls harmless at his feet. But 
upon that occasion he did nothing improper. 
I have full knowledge of that fact, for I par- 
ticipated in the matter so far as Í have inti- 
muted to the Senate. 

There was a police force inaugurated by 
Governor Davis’s efforts and sent broadeast 
throughout the State, not directed to interfere 
with elections or to have anything to do with 
them one way or the other. They had been 
established many mouths previously. They 
were distributed throughout the State, how- 
ever, at the elections, and what were the con- 
sequeuces? 1 speak now not at random; I 
speak from what I saw and what I know. I 
know that in that State, particularly as far as 
Isaw, and 1 traveled through the State directly 
afierward, the police were appropriated by 
the rebel spirit, and instead of protecting the 
ballot-box in its purity they were used. I 
have a report in a paper or two in my trank 
that I have carried with me going to show 
that rebel newspapers were speaking in praise 
of the police, saying how weil they had con- 
ducted themselves, particularly after they had 
suffered themselves to be appropriated and 
made the tools of the party that was in op- 
position to the Federal and State governments. 

These are the facts. They are stubborn 
things. 
and 1 have no idea that there was any inter- 
ference in any way, manner, or shape, either 
directly or remotely, to prejudice the election 
there by either Federal or State troops. 

Mr. NORWOOD. 
rise to discuss this question, but simply to 
muke aremark in refereuce to some election 
statistics that the honorable Senator from 
Indiana quoted from touching my own State. 
I find by casting my eye upon the heading of 
the little book he used, which the Senator was 
kind enough to lend me, that these statistics 
are compiled from the Tribune Almanac for 
1869. Now, I would ask the honorable Sen- 


ator from Indiana in all kindness whether he | 
desires the Senate to take the statement of | 


facts as true that is contained in this Tribune 


Almanac? Are we to rely upon it, and is | 
his statement as to the election in Georgia | 


to go to the country as true based upon the 
Statistics that are given here in this l'ribune 
Almanac? I believe the editor of that paper 
is now a candidate for the Presidency of the 
United States; and if the honorable Senator 
himself relies upon his statements as correct, 

@ must introdace the witness as his own, as 
@ truthful character. He must believe that 


I regret that they exist, but they do, | 


Mr. President, I do not ; 


J 


the witness is truthful, or he would not in- 
troduce him on the stand. Now, if he be- 
lieves him to be trathful in this instance, I 
presume he will not attack his witness upon 
any other ground or upon any other statement, 
I would ask the honorable Senator if he be- 
lieves all that this witness of his says in ref- 
erence to the present Administration to be 
true? Ifhe believes all that Mr. Greeley says 
in reference to the Democrats who were his 
political opponents at that time, why should 
the Senator not believe all that. he says about 
his political opponents at this time? I ask 
him, therefore, most respectfully if he expects 
us here in the Senate and the country to take 
this compilation of statistics from the mouth 
of this witness and believe them to be true, 
and that we shall discard all that the same 
witness says in reference to his own adminis- 
tration, in reference to his own candidate for 
the Presidency as false? 

Now, Mr. President, it happens that upon | 
an examination of these statistics I find that 
they are not correct. I know that the honor 
able Senater from Indiana did not intend to 
produce anything here that he did not believe 
to be true as a statistical statement; but he 
knows himself, and he wiil find by looking at 
these very statistics, that the statement is cou- 
tradicted. The Legislature of Georgia was 
overwhelmingly Republican in 1868, and yet 
the very compilation from whichhe makes his 
quotation gives the Democratic pariy in the 
Legislature of Georgia, in that year, twenty- 
nine majority. 
publicans had a majority of ten, and they had 
a very jarge majority in the house. If these 
statistics are false in any one particular, we 
have no reason to believe that they are true in 
any or in the main. 

Again, the honorable Senator from Indiana, 
in pointing out the counties where no vote was 
cast for General Grant, gave us the county of 
Bartow. Why, sir, there was no vote cast in 
that county, according to this table, either for 
Bullock or Gordon, in the eleetion in April. 
There was no vote cast for Seymour and there 
was none for Grant. It would appear from 
this table that there was no election held in 
Bartow county at all, which is not the fact. 
The county of Bartow was represented by 
members of the Legislature who were elected 
at the time this election was held. 

Then the conclusion to be arrived at, Mr. 
President, is merely this: that the statistics 
from which the Senator from Indiana has 
quoted are incomplete in the first place, and 
where they purport to state facts they are 
untrue. Now, is it necessary to go further 
in discussing the statistics in that compila- 
tion? F take it the Senator from Indiana 
will not urge the statements contained in that | 
document to be facts in reference to anything 
that occurred in the elections in Georgia, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President. if I under- 
stand my friend from Georgia his argument 
amounts to this: that if I take the Tribune 
Almanac as beiug reliable in regard to election 
returns and mere matters of statistics, which 
we may suppose are collected from official 
sources, and ought io be, I therefore ought to 
take all that Mr. Greeley says about his opin- 
ion in regard to the present Administration ! 
I think that is clearly a non sequitur. | 

Mr. NORWOOD. {simply state that they 
are not collected from official data, because ; 
the statement is palpably untrue as to the 
Legislature. We know, everybody knows that 
that was largely Republican; and yet twenty- | 
nine majority is given here to the Democrats. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator argues that 
the figures given here in regard to the vote in 
Georgia, county by county, cannot be relied 
upon, because there was a Republican major- 
ity elected to each branch of the Legislature. 
Now, I wiil say to my friend that I pave the 
understanding that the Legislature was elected í 


in the spring at the time the State government ji 


was organized, when they elected their Gov- 


In the senate alone, the Re- i 


erp 
JII 


ernor and Lieutenant Governor, and elected 
members of the Legislature and put the ma: 
chine of the State. government in operation. 
The Legislature was elected then, and was not 
elected at the presidential election. 

Mr. NORWOOD. That is correct, 

Mr. MORTON. So that there was no Legis: 
lature elected at the: time the vote was given 
for Grant and Seymour, and no inference can 
be drawn that the figures in regard to the 
presidential election are incorrect because a 
Republican Legislature had been elected in 
the spring before. ĮI repeat.the fact that in 
the spring election the Republicans carried 
the State by seven thousand, and Jost it by 
forty thousand in the fall, showing that some 
extraordinary causes had been to work. The 
Senator says thatthe figures in the Tribune 
Almanac cannot be relied upon, and be proves 
it by showing that a Republican Legislature 
had been elected in the spring. Let me ask 
the converse of the proposition. If these 
figures in regard to the election and the vote, 
county by county, cannot be relied upon, I 
ask the Senator how he can rely upon the 
opinions of Mr. Greeley in regard to the 
present Administration ? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I do not understand the 
Senator. : 

Mr. MORTON. Iam putting the converse 
of the Senator’s proposition. The Senator 
thinks if I rely oa the figures in Greeley’s 
almanac as being correct, I must also take 
the opinions of Mr. Greeley in regard to the 
present Administration. He says these figures 
are incorrect. I put ihis question to bim : if 
he cannot rely on the figures of the almanac, 
and they are incorrect, how can he rely on 
Mr. Greeley’s opinions of the Administration? 

Mr. NORWOOD. He is not my witness; 
I do not rely upon Mr. Greeley. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says he does 
not rely upon Mr. Greeley. That is another 
witness. We had one yesterday from Dela- 
ware substantially to the same purport; now 
we have got one from Georgia. 1 am afraid 
he is going to be disappointed in regard to his 
support. [Laughter.] It is giving me deep 
concern! But itis very clear that if [, because 
I take his figures in an almanac as being true, 
must also take his political opinions in his 
paper about the Administration, if the Sen- 
ator refuses to take his figures as correct he 
cannot take his opinions about the Adminis- 
tration. I leave the argument right there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car. 
PENTER.) The question ison concurring in 
the Senate in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 1 call for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

‘The yeas aud nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator 
from Hlinois [Mr. Logan] on this questiou. 
If he were present I would vote against the 
bill, and the Senator from Illinois would vote 
for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas $3, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 
cron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Jianagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pooi, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
Windom and Wright—33. 

NAY5—Messrs, Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, Kelly, 
Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thorman, Tipton, Lrumbuil. and Vickers—16. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, 
Buckingham. Caldwell, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West irginia, 
Fenton, Hamlin, Harian, Hill, Lewis Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, and Stewart—25. 

So the bill was passed. 

The tide of the bill was amended by striking 
out the words ‘‘and for other purposes,’’ so 
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asto make it read, ‘‘ A bill to prescribe the 
time for holding the election for electors of 
President and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana.” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
now resume the consideration of Senate bili 
No. 791. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was going to ask the 
Senator from Indiana if, before taking up that 
bill, he would have any objection to allowing 
ime to call up the bill to establish a court in 
the Indian country ? It is a matter that ought 
to be attended to. Ido not think it will take 
long. I have tried to get it up several times. 
The bill that he desires to take up will take 
some time probably; I do not know whether 
it will or not, but it he will let me call this bill 
up I think we can dispose of it probably in 
twenty minutes, and then it will be out of the 
way. Itisabill that ought to pass. I have no 
other interest in it than the public service. It 
is a bill that should be acted on, and it is not so 
material whether hig bill is disposed of to-day 
or not. 

Mr. MORTON. I should be glad to oblige 
the Senator from Illinois, but I have already 
refused similar requests made by a number of 
other Senators. | therefore ask that the bill 
be taken up, and then if the Senate choosesto 
go on with other business it ean do go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICKR, The motion 
js to proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill 791, which was laid on the table by the 
Senate a few hours ago. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SUMNER. L wish to ask the Senate 
to be good enough to go into executive ses- 
sion for about five minutes. There is some 
business on which it ought to act, which re- 
lates toa committee with which Tam con- 
nected. F therefore move that the Senate pro- 
ceed tothe cousideration of executive busi- 
Ness 

Mr. MORTON. With the understanding 
that the doors shall be opened again directly 
T make no objection, the election bill being 
pending. 

The motion was agreed to; aud the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty minutesspent in exec- 
ulive session, the doors were reopened, 


MESSAGE FROM THR HOUSE, 


A message from the Louse of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePiterson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Sonate: 

A bill (IL R. No. 652) granting a pension 
to Hagh TL Ferguson, a private of the war 
of 1812; ` 

A bih (H.R. No. 1245) to restore to the 
pensionroll Nancy Cloud, widow of William 
Cloud, a revolutionary pe»sioner; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1492) to take away the 
circuit court jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court in said 
district, and for other purposes; 

A mil (H. R. No. 2712) for the relief of 
desse McCoy ; 

A bill (H.R. No. 2130) granting a pension 
to Simeon Farnsworth, of Danville, Vermont ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1576) directing that n 
bounty-land warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land be issued to Elisha Franklin for 
military services in the war of 1812; 

A bill (II. R. No, 2389) granting a pension 
to Sarah Pond; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 1671) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, preservation, and 
repairs of certain fortifications and other works 
of defense. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the resolution of the Senate for 
the printing of additional copies of the report 


| isons thereof who, prior to any reg 


of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 
1871, with amendments ; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of additional copies of 
the report of the proceedings of the conven- 
tion of delegates from agricultural colleges, 
State agricultural societies, &c., held in the 
city of Washington on the 15th, 16th, and17th 
of February, 1872, and communicated to the 
Senate by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2042) for 
the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of Tennessee. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice Presideut: 

A bill (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay certain certificates issued 
for fortification purposes in Lawrence, Kansas ; 

A bill (S. No. 986) relinquishing certain 
wharf property to the city of New Orleans ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Fannie M. Jackson, of ‘Tennessee ; and 

A bill (H.R. No. 2682) authorizing the con- 
struction of a public building at Fall River, in 
the State of Massachusetts. 

AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the Senate to take 
up the House bill relative to holding terms of 
the circuit court in the eighth circuit. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope we shall go on with 
the bill regularly before us. I think we can 
finish it this evening. 1 should be glad to ac- 


| commodate my friend, but if I yield to him I 


shall have to yield to others who will make 
similar requests. lask the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OVFICER. 
before the Senate, and will be read. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (9. No. 791) to 
amend an act entitled An act to amend an 
act approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘ An act 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the 


The bill is 


| Union, and for other purposes.” 


The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Klections with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one to strike out the word “ circuit’? 
wherever it ogeurs and insert ‘district;”? so as 
to make the section read: 


Beitenacted, de, Thut section two ofan actapproved 
February 28,1871, entitled “An act to amend an act 
approyed May 31, 1870, entitled "An act to enforce 
the rights of citizens of the United States to vote in 
the several States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses,’ ? shall be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as fo read as follows, to wit: “that whenever 
iv any congressional district there shall be two cit- 
istration of voters 
Representative or Delegate in 


for an clection for 


| the Congress of tho United States, or prior to any 


election at which a Representative or Delegate in 
Congress is to be voted for, shall make known, in 
writing, to the judge of the district court of the 
United States for the district wherein such congres- 
sional district is situate, their desire to have said 


registration or said election both guarded and seru- 
tinized, it shall be the duty of the said judge of 


the district court, within not Jess than ten days 
prior to said registration, if one there bo, or, if no 
registration berequired, within not less than ten days 
prior to said election, to open the said district court 
at the most convenient point in said distriet; and 
the said court when so opened by said judge, shall 
proceed to appoint and commission, from day to 
day and from time to time, and under the hand of 
the said district judge, and under tbe seal of said 
court, for each district or voting precinetin said con- 
gressional district, as shall, in the manner herein 
prescribed, have applied therefor, and to revoke, 
change, or renew said appointment from time to 
time, two citizens, residents of said district or vot- 
ing precinet in said congressional district, who shall 
‘be of different political parties, and able toread and 
write the English language, and who shall be known 
and designated as supervisors of election; and the 
said district court, when opened by the said district 
judge as required herein, shall, therefrom and there- 
after, and up to and including the day following the 


day of the election, be always open for the trans- 
action of business under this act; and the powers 
and jurisdiction hereby granted and conferred shal] 
be exercised as well in vacation as in term time: 
and a judge, sitting at chambers, shall have the 
same powers and jurisdiction, including the power 
of keeping order and of punishing any contempt 
of his authority, as when sitting in the court.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The amendment rec. © 
ommended by the committee is really unne- 
cessary, in consequence of a section in the 
original act which was not before the com: © 
mittee and not called to their attention at the 
time, and which provides that in case the judge 
of the circuit court is unable to act he may 
assign a district judge to perform the duties. 
I hope, therefore, the Senate will not concur 
in this amendment. I-say this because I wag ` 
on the committee that considered the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me it would 
simplify it toadopt the amendment. Why not 
let each district judge do it? The circuit judge 
has a very large jurisdiction, and it seems to. 
me the amendment is a proper one. It sim- 
plifies the machinery. I do not wish to dis- 
cuss it, although the law as it stands, the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin says—I have not looked 
at it—allows the circuit judge to assign this 
duty. The circuit judge cannot be present in 
all the districts ; he has half a dozen States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Hecan make the as- 
signment under the law as it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It strikes me that the 
amendment is a good one. Ido not see any 
possible harm in it. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment was to strike out ` 
the second section of the bill, in the following © 
words: 


That section eight of an act approved Februa 
28, 1871, entitled ` An act to amend an act approve 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act to cnforce the rights 
of citizens of the United States to vote in the sey- 
eral States of the Union, and for other purposes, ? 

o, and the samo is hereby, amended so us to read 
as follows, to wil: “that whenever an election at 
which Representatives or Delegates in Congress ` 
are to be chosen shall be held in any congressional: 
district, the marshal of the United States for the 


district in which said congressional district is sit- -: 


uated shall have power, and it shall be his duty. on 
the application, in writing, of atleast two citizens ` 
residing in any such congressional district, to aps’ 
point special deputy marshals, whose duty it shall 
be, when required, as provided in tbis act, to 
aid and assist the supervisors of election in the 
verification of any list of persons mado under the 
provisions of this act who may have registered or 
voted, or cither to attend in each election distriet 
or voting precinct at the times and places fixed for 
tho registration of voters, and at all times and 
places when and where said registration may b 
law be scrutinized, and the names of registere 
voters be mark ed for challenge; and also to attend 
at all times for holding such elections at any ward ` 
or voting precinet in said congressional district; 
and the marshal and his general deputy and suc 
special deputies shall have power, and it shall be 
the duty of such special deputies, to keep the peace 
and support and protect the supervisors of elections 
in the discharge of their duties, preserve order at 
places of registration and at snch polls, prevent 
fraudulent registration and fraudulent voting 
thereat, or fraudulent conduct on the part of any 
ofliver of election, and immediately, either at said 
place of registration or polting-place, take into 
custody, with or without process, any person who 
shall commit, or attempt or offer to commit, any 
of the acts or offenses prohibited by this act or 
tho act hereby amended, or who shall commit any 
offense against the laws of the United States : Pros 
vided, That no person shall be arrested without 
process for any offense not committed in tho pres- 
ence of the marshal or his general or special 
deputies, or either of them, or of the supervisors 
of clection, or either of them; and, for the purposes — 
ot arrest or the preservation of the peace, the super- 
visors of election, and cach of them, shall, in the 
absence of the marshal’s deputies, or if required to 
assist said deputies, have the same duties and pow- 
ers as deputy marshals: And provided further, That 
no person shall, on the day or days of any sue 
election, be arrested without process for any offense 
committed on the day or days of registration.” 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 
That where any State is divided into two or more `; 


Judicial districts and a congressional district is situ- 
ate partly in one and partly in anotber judicial dis- 
trict, the judge of each district shall have jurisdic- 
tion for the performance of the duties provided for 
in the preceding section over that part of the con~- 
gressional district included within his judicial dis- 
trict upon the filing before him, as provided in the 
preceding section, of an application by two citizens 
in said congressional district resident within his _ 
judicial district. x 
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Mr. CASSERLY. It seems to me that it is 
the most proper thing that the Senator who 
jntrodaces a bill of this kind should explain 
first what changes are proposed in the existin 
jaw, and next what is the necessity supposed 
to exist for those changes. I suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana, as he appears to have 
charge of this bill, whether he will not oblige 
some of us at least by making such a state- 


eut. 

Pe. MORTON. Mr. President there is a 
law on the statute-book now authorizing the 
judges of the circuit court of the United 
States to appoint inspectors of elections in 
cities having twenty thousand inhabitants or 
more; these inspectors to be of opposite poli- 
tics, to be present at the registration, if there 
be a registration law in the State, to be present 
at the election of Representatives to Congress, 
at the reception of the votes; not to leave the 
pallot-box until the votes are counted, and to 
put their statement upon the certificate of the 
result of the election. That law also author- 
izes the marshal of the district to appoint 
deputy marshals in such cities to a number 
necessary to preserve public order and to insure 
a fair and free election. 

The object of this bill is to extend the first 
provision of that law, of which I have spoken, 
to every voting precinct in the United States, 
to authorize the circuit judge, or to allow the 
circuit judge, in case he cannot serve himself 
to direct the district judge to appoint inspect- 
ors of election in every voting precinct, to 
serve without pay, to be present at the regis- 
tration, at the voting, to remain with the box 
until the votes are counted out, and to be of 
opposite polities, to belong each to one of 
the great parties. In case there should be 
three parties I suppose the duty would be to 
appoint one from the two principal parties. 
That contingency is not provided for. The 
object of the bill is simply to secure a fair 
and honest election, to give nobody the ad- 
vantage. The bill is in the interest of liberty, 
in the interest of good government, in the 
interest of justice. It is not in the interest of 
any party or of any faction. It was presented 
for the purpose of preventing the wrongs that 
have been complained of in some of the States, 
and to insure fair elections, This is the whole 
purpose of the bill so far as I know. 

Mr. THURMAN. I had intended to call 
the attention of the chairman of the commit- 
tee to the fact that the Senate having refused 
to make the other amendment, striking out 
‘circuit’ and inserting ‘‘district,’’ this amend- 
ment is not now consistent with the first sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. MORTON. I think the criticism is 
correct. 
. Mr. THURMAN. There is no doubt about 
1t. The truth of it is that if the Senate intends 
to have a bill that means anything, and if it 
intends to have the most competent man to 
make the appointments, who knows best who 
would be the most suitable persons, then the 
Senate ought to have concurred in the amend- 
ment to the other section and let the district 
judge make the appointments, who lives there, 
and who is much more competent than a man 
who lives perhaps six or seven hundred miles 
of in another State. But the Senate did not 
see fit to let the man make the appointments 
who is best qualified to make them, and if the 
Senate shall remain of that opinion then the 
chairman had better modify this ameudment. 

ut we can take another vote on that in the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. In view of the fact that the 
Senate declined to concur in the first amend- 
ment submitted by the committee this becomes 
unnecessary. However, there is another 
amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. You can have another 
Vote on the amendment striking out “circuit”? 
and inserting “district.” The bill is in com- 
mittes now, 

Mr. MORTON. That is true. 


| 


Mr. THURMAN. Yon ean have another 
vote on that. i f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER,- (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment to the second section. 

Mr. MORTON... Suppose we go back to the 
first amendment submitted by the committee. 
Let us take the vote again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the first amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORTON. I do not make any motion. 
It can be acted on again when we come into 
the Senate. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then that 
amendment stands disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inquire whether 
the amendments on the second page of the bill 
striking out “ circuit” and inserting “ dis- 
trict’ have been agreed to or disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘They have 
been disagreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Then whatis the pend- 
ing amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment is to strike out the second 
section and insert what has been read. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. This second 
amendment is now entirely inconsistent with 
the first section. 

Mr. MORTON. This amendment now be- 
comes unnecessary—inconsistent in fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand it. 

The amendment, was rejected. 


The next amendment of the committee was 
to insert as section three the following: 

Seo. 3. That the several clerks of the districts of 
the United States shall be entitled to receive the 
sum of one dollar, to be paid by the United States, 
for each certificate of the appointment of the super 
visors of election, as provided for in the preceding 
section, and aflixing the seal of the court thereto: 
Provided, That they shall not receive pay for more 
than one certificate for any voting district or pre- 
einct. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. It was in- 
tended that the whole of the second amend- 
ment should be disagreed to. That was an 
amendment striking out and inserting. I sup- 
pose the chairman of the committee intended 
to strike outthe second section. Ican never vote 
for the bill with that sectionin. The committee 
reported to strike out the second section and 
insert a substitute ; and the part to be inserted 
being inconsistent with the first section as it 
now stands, the Senator having the bill in 
charge wished the Senate to disagree to the 
insertion of the part in italics. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot divide it. 

Mr. MORTON. The second section is 
stricken out by the report of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
was to strike out and insert. That was disa- 
greed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That leaves the second 
section to stand, and it will require a separate 
motion to get it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now as to the amend- 
ment moved as a third section. Ido not see 
the use of giving these clerks a dollar. They 
get fees enough. If they cannot perform this 
service for the United States without getting 
a special fee, with all the emoluments that 
these district court clerks have, I think they 
should be ashamed of themselves. My friend 
from Maine [Mr. Hamin] suggests that the 
persons who are appointed serve without com- 
pensation, and I think these clerks with all 
their emoluments might give them a certificate 
without compensation. I hope it will not be 
agreed to. . 

Mr. BOREMAN. The clerks will be clerks 
of the circuit court, as I understand it, under 
the preceding part of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; and that is another 
reason for not agreeing to. it. Pa 

Mr. BOREMAN. If so, this print is inac- 


curate in calling them “clerks of the district | 
court.” 


l 


Mr. CARPENTER. The better way is to 
strike it all out. It is unnecessary. 

Mr. MORTON. It involves a heavy labor 
to the clerks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment to 
insert what has been read as section three: 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I offer an amendment 
to the bill—— 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Will not the 
Senator agree to have the second section 
stricken out? 

Mr. MORTON. That the committee re- 
ported to strike out. 

Mr. THURMAN. As.I understand it, all 
the amendments reported by the committee 
have been disagreed to. 

7 The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have 


een. 
Mr. THURMAN. But they can all be 
moved in the Senate again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to strike out the 
second section, in accordance with the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Connecticut. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER. NowlIoffer this amend- 
ment: he 

That section thirteen of the act to which this is an 
amendment shall be so construed as to authorize 
and require the circuit court of the United States 
in said section mentioned to name and appoint, 
immediately after the passage of this act, the court 
commissioners provided for in said section in all 
cases where such appointment has not heretofore 
been made in conformity with said section. 

I will explain the object of the amendment, 
The thirteenth section of the original act pro- 
vides that the court may make this appoint- 
ment prior to a certain day, I think May 1, 
1871, or some other day named, and may 
thereafter fill vacancies which shall occur, In 
those States where the appointments have not 
been made at all, it is doubtful whether they 
can be made; and this is simply to say that 
in those cases where they have not already 
made the appointments, they may make them 
just as though one had been made and the 
man had died, putting it on the footing.of a 
vacancy. 

Mr. THURMAN. I submit to my friend 
that that is a singular provision, to say that 
that section shall be construed to mean that 
when it does not mean that. 

Mr. CARPENTER, It is a fair way to 
make it so. k 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let it be ‘so amended.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then say “shall be 
so amended as to authorize ard require,” &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modified. ? 

Mr. BOREMAN. Imovetoadd ‘‘and that 
the said court shall have power, in their dis- 
cretion, to remove said commissioners and 
appoint others,”’ 

There is a question, I understand, about 
the power of the courts over these commis- 
sioners, whether they have the power to re- 
move them at pleasure, or not. It is claimed 
that they may not remove them without some 
proceeding againstthem. In our State courts 
I believe commissioners of this sort are subject 
to the pleasure of the courts that appoint them, 
bat it is not so in regard to these commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I suggest to my friend 
that it is wholly unnecessary. I think it is 
now provided for by the second section of the 
act of 1870: 

“And thesaid court, when so opened by said judge, 
shall proceed to appoint and commission, from day 
to day and from time to time, and under the hand 
of the said cireuit judge, and under the seal of said 
court, for each election district or voting precinct in 
each and every such city in said congressional dis- 
triet, as shall, in the manner herein prescribed, have 
applied therefor, and to revoke, change, or renew 
said appointment from time to time.” 

Mr. BOREMAN. That is very clear. I 
withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I propose 
an amendment to the first section of the bill. 
This bill is a substitution for the second sec- 
tion of the act of 1871. That section provides 
for the appointment of supervisors where citi- 
zens of cities having twenty thousand inhabit- 
ants shall apply therefor. This section pro- 
videsthat whenever in any congressional d:s- 
trict there shall be two citizens thereof who, 
prior to any registration of voters for an elec: 
tion for Representatives, shall apply, &c., the 
supervisors shall be appointed. 

desire to know whether this section can be 
construed inthis wise: that, wherever in any 
congressional district two persons may apply 
for the appointment of supervisors, then the 
judge shall be obliged to appoiut supervisors 
Brora voting precinctin that congressional 
districts? If you will examine this section 
closely Í think you will discover that that 
might be the construction of it, so that when- 
ever in a whole congressional distriet any dis- 
satisfied or discontented or suspicious persons 
amounting to the number of two sbould ask 
the judge for the appointment of supervisors, 
that judge would be obliged to appoint two 
supervisors for every voting precinct in that 
whole congressional district. Would that be 
night? Inthe special part of the district ap- 
plied for by those two, it might be right so far 
as the idea of this bill is concerned, though | 
am opposed toitentirely; bat take such a case 
ap] have suggested, There are nearly one 
hundred voting precincts in the congressional 
distinct in which L live. Some of them are 
very small, with few voters. There is no dit 
fiewlly in any partot that district in respect to 
clegtions; there has been none in the past and 
Ido spt apprehend any in the future. And 
yetif any two persons inone of the leading 
towns inscither of the counties in that con- 
gressionall district should apply for the np- 
pointment! of supervisors, the judge may be 
required to’ appoint two for every voting pre- 
cinet. j 
Mr. BD MONDS. Tthink the twenty-seventh 
one onthe second page shows that he is only 
to appoint fom the precincts in respect to which 
applicution ià made by the residents. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
isno prescriplidn ‘fas herein deseribed.”” FF 
the honorable? Senator from Vermont will 
show where it $s prescribed thatthe judge shall 
appoint for the.special district or precinct for 
which application is made, then there will be 
no difficulty about the construction of this act. 

Mr. ISDMOUNDS. ‘Phe clause to which I 
referred Lam not very familiar with, ag the 


But there 


Dill did not come from a connnittee of which | 


Iam a member; but on the second page, line 
twenty-seven, it says the judge shall appoint, 
from time to time, ‘ffor each district or 
voting precinct in said congressional district, 
as shall, in the manner herein prescribed, 
have applied therefor.’ I suppose that is 
intended to mean that he only appoints for 
those voting districts and precincts in which 
two citizens have applied to him to have it 
done. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. But it is 
by no means clear, 

Mr. SCOTT. That might be obviated by 
striking out the word +‘ each” and inserting 
‘such; so as to read ‘for such district or 
voting precinct.” 

Mr. THURMAN. 
clear. 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think itis plain enough 
now, but { make no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment, substituting the word 
such? for * each’ in the twenty-seventh 
line of the first section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


That would make it 


Mr. CASSERLY. This feature of going 
through the firm of an application by some 
two citizensof a congressional district, which 
was found in the- original bill, seems to be 
retained here. What merit it bas, I think it 
would puzzle the most acute observer to dis- 
cover. lt probably was theant to put in a 
pretense of popular demand for these appoint- 
ments. Now, sir, that is so evidently a pre- 
tense that it is hardly worth while, and illy 
comports with the dignity of the Congress of 
the United States to keep it up. There will, 
of course, always be found some two citizens 
in every congressioval district who, either 
because they want the appointment them- 
selves, or want itfor some friend or relative 
within the recognized degrees of kindred to 
entitle relatives to such. favors nowadays, will 
be certain to make the application. 

It strikes me that it would be much more 
fair and manly aud direct for Congress to 
come to the point at once, and lay down the 
law without relying upon this hobbling inter- 
vention of these two citizens in each congres- 
sional district. I think that your law should 
read substantially that in any congressional 
district prior to the registration, or to the 
voting, it shall be the duty of the district 
judge within whose district the congressional 
district is situated to go on and make these 
appointments at the time specified. My opin- 
ion is that there would certainly be sound 


two citizens in every congressional district | 
lto make such an application, 


Í think it is 
scarcely possible to conceive a case where 
there will not be two men who are uncvasy 
enough, or partisan enough, or so fond of the 


| posinon and the advantages, real or supposed, 
| of these oflices for themselves or their friends, | 


to make the application ; and therefore my 
ideu is that the bill ought to be amended in 
that particular so as to simply enjoin upon the 
distriet judge within whose district the con- 
gressional district lies the duty which this act 
imposes upon him on the demand of two citi- 
zeus in the congressional district. 


Mr. THURMAN. The objection to the idea | 
of my friend from California is that then the | 


district or circuit judge wouid make these ap- 


pointments without any application being made | 


to him, and he would bave to make them for 
every election precinct ina whole congres- 
sional district, although the people did not 
want it atall, and although there was no ne- 
cessity for it; or else he would have to select 


|in his own discretion this precinct and that 


precinct, and appoint supervisors for them; 
and as the Senate leaves it here, the circuit 
judge may be not only a non- resident of that 
district, but a non-resident of the State in 
which the election is held. For instance. 
Judge Dillon would make an appointment of 
his own mere motion for the district of Ark- 
ansas, Judge Dillon living in Iowa. That 
will not do. ` 


| d think itis going far enough, and a great | 
lis ans 2 
deal too fay in my judyment, to allow the ap- 


pointment to be made on the application of 
two citizens, I think there ought to be a bet- 
ter showing than that; for what is it that the 
appointment of these supervisors implies ? It 
implies that the Siate officers are dishonest in 
that precinct; it impliesthat the State olficer 
in the particular precinct need watebing 5 that 
they cannot be trusted ; that they are ready to 
violate their oaths which they take, and tha 
therefore it is necessary for the Federal Gov- 
ernment to interfere and put supervisors over 
them to watch them, to keep them from vio- 
lating their oaths and disregarding their sworn 
duty. 


cation of two citizens. Certainly I would not 
do it when no citizen at all applied for it. 
Iam notin favor of the bill at all. 


fur the reasous I gave when the original bill 


was under consideration; but if 1 were to 
amend itin this particular at ail, instead of 


I think it isa pretty severe thing to put | 
such supervisors over these men on the appli- i 


I ami 
opposed to itas 1 was to the original bill, and | À 
© Mr. THURMAN. 


j time. 


striking out the two citizens I would require ten ` 
or twenty ciizens instead of the two, and that < 
would be some safeguard about it. Byen ag: 
it is with two citizens it is some safeguard, fop 
two respectable men are not easily found to” 
sign their names to a paper which implies that 

their neighbors, the judges of election in their < 
own precinct or township are a set of villains, | 
and ready to violate their oaths and to violate 2 
the law. It is not so easy to get two respect- < 
able men to do such a thing. I know it will 

be answered that the men who make applis © 
cation to the judge need not be resp: ciable. 
‘That is very true; but yet men hesitate a lille 
before they make such imputations on their 
neighbors. l may mention it as a fact, and 
one which is pretty creditable to my State, that 
I believe not one single application was made 
in the State of Ohio for the appointment of 
any officers under the act of 1870. We had 
an election there, and nobody, 1 think, pro: 
posed in any town in Ohio that there should 
be any Federal interference with the election, 

Mr. STOCKTON.  [ should like to make a 
suggestion to the Senator from Ohio. He has 
called attention to the fact that it is not re- 
guired that the two citizens shall be respect: 
able. Jn the thirty-second line it is said that 
these supervisors shall be of different political 
parties. Now, Í suggest that if that expres- 
sion is proper for the supervisors, it is cer- 
iainly proper for those making the applica 
tion; and by having them ef two different — 
political parties we should be sure to have 
one respectable man ; that is, one respectable 
in tbe eyes of his own party. Therefore, I 
|| suggest to the Senator to insert after the word 
**thereo!,” inthe eleventh line, the words ‘tof 
different polideal parties’? I wish also to 
inquire of the Senator from Indiana who is to 
determine whether the parties are dilferent? 
Suppose there are three or four parties? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a question that 
must be troubling my friends on the other 
side a good deal just now. [Laughter] I 

sympathize with their difficulty, 

Mr. THURMAN. Not the slightest in the 
world. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My friend from Ohio 
| has not been here in the trying ten or fifteen 
|| days past. Tthiuk the Senator from Vermont 
“scarcely spoke on any subject for longer than 
twenty minutes during tbat period without 
some reference to the Cincinnati convention. 
That seemed to have troubled his daily utter- 
ances, and undoubtedly must have equally 
troubled his nightly dreams ; and that specter 
is notrid yet; it still haunts my friend from 
Vermont. (Laughier.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam glad my friend calls 
lib a specter, for that is what I suppose it is; 
i but as to my ailuding toit whenever | have 
, Spoken more than twenty minutes, I have no 
doubt the Senator is right, for I have not 

vken on any occasion over ten this week or 
J last week, 

l Mr. CASSERLY. } leave that to be judged 
|, by the Senators around me who know the habits 
jj Of that Senator so well. 

| Mr, EDMUNDS. [t seems a good deal 
© longer to you, I have no doubt. EGtvgnter 
i Mr. THORMAN. Mr. President, in regat 
ji to the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Jersey, 1 do not propose to offer any amend- 
ments to this bill at all. I leave it in the 
ands of its frieuds to move ihe amendments 


bers of two different political parties, because 
(At is exactly because one party has all the 


;, judges of eleciion in a precinct that the mi- 


: nority party there may want to have them 
watched, 
Mr. BAYAR Where can that be done? 
It oceursin Ohio all the 
Where the Democrats are in the mas 
i jority in a township they have all the judges, 
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and where the Republicans are in the majority 
they have them all, 

Mr. BOREMAN. Itis not so in my State. 

Mr. THURMAN. Itisin Ohio. Thetown- 
ship trustees are the judges of election there. 
Therefore that would not do. My objection 
to the whole bill is that which I had before 
to the original act, that it is based upon the 
idea that here isan election for Representa- 
tives in Congress, and that Congress having a 
certain power in regard to the manner of elect- 
ing Representatives, it is assumed that that 
power slmll be exercised in the mode provided 
by this bill. Now, the Representatives are 
elected by the States; they are apportioned 
to the States, and each State is interested 
in sending men here who will gepresent their 
constituents, fur, however muth a Represent- 
ative may consider himself when he gets 
here to be a representative not of his district 
and not of his State, but a Representative in 
Congress of the whole United Stares, how- 
ever that may appear in theory to some men, 
in practice tbe man sent here is a representa- 


tive of his constituents of the State from | 


which he comes, or of congressional distriet 
of the State from which he comés, and the 
State is interested in seeing that that the peo- 
ple have a fair election there. 

I grant that if thislaw could be properly ex- 
ecuted, without improper interference with the 
State authorities, it might have a good effect 
in some places. I have an idea that some of 
the frauds which bave been committed in 
some of the southern Siates that I could imen- 
tion could never have been committed if there 
had been proper officers of election there. I 


do not think thatthis Lill, if it should pass and | 


become a law and go into operation, is likely 
to benefit one party more than the other, so 
far as I can see. What I object to is the prin- 
ciple of interference on the part of the Federal 
Government in elections heid under State au- 
thority, where there does not appear to be any 
such great flagrant outrage as requires such 


interierence, and the exercise of that power | 


which is vested in Congress in regard to the 
eleciion of members of ihe House of Repre- 
sentatives, I think we ought to be very care- 
ful how we exercise that power. Certatuly in 
my State there is no necessity for any such in- 
terlerence ; nobody asks it, and the proof is 
that under your law, although there are a 
number of cities and towns in that State of 
more than twenty thousand inhabitants, not 
one single officer was appointed under this law 
that you passed ; not one precinct or ward in 
the whole Siate asked for any such thing. 


I will say a word further while I am oa my | 


feet, for I do not waut to make a speech on 
the bill. I have already manifested my oppo- 
sition fo it at large when the original act was 


up. If the Senate mean this biil to be any- || 
thing, they ought to have concurred in the | : { 
‘ Nes ji from Iiltuois said yesterday, with great dis- 
| cretionary powers. 
| think, however, as the Senator stated. 
i let me read the comments of the Bee on the 


amendment reporied by the committee insert- 


ing ‘district’? instead of “circuit; and when 


the bill is reported to the Senate that amend- | 
ment ought to be moved, and ought to be | 
Take my own circuit, where tue t 


circuit judge lives in Michigan; is he to ap- | Feb i 
, IS7L 


adopted. 


point these men for southern Ohio right over 


the district judge who lives in that very part | 


of Ohio? So Texas and Alabama are in the 
same circuit, and the judge jiving in Alabama 


is to appoint for western T'exas when there is | 
a judge living right there, and a judge too, if | 


you want him to be ltepublican, who is a Re- 


pub ican, appointed by you; aud so of every |i 


one of them, There seems to me to be notn- 


ing more impolitic or uawise or unjust than | 
that a jadge living in another State, living | 


perbaps six or seven hundred miles off, shall 
make these appointments, instead of the dis- 
trict jadges, 

Mr, KELLOGG. Mr. President, I do not 

now thai I have anything to say in regard to 
the amendment reported irom the commitiee, 
and which bas been disagreed to, giving the 
bower to appoint supervisors of election to the 


district judges, instead of the circuit jadges. 
Indeed, from the manner in which the debate 
has been running, I do not know that there 
will be enough antagonism to the bill to in- 
volve any very extended discussion, such a 
discussion as I had hoped might be had upon 
this subject. I think it would have a very sal- 
utary effect if there were ample discussion 
upon this bill—as full discussion as there was 
upon the bill which has just passed fixing the 
time of choosing electors in Louisiana. 

As the Senator from Ohio has well said, 
this bill conveys upon its face clearly, as the 
original law to which it is an amendment did, 
that its intent is to secure a fair election where 
Representatives or Delegates in Congress are 
to be chosen. He well said that the people 
had a great interest in seeing to it that they 
were represented by men who were legally and 
fairly elected, und who would fairly represent 
them and their interests. 

Imyself introduced this billsome time since, 
and the press of New Orleans very generally 
commented upon it, especially that portion of 
the press which coincides in political senti- 
ment with my honorable friend from Ohio. I 
have before me several extracts from Demo- 


| cratic journals regardedas ‘dyed in the wool,” 


and I shail ask the indulgence of the Senate 


| while Tread a few extracts from one or more | 


of them. Before doing so, however, let me 
say that I believe the people of the State which 


1 have the honor in part to represent will very | 
| generally hail not only the amendment to the 
act of February 28, 1871, to protect all citi- | 
i| ernment has stood only because it was protected by 


zens in the right to vote, which is proposed by 
this bill, but even an extension of the eighth 
section of that act, which would give to the 
Federal officers, the marshal and his deputies, 
appointed in conformity with that act, partial 


supervision of the elections, even putting into (j 


the hands of the Federal Government such 
control as will insure a fair count, and they 


| will cheerfuliy abide by the result. 
Sir, permit me to read an extract from the | 


New Orleans Bee, a journal of prominence and 


| influence, and generally regarded as the organ 


of the Democratic party. I ought here to say 
that the Bee has latterly taken ground against 


| the Cincinnati movemeut, and would incline, 


I think—though I admit I speak without au- 


ji thority—to favor the present Administration, | 


rather than the so-called Liberal movement, 
believing: it better, so far as the Federal Ad- 
ministration is concerned, to 
“ Bear those ills we have, 
Than fiy to others that we know not of.” 
Now, sir, the original bill as I introduced it 


' proposed to extend not only the provisions of 
| the original actin respect to the appointment 


of supervisors of election, but also the eighth 
section, giving the marshal the right in cities 
of twenty thousand inhabitants and upward 
authority to appoint deputies, as the Senator 


It hardly goes so far, I 
Now, 


bill as I introduced it originally : 
“The original bill became a law on the 2th of 


“Section one declares— 


“That all persons guilty of unlawful acts in and | 


concerning the registration of voters for an election 
for Representatives in the Congress of the United 


States shall be liable to prosecution and punish- | 
ment, as provided in section nineteen of act of May | 


31, 1870.” 
This section also declares— 
“That every registration made under the laws of 


any State or Territory for any State or other elec- | 


tion at which such Reprer:ntative or Delegate in 
Cougress shall be chosen, shall be deemed to bea 
registration within the meaning of this act, notwith- 
standing the same shalt also be made for the pur- 


v, 


poses of any State, territorial, or municipal elec- 


tion” 

Section two provides: 

“ Thatin cities of over twenty thousand inhabit- 
ants. upon written application of two citizens, the 


cireuit judges of the United States courts in the cir- | 


cuiis where such cities are situated, shali appoint 
two supervisors of election.” 


eee ee 
re nnn n A 


Section eight and other sections provide for 
the appointment of deputy marshals to.aid and 
assist in securing a fair and peaceable election 
in cities of twenty thousaud inhabitants aud 
upward. l 

The New Orleans Bee, after giving a synop- 
sis of'a portion of the biil, says: ` 


_ ““ Theobject of Senator KELLOGG’ S hateamendmeng 
is to remove the restriction as to population, and to 
extend the power of the marshals overall congres- 
signal elections withouc regard to population, 

_ ‘Although theoriginal biiland the amendmentare 
in conflict with the doctrine of State rights, we do 
not think it is the interest of the southern people in 
their present circumstances to object to the inter= 
ference of Federal officers in our State elections 
which this law authorizes. We bave not advised 
our citizens to sign the petition, nor to ask that any 
such law should bo enacted; but no good southern 
man js likely to find fault with the measnre, if it 
shall keep in check such men as Governor Warmoth 
and his officers, and shall secure fair and honest 
elections. It isa Jaw of the conqueror, like the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments and the re- 
construction acts, which we have always held to be 
destructive of the fundamental principles of the Con- 
stitution as formerly understood: butif we acknowl- 
edge the latter to be the settled law of the tand”=- 


And I believe our Democratic friends now 
admit this to be the case— 


“wo do not see the sense of making a wry mouth at 
laws carrying into effect and enturcing these amend- 
menuts. 


In the same article the Bee goes on to say: 
**We have not had a fair and honest election in 


| Louisiana since Governor Warmoth came into 


power; and we think that relief against his mis- 
government and oppressive rule should be ao- 
cepted from Congress, if that department is willing 


| to giveit. There is nothing left to us of State inde- 


pendence that we can see. Our present State gov- 


Feder 1 bayonets. Why should not the people of 
Louisiana aecepttbe measure of relief now proposed 
to be given them under the bill and amendment 
which we cite above?” 

I might read an extract from another issue, 
stronger still, if possible, more in detail and 
more elaborate. JI read especially from the 
Bee, and will confine myself to this journal 
because it is the only aceredited official organ 
of the Democratic party in the city. The 
couulry press in many instances take tue same 
position substantially. Sir, what the people 
of Louisiana ask is a fair and honest election. 
The planters, the colored men, the people 
irrespective of race or condition, ask it, and 
petitions signed by hundreds are to day before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
asking that this bill be passed, I stand here 
to speak only for Louisiana. Other Senators, 
I think, will make the same representation, 
and I doubt not can truthfully say the same 
regarding the desire of their people in this 
regard. 

It has just occurred to me that an hour or 
two since, pending the passage of the Louisiana 
presidential electoral bill as itis called, my 
honorable friend from Delaware [ Mr. Saurs- 
BURY] took occasion to speak of the evident 
intent, as he denominated it, of that biil, to- 
gether with the Federal machinery in force 
now, alluding to the Jaws on the statute- books 
and those likely to be enacted looking to the 
same end, to so manipulate and contro] the 
elections in Louisiana that the result should 


| be in the interest of the Federal Administra- 


tion; and he said in substance, if I recollect 
him aright, that the bill was a new measure 
and had only been moved since the Executive 
of our Siate and certain gentlemen who: were 
at his back, whom the Senator denominated his 
supporters, attended the recent couveution 
held at Cincinnati. i 

I do not like to speak disrespectfully of any 
of the officers of my State, but candor com- 


| pels me to say, and I speak for nine tenths I 


believe of the people of the Siate, white as 


; well as black, that a portion of the delegation 


that appeared at Cincinnati were entisted to 
the appellation of Liberals, and in their name 
and on their behalf I claim the blue ribbon 
for them as such. Some of them have certainly 
been very liberal with the people's money, 
And, sir, I give it as my opivion that if ever 
an honest government is fairly established in 
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Louisiana they will upon short notice make 
their exit from the State. [Laughter.] 

` These are facts well known. Why, sir, I 
venture to say that as a whole they were the 
dearest delegation that went from any State to 
the Cincinnati convention. Not by the ties 
of respect, affection, or gratitude, but because 
they cost the State millions of dollars. Oh, 
sir, they are very dear to Louisiana! If gentle- 
men who sympathize with the Cincinnati con- 
vention plume themselves upon the delegations 
that went from the State of Louisiana and 
some other southern States, I can say to them 
in the name, I believe, of nine tenths of the 
people of those States, ‘You are welcome to 
them, costly though they be,” [laughter ;] and 
if I had time I could read extract after extract 
from the papers showiug the estimation in 
which the people of the city of New Orleans 
and the State of Louisiana hold many of the 
gentlemen who professed to represent (I 
should say misrepresent) them in that con- 
vention, 

Sir, I should not have said this much were 
itnot that I feel that I am amply justified by what 
was said by the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware, when he said that the object of this kind 
of legislation was to prevent a fair election 
because certain State officials had recently 
identified themselves with the Liberal move- 
ment, as it is called. ¢ 

Sir, I repeat, all that we ask is a fair election, 
and wherever there is a thief in office in the 
guise of Republicanism, or wherever any man 
or set of men under color of law, calling them- 
selves Republicans, Liberal or otherwise, pro- 
pose to take from the people their right to the 
elective franchise, their right to be represented 
by honest officials, 1 say, in the language of 
the Bee, and of the majority of the people of 
Louisiana, let us, if we cannot remedy these 
abuses otherwise, have Federal interference. 
So it is, sir, that [am thus concerned regard- 
ing the people I represent, to the end that they 
may secure an honest government. I say to 
Senators here, give us all the law you can to 
secure this result, and the people of Louisiana, 
and I believe of other southern States, will 
hail such action with gladness. Give them a 
fair clection; if you will do so, rest assured 
the people now will have honest officers. 

And right here let me say, do not get the 
idea that the people of Louisiana are intol- 
erant. No, sir; in all this broad country 
to-day there is not a State where the people 
are more loyal, more generous, and more hos- 
pitable than they are in the city of New 
Orleans and in the State of Louisiana. Louis- 
jana is without a Ku Klux, and peace reigns 
in her borders. Charity should plead (their 
grievances considered) a full acquittal and for- 
giveness for whatever they may have done in 
violation of law heretofore. The chariot of 
Mars had swept over them. Their plantations 
lay in ruins. ‘Cheir gin-houses and their sugar- 
houses were in ruins. Many of them were 
imbued with that sort of despair and reckless- 
ness engendered by the war. Bat, sir, not- 
withstanding the burdens that have since and 
are still oppressing them under the guise of 
outrageous laws, their plantations are begin- 
ning to show the result of industry. The din of 
commerce and the hum of industry are heard 
in the city of New Orleans and throughout the 
State. The State, struggling under terrible 
difficulties, has begun, I am glad to say, its 
march of progress, and the people do not want 
any more riots; they do not want any more 
violence; but they desire to pursue such a 
course as will invite northern capital and 
northern immigration, which has stood so 
long upon the borders of the State and said, 
“There is a grand arena, a grand field for 
investment, and we desire to go thither, but 
first let us be assured of peace and an honest 
government.” Sir, what the people want is 
peace. What they want is good laws, honestly 
administered; but they know well they cannot 
have this without a fair and honest election. 
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Last Monday night the people of New Or- 
leans met en masse under a call embracing, it 
is said, a large majority of the capitalists and 
tax-payers ot the city, protesting against the 
payment of any more taxes, because the taxes 
imposed upon them were illegal, unjust,’and 
oppressive. And in this they are supported 
by the legal opinion of many of the best law- 
yers of the city, who have pledged themselves 
to defend them in resisting the payment of 
such taxes without ‘‘ fear or reward.” 

Sir, one reason why so many of the white 
people of New Orleans and throughout the 
State are favorably disposed toward the present 
Federal Administration is largely owing to the 
fact that they believe that it frowns upon that 
class of men who have done so much to bur- 
den them with a load of debt and taxation 
under which they are reeling upon the very 
verge of bankruptcy. 

Why, sir, I think it is permissible for me to 
state that during the discussion to-day on the 
presidential electors’ bill, a Democratic mem- 
ber of the other House, who was a member of 
the investigating committee which recently 
visited New Orleans, spoke to me approbatively 
of that bill which met with so much opposition 
from some of our friends on the other side. I 
think I may say he gave me an assurance that 
he would give any measure looking to securing 
a fair election in Louisiana his most earnest 
support. He will doit because he isa southern 
Democrat and has their interests at heart. 
And, sir, I cannot believe that any true friend 
of the people of Louisiana desires to see them 
tied to the tail of the kite of the northern 
Democracy to help them, irrespective of their 
own local interests. No, sir, I believe, as I 
have already said, that the Federal adminis- 
tration has ina very large degree the sympathy 
of the whole people of Louisiana, because it 
has done so much to frown down and dis- 
countenance those in the State who have con- 
trolled it so long and done it so much injury. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to occupy 
more than a moment or two, but I have been 
led in this desultory manner to speak of the 
condition of my State. ‘If I had time and 
opportunity, and felt justified in presuming 
upon the patience of the Senate, I could 
portray such a picture of the condition of 
the people of that State and of the wrongs 
inflicted upom them as would ‘‘stir a fever 
in the heart of age and make infant sinews 
strong as steel.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana tell me 
what party has control of the State of Louis- 
iana? {luaughter.] I should like to hear an 
answer to that question. I have been waiting 
half an hour to hear that. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The Liberal Republican 
as they call themselves under the auspices of 
the recent Cincinnati movement. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will ask the Senator 
from Louisiana whether those Liberal Repab- 
licans whom he has been condemning so se- 
verely committed the outrages upon the people 
of Louisiana before they were liberalized, or 
since. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. Beforeandsince. [Laugh- 
ter.] It is because they did it before, that as 
soon as they were discovered they were de- 
nounced, and the Republican party, as an 
organization, set its face against them, and in 
the language of Horace Greeley, in a lecture 
delivered just after his return from his famous 
tour through the southern States, and who 
said to the peeple of the South and the honest 
Republicans, that they should say to all these 
men when their dishonesty was discovered, 
when their true character was made manifest, 
“ Go back, thieves.” The Republican party 
of Louisiana said to these men, ‘ Begone, 
thieves.” The Democratic party of Louisiana 
said the same. The newly inaugurated reform 
movement said the same. Denounced thus on 


within the walls of the Liberal convention 
recently held in Cincinnati. [Laughter.] 
But other States that I might mention were 
also represented by Liberal Republicans of the’ 
same sort. Perhaps one of my honorable 
friends from Georgia will tell the Senate who 
the three men were that cast the twenty-two 
votes of that State in the Cincinnati conven- 
tion? : 
Mr. HILL. I do not wish to interrupt the 
Senator, but as he has asked the question, I 
will ask him, who were those men? [Laugh- 


ter. 

3 KELLOGG. That is just what I ask 
the Senator. Who were they? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know who they were, 
[Laughter. ] A 

Mr. KELLOGG. And yet my friend from 
Georgia is intimately acquainted all over his 
State. : 

I might ask my honorable friend from, Flor- 
ida [Mr. Ossorn] who the men were that rep- 
resented Florida. Who were the men that rep- 
resented Mississippj? Who were the men who 
represented Texas? Sir, I believe they were 
men in buckram for the most part, and some 
of those of whom I can speak three years ago 
would not have been able, without borrowing 
the money from some dupe, to have paid for 
their ticket, even at half fare the round trip, 
to go to Cincinnati as delegates. [Laughter.] 
But, sir, those were the men who, when it ap- 
peared that a majority of the votes were in 
favor of a certain candidate in the Cincinnati 
convention, like sheep following a bell-wether, 
went where they thought success lay, and con- 
sequently the spoils of office. They can fol- 
low that scent with the avidity of the sleuth- 


kind of constituency, all imaginary, professing 
to represent Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
and other States, self-elected, as my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. Spencer] reminds me, 
self-constituted, without any constituency, 
without any proprietary interest, paying no 


the people. 
strength represented by just such adventurers 
as referred to that the present paradoxical 
ticket of protection and free trade was given to 
the American people to discuss through the 
recent Cincinnati convention. 

Sir, I will oceupy but little more time, but 
I cannot forbear calling attention to a portion 
of a letter written a short time before his 


ernor of the State of Louisiana. I think I 
risk nothing in saying that he was par egcel- 
lénce a noble representative man of his race; 
a most able executive officer, and in every 
sense of the word an honest man. Once an 


which he acquired by hard and assiduous ap- 
plication, he came to be universally respected 
in the State of Louisiana. i 

Just before he died, this representative col- 
ored man wrote a letter to the editor of the 
New York ‘Tribune. Of the portion that I 
have marked I might now and then omit a 
sentence; but I will venture, with the indul- 
gence of the Senate, to ask the Secretary to 
read it all. Let itbe borne in mind, however, 
that this letter was written after what is pop- 
ularly denominated the 9th of August conven- 
tion, when it was said the military interfered 
to uphold one party and break down another. 

The New York Tribune, honestly and sin- 
cerely, I doubt not, took occasion to animad- 
vert severely upon the course of the Federal 
authorities and of that portion of the people 
who sympathized with their action. 
because of those animadversions that Governor 
Dunn penned the letter to Mr. Greeley 0 
which I will ask the Clerk to read a portion. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


York, after your return from Texas, you refer to & 


all sides, there remained no city of refuge, no 


place of safety, until they found themselves | 


taxes, having no part or parcel in common with - 
It was through the numerical © 


death by Oscar J. Dunn, late Lieutenant Gov- . 


apprentice, with no education except that 


3 


y 


hound. It was those men, representing that `` 


It was ` 


In your lecture, delivered to the citizens of New- ` 


class of men, found in all the southern States, 28 -. 
elements of the Republican party, hurtful to its ~ 
| integrity and dangerous to its safety ; and you were. 
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pleased to characterize their conduct as “earpet-bag 
scoundrelism.’’ You stated that the good name and 
safety of the party demanded that when these men 
should press to the front and assume leadership of 
our hosts we should say to them, ‘Go back, thieves!” 

We bave in our midst, from the North, East, 
and West men who have come among us to be citi- 
zens; they have invested their enterprise and their 
eapital in our State, and have brought their house- 
hold gods with them, and they, with us, are con- 
eerned to have good laws enacted, and honest pub- 
lic servants to execute them. Such men are not 
only welcomed cordially by the native population, 
but are esteemed by them as a most healthy and 
important element in the body-politic. Wearesure 
that you do not refer to this class in your lecture. 
But there is a class in our midst of new-comers, who 
came without money and withoutany fixed political 

rinciples, adventurers in character, and political 
rokers by profession,with a single axiomatic maxim 
as the basis of their lives, which they always with 
the pertinacity of the sleuth-hound follow, “ Put 
money in thy purse,” without being overserupu- 
Jous. as to whose money it is or how the transfer 
is accomplished, . 

Your description of these men is so life-like that 
it must have been drawn from nature. 

We recognized them as we read and felt that a “chiel 

had been amang us takin’ notes, and, faith, he’d 
prent them.” Would you be greatly surprised, Mr. 
Greeley, to be informed that, in the judgment of the 
good people of this State, irrespective of party, 
the young man who now occupies the executive 
chair of Louisiana, whose crimes against his party 
and his people you charitably ignore, and whose 
championship you so boldly assume, is preéminently 
the prototype and prince of the tribe of carpet-bag- 
gers, who seem to be your pet aversion ? 

Well attested facts, from the official history of 
his Excellency will show that the people are not 
mistaken in assigning to him the leadership of the 
class you denounce. f, 

In all candor, we belicve that his Excellency Gov- 
ernor H. C, Warmoth is officially derelict and polit- 
ically untrustworthy. He has shown an itching 
desire, as manifested by repeated negotiations with 
certain leaders thereof, to secure the personal sup- 
port of the Democracy at the expense of his own 
party, and an equally manifest craving to obtain a 
cheap and ignoble white respectability by the sac- 
rifice of the confidence and support of colored Repub- 
licans, and he is much more concerned to have the 
entré into good southern society than he is to do 
the arduous but honorable work of elevating the 
masses of that race who elected him, and to perfect, 
harmony between the races by an impartial and 
honest enforcement of the law. He has so fre- 
quently violated the Constitution he has sworn to 
obey and maladministered the laws he has sworn 
faithfully to execute’ that he has succeeded in de- 
stroying public confidence, not only in himself, but 
in officials generally. He has so deceived the pub- 
lie faith and disappointed the public hope by the 
facility with which he makes and the recklessness 
with which he breaks his pledges, that we, in self- 
defense, have been compelied to withdraw our con- 
fidence from him, . 

We cannot and will not support him even though 
the New York Tribuneshould remain his champion, 
for such support would inevitably involve the dis- 
astrous defeat of the Republican party in the State 
of Louisiana. 

Respectfully, OSCAR J. DUNN. 

_Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I simply de- 
sire to say in reply to the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, about who represented 
Texas at Cincinnati, that there was not a soli- 
tary carpet-bagger among them—not one. 
[Laughter.] I did not. wish to interrupt the 
gentleman while he was on the floor. 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘That is, from Texas? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Yes. sir. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I ask the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana whether he 
will yield to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. In a moment; I am 
nearly through. I desire only to read another 
extract, and then I am done. 

Mr. President, I would that I had been able 
to say what Ihave felt it my duty to say omit- 
ting any allusion by name to any person; but 

found it utterly impossible to do so. I wish 
to read an extract which mentions the present 
Executive of Louisiana by name, emphatically 

‘savowing, however, any personal feeling on 
my part toward him or others. 

Mr, THURMAN. Will my friend allow 
me to make a suggestion to him? For the last 

alf hour he has been making a speech here, 
partly on Louisiana politics and partly piteh- 
Ing into the Liberal Republicans. Now, I 

ave no doubt it has escaped his observation 
that his colleague, who I think is not always 
M accord with him on the subject of Louisiana 
politics, was absent, and I believe is absent 
yet, and that all the Liberal Republican Sen- 
ators, all those who uphold the Cincinnati 


convention, are also absent, and he is firing 
his gun in the air. I submit to him that he 
had better wait until his foes are before his 
face, and not strike them behind their back. 

Mr. KELLOGG.. I had not noticed the 
absence of Senators, as I beg to assure the 
Senator. I supposed they were all present, 

Mr. THURMAN. Not one of them; nor 
bas there been one of them here for some 
time. I think the Senator had better let us 
adjourn. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I most cheerfully give 
way for a motion to adjourn, and will not 
trouble the Senate with the extract I have 
referred to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to ask whether 
we cannot have a vote and get through with 
this bill to-day? No one wishes to debate it 
further. 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. CASSERLY, and 
others. Oh, no; you cannot do that. 

The motion was agreed to; ‘and (at five 
o'clock and ten minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 10, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. McCRARY. Task unanimous consent to 
offer a resolution for consideration at this time. 
I think there will be no objection to it. It 
has the approval of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, and is most just and necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the clerk of the Committee of Elections 
has been instructed to prepare adigest of contested- 
election cases since 1864, including the cases in the 
present Congress: i 7 ? 

Liesolved, That he be paid during this Congress, as 
he was paid during the last. 

There was no objection; and the resolution 
was agreed to. 


Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. POTTER. I ask unanimous consent 
to report a bill from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, for present consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. I must object to any matter 
that causes debate. 

The SPEAKER. The impression of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Porrsr] is 
that this bill will give rise to no debate. 

Mr. DAWES. In that case, I will not 
object to it. 

Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with the recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 1422) to take away the circuit 
court jurisdiction of the district court of the 
United States for the 
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northern district of | 


Georgia, to create a circuit court in said dis- | 


trict, and for other purposes, 
The bill was read. It provides tbat so much 
of any act or acts of Congress as vests in the 


district court of the United States for the | 
northern district of Georgia the power and ju- į 


risdiction of a circuit court be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed; and there shall hereafier 
be a circuit court held for said district, pre- 
sided over as the circuit court now is or here- 
afier may be in the southern district. 

The bill in its second section provides that 
all actions, suits, executions, pleas, process, 
and other proceedings, relative to any cause, 
civil or criminal, which might have been brought 
and would have been originally cognizable in 
a circuit court, or removed thereto, under any 
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act of Congress, pending in or returnable to 
the district court for the said northern district 
of Georgia, at the time appointed for bold- 
ing the next term thereof, are hereby de- 
clared to be transferred and made returnable 
to the circuit court constituted by this act, to ` 
be holden within the said district, and shall be 
heard, tried, and determined therein, in the 
same manner as if originally instituted in or 
removed to such circuit court. And the said 
circuit court shall be governed by the same 
general laws and regulations as apply to other 
circuit courts’ of the United States, and the 
clerk of said court shall perform the same du- 
ties, and shall be entitled to receive the same 
feesand emoluments which are by law estab- 
lished for the clerks of the other circuit courts 


of the United States, and shall be appointed 


by the circuit judge of said circuit; provided 
that the present clerk of the district court for 
said northern district shall be the clerk of 
the circuit court of said district till another 
appointment be made in his place or he be 
otherwise removed. 

The bill provides in its third section that 
there shall be two terms of the district court 
for the northern district of Georgia, held in 
Atlanta, in each and every year, to begin on 
the first Mondays of March and September ; - 
and there shall also be two terms of the circuit 
court for said district, held in Atlanta, in each 
and every year, to begin on the second Mon- 
days in March and September. 

The bill in its fourth section provides that 
all suits hereafter to be instituted in the dis- 
trict or circuit court of either the northern or 
southern district of Georgia, not of a local 
nature, shall be commenced in a court of the 
district where the defendant resides; but if 
there be more than one defendant, and they 
reside in different districts, the plainiiff may 
sue in either, and send duplicate writs to the 
other defendants, on which the plaintiff or his 
attorney shall indorse that the writs thus sent 
are copies of writs sued out of the proper dis- 
trict; and the said writs, when executed and 
returned into the office from whence they 
issued, shall constitute one and the same suit, 
and be proceeded in accordingly. 

The bill in its fifth section provides that the 
rules of court heretofore adopted and now of 
force in the district court for the northern dis- 
trict of Georgia be, and they are hereby, de- 
clared to be adopted and of force in the cir- 
cuit court for said northern district; but the 
same may he altered, modified, amended, or 
annulled by the said courts, and new rules may 
be added thereto, in the same manner as in 
other district and circuit courts. The return- 
days for writsand executions returnable to the 
said district and the said circuit courts shall 
be the first days of the terms of said courts, 
respectively, but the time for the return of 
writs may be, by rule of court, changed to any 
rules-day. 

The bill in its sixth section provides that the 
grand and traverse juries which have been or 
which may be drawn for the first term, after the 
passage of this act, of the district court for 
the northern district of Georgia, shall be the 
juries for both the circuit and the district 
court, and all their acts as such in either court 
shall be valid, as if said juries belonged ex- 
clusively to the court in which they are acting 
for the time being. 

The bill in its seventh section provides 
that it shall be lawful for the requisite 
jurors, grand and petit, for either or both of 
said courts to serve at the first term thereof, 
to be drawn at any’time by the judge of the 
said district court, or by either of the judges 
of said circuit court. ? 

The bill in its eighth section provides that 
the ninth and tenth sections of the act of 
August 11, 1848, organizing the district court 
of the northern district of Georgia, and allacts ` 


i and parts of acts militating against this act, 


be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SECURITY OF BANK RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. MERRIAM. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, for present consideration, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better se- 
curity of bank reservations, and to facilitate 
bank clearing-house exchanges. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was debated 
some time ago. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Merriam] is under the impression 
that it will not cause further debate, but that 
it will pass by unanimous consent. If not, it 
will not be entertained. The bill will be read 
for information, after which objection, if any, 
will be in order. 

The bill was read. 

Several members objected to its present 
consideration. 

BARK AZALEA. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.. I ask 
-unanimous consent to introduce a bill grant- 
ing an American register to the American 
puilt bark Azalea, with a view to its being pat 
on its passage. 

The bill was read for information. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this bill come from 
a commitree? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to make a single statement, which [ think will 
obviate any objection. This bill would come 
under the general law except that it is an 
Awmerican-built bark and was transferred to 
foreign register since it was wrecked, and 
rebuilt. 

Mr. CONGER. There are two or three 
hundred such cases before the Committee on 
Commerce, I do not see why a special excep- 
tion should be made in favor of this bill. I 
object to its present consideration, 

GENBRAL BAKER, 

Mr. SARGENT. [ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2586) providing for 
a life sized marble statue of the late Senator 
Edward Dickinson Baker. 

The bill was read. Jt appropriates the sum 
of $10.000 for a life-size marble statue of the 
lare Senator Edward Dickinson Baker, from 
a marble model in the possession of the family 
of the deceased Senator, and directs the Libra- 
rian of Congress to make a contract with 
Horatio Stone to carry out the provisions of 
this act. 

Mr. SLATER. 

JAPANKESH MILITARY CADETS. 


Mr. L. MYERS. Task unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill authorizing the Secretary 
of War to admit six Japanese youths to the 
West Point Military Academy for reference 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I object. 

CONNECTICUT AND OTHER CLAIMS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bi (H. R. No. 2709) for the 


I object. 


relief of the Stare of Connecticut and other | 


States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR VESSELS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] says he 
will not object to my introducing for reference 
to the Committee on Commerce a couple of 
pills to grant American registers to some ves- 


sels. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I object. 
Some time subsequently Mr. W. R, ROBERTS 
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withdrew his objection, and no other objection 
being made, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2710) granting an American 
register to the American-built bark John 
Matthews ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2711) granting an 
American register to the American-built bark 
Azalea; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled, bills of the 
foliowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: i 

An act (S. No. 347) granting a pension to 
Sarah McNana ; 

An act (S. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 
condition of the rank and file of the Army; 

An act (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue 
of clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth regiment infantry ; 

An act (S. No. 671) to authorize the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up and 
maintain a bridge for railway purposes across 
Lake St. Croix, at the city of Hudson, in the 
Stare of Wisconsin ; 

An act (S. No. 867) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to correct an Army officer’s record ; 

An act (S. No. 955) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. 
Montgomery, late captain in Texas volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 838) to provide that 
minors shall not be enlisted in the military 
service of the United States without the con-, 
sent of parents or guardians; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1666) to establish certain 
post roads, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. PORTER was granted leave of absence 
from yesterday until the 22d instant. 

Mr. NEGLUEY was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 

Mr. HALSEY was granted leave of absence 
for one week. 

Mr. MERCUR was granted leave of absence 
for ten days. 

Mr. McHENRY was grauted leave of ab- 
sence for ten days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. McKINNEY obtained leave to have 
withdraws from the files of the House the 
papers in the application of Job S. Goff fora 
pension. 

Mr. ARCHER obtained leave to have with- 
drawn from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of Catharine Barry, for reference 
in the Senate. 

Mr. L. MYERS obtained leave to have 
withdrawn from the files of the House the 
pension papers in the case of Isabella Swan. 


SMITIISONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same be adopted, the following con- 
current resolation of the Senate: 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) Toat twelve thousand five hundred additional 
copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the year 1871 be printed; two thousand five hun- 
dred of which shall be for the use of the Senate, five 
thousand for the use of the House, aud five thou- 
sand for the use of the institution: Provided, That 
the aggregate number of pages of said report shall 
not exceed four hundred and fifty, and that there 
shall be no illustrations except those furnished by 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope there 
will be an increase of the number of these 
reports to be printed. I move that the sev- |; 
eral numbers be doubled. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think five thousand 


copies will be enough for the institution. l 
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Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. Well, I will 
moveto double the number for each House of 
Congress, but not for the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion ; that is, to have five thousand copies for 
the use of the Senate, aud ten thousand for 
the use of the House. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon: 
sider the vote by which the resolution wag 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL CONVENTION, ETC, 


Mr. PRICE also, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported back the following rego-. . 
lution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed twenty-one 
thousand additional copies of the report of the pro- 
ceedings of the convention of delegates from agri- - 
cultural colleges, State agricultural societies, &., 
held in the city of Washington on the 15th, 16th, 
and 17th of February, 1872, and communicated to 
the Senate by the Commissioner of Agriculture, of 
which five hundred copies shall be for the use ot the 
Senate, six thousand for the use of the House, and 
fourteen thousand five hundred copies for the use of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, of which one bun- 
dred copies shall be supplied to each delegate to the 
convention. : 

Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MRS. FANNIE M. JACKSON. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: . 

The committeeof conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (IE. R, No, 2042) | 
entitled * An act for the relief of Mrs. Fannie M, 
Jackson, of Tennessee,” having met, after a full 
and free conference bave agreed to recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recedo from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate and concur with an 
amendment striking out “ $628 õu” and inserting 
“31,400; and that the Senate agree to the same, 

AUSTIN BLAIR, 

JONN T. HARRIS, 

E. McJUNKIN, 
Managers on the purt of the Tousa. 

TIMOTHY 0. HOWE, 

JOHN SCOTT, 

HENRY COOPER, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vole by which the report was agreed 
to; and aiso moved thatthe motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the tariff 
bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetis [Mr. Dawes] 
whether be will not consent to an arrangement. 
by which one hour, some time during the ume 
we are in Committee of the Whole, may be 
given to carry through the fortification bill? 
‘That bill really has precedence in Committee 
of the Whole. , 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, this is private: 
bill day; and if the House will waive the 
morning hour and go into committee now, 
shall be wiliing that about three o'clock the 
tariff bill may be laid aside, that we may pro: 
ceed to the consideration of the fortification 


ill. 

The SPEAKER. Would it not be better to 
take up the fortification bill first and give one. 
hour to it? 7 

Mr. DAWES. I should be content with. 
that; but the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Nisiack,] who has charge of the fortification 
bill, is not here. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the fortification bill I see the gentleman 
from Indiana [ Mr. NisLack] is just coming 10. 


1872. 


Mr. WILLARD.: I asked for the morning 
hour one week ago, but it was given tothe Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. I think we ought 
ty have a morning hour. There has been but 
one morning hour for private bills within the 
last five weeks. 

Mr. RANDALL. The morning hour was 
promised to us last Friday, but it was not 


iven. 

a The SPEAKER. The matter is for the 

= House to decide. The question is on the mo- 

= Hon of the gentleman from Massachusetts, { Mr. 

$ Dawns, ] to go into the Committee of the Whole 

© to consider first for one hour the fortification 
` pill, and afterward the tariff bill. 

_ The question being taken on agreeing to the 
motion, there were—ayes 49, noes 52; no 

quorum voting. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know whether it 
is understood by the House that this is not a` 
contest between the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The question is simply 
‘s whether the House will have a morning hour 
z or whether it will go into Committee of the 
Whole at once. No quorum having voted on 
the question, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setis, Mr. Dawes, and the gentleman from 
Vermont, Mr. WILLARD, will act as tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole be agreed to, it cuts 
off the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER, It does, as a matter of 
course. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes 78. 

So the motion of Mr. 
agreed to. 


Dawes was not 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at twenty-three minutes before twelve 
o'clock, and reports, are- in order from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
War of 1812. 

SIMEON FARNSWORTH. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 2130) granting 
a pension to Simeon Farnsworth, of Danville, 
Vermont. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension roll the name of Sim- 
eon Farnsworth, of Danville, Vermont, under 
the provisions of the pension act of February 
14, 1871, and to pay him a pension atthe rate 
of eight dollars per month from the date of 
that act, Farnsworth having served as a pri- 
vate in the war of 1812 for more than sixty 
days. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WiLLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

mp . $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

; JESSE MCCOY. 

Mr. WILLARD, from the same committee, 
reported n bill (H. R. No. 2712) for the relief 
of Jesse MeCoy; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Jesse McCoy, executor of the last will of 
Busan McCoy, of Jefferson county, Kentucky, 
ately deceased, the amount of pension due 
on pension certificate No. 7155, issued by the 
pension department in July, 1863, to said 
Susan McCoy as the widow of Jesse McCoy, 
a revolutionary soldier, the said Susan McCoy 

aving deceased on the 17ih of July, 1863. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, WILLARD moved to reconsider the ! 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAI POND. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No.. 2839) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Pond, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior be directed to place 
on the pension-roll of the United States the 
name of Sarah Pond, widow of Adam Pond, 
who served as a private soldier in the war of 
the Revolution, the said Sarah Pond to receive 
a pension at the rate of eight dollars per 
month from the passage of this act during her 
natural life. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELISHA FRANKLIN.. 


Mr. COMINGO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 1576) directing 
that a bounty land warrant for one hundred 
and sixty acres of land be issued to Wiislia 
Franklin for military services in-the war of 
1812, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to issue to Elisha 
Franklin a bounty land warrant for oue hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land for military ser- 
vices rendered by said Franklin in the war of 


1812. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is there any report 
in this case ? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. These bills seem 
to be going through very rapidly without any- 
body paying attention tothem. Task that the 
report in this case be read. 

Ít appears from the report, which was read, 
that from the evidence before the committee 
in support of this claim, the claimant’s correct 
name is Elisha Franklin; tbat he was a soldier 
in the war of 1812; that he was a member of 
Captain Thomas Burrwell’s company, Virginia 
militia; that he served from the 38d to the 
2ith of September, 1814, and that the app'i- 
cant is the person who served as aforesaid. 
It further appears that the said Franklin ap- 
plied to the Commissioner of Pensions for a 
bounty land warrant, and that the same was 
refused because of his inability to establish 
his identiry to the satisfaciion of that officer. 
‘The muster-rolls show that. one Elijah Frank- 
lin served in said Burrwell’s company, and as 
the claimant’s real name is Elisba, his appli- 
cation is suspended. The committee find that 
Franklin served in said company; that he 
served for the term alleged by claimant, and 
they further find that claimant was known by 
the name of Elijah, and was called by that 
name by his neighbors, although his correct 
name is Elisha, and therefore they recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
Mr. COMINGO moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
HUGH T. FERGUSON. 


Mr. COMINGO also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 652) 
granting a pension to Hugh T. Ferguson, a 
private soldier of the war of 1812, 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
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Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to plate on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 


| tions of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 


T. Ferguson, late a private soldier in the war 
of 1812, and to pay him a pension fram and 
alter the passage of this act at the rate of eight 
dollars per month. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the report in 
this case be read. 

The report was read. It states that ‘the 
claimant was a private in Captain George W. 
Lightner’s company, forty-ninth regiment 
Maryland militia, in the war of 18125 that be 
served in said company for more than sixty 
days; that he entered the service in the month 
of August and was discharged about the mid- 
dle of November, 1814; and that he was at 
the battle of Baltimore on the 12uh of Septem- 
ber of that year. The committee find that the 
records of the War Department and of the 
Interior afford no evidence of the service of 
Captain Ligbtner’s company. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What, then, is the 
evidenge upon which this pensiou is to be 

iven ‘ 

Mr. COMINGO. The evidence is in the 
records of the State of Maryland. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems a very 
suspicious circumstance that these claims are 
left until this late day, 

Mr. WILLARD. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Ilinois (Mr. Farxswortu] wiat the 
office of the Pension Committee of the House 
is to examine cases where the evidence of 
service or of injuries is defective. ‘This is just 
a case of defeciive or imperfect evidence of 
service. This man served in the Maryland 
militia in the last war, There is no record 
evidence of his service inthe War Department 
or the Pension Bureau, and no evidence in 
fact of the service of the company iu which 
he alleges that he served. 

There is, however, official evidence in the 
records aud archives of the State of Maryland 
of the service of this company and of the ser- 
vice of this man, and also evidence of oue of 
his comrades of his service which was saris- 
factory to the committee. There is also evi- 
dence that he participated in one of the en- 
gagement of the last war. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, aud passed. 

Mr. COMINGO moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, ` 

The latier motion was agreed to. 


NANCY CLOUD. 


Mr. COBB, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with the recommendasion that it 
do pass, the bill (H, R. No. 1243) to restore 
to the pension-rolls, Nancy Cloud, widow of 
William Cloud, a revolutionary pensione. 

The bill was read, It directs the Commis- 
siouer of Pensions to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Nancy Cloud, widow of William 
Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner, and he is 
hereby directed to pay her any sum which 
may be due heras such from the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed aud 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the biil was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLARD. There are no further re- 
ports from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are now in order 
from the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 


PENSION LAW. 
Mr. MOORE. I desire, on behalf of the 
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Committee on Invalid Pensions, to make a 
request of the House. If the House will con- 
sent, I will send to the desk the general bill 

“ consolidating and amending the laws relating 
to invalid pensions, which is a bill of very 
great importance.. It was to have been re- 
ported last evening, if the House had had an 
evening sessiou. Í ask that by unanimous 
consent the committee be allowed to report it 
now. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. 2312) to revise, 
consolidate, and amend the laws relating to 
invalid pensions. 

Mr. MOORE. I ask that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that the 
House proceed to consider it by sections. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read the first section, as follows: 


That if the ability of any officer of the Army, in- 
cluding regulars, volunteers, and militia, or any 
officer in the Navy or Marine corps, or any enlisted 
man, however employed in the military or naval 
service of the United States, or in its Marine corps, 
whether regularly mustered or not, disabled by 
reason of any wound receivod or disease contracted 
‘while in the service of the United States, and in tho 
linc of duty; any master serving on a gun-boat, or 
any pilot, engincer, sailor, or other person, not regu- 
larly mustered, serving upon any gun-boat or war 
vossel of the United States, disebled by any wound 
received or otherwise incapacitated, while in the 
line of duty, for procuring his subsistence by manual 
Jabor; any person not an enlisted soldier in the 
Army, serving for the time being as a member of the 
militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered for the time 
being to serve with any regularly organized military 
or naval force of the United States, or who other- 
wise volunteered and rendered service in any eu- 
gagement with rebels or Indians, disabled in conse- 
quence of wounds received in tho lino of duty in 
such temporary service; any acting assistant or 
contract surgeon, disabled by any wound received 
or disease contracted in the line of duty while actu- 
ally performing the duties of assistant surgeon or 
neting assistant surgeon with any military force in 
the ficld or in transitu, or any provost marshal, 
deputy provost marshal, or enrolling officor dis- 
abled by reason of uny wound received in the dis- 
charge of his duty, to procure a subsistence by 
manual labor; has been since the 4th day of March, 
1861, or shall hercafter bo impaired, he shall, upon 
making due proof ot the fact, according to such forms 
and regulations as are or may be provided by and in 
pursuance of law, bo placed upon the list of invalid 
ponsioners of the United States, and be entitled, to 
receive, fora total disability ora pormanentspectfic 
disability, such pension as is heroinalter provided in 
such en and for an inferior disability, except in 
cases of permanent specific disability for which the 
rato of pension is expressly provided, an amount 
proportionate to that provided for total disability 
to commence as hereinafter provided, and to con- 
tinue during tho existence of tho disability: Pro- 
vided, ‘Chat no claim of a Stato militiaman, or non- 
enlisted person, on account of . disability from 
wounds received in battle with rebels or Indians, 
while temporarily rendering service, shall be valid 
unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 
4th day of July, 74: And provided further, Phat no 
person shall bo entitled to a pension by reason of 
wounds received or disease coutracted in the sor- 
vico of the United States subsequent to the 27th 
day of July, 1868, untess the person who was wounded 
or contracted the disease was in the line of duty; 
and, ifin tho military service, was at the time actu- 
ally intthg field, or on the march, or at some post, 
fort, or garrison; or, if in the naval service, wis at 
the time borne on the books of some ship or other 
vesscl of the United States, at sea or in harbor, aet- 
ually in commission, or was at some naval station, 
or on his way, by direction of competent authority, 
to the United States, or to sume other vessel or navul 
station, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois why the title 
to a pension is limited to the date of July 27, 
1868? Itis for wounds received or diseases 
contracted only down to that date that the bill 
proposes a man may be pensioned. 

Mr. MOORE. That is just what the law 
was before. We have made no change in the 
law in this regard. ‘Che law was enacted in 
1868, and this restriction was dated from the 
passage of that act, unless the person was 
in the line of his duty when the wound was 
received or the disease contracted. ‘There is 
no change in the Jaw atall. The provision 
to which the gentleman from Ohio refers 
reads as follows : 


That no person shall bo entitled to a pension by 
reason of wounds received or disease contracted in 


‘to move to amend line forty nine by striking 


the service of the United States subsequent to the 
27th day of July, 1868, unless the person who was 
wounded or contracted the disease was in the line 
of duty. 

In order that the restriction may not apply 
to a-person, he must have been absolutely in 
the line of duty when he was wounded or 
incurred the disabilities. 

Under other acts passed prior to 1868 there 
was a greater liberality in reference to their 
being on posts of duty. For instance, when 
they were injured while in transitu, while on 
the cars, or if they met with an accident under 
such circumstances, they were considered en- 
titled to a pension. This bill more partic- 
ularly restricts the operation of the pension 
law to those who are in the service, on the 
march, or at some military post when the dis- 
ease was contracted or the injury was received. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know the 
House would like to have an explanation of 
the provisions of this bill now. Therefore, I 
ask the gentleman whether this isa mere mod- 
ification of the laws in regard to pensions, or 
whether it materially changes the laws in any 
of its provisions? 

Mr. MOORE. As I stated when I ob- 
tained the order to have this bill considered 
last night, it'is principally a codification of 
the pension laws, and a revision of them with- 
out introducing any new legislation, with the 
exception of a tew amendments. There is but 
one amendment I believe that affects pension- 
ers to any considerable extent. The other 
amendments are merely for the purpose of 
explaining the law and aiding the Pension 
Bureau in discharging its duties in the way of 
settling pension claims. However, there is an 
amendment in relation to the organization of 
the pension department with a view of prevent- 
ing fraud. ‘l'hat will be for consideration 
when that portion of the bill is reached. The 
only change made by this first section is in 
reference to some officers in the Army and 
Navy who under the present laws are not en- 
titled to pensions. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs have made a change in the rank of 
midshipmen, so that cadet midshipmen are 
mentioned in this section; they were not in 
the former law. The provisions in relation to 
the Navy are precisely similar to those affect- 
ing military officers aud officers of the regular 
Army. 

Mr. STORM. I would inquire if in the 
existing Jaw there is any provision for pen- 
sioning contract surgeons or deputies provost 
marshals? 

Mr. MOORE. In that respect the law is 
leftas itisnow. Ihave stated the only. changes 
proposed by this section. 

Mr. PERCE. Tobserve that by this section 
no person is to be entitled to a pension unless 
in the field or on the march, or at some post 
or garrison, when the injury is received. I 
would inquire of the gentleman why a pension 
should not be granted to a soldier who was 
injured while in transitu ? 

Mr. MOORE. ‘The bill provides that it 
shall apply to those on the march, which will 
cover that part of it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I desire 
out ‘$1874 and inserting ‘‘ 1875.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
inquire if this bill makes provision for a very 
meritorious class of persons who were engaged 
in the service, and to whom we were greatly 
indebted ; [| mean military telegraph operators? 

Mr. MOORE. It makes no provision for 
them. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Then I 
move to amend by inserting after the words 
‘t contract surgeon’’ the words “ military tel- 
egraph operator.’ Many of them were on 
service, on the front, under fire, and were 
wounded. 

Mr. MOORE. I shall object to that amend- 
ment, for the reason that if it is made we shall 


military railroads. Many of them, both tele- 
graph operators and men engaged in ranning 
military railroads, have made application for 
special acts of Congress to give them pensions, 
They were employed by the Government on 
salaries which were calculated from the dan- 
gerous positions they occupied, and which 
positions they could have left at any time they 
chose. There has been no instance of a spe- 
cial act of Congress granting a pension to a 
person of that class, and we do not propose to 
make provision for them in this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does the gentleman have 
any objection to inserting the words ‘or in 
hospital” after the words ‘ in transitu?” 

Mr. MOORE. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. ThenI move that amend- ` 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first 
upon the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, which is to insert 
after the word ‘impaired’ the words ‘by ` 
reason of such disability ;’’ so that it will read, 
‘Cor shall hereafter be impaired by reason of 
such disability.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next question was upon the amendment 
moved by Mr. Dickey, to insert the words “ or. 
in hospital” after the words ‘in transitù.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ARCHER. In order to perfect the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Droxey] I move to amend by 
adding atthe end of the section, after the words 
tí vessel or naval station, ? the words ‘or, 
hospital.”’ 

Mr. DICKEY. That is all right. X 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I move 
to amend by striking out in line forty-nine: 
‘61874,’ and inserting ‘1875; so that the. 
first proviso of the sectfon will read as fol 
lows: 

Provided, That no claim of a State militiaman or 
non-enlisted person on account of disability from 
wounds received in battle with rebels or Indians, 
while temporarily rendering service, shall be valid 


unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 
4th day of July, 1875. : 


My object is to allow one year more for the: 
prosecution of these claims to a successful 
issue. 

Mr. MOORE. This House passed a bill 
extending the time in which pensioners might. 
make their applications; but the bill, when it 
went to the Senate, was laid on the table. 
There is no sort of probability of any favor 
able action being taken by the Senate on this 
proposition. All these parties have been al- 
lowed five years in which to prosecute their 
claims, and we do not propose to extend the 
time. I hope the gentleman from Missouri 
will not urge his proposition, because it can- 
not be passed in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I am not 
disposed to urge the amendment if there is no 
possibility of it being passed by the Senate. 

Mr. MOORE. ‘here is none in the world. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Then I 
withdraw it. 


The next section was read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the pension for total disability shall 
be as follows, namely: for lieutenant colonel and all 
oilicers of higher rank in themilitary service and in 
the Marine corps, and for captain, and all officers. 
of higher rank, commander, surgeon, pay master, : 
and chief engineer, respectively, ranking with cow- 
mander by law, Heutenant commanding and mas- 
ter commanding, in the naval service, thirty dollars 
per month; for major in the military service and m 
the Marine corps, and lieutenant, surgeon, payma 
ter, and chief engineer, respectively, ranking. with 
lieutenant by law,and passed assistantsurgeon in the 
naval service, twenty-five dollars per month; for 
captain in the military service and in the Marine 
corps, chaplain in the Army, and provost marshal, 
professor of mathematics, master, assistant su 
geon, assistant paymaster, and chaplain in 4i 
naval service, twenty dollars per month; for ir 
Heutenant in the military service and in the Marine 
corps, acting assistant or contract surgeon, ang 
deputy provost marshal, seventeen dollars per 


be asked to include men engaged in running | 


month; forsecond lieutenant in the military 80°" 
l vice and in the Marine corps, first assistant engin 
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eer, ensign, and pilot in the naval service, and en- 
rolling officer, fifteen dollars per month; for cadet 
midshipman, passed midshipman, midshipmen, 
clerks of admirals and paymasters, and of other 
-officers commanding vessels, second and third as- 
sistant engineer, master’s mate, and all warrant 
officers in the naval service, ten dollars per month: 
and forall other persons whose rank or office is not 
mentioned in this section, eight dollars per month ; 
and the masters, pilots, engineers, sailors, and 
erews upon the gunboats and war vessels shall be 
entitled to receive the pension ullowed herein to 
those of like rank in the naval service, and every 
commissioned officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine 
corps shall receive such and only such pension as is 
herein provided, for the rank he held at the time he 
received the injury, or contracted the disease which 
resulted in the disability, on account of which he 
may be entitl d toa pension; and any commission 
or presidential appointment, regularly issued to such 
person, shall be taken to determine his rank from 
and after the date, as given in the body of the com- 
mission or appointment conferring said rank: Pro- 
vided, That a vacancy existed in the rank thereby 
conferred; that the person commissioned was not 
disabled for military duty; and that he did not will- 
fully neglect or refuso to be mustered. 

Mr. MOORE. I move to strike out, after 
the word “office,” in line twenty-seven, the 
word ‘or. It is simply superfluous. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I moverto amend by 
striking out, in lines thirty-four and thirty-five, 
the words ‘‘ contracted the disease which re- 
sulted in the disability,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “ the time he became dis- 
abled through disease contracted in the line 
of his duty.’? The section will then provide 
that the pension ofan officer shall be in accord- 
ance with ‘‘the rank he held at the time he 
„received the injury or the time he became dis- 
abled through disease contracted in the line of 
his duty.’’ The bill as reported by the com- 
mittee provides that a pension for disease con- 
tracted in the service shall be in accordance 
with the rank held at the time the disease re- 
sulting in disability was contracted. Now, it 
is possible that a disease like consumption may 
be years in advancing to the point where it 
constitutes disability and entitles the party to 
a pension. I propose that in such cases the 
pension shall be for the rank held at the time 
when the disability commenced, not at the 
time when the disease was contracted, which 
may have been four or five years earlier, when 
the man held perhaps a subordinate rank. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, there is no 

ointin the amendment. Provision is made 
in the law that no man shall be pensioned for 
any disease he did not contract while in the 
line of duty. The bill is all right as it stands. 
= My COGHLAN. Under the bill as it 
stands a man may have contracted, while 
simply a lieutenant, a disease which after- 
ward disables him; yet disability may not 
occur until he becomes a colonel several years 
afierward. During all this time he may have 
been serving the country, though the seeds of 

¿the disease (consumption, for instance) have 
been gradually developing. Under the bill, 
“such a man will draw pension only for the 
rank he held when the disease was contracted. 
According to my amendment, he will draw 
pension according to the rank held by him at 
“the time he is disabled by the disease. This 
is allthe amendment contemplates. There 
can be, it seems to me, no misconstruction 
about it. 
Mr. MOORE. I think the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Cogutan] is mistaken in his 
view of the law. The application of a meas- 
ure like this must necessarily be general and 
universal in its application. If it should apply 
n the case suggested, it must necessarily ap- 
ply in every case. The difficulty arises not 
sọ much from what a single individual may be 
Supposed to suffer.as from what the great mass 
f pensioners will necessarily suffer from the 
mpossibility of making any other application 
han that proposed inthe bill. There must be 
some definite point forthe person investigating 
he case to stand upon. Where shall he com- 
mence the investigation? Shall it be the time 
he disease was contracted, or the time when 
t makes its most violent appearance ? 
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The argument of the gentleman signifies 
this and nothing more: to-day he is a pri- 
vate and contracts a disease, to-morrow is a 
captain, and the disease becomes violent, next 
a major and it is more violent still, and the 
next day a brigadier, and itis still more violent. 
The argument amounts to that, and nothing 
else. I trust the amendment will be rejected. 
This is in accordance with the practice of the 
Government. It is wise and just, and brings 
no hardship on any class whatever. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
have a vote on the amendment, and if the 
House understands it they will vote for it. It 
is said in effect in the report of the committee, 
in the words of the bill now before the House, 
that a man may fight for the Government for 
ten years, and during the whole time he may 
have in his body the seeds of consumption 
or some other disease, and when retired for 
disease he shall not have a pension according 
to the rank which he earned by gallant service, 
but his pension shall be of the rank he held 
ten years before, when the disease was con- 
tracted. IJ think it is injustice. There must be 
a time in reference to which the pension must 
be fixed, and that time when the disability 
occurs, and it should be no other time. It is 
the time when he is retired from the Army or 
from the Navy for disability. He may bave 
had the seeds of disease in his body for years 
and years. 

Mr. MOORE. Then he could not get a 
pension at all by the present law, 

Mr. COGHLAN. Why not? 

Mr. MOORE. If he had in his system the 


Navy, he could not get any pension for dis- 
ability. 

Mr. COGHLAN. The gentleman does not 
understand, or he does not want to understand 
this precise case. A man may have contracted 
disease in the line of his duty, but when he 
remained in the service and after years became 
disabled his pension should not date back to 
the rank when the disease was contracted, but 
it should be of the rank he held when the 
disability occurred. 

Mr. BIRD. In view of all the difficulties I 
trust the gentleman from California will with- 
draw his amendment and yield to the line of 
action adopted by the Committee on Pensions, 
and leave all cases of special hardship as they 
are at present to come for relief to Congress. 

The amendment was again read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
seventeen, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the next section, as follows: 


Sxc. 3. That the pension for a permanent specifio 
disability named or described in this section shall 
be as follows, namely: the loss of both hands, or 
total and permanent disability of the same; theloss 
of the sight of both eyes, or the loss of the sight of 
one eye, the sight of the other eye having previously 
been lost; the loss of both feet, or total and perma- 
nent disability rendering the person utterly help- 
less, or go nearly so as to require the constant por- 
sonal aid and attendance of another person, forty 
dollars per month; the loss of a hand and foot, or 
total and permunent disability of the same; ortotal 
and permanent disability, incapacitating for the 
performance of any manual labor, but not such as to 
require constant personal aid and attendance, thirty 
dollars per month; the loss of a hand or foot, or 
total and permanent disability of the same; or any 
disability rendering the inability to perform man- 
ual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand-or foot, 


twenty dollars per month; and the loss of the hear- 
ing of both ears, or any disability to a degree for 
which there isno other provision in this act, shall 
be entitled to a pension of thirteen dollars per 
month: Provided, That the pension for the loss of 
both feet, both hands, or the sight of both eyes, 
shall not commence prior to the 4th day of July, 
1864; that the pension for the loss of one foot and 
one hand shall not commence prior to the 3d day of 
March, 1865; and that the pension for any other 
disability herein designated shall not commence 
prior to the 6th day of June, 1866; and that the 
pension for loss of hearing of both ears, or other 
equivalent disability, shall not commence prior to 
the approval of this act: Provided further, That any 
commissioned officer shall receive as much pension 
for the specific disability herein provided for as a 
private disabled in like manner: And provided fur- 
ther, That in no case shall the additional increases 
of pension provided for in this section take effect 
i prior to the passage of this act. 


seeds of disease when he entered the Army or | 


Mr. DUELL. 
ing out “‘ forty” 
will read: 


T move to amend by strik- 
and inserting ‘fifty ;” so it 


That the pension for a permanent specific dis- 
ability named or deseribed in this section shall be 
as follows, namely: the loss of both hands, or total 
and permanent disability of the same; the logs of 
the sight of both eyes, or the loss of the sightof one 
eye, the sight of the other eye having previously 
been lost; the loss of both feet, or total and perma- 
nent disability of the same; or other total and 
permanent disability rendering the person utterly 
helpless, or so nearly so as to require the constant 
personal aid and attendance of another person, fifty 
dollars per month. 

I submit to the House the sum of fifty dol- 
lars is not under the circumstances out of the 
way for that class of persons, and I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr, MOORE. Iwill remark that we found 
on considering this subject a universal desire 
to raise the pensions of these very unfortunate 
men, After consulting extensively with mem- 
bers of the House and ascertaining what the 
general view was upon the subject, we settled 
upon three grades of forty, thirty, and twenty 
dollars. I think those are liberal rates. Of 
course they are not full compensation for what 
these men suffered ; but to think of fully com- 
pensating all the men who suffered in behalf 
of the country in dollars and cents is oat of 
the question. I hope the House will make no 
change in it in this respect, 

Mr. DUELL. I will stato to the House 
that | am informed, by good authority, that 
the number of persons who would be benefited 
by this proposed amendment would not ox- 
ceed twenty in number, It seems to me that 
we ought to confer this benefit. on this small 
class of persons by the adoption of the amend- 
ment I have offered. 

Mr. STORM. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairinan of the committee to a singu- 
lar contradiction in this section. The sec- 
tion provides that the pension sball com- 
mence from certain dates in 1864, 1865, and 
1866——— 

Mr. MOORE. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srorn] that 
an amendment is now pending, and it will be 
better to settle one question at a time. 

Mr. BIRD. The House will observe the 
very great importance of this proposed amend- 
ment. If we increase the pension from forty 
to fifty dollars, as proposed in this particular 
instance, it must be remembered that there are 
two other grades, which will necessarily require 
to be advanced also, I trust the. gentleman 
from New York will not forget that considera- 
tion, and I trust the House will not forget its 
importance, in considering the propriety of 
taking this first step in advancing these pen- 
sions. 

This is the second step proposed by the 
committee in advancing pensions of this grade. 
At one time the pension was twenty-five dol- 
lars; then it was made thirty dollars; now it 
is proposed by the committee to be placed at 
forty dollars. It strikes me, while I have a 
great deal of sympathy with this class, and 
while I would like very much to advance their 
pensions to the extent suggested by the gen- 
tleman from New York, yet it strikes me we 
should move slowly, especially when we re- 
member the immense number of applicants 
for pensions still, both those at the bureau and 
those having special claims for regard on the 
part of this House. ; 

I would simply suggest the imporiance ‘of - 
remembering that there are two or three“ 
other grades which we propose to advance, 
and whose claims are as strong as those of. 
the grade in regard to which the gentleman 
from New York has offered an amendment; 
and that the recommendations of the commit- 
tee, if agreed to, will take an additional amount 
from the Treasury of over six hundred thou- 
sand dollars. This, I would suggest to the 
House, is a very important consideration. 

The question being taken on Mr. DUELL’ S 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 
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Mr. DUELL.  Ioffer the following amend- 
ment: o 43 

In line fourteen, section three, strike out “ thirty 
dollars ” and insert “forty dollars.” 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. DUELL. I offer the following amend- 


ment: : 

In line eighteen, section three, strike out “twenty 
dollarrs” and insert “thirty dollars.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. STORM. I move to strike out the last 
proviso of this section, as follows: 

And provided further, That in no case shall the 
additional increase of pension provided for in this 
section take effect prior to the passage of this act. 

I offer this amendment with a view to mak- 
ing the section consistent with itself. It is 
provided in the first proviso that the pensions 
therein named shall commence: at certain 
dates. And in this last proviso it is provided’ 
thatin no case shall the additional increase 
of pension provided for in this section take 
effect prior to the passage of this act. Hither 
this proviso should be stricken out, or else 
the limitation of time in regard to the dates at 
which the increased pensions should com- 
mence should be changed. The two. provisos 
cannot stand in the bill together consistently 
with each other. 

l should like to hear some member of the 
committee give an explanation in regard to 
this matter. 

Mr. BIRD, The first two provisos of this 
section are very clear and distinct. They re- 
late to certain cases. The last proviso relates 
particularly to those who are benefited by the 
advance given in the first, second, and third 
grades roterred to in the section, so that 
there may be no inequality whatsoever in the 
application of the law. Pensions which come 
under the first, second, and third grades of 
the section will take effect precisely as those 
of similar grades took effect in the law as it 
stood, asit stands now, and as it has stood for 
years, 

There is no desire on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Jnvalid Pensions, and I presume 
there is none on the part of this House, to 
place these pensioners upon a different foot- 
ing. or to give one class the beuelit of this act 
and not the other. — Tt is barely possible that 
some of these three classes, some without 
either foot, some without cither arm, some 
without one foot and one arm, may not have 
applied for pensions, Tf they have not np- 
pled, and yet apply to the Pension Office for 
their pensions, 1t will be very unjust that they 
should take forty dollars, or thirty dollars, or 
twenty dollars a month from the commence- 
ment, while those who have applied and have 
had their fifteen, twenty, or thirty dollars 
should not be allowed to get the larger amount. 
The last proviso is designed to reach those 
casos, and those only, and as I vead the 
section if cannot be tertured into any other 
construction whatever, 

Mr. STORM, The gentleman will see that 
the word “ pension” in line twenty-two does 
not mean the pensions provided for in this act, 
but those provided for under existing law. 
Uherefore it is ambiguous, and I say it should 
not be expressed in the first proviso. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


Sec. 6. That if any person embraced within the 
provisions of the first section of this act has died 
since the 4th dny of March, 1861, or shall hereafter 
dic, by reason of any wound or disease which, under 
the conditions aod limitations of said section, would 
have entitled him to an invalid pensiou had he been 
disabled, his widow, or if there be no widow, or in 

we ol her death, without payment to her of any 
part of the pension hercinatter mentioned, his child 
or ebildren, under sixteen years of age, shall be en- 
fiuicd to receive the seme pension asthe husband or 
i t have been entitled to had he been 
cominecnce from the death of the 
n to continue to the widow during 

l to his child or children until 
ain the age of sixteen years, and 
no louger, aud that if the widow remarry, jhe child 


or children shall be entitled from the date of re- 
marriage. ‘ 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I move to 
amend the section just read by adding thereto 
the following: ` 
. Provided, That the provisions of this section shail 
be so interpreted.as to. apply to the widow or widows, 
child or children, of officers and privates of the Mis- 
souri State militia and the enrolled Missouri militia, 
if the husband or father was wounded or contracted 
the disease of which he died while in the service of 
the United States. 

I propose this amendment for these reasons: 
it will be remembered that in the State of Mis- 
souri during the war we had three military 
organizations ; one called the Missouri State 
militia, which consisted of twelve regiments. 
Under an agreement between the Governor 
of the State at that time and the President of 
the United States those twelve regiments 
were mustered into the service of the United 
States, to be paid and officered as other 
soldiers, with the exception that they were 
not to be required to go beyond the limits of 
the State of Missouri and perform duty, except 
in the pursuit of an enemy. 

Another organization is one mentioned in 
this amendment. While I believe that the 
provisions. of the first section of this act, 
being the same as the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws now in existence, apply to the wid- 
ows and orphans of the soldiers and officers 
of these military organizations, the. Pension 


| Bureau has held differently. These men were 


in the service of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States—l mean the twelve regiments of 
the Missouri State militia, They were officered 
and paid by the Government of the United 
States. ‘They are to-day reeciving bounty, or 
have reeeived bounty from the Government 
through the Second Auditor here, and they 
have been treated in all respects by every 
Department of the Government, except the 
Pension Bureau, as soldiers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

The other part of this amendment applies 
only to the widowsand orphans of these soldiers 
while they were directly in the service of the 
Government of the United States. They were 
frequently while in service placed under the 
command of officers of the Government of the 
United States and performed duties as sol- 
diers of the Government of the United States. 
Therefore, they ought to be upon the same 
footing precisely as the widows and orphans 
of officers and privates of any other class of 
our soldiers. 

I therefore have moved this amendment. 
While I believe that the law now applies to 
them, while 1 believe the Pension Bureau is 
misconstruing the law on this point, in order 
that there may be no misunderstanding about 
it, and that the widows and orphans of these 
men who did more severe military service 
than any other class of privates in any of the 
border States shall be put upou the same foot- 
ing precisely as the widows and orphans of 
other soldiers, I have moved this amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. As the morning hour has 
expired, I will move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist upon that motion until this 
amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. DAWES. I will reserve my motion if 
the vote can be taken at once. 

The amendment moved by Mr. PARKER, of 
Missouri, was agreed to. 

ELECTION. CONTEST—-GIDDINGS VS. CLARK. 


Mr. McCRARY. I had intended to call 
up this morning the contested-election case of 
Giddings vs. Clark, from the State of ‘Texas ; 
but owing to the indisposition of the sitting 
member, who wishes to be heard, I have con- 
sented to postpone it until Monday next after 
the morning hour. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_. Mr. DAWES.. Inow mave that the rules ik 


be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. With the under: 
standing that we shall proceed: to. the consid- 
eration of the fortification bill? 

Mr. DAWES. On condition that it will not 
give rise to any extended debate. 

The SPEAKER. If there is any debate 
upon it the committee’ can rise and have the. 
question determined by the House. a: 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION. BILE. 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, Mr. Scorw in the chair. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to lay aside the 
tariff bill and take up the fortification appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. That motion is not. neces 
sary, The fortification bill has precedence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the 
Whole proceeds to the’ consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1671) making appropriations 
for the construction, preservation, and repair 
of certain fortifications and other works of 
defense. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, 

There being no objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. ' 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to a point of 
order. I believe the tariff bill was made a 
special order in Committee of the Whole for 
every day after the morning hour. Does not 
that bill take precedence of the fortification 
bill? ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. It was proposed before we 
had the morning hour to-day, that we go into 
Committee of the Whole upon the fortification 
bill. Upon that understanding the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Nisuacx] sent for his 
papers and got ready for the consideration of 
that bill. But the House preferred to have 
the morning hour. I thought, however, that 
after the gentleman from Indiana had got all 
ready, it was not quite fair to insist upon the 
consideration. of the tariff bill to the exclusion 
of the fortification bill, which I anderstand will 
take but a short time. Hence, 1 waive the 
tariff bill for the present. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is nat a 
question of waiving. We are in Committee 
of the Whole, and the fortification bill being 
first on the Calendar, has precedence. The 
Committee. on Appropriations have hitherto 
waived the prior right of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The fortification bill 
was made a special order in Committee of the 
Whole, and it is now in order. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, when the 
war closed we found our fortifications prac- 
tically worthless for the mounting and support 
of the class of guus invented, developed, and 
brought into use during the war. They were 
all too small. While the old structures afford 
a foundation upon which to build, and are 
capable of being enlarged and modified so as 
to suit the guns that we uow desire to mount 
upon them, yet considerable money must be 
expended before they can be available for the 
purpose of defense. For two or three years 
after the war—some four years perhaps—we 
made no expenditure at all for fortifications. 
During that time the War Department was 
engaged in preparing plans and specifications 
for the remodeling and reconstruction of 
these fortifications according to the more 
modern plaus, and to meet the uses for which 
they are now needed. Two years ago we made 
an appropriation for fortifications, and again 
last year. Now, for the third time, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has reported a bill for 
the purpose of carrying on and extending the 
works thus begun. The committee has recom 
mended appropriations for such works only as 
oa consultation with the proper authorities are 
regarded as of the most urgent importance; an 
while this bill proposes to appropriate about 
two million dollars, we felt that we could not 
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make any less appropriatiation which would || spades of the soldiers in many instances is || sympathize with it myself, that we do not 
be.of. ron] benefit to the whole country. We || worth morethan the fort which eost $1,000,000. || want any great standing army, or any very 


have taken pains to be informed in regard to 
the particular merits of each work; and I 
trust, therefore, there will be no contest over 
‘the mere detail-of the bill, but that the House 
will be disposed to accept this as the best bill 
which could be prepared under all the cir- 
cumstances, it having received very consider- 
able and very careful attention in the com- 
mittee. . f 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill for 
amendment, and read the followings 


For fort on the site of Fort Tompkins, New York 


harbor, New York, $32,000. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New. York. I move 
to amend by inserting after the words just read 
the following: . 

For completing the earthwork of the 
slopesin and about Fort Tompkins, New 
bor, $51,000, + 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, at the time 
we considered and reported this bill the com- 

` mittee supposed the work named in this amend- 
ment to be one which might be postponed for 
another year; but since the bill was reported 
‘certain documents have been brought to our 
attention, and we concur with the officers of 
‘the War Department, as well as with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Townsenp] 
representing the district in which this work is 
located, as to the propriety of this amendment. 
Iam instructed by the committee to say that 
we think the amendment a proper one, and 
one which ought to be adopted. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For a new fort opposite Fort Delaware, Delaware 
river, Delaware, $42,500, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is thisa new work? 

Mr. NIBLACK. It is a work which has 
been appropriated for before for several years. 
This isa mere continuation of the work, and 
itis strongly recommended, and is of those 
works considered by the War Department as 
first class. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The word 
“new is used here to designate this par- 
ticular work, 

Mr. RANDALL, It is to distinguish this 
rom the old fort, which.is near the same 

ace. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is not that 
we are beginning a new work here, but we 
are only continuing a work which has been 
in course of construction for some years, and 
itis called ‘new’? here to distinguish it from 
the other. f 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iwill move to strike 
it out for the purpose of saying a few words 
on this subject. Mr. Chairman, I hope no 
new work of this kind will be commenced 
unless there is the greatest necessity for it. I 
verily believe that two thirds of the appropri- 
ations of money for the repairs of these old 
forts, for their extension and improvement, as 
well as for the erection of new works, is sim- 
ply money thrown away, except that it gives 
employment to men who otherwise would not 
have anything to do. So far as any use to the 
Government is concerned they are perfectly 
worthless. I believe that is the opinion of 
almost every one in and out of military life 
except those having charge of these works. 

f we are ever attacked by a foreign foe we 
will find what I say to be true, that these forts 
we have spent so much in erecting, ornament 
ing, aud beautifying, and making very pleas- 
ant, easy places to send officers to—we will 
find them, I say, to be perfectly useless, They 
will not select those places to attack, and it || 
they do, your brick and your stone forts will |: 
not be able to resist the armaments brought 
agaiust them, as has been shown in the recent 
war. It was then shown these old forts were 
worthless. They could not at all withstand 
the improved guns brought against them. A 
little earth: work thrown up in the night by the |) 


glacis and 
ork har- 


I now withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. NIBLACK, I find I am mistaken in 
what I have stated in reference to this work. 
The one to which the gentleman from Illinois 
refers is a new fort. We have not reported 
any new forts except in cases strongly urged 
on our attention by the War Department. We 
are often placed in this position. During the last 
two years, as gentlemen will recollect, there 
were some unpleasant rumors in regard to our 
foreign relations. We do not in the public 
discussions wish to expose the weak points of 
defense along our sea-coast, and there are 
many communications in reference to exposed 
points in our fortifications upon the sea-coast 


we do not feel at liberty to have read. On 


these appropriations we do not state all that is 
said to us in the committee by the officers of 
the engineer corps. I can assure the gentle- 
man, however, as I have assured the House 
heretofore, that in these recommendations we 
have only made them upon what seems the 
strongest necessities of the case. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Gentlemen of. the 
House very well know how these -estimates 
and recommendations are made. We go on 
year after year making appropriations for re- 
pairing old fortifications and commencing new 
ones. Iam glad to know but few new ones 
are being begun. But we do go on year after 
year making appropriations to repair some of 
these old forts. The amount is usually from 
fifty thousand to one hundred thousand dollars 
annually on every one of these old forts. These 


-estimates are made by some young officer. He 


takes a pencil and paper and estimates it will 
cost $20,000 to resod in a handsome manner 
the parade ground. He then estimates it will 
cost $20,000 to rewhitewash the walls, He 
then makes up the sum total and sends his 
estimate to the War Department. Of course 
the chief of the engineer corps cannot spend 
his time going upon the ground to verify all 
of these estimates. He takes them up and 
sends them to the Treasury Department. The 
Treasury Department indorses them, and they 
come to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Committee on Appropriations fnd when 
these estimates go to them that the amount 
generally ranges from one hundred thousand 
to two hundred thousand dollars, and they 
make a guess of what is necessary and scale 
down the estimates about one half and report 
in the bill which goes to us from fifty thousand 
to one hundred thousand dollars in each case. 
The appropriation is then made, and the new 
sods are laid and the new whitewashing done. 
A little ornament takes place, and the money 
isexpended. As the gentleman said the other 
day in reference to the tariff, when the appro- 
priation is made everybody is prosperous and 
happy. : 

Mr. NIBLACK. We do nottake, and have 
not taken within the last few years when 
appropriating for fortifications, the estimates 
as a matter of course by any means. On the 
contrary, we have uot only summoned the 
proper officer, but we have summoned each 
year several of the officers of the Engineer 
Bureau, which is especially charged with these 
matters, and gone over every appropriation in 
detail. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has not the com- 
mittee generally gone upon the principle of 


cutting down the estimates a certain per- | 


centage? 

Mr. NIBLACK. ‘The committee have re- 
quired of those officers the reasons why they 
recommended the appropriation for a particu- 
lar work rather than for other works, and why 
they wanted the particular amount of money 
for which they esiimated. - We have not re- 
duced their estimates one half, or one quarter, 
or any other percentage in any case. We 


have been governed in each particular case | 


simply by its necessities. 


; ; ‘ sal 
I know that an impression prevails, and {|| o 


greatly extended system of fortifications, and 
especially of the expensive kind of fortifica- 
tions, such as have been constructed in certain 
places some years ago under the old system. 
But I assure the gentleman from Illinois that 
the policy ofthe Government, and L mean by 
that the policy of that. branch of the War 
Department which has charge of this matter, 
the Engineer Bureau, is to abandon the old 
brick-works and stone-works for the purpose 
of making our fortifications consist of a system 
of earth-works, which they think of much 
greater value to the country than the old sys- 
tem of stone and brick works: 

To illustrate how defenseless our condition 
is on some points of the Atlantic coast, I may 
state that one month ago—and I desire to get 
the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. FarnswortH] to this statement—one 
month ago a single armed vessel, an iron-clad, 
could have come into the port of Charleston 
and placed that whole city under tribute, levy- 
ing upon it whatever they saw proper to de- 
mand. Iam glad to say that since attention 
was called to it this condition of things, by the 
energy of the Department, and particularly of 
the Engineer Bureau, has been changed, and 
now no longer exists. But this state of things 
does exist in regard to many other points of 
very considerable importance on the sea-board; 
and I say that that condition of things should 
not be permitted even in a time of most pro- 
found peace. 

We have only in this bill recommended 
appropriations which, under all the circum- 
stances, seemed to the committee to be abso- 
lutely demanded. We have gone upon no 
mere arbitrary rule of appropriating a certain 
per cent.; and we have not been contented 
with taking the estimates merely, but we have’ 
required the personal explanations ofthe gen- 
tlemen in charge of these works in every sin- 
gle case which is included in this bill. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


For contingencies of fortifications, $250,000, 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make an in- °: 
quiry in regard to this appropriation ; $250,000 ° 
for contingencies of fortifications seems to me 
to be a large sum when considered in connec- 
tion with the aggregate amount appropriated 
in this bill. 

Mr. NIBLACK. This is a matter that was 
very carefully considered. We have appropri- 
ated a similar amount, I think, for the past 
two years. There are a great many small 
repairs, which are required from time to time, 
which cannot well be foreseen. Sometimes a 
little explosion will occur, sometimes a tire will 
occur, and something be burned up. There is 
continually happening some contingency or 
other which makes a small expenditure of 
money. necessary. It is impossible to estimate 
for these in advance; and we have agreed npon 
this as being what we considered a fair amount 
to meet these contingencies; and we agreed. 
upon it, I will assure the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, after considering the subject 
very carefully. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must confess that [have 
very much confidence in this bureau under 
the management of General Humphreys with 
regard to the disbursing ‘of this money. But 
at the same time 1 think Congress should not 
make such large appropriations without details 
being given. 

No further amendment was offered to the 
bill, . i 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move thatthe bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TARIEF AND TAX BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the 
Whole will now resume the consideration of 
House bill No. 2322, to reduce duties on iim- 

and to reduce internal taxes, and for 


3300 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 10, 


Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend by 
inserting after line twenty, section one, the 
words ‘‘on iron in pigs, six dollars per ton.” 
We have reduced the duty on tea aud coffee, 
making them free, reducing them to the con- 
dition they were iu before the war. We have 
reduced the duty oncoal from $1 25 to seventy 
five cents per ton. We have reduced the duty 
on salt from fifty-six and fifty per cent. down 
to one half of what those duties were. Now I 
propose that we reduce the duty on pig iron 
and other forms of iron. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 wish to interrupt the 
gentleman before we proceed to the consider- 
ation of section two. I gave notice yesterday 
that I had several other amendments to offer 
to section one. g 

.Mr. BURCHARD. My amendment is pro- 
posed to section one, and I beg the gentleman 
not to take up my time. There seems to nfe 
to be no more favorable time for the reduction 
of the duty upon iron than the present. It is 
the imperative duty of Congress to reduce it. 
The price of iron abroad is now twenty-five 
to thirty per cent. higher than it was a year 
ago. In this country the wholesale price of 
bar iron has gone from sixty to seventy dollars 
a ton up to one hundered dollars a ton. "That 
increased price has resulted from three causes 
that are, to some extent, permanent. One is 
the increased demand for the consumption of 
iron abroad on the continent of Europe, to 
repair the waste of war; another is the increase 
in wages paid on the continent for labor; the 
third is the inflation, to some extent, of the 
currency, the circulating medium in that conn- 
try. By the release of money that was locked 
up in France, millions upon millions have 
been thrown into circulation in Germany, and 
much of it has gone abroad to England. The 
demand in Germany to supply the wastes of 
“war has sent much of this increase of circula- 
tion abroad, and it has increased the price of 
labor on the continent, ‘Those three causes 
have created an advance in the price of iron, 
ag well ag all other goods in foreign markets, 
so that now, if pig iron was made free, the 
manufacturers of this country would receive a 
greater profit than they have received for a 
Jong series of years, Hence I say that we 
ought now to reduce the duty on iron. 

Tbe Jast Louse while in Committee ‘of the 
Whole voted to reduce the duty on pig iron to 
five dollars a ton. L call attention of gentle- 
men to tho action of that House on this sub- 

ject when in Committee of the Whole upon 
tho tariff. The following rates were adopted 
on some of the leading classes of iron: 

“On iron in pigs, five dollars per ton, 

“On cast serap tron of every description, five dol- 
Tavs por ton; on wrought serap iron of overy deserip- 
tion, six dollars per ton: Provided, That nothing 
shall bo doomed serap iron excopt waste or refuse 
material that has been in actual use, and is fit only 
to be remanufactured, 

“On iron bars, rolled or hammered, (comprising flat 
Dars,) vot less than one anda half, nor more than four 
inches wide, nor less than half an inch, vor more 
‘than two inches thick, twenty dollars per ton, 

“On iron bars, rotled or hammered, (comprising flat 
bars,) less than one anda half inches, or more than 
four inches wide, and less than one balf aud not less 
than three eighths of an inch thick, and on iron bars, 
rolled or hammered, more than two inehes thick, 
$22 40 per ton. 

“On railroad iron made to pattern, and fitted to be 
daid down, sixty eents per one hundred pounds. | 

On iron of any size or description, not otherwise 
provided for,one cent per pound: Provided, That 
ron, in any form or description, charged with a duty 
under this act shall not be changed from its elassi- 
Aication because of any partial or complete manu- 
dacture into any article not designated, unless it 
shall be a part of some finished manufacture, com- 
‘posed inchief part of other metal, or of which other 
metal shall be a component part of chief value.” 

There can be, so faras I can see, no more 
favorable time for this reduction than the 
present, and it is the imperative duty of Con- 
gress to make it. - 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RANDALL. Irise toa point of order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I hope the Chair will 
not deduct irom my time that which was cou- 
sumed by interruptions. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rises to a point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. My point of order is that 
we are now in Committee of the Whole under 
instructions from the House. The House 
when it referred this bill to the Committee of 
the Whole referred it with instructions, and a 
part of those instructions was to reduce the 
duty on pig iron ten per cent. This amend- 
ment is not in accordance with the instructions 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. The instructions referred 
to by the gentleman were given to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. The bill reported 
under those instructions was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole forsuch amendments 
and alterations as that committee might see 
fit to make. 

The committee rose informally and the 
Speaker resumed the chair, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had rejected a bill of the House of the 
following title: f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the removal of 
the legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth articlé of 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Fall River, 
State of Massachusetts. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed with an amendment, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed and requested the concur- 
rence of the House in a bill of the following 
title; 

A bill (S. No. 1062) to change the name of 
the schooner La Pette to La Petite. 

TARIE AND TAXES, 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, obtained the 
floor, and yielded to Mr. BURCHARD. 

Mr. PACKER. IL rise to another point of 
order. My point of order is that in another 
portion of this bill there is a provision made 
for the duty upon pig iron; and this is an 
attempt to introduce that subject as an amend- 
ment to a different part of the bill from that 
in which the original proposition was con- 
tained. The amendment will be germane to 
that portion of the bill when reached. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I rise to a point of 
order. : 

Mr. DICKEY. There cannot be two points 
of order pending at the same time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, I suggest that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Packer] comes too 
late after we have discussed the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order 
had been made in time, the Chair would have 
sustained it. 


Mr. PACKER. I understand the question 
on the amendment has not been- decided. 

Mr. DICKEY. It has not been. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘Then, is not the point of 
order in time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order at this stage. 

Mr. BANKS. When can the point be made? 
There must be some proper time for members 
to present questions of order. | 


‘The CHAIRMAN. This point was not raised 


il till after the amendment had been discussed. 


According to the uniform ruling a point of = 
order on an amendment must be madeimme. 
diately after it has been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to call attention to the price of pig iron in 
New York from 1856 to 1860. I take these 
figures from a report on finance, page 36, ag 
given in Senate document, first session Thirty- 
Sixth Congress, volume five. By this report 
it appears that the prices of pig iron for the 
years indicated were as follows : 

1855-56. 5. sensisssecesvseSocdessetsosieses>odsseeeusbeecodoves een v D2 
1856-57 3 8 
1857-53. ` H 
1858-59... A 

Now the price is from forty-five to fifty 
dollars a ton. Look at the difference : twenty- 
five dollars in 1858; forty-five dollars at least 
in 1872. What enormous profit to owners of 
the ore beds and to the manufacturers. 

The gentleman from New York, (Mr. E. H, 
Rogerts,] my colleague on the Committee of 
Ways and Means, referred the other day to 
the dividends and profits made by the manu- 
facturers of iron. { had the day before stated 
to the committee that these enormous bounties 
secured by the tariff laws, though claimed to 
be for the benefit of labor, went really to the 
manufacturers. The gentleman from New 
York produced the next day a table exhibiting 
the dividends of manufacturing companies 
from 1820 to the present time. He proves my 
assertion. The table shows that under the 
compromise tariff of 1832 the profits of man- 
ufacturing were at that time thirteen per cent., 
and diminished as rates of duties diminished 
under that tariff, till in 1842 they were but, ` 
three per cent. During the period from 1843 
to 1849, under the high tariff of 1842, these = 
dividends averaged thirteen and a half per i 
cent. Under the tariff of 1846 they averaged 
six per cent. Under the tariff of 1857 they 
were a little higher, on account of the infla- 
tion of the currency, but since 1862 they have 
averaged twelve and three eighths per cent. = 
The table in detail is as follows: | 

The Profits of Manufacturing. —The following table 


is condensed from Martin’s Tables of Manufacturing 
Dividends, a work of undoubted authenticity: 


Year Average dividend 
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These large bounties secured to manufac- 
turing corporations should be reduced by our 
legislation. The necessities of manufacturing 
establishments in the country do not require 
such excessive rates. P 

' Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois whether the rate of 
interest upon landed property in the city of 
Chicago has not averaged higher than*the 

rofits of manufacturers, as shown by the 
table he has just submitted ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not know how 
that may be. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. The gentleman 
ought to know. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I believe that the aver- 
age rate for loans upon real estate, taking the 
bad investments with the good, has not 
equaled the profits of those manufacturers. 
There have doubtless been successful specu- 
lations in land when men have made large 
profits; but, there have been other invest- 
ments where men have lost largely after pay- 
ing their taxes. 
I do not believe that it will be found that the 
profits for that form of investment have been 
equal to the dividends of these manufacturing 
corporations. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. In regard to 
the question of order which has been raised, 
I desire to know when it is to be decided? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question 
of order pending. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I raise a 
pointof order. Line twenty-one, reading ‘fon 
iron in pigs, six dollars a ton,” was left in 
the original bill. It was not struck out nor 
alluded to in the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] reducing 
the rates ten per cent. 

Mr. RANDALL. But it was struck out by 
the action of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There is an 
error in point of fact. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to it, If there is any doubt, 
I move the committee rise in order to put the 
Speaker in the chair to ascertain what is the 
effect; because if it were not struck out of 
the bill the duty on iron and steel stands at 
six dollars a ton. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill state the facts in refer- 
ence to this matter. The original draft of the 
instructions made by myself, as the House 
is aware, somewhat in a hurry at my desk, 
included line twenty-one, and the House will 
see the language in reference to iron covers 
alliron. The intention was to bring all iron 
under one reduction of ten per cent., but the 
Clerk in the hurry of transcribing, or not being 
able to read my handwriting, wrote twenty- 
two instead of twenty-one; so thatin point of 
fact the instructions as they were sent to the 
Clerk's desk read in the Clerk’s handwriting 
twenty-two instead of twenty-one. My design 
was to call the attention of the House to it if 
the question arose and have the correction 
made to agree with the copy which was sent 
up to the Clerk’s desk. oa 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The question is, 
what really did the House do? 

Mr. DAWES. It is a fact as has been 
stated, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let it be 
placed in here, then, pig iron six dollarsa ton, 
and whoever desires to change that must move 
an amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I wish to go back to 
the first section and move my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. To conform this to my 
amendment which went up to the Clerk's desk 
line twenty-one should be inserted here. It 
was a mistake made in transeribing. If that 
line be placed in the bill now, I will move to 
strike it out in order to conform to the instruc- 
tions of putting all iron at a ten per cent. re- 
duction, 


So that, taking the average,. 


Mr. DICKEY. I desire torise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to 
be governed by the Journal of the House, in- 
stead of the memory of any member. Atten- 
tion was called to this to-day by the gentleman 
from New York, [ Mr. Brooxs,] and the Chair 
examined the Journal together with the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and it was ascertained that line twenty-one 
should be inserted here. Therefore, according 
to the Journal, the paragraph in reference to 
pig iron should bave been inserted in this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Clerk will read it now 
I will move to strike it out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On iron in pig, six dollars a ton. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to strike it out, and 
on that I wish to have the floor for five minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to strike it out just 
because itis here by mistake. The intention 
was to conform all iron to a general reduction 
of ten per cent. But further, I wish to say in 
reference to pigiron that two years ago we 
took off two dollars a ton, and to reduce pig 
iron below any general reduction would be to 
single out pig iron for an unusual reduction, 
and notto conform it to any general reduction. 

My opinion is, and it is the basis of the in- 
struction the House adopted, that inasmuch as 
we have to make a reduction to reduce revenue, 
the easiest and safest way to all businesses con- 
cerned in the country is to make it general 
and an even reduction on all manufactured 
articles. To single out any one, though that 
one may in the opinion of some gentlemen 
have had unusual protection, to single it out 
and make a reduction of twenty per cent. 
when all others are reduced only ten per cent., 
is to transfer all the capital from that business 
into another, and is to frighten all employ- 
ment of all labor from that industry to other 
industries. If we make our reduction a gen- 
eral reduction, affecting ali interests, the result 
will be very different from what it would be by 
making a specific and discriminating reduction 
of revenue against any one particular interest. 

Mr. BURCHARD. There ought to be a 
discrimination where the duty on one particu- 
lar article is excessive. 

Mr. DAWES. In making a reduction of 
$18,000,000, distributed alike among all the 
industries of the country, no one industry can 
have entailed upon it the disastrous conse- 
quences of an excessive importation. Because 
the reduction is alike to them all, no particu- 
lar industry can have its capital or its labor 
filled with distrust and driven from it. The 
whole will come down gradually and easily 
without disaster to theultimate level. Although 
we may not reach that level by this ten per 
cent, reduction, yet we provide for their com- 
ing to the ultimate level without any disaster, 
which would certainly fall upon them if they 
were all brought down to a level at once. 

That is the theory, and therefore I wish the 
House would put pig iron where the instruc- 
tions required it to be put, so that it may have 
this ten per cent. reduction with the other 
indusirieg, in addition to the fact that two 
years ago we took two dollars off it; and so 
let all these industries have the reduction 
together without any conflict between them, 

Mr. BANKS. I yield a portion of my time 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Burcu- 
ARD. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD. I wish to suggest to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that these 
reductions belong only to three industries, 
manufactures of iron, cotton, and wool, and 
in case of one of them, the iron industry, to 
only a part of it. But the gentleman says that 
he would have this reduction cover all the 
industries of the country. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman has 
not yet understood the philosophy of the in- 
structions. The instructions were to take cer- 


i 


tain things out of his bill, and in place of them 
to report this reduction. But the bill is open 
to amendment, and I give notice that when we 
come to the end of the section, where it pro- 
perly belongs, I will propose to apply the ten 
per cent reduction to other industries, which 
it was not in my power to do by the instruc- 


tions. : 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire. to correct the 
gentleman. The only bill I have any claim to 
as mine is that which 1 introduced on the 
floor of the House and had referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘The chair- 
man of the committee has overlooked the fact 
that the bill which he reported to the House 
was the bill of the committee. There was 
more in it which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts was responsible for than I was. it 
was the bill of a majority which was con- 
stantly varying; five or more members voting 
for one proposition, and other five voting for 
and adopting other propositions ; sometimes, 
perbaps, a unanimous vote, sometimes a bare 
majority. I should not be ashamed, however, 
to assume responsibility for the tariff sections 
were I entitled to the sole credit. I should not 
be ashamed to have them called mine so far as 
they go—unfortunately they do not go very far ; 
but so far as they go toward reducing the high, 
exorbitant, and prohibitory rates in the present 
tariff, although leaving lower rates of twenty, 
thirty, and even forty per cent. undisturbed, 
I am vot ashamed to say that Í favored the 
adjustment proposed in the bill originally re- 
ported by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, how much 
time have | left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two 
minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. BANKS. Then I wiil take another 
opportunity to address the Chair. I want to 
speak about three minutes. 

Mr. KERR. Is it in order now for me to 
move to reduce thisduty to five dollars per ton ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment would 
be in order. P 

Mr. KERR. Then I move to amend the 
amendment. by striking out ‘six’? and insert- 
ing ‘‘five.’? 

As the bill now stands before the House, 
Mr. Chairman, it is as the committee framed 
it; itis just what the committee intended it 
should be. But in my judgment the rate is 
not so lowas it ought to be. If there ever 
was a period in the history of our country 
when we could afford to reduce the duty on 
pig iron and on every other form of iron, that 
time has certainly now come. All the condi- 
tions in our own country, all the conditions 
which surround the industries of the whole 
world, are most auspicious for the reduc-. 
tion of duties on all these great commodities, 
but especially, and in an emiuent degree upon 
iron and all the manufactures of iron. 

In 1860 the duty on this form of iron was 
twenty four per ceut. ad valorem; that is to 
say, a specific duty equivalent to that duty ad 
valorem. The duty to-day is equivalent to a 
rate of forty-five and a half per cent. ad va- 
lorem. My authority for these two statements 
is the certified return of Mr. Edward Young, 
the present chief of ihe Bureau of Statistics. 

Mr. DICK BY. Forty-five and a half per 
cent. on what price; the price now or the price 
at that time? 

Mr. KERR. Foriy-five and a half per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. DICKEY. On what price? 
ent price? 

Mr. KERR. Of course it is not on present 
prices. But it makes no difference what price 
it is. 

Mr. DICKEY. It is not twelve aud a half 
per cent. on the present prices. i 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Lhe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerg] has the floor. 

Mr. KERR. | assert what the chief of that 
bureau certifies tò me. He makes no excep- 
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tion; the gentleman can look at these tables; 
they are not secret: 
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But without any reference to what they show 
or what they fail to show, [assert before this 
House t 


vat the duty upon iron to-day ought 
not tobe one half of what it is. When this 
duty wasimposed the demand for tron through- 
ont the world was not one half what it is now. 
The supply then was ahead of the demand; 
now the demaud everywhere is far in excess 
of the supply. The price has advanced more 
rapidiy than the supply can be furnished. 
Everywhere abroad, in the manufacture of 
jron, the wages of Jabor are advancing. I 
hold in my T bere a communication from 
an © : 
lately 
trial in : communication 
he states the advances that have been made 
during the last year and a half in the wages 
of labor. Yet the advance in the price of the 
product has been greater than the advance in 


berests 


the wages. Everywhere, in the building of 
railroads, in ship-building, in the building of 
houses, in the extension of industrial interests 
of all kinds that use iron, the demand for iron 
is so great that it is impossible for the mills 
to furnish a supply. Hence the great advance 
in the price of iron all over the world, not 
abroad alone, but in this country. In this 
country there has been no material advance 
during the last year and a half in the price of 
wages or the cost of producing this article of 
iron; there has been no advance worth nam- 
ing at all in this respect in this country. | 

Mr. BURCHARD. The cost of production 
is less now, because the price of coal has 
fallen. 

Mr. KERR. Yes; coal has fallen in price, 
and in many other respects the cost of pro- 
duction in this country is less than it was a 
year and a half ago. Yet the producersin this 
country, jast as fast as there is an advance of 
a penny in Liverpool, Manchester, or any- 
where else abroad, rush up the. price here, 
and then come to Congress and demand that 
this enormous protective duty shall be con- 
tinued. And as this article of pig iron is the 
basis of all the enormous consumption of iron 
in the world, I say the continuance of this 
duty is wrong, that it involves gross injustice. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

The committee rose informally, and Mr. 
WALLACE took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Two messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated to 
the House, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Private 


the President had approved and signed bills 
of the House of the following titles; 

An act (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of Jands sold for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 

An act (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of 
G. S. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, for the 
reissue of a certain bond; 

An act (LL R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; 
| An act (IL. R. No. 501) authorizing the 
| appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
| 


at alternate life-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast, for the Hseal year ending June 
80, 1872, to be expended in employing crews 
at such stations and for such periods and at 
such compensation as the Secretary of the 


forty dollars per month for each 
employed; 

Anu act (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the cirenit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin at La Crosse; 

An act (LL R. No. 86-4) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
l pre6mptions ou the public lands in the States 


person 


| Territory of Dakota; 


_ An act (EL R. No. 1030) to regulate elec- 
tions in Washington and {daho Tersitories ; 
and 

An act (H. R. No. 1943) for the relief of 
| Robert Williams, jr- collector third district, 
Ohio. 


TARILE AND TAX BILL, 

| The Committee of the Whole resumed its 

| session, 

) Mre. KELLEY. It is sometimes well to 

| know what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

i Kerr] says, and on whose behalf he speaks. 
taimed here in favor of 


1 


H On yesterday he de 


| the chiecory monopoly, of the two merchants , 
Tam sure that he does not | 


who import it. 
peak for the great leader of revenue reforin, 


| Mr. Horace Greeley. nor does be speak for 


the protectionists ofthe Republican party, 


I hold in my hand a paper which shows that 
he does not speak for the Democracy of Indi- 


Secretary, who also informed the House that 


Treasury may deem reasdnable, not to exceed | 


: of Minnesota, Wisconsin, aud Michigan, and | 


ana, nor for the Democracy of his own town, 
New Albany, Indiana. As a part of my re. 
marks, I ask the Clerk to read an article 
from the Weekly Standard, published at New 
Albany, Indiana, of date April 8, 1872, 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


“Whatisa Democratic tarif? One of the most diff. 
cult problems in political economy is the tariff. Since 
the early organization of our Government this prob- 
lem has been a prolific subject of discussion with our. 
statesmen, Those who favored or opposed the prin- 
ciple of tariff have been able to fortify their posi- 
tions with plausible and cogent, if not convincing 
logic. The history of the forensic struggles provoked 
by this vexed and vexing question in our national 
legislature and in our national politics is both 
thrilling andinstructive, After nearly a century of 
experimental legislation on the tarif question, it ig 
to-day an unsettled principle in our Government, 
and will doubtless always remain so. Statesmen 
and the students of political economy disagree now 
upon this question as much as they did when the 
first tarif was proposed, 

“Tt is admitted that the idea and practical result 
of a tarif are selfish. If it be a tariff for revenue 
merely it is selfish in the fact that it ig a tax levied 
upon foreign commodities to sustain an alien Gov- 
ernment. If it be for the purpose of protection, it 
becomes a discriminating, selfish tax in favor of 
home producers and makers. 

“ Disinterested and unselfish motives in the con- 
duct of government have never yet been the rule 
among the nations of the carth, and until the advent 
of the millennium need not be cxpected. Nationa 
like individuals generally take care of themselves 
and then of others.. Lhe doctrine of free trade, 
based upon disinterested and unselfish motives like 
the golden rulo, is beautiful and correct in theory, 
but not susceptible yet of being put into practice, ° 

“So longas nations like men, strive for the ascend= 
ency the principles of government will be shaped 
by no nice ethical discrimination. This being 80, 
each nation adopts such jaws as will best subserve 
its own interest and advancement. Tariff is the 
rule among nations, differing only in each in its ap- 
plication. Mngland boasting of hor free trade, còl- 
lects a large part of her revenue by. means of a 
tariff, and by a system of imposts has become the 
work-shop of nearly the whole world. Itisno longer 
a disputed fact that our Government must have 
a tariff system, the only question being, how shall 
this system be adjusted? Shall it bea tariff for rev- 
enue, shall it prohibit or shall it afford only inci- 
dental protection? These threo propositions open 
a wide {icid for discussion. 

“The protectionists would insist that in order to 
encourage home industry a prohibitory tariff should 
be adopted, But such a tarif yields no revenuo 
and tends to build up and sustain monopolies until 
healthy competition forces them to divide profits. 

+ Were our nation just beginning the raco of lifo, 
in order to stimulate and encourage home manu- 
facture, fora prudent nation, like a prudent man, 
ought not to employ another to do what it can do 
itself, if necessary, a prohibitory tariff should be 
resorted to until home enterprise could sustain itself 
against foreign competitors, Lt is true, at first sight, 
this seems to be a hardship on the producing class, 
compelling them to pay home manufacturers greater 
prices than they could purchase foreign commodi- 
ties for, Yetreverse the scale and Jet toreign pro- 
ducers come into our market aud undersell the pro- 
ducts of American fields, and they would demand 
protection. 

“All men cannot be producers. Tf all men were 
tillers of the soil its products would be almost value- 
less for want of a market, There would bo no con» 
summers of the surplus, nee ae 

“According to our social economy and civiliza- 
tion, there wili be and must be all kinds of arti- 
sang, and they must be employed and fe}. Destroy 
the workshops, and the mechanics will in time be- 
cume acharge upon the almshouse, or else must dig 
a living out of the ground, and thus the farmers 
wouid have not only more competitors, but also Less 
customers to consume tbeir surplus products. By 
permitting the commodities of foreign, worksbeps 
to undersell those of our own, they will be bauk- 
rupted and closed againt home mechanics. Could 
Eagland iand upou our wharf iron rails cheaper 
than our own rolling-mills could make thom, it 1s 
plain that the Euglish rails would sell in this mar- 
ket, while our own would be unable to find a pur- 
chaser, How long couid our mills stand such com- 
petition? There is no danger ef our mills monops 
olizing the business of making iron by reason o 
the tariff So soon as itis understood that rojling- 
mills pay, other capi s will invest in them, 
until a healthy competition and reasonable profits 
will be the result. With roiling-miils, so it will be 
with every other branch of mechanic industry 12 
the land. Tren the true policy of Government 13 
to so adjust the tariif as to prevent tbe cheap labor 
of other countries fr underselling American 
sweat and muscle. Beside this, Government owes 
another duty to American toil, and that is to lay no 
tax upon those foreign commodities which do not 
compere in our market with like commodities of 
our own, thus enabling the laboring men of America 
to have cheap living, steady employment, and goud 
wages, llaying this view of the tariff question, Wo 
indorse the last Democratic platform of the State 
which declared in favor of free tea and coffee and 
incidental protection, and also indorse the votes 9: 
the majority of the Democratic members of the 
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house and senate who recently voted in good faith 
to carry out the declared wishes of the Democracy 
of Indiana.” 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I cannot 
see why the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] may. not be 
adopted. I shall vote for it, and shall do so 
because of my belief that if the time is ever to 
come in the history of iron when we may 
make a reduction of duty, that time is now. 
The amount of reduction we now ask by the 
‘amendment to the report of the committee is 
very swall, yet the opposition to it is very great. 

The district which [represent is an agricul- 
tural district ; and hence the importance of this 
question, Gentlemen are unwilling to give up 
the large profits that they have been making 
out of iron and these various manufacturing 
interests which are here seeking for higher 
and opposing less duties. I am not intend- 
ing to discuss the question of protection or 
free trade. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes, ] chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, says that we should 
palance this matter; that we should reduce 
uniformly, adopt the horizontal principle. I 
object to that style of reduction. The argu- 
ment of protectionists is that we should furnish 
protection so that our industries may take care 
of themselves and compete with foreign pro- 
ducers. When they have acquired the ability 
to take care of themselves, then let us lessen 
this protection. Why give protection year 
after year, when an industry has acquired 
strength enough, not only to stand alone, but 
to compete successfully with every rival, and, 
indeed, declarè immense dividends? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who are tbe prosper- 
ous men to-day in America? Who are the 
well-to-do men, the men who are getting rich? 
The men who are amassing wealth to-day are 
these very men who are here pleading for us 
to give them larger protection, and couse- 
quently larger profits’ Among them are the 
Jumbermen in my State. I cannot vote to 
give them one cent of protection. They do 
notueed it, The iron-men, the men who rep- 
resent these wealthy interests, beg of us more 
and inore protection. 

1 will not here discuss the abstract question 
of protection. Here is an immense interest. 
Look at this question of iron as it affects the 
farmer. Here are his plow, his harrow, his 
seeder, his mower, his reaper, and his thresher. 


Allthese are largely constructed of iron. From | 


morning till night almost everything he touches 
has iron largely entering into its construction, 
Besides that, you tell the farmers of my State 
that they must continue to pay an enormous 
price for iron employed in the construction of 
their railroads. 
York we get but seventy cents for it in Minne- 
sota. One half of the New York price, when 
$1 40 per bushel, is for transportation. The 


cost of this transportation is enhanced by the 
price of irou, which we are asked to keep up 
when the world is calling for irou both at home 
and abroad. 


Hon of iron: 
“ Consume 
they cannot obt: 
yet gentlemen j 
rer to cheek i 


asup 


‘There ts no com- 
ay in iron except among those who 
Yer for rezsons 


to-d 
ant to buy. 
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pese to go slaw. The committee put pig at six di 
lars, though I thivk the House should make it live 


Sa 
“What I have said of pig iron is relatively true 
of barirou and the advanced products of iron, as 
the following oxtract from a commercial newspaper 
will show: , 
“English Advance on Iron —Merchant bar iron 
has advanced in Lngland from £7 l0s. in August 
last to £12 10s., and manufacturers will not receive 


When wheat is $1 40 in New | 


| of protection upon my State. 1 think i is time 


orders even at the advance, or to contract for any | 
specificd time, as their orders on hand are sufficient 
to absorb ail they can make up to July next. It is 
estimated that Sweden and Norway will not produce 
more than a half supply of iron for. the present 
year. ‘The condition of affairs abroad has caused a 
steady advance in American iron for some time 
past, which has been followed by an advance in 
copper, brass, and other metals. The effect of all 
this has been to advance American hardware com- 
posed chiefly of iron from ten to twenty per cent. 
Articles manufactured of steel have advanced from 
five to twelve and á half per cent. here and in 
Burope.” 

_ Where is there any need of protection to 
iron in view of the above facts? If six dollars 
a ton on pig iron be needed for revenue, 
say so, and we can then discuss the amend- 
ment on that basis. This interest does not 
need protection at all. A reduction of ten 
dollars per ton on pig iron should be made, and 
I therefore vote for the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr. ] 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, i do 
not rise to advocate high protective duties, 
although I live in Pennsylvania. But if there 
is any interest within the range of American 
productions in favor of which the principle of 
restrictive duties can be tolerated | confidently 
claim iron as that interest. Jt stands upon 
higher and more national grounds than any 
other. It is the great element of offensive 
and defensive warfare. Large capital, much 
time and labor are required in its production. 
It cannot be established to meet the demands 
of the eountry in the hour of threatened dan- 
ger. It is urged that iron being a necessary 
of life, entering into and in every department 
of agricultural and mechanical life, should be 
left as free as the immediate wants of the rev- 
enue will permit. 

But iron is an article of national necessity, 
one absolutely essential to the defense and 
safety of the whole country; and it ought to 
be produced-in the country. I agree that the 
proposed tariff will benefit a class to some 
extent: but its manufacture in the country is 
for the safety and prosperity of the whole 
nation. 1 would place the iron interests of 
the country upon this high, national ground, 
and I appeal to the patriotism and good sense 
of gentlemen to stand by it. I would not 
blend the great iron interests of this people 
with the manufacture of brass kettles or tin 
pans. I appeal to gentlemen that it is not 
for the interests of Missouri alone. Alabama, 
Tennessee, and many other of the States are 
jron-producing. With steady and sufficient 
restrictive dunes many of the States where ore | 
is found in large quantities and excellent 
qualities would embark large sums of money, 
which combined with skill and enterprise 
would soon rival Penusylvania in the produc- 
tion of iron. 

The demands of this country are so great, 
the construction of railways, engines, and 
agricultural implements are increasing so 
rapidly at this time, that there is great de- 
mand for it; but it may be that in afew years 
it may sink as it has done before to a very low 
price. For myself, I do not sympathize with 
the friends of a bigh protective tariif, although 
1 do live in Pennsylvania, 1 have long be- 
leved that a duty of $1 25 per ton upon coal 
was no protection whatever, aud that the coal 
interests of my State did not need protec- 
tion. But when distinguished members of this 
House undertake to charge all the iniquity 


for me to speak. |v is popular to make Penu- 
sylvania the scape-goat of high protective 
duties, and call her and her members the most | 
obnoxious names. Bat we find that each | 
State is rallying around its peculiar interests ; | 
indiana and Kentucky want hemp, and that 
h ig manutactured from it, protected, 


protected. ia is : 
in population, and the first in material wealth | 
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in this Government. Her vast coal-fields, her |: 
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iron interests, her reservoirs of oil, and her 
agricultural productions, place her at the head 
of all these States in material wealth. She 
has the second city of the Union in-population, 
and the first in manufactures. That city, Pitts- 
burg, has no rival in this country in the man- 
ufacture of iron and steel. She is the. key- 
stone of the arch among the States of-this Gov- 
ernment. Lying, as she does, among the central 
States of the Union, she is always conservative 
inher policy. Behold how she is stretched across 
from the ocean to the lakes; her coal warming 
the firesides of the nation, her cil lighting our 
homes, her iron aud her enterprise banding 
together in one arterial line the States from 
ihe St. Lawrence to the Pacific. 

See her laborious sons at the forge, in the 
field, and the mines, with firm-set limbs and 
ruddy cheeks, dignified by labor and rewarded 
with plenty, with an atmosphere of independ- 
ence, happiness, and health all over our 
State. We may well be proud of her past 
record; and we cannot forget the great names 
from this State that have aided by their wis- 
dom, courage, and patriotism to build up and 
defend our Union. If we are only true to 
ourselves this Commonwealth is destined to 
be the first in intelligence, in wealth, and in 
power. Her German population may be found 
sweeping westward with the sjar of empire. 
From her cities and villages, from the rugged 
mountain side, from the quiet farms, Penn- 
cylvania pours her migratory hordes along the 
path of every progress, and the kind old 
mother need not be ashamed of them in their. 
adopted homes. Our free-school system, our 
clustering churches. and thousand newspapers, 
have left their influence upon the resolute 
German heart. ae 

Pennsylvania has poured her rich young 
blood into every field of enterprise and energy 
that has been developed for years; and in the 
free air and under the boundless horizon of the 
prairies her sons have been the leaders in 
pioneer life. Whether in the far frontier, in 
the commercial capitals of the country, be- 
neath the waving groves of the South, or 
westward on the shores of the fair Pacific, her 
sons are found crowding the avenues of every 
pursuit, conquering its obstacles, and wringing 
reluctant success from the most unfruittal 
lands. What a glorious growth our old Com- 
monwealth has had! 

Now we have five hundred miles of canal 
uuiling the great commercial business of this 
and other States with the inland portions of the 
State. Our railroads are the most numerous 
of any Siate in the Union, skirting our rivers, 
pushing through the valleys and around the 
mountain sides into the very wilderness. The: 
obedient lightning carries our messages from 
the capital to the humblest villages within our 
borders, and to the far corners of the world 
abroad. We have about ten thousand school- 
houses scattered over our Commonwealth, in 
which every year nearly one million of our 
children are. taught the rudiments of a good 
education. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, just one word 
in reply to my friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Suerwoop.] I want to say to him and to all 
gentlemen who feel as be does, that all I say 
on this great subject is said in no offensive 
ense, but under the so'emn dictation of deep 
nd controlling conviction. I do not say it to, 
wound any one’s feelings or to offend. any 
State, but in pursnance of my duty here. and 
Lintend co do that duty without fear or favor 
toward mortal man in any part of this coun- 
try. Ido not want to do harm to: Pennsy! 
nin, I do not want to do more than justice to 
myown Siate. But L do want to say tbati 
deliberate judgment, indiana, Kentucky, aud 
all the surrounding States in that great valley 
are only injured by the proietive tariff. -They 


fry 
{oO 


i have never been benefited to the extent of a 


single penny by any tariff for protection, and 
they never will be while this Government or: 
this world stands, 
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What the people of that mighty valley 
want, and what all our citizens in all sections 
need, what mankind need, for the most perfect 
development of themselves and their resources 
is merely honest, personal liberty—the right 
to buy and sell where they please, and manage 
their own private affairs for themselves. That 
is my idea of honest and equal civil govern- 
ment. Relieve my people from the payment 
of bounty to anybody, and require them only 
to pay taxes for revenue and they will be con- 
tent. They do not now beset your lobbies 
with importunities to increase or to continue 
bounty. But my people do solemnly protest 
against all laws enacted in the interests of 
favored classes. ‘Chey insist that every citizen 
is entitled to equal consideration, favor, and 
protection from his Government, They do not 
ask their Representative here to be guided by 
any spiritof sectionalism or selfishness. The 
producer of iron is no more meritorious than 
the farmer who produces wheat, corn, or other 
producis of the soil. The man who makes pig 
iron is no better citizen than the onc who raises 
potatoes. The one neither needs nor deserves 
bounty from his neighbors more than the other. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Ketizy,] I am sorry to 
say, wasted his five minutes a little while ago 
by having read by the Clerk a waif that be 
found floating-upon the surface of the news- 
paper press. If he thinks hecan by such means 
withdraw my attention from the proper and 
manly discussion of this great subject, let me 
say to him once for all that he mistakes me. 
If I saw my duty less clearly than I do, possi- 
bly he might divert me for a moment at least. 
Bat my convictions are absorbing and impera- 
tive. I cannot be unfaithful to them, F must 
regard the interests alike of all the people, 
and my sacred obligations to the Constitution. 
‘The latter forbids sectional or class legislation. 
It givesno countenance to bounty or extortion; 
it regards alone the interests of the whole 
country, 

I will make my peace with my own con- 
stituents without auy aid from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Kerrey.) Jt may 
be that some of the good people of the West 
have been misled somewhat by his selfish and 
sectional theories. But they are being rapidly 
undeceived. ‘The great body of agriculturists 
are intelligent and just men. The people en- 
gaged in other industries an also good and 
true citizens, ‘hey only ask for just and 
honest laws. They neither want bounty nor 
to pay bounty. But if by possibility any of 
them want these things, then I confess | am 
not the proper person to represent them here, 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania may be, for 
he believes in bounty for the favorites. 1 do 
not. Hf one is entitled to bounty, then all are. 
But as soon as you make your bounty equal to 
all it ceases to be useful to any. Protection- 
ists do not want it distributed, They would 
absorb it for themselves. 

if there is anything in the wide range of our 
products that is more indispensable to industry 
and progress than any other, itis iron, and es- 
pecially in its crude forms. It is sold now in 
this and every other country atvery high prices. 
‘The manufacturers in our country are to-day 


realizing more generous profits from it than | 


those of any other country, and more than 
they themselves ever did before. 
tion costs no more now than it did a year or 
two years ago. Its manufacture is a firmly 
aud powerfully established business. It needs 
to-day for its most vigorous, profitable, and 
continued growth, not a cent in bounty. If 
there were not a custom-house on our sea- 
board this industry could defy competition, 
and yet the citizens engaged in it make more 
rapid fortunes than those in most other pur- 
suits. They have always realized magnificent 
incomes as compared with the net earnings of 
agriculture or any other unprotected indusiry, 
The estabiishment of absolute free trade in 
Great Britain in all these great industries has 


Its produc: | 


proved to be most beneficial to all classes and 
pursuits. All have gone on in prosperity and 
development. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that dur- 
ing the last year there were produced in this 
country nearly two million tons of pig iron, 
and we imported only two hundred and ten 
thousand tons. The importation was very 
small compared with the home production. 
Ever since the great advance in the progress 
of the world in all material developments there 
has been an increase in the demand for iron. 
Its price has been advanced everywhere; and 
here I wish to state a fact I know, that within 
the last seven months there have been paid in 
this country on railroad iron twenty-five dol- 
lars a ton more than was paid on the same 
kind of iron one year ago; and yet the cost 
of that ton of railroad iron has not increased 
one penny, not one penny! Tell me that is 
not protection gone to seed! Tell me that is 
not protection rypinto robbery! ‘Tell me that 
is honest toward the people of this country who 
want to build railroads, who want cheap trans- 
portation, who are compelled in ten thousand 
ways to use the products of iron! Yet after 
all these things you insist, you gentlemen who 
have had the benefit of bounty so long, insist 
to-day, in the evening of the nineteenth cen- 
tury, that you are stillin a condition of infancy. 
God protect the people against your manhood 
if this is your infancy! 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I marvel much that the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Kerr] should have fallen 
{nto the gross error he has committed while 
endeavoring to impress on the mind of the 
House that the rate of duty on pig iron to-day 
is forty-two per cent. He is but a poor arith- 
metician if such has been his calculation. If 
the net market price is fifty dallars in New 
York, it would only amount to fourteen per 


cent. atthe presentduty ofseven dollars per ton. į 


If he be no more correct in his figures in regard 
to other matters than he isin regard to that, bis 
statements ought vot to have any weight here. 

The argument of gentlemen in favor of re- 
duction of duty on iron is that it will decrease 
the price to the consumer. { want to call the 
attention of the revenue reformers to the fact 
that their free-trade leader, the man in whose 
footsteps they are following to-day, less than 
a month ago, in a letter he wrote and pub- 
lished the other day in the Tribane, tells you 
emphatically as his conviction thatif the tariff 
of seven dollars a ton on pig iron be taken off 
not a dollar will result in benefit to the people 
of America, but the price will go up to that 
amount in Mngland and to the benefit of the 
manufacturers there. That is the solemn opin- 
ion ofa free-trader, and itis an effectual answer 
to gentlemen on the other side that a reduction 
of duty is necessarily a reduction of price. 


The gentleman from Indiana wants to know 
whether Kentucky received any benefit from 
a protective tariff. Ican answer him in the 
words of the speakers who took part in the 
great discussion of 1842, when that protective 
tariff was about to be enacted. When that 
was up for consideration, Calhoun contended 
that he had proved that the duty on hemp and 
its manufactures would be a tax on the cotton 
interest of $1,422,222 a year. When the tariff 
of 1846 was under debate, Toombs, of Georgia, 
proved by figures that Calhoun was wrong, and 
that the protection to hemp and cotton bagging 
had lowered prices more than Calhoun had 
said they would be raised. Mr.Toombs said: 

**Since the introduction of the business of making 
cotton bagging in Kentucky, since our countrymen 
have come into competition in producing it, the 
price of bagging has fallen to less than one third of 
its average price before that period. We now make 
good bagging in Kentucky more than five cents por 
yard less than it cost in Dundee in 1842, and for 
three or four cents a yard less than the present price 
in Scotland. The price of cotton bagging in 1838 
ranged from eighteen to twenty cents per yard: in 
1841, from twenty-five to twenty-seven cents, and in 
1846, from eight and a half to nincand a half cents, 
Balo rope in 1838 from seven to eight cents per pound; 
in 1841, from eleven totwelve cents; in 1846 from three 
to four cents.” 

This, Mr. Chairman, is an effectual answer 
to the gentleman from Indiana as to what 
benefits Kentucky realized from a protective 
tariff. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. 
DUNNELL,] who spoke a few minutes ago, 
wanted to know bow this protective tariff bene- 
fited agriculturists. [live in an agricultural 
and manufacturing community. ‘The manu- 
facturing interest consumes the products of 
the agricultural, and when J go into the ree- 
ords of the county courts, and look at the money 
loaned out on bond and mortgage by the peo- 
ple, I find nine tenths of it is loaned by the 
farmers to manufacturers and others. They 
are the men who to-day are reaping the bene- 
fits from the duty on iron. 

The gentleman spoke in regard to railroad 
iron, and he said the duty raised the price. I 
wish him to recollect before the duty was put 
in 1856 upon Bessemer steel the importation 
price was over two hundred dollars a ton, and 
after the duty was imposed it fell down to 
$100 a ton and even less, And I want gentle- 
men to answer this question; if the duty in 
this bill is an oppressive duty on the manufac- 
turer of iron and on the consumer, why was it 
that some seventy or eighiy railway compa- 
nies came to the Congress of the United States 
a few years ago and wanted a higher duty or 
tariff on iron than we granted under the tariff 
of 1870? They knew their own interests well, 
and that such protection would reduce the 
price to all consumers. That the difference in 
prices is greatly independent of tariffs is 
shown by the following table of prices as they 
| existed in December, 1869, and in December, 


1871, after the tariff of 1870 was in operation: 


: Price Amount of duty increased Price 

Articles. December, 1869. | or diminished by act of 1870. | December, 1871. 
Pepper, per pound... No change. 19 

Nutmegs, per pound. Reduced 30 cents, 974 to $1 027 
Liverpool salt, per sack, No change. $2 80 to 8 00 
Tuark’s Island salt, per bushel 45 | No change. 25 to 26 
Tron, Seoteh, pig per ton..... 84 50 to 36 00 Reduced $2, 34 00 to 39 00 
Pig lead, per hundred pounds 630 to 6 40 No change. 5690 to 6 95 
Molasses, Porto Rico, per gallon.. 59 to 70 Reduced, per gallon, 3cts. 30 to 45 
Carolina rice, per hundred pound 725 to 7 62 No change. - 825 to 8 75 

Coffee, Brazil, per pound....... liè to 12 Reduced 2 cents. i7 to 1 
Colfec, Java, per pound...... 22 to 223 | Reduced 2 cents, 23 to  % 
‘Tea, young hyson, per pound, 82 to 170 | Reduced 10 cents. 40 to 130 
Tea, Souchong, per pound.. 70 to 150 | Reduced 10 cents, 45 to 115 
Yea, gunpowder, per pound 100 to 190 Reduced 10 cents, 60 to 145 
Vools, merino, per pound..... 35 to 3 No change. 32 to 36 
Wools, full blood, per pound. 47 to 53 No change. 55 to — 60 
Wools, pulled, No. 1, per pound... 33 to 36 No change. 87 to 42 


This exposes the fallacy of the whole theory 
of the revenue reformers, that a reduction of 
the duty will insure cheaper commodities to 
the people, and demonstrates that prices are 
the result of other causes, such as demand 


ud supply and the condition of wages and 
the currency, 
Mx. COX. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to 
move to strike out this whole section ? 
Mr. KERR. I would suggest to my friend 
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“from New York that he should rather move 
“to reduce the amount. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘six’’ and inserting in 
Jien thereof ‘‘three and a half.” 

J have occupied the attention of the House 
on many former occasions in discussing this 

“matter of iron. I desire to say that there is 
one thing which does not seem to strike the 
: House of Representatives, though perhaps they 
will heed it after they hear something more 
from the people on this subject. This matter 
of revenue reform, or free trade, or whatever 
you choose to term it, is pretty well under- 
stood among the people. Parties are being 
dispartied by it. Men on both sides of the 
House, representing localities, irrespective of 
parties,*seem to be defending local interests, 
while men of larger economies are striving to 
be just to the whole country on this subject. 

We have to meet this matter squarely, Mr. 
Chairman, andin order to meet it squarely we 
have to see what just now, to-day, is the con- 
dition of the iron tradein this country. Istated 
the other day in debate that the Scotch iron, 
which was bought at thirty-three dollars per 
ton was selling here at fifty-three dollars; so 
that large profits were being made out of this 
article. And if Pennsylvania were wise, if she 
had not concluded to * believe a lie and be 
damned,” she would come forward and ask a 
reduction of the duty on pig iron to five dollars. 
When we cut it down before from nine dollars 
to seven dollars our importations increased, 
our revenue increased, and the result was, as 
I can show by reliable evidence, which I have 
on my desk before me, that wages went up in 
England, and protection was given in one sense 
by that reduction of the tariff. 

But gentlemen from Pennsylvania come here 
with an enchanting picture of the condition 
aud of the riches of their State. We were 
treated yesterday by one of the Democratic 
members from Pennsylvania to such a picture, 
in which he showed how much wealth was dis- 

etributed among one hundred and thirty-eight 
thousand of the people of Philadelphia. And 
we had a picture to-day of how Pennsylvania 
was prospering, because of the peculiar parti- 
san or favoring legislation of this Congress. 

Why is it, Mr. Chairman, that Pennsyl- 
wania is so prosperous? It is because she has 
taken tribute from the industries of other parts 
of the country. My friend from Ohio [Mr. 
STEvENSUN] is now looking up some statistics, 
and 1 would recall his attention to some which 
he produced in the last Congress, in which 
he showed that in the Lehigh and other val- 
leys in the State of Pennsylvania there had 
been an enormous increase in their values, 
while in the commercial cities, in the ship- 
building towns of Maine, in the city of New 
York, and on the Delaware, where ships are 
built, there was a loss of value, a loss of em- 
ployment, anda destruction of industries. If 
Thad the time, I could show by figures that 
every dollar of this increased prosperity which 

ennsylvania now arrogantly boasts, has been 
robbed from industries elsewhere. The pro- 
tection given toiron has destroyed our shipping. 

Mr. RANDALL. [would say to the gen- 
tleman that the idea that Philadelphia—— 

Mr. COX. I do not yield to be interrupted 
by my friend, this old line Whig of Pennsyl- 
Vania, who has not. got over his old doctrines 
yet. 

Mr. RANDALL. And never will. 

Mr. COX. Thenso long will the gentleman 
and his friends not learn. { know the time will 
come when this hot-bed growth of prosperity 
in Peunsylvania will disappear. But I wiil 
not mock her when her calamity comes, and 
her industries are prosirated. But I would 
tell her not to allow herself to be ruined by 

ergreed; but to take three dollars, to take 
one dollar, to take anything instead of grab- 
bing at everything, and pretending to do it in 
the interest of industry. 

Mr. DICKEY. I deny at the start the as- 


-ing for the people of the United States. 


sumptions of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Cox] which he isso much in the habit 
of making; his familiar assumption of speak- 
The 
gentleman from New York never undertakes 
to talk for less than the whole people of the 
United States. 

Mr. COX. 
country. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman says he is 
a Representative of that country, and if you 
were to listen to him you might think he was 
the sole Representative of the United States. 

Mr. COX. That is on account of my size. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. DICKEY. I do not know but he 
is an outside Representative. The gentle- 
man from Indiana always talks for forty mil- 
lion people, as he did yesterday. The gentie- 
man from New York never speaks but for the 
whole people, and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana always speaks for forty million people, 
and the other gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Brooxs] speaks for the universal world, 
‘from Greenland’s icy mountains to India’s 
coral strand.’’ No ‘pent-up Utica’ con- 
tracts their powers. They care nothing for 
State boundaries. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] not only undertakes to speak 
for the people of the United States, but he 
volunteers to give advice to the great State 
of Pennsylvania, not only to one party, but 
to all parties. He not only advises her, but 
he prophesies all manner of evil for her. Sir, 
the State of Pennsylvania mocks at the gen- 
tleman’s advice and despises his attempt at 
prophecy. 

The gentleman talks about her having rubbed 
other portions of the United States. Sir, 
she has developed her industries by her own 
strong hand. ‘he Almighty planted the coal 
in her mountains, the iron in her valleys, and 
the limestone upon the banks of ber streams. 
With the strong hand of her labor she has 
developed her industries and she has marked 
and kept step with the progress of the age. 
And for such as the gentleman from New 
York to undertake to advise her or to proph- 
esy forher! Sir, she despises it, and hurls it 
back with the contempt it deserves. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] this morning wants to be mathematical. 
He gets the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. 
BuxcuarD] to say that pig iron is worth fifty 
dollars a ton; and the duty on it being seven 
dollars per ton, the gentleman then informs 
us that that duty is forty-two and a half per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BURCHARD. No, sir; forty-two and 
a half per cent. on the foreign cost. 

Mr. DICKEY. No; on the cost in New 
York. 

Mr. KERR. That is not my statement. 

Mr. DICKEY. What is it, then? 

Mr. KERR. On the foreign cost. The 
gentleman knows that that is what the per- 
centage is always calculated on. 

Mr. DICKEY. Very well; I will take him 
at his own statement. He says that iron is 
worth in New York fifty dollars a ton. De- 
duct the duty of seven dollars per ton from it, 
and that will leave forty-three dollars. Then 
calculate forty-two and a half per cent. of 
forty-three dollars, and you will have $17 37. 
The gentleman says that the profits of the 
importers and the cost of freight must be 
added to the amount of duty. Does it take 
$25 63 to pay that? The gentleman must 
take into consideration the enormous profits 
of the men in New York who import this 
article and the men abroad who send it here 
to be sold. 

fell.J 


[Here the hammer 

Mr. BURDETT. Since this debate has 
begun upon the tariff bill I have felt myself 
to be profoundly miserable. I have learned 
from gentlemen on both sides of the House 
that Í have been robbed. Robbed in the 


morning, and robbed in the evening ; that my 


I am a Representative of that 


: a a gE ee ee 


‘ constituents are robbed at the breakfast-table, 


and are robbed when they attempt to -sleep 
under the ordinary country coverlet which 
adorn our humble beds in Missouri; that 
from daylight to darkness some man has been 
robbing them. I have set myself to discover 
to what extent it has gone. I have nerved 
myself to look the awful facts in the face, and 
find from the statistics which are laid. before. 
us from competent sources (no less respecte 
able than the census returns for 1870) that the 
extent of our wrong has been something like - 
this: I refer to the States of the West, which 
more than the other States have been so 
amazingly robbed, and robbed always for the 
benefit of the monopolies of the Hast. I dis- 
covered that the State of Missouri, which I 
have the honor in part to represent, in 1850 
possessed of real and personal estate $187,- 
247,707; that in the next decade, 1860, we 
had only reached the sum of $501,214,898. 
From that period down io 1866, and almost to 
1868, we were in a state of war. From the 
outbreak of the war until months after its 
close our State was rent from side to side. 
Ruins marked the spot where habitations had 
stood. Yet I discover by the official gures 
of the census that notwithstanding six years 
of war and ten years of so-called ** robbery?’ 
under the protective system we have advanced 
from $501,000,000 valuation in that delectable 
period of 1860 when free trade was rampant, 
to a valuation of $1,284,922,897. How we 
have suffered ! 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Kenr,] who does not seem to 
tire—who, indeed, seemsto fud refreshment in 
his adjectives—will look at his own State, he 
will find by the official figures that property 
has grown, wealth has increased, men have 
become rich and happy there in. the same 
proportion, and yet he is not happy! Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I have a table here showing 
the value of manufactures at three different 
periods, and I want to refer to it for the bene- 
fit of my colleague, [Mr. Fivxetysure,] who 
is on the Committee of Ways and Means, for 
he also ‘fis not happy.” I desire to show 
that he has reason to be joyous and proud as 
a citizen of the State of Missouri. By this 
table I find (and I believe it is set down 
truly) that in 1850 our gross production in 
manufactures iu the State of Missouri was, in 
round numbers, $24,000,000; in 1860 it was 
but $41,000,000; but in 1870, spite of the 
war and almost of pestilence, it had risen to 
$215,000,000.. Whether my colleagues are 
happy or not, I am happy and proud of it, and 
stand here to proclaim it. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOAR obtained the floor, and yielded 
to Mr. BURDETT. 

Mr. BURDETT. Mr. Chairman, in the 
Forty-First Congress I stood upon this floor 
almost alone from the West and demanded 
the continuance and extension of the pro- 
tective policy. I saw to my satisfaction that 
if we of the West were wise we would not 
have long to complain, as the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Dunnett] complains, that 
we have to pay out all our substance in send- 
ing our productions to the sea-board, but that 
we would build up within our own State those 
great industries which would make a home 
market for our productions and relieve us 
from the taxation of transportation. I have 
lost no faith whatever in the position I then 
took. Since that time, within my State and 
within my own district, in places where form- 
erly there was no manufactory beyond that 
of the shoemaker-shop in a country town, we 
have built up furnaces where within a few 
months the iron will be running forth. Every 
day new discoveries of mineral wealth are 
made in our State; new lead mines are 
opened, new smelting furnaces are erected. 
Our people are beginning to perceive in what 
direction their true interest lies. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it.is true that a 
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nation will never have more to expend than 
it produces. I stand upon that as an axiom 
of my political faith. I therefore demand 
that Congress shall always so legislate that 
everything needed by the citizens of America 
shall be produced as far as possible within our 
own borders. If other gentlemen think that 
is poverty, I refer them to the official figures. 
I say itis wealth, and so says the record. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, my belief is 
different from that of other geutlemen who 
have spoken. I meant to have stated my posi- 
tion before, but I gave my time to two of the 
six or eight chairmen of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, and therefore lost my oppor- 
tunity. [Laughter.] Sir, L have no right to 
complain of the provisions of the bill, because 
I voted against i's introduction. I voted 
steadily for the proposition made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvanit, [Mr. KELLEY, } as 
one of the wings or factions (so to speak) of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, because 
it proposed a reduction of duties which I 
thought could be enacted into a law; and I 
voted against the proposition presented by my 
colleague [Mr. Dawes] because E thought it 
provided for so large a reduction that it could 
not become a law. 

Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague be kind 
enough to state the difference between the two 
measures? 

Mr. BANKS. I will tell mycolleague what 
I consider to be the exact difference. In the 
bill reported by the committee, there was a 
larger reduction of duties than I thought could 
be carried through the two Houses of Con- 
gress. i 

Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague tell the 
difference between my bill, which he voted 
against, and the bill of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr Keniry? | 

Mr. BANKS. I will explain the question 
in my own way. i 

Mr. DAWES. Will not my colleague be 
kind enough to state the difference ? 

Mr. BANKS. L always listen to my col- 
league with the greatest pleasure, but | would 
rather speak myself at any time, (Laughter. | 

Now, sir, it made a greater reduction than 
T thought could be passed through the two 
Houses of Congress, f voted for the instruc 
tions to the Committee of Ways and Means 
to make a general reduction of ten per cent. 
They have reported a bill back to the House 5 
and if one side and the other consume any 
more time in debate they will have no bill and 
no reduction, for the whole time seems to be 
lost in discussing abstract questions, 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means made a speech the other day in 
which he went ou the principle or idea that he | 


| there was to be a general reduciion of ten per 


had proposed the same general reduction which | 
was contained iu the bill of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania; that is, about ten per 
cent; and had I not been pledged to the 
Pennsylvania bill 1 would have gone with him 
on that proposition. [laughter.} Me has re- 
peated that pledge again this morning; and | 
well as I have known him forthirly years, and | 
as often as [ have received cautions in regard 
to my duties here, he has deccived me again, 
[Laughter] I beleve he would deceive the 
very elect. [Renewed laughter.] He led me 
to believe from what he stated this morning 
that his general purpose was a horizontal 
reduction of ten per cent. And yet what are 
some of the chief features of this bili? When | 
J come to a provision in which my own people 
are interested, in reference to an industry on 
which their livelihood depends, in regard to 
a manniacture they themselves created, all the 
processes of which they invented or discovered, 
and I find my colleague pats a duty on it of 
something like four hundred per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. What is it? 

Mr. BANKS. nal tar. 

A MEMBER. It is not cold tea. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BANKS. I call attention to the fact, 
not only to the statement he made, but to | 


i poses five dollars a ton on pig iron. 


the fact it was that very statement made by 
the Committee of Ways and Means which 
placed the pending bill before the House. 
Now, is it possible when gentlemen cry for 
protection, and the Committee of Ways and 
Means, judging from what we see and hear, is 
divided into something like one hundred fac- 
tions on this question, [great langhter]—when 
any one of us here who can get the floor is 
obliged to give way almost instantly, because 
some one of the many “chairmen of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means wants to be heard— 
how is it possible, 1 say, when the whole ecun- 
try, when both Houses of Congress and every 
member is clamoring for protection, that here 
in this bill upon the fundamental substance 
necessary to the carrying on of the operations 
ofthe few manufactures engaged in the basiness 
in this country, we find the duty raised from 
twenty per cent. to nearly four hundred per 
cent.? The raw material is imported from 
abroad. With allthe expense of transportation, 
with all the cost of handling, with all theinci- 
dental charges in bringing itfrom abroad to this 
country, you can nevertheless buy it here for 
$5 62; and that is under the existing law. My 
colleague, one ofthe chairmen of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, [laughter]—I forget 
which one he is, [renewed laughter ;] I am 
sure heis one of them, for they are on the floor 
all the time, [laughter]—tmy colleague is one 
ofthe chairmen of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and what does he propose in this 
bill? When, siz, this material can be bought in 
other countries and brought here, all charges, 
freight, and everything included, and sold here 
for $5 62, the bill reported by the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means proposes 
a duty on that very article which amounts to 
$5 61. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. BANKS. Do let me have the floor. 
If my colleague will not allow me to speak for 
the remaining portion of my time, then [ will 
resign my seat in this House. [Laughter.] I 
wish io know how he could have reported this 
biil with this increase of duty on this material 
in which people in my district are so deeply 
interested in view of the statement by which 
he obtained possession of the House. His 
stutement made even this morning was that 


cent. [have listened to the speeches of the 
gentleman with the greatest pleasure in the 
world. Uudoubtedly they are excelent; but 
what I complain of is, not of his words, bus 
the injustice of his acts, that the Committee 
of Ways and Means do not follow their own 
vheory. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
says his people have nothing to gain by a tarih 
system. TP think they have one thing to gain. 
They gain the money to defrry the expenses 
ol this Government without paying it them- 
selves divecily, either in hard coin or in cur- 
rency, out of their pockets. If that gentleman 
had lhe power, instead of getting money as we 
do now by means of the tarif, he would make 
the people of Indiana pay their proportion of 
the expenses of the Government by direct taxa- 
tion. And thereisno alternative between direct 
taxation and the principle of protection upon 
a revenue system based upon duties on im- 
ports. There is no percentage in robbery. 
The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr] pro- 

i if 
35 50 is robbery, is not five dollars robbery 
in proportion? Whatsort of church does the 
gentleman attend, and under what preaching 
does he sit, if he can make that honest at 
five dollars which would be piracy and rob- 
bery and murder and rape and burglary at 
$5 60? [Great laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen have been misleading me. 
They bother me. Lam like the old man in 
the western part of the State where I live, who 
amid the confusion of conventions gone and 
conventions coming, and tergiversations of 
public opinion, and the constant outcries on Il 


every side, said he had lost faith even in the. 
thing he sat on, [Laughter.] I say, Mr, 
Chairman, I haveno faith. Perhaps I have as 
much faith and confidence as I ever had, but ` 
I do not know where to place it. : 

I will give to the gentleman from New ` 
York [Mr. Cox] an illustration of my con- 
dition from a story I heard of something that 
took place in the Empire City of New York,’ 
One friend was visiting another, Unluckily, in 
consequence of the treble duties and taxation 
heaped upon everytling by the Government, 
there was for two persons only one chair. Tf 
the tariff had been lower, the man would no 
doubt have had two chairs. [Laughter.]. The 
host occupied the single chair. He said to 
his friend, ‘‘Sit down, sir; why don’t you 
sit down? Can’t you find anything to` sit. 
upon??? “I have enough to sit upon,” said 
his visitor, ‘‘ but I don’t see any place to put 
it.” [Great laughter. ]- 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banxs] is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. BANKS. I think my time is not quite 
outyet. Iwant just one minute more. I have 
just as much confidence as I ever had, but I 
do not see any place to put it. [Laughter] 

I listened with great satisfaction and great 
instruction to the speech of the gentleman 
from New. York (Mr. B. H. Rozerrs] who 
sits on my left, and with all due deference to 
all other gentlemen who have spoken, I will 
say that the speech of that gentleman was 
perhaps the best specch which has been 
made on the subject since this debate on the 
tariff commenced, unless I except one I made 
myself when nobody was here.  [Laughter.] 
That gentleman went so far in defending our 
system of protection—and that was going a 
great way—as to say he thought we would 
do better if we followed a little more closely 
the example of China and Japan. There was 
scarcely any length the geutieman would not 
go in defense of this glor.ous and immaculate” 
system of protection which he supported with 
so much wealth of illustration, and with so 
much wisdom and power. But what was my 
astonishment to see that gentleman, on the 
very first. vote we took upon this bill, going, 
down into the vacant-space in front of the 
Chair, and passing between the tellers give -` 
his vote in favor of reducing the duty on coal, 

l think one hundred aud twenty-five per cent, 
With such examples, what can a fellow do that 
does notknow anything? [Great laughter. ] 

Now, the gentleman trom New York on the 
other side of the House [Mr. Cox] tells us 
that the capitalists and employers of England 
are reducing their labor several hours a day, 
and paying more wages than they ever did 
before. And he thinks that that is ou account 
of the free trade they have established there. 
But my friend from New York knows perfectly 
well that these workmen of Hugland and other 
European countries are coming here. Ibada. 
pbotograph—I looked amoug my papers for it, 
but 1 have so many that I never can find any- 
thing that I want, (laughter]—I had a pho- 
tograph of one of the emigrants who have 
come to us from Sweden, an iron country; 


| and I feel sure that if 1 could show that pho- 


tograph, it would make a protectionist of every 
man on the other side of the House. 

Now, if we look at the fact that the laboring 
men are leaving England, and that those that 
remain are rebelling against the system of 
things there, we will see exactly why in Eug: 
land the hours of labor are being reduced and 
the compensation inereased. And if gentle- 
men want another reason outside the condi- 
tious that exist there, I will find it in this 
country, with the advantages that industry has 
in this country over all other countries to take 
the people of every Government on the face of 
the earth and place them here to share inour 
riches and in our power. That is the: reason 
of that. Í 
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: And now, Mr. Chairman, you may knock 
- medown. - [ Laughter. } 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

- Mr. DAWES. There is a field in which my 
colleague [Mr. Banks] is so inimitable that 
no one will attempi to follow him, if for no 
~. other reason than because nobody would ever 
know where to begin. ‘There is an old maxim 
which warns people not to jump before they 
get to the stile; it is said not to be safe to do 
so. Now, if anybody could safely jump be- 
fore he got to the stile, I think it is my col- 
league; and sometimes I think he can jump 
better before he gets to it than he can whea 
he does. He says I have deceived him. 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DAWES. After having refused me the 
floor, I trust my colleague will not take it from 
me, Nobody is such a perfect gentleman as 
my colleague; and having refused to yield to 
me when he had the floor, he certainly will 
not endeavor to take it from me when I have 
obtained it. 

Mr. BANKS. I want to say that I did not 
charge the gentleman with having deceived 
me, for I voted the other way. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I know; and I wasjust 
going to allude to the fact. [Laughter.j I 
cannot be mistaken in what my colleague said, 
and the peculiarity of it, I thought, was that 
when I deceived him it led him to vote against 


me. 

Mr. BANKS. Oh, no, I was not deceived. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam sure my colleague said 
he was; but I cannot be further interrupted. 

Mr. BANKS. Oh, no, I said he might 
deceive other people. 

The CHAIRMAN. When a gentleman 
‘declines to yield he ought to be allowed to 
proceed without interruption. 

Mr. BANKS. Well, I will rise to a question 
of order. It is not right for the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means to say that 
I have charged him with deceiving me, for that 
¿would not have been in order for me to say; 
it would be a violation of order. Ido not do 
those things if I cau help it; tbough the force 
of example here is not as'good as it might be, 
yet it has not led me so far from propriety as 
that, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not surprised that my 
colleague says he did not say so. He however 
did warn the Honse that sometimes I spoke 
as if I thought that I could deceive the very 
elect. Of course that did not include him. 

` [Laughter.] I want to say that I have not 
deceived him, and that [ have not deceived 
the elect. He says that I deceived him and 
made him go against my bill and for Mr. 
Kettey’s bill, because T had put in my bill 
a duty of four hundred per cent. on coal tar, 
Sir, the truth is that the provision in relation 
to coal tar is precisely the same in all three 
bills. He says I put a duty of four hundred 
per cent. on coal tar, and thereby have almost 
ruined the business in bis district. Why, L 
supposed that it would build it up if anything 
in the world would. 

That is pretty much all T wanted to say, to 
show the House that my colleague went against 
everything that he complains of finding in this 
bill, and then got up here and said I deceived 
him. Sir, I could not deceive him; 1 could 
nothave had it in my heart any more than I 
could have had it in my power. 

Now, in regard to this matter of pig iron, 
from which my colleague has led the House 
off after coal tar, with which it had no con- 


hection whatever, when the time comes, and | 
when it isin order to discuss the question why | 
| 


this duty is placed upon coal tar, my dis- 
tinguished colleague on the committee from 
ennsylvania now walking in front of me, [Mr. 
Keniry, ] and whose bili my colleague [Av. 
Bayxs | voted for, will show bim that it is in 
the bill which he voted for as well as in my 
bill and in that of the majority of the commit- 
tee. That is all that I desire to say. 


|| another man, that is a monopoly to that ex- 


The question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. Kerr, to strike out the words ‘‘six dollars’? 
and insert ‘‘five dollars” as the duty on pig 
iron ; and being taken, upon a division there 
were—ayes 86, noes 89. : 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. Kerr called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KERR, and 
Mr: SHERWooD were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 66, noes 88. 

So the amendment was not agreed to, 

The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, to strike out the line ‘‘on iron in 
pigs, six dollars per ton.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. That leaves the duty at $6,30 
under the ten per cent. rule. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand that this ques- 
tion will be open to discussion again when we 
reach the provision relating to all kinds of 
iron. 

Mr. DAWES. Exactly. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by making the 
duty $350. I beg atthis time to read a state- 
ment to which Ireferred a moment ago, which 
was given by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
STEVENSON] in a former discussion : 

“As an example of her (Pennsylvania’s) amazing 
prosperity under the protective policy, I refer to 
page 18 of the Miners’ Journal, where the county 
of Schuylkill, one of the richest mining regions, 
sets herself forth. That paper says that in 1820 
there were ten townships in Schuylkill county the 
assessed value of the property of which was $2,227,- 
521, and that the value of property in the same 
county now is $40,000,000.” P 

I sayit can be proved beyond doubt that this 
increase of valuations in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, whereby she has become so rich in 
material wealth, being first in the Union in 
that respect, aud in population the second, is 
owing to this system of bounties. She has 
been paid like a pauper from the public Treas- 
ury ; and this, outside of her natural resources, 
js the reason she has grown so rich at the 
expense of the States of Maine, of New York, 
and generally the agricultural and mechanical 
industries of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, in this iron ageironis used for 
almost everything—for sewing machines, for 
needles, for steamships, for plows, and other 
agricultural implements; for chisels; for every 
implement used by the mechanic or the farmer. 
The argument is urged here that iron is the 
great demand of this age. Now, if that argu- 
ment is used in order to keep up the high 
price of iron, I say the proper deduction is 
that we should cut down the price in order to 
meet this great and increasing demand of the 
century. if that argument be used for the} 
purpose of showing that irou should not be 
high in price because of the general demand, 


then I say we should cut down the tariff on | 


iron and give the largest market possible to it 
throughout the whole world. 
Gentiemen on the other side argue con- | 


stantly that our market should be restricted | 
‘They say there are no monop- |; 


to this country. 
olies here. Why not? What is a monopoly 
as defined by the very best economists? 
If you give a man anywhere on this star & 
special privilege by which he can undersell | 


tent, When you impose high taxes or tariffs, 
or give bounties, you create a monopoly. 


care not whether the market be between Penn- | 


sylvania and Ohio, or between New York and | 
Canada, or between Pennsylvania and Canada, 
or between Scotland and the United States, 
the economic principle involved is the same. 


Every man ought to know that an enlarged |! 


market must reduce the price of the commodity. | 

Now, what is the result of all this? Penn- 
aylvania comes bere by her distinguished, 
able, and cunning representation, of which | 
yon, Mr. Chairman, [Mr. Scoriepp in the | 
chair, Jare the chief, aud she saysto the United 
States, ‘Do not undertake to interrupt our 


industries.’ She puts a pistol to the breast 
of the nation and says, “We demand more 


and more bounty; we must have nine dollars 
a ton duty upon our greai produci.” Because” 
wè do not consent to be robbed, because we. 
do not yield to her and grant these excessive 
bounties, because agriculture from Dlinois, 
and commerce from’ Maine and New York 
fight back against this pointed pistol, Pean“ 
sylvania says, “Oh, you are making an attack 
upon us.’” The idea is that because we resist 
this attack of the robber we are doing some’ 
disservice to the cause of morality and econ- 
omy. i 

` [Here the hammer fell. ] ii 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, I ‘have. 
always admired the ingenuity and research of 
my friend from New York, [Mr.Cox.] I have 
always listened with interest to his speeches in. 
this House on the question of free trade ; and I 
must say that he is a faithful and able represen- 
tafive of the great commercial interests of the 
country. But I would remind that gentleman 
that while we accord to him intelligence and 
honesty, he must not assume a monopoly of 
these great qualities. Other gentlémen on this 
floor are his peers by law, if they are not in 
fact; and they have the same right to their con- 
victions of duty in regard to the intérests of 
this country that he or my distinguished friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] has to his. 

We differ from those gentlemen as wide as. 
the pole, and point with pride, as the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burperr] did, to 
actual facts, (the census returns read by him.) 
These answer all the free-trade theories 
ever written from Adam Smith down to S. S. 
Cox. ([Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Indiana touched the 
whole question of the iron interest when he 
said in this debate that in 1860 the demand was 
not equal to the supply, or there was a surplus 
of product in the market. The Congress of 
the United States imposed then a tariff which 
was a tariff for protection for the manufac- 
turers of Pennsylvania and of the: United 
States, as well as for revenue. The gentleman 
to-day says that now the demand is far in ex- 
cess of the production—that the production 
cannot come up possibly to the demand for 
years to come. If that be so, then I defy you 
to put a tariff for protection, on that article. 
A tariff then would be a tariff for revenue and 
revenuealone. If the gentleman is correct 
in that statement, I submit to the honest con- 
viction of every man in the House that the 
tariff on iron now is a tariff for revenue and 
revenue only, and every dollar you reduce the 
duty on iron to-day is a dollar out of the 
Treasury of the United States. Pennsylvania 
to-day could then bid defiance to all tariffs 
in Congress. Itisa duty now for revenue, | 
and the man who takes the duty off takes it 
out of the Treasury of the United States, ang 
permits iron to come in duty free from abroad. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
says the demand exceeds the supply, and it 
will take two years to bring them to an equi- 
librium. Why do we wish to keep this tariff 
up? We wish to keep it up to bring money 
into the Treasury of the United States as 
revenue. All the mills in the United States, 
all the furnaces can produce will find a mar- 
ket here, and we will of necessity import for 
one or two years. What more do we desire? 
We desire to give stability to the manufactur- 
ing interests of the United States. We desire 
to encourage manufactures out in Missouri, 
outin Indiana, down in the South, and through- 
out the country. As was well said by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BURDETT, J 
the wealth of the country is measured. by her 
power of consumption, and we wish still to. 
increase that wealth. : 

The distinguished’ gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] all the lime speaks of com- 
merce, commerce. What does the commerce 
of the United States amount to? About six 
per cent. of the annual productions of the 
United States; and you will gacrifidé all the 
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other great material interests of the country 
to commerce, and yet that amounts to only 
abc ut one sixth of the annual productions of 
the country. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I 
desire to call attention to the fact that the 
difference between the two propositions now 
before the committee is thirty cents a ton, and 
that only. One proposition is to make the 
duty on pig iron six dollars, and the other 
proposition is to make that duty six dollars 
and thirty cents a ton. It is about this differ- 
ence that my colleague from New York, [Mr. 
Cox,] thegentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Buron- 
ARD, ] and the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kerr,] grow so eloquent. 

Upon this text of thirty cents a ton, my col- 
league from the city of New York, [Mr. 
Cox,] protests against the proposition to give 
“bounty”? to manufacturers; and he makés 
the plea in the interest of commerce, aud in 
the interest of commerce against manufactures 
he assails Pennsylvania. Does he forget that 

reat as Pennsylvania is in manufactures, New 

ork is greater? New York is to-day the 
greatest manufacturing State of this Union, 
as it is greatest in agriculture and the greatest 
in commerce, Our total imports last year 
amounted to $518,759,518, and the manufac- 
tures of the State amounted to $790,000,000. 
If “bounties’’ are paid, if this tariff is a 
bounty, then bounties go more than to any 
other State in the Union to the Empire State. 

What are these ‘ bounties’? about which 
gentlemen rail? The gentleman from Ilinois 
(Mr. Burcnarn] hag just cited the table given 
by me early in this debate, and which shows 
the dividends in favored New England in cot- 
ton and woolen manufactures for fifty years. 
Upon those figures he repeats his ery of 
t bounties.” Those figures place the divi- 
dends at these rates : 


rou 1800 to 1870, NOG QUitOssesesssecsseese seeen ense 12 


If these are “bounties,” or are affected by 


“bounties? what are the returns upon land 
investments in all parts of the country? They 
are much greater than the earnings of capital 
invested in manufactures. ‘Those earnings are 
less than the average interest on mortgages on 
real estate ab the West, L do not refer to 
exceptional rates. The current, honorable 
charge for money loaned on land at the West, 
exceeds the dividend of eastern manufacturers 
alleged to be enriched by “bounties.” The 
rate of Interest permitted by law is in Illinois, 
which my friend [Mr. Burcuarp] represents, 
ten per cent, per annum; in Indiana, which 
my friend [Mr. Kerr} represents, ten per 
cent.; in Minnesota, which my friend [Mr. 
DUNNELL] represents, twelve per cent. ; and 
in Nebraska, twelve percent. Now, the high- 
est average profits reached by manufacturers 
in prosperous New Hnyland in any decade for 
halla century never exceeded twelve per cent. 
per annum, Any “bounties” that are paid, 
then, are paid not to the manufacturers of 
New Bugland and New York alone. They 
are bounties, if they are bounties, which go to 
the land-owners and farmers of the West. 
They go to every man who has part and parcel 
in the prosperity of this great country. 

But gentlemen protest against the high price 
of iron. Are they going to put down the 
price of iron by statute? They cannot do it. 
The law of supply and demand is stronger 
than they. If they would try to keep down 
the price of iron they must stop the building 
of railroads. The annual increase in the num- 
ber of miles of railroad in this country from 
615 miles in 1861, and 1,846 miles in 1860, 
has run up to 4,990 miles in 1869, to 6,145 
miles in 1870, to about 7,000 miles in 1871, 
and in 1872 it is estimated that it will be 8,000 


miles, as this table shows. It is made up 
from Poor’s Manual of Railroads in the United 
States: 

Miles Increase over 


Year. built. previous year. 

IBO areais we 9,021 1,656 
10,982 1,761 
12,903 1,926 
15,360 2,452 
6,720 1,360 
18,374 1,654 
22,016 3,642 
24,503 2,487 
26,968 2,460 
28,789 1,821 
30,635 1,846 
31,286 651 
32,120 834 
170 1,050 
908 738 
35,085 1,277 
3,827 1,842 
39,276 2,227 
2,255 2,979 
47.254 4,999 

53,399 6,145 l 
7,009 
1872 must be.... - 8,000 


Marvelous as isthe extension of railroads, 
the new uses for iron are even more wonderful. 
Architecture leans upon it; mechanism re- 
joices in it; comfort and luxury have made it 
their ally; costly structures are built of it, and 
it is the furniture of rich and poor. ‘The 
blacksmith toils upon it, and it is a part of 
ambition’s works of art. You measure the 
progress of civilization by the advance in the 
demand for iron. 

When gentlemen can stop this building of 
railroads, awd all this demand for iron, they 
will be able to keep down the price of iron. 
They cannot do it by assaults on our manu- 
facturers. They can do it by building furnaces 
and increasing production; not much by med- 
dling with duties. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, we can concede 
the proposed reduction of ten per cent. on pig 
iron. We ean afford it. Our home demand 
for iron will sustain all our furnaces, and 
many more to be built. ‘This country is to be 
the great iron producer of the world. Already 
this duty has only become a revenue duty. It 
is to-day not needed for protection. Iron is 
independent. Let it continue to have a fair 
field and it will always be so. All we want 
is to develop our own ores, and learn to pro- 
duce from them better iron and more of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘‘ three and ahalt”?’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof *‘ six and a half.” 

In my remarks the other day in showing 
what I deemed to be the solid reasons which 
should govern me in my treatment of this 
quesiion, and my vote upon it, I pictured the 
prosperity of my native city by a statement 
of facts in connection with her manafactures. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox,] 
in answer to that picture, which I thought a 
proper one to present. has told this Honse that 
the prosperity of which I spoke is the result 
of robbery. 

I ask the gentleman, for I know he is well 
versed in history, to look for a moment at the 
history of that city. Like the New England 
States, Philadelphia at one time possessed 
much commerce; but circumstances have 
stripped New England, as they did also Phil- 
adelphia, of that commerce, in a very great 
measure. Like a frugal and honest people, 
following somewhat the example of New Eng- 
land ia that particular, when we saw com- 
merce disappearing we directed our energies 
and our labor to other pursuits. As weceased 
to be a city of commerce we grew up asit were 
into manhood a city of industry. And yet 
the gentleman from New York—although 
surely be must have spoken in a Pickwickian 
sense when he said that—charged that indus- 
trious people with being robbers. Sir, such a 
charge against Pennsylvania and Philadelphia 
of being robbers comes from a hard place. 
But the slander carries with it an antidote in 
the history, the very recent history of New 


York city. 


Moreover, the gentleman, seeking perhaps 
to break theinfluence of my vote here, charged 
that my position on this question was one of 
the remnants of my Whiggery. Sir, I tell the 
gentleman that I represent what was formerly 
a large Whig constituency. And I say further, 
that whenever he wants to strip his party of 
the old Whigs of Philadelphia he will find 
if he succeeds that it will be less than it ig 
now. Instead of its being any cause of regret 
L am proud of the education I received in 
that school, becanse Jam enabled to ingraft 
upon legislation and thereby make congerva- 
tive some of the radicalism which there is in 
the only constitutional party now in existence 
in this country. 

Nor am I, sir, different from the Democratic 
party of my own State in this particular. I 
have here a resolution of the Democratic 
State convention of last year, which came from 
the committee on resolutions as their unan- 
imous verdict, and which was unanimously 
indorsed by that convention. Gentlemen will 
see by reference to it that We are not, in our 
course upon this subject, different from the 
judgment of the Democracy of that State. 
Tbe resolution I will read: 

“That the present tariff isin many of its features 
oppressive, and should be revised; and that we 
herewith request our Representatives in Congress, 
when the tariff shall be the subject of readjust- 
ment, to see that the immense products of the State 
and its industries are properly cared for,” 

I am glad at ail times to see New York 
prosperous. I never have cast an envious eye 
toward her; it was never in my mouth to say 
ill of her. She has pursued her course and 
we have pursued ours. But I say to the gen- 
tlemau that when he cites here the statistics 
of Schuylkill county to show what Penn- 
sylvania has obtained, it ig but fair that he 
should state that of that great interest ninety 
per cent., so far as I am informed, should be 
credited to labor. Therefore we are not pro- 
tecting the monopolisis who own the land at 
all, but we are doing everything to increase 
the wages of labor so as to make people hap- 
pier and more prosperous. 

I also might qualify my former statement a 
liitle further in this respect: I think the census 
will show the fact that in the city of Philadel- 
phia there are but about six or seven persons 
to each house, while in the city of New York I 
fear thatit will run as high as twelve or’ four- 
teen to each house. Sir, in Philadelphia every 
honest mechanic, every industrious man can 
have a home of his own. He can buy land 
and pay for it gradually; heean build his house 
upon it, and have something left for his chil- 
dren, For one I am not ready to strike down 
or impair in any degree that prosperity which 
gives to industry and honesty a habitation, 
with alsothe means to support and bring up a 
family in comfort. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I rise for 
the purpose of making a word of reply to my 
colleague from the State of Missouri [Mr. 
Borverr] in reference to his statements in 
regard to the wonderful increase of wealth 
of the State which he and I in part repre- 
sent. Like my colleague, I am proud of the 
past achievements of the people of the State 
of Missouri; and I am proud of her future 
greatness as a State and as a mighty Com- 
monwealth of this Republic. 

But if this House supposes that the figures 
read by the gentleman represent. all the peo- 
ple of the State of Missouri have accumulate 
by their own industry and energy within the 
last twenty years, they will be greatly mis- 
taken; they will be greatly misled by those 
statements. First, the returns of the census 
for 1850 and 1860 of the property of the State 
of Missouri were upon a gold basis. The last 
computation for 1870 was made upon a cur- 
rency basis. That willaccount for a consider- 
able difference. In addition to that the same 
quality of real estate in the State of Missouri 
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fis now probably fifty per cent. higher in price 
than it was ten years ago. In addition to that 
also there have been since the close of the 
war hundreds, and I might say thousands of 
enterprising men who have come to our State, 
and who have brought with them large amounts 
of capital for investment there, which is all 
taken into the general account. 

Prosperous as the gentleman seems to think 
our State has been (and I admit that we have 
done a great deal) it must not be supposed 
that all this increase of wealth is owing to the 
industry, the energy, and the enterprise of the 
people of Missouri. We have achieved a 
great deal, In spite of all the legislation 
adverse to the interests of our State, in spite 
of the invidious distinctions made against the 
western people and in favor of the eastern 
manufacturers, our State has grown and pros- 
pered. It is true that the district which I 
‘represent contains the Iron mountain, and 
other very large deposits of iron, but I do not 
understand, nor do I think the gentlemen 
engaged in the manufacture of iron under- 
jstand, that the tariff as now adjusted is.a 
very great protection to the iron interests of 
Missouri. ‘The tariff as now adjusted through- 
out the United States has increased the price 
of woolens, cotton, and leather goods; of 
groceries, and everything necessary for the 
subsistence of labor. The result is that the 
price of labor is enhanced. At the Iron 
mountain there are about one thousand opera- 
tives employed. It is a reasonable estimate 
to suppose that wages have been increased 
fifty cents a day, owing to the tariff as now 
adjusted. Hence that company is required to 
expend for labor $500 a day more than it did 
formerly; and this expenditure for labor is 
not compensated by the protection given to 
pigiron. It is true that all the labor there 
employed is not engaged in the production of 
pig iron, but a great deal.of it in the produc- 
tion of the raw material for the pig iron fur- 
naces of other portions of the country. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BURDETT. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will my colleague 
allow me to make afew supplementary remarks? 
Then he can answer both of us. I only want two 
minutes, 

Mr. BURDETT. I yield two minutes to my 
colleague. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I wish to say that 
Itake great pride in thé prosperity of my State, 
80 eloquently described by my colleague [Mr. 
Burperr ;] but I want to suggest to him, as he 
is going to follow me, that for ten anxious 
years we Republicansin Missouri told the peo- 
ple of our State that it was the curse of slavery 
which was keeping Missouri back and placing 
us behind our sister States; that the emigra- 
tion from Europe, from New England, and 
from the central States of the Union avoided 
Missouri, while it went into Kansas and other 
western States; that into our State neither 
men, women, nor capital would come to add 
to our prosperity till the curse of slavery had 

een removed. That is what we told the peo- 
ple for ten long years. Finally, the Repub- 
lican party of Missouri succeeded in abolishing 
slavery, long before the thirteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted. 

The fruits of that policy soon became ap- 
parent, immigration came pouring in from 
Hurope, from New England, from Ohio, and 
from other States. Instead of going to our 
sister States, immigrants settled down in 
Missouri, Capital also sought investment there. 

us were realized the results which we had 
promised the people of Missouri if they would 
only get rid of the curse of slavery and become 
a free State. But my colleague [Mr. Bur- 
DETT] to-day would take from us all the credit 
for that, and maintain that it is the tariff to 
which we owe our increased prosperity. 
suggest this point for his consideration. 
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Mr. BURDETT. Mr. Chairman, I have 
but three minutes to reply to both my col- 
leagues. I will therefore in the briefest way 
say what I have to say in answer to my col- 
league who has just taken his seat. It is true, 
sir, that the curse ‘of slavery hung on the 
skirts of Missouri and largely retarded her 
prosperity up to 1860. But I beg, in that con- 
nection, to remind my colleague that the 
curse of slavery was the curse of free trade, 
and that to-day those who take the place of 
the order of men who fifteen years ago were 
hurling their anathemas at the free, thriving, 
manufacturing States of the North and East 
are but wearing the discarded garments of John 
C. Calhoun and his followers. I understand 
that the essence of free trade is slavery. 

A Memsgr. Prove it. 

Mr. BURDETT. Prove it! Why, Mr. 
Chairman, the proof is this: free trade means 
profit out of the blood and bone and soul and 
spirit of the laborer ; and so did slavery. That 
is my proof. . 

Now, a word in reply to my colleague from 
the Iron mountain district, [Mr. McCoamicr, 
of Missouri.} I find that he also is determ- 
ined not to be happy. 
> Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I am very 


appy. i 
Mr. BURDETT. He desires to have us 
understand that the figares to which I have 
referred but tell a lie when they testify to the 
great prosperity of Missouri. 

He says, * Well, they who lived in Missouri 


in 1860 have not by their united efforts made - 


all this great increase of wealth;’’ but let me 
tell him in exact reply to his argument and 
those of the free-traders on this floor, that 
these men who have come to Missouri have 
been seeking out and are to-day seeking out 
this tax-ridden and tax-robbed West. If your 
argument be true that the Hast is robbing us 
of our substance, that we are miserable from 
morning to night, why is it that more than five 
hundred thousand stalwart arms within five 
years have poured from New England, have 
poured from Pennsylvania, have rushed be- 
yond the Mississippi, and are the constituents 
of my colleague and myself? It seems they 
have lefi their part of the country where men 
are monopolists, where labor is paid largely by 
bounties to go to tax-ridden and tax-bedeviled 
Missouri. : 

This is my answer to my colleague; and to 
both of them I further say, if they will not 
have Missouri for example, if they will have 
excuse within our own borders for overshad- 
owing the grand facts of the protective decade 
just closed with the thin shadow of their im- 
ported theories, then look at our neighboring 
sisters as they are illustrated by the census 
tables. Iowa, with her two hundred and forty- 
seven millions in 1860, increases toseven hun- 
dred and seventeen millions in 1870.  Iilinoia, 
great in 1860, with a then valuation of eight 
hundred and seventy-one millions, survives 
her subsequent associations with the ‘‘ pick- 
pockets of protection,’’ and owns there is left 
to her $2,121,680,579. Mr. Chairman, the 
conjurations of free trade may interest the 
theorist. Against-their thin gruel I hurl the 
eloquence of facts alone. I have no fears for 
the verdict. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to reducing the duty on pig iron. From the 
remarks made here we would be led to sup- 
pose this duty is very high. This is a great 
mistake. The duty has never been so low as 
it is nowin sixty years, except for a short 
time. By the tariff of 1816 the duty was ten 
dollars; of 1824, thirteen dollars; of 1828, ten 
dollars; of 1842, nine dollars; of 1846, about 
seven dollars; of 1857, five dollars; of 1861, 
nine dollars ; and of 1870, seven dollars. Now, 
during the years when the duty on pig iron 
was at five dollars a ton it is well known to 
those who resided in the iron districts of our 
country that the whole iron interest was en- 
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prostrated. Our forges, our iron milla, 
our blast-furnaces, and our iron mines were 
all, or nearly all, closed; work was not tobe bad. 
In many portions thousands’ and thousands 
of people were out of employment; ‘and men, 
women, and children were roving through these 
districts seeking employment, and could find 
none. Many were begging from door to door, 
and many sought asylum in the alms-houses 
throughont those districts. If this House, as 
some gentlemen seem to desire, shall take off 
this duty, or bring it down to five or. to three 
dollars a ton, I fear we shall see such a state 
of things in this country as we have néver seen 
before. I hope the present duty will remain, 
so that we may have stability in our ‘tariff . 
laws, and manufacturing continue in our iron 
districts, and not only in the iron districts, but 
all industries throughout the country con- 
tinue to prosper, I have here a remonstrance 
from over seventeen hundred workingmen of 
my district against the reduction of this duty ; 
and I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America: 

The undersigned, citizens of the iron region of the 
fourth district, in the State of New Jerscy, respect- 
fully represent that they learn that an effort is being 
made to reduce the duties on imported merchan- ’ 
dise. Believing that it is the duty of the national 
Government to encourage and defend the various, 
branches of American industry against the aggressive 
policy of foreign Governments, they remonstrate 
against any change in the existing tariff that will 
withdraw a proper and effective protection from any 
branch of such industry. They therefore pray that 
in laying a tariff of duties for revenue on imported 
merchandise, the duties shall be so adjusted ag 
to afford adequate protection to similar articles of 
merchandise manufactured in the United States in 
such a manner as not to burden any branch of 
American industry, and to foster the honor and 
interest of the American laborer; and that as to 
those imported articles which do not come into com- 
petition with articles manufactured or produced in 
the United States, they should be admitted free, or 
at low rates of duty. 

Mr. HILL. It is the workingmen more than 
the manufacturers who are disturbed in regard 
to the reduction of tariff duties, as indicated 
by this remonstrance, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. . 

Mr. HILL. But one word furtherin expla- 
nation. Ihave taken but little of the time 
of the House heretofore in this debate, and, 
with the consent of the House, I will soon con- 
clude what I have to say. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] remarked we 
were here to ask for more protection for New 
Jersey. Weare not here to ask for more pro- 
tection for New Jersey, but only to ask that the 
tariff shall be allowed to remain where it is. 

As regards at least this great interest of 
iron, if the dutý is reduced it will affect us 
very seriously in oyr State. The gentleman 
complains that the manufacturers and citizens 
generally of New Jersey are rich. We can- 
not help it, sir. Andif the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Dunne] will get capital to . 
go into his State, if he can get capitalists with 
courage to go there and build iron-mills and 
factories, and provide a home market for the 
products of the soil, he will find that Minne- 
sota will soon perhaps be as great and pros- 
perous as the State of New Jersey, and be 
possessed of quite as much wealth. If the 
gentleman will come to New Jersey we will 
show him how she obtains her wealth and 
riches, and that not only are riches to be found 
amoug those who are manufacturers and 
merchants, but also among our working classes 
scattered all over the State, with their neat 
homes purchased from their own savings, and 
living contented and happy, brought about in 
part by proper protection to our industries and 
fair wages paid for labor. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, an hon- 
orable gentleman, a member of this House, 
remarked that he was very miserable when he 
reflected on the position he occupied in refer- 
ence to the tariff bill. He said that if he voted 
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for one section in the morning he was accused. 
of stealing, and if he voted for auother in the 
evening he was convicted of it. [Laughter.] 
Well, sir, I feel a sincere sympathy for that 
gentleman, for I know how unpleasant these 
charges of robbery are, although I have fre- 
quently heard them hurled from this side of 
the House to the other. But at the same time 
I claim that I am still more miserable than 
that gentleman. I appreciate the full extent 
of his suffering, for 1 know how unpleasant 
it ig not only to be called a robber, but to 
be proved one too. [Laughter.] But still I 
do not think he feels so badly as Ido. For 
unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, there is nothing 
I can see here that I am able to steal for my 
people. [Laughter.] And I assure the Chair- 
man and this House that if any people rep- 
resented on this floor need stealing for,*it is 
those I represent. 

I have scen a combination formed between 
the iron men of the North and the tobacco- 
raising men of the South. My people had no 
part or parcel in it. I have seen the Repub- 
lican woolen manufacturer of New England 
combined with the Democratie Representatives 
from the southern States where coal is pro- 
duced; but there was nothing there for us. 
have even seen them put salt on the tails of 
some of our Representatives from my own 

State, [laughter;] but that did not inure to 
the benefit of my constituents. 

And not only that, Mr. Chairman; not only 
do wo see nothing to steal, but everybody 
steals from us. Iris but a few years ago that 
we had in the city of New York a maguificent 
industry. You might have walked down our 
wharves from the upper part of the city four 
or five miles to the Battery and heard the 
steady hum of commerce all along from one 
end tothe other. They were building ships, 
and you heard the singing of the saw, and the 
blows of the calking-mallet. You saw men 
nt work with the adze and with the plane. 
You may go there now; and what is it? A 
desert. All that activity has disappeared. 
Everything has been destroyed. 

And yet we are taunted by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that we are poor, when it 
is his votes that have tended to make us so, 
and the votes of other gentlemen on this floor 
who think like him. ‘he gentleman tells us 
that while there are in Philadelphia only four 
or five persons to a tenement, we in New 
York have twelve or fourteen in our tenement 
houses. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said on an average. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Yes; and the gentle- 
man might have guid that there were as many 
as onc hundred and fifty or two hundred per- 
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is it? Because money has been drawn. from 
us and gone to Pennsylvania to build-up there 
a fictitious wealth. 

The gentleman has taunted us that we have 
all our property on the ocean, and that it is as 
unstable as the element on which it rests. If 
the gentleman had studied history as carefully 
as he has the tariff bill, he would have found 
that the wealthy and powerful nations. of the 
world were the commercial nations. Without 
going back to olden times, look at the power 
of little Venice, a little city, with no territory 
to sustain it, and nothing but a shipping inter- 
est to make it one of the wealthiest and most 
powerful nations on the earth. Next, turn to 
the free cities of the Rhine. 

Look at Spain when it governed the whole 
world. Look at Holland, a little place built 
under the sea, you might say, dug out of the 
bottom of the sea; yet carrying «t! the mast- 
head of her admiral’s ship a broom tu -` rnify 
that it swept the ocean of its foes. 

Gentlemen on the other side havesometimes | 
taunted us when we have complained wiih the 
fact that it was our Democratic friends at the 
South that destroyed’ our commerce, that it 
was the confederate cruisers that drove our 
ships from the sea and burned them in foreign 
ports. I tell gentlemen that the piracies of Con- 
gress have been worse for us than the piracies of 
the rebels. If that had been the only cause, 
no sooner had the war closed than our inter- 
ests would have been revived: and we would 
have had to-day, as we had then, a greater 
activity in ship-building than ever before. I 
am informed that during the last year but two 
vessels stood upon the stocks in our city where 
we used to turn out hundreds. Can gentlemen 
wonder, therefore, that we sometimes com- 
plain, and that we are, perhaps, even a little 
thankful to them when they take our coats 
and leave our pantaloons ; in other words, that 
we do not appreciate the fact that when they 
steal but five dollars they are a little more 
m ou than when they steal five and a 

lair 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

The amendment was withdrawn. 

The question was upon the motion of Mr. 
Dawes, to strike out the line relating to pig 
iron, 

Mr. DAWES. If my motion should pre- 
vail to strike this clause from the bill, it would 
then leave pig iron subject to a reduction of 
ten per cent. of the duty. I have from the 
Bureau of Statistics some figures which show 
that the duty then remaining would be four- 


sons in atonement in my district. And why H teen per cent. of the foreign cost of this arti- 


thing more in, as the gentleman will see if he 


ele, which is a lower rate of duty than we im: 
posed upon any article that I know of in thig 


il. R 
Mr. STEVENSON. Fourteen per cent. of 
the present foreign cost. . 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. By striking out 
this clause, pig iron would be left subject to a 
duty of but fourteen per cent. of the foreign 
cost, and I know of nothing in the tariff bill 
which has so low a rate of duty. i 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire before the final 
vote is taken to move that the duty on pig 
iron shall be seven dollars per ton, and I have 
some arguments to make on that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such an amendment 
would be now in order as the pending motion 
is to strike out the clause. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. If we strike 
out this clause, how do we know that we can 
get anything in the bill in relation to pig iron? 

Mr. DAWES. We do not want to get any. 


» . read the bill. It was drawn with the ex- 
pectation that the duty on iron and all man- 
ufactures of iron would bereduced ten per centy 
from the present rate; that includes pig iron. — 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before the. vote ig 
taken on striking out I want to say one word 
in regard to aremark made by the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
reference to the rate per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, 

Mr. BURCHARD. Then, for the purpose 
of making my remark, I will move to makethe 
duty $6 50 per ton, us 
aie CHAIRMAN. That amendment is in 
order, 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts again informs us as to the rate 
of duty upon this article. I desire to say that 
gentlemen will find in the report on commercp 
and navigation, which can be obtained from 
the document-room, a percentage statement 
of duty upon the different articles embraced 
in this bill, calculated from the imports of the 
preceding fiscal year. For the year ending 
June 30, 1871, pig iron, with a duty of seven ~ 
dollars per ton, has an average protection of 
forty-four per cent. upon the foreign valua- 
tion. The proposed reduction to six dollars 
per ton would leave it thirty-nine per cent. 
upon that valuation. The gentleman says 
that it would not be so high as that upon the 
price of iron to day. That is probably true, 
But it shows that this article does not need 
even so much protection as this proposed rate 
would give. It certainly is no reason why we 
should not reduce the duty upon iron. While 
on the floor, I wish to submit, in answer to 
the remarks of the gentleman from New Jer: 
sey, [Mr. HILL, ] the following statement: 


Statement of mines or furnaces that commenced operations in the United States after 1847, taken from the report of the Secretary of the 


Treasury in 1860-61, page 180. 


a 
Name Location. Fear egni Produced last year. 

Port Honry Furnace *.........05 Essex county, New York... 1853 10,825 tons. - 

New Jersey Zine Company.. «| Nowark, New Jersey... 1855 40 tons per week, - 

Watson, White & Co...... .| Blair county, Pennsylvania.. 1856 38,450 tons, Prices from $25 to $30 
Chimney Rock....ccacscccveeseeess .| Blair, county, Pennsylvania. 1856 3,000 tons. Foundery, 20 to 30 
Mil Hall I c y 7 2 M Mill, 25 to 27 
Mi all Iron Company f....... ~e! Clinton county, Pennsylvania. 1856 467 tons, Prices. 2 to 30 
Volcano «| Masillon, Ohio .... 1855 5,000 tons. i 28 to 33 
Toward «| Scioto county, Oh 1853 2,200 tons. 1857, 27: 
Madison.. .| Jackson, Ohio. seses 1850 ; = Hot, ay 
Elbas | Sykesville, Maryland 1850 1,000 tons. golds 30 
John W Rockbridge county, Vir 1850 o 35 
Ansira Alleghany county, Virginia. 1854 1,100 tons. 32 
Cripple Oreck. Wythe county, Virginia... Lately. - - 

David Fowler. x .| Preston county, Virginis 188' 30 tons per week. 35 
Laura Furnace $ | Trigg, Kentucky... 1855 1,400 tons, : Bto B 
Mount Savage... «| Carter, Kentucky... , 1849 2,010 tons. a : 
Sailors Rest... .| Montgomery, Tennessee. snexsesesssess> Sna 1858 1,350 tons. 1555, 2 
Antonia Furnace. .| Montgomery, Tennessee... F 1854 1,500 tona. 1855 4 
John Q. Newler.... „| Claiborn county, Tennessee 1852 10 t i 
Holston Furnace | Sullivan county, Tennessee, .....--ccseserseves 1855 250 fea. 1857, = D 


* Resumed 1853, 


+t Stopped July 5, 1807, 


t Cost to make, $20, 


{Coat to make, $18. 
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J withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. As there seems to be some 
misapprehension I wish to ask whether, if the 
pending motion be adopted, it will not reduce 
the duty on iron from seven dollars per ton, 
the present rate, to $6 30, in accordance with 
the ten per cent. reduction. 

. Mr. DAWES. Exactly, unless the House 
should change the duty when we get to line 
fifteen. : 

Mr. BECK. I move toamend so as tomake 
the duty $5 25 per ton. I ask the chairman of 
i the Committee of Ways and Means to restate 

‘(for did not hear him distinctly) what percent- 
age the present duty of seven dollars per ton is? 

Mr. DAWES. I said thatif this clause were 

stricken out the duty would stand at $6 30, 

and that upon the present cost of iron abroad, 

exclusive of freight, that duty would be equiv- 

‘alent to fourteen per cent. I will tell the gen- 

tleman how I arrive at that percentage: iron 

sold last week inthe New York market at fifty- 

four dollars a ton, the general price being, I 

understand, about fifty dollars. I learned 

from those engaged in the business that the 
freight is about four dollars, but I call it five 
dollars ; leaving forty-five dollars as the price 

‘abroad. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I have here astatement 
of the cost as published in the Iron Age of 
February 22. The price is stated at from 
forty-one to forty-five dollars. 

Mr. DAWES. I speals of the price to-day. 
I have the figures of the chief clerk of the 
Bureau of Statistics, making the present price 
forty-five dollars. 

Mr. BECK. I caused to be published in 
‘the Globe of yesterday a table prepared at the 

Treasury Department for the use of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, showing that the 
present duty of seven dollars per ton upon 
iron in pigs is equivalent to forty-four and 
three fifths per cent. Reducing the duty to 
six dollars per ton would make it thirty-nine 
per cent., the proposed reduction being four- 
teen per cent., as that table shows. This was 
my reason for asking the question. 

Mr. Chairman, while I do not presume that 
we are going to approach at the present time 
anything like free trade, we surely ought 
not to protect articles beyond what is neces- 
sary. While something is due to the de- 
mands of the Government for revenue, and 
something due perhaps to protection in the 
present condition of affairs, yet surely we 
ought to aim to reach a fair average. 

Now, sir, the cost of producing iron in this 
country has not increased within the last two 
years. Nobody claims that wages are higher 
now than they were several years ago ; the cost 
of the various articles necessary for the sub- 
sistence of labor is certainly no more than it 
was. Yet in 1869, when Mr. Wells, then 
Special Commissioner of the Revenue, made 
his report, he stated that he had made inquiries 
atall'the different iron manufacturing estab- 
lishments of the country ; that at that time the 
cost of producing a ton of iron in Tennessee 
was ninetcen dollars, in St. Louis $22 60, and 
that the highest amount claimed as the cost of 
producing a ton of pig iron anywhere was 
twenty-five dollars, and that was in some por- 
ons of Pennsylvania. Atthattime Mr. Wells 
recommended a reduction of the duty on pig 
iron to three dollars a ton, iron then selling at 
about thirty-seven dollars per ton. 

The price has now advanced to fifty dollars: 
Tn view of the immense bounty which, even at 
the price two,years ago, was received by the iron 
manufacturers, Mr. Wells recommended a re- 
duction of the duty to three dollars a ton, 
Stating that he ‘believed himself “ sustained 
ey @ majority of the proprietors of rolling- 
mills, and other workers in iron who are not 
at the same time interested in the production 
of pig metal.” If there was ground for that 
Fecommendation two years ago, when the iron 
Manufacturers were making a profit of twelve 
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dollars a ton, iron: selling then at thirty-seven 
dollars, why should we now refuse to make the 
duty five dollars or five dollarsand a half when 
there is such an immense deniand everywhere 


for iron and when the average price has gone 


up to over fifty dollars? This reductionis ren- 
dered still more reasonable by the fact, shown 
in papers furnished tothis House, tliat the duty 
on pig iron was in 1862 put: up three dollars 
a ton because of the internal revenue tax of 
two dollars a ton ; and fifty per cent. was added 
to that by the act of 1865. ere 

There is now not one dollar of internal rev- 
enue tax paid by the producers of pig iron, 
Why should we now, when iron has in two years 
advanced from thirty-seven dollars to fifty dol- 
lars, and when the demand exceeds the sup- 
ply, insist upon continuing the existing rate of 
duty—a rate so excessive that when the peo- 
ple of the country understand it they. will 


surely put their hand upon it and demand the | 


discontinuance of such exorbitant. ‘‘ protec- 
tion?” 

Why not take a reasonable protection now, 
which the duty of five dollars a ton surely 
affords? Į think three dollars would afford it, 
and then be much higher than anything else in 
consequence of the scarcity abroad, and that, 
too, when only one tenth of all we use comes 
into the Treasury ? 

. Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, when it 
shall be good policy for the wagoner to load 
his wagon for smooth places on the road and 
strong places in the bridge, and not for the 
rough places and weak places in the bridge, 
then it would be good policy for the nation to 
make its tariff laws adapted to special seasons 
of prosperity or exceptional periods. It is 
true that. iron is high now. Why, the enorm- 
ous system of land grants to railroads made 


-the demand, and a hundred other exceptional 


causes have conspired to put up iron. 

Mr. BECK. And we have required in every 
one of those land-grant bills that the railroads 
shall use Pennsylvania iron, every one of them. 

Mr. KELLEY. By reducing the duty at 
the present time you will put your iron industry 
beyond the power of sustenance when we come 
back to the abnormal condition of trade. 
There has never been a day when the duty on 
pig iron, calculated ad valorem, was as low as 
to-day. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] spoke in the present tense when he 
quoted the figures from the report of the 
Bureau of Statistics. They represented from 
June, 1870, to June, 1871. At the first date 
iron was from thirty-five to thirty-nine dollars 
aton, and atthe latter part of the year the 
increase had been slight. It is to-day from 
forty-seven to fifty-three dollars a ton, and 
what is the result? The ores of Alabama, of 
Georgia, of Kentucky, of Missouri, of all the 
western States nearly, are being worked into 
iron. The people are endeavoring to make 
money out of the abnormal condition of trade, 
and in two years you will have iron in abun- 
dant supply and down to low rates. Then if 
your duty shall have been reduced your iron, 
industry .will have been prostrated. What 
effect will it have on the revenue? We reduced 
the duty from nine to seven dollars. Gentle- 
men speak of the duty as prohibitory. 

We imported in 1869, 188,807 tons; 1870, 
179,802 tons; 1871, 188,008 tons. Is that a 
prohibitory tariff which admits an article to 
the extent of nearly two hundred thousand 
tons? What effect had the reduction on the 
revenues of the country? They can only be 
calculated for six months, and of the importa- 
tions for 1871, for the six months ending 
December 31, 1870, there were 89,901 tons, 
and for the six months ending June 30, 1871, 
there were 119,402 tons, showing an increase 
of the quantity for the last six months over 
the first sis of 29,501 tons, or thirty-two ang 
four fifths per cent., and an increase of duty 
of $26,708, or three per cent. 

[Here the hummer fell. ] 


TE a ad a 


Mr. STEVENSON. took the floor. T 
- Mr. BECK. With the permission of the 


gentleman from Ohio. f desire. to call atten- 


tion to the fact, as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania hag referred to land. grants as being 
one of the causes for the increased demand 
for. railroad iron, that in every one of those 
bills a provision was inserted that those rail- 
roads should be built of American iron, and 
of course Pennsylvania iron. > Therefore the 
importation of foreign iron could not affect 
the price of that iron. nee 
Mr. KELLEY. But they created the de- 
mand for this iron. f 
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
other day, when I called attention to the fact 
that Pennsylvania, by her internal system, lays 
manifold special taxes on coal and iron, we 
being then on the subject of coal, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on the Committee of `. 
Ways and Means, [Mr. KeLLeyY,] thought it 
expedient not to answer the point, because he 
admits that Pennsylvania does not need any 
tariff on. coal. : re l 
Mr. KELLEY.. Permit me to answer you 


now, 

Mr. STEVENSON, Not now; he can do 
so in his own five minutes, ; 

Mr. KELLEY. I had better game to pur- 
sue than the gentleman's queer hypothesis. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It may be well for the 
gentleman to evade this subject; but if he 
cannot see its importance, others can, The 
cost of coal is a material element of the pro- 
duction of iron, and special taxes ou coal: are 
indirect taxes on iron. ` 

But let me call attention to the. policy of 
Pennsylvania on the subject of iron which is 
now -before us. The gentleman will hardly 
admit that-no protection is needed on iron. 
He is now pleading for it on pig iron with his 
accustomed zeal. ` Ic appears from her official 
State papers that Pennsylvania taxes iron in 
its production by levying special burdens severi- 
fold on that¢industry, while she exempts 
property from the burdens of taxation, taxing 
only about one twentieth of all property, and 
laying special taxes on the production. In 
Executive Documents for 1870 it appears that 
the only property tax for-that year was about 
seven hundred thousand dollars levied on per- 
sonal property, valued for taxation at $171,- 
686,918, while the true value by the census 
of property in the State was $3,808,840,112, 
showing that not one twentieth of the property 
is taxed-—— - 

Mr. KELLEY. If ask the gentleman to 
point to the act of Assembly which taxes 
either iron or coal directly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I need not point to 
an act of Assembly. Here is the official re- 
port of the auditor general of the State for 
1870, showing the taxes collected in. that 
year. There is a tax on corporations which 
produce and transport iron and coal, which 


-cannot be produced or «transported without 


association. 

Mr, SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Read what 
you have got ihere. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. ‘Tax on 


corporation stocks, $1,241,278.” 

Mr. DICKEY. That is, stocks of banks, 
insurance companies, &. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; and on all other 
corporations alike, coal, iron, and all—tax on 
personal property, $702,165. And ob! how 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. Ker- 
LEY] denounces the income tax! It seemsa 
thing his soul abhors; and yet Pennsylvania 
taxes incomes derived from production of coal 
and iron. Hereis ‘‘tax on net incomes, $396,- 
193,” and “tax on gross receipts, $392,809,"" 
making a double income tax which Pennsyl- 
vania lays upon industries; making no distinc- 
tion in favor of iron or coal. Tax on coal, an 
element of iron, making $251,000; enrollment 
tax, and premiums on charters; tax on loans; 
tax on tonnage, a most important item in tho 
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cost of placing coal and iron in market. The 
tonnage tax was $401,493, and the commuta- 
tion of tonnage $360,000. These are all bar- 
dens on coal and iron. production, and on the 
capital and labor employed in that business. 

When I produced this “executive docu- 
ment” of 1870, the other day, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] called me 
tan antediluvian.” It seems he did not 
know that the flood had subsided some cen- 
turies ago. ‘There has been such an overflow 
of bounties in Pennsylvania that her Repre- 
sentatives may suppose the flood has risen 
again. 

Buthereis another State document, ‘‘ legis- 
lative document’? for 1871. Will some gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania produce a later one? 
I should like to see it. In Legislative Docu- 
ments for 1871, page 186, is a comparative 
statement for three years, which shows that the 


State of Pennsylvania has gathered her chief - 


income for 1868, 1869, and 1870 from industrial 
sources by special taxation, notexempting such 
corporations as are the means by which coal 
and iron enterprises are conducted. 

From these special taxes she received in 
three years over $10,000,000, and in the last 
five years over $15,000,000, with no tax on 
land, and but little on personal property. 
Here is a statement. prepared from legislative 
document of Pennsylvania for 1871, page 186: 


1868. 1869. 1870. 
Tax on corporn- 


tion stock... „$1,064,068 08 $1,037,172 05 $1,241,278 24 
Tax on net 


earnings... 422,803 74 310,895 38 396,193 92 
Tax ou gross 

CATNİNES rene 384,161 96 573,420 71 392,809 79 
Tax ou ton- 

vee 307,587 78 203,901 42 401,493 58 

$60,000 00 360,000 00 860,000 00 

192423 89 159,577 50 252193 22 

GLLTÕL TE  TIL859 02 738,770 45 


Thus the Stato has raised revenue by special 
taxation ou her iron and coal and other in- 
dustries while sbe asks ug to protect her iron 
interests by discriminating tariffs. 

I ask again whether some learned gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will not explain to 
this House how it is that in honesty and good 
fuith that great and prosperous State, second 
in wealth and population, can lay special bur- 
dens on these interests and then come to us 
aud say they must have special bounty and 
protection? 

[lere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SARGENT, and Mr. SPEER of Penn- 
sylvania, rose. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
California [Mr, Sargent] is recognized by the 
Chair. 

Mr. SPEBR of Pennsylvania. I would like 
the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. SARGENT. My object was to move 
that the committee rise. I yield to the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania for a moment. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. F desire to 
say just a word in reply to the buncombe 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sre- 
venson.] in doing so, I do not wish to in- 
dulge in any reflection on any section of the 
country, 1 claim no special favors for Penn- 
sylvania. I simply ask for her justice. And 
J wish to remove whatever false impressions 
may have been produced in this House by the 
roaring sound, the thundering noise of my 
frierd from Ohio. 

Pennsylvania lays no special tax upon the 
production of coal, or upon the production 
of iron or upon the production of anything 
else. She taxes corporations, whether they 
are local or foreign, whether they are engaged 
in the mining of coal or in any other enter- 


rise. 
3 Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me to send him this document, an off- 
cial record of his own State, showing that for 
three years coal has been taxed $251,000 in a 
year? 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
gentleman to read from his document, instead 
of giving his own inferences. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask you to read it 
yourself, if you doubt my reading. Here it is. 
Legislative Documents, 1871. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man 

Mr. SARGENT. I must resume the floor. 
The gentleman will probably have another 
opportunity of speaking in his own time. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I thought 
the gentleman bad yielded his five minutes 
to me. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, thatthe taxes, 
of which the gentleman gives statistics, are 
derived not only from domestic corporations, 
but from foreign corporations—insurance cor- 
porations, bank corporations, and all kinds of 
corporations, whether they are local or foreign. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Coal or iron. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The divi- 
dends of all corporations—bank, insurance, 
oil, railroads, mining, &c., are taxed—but no 
discrimination whatever is made against coal 
and iron corporations. Merchants, traders, 
and dealers pay a license or tax in Pennsyl- 
vania, as they doubtless do in other States. 

It is the merest nonsense, the most glaring 
humbuggery, and the most transparent dema- 
gogism for any man worthy of a seat in this 
House to rise on this floor and attempt, by 
means so shallow, to excite prejudice against 
the greatand noble State of Pennsylvania, rich 
and beneficent and just to all the citizens of 
the land, whether they live within her borders 
or in Ohio, or in other States. It is most fla- 
grantly unjust for the gentleman to seek to 
injure and cripple a great industry like the 
manufacture of iron, when his own State ranks 
second or third in the production of iron 
among the States of this Union. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does the gentleman 
deny that there was a direct tax on coal in 
Pennsylvania for three years? [Cries of 
“ Order!” and rapping of the gavel by the 
Chair. ; 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Ido; and 
the gontleman is not dangerous, though he 
roars like a lion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. And the gentleman 
roars like a lamb. 

Mr. SPELER, of Pennsylvania. 
will lie down together, 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well; and I will 
not devour you. [{Laughter. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. If we take as much time 
on tho rest of the bill as we have on this single 
line, we will not be able to get through for 
months. I had intended to move that the 
committee now rise, but I understand from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Dawes] that unless the vote can 
be taken upon the pending paragraph in ten 
or fifteen minutes at the outside, he will bim- 
self move that the committee rise. It seems 
to me that if we propose to dispose of legis- 
„lation so as to adjourn at some early time, we 
ought to be more concise in our debates than 
we have been upon this subject. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that we will now 
take a vote upon iron, and then I will move 
that the committee rise. I ask unanimous 
consent that debate may be considered as 
closed. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Does the gentleman 
ask unanimous consent to close debate on this 
paragraph only? 

Mr. DAWES. 
ject of iron. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I understood the prop- 
osition to be to close it upon the paragraph 
relating to pig iron. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is to 
close debate upon the pending paragraph. 

No objection was made; and debate was 
closed accordingly. 


Then we 


I wish it closed on the sub- 


The question was then taken upon the mo- |] approaching, in the consideration of this bill, 


tion of Mr. BECK, to reduce the duty on iron 
in pigsfrom six dollars to $5,25 per ton and 
upon a division there were—ayes71, noes 88, 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. BECK and Mr. COX called for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BECK and 
Mr. DicxEy were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 71, noes 81. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. Dawes, to strike out the line * on 
iron in pigs six dollars per ton;’’ and upon a 
division there were—ayes 72, noes 85. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and ` 
Mr. STEVENSON were appointed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I understand that if this 
motion prevails to strike out the clause which 
placesa duty of six dollars per ton uponiron in 
pigs, we would remit iron to the ten per cent, 
reduction clause, which would be $6 80 per 


ton. 

Mr. KERR. I object to debate. 

The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 84, noes 82, 
So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
now rise. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco» 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 1671) making 
appropriations for the construction, preserva- 
tion, aud repairs of certain fortifications and 
other works of defense, and had instructed him 
to report the same back to the House, with an 
amendment, 

Also, that the Committee of the Whole had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. as 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. NIBLACK. I move that the Honse 


concur in the amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole to the fortification appropriation 
bill. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
Insert after line twenty-two the following: : 
And for completing the earthwork of the glacis 


and slope in and about Fort Tompkins, in New York 
harbor, $51,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was then ordered to. 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. NIBLACK moved to reconsider the vote. : 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved =: 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on thë: 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

LIMITATION OF DEBATE ON TARIFF. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that when we again. 

go into Committee of the Whole upon the 


tariff bill debate upon the present section be » 
closed in ten minutes. 
Oh, no. 


Several MEMBERS. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have several amendments 
I desire to offer. me 

Mr. DAWES. They are not amendments” 
that will cause any great debate. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not know how much 
debate they may cause. Some of them are 
amendments recommended by the Treasury. 
Department. j 

Mr. DAWES. We have spent two da 
upon this section. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 


We are now 


1872. 


a, most important question—the principle of 
a horizontal tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. That question is not in- 
volved in this section, but the second. It is 
the preceding section on which I propose to 

' close debate. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Will the adoption of 
this motion cut off amendments ? 

The SPEAKER, It will not; it will only 
terminate debate. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] proposes that debate 
on the first section of the tarif bill terminate 
in ten minutes after the House shall again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That will prevent 
our debating any amendment which may be 
offered before we proceed to the second 
section. 

Mr. DAWES. Any amendment that is in 
order to the first section will also be in order 
to the third section. My only desire is to 
hasten along with this bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the statement of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts is correct, 
that any amendment which might be offered 
to the first section will bein order as an amend- 
ment to the third section, I have no objection. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, there were—ayes 84, noes 46. 

Mr. KERR. [call for the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes twenty-two, noes not counted. 

Mr. COX. I call for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
order to move to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is always 
in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the House will bear 
me witness that I have never attempted to 
choke off debate; but we have never had such 
a debate on any previous bill as we have had 
on a few lines of this. I desire that we shall 
press on as fast as we can. When the third 
section is reached any amendment which would 
have been in order to the first section will be 


in order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The first 
section, as I understand, involves the whole 
` principle of a horizontal tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the second section. 

The SPEAKER. The motion does not 
apply to the second section. In order that 
the House may vote understandingly, the Chair 
will state that the second section of the bill 
begins on the second page, after line twenty 
of the printed bill; and the third section be- 
gins at line twenty-six, on page 8. The motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts does not 
affect the second section of the bill. It could 
not do so. The Chair could not entertain 
such a motion. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Will it be 
in order to move as an amendment the duty 
on bar iron, &c., as embraced in the bill 
originally reported by the Committee of Ways 
‘and Means? : 

The SPEAKER. The original bill is not 
before the House at all. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Can we insert 
that amendmentafter we reach the second sec- 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. That has nothing to do 
with this question, That is a question which 
the Chair will not undertake to decide, because 
the rules forbid it. The Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole must decide suck ques- 
‘tions.. The pending question is upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Dawes,] to terminate debate on thë first. sec- 
-tion of the bill in ten minutes after the House 
cae resolve itself into Committee of the 
< Whole. 

. Mr. BURCHARD. 
tion. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let us under- 
stand each other, and you will save time. 

Mr. BURCHARD. ` Will it be in order to 
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Is it in 


I desire to ask a ques- 
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offer any independent proposition in reference 
to bar iron or any-other subject before the sec- 
ond section is reached, and to debate it? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is, the 
text of the bill having been completed in the 
Committee of the Whole, all future debate 
shall be closed in ten minutes, and then the 
committee shall proceed to the second sec- 
tion. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It will cut off all de- 
bate on any proposition submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair said so twice, 
and now says so for the third time. 

Mr. BECK. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to mest on Monday morn- 
ing next. 

Mr. DAWES. I want my friend from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, in reforming 
the tariff, to stand by me. If the majority is 
in favor of the committee’s bill, then take it, 
and if it is in favor of the gentleman’s bill, 
then take that. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. I have one that is recommended by 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COX. Ts debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. COX. Then I object to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I had the floor 
when interrupted for a parliamentary ques- 
tion, 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my objection. I 
made it because I did not wish to see those 
two gentlemen over there get into a fight. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Would it be in order 
to move any new paragraph about bar iron? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answer. 
Tf the bill were in the House the Chair would 
answer; butit is not. He might come to cross- 
rulings with the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole, which he does not desire to do. 
It is not his province to rule on what takes 
place in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. I have moved the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. KELLEY. And I, when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of Claims having had 
set apart Saturday week next for the considera- 
tion of its business, moved to take from the 
Speaker’s table certain Senate bills for refer- 
ence to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following Senate bills were taken from 
the Speaker’s table, severally read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
of Claims: 

A bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Ambrose Morrison ; 

A bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert 
Weiland ; and 

A bill (S. No, 685) for the relief of B. C. 
Presley. . 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCKLAND, MAINE. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, by unanimous 
consent, the following amendment from the 
Senate to a bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing 
the erection of a public building at Rockland, 
Maine, was taken from the Speaker's table 


| and concurred in. : 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end ofthe bill ingert: >- 0 |. 

And shall also duly` release and relinquish to the 
United States the right to tax or in any way ageess 
such site or property of the United States which 
may be thereon during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. i 

Mr; HALE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment was agreed 
to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. Fees 
- The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 


that when the 


eens 


Enrolled Bills, reported that they had er- 
amined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: apes 
An act (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay certain certificates issued 
for fortification purposes in Lawrence, Kansas ; 
An act (S. No. 936) relinquishing certain 
wharf property to the city of New Orleans: - 
An act (H. R. No. 2042) for the ‘relief of: 
Fannie M. Jackson, of Tennessee; and. y 
An act (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing thë 
construction of a public building ` at Fall 
River, in the State of Massachusetts. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Gog- 
HAN, its Seeretary, informed the House that 
the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 
463) to enable the President to appoint a Pay- 
master General of the Army, asked n confor- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Honses, and had appointed Mr. 
Witson, Mr. Monroy, and Mr. Brame the 
conferees on the put of tho Senate. 

The message also. announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill (8. No. 68) to prescribe 
the time for holding the election for electors 
of President and Vice President in the State 
of Louisiana, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested, 

The message also announced that. the Son 
ate had passed, with amendments, in which 
the. concurrence of the House waa requested, 
the bill (H. R. No. 188) to authorize the Sdo- 
retary of the Interior to make partition of 
a reservation to Me-shin'go me-a. a Miami 
Indian. ALG hain eed 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had pngsed without amendment billa’ 
of the House of tho following titles : ihm: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) regulating the sal. 
ary of the consul at Tien-Tsin, China; i 

A bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enablo the city 
of Denver to purchase lands in Colorado for 
a cemetery ; an 

A bill (H. R. No, 2567) to authorize. the ` 
issue of a su pply of arms to the authorities of | 
the Territory of Montana. Eae 

The message further annvunced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendmenta of: the 
House of Representatives to bills of the Sen- 
ate of the following titles; TO 

An act (S. No. 809) to prohibit the retention: 
of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys; : ahiusdee | 

A bill (8. No. 609) to reduce the: limits of: 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New: 

exico; and l ee 

A bill (S. No. 446) to amend an act entitled: 
“An act to establish and protect national: 
cemeteries,” approved February 22, 1867. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS., 


The SPEAKER. A motion is pending gub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Massachusetta, 
[Mr. Dawes,] the chairman of the Committes 
of Ways and Means, to limit debate on. the 
first section of the tariff bill to ten minutes, 
pending which the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Brox] moves that the House do now. 
adjourn; and pending that motion the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kerker] moves 

ouse adjourns to-day it. be to. 
meet on Monday next. be) 

The question being taken on Mr. Kerr 
motion, that when the House adjourns ty 
it be to meet on Monday next, there were 
ayes 65, noes 77. f es 

Mr. KELLEY demanded tellers.) 7) 

.The question being taken- on ordering tall- : 
ers, there were—ayes twenty-five, more: than: 
one fifth ofa quorum. 4 

‘So tellers were. ordered; .and Mr. Kuuuny. 
and. Mr.. Dawes were appointedi. Abe : 

The House -again.divided.; and: the ‘te’ 
reported that there were~~ayes #1, noes: 7; 
Before the result of this vote was anng 
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Mr. DAWES and Mr. FINKELNBURG 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was again taken ; and there 
were—yeas 82, nays 90, not voting 68 ; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Barnum, Biggs, 
Austin Biair, Boles, Buckley, Burdett, Campbell, 
Carroll, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Crossland, 
Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, 
Getz, Golladay, Griflith, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Tarmor, Harper, John W. Hazelton, Hereford, Hoar, 

oughton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Lamison, 
Leath, Lewis, McClelland, McJunkin, McNeely, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Pendle- 
ton, Platt. Rainey, Randall, Read, John M. Rico, 
Ritchie, William R, Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Scofield, Seeley. Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevens, Storm, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Taffo, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Tyner, Waddell, Whiteley, Williams of New York, 
Jobn 4. Wilson, and Winchester—82, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Arthur, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, 
Butfinton, Burchard, Caldwell, Coburn, Conger, 
Cotton, Crebs, Griteher, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, 
Duke, Dunnell, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Hale, 
Qeorgo E. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, lHorndon, Hibbard, HiH, Kerr, Kotcham, 
King, Lansing, Lowe, McCormick, McCrary, Mo- 
Grew, McIntyre, McKinney, Merriam, onroe, 
Moore, Palmer, Hoson W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Porco, Aaron E. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Pottor, Price, Edward Y. Rice, Blis I. Roberts, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyor, Sessions, Shanks, Slater, 
Worthington G, Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Stoven- 
son, Torry, Lwichell, Upson, Vaughan, Wakeman, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Willard, and Williams of Indiana—90. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barry, 
Bingham, George M. Brooks, Boujamin F, Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, William ‘l. Clark, J'reenan 
Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Crecly, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
De Large, Ely, Forkor, Henry D. Koster, Garfield, 
Garrett, Goodrich, Haldeman, Halsey, ILnmbieton, 
Jobn 'P. MLarris, lays, Holman, Hooper, Kilin- 
gor Kinsella, Lamport, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, 

faypard, Mollonry, MeKee, Mercur, Miteholl, 
Morey, Negloy, Orr, Polnnd, Porter, Prindlo, Rogers, 
Sholdon, Shellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, H, Board- 
man Smith, Sunpp, Starkweather, Stoughton, Stow- 
ch, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Tuthill, Van rump, 
Voorhees, Walls, Warren, Whoolor, Joromiah M. 
Wilson, Wood, and Young--68, 


The question recurred upon the motion of 
` Mr. Buck, that the House adjourn. 
Tho motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and forty-five minutes p.m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, BTO. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
cominittees ; 

By Mr. ARCHER: The petition of Samuel 
Jackson for relief, 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of A. W. 
Blair, of Nicholas county, Kentucky, a gauger 
in the seventh district, praying for relief in 
consequence of the destruction by fire of 
a number of stamps in his possession as 
_ gauger. 

By Mr. NIBKLAC: The petition of W. II. 
Nunnemaker, of company A, twenty-fifth Ili- 
nois voluntecrs, for a pension. 

_By Mr. PRICE: The application of Mr. 
John Simpkins, of Jackson county, Georgia, 
for the removal of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ulinois: The petition of 
James A. Cameron, of Macoupin county, 
Ilinois, a soldier of the late war, for a pen- 
sion. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of Ç. H. M. Howell, of Lowndes county, 
Georgia, asking the removal of his political 
disabilities. 

meee 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads: 

By Mr. SLOSS: A bill to establish the fol- 
lowing post roads in Alabama: from Fior- 
ence to Lexington; from Florence to C. W. 
Wesson’s; from Florence to Lauderdale Fac- 
tory; and from Florence to Oakland. 


_ IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 11, 1872. 


| The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owe, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Is it desirable that the 
Journal should be read this morning ? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes. I 
think it is. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Ifthe Senator from Mary- 
land desires to hear it [ will not move.to dis- 
pense with the reading. ` 

The Secretary continued and concluded the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 652) granting a pension 
to Hugh T. Ferguson, a private of the war 
of. 1812 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1248) to restore to the 
pension-roll Nancy Cloud, widow of William 
Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2712) for the relief of 
Jesse McCoy ; 

A bill (IL. R. No. 2130) granting a pension 
to Simeon Farnsworth, of Danville, Vermont ; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2839) granting a pension 
to Sarah Pond. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1492) to take away the 
circuit court jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court in said 
district, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1576) directing that 
a bounty-land warrant for one hundred and 
sixty acres of land be issued to Blisha Frank- 
lin for military services in the war of 1812, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1671) making appropri- 
ations for the construction, preservation, and 
repairs of certain fortifications and other works 
of defense, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

BUSINESS OF POST OFFICE COMMITTES. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will it be in order for me 
to move that on Wednesday the Senate take a 
recess from half past four to half past seven 
o'clock for the purpose of considering at the 
evening session bills from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [ think it will not do for 
us to agree to that at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, and the motion cannot be received. 
The presentation of petitions and memorials 
is in order. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask leave of the Senate 
to say a word on a matter of a personal nature 
with reference to the vote which was taken on 
the civil rights bill, so called. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from South Carolina asks consent to make a 
brief personal. explanation in regard to the 
vote on the civil rights bill, If there be no 
objection he will proceed. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. I would not trouble the 
Senate with this matter but for the fact that I 
have been very considerably misrepresented 
among my friends in regard to my votes on 
the subject to which I propose to refer. I was 
suddenly called away from the city ou account 
|i of the illness of a relative, and was obliged to 
pair on the civil rights bill. The pending 
| motion atthe time I went away was that of 


to substitute in place of the amnesty bill, so 
called, the civil rights bill. I was in favor of 
that substitution, and I paired on all questions 
in relation to that with my friend from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Buarr.] I did not anticipate, 
however, that the old question would come up 
in the old form ; that is, the attachment of the 
civil rights bill to the amnesty bill, or vice 
VENSAs : i 

I supposed that both bills having been de- 
feated once by that sort of tacties we should 
be safe against their repetition, I therefore 
made no preparation for that contingency. 

My policy in the early part of the session 
with reference tothis matter was to keep these 
bills separate, being an earnest and sincere 
friend of both of them, and believing that 
their union was fatal to both. At the time the 
ampesty bill was under consideration before, I 
was for keeping thatseparate, because I wished 
to have it pass. I was for considering the 
civil rights bill by itself, because I wished to 
have it pass and become a law. Therefore, 
when the question came up on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut, of attaching the 
amnesty bill, or the substantial features of the 
amnesty bill, to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, which was what is 
known as the civil rights bill, and which wag 
then before the Senate, had I been present I 
should not have voted as was indicated by 
a remark of my friend from Missouri, [Mr. 
Buair,] who said : 

“Tam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Sawyer} upon the civil rights bill, but as 
ho is in favor of amnesty, I feel myself at liberty to 
vote for this amendment, which is for ananesty.’”” 

Had my friend from Missouri listened to the 
remarks which I had the honor to submit on 
the day preceding the one upon which_ this 
vote was taken, he would have seen that I was 
opposed to attaching the amnesty bill to the 
civil rights bill or the civil rights bill to the 
amnesty bill, believing that it was sure to de- 
feat both; so that he would not have assumed 
that I should have voted with him on that 
occdsion. His misunderstanding unquestion-. 
ably arose from his knowledge of my general 
views on the amnesty question. I should not 
have voted to attach the amnesty bill to the 
civil rights bill on that occasion. I wish to 
have that fact go upon the record, though had 
I been present and voted it would not have 
changed the result. 

I repeat once more that Iam for passing 
the civil rights bill. I was for substituting the 
civil rights bill for the amnesty measure which. 
was before the Senate, because E thought we 
had the votes to pass it then and there in that 
form, and because I believed it must be passed 
before we could hope to pass the amnesty bill, 
It was good in itself, and its passage would. 
smooth the way for the passage of another 
bill good in itself. w 

I was not for coupling it with amnesty any 
more than I was when we had the amnesty 
bill under consideration before. I regarded 
the policy as fatal to them both. It has proved 
so on two occasions. Ihope every friend of 
amnesty on the one hand, and every friend of 
equal civil rights on the other, will take warn- 
ing and resist in future any attempt to embar- 
rass the passage of either of these important 
measures by saddling it with the other. 


AGRICUTURAL COLLEGE LANDS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Governor of Alabama, 
made in pursuance of law, in relation to the 
Alabama agricultural and mechanical college; 
which was referred to thé Committee on bdu», 
cation and Labor, and ordered tobe printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy, in favor of the 
passage of a bill to provide industrial homes 
and training „schools for the orphans of the 


il the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Sumner] |: soldiers’ and sailors who served in the Army 
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or Navy of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I present a 
petition, numerously signed, from the State 
of Massachusetts, in behalf of an additional 
grant to the scientific schools which have been 
already partially endowed by Congress. They 
respectfully memorialize Congress to consider 
favorably the immense advantages which will 
accrue to the wealth, industry, and social hap- 
piness of the people of the United States, by 
bestowing a further grant of land on the insti- 
tations already referred to, for their more com- 
plete development and endowment. 

As this petition is rather a remarkable one 
for the weight of the names attached to it, I 
will venture tor ead some of them, for I hardly 
think there is a city in the whole country other 
than the one in which this petition was gotten 
up that could in so brief a space present names 
of greater consideration. It is signed by Wil- 
liam B. Rogers, John Amory Lowell, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, J. Ingersoll Bowditch, F. W. 
Lincoln, E. B. Bigelow, Charles L. Flint, S. 
K. Lothrop, John D. Philbrick, Marshall P. 
Wilder, James M. Beebe, Henry B. Rogers, 
J. Baxter Upham, Thomas T. Bouvé, S. P. 
Ruggles, Edward Atkinson, and J. D. Runkle. 
Iam sure that if any names were. ever pre- 
sented to Congress that ought to receive con- 
sideration, by reason of scientific culture and 
liberality in behalf of educational interests, 
these are among them. I move the reference 
of this petition to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I present the me- 
morial of the Presbyterian church at Cam- 
bridge, Wisconsin, asking Congress to devise 
means by which the benevolent may relieve 
those who are suffering from famine in Persia. 
In connection with this memorial I will state 
that I have in my hand what purports to be a 
statement from a missionary on the ground, 
Rev. Dr. Wan Norden, who says, writing from 
Hamadan: 

“The famine at this place is terrible. 
to the markets the streets present a sad spectacle 
of the dead and dying; men, women, and children 
crying out for bread and fighting with one another 
over the last morsel or for a few coppers.” 

By the same mail he says: 

“The famine in Teheran is terrible, and the suffer- 
ing in Tabuez Captain Jones (British consul) rep- 
resents as fearful. There is a great deal of distress 
in Oroomiah, though there is grain enough in the 
granaries of the land-owners, but thə people are 
impoverished, and there seems but little strength 
left. The people of the villages flock to us for 
relief, but we have but a pittance and that must 
go to relieve the strangers that have come from 
Hamadan, Ispahan, and other places, who are 
naked, hungry, homeless, and friendless. Sixty are 
reported as haying died in one company of those 
who were fieeing hither, and many have died 
since,” 

I move that this memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a memorial of 
citizens of Minneapolis, in the State of Min- 
nesota, who represent that they are extensively 
engaged in various and important branches of 
domestic manfacture, with a very large demand 
and market for the products of their mannfac- 
tures in the immense territory west of the Mis- 
souri river, and they state that their business 
is very seriously affected by the excessive 
charges of the Union Pacific railroad over the 
bridge at Omaha. They therefore ask Con- 
gress to require the company to operate its 
road as one continuous line to Council Bluffs 
and at that point to make its connection with 
other railroad lines, free from the oppressive 
tolls and charges uow imposed, in violation of 
law, upon the trade and travel extending west 
of the Missouri river. I move the reference 
of. the memorial to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a me- 
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morial of citizens of New Jersey, remonstrat- 
ing against any amendment of the Constitu- 
tion which may render a person of foreign 
birth eligible to the office of President of 
the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Reu- 
ben W. Opp, of Lafayette, Indiana, praying 
compensation for the occupation-and use of 
his houses in Helena, Arkansas, by the officers 
and soldiers of the United States Army during 
the late civil war, and for the destruction of 
certain buildings, fences, pavements, &c.; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I now ask that 
the bill of which I gave notice yesterday may 
be taken up, to be laid aside until the business 
of the morning hour is concluded—the bill in 
reference to the transit of animals. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. CASSERLY. We have had so much 
embarrassment on this side of the Chamber 
arising out of that practice that the Senator 
from New Jersey will excuse me for objecting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California objects. 


SENATOR DAVIS, OF KENTUCKY. 


Mr. STEVENSON, It is known to the 
Senate that my colleague [Mr. Davis] has 
been for some time confined to his home by 
serious illness. I am sure the Senate and the 
country will be gratified to know that his 
health has been almost completely restored, 
and that he had proposed to return to Wash- 
ington during the latter part of this week. He 
has been informed, however, by his physician 
that owing to the extreme heat of the weather 
it would be unsafe for him to do so. I there- 
fore ask leave of absence for him during the 
remainder of the session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky asks leave of absence for his 
colleague during the remainder of the session. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and leave is granted. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committeee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 978) for adjusting the claims of the 
State of New Hampshire, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. No. 626) to authorize the sale of cer- 
tain public property at Augusta, Georgia, have 
dirceted me to report it back, and to move 
that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House, which is a substitute for the bill. 
I ask for action upon it now. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is so long, and in- 
volves so large an amount of property, that I 
suggest it had better lie over for a day and be 
printed, so that we can all see what it is. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
be made. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. No. 471) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act supplementary to an act to 
provide for furnishing artificial limbs to dis- 
abled soldiers,” approved June 30, 1870, to 
report it back, and move that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment of the House. The 
amendment is a substitute, and perhaps it 
would be as well to have that printed also. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed 
and placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Mines 


That order will 


No..771) for incorporating the United States 
Metallurgical Company, reported it with an 
amendment. i 

Mr. OSBORN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Mrs. F. Salina Buchanan, asking 
remuneration for the losses of her husband 
while purser in the Navy, in the years 1888, 
1839, and 1840, submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 1106) for the relief 
of Mrs. F. Selina Buchanan. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. OSBORN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of George R. Wilson, praying compen- 
sation for the use of his invention for an im- 
provement in gun-carriages by the Govern- 
ment, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. No. 1108) for the relief of George R. 
Wilson. The bill was read and passed to a 
second reading, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

HARMON E. WENTWORTH. 


Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report a bill (S. 
No. 1105) for the relief of Harmon E. Went- 
worth, late second lieutenant fourteenth New 
York heavy artillery. It is a bill of only three 
or four lines, and I should like to have it put 
on its passage at once. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read 
three times, and passed. It directs the Pay- 
master General to pay to Harmon E. Went- 
worth, late second lieutenant company D, 
fourteenth regiment New York heavy artillery, 
the full pay and emoluments of a second lieu- 
tenant of heavy artillery from the 7th of June, 
1864, to the 16th of April, 1865, and also to 
allow him what he may have refunded of the 
three months’ pay proper paid to him under 
the act of March 8, 1865, deducting there- 
from all pay he may have received from the 
Government as an enlisted man for that 
period. 

AMERICAN FORK RAILWAY. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Committee on 
the Pacifie Railroad, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 1031) granting to the American 
Fork Railway Company the right of way 
through the public lands for the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph in the Territory 
of Utah, have instructed me to report it back 
with an amendment. I desire to say that 
this is a short road in the Territory of Utah, 
a road of seventeen miles, owned by Mr. 
Aspinwall of New York, up 4 cañon to his 
smelting-works. He is now constructing the 
road, ‘This bill grants the right of way sim- 
ply, and I desire to have it put on its passage. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that will have to 
go over. I see it contains a provision about 
mortgaging, which is a matter I think we ought 
not to go into where we merely grant the right 
of way. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is a matter of a pri- 
vate nature more than anything else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the reason why 
we ought not to interfere with it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is to enable Mr. 
Aspinwall, really, to build a railroad to his 
smelting-works, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 
objected to, and it will go on the Calendar. 


B. H. RANDALL. 


Mr. AMES. The Committee on Military 
Afairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
747) for the relief of B. H. Randall, have in- 
structed me to report it back and recommend 
its passage. I ask that it may be now con- 
sidered. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me, if this 
practice is to obtain, we shall never do any 
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Mr. RAMSEY. 
allowed to pass. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
objects, that removes the bill from the con- 
sideration of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have stood here morn- 
ing after morning objecting; and it is a 
very disagreeable duty. One Senator asks 
unanimous consent, and though objection is 
made, another asks it, forcing Senators to 
rise here and object to each bill that is asked. 
The Senator from California objected to the 
bill offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 
Then another asked consent, and objection 
was made.. It places Senators in a very awk- 
ward position. I think, after such a request 
by one Senator has been objected to, as was 
the case this morning, it places the objecting 
Senator in a very awkward position for other 
Senators to get up and ask unanimous con- 
sent. Now, with what propriety would the 
Senator from Minnesota, if he has charge of 
this bill, ask unanimous consent when he has 
just seen it objected to? 

Mr. RAMSEY. This bill has just been 
reported from the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
oses the Senator from Illinois objects; but 
e does not yet understand whether he does 

or does not object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, I 
will object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
does object. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar, 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILE. 


Mr. RICH and Mr. WRIGHT submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them 
to the bill (H. R. No, 2208) making appro- 
priations for the repair, preservation, and 
completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CORBETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1107) for the relief of William Wilson 
Bowlly, collector of internal revenue for Oro- 
gon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 

KANSAS SENATORIAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. MORTON. I submit a report from the 
Committee on Privileges and Mlections in the 
nature of a resolution, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
considered now, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisnow reported. 
Tt can be read and afterward the Chair will 
ask whether there is objection to its present 
consideration if the Senator from Indiana 
desires its present consideration. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire its present con- 
sideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections be authorized to investigate the election 
of Senator B, C. Pomsroy by the Legislature of Kan- 
sas in 1867, and the election of Senator ALEXANDER 
Caupwebn in 187}; that the committee havo power 
to send for persons and papers; that the chairman 
or acting chairman of said committee, or any sub- 
committee thercof, have powor to administer oaths; 
that the committee be authorized to sit in Wash- 
ington or elsewhere during the session of Congress 
and in vacation. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion? The Chair hears no objection, 

Mr. MORTON. I am instructed by the 
committee to say that in offering this resolu- 
tion they express no opinion in regard to the 
charges made against either of these Senators, 
and that no inference can be drawn in regard 
to their guilt or innocence from the presenta- 
tion of this resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, either the 
law authorizes any member of a committee to 
administer an oath, or it does not. If the law 


I hope this bill will be 


I suppose it cannot be 


does so, itis all very well; but by a resolution 
of the Senate alone, I suggest to the Senator, 
we cannot confer that authority. It mast be 
an authority of law. My recollection is that 
the statute authorizing investigations confers 
only upon chairmen of committees the power 
to administer oaths. IfI am right in my 
recollection of the law, certainly we cannot 
change it by a resolution of the Senate. If I 
am wrong in my recollection, and the present 
law does give the authority to any member of 
a committee, then the resolution is unne- 
cessary. I think that phrase ought not to 
be in it. 

Mr. CARPENTER, Without examination, 
I will say that I uaderstand the law to be pre- 
cisely as the Senator from Maine states it; 
but I differ with him in the opinion he has 
expressed upon the other point. I understand 
that asa matter of parliamentary law either 
House may take testimony itself and administer 
oaths at its bar, or it may appoint a committee 
with power to do so. ‘he power to send for 
persons and papers is generally understood to 
include the power.to administer oaths, but for 
the purpose of having no doubt upon it, that 
phrase is put in the resolution. 

Mr. THURMAN, If my friend from Maine 
were right, the Senate could not make an in- 
vestigation upon testimony without the leave 
of the House of Representatives, and the con- 
verse would be true that the House could not 
enter upon an investigaton on testimony with- 
out the leave of the Senate. That cannot be 
so. The Senate has ample power to confer 
upon its committees, and upon any oneof them, 
the power to administer oaths. Without looking 
at it my impression is that there is'a general 
rule or a law that authorizes the chairmen of 
all committees, I believe it is of standing com- 
mittees, and this is a standing committee, to 
administer oaths ; but this resolution reported 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
contemplates the taking of testimony by sub- 
committees, and it is necessary therefore to 
provide that the sub-cotnmittees may have the 
power to take testimony and administer oaths ; 
otherwise we shall have exactly the same 
questiion that we had up in regard to the Ku 
Klux committee. . 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I have no 
very certain opinion upon this question ; but 
on referring to the statute, I think the Senator 
will find that the action of Congress has been 
predicated on the idea that there must be a 
power conferred by statute, not by parliament- 
ary law, to enable the chairman of a committee 
lo administer an oath. By the statute of May, 
1798, it is provided— 

“That the President of the Senate, the Speaker 
of the louse of Representatives, a chairman of the 
Committeo of the Whole, or a chairman of a select 
committee of either House, shall be empowered to 


administer oaths or aflirmations to witnesses in any 
case under their examination.” 

And by the act of February 3, 1817, it is 
further provided— 

“hat the chairman of any standing committee, 
either of the House of Representatives or of the 
Senate of the United States, shall bo empowered 
to administer oaths or affirmations to witnesses in 
any case under their examination.” 

The action of Congress heretofore has been 
based upon the idea that there must be a 
statute to authorize the chairmen of the va- 
rious committees to administer an oath, not 
that it was a power inhering in us, and one 
which we derived by parliamentary law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him there one moment ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. The reason for that is 
simply this: you canaot indict a witness for 
perjury and convict him, without a statute 
declaring what is perjury. It would be per- 
fectly competent, however, for Congress to 
declare that if any witness should swear 
falsely before a committee raised by the Sen- 
ate alone, aud authorized by the Senate alone, 


to administer oaths and take testimony, that 
should be perjury. 


Mr. HAMLIN. For the Senate alone go 
to declare? 

Mr. THURMAN. No; for Congress to 
declare that that should be perjury, and that 
the persons should be subject to indictment, 
But if, without any such statute being in ex- 
istence, a witness should swear falsely before 
an investigating committee of the Senate, or 
before the Senate at the bar, he would be lia- 
ble to punishment under the parliamentary 


law. 

Mr. HAMLIN, If Congress should pro- 
vide by law that a witness thus swearing 
should be punished for perjury, he could beso 
punished; but if no such law exists, I submit 
to the Senator whether it would be perjury 
legally to testify falsely before a committee 
who had authority only by virtue of a power 
given to it from this body. 

Mr. THURMAN, Certainly not. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. I have only 
suggested the point. It is a mere matter of 
form, perhaps; but then putting it precisely in 
the position which the Senator from Ohio de- 
sires, though you can authorize some one 
besides the chairman to administer an oath, 
you cannot convict a man for testifying falsely 
under it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. As I recollect the old 
authorities upon the subject, they are these: 
for a great many years, for about a century I 
think, it was a mooted question in the House 
of Commons whether oaths could be adminis- 
tered by committees. Finally it was directed 
by a resolution of the House of Commons, and 
has been the steady practice since under that 
order of the House, upon the ground that it 
was a delegation of the power which the House 
itself passed to administer an oath at its bar. 
Undoubtedly, if a witness who was called here 
to the bar of the Senate and sworn by the Vice 
President, committed perjury, he could not be 
indicted in the judicial courts without a statute 
punishing it; but if he committed perjury at 
our bar, be would be guilty of a contempt of 
this body. o 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I remind the Senator 
that there is a statute punishing witnesses for 
perjury in testimony given either before the 
Senate or before a committee of the Senate. 
This is one of those omissions of law that 
ought to be corrected at once by law, I think 
if the Senator from Indiana would introduce 
a bill now, authorizing any committee of the 
body to invest any of its members with the 
power to administer an oath in any matter re- 
lating to a subject before them, there would 
then be no difficulty about it, and it secms to 
me that ought to be done. Such a law could 
be passed by unanimous consent, because both 
Houses have been involved in this diffieulty of 
attempting to divide the powers of a commit- 
tee among sub-committees, and where there 
has not been the sanction of law to administer 
oaths by its sub-committees. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is no doubt the 
law ought to be changed on that subject; but 
the Senate cannot change it this morning, and 
for that reason this resolution was offered. I 
do not recollect that there is any statute of 
Congress authorizing the judge of any judicial 
court, either the Supreme Court, a district 
court, or a circuit court, to administer an 
oath. The law in fixing the duties of the 
clerk provides that be shalladminister oaths ; 
but nobody doubts, I take it, that a judge 
holding court may administer an oath. It is 
one of the incidental, implied, inherent 
powers of a judicial tribunal, and it is equally 
so of a legislative tribunal making an investi- 
gation; and when a committee is sent out by 
the Senate to make an investigation, they go 
in the name of the Senate, and may be 
authorized by the Senate to do in that matter 


| whatever the Senate may do. 


Mr. SCOTT. The remark of the Senator 
from Ohio reminds me that the bill has already 
been introduced, and is now before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, intended to cure the 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘8317 


defects in the present law on thissubject. But 
upon the case we now have before us it strikes 
me that it differs from the other cases which 
have heretofore arisen, from the fact that this 
is an exercise of the power vested in it to 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of our own members. If we have that 
ower vested in us by the Constitution, we 
Fave the right to take the necessary means to 
give us the information upon which we are to 
act, just as we have a right to acquire inform- 
ation for legislative purposes; and in doing 
that we may authorize either the chairman 
or any member of this committee to adminis- 
ter oaths for the purpose of procuring that 
information. : 

But still the queston would come back as 
has been already suggested, if a witness were 
to swear falsely before that committee upon 
an oath administered in that form, would he be 
guilty of perjury? Clearly not, I think, be- 
cause it does not fall within any of the defini- 
tions of perjury upon our statute-book, and 
certainly would not be perjury at common 
law. Perhaps we might punish a witness for 
contempt before a committee of the body 
organized for this purpose; bat that we may 
authorize the committee through its chairman 
or by auy of its members to administer an 
oath, I have no doubt, though they might not 
have the right to follow a witness and pros- 
ecute him for perjury if he were to swear 
falsely. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I rise to make 
a single remark in reply to a suggestion that I 
understood the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuur- 
Manx] to make. I understood him to say that 
although there might not be a statute author- 
izing the conviction of a man for perjury for 
false swearing before a committee without a 
provision of law authorizing it, yet that the 
Senate might proceed against such a man and 
puomi him for false swearing. Ido not know 

ut that such is the law. I rise to say, how- 
ever, that if it had not been asserted by the 
Senator from Ohio, I should not have sup- 
posed it to be the law, and I do not want 
the remark to pass unquestioned. I should 
myself doubt very much whether the Senate 
has authority to try the question of false swear- 
ing; and if it has the right to try and find a 
witness guilty of false swearing for testimony 
before a committee of the body, how is he to 
be punished, and what is the duration of the 
punishment? 

Mr. THURMAN. I am very glad the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin calls my attention to what 
I said on that subject. Idid not say positively 
that such was the law; I only threw out the 
idea that it might be. Lam in as much doubt 
about that as he is. It may be that Iam quite 
wrong even in the supposition. The idea just 
passed through my head that possibly it might 
be a contempt. Iam not atall clear that that 
impression is right. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER, Allow me to interrupt 
my friend. If a witness refusing to appear and 
testify is in contempt, it must certainly be a 
greater contempt to appear and swear falsely ; 
and the objection that there is no limitation by 
law to our punishment is just as fatal to our 
right to punish for contempt as that. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know that. 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to say that I think 
not. As I understand the law of contempt, 
the Senate is restricted in its power in the 
duration of punishment by the duration of the 
disobedience, but it is a power vested in the 
body to enforce the performance of a duty. 
When the witness answers, then he obeys the 
command of the Senate, and then the power 
to punish is at an end. 

Mr. THURMAN. It does not matter, so 
far as the resolution now before the Senate is 
concerned, whether a witness who swears 
falsely can be punished for a perjury by indict- 
ment or whether he cannot, although I grant 
it would be an evil example to clothe a com- 
mittee with power to take testimony when the 


witnesses would swear without any sanction to 
their oaths in the way of punishment in case 
they swore falsely. There is no question that 
in all the testimony taken before the Com: 
mittee on Privileges and Elections anybody 
who swears falsely will be subject to punish- 
ment by indictment. That is completely cov- 
ered by thestatute. The only question, there- 
fore, is whether the statute is broad enough to 
cover testimony taken before a sub-committee 
of that committee. That is the only question 
so far as punishment is concerned. It is 
taken for granted that there is no punishment 
in such a case; but that is not clear to my 
mind at all, and strict constructionist as I am 
in regard to all penal statutes, I submit to 
those who think there is no liability to indict- 
ment in such a case that the statute will bear 
the construction which makes the person 
liable to indictment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator let me 
ask him right there, if the oath must not be 
administered by the person named in the law, 
whether it can be administered by anybody 


else? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not think that is 
quite clear. However, I do not want to take 
up the time of the Senate with that, because I 
do not think it is material to this investigation. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Willthe Senator allow 
me D read the general statute in this counec- 
tion 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The general statute 
defining perjury is as follows: 

“Tfany person, in any case, matter, hearing, or 
other proceeding, when an oath or affirmation shall 
be required to be taken or administored under or by 
any law or laws of the United States, shall, upon 
the taking of such oath or affirmation, knowingly 
and willingly swear or affirm falsely, every person 
so offending shall be deemed guilty of perjury.” 

Now, then, I think under the Constitution 
we have the right to proceed to investigate 
the election of one of our members, and we 
are proceeding under that law, and Iam in- 
clined to think that false swearing in such a 
case would come within the general provisions 
against perjury. 

Mr. MORTON. I think, in view of the con- 
trariety of opinion here, which we are not 
likely to settle, it will be safe to pass the reso- 
lution in its present form, and I therefore ask 
for a vote upon it before the morning hour 
expires. 

The resolution was adopted. 

GOAT ISLAND. 


Mr. COLE. I wish to call up for action 
the resolution introduced by me yesterday 
asking information from the War Department. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
Senate resolutions, the Senator from California 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution offered by himself yes- 
terday, calling for information in regard to 
Goat Island. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion was adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish to the Senate as soon as practicable any 
information now in his possession relating to the ex- 
pediency of reserving the island of Yerba Buena or 
Goat Island for military purposes exclusively; and 
also relating to the effects, if any, upon the harbor of 
San Francisco, of approaching said island from the 
main-land with railroad structures. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I ask leave now to take 
up the resolution I offered some days since in 
regard to the accounts between the United 
States and certain railroad companies. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is, directed to transmit to the Senate a state- 
ment of the following particulars in regard to cer- 
tain railroad companies respectively, namely, the 
Central Pacific and Western Paeifie railroads, the 
Union Pacific railroad, the Kansas Pacific, the Cen- 
tral Branch Union Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific: 

1. The whole amount of bonds of the United States 
issucd to each company, and for what number of 


miles, and of the interest paid thereon by the United 
abes, 

2. The credits allowed to each company on inter- 
est account, and for what services rendered, together 
with the arrears of interest unpaid, and the percent- 
age of credits allowed to each company on the whole 
amount of interest due by the company. 

3. The total sum due to the United States on 
account of principal and interest of bonds. 

4. The total amount of principal and interest 
accruing on such bonds at maturity, at the rate of 
payments thusfar made on account of interest, 

5. The amount and nature of bonds or other obli- 
gations issued by each company, or of obligations 
created by operation of law, and constituting a 
mortgage or lien on its road or other property prior 
to the claim or lien of the United States during the 
two periods, one ending with the completion of the 
road, and the other ending with the date of the 
report made in pursuance of this resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired; but if there is no objection 
the Chair will take the vote of the Senate on 
this resolution. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I perceive by a recent 

report that some of this information is exclu- 
sively with the Secretary of the Interior, and 
Task to have the resolution modified, so as to 
get that information alao. I propose to modify 
it by adding: 
_ 6. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and, he 
is hereby, directed to comply with this resolution 
so far as relates to information, if any, exclusively 
in his possession; and that a copy of this resolution 
be transmitted to him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be so modified. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
objection to the resolution—— 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont will be entitled to the floor upon it 
when it comes up again. The morning hour 
has expired, and the bill amending the en- 
forcement act is now before the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Jam sorry that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont objects. 

_ Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not ob- 
ject, but I merely desire to saya word in 
relation to it. My only objection is that it 
imposes a large amount of labor upon the 
Department, and I do not see particularly what 
the information is that the Senator requires 
that we have not already got in our posses- 


I have no 


sion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator is mis- 
taken. Whatever is printed comes down not 
later than 1866 or 1867, except under one of 
the heads of my resolution. Most of it is six 
or seven years old. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will put the question on 
the resolution. If it gives rise to further 
debate, the bill amending the enforcement act 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not think there 
will be any further debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the resolution as modified. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I reported a few mornings 
ago a bill of a class which have generally been 
acted upon when reported, authorizing the 
issue of bonds in lieu of those burned and 
destroyed. Iask the consent of the Senator 
from Indiana to take up that bill now. It will 
require but a moment to pass it. It is Senate 
bill No. 1074, for the relief of A. Gordon 
Mallin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
unfinished business, and without displacing it, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill indicated by 


him. 

Mr. MORTON.  Ifit leads to no debate and 
this is the only one, I will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to ask unan- 
imous consent, as soon as that was disposed 
of, to take up a little bill relating to a judicial 
district in Mississippi, which I reported some 
time since, and also some pension bills. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 believe I have got the 
oldest request for unanimous consent. 
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Mr. MORTON. {call for the regular order. 

Mr. SCOTT, I was going to say that I 
will not embarrass the Senator from Indiana 
by having my request before him. This bill 
was reported the other morning, and under 
unusual circumstances, and objection was made 
to it. It is of a class to which objection is 
hardly ever made; but I will not put my 
friend from Indiana in the position of being 
compelled to object. I withdraw the request. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The request is 
withdrawn, and the amendatory enforcement 
bill is before the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. McPuorson, its Clerk, àn- 
nounced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 2616) authorizing the erection of a public 
puilding in Rockland, Maine. i 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that theSpeaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 309) to prohibit the reten- 
tion of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents 
and attorneys ; 

A bill (S. No. 446) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘An act to establish and to protect 
national cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, 

’ 

A bill (S. No. 354) relating to the Reform 
School of the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (8. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 
Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the 
salary of the consul at ‘Tien-T'sin, China ; 

A bill (I. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize the 
issue of a supply of arms to the authorities of 
tbe Territory of Montana. 

AMENDATORY ENVORCHMENT ACT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
791) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
amend an act approved May 31, 1870, entitled 
“An act to enforce the rights of citizens of 
the United States to vote in the several States 
of the Union, and for other purposes.’ ” 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee who reported 
this bill, and of the Senate also, to the first 
section which was under consideration at the 
adjournment yesterday, and to what was sup- 
posed to be a correction of a possible error in 
the language as found in the section itself. It 
occurs to me that the difficulty suggested was 
not remedied by the amendment made, and 
therefore I call the attention of the chairman 
and of the Senate to it. Ior the most part I 
may say that I am entirely satisfied with the 
bill, and I only desire to correct it and make 
it as perfect as possible. 

Now, I understand that so far as the provis- 
ions of this bill are concerned it is the inten- 
tion of the bill to confer power on the Federal 
judges to appoint these supervisors in the sev- 
eral election districts and precincts; that is to 
say, their power is invoked and action is taken 
when application is made by two citizens of 
any congressional district. But am I to un- 
derstand that when this application is made by 
any two citizens of a congressional district 
then the power obtains to appoint in all the 
election districts and precincts whether appli- 
cation is made from such precincts and dis- 
tricts or not? 
the chairman. 

Mr. MORTON. According to the con- 


al 


That is the inquiry I suggest to | 


struction which was yesterday given to the 
section, commencing in line twenty-three: 


And the said court, when so opened bysaid judge, 
shall proceed to appoint and commission, from day 
to day and from time to time, and under the hand 
of the said circuit judge and under the seal of said 
court for each district or voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district as shall in the manner herein 
prescribed have applied therefor. . 


I believe there was some verbal amendment 


made, 

Mr. WRIGHT. That was to change ‘‘each’’ 
to “such ;” so as to read ‘‘ for such district or 
voting precinct.” The criticism I submit to 
the chairman is this: that the only ‘manner 
herein described’? is found in the first line of 
the section of the amendment: 

That whenever, in any congressional district, 
there shall be two citizons thereof who shall, &c. 

‘And as it stands now, if you leave it as itis, 
whenever application is made by any two citi- 
zens of a congressional district, it shall be the 
duty of the judge to appoint an election super- 
visor in each election precinct or district. I 
suggest to him, therefore, whether it would 
not be better to strike out the words “in the 
manner herein prescribed,’’ because they refer 
to what precedes, and there is no other ‘‘ man- 
ner herein prescribed,” except as I have sug- 
gested, where the application is made by two 
citizens of a congressional district. 

Mr. MORTON. I understand the effect of 
the section as now amended to be this: when- 
ever any two citizens of a congressional dis- 
trict shall make this request in writing to the 
circuit judge, the court shall be opened, and 
thereupon he shall appoint two citizens of 
opposite parties in each election district where 
they ask it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. That is exactly what I 
understand it to mean; but as it stands now 
it is not necessary that it should be asked by 
the citizens of the voting precincts or district 
in order to appoint, but the power is given to 
appoint whether itis asked or uot for that par- 
ticular precinct or district. There is no doubt 
but that I am right on that subject. Now, I 
suggest to the chairman that he strike out the 
words ‘in the manner herein prescribed,” 
and insert “by two citizens thereof.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I suggest 
tothe Senator from Lowa whether this amend- 
ment would not answer the purpose: ‘‘ that 
whenever in any clection precinet or voting 
district in any congressional district there 
shall be two citizens thereof,’’ &.? 

Mr. WRIGHT. How is that? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I suggest 
in the first line on the second page to incor- 
porate an amendment, so as to make it read : 

That whonever in any election precinct or voting 
district in any congressional district there shall be 
two citizens thereof,” &. 

That will make it sufficiently distinct, I 
think, and accomplish the object of both the 
gentlemen and myself. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not know but that 
would be sufficient, I am very sure that 
something of that kind ought to be done, and 
J think the chairman of the committee will 
see the necessity of it when he comes to look 
at the language. I understand that there is no 
such intention. It is not contemplated that 
there shall be an appointment of a supervisor 
in an election district or precinct unless it is 
asked for in that district or precinct. A re- 
quest from two citizens of a congressional 
district is necessary in order to set the ma- 
chinery of the law in operation, and when you 
get the machinery in operation, then the judge 
appoints in such districts or precincts as ask 
it, and not in those that do not ask it. 

Mr. MORTON. Yes sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am very certain as the 
bill stands, with the words ‘‘in the manner 
herein prescribed,” it will make it his duty to 
appoint in the various precincts, when the 
power is once invoked, whether it is asked by 


all the precincts or not. In order to get the 
question before the Senate I move to strike 


out in line twenty-eight the words ‘‘in the 
manner herein prescribed’? and insert ‘by 
two citizens thereof ;’’ and then it will read: 

For each district or voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district as shall, by two citizens thereof, 
have applied therefor. 

Mr. MORTON. I think that would be an 
improvement. I am willing to accept the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Lowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest that in that 
game line the words “‘ district or’? before ‘‘vot- 
ing’’ might as well be stricken out so as to 
read ‘‘for each voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district.” The word “ district” has 
really no proper meaning there as the section 
is now framed, and might lead to some mis- 
construction or ambiguity. I move to strike 
out the words *‘ district or;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ for 
each voting precinct in said congressional dis- 


trict.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope that will not be done, 
for the reason that in some of the States, I 
know it is so in mine, the territorial divisions 
in which the elections are held are in the law 
called ‘election districts’? and not ‘‘ voting 
precincts.” It is a mere name. : 

Mr. MORTON. Insert ‘voting’? before 
$¢ districts.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Insert ‘‘election’’ before ‘‘dis- 
trict.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will do. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to insert the word 
“election ;’’ so as to read, “ for each election 
district or voting precinct.’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. The same thing should 
be done in line thirty-one. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio isin line twenty- 
seven and line thirty-one to insert before the 
word “ district’? in each line the word ‘elec- 
tion.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CASSERLY. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Wricur] and 
adopted by the Senate, meets in part the ob- 
jection which I suggested yesterday in a few 
remarks. Therefore I shall not act upon the 
matter, so far as I am concerned, further. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On page 
2, line eleven of section one, I move to strike 
out the word ‘*two’’ and insert ‘‘ ten ;’’ so as 
to read: 

That whenever, in any congressional district, 


there shall be ten citizens thereof who, prior to any 
registration of voters, &e. 


I think that in a matter of that kind, which is 
to call upon the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to interfere in our local election matters 
(for most of the elections are held on the days 
appointed for electing members of Congress) 
the application ought to have the sanction 
of atleast ten citizens. You will have in every 
district persons desiring to avoid respons- 
ibility who would bring upon you all kinds 
of officers to administer the laws, if you leave 
it to two persons of irresponsible character 
unknown to the judge. As I understand the 
frame of this bill as it stands—it may be 
altered when we get into the Senate—it pro- 
poses that the circuit judge shall appoint these 
supervisors. Where does the circuit judge 
live, and what does he know about these 
people? Two unworthy citizens of a district 
may not only call for the exercise of this 
great Federal power, but may also make a 
recommendation of the very persons to act 
as supervisors, and | think really that there 
ought to be ten citizens in good standing in 
the district required at all events. 

Mr. MORTON. As the clause which the 
Senator proposes to amend is the one that 
makes it obligatory upon the court, I see no 
objection to the adoption of the amendment. 
If there is an emergency and a probable con- 
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> dition to require this, there will be no difficulty 


< jn getting ten citizens to apply, and if it will 


make the bill more acceptable, I see no objec- 
tion, so far as I am concerned, to making it 
sien” instead of ‘two.’ : 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qu 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator? 
Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ of good standing ” after the 
word ‘ citizens.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The committee reported 
an amendment striking out ‘‘ circuit” and 
inserting ‘‘ district,” and it was not agreed to. 
I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana now to the condition in which 
the bill is left. I was a little surprised that 
the Senate did not agree to that recommenda- 
tion of the committee. It seems to me it 
could not have been considered. We have 
but one circuit judge in a circuit. Take for 
example the southern circuit, of which Judge 
Woods is the judge. I think his residence is 
in Alabama. That circuit extends from Texas 
to Florida. Florida and Texas are both in 
the circuit of which Judge Woods is thejudge, 
who resides: somewhere in Alabama. Sup- 
pose they want these supervisors in Florida ; 
itis utterly impossible to get at the judge in 
Alabama. Suppose they want them in Texas. 
Take another case in the West, with which the 
Senator and I are familiar; take the circuit 
that embraces Michigan. The judge of that 
circuit resides, I think, at Detroit—Judge 
Emmons. Michigan, Ohio, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee are all in that judicial circuit. Sup- 
pose at an election in Nashville it should be 
thought necessary to have supervisors ap- 

ointed. Judge Emmons lives in Detroit. 

uppose at an election in Memphis, or some 
other large city, to which the law originally 
applied, it should be desirable to have two 
inspectors or supervisors appointed, you have 
to apply to this judge whose home is Detroit, 
or if he should happen to be at the time down 
in Tennessee holding court at Memphis, then 
how could you apply to him for supervisors in 
Detroit? 

The suggestion which was made by the 
present occupant of the chair [Mr. CARPEN- 
TER] that the circuit judge could designate a 
district judge to act for him does not fally 
meet the case; that is a very limited designa- 
tion. I see on looking at the original law 
the third section of it provides: 

“That whenever, from sickness, injury, or_other- 


wise, the judge of the circuit court of the United 
States in any judicial circuit shall be unable to per- 
form and discharge the duties by this act imposed, it 
shall be his duty, and he is hereby required, to select 
and to direct and assign to the performance thereof, 
in his place and stead, such one of the judges of the 
district courts of the United States within his cir- 
cuit as he shall deem best; and upon such selection 
and assignment being made, it shall be lawfal for, 
and shall be the duty of the district judge so desig- 
nated to perform and discharge, in the place and 
steadof thesaid circuit judge, all the duties, powers, 
and obligations imposed and conferred upon the said 
circuit judge by the provisions of this act.” 

So that the Senate will see he can only 
designate one district judge. That does not 
help it at all. You would not have but one, 
then; and it would not make any difference 
whether you had the circuit judge to perform 
the duties or a district judge, in case of his 
Sickness or disability to act; it is still one 
judge in a region of country extending nearly 
a thousand miles in the southern circuit. The 
law is utterly inoperative; you cannot avail 
yourself of it. Suppose supervisors were 
wanted at Galveston, in Texas, it would not 
be known until probably a few days before the 
election took place whether there would be 
any occasion for these supervisors, and if it 
was supposed there was likely to be trouble 
at the election in Galveston, Texas, how in 
the world are they going to apply to the cireuit 
Judge to have these persons appointed? 

The object of the law is to have a fair elec- 
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tion. That is the intent of it, of course. The 
machinery of it ought to be so arranged as to 
enable the people to take the advantage of it. 
If it is to serve any good purpose, it seems 
to me that it would have been greatly better 
to have adopted those amendments of the 
committee, 

I do not know what answer there is to the 
suggestions I have made. I have taken very 
little part in reference to the bill; but if the 
Dill is to pass, it seems to me it should be such 
a one as will be practical in its operations, 
and such a one as the people can avail them- 
selves of; for 1 can readily see, and every 
Senator will see that this bill would be almost 
nugatory if you confined this power to a single 
person in so large a district of country as one 
of the judicial circuits of the United States. 
It would be impracticable, and I may say it 
would be impossible, for ten citizens or two 
citizens, whichever it now is, to make this 
application to the judge—utterly out of the 
question. It would be a bill that you could 
not carry out generally throughout the circuits. 

Mr. MORTON. The third section of the 
law to which this bill is an amendment pro- 
vides that— 


“ Whenever, from sickness, injury, or otherwise, 
the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
in any judicial circuit shall be unable to perform 
and discharge the duties by this act imposed, it shall’ 
be his duty, and he is hereby required, to select and 
to direct and assign to the performance thereof, in 
his place and stead, such one of the judges of the 
district courts of the United States, within’ his oir- 
cuit, as he shall deem best.” 


This provides expressly for the difficulty 
suggested by the Senator from Illinois. He, 
however, intimates that there may be an ob- 
scurity in the constraction of this third section; 
that the circuit judge can select but one dis- 
trict judge to perform his duties in case he is 
not able to do so. If there be an obscurity on 
that subject I will endeavor to correct it by 
offering as an amendment that he shall be 
authorized to appoint one or more district 
judges to perform the duties that he is unable 
to perform. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While the Senator is 
preparing that amendment, I would suggest to 
him that that would have to be done in ad- 
vance; and as it has to be done in advance, 
why would it not be better for the law to fix it 
at once, and let the district judges do it, be- 
cause there will'be no time to do it after the 
application is made in such districts as I have 
suggested. Clearly the law, as the Senator 
sees if he will look at it, confines it to one dis- 
trict judge. The circuit judge may merely sub- 
stitute a district judge in, bis place. I do not 
see what possible objection there can be to 
adopting the committee’s amendment, and why 
it would not be better just at once to authorize 
each district judge to do this, or each district 
judge in the absence of the circuit judge if you 
please, so that in case the circuit judge was not 
there he could do it. I think it would be bet- 
ter to do this than to amend in the way the 
Senator proposes. However, I have made all 
the suggestions I propose to make in regard 


to it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. These officers, if they 
may be so called, are appointed upon recom- 
mendation, I apprehend, or will be in most 
instances, not upon the personal knowledge 
of the judge; and it may be well perhaps to 
have a judge as far removed as possible from 
the local influences that may operate in regard 
to these elections; and that consideration, no 
doubt, had its weight upon the mind of the 
original drafisman of the bill. The circuit 
judge is accessible within any reasonable time 
preceding the election. I apprehend that in 
every case where it will be necessary to have 
officers of the character described in this bill, 
it will be known in a due time in advance suf 
ficiently so as to get to the circuit judge any- 
where within the circuit; so that no detriment 
will result from that cause on account of his 
distance from the point at which the appoint- 
ment of supervisors may be desired. 
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Mr. CASSERLY. I regret: that the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia should oppose placing 
this power, given inthe first section of the bill, 
in the hands of the-district judges rather than 
in those of the circuit judges. He thinks no 
inconvenience can arise by reason of the dis- 
tance or the difficulty of bringing to the inform- 
ation of the circuit judge the qualification 
of the parties to be appointed. 

The circuit in which I live on the Pacific 
coast is nine hundred miles long, and a large , 
part of it from six to seven hundred miles 
wide. It is simply out of the question to say 
that in a circuit of that extent, comprising so 
many remote, outlying precincts, the circuit 
judge can know anything in the world of the 
large number of persons with whom he will 
have to deal in the way of appointment. In 
the same circuit we have three district judges, 
and as it so happens all of them old residents, 
all of them I may say—although I am almost 
ashamed to speak of such a thing—members 
of the Administration party. They are really 
the persons who are best fitted, from their 
knowledge, from their long residence in the 
localities in which they live, to deal with the 
subject of these appointments. I am quite cer- 
tain that in such a circuit as that which we 
have on our coast (and I believe there are 
others not quite so large, but still large and 
extensive in the number of States which they 
embrace and in the number of remote precincts 
which they include) it will be impracticable 
for the circuit judge to exercise these powers 
in such a manner as to do justice to the subject 
and carry out the design of the law. I really 
think that imposing this function on him is ° 
practically to defeat the very proper words 
previously inserted, ‘‘ten persons of good 
standing.” To call upon the circuit judges, 
in addition to all their other business, to ex- 
amine into the qualifications of so many per- 
sons as there must be in a circuit of the size 
of ours before making the appointments, will 
result in three fourths of the cases in the ap- 
pointments being made without any reliable 
information whatever. Itisan embarrassment 
really to which we ought not to subject the 
circuit judge. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The Senator probably 
did not hear the suggestion I made, that in 
most instances these persons would be ap- 
pointed on the recommendation of others; 
not on personal knowledge even by the dis- 
trict judge if he were vested with the power, 

Mr. CASSERLY. What knowledge will 
the circuit judge have of those who recom- 
mend? He will not have any. I know that 
in our circuit it is simply inadmissible to say 
that the circuit judge can discharge the func- 
tion imposed upon him with any intelligence 
whatever in a large number of cases; and 
what will happen? The thing will happen 
which it is alleged happened in New York— 
most unfit and in many cases most disgrace- 
ful persons will be imposed upon the circuit 
judge. Iam sure that is not the purpose of 
this bill, nor the object of any Senator. It 
seems to me there is no way to avoid that, and 
to allow the appointing power to act intel- 
ligently, and, therefore, fitly in this matter, 
except by leaving the appointment to the 
district judges, 

Mr. MORTON. In order to meet the objec- 
tion raised by the Senator fom Illinois and the 
Senator from California, and to remove any 
obscurity in the third section of the law of 
1871, I offer the following amendment as an 
additional section to this bill: 


That the third section of the act to which this is 
an amendment be so amended as to authorize each 
judge of the circuit court of the United States to 
appoint one_or more of the judges of the district 
courts of the United States within his circuit to dis- 
charge the duties contemplated by this act and the 
one to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That still 


does not obviate the difficulty, in my judg- 
ment. The honorable Senator from West Vir- 


ginia and myself live in the same judicial cir- 
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cuit. Our judicial circuit comprises the States 
of Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina. The circuit 
judge resides in Baltimore. We have in this 
judicial circuit a great many large towns. 
suppose this power will hardly be called upon 
to be exercised except in large towns. We 
have Baltimore, Frederick, and Cumberland, 
in my State, and Wheeling in his State. We 
have large towns in Virginia, like Richmond 
and Norfolk. Now the thing is to get at the 
appointment of the proper men. They are to 
he selected ten days before the election or 
registration, in order that knowledge may go to 
the people ; but how are they to communicate 
with the judge? The judge may be in the 
State of North Carolina; he may not deem it 
proper or expedient even to designate the dis- 
trict judges to act for him, and if he did, when 
the people know it it may be too late to make 
application. He may be away down in the 
State of North Carolina, and he has made his 
appointments for Maryland ; or he may be in 
Maryland and has made his appointments for 
the interior of North Carolina or South Caro- 
lina, or for both States together, and he may 
have made very objectionable appointments. 
The people havo no opportunity to go to Balti- 
more to see him; they have no mode of redress 
in order to secure better appointments. 

I presume if we are to have good appoint- 
ments, knowledge ought to be given to the peo- 
ple of them. ‘These men are to be appointed 
ten days before registration or election. For 
that purpose they are to be recommended by 
individuals who are not known to the judge, 
and the judge desiring to discharge his duty, 
will wish to be informed as to them. I can 
see no objection to giving the power at once 
to the district judges, because if they are at 
home we can communicate with them daily, 
almost hourly, by meuns of the railroad com- 
munication; butat far distant point sit will be 
utterly impracticable to communicate with 
the circuit judges. This amendment does not 
remedy that. It may remedy other matters, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

The amendmont was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to except the 
amendment just adopted by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Morgron] for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER.) The Senator from Illinois saves the 
last amendment offered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to sub- 
mit the question in some form to the Senate 
on adopting the bill as the committec first 
reported it, giving this power to the district 
judges. I do not kuow how I can get at that. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is perfectly in order 
for the Senator to move to amend the bill in 
the Senate, as I understand it. He can move 
again that amendment which was disagreed 
to in committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But if we adopt this 
it would be incongruous. I only wish to get 
ata vote. Perhaps the Senator from Indiana 
will consent to withhold this amendment until 
we take a vote in the Senate on leaving these 

- appointments to the district judges. 

Mr. MORTON. Lhave no objection to that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Letall the amendments 
to the first section be reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will 
b 


e done. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Is there any under- 
standing about the amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The under- 
standing of the Chair is that the amendments 
to the first section and the amendment just 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana have been reserved, and the question 


is to be put on concurring in the other amend- 


ments. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Because the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana necessarily should 

o with the other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
served with the others. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I discover on examining 
the bill as itis reported from the Committee 
of the Whole that an amendment which I had 
given notice of some time since, under date 
of May 6, and which hasbeen printed forsome 
days, was not moved as I intended to move it. 
I desire to move it in the Senate. J ask the 
Secretary to read it, and then I will state—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments to the first section and the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana adopted 
in Committee of the Whole being reserved, the 
question is on concurring in the other amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, with a view to 
getting at the direct question, I move to strike 
out the word ‘ circuit’? and insert the word 
“ district,” just as the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections originally reported it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois moves to strike out the word 
& circuit?’ and insert the word “district”? 
before ‘‘judge,’’ wherever the latter word 
oceurs in the first section of this bill. 

Mr. MORTON. I have simply to say that 
upon reflection and further consideration I 
hope that the change proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois will not be adopted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. BOREMAN called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are sixty or seventy 
district judges, all of them, of course, ap- 
pointed for their ability and integrity. There 
are nine circuit judges, of whom I do not 
wish to say anything different. The great ques- 
tion is, when you are dealing with a body of 
appointments so great as that provided for by 
this bill, amounting to, L will say, speaking now 
within limits, (of course a great deal by guess- 
work) not less than six or seven thousand men, 
taking the whole country throngh, whether 
yon will give the power to appoint that great 
number of officers to sixty or seventy men or 
to nine? It is a question whether the nine 
men could have the time, the information, or 
the opportunity in any shape to make these 
appointments as efficiently as the sixty or 
seventy district judges. It is an enormous 
addition to the labor and responsibilities 
already imposed upon your circuit judges. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say but one 
word. ‘The object is to give to this law as 
high a character and inspire as much confi- 
dence on the part of the country as may be 
possible. I think it important, therefore, for 
these considerations, that in the States where 
the circuit judges live they ought to perform 
these duties, and perhaps in other States; and 
the provision that has Just been adopted en- 
ables them by calling upon the district judges 
to require them to perform the duties where 
they themselves cannot. It seems to me there 
can be no objection to the bill as it now 
stands in this respect. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think it is 
better to repose this power in the circuit 
judges, because they generally would naturally 
be expected to be a rather higher class of 
men than the district judges. I reported a 
bill at this session from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee amending the existing law, which I 
think passed the Judiciary Committee unani- 
mously, which imposed this duty upon the 
circuit judges, just as the bill here does, giv- 
ing the circuit Judge the power to name a dis- 
trict judge to discharge the duty. That wasa 
supplement: to the original bill, and I sup- 


It is re- 


| posed the original bill which applied to towns 


of twenty thousand inhabitants, when it passed” 
the Judiciary Committee, met with the ap- 
proval of that committee; and in that bill 
this duty was imposed on the circuit judges, 
instead of on the district judges, so that this 
distinction has twice had the approval of the 
Senate and of the Judiciary Committee, I 
hope, therefore, that we shall not change the 
law at this time. : 

Mr. THURMAN. If thecircuit judge makes 
these appointments, it is very obvious that he 
must make them upon the representations of 
some other person or persons. He cannot 
have personal knowledge in respect to every 
election precinct in the three or four States 
composing his circuit. Indeed, the district 
judge cannot have that personal knowledge in 
respect toa great many precincts in hid district, 
although that is usually only about the half 
of a State; and yet the district judge will 
have much greater personal knowledge than 
the cirenit jadge can have; and the district 
judge will also have more knowledge of the 
persons who recommend individuals to him 
for appointment, a much better knowlege than 
the circuit judge can have. 

To say, then, that the circuit judge shall 
make these appointments, because he is a 
a more independent judge or because he is not 
under any particular local influence, is no an- 
swer atall, for he will not make them upon 
his own knowledge of the men, he must make 
them upon the recommendations of some per- 
son to him, and we know what these recom- 
mendations will generally be. The appoint- 
ment may be made at any time so that it is 
ten days before the election. He has no time 
whatever, then, to make inquiry. It is per- 
emptorily made his duty to make the appoint- 
ment if the application is made to him ten 
days before the election. He then has not an 
hour to make the selections, not one hour 
to make any inquiry as to who shall be 
the persons who shall act as supervisors, but 
in nine cases out of ten he must take the 
very men as supervisors who may be recom- 
mended to him by the persons who ask for 
their appointment. That will be the case in 
nine cases out of ten, perhaps ninety-nine 
times out of a hundred. So that in point 
of fact it will not be the circuit judge who 
makes the appointment, but it will be the ten 
citizens who ask for the appointment, who will 
at the same time require the appointment and 
name the men who shall be appointed. That, 
practically, will be the operation of the whole 
thing. If, however, you left it to the district 
judge, he would have some knowledge of the 
men who asked for the appointment, some 
knowledge of the value of their recommenda- 
tion, and over a large part of the district he 
would have some knowledge of the persons 
living in the election precincts ; but by leav- 
ing this to the circuit judge you make it, prac- 
tically, absolutely necessary for him to appoint 
the men who are dictated to him by the per- 
sons who demand the appointment. 

Take the case, for instance, of Judge Em- 
mons, in Detroit. He is there, and he is asked 
to make appointments in Tennessee; he is 
asked to do it ten days before the election. 
A paper is presented to him signed by ten 
men, citizens in an election precinct, asking 
him to appoint two supervisors for that pre- 
cinct. He says ‘‘I do not know two men m 
the precinct; I do not know anybody who 
does know a man in the precinct.” What 
then must he do? The law is mandatory ; he 
shall make the appointment. He has no dis- 
cretion; he must make it. How then can he 
get two names out of that precinct except 
from the men who present to him at Detroit 
the paper demanding their appointment? The 
consequences of the law as it now stands, 
therefore, is simply this: that the men who 
demand the appointment also make the 
appointment. That is the fact. . 

What reason is given for that? There 18 no 
reason in the world given for it other than 
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this: that it is supposed the circuit judge 
will be more independent of local influences 
than the district judge. -Why, sir, if you are 
to devolve this power on a judicial officer at 
all, can you devolve it more safely upon any 
< one than the district judge, who holds his 
> office for life, and who is supposed to be re- 
moved from any such local influences? If 
the district judge is not competent, by preju- 
dice or passion or local influence, to appoint 
a supervisor of an election, I pray you, how 
ig he competent or fit to bold the office of 
district judge at all? Is he fit to administer 
justice there if he is so subject to local influ- 
ences? Is he fit to try the prosecutions that 
may arise under this very law? Yet most of 
them are to be tried by this very same district 
judge, whom you remove and set aside upon 
the idea that he is the victim of or subject to 
local influences, and that therefore it is neces- 
sary to go seven or eight hundred miles to 
. find a man who is not subject to local influ- 
ences. 

Then here again is the inconsistency of the 
` thing, that the circuit judge is to appoint them 
in the State in which he lives where the 
same local influences that would bear upon 
the district judge would bear upon him. 

Isay, Mr. President, if this bill is to pass at 
all, and if it is to be anything like a fair bill, 
to accomplish the purposes that are professed, 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois ought to prevail. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am surprised 
that the Senator from Ohio should question 
the fairness of this bill because it names the 
circuit judge instead of the district judge, when 
he has once, if not twice, had such a bill pass 
under his supervision in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee without raising that objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. Because I was opposed 
to the bill out and out and opposed it in com- 
mittee, if I may be allowed to say that, as the 
Senator refers to committee matters, which he 
ought not to have done, and I opposed it in 
this Senate until the Senate got very tired of 
hearing me. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not think 
there was any opposition made in the Senate 
to the passage of the bill to which I refer at 
all; certainly none on the ground that it named 
the circuit judge instead of the district judge, 
and it passed at this session. 

Mr. THURMAN. To what bill does the 
Senator refer? 

Mr. FRELINHUYSEN, The amendment 
to the original act. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator knows I 
was opposed to that bill. 

, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Isay no objec- 
tion was made to it in the Senate, and no 
objection anywhere on account of the circuit 
judge. All the argument that the Senator 
uses against the circuit judges applies equally 
against the district judges; and we are going 
to select one or the other, As to the cir- 
cuit judge being under the imperative neces- 
sity of appointing just who the citizens call 
upon him to appoint, that applies to the dis- 
trict judge just ag well. A circuit judge who 
wants to perform his duty will see that he is 
not placed in any such strait; and that is a 
matter which any number of citizens can 1n 
time prevent by making application twenty or 
thirty days before the time the appointment 
is to be made, so as to leave abundant time 
to make this investigation. It is perfectly 
apparent that these circuit judges, if we are 
going to impose an unportant trust, are, as a 
general rule, without saying anything to the 
disparagement of the district judges, better 
entitled to this trust. 

ene CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 
e 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY, I wish he would state, 
because I intend to say something about that 
point, upon what grounds he regards the cir- 


cuit gieo as better het to this trust, to 
use his own language, than the district judges. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The goes 
that they are a higher grade of officer. They 
are so recognized for the same reason that 
more important questions are by the law of 
the land submitted to them than to the dis- 
trict judges. That isa sufficient reason. It 
is nothing to the disparagement of the charac- 
ter of the district judge to say that the cir- 
cuit judge is his superior, and the justice of 
the Supreme Court is superior to the circuit 
judge, and the most important duties we 
habitually repose in the highest officer. I 
suppose that these district jadges and circuit 
judges are personally strangers to us all, and 
therefore we can only judge of their trust- 
worthiness for a delicate duty by considering 
the grade of office to which we have elevated 
them. . 

Mr. CASSERLY. So far as the main ques- 
tion is concerned, I do not propose to discuss 
it farther. I wish to saya few words, however, 
in regard to the ground assumed by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey who has just sat down. 
He said awhile ago, as his reason for wishing 
this power in the hands of the circuit judges, 
that they were generally a better class of men. 
Just now when I challenged his attention to 
the point he put it on the ground that they 
were a higher class of officers. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If I spoke of 
the men it was a slip of the tongue, for I do 
not know the character of the men. I should 
be very sorry to be represented as speaking to 
the disparagement of the district judges or the 
circuit judges as men, and I trust the Senator 
from California will not so represent me. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not know what 
the Senator means by trusting that I will not 
so represent him, because I used his express 
language. Now, if the Senator wishes to 
qualify that, I of course shall not object. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I stated what I 
meant by saying that if I used that expression 
it was a slip of the tongue. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I trust the Senator under- 
stands me. So far as that is concerned, his 
explanation closes my mouth. Still I repeat 
I do not know why the Senator should express 
a hope that I would not so represent him, to 
use his own language, when, of course, if the 
Senator in the haste of debate used any lan- 
guage which he wishes to recall or to qualify 
he will meet from no one a more cheerful 
assent than he will from me. It seemed to 
me, however, that there was an implication, 
an undertone running through this debate, as 
though the circuit judges were by reason of 
their personal qualifications better fitted to 
perform this duty than the district judges. 

Now, sir, it has been my fortune during the 
many years of my practice at the bar to know 
something of the circuit judges and the dis- 
trict judges in this country, either by my prac- 
tice before them or by my examination of their 
decisions. I do not think it can be said with 
justice by any one that the district judges as 
a body will suffer by comparison with the cir- 
cuit judges as a body. Some of the most 
illustrious names that we have in our juris- 
prudence are the names of district judges. In 
admiralty they hold almost undisturbed su- 
premacy. I have only to speak of such names 
as Sprague of Massachusets, of Lowell, his 
successor, of Ingersoll in Connecticut, of 
Betts in New York, of Smalley in Vermont— 
all of them men whose memories will always 
live in the hearts of the profession for their 
learning, for their ability, for their spotless 
integrity. On my own coast it may be that 
we are fortunate—I think not more fortunate 
than our fellow-citizens are elsewhere-—but 
we have three district judges there, with re- 
gard to two of whom I speak from personal 
Knowledge, and I believe I may include the 
third in what I am going to say. They are 
gentlemen who would not suffer by compari- 


‘son with any circuit judge in the United States 
to-day. Two of them are judges of long ser- 
vice; one of them has gone through an ordeal 
that few judges could have gone through and 
come out of it not only with reputation undi- 
minished, but greatly increased for every 
quality which a judge should have. I draw 
no invidious distinctions between him or any 
other of the district judges on that coast and 
the circuit judge. The circuit judge is a 
gentleman of standing, and of credit, and of 
ability, too, but no friend of his would under- 
take to depreciate, by comparison with him, 
any of the three district judges in his circuit. 

There is nothing in the idea of personal 
unfitness on the part of the district judges as 
compared with the circuit judges for the dis- 
charge of the trust imposed on them by this 
act; and if you speak of long tenure of 
office, and of great experience, and of inti- 
mate acquaintance with the best people, with 
the good men and true, the lawful and dis- 
creet , citizens of the States in which they 
administer justice, the district jadges are im- 
measurably beyond the circuit judges in the 
advantages which they possess. Your circuit 
judges are, many of them, if not most of 
them, of new creation. Many of the district 
judges have been in office for a quarter of a 
century, and have always borne themselves 
so clear in their high office that no touch 
even of the most reckless slander has ever 
reached them. 

I shall regret the adoption of the amend- 
ment as amended in the committee, for the 
reason that it will exclude precisely that class 
of judges who are preéminently qualified 
beyond any doubt or fair comparison to 
discharge the duties imposed upon the circuit 
judges by this bill. 

r. TRUMBULL. I did not intend to say 
anything more about this question. I shail 
enter into no comparison between the judges 
of the circuit and of the district courts, I 
assume, Mr, President, that the judges of the 
circuit court and the judges of the district 
courts are both of too high character to do 
anything but what would be right in the selec- 
tion of two supervisors or inspectors, one from 
each: party, to see that an election is conducted 
fairly. I take it that we may trust both of 
them or either of them; itis a mere question 
of convenience. 

It has been thought by Congress advisable 
to take to some extent the supervision of the 
election of members of Congress. And in 
doing that we have passed a law by which we 
proposed originally to appoint these super- 
visors only in the large cities. The Senator 
from New Jersey says we confined the ap- 
pointment to the circuit judges. There might 
have been more propriety for it then. It was 
only in cities, I think, containing more than 
twenty thousand inhabitants, that any pro- 
vision was originally made for appointing 
these inspectors, and of course there were but 
few such cities in acircuit. Now it is pro- 
posed to extend the law so as to authorize the 
appointment of inspectors in every precinct 
in the United States when a congressional 
election takes places, and it is proposed to 
confine the appointment of these inspectors, 
one of each party in those precincts, to the 
judge of the circuit court. There is but one 
judge of the circuit court in a circuit. These 
circuits consist of many States, all of them of 
several States. 

As I have already stated, the southern cir- 
cuit extends from Texas to Florida. It takes 
in Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Texas. Now, suppose in the 
remote part of Texas it is thought by some 
of the citizens there that they will not have a 
fair election ; they desire to apply to the judge 
for the purpose of having two impartial per- 
sons appointed, one of each party, to supervise 
this election in the western part of Texas 5 
they are required to go to Judge Woods, resid- 
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ing in Alabama, with their application ten 
days before the election takes place. Does 
not every one see the inconvenience of that? 

If you propose to pass a law that is to have 
any practical effect you must adopt such ma- 
chinery as can be used; and I assume that 
either of the district judges in Texas—they 
have two there now, one of whom has just 
been appointed in his district—if applied to 
by the citizens of any precinct in that State 
would appoint proper persons, and would be 
quite as likely to appoint proper persons as 
Judge Woods would be up in Alabama, who 
would only know what was told him by the 
applicants. He could have no personal knowl- 
edge of the different precincts. Just so in 

_ Florida ; just so in the State of Tennessee. 

The State of Tennessee and the State of 
Michigan are both in the same judicial cir- 
cuit. Now, away up, if you please, on the 
mountains of Tennessce, at Chattanooga, or at 
Knoxville, where Judge Emmons never goes, 
never holds a court, and where he knows 
nobody, it is thought by the citizens ten days 
prior to the election that it will be proper that 
they should apply to have these two officers 
appointed by the United States to supervise 
the election of Congressmen. How are they 
going to get it done? They must go to Detroit 
and make the application, It seems to me 
this would be an inconvenience that would 
render the Jaw almost nugatory when you come 
to extend it to all the precincts of the country ; 
and so it seemed to me, and go it seemed to 
the committee, because the committee so re- 
ported the bill, you should allow the district 
judges to make these appointments. ‘There is 
something about it that we do not understand. 
What is it? Is there a distrust of some dis- 
trict judge ; and if so, who is it? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will my friend allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Me. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to inquire from 
what committee the original law, the law to 
which the pending bill is an amendment, was 
reported? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it came from 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. KELLOGG. l see that the original 
Jaw is precisely like the second section as it 
stauds now without the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Ilinois, and I was in- 
formed by a member hearing it discussed 
very much in the Senate that it was regarded 
as a masterpiece of ingenuity, and not pre- 
pared with a view to the predilections or 
interest of any party. It was declared, I 
believe, tobe fairly drawn, and was universally 
conceded to be drawn with a great deal of 
fairness and legal acumen, and with a great 
deal of care. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know who 
drafted the bill; but if the Senator had been 
noticing my remarks he would have observed 
that I had stated that that law only applied 
to cities of twenty thousand inhabitants and 
upward, of which there are but few in a judi- 
cial circuit, aud the judge of the circuit court 
could better supervise the few cities in his 
circuit than he can all the precincts through 
half a dozen States; and while the circuit 
judge might perform this duty for cities of 
twenty thousand inhabitants, it would be much 
more difficult to perform it for a thousand pre- 
cincts, and there will be at least that number, 
and probably five thousand in some of the 
circuits. I supposed the Senator from Louis- 
jana would have been able to see that distinc- 
tion without calling my attention to the ori- 
ginal law as militating at all against the obser- 
vations I was making. 

Now, Mr. President, I sappose there must 
be somewhere, but I do not know who it is, 
some judge whom it is supposed it will not 
do to trust to appoint these persons—I do not 
know what else this can amount to—and who 
that judge is I do not know. I presume this 
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law is supposed to be chiefly.desirable in the 
southern States, where all the judges have been 
appointed within a few years. I have no idea 
that in the State of Illinois anybody will apply 
to a judge to have any one appointed. I do 
not suppose they will in the State of Indiana. 
We have never had any such officers appointed 
in my State hitherto, and I trust there will be 
no necessity for it. The elections in the State 
of Iilinois, so far as I know or believe, have 
been fair elections. I do not mean to say that 
an illegal vote was never cast. Probably in 
half a million votes there would be more or 
less illegal votes cast; but that there ever 
were any considerable frauds practiced at the 
elections in my State I do not believe, or any 
frauds that these supervisors appointed by the 
judge of the court would have prevented. 
So that this law is to have its application 
I suppose chiefly in the southern States. 
Throughout the northern States, except in 
some of the large cities like New York or 
Philadelphia, I suppose it will have no 
practical operation whatever. 

In the. South who are your district judges? 
They have all been appointed within a few 
years, most of them by the present Adminis- 
tration or by that of Mr. Lincoln. - Mr. Lin- 
coln appointed the judges originally in all the 
southern States nearly. The old judges went 
out, as we know, by the war, and as soon as 
we got possession of those States, one of the 
first things done was to reéstablish the courts, 
and Senators will remember that at an early 
day, aş soon as we got possession, the then 
President, Mr. Lincoln, appointed judges in 
nearly all these southern States. He did so in 
Louisiana, in Mississippi, in Alabama, South 
Carolina, Florida, and most of the judges who 
were appointed: by Mr. Lincoln are holding 
office now. There have been some few ap 
pointments made by the present Administra- 
tion. I do not know that any of these judges 
are unfit to exercise such a power as is pro- 
posed to be exercised here; aud it certainly 
would be more convenient, and it seems to me 
more appropriate, if the law is to have any 
effect at all, that we should so frame it as to 
make it practical in its application, and I think 
the committee viewed it in that light. Of 
course they did, or they would not have re- 
ported the bill in that way. IL am sorry the 
Senator from Indiana thinks it better now to 
change it. However, it is for the Senate to 
determine. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to waste 
the time of the Senate, but we considered this 
matter I think very fully in the Judiciary 
Committee a year or two ago, and reported 
the bill giving this power of appointment to 
the circuit judges upon consideration as being 
that body of men who would be most. removed 
from the intensity of local politics in any par- 
ticular State or town where the district judges 
happened to live, and would be therefore more 
fairand impartial persous to act independently 
and rightly upon such subjects ; and I thought 
that provision had the approval of my friend 
from [llinois. 

I have looked through the Globe containing 
the Senate proceedings on that bill of 1871, 
which I believe was the first one that con- 
tained this supervising provision asit is called, 
and I find that no Senator on either side of 
the Chamber made any criticism or objection 
to the bill as reported from the Judiciary 
Committee providing that this function should 
be performed by the circuit judges and not by 
the district judges. The bill was vigorously 
discussed in all its sections except this par- 
ticular one, which seems to have passed by gen- 
eral consent, as far as the hasty examination 
of the Globe that Ihave been able to make 
shows. All the other sections of the bill 
underwent the most searching criticism, and 
many of them opposition. So that the whole 
bill was brought under the most careful seru- 
tiny, and, so far as I can find, no Senator 


raised his voice to make the least objection to 
the way in which the committee had reported 
the bill in respect. to this subject of the fane- 
tion to be performed by the circuit judges 
rather than by the district judges ; and ‘so the 
bill passed. 

Now, it has been found by experience that 
the bill has worked great benefits to the peo- 
ple, not by Federal interference with the rights 
of the people of the States as such, but bythe. 
just operation of law under the Constitution 
upon the people by the government of ihe 
people in respect to those topics in which the 
Constitution declares this government of the 
people, and not the State government, may ` 
make regulations if it chooses. 

Mr. NORWOOD. If the honorable Sena- 
tor will pardon mea moment, was not the bill 
he refers to limited to cities with a population 
of twenty thousand? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; that is the only 
law there is on the subject, except this one of 


course. 

Mr. NORWOOD. And this bill applies to 
every precinct in the country. Does not the 
Senator see the vast difference between the 
powers that would be exercised by the circait 
judges then and the powers that are to be 
exercised now, when, instead of its being 
limited to cities having a population of over 
twenty thousand, it goes into every precinct, 
however small and however distant? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; I do see a vast 
numerical difference, but the difference is not 
one of principle. You mightas well argue if 
it is right for a circuit judge to try one cause 
when there were twenty to be tried he would 
not be a competent man to try those, as to 
argue that the circuit judge is unfit to perform 
this duty. 

The ground upon which the committee se- 
lected the circuit judge to perform this duty I 
have stated, and 1 will restate it; and that is, 
that he stood before the respective communi- 
ties over which he was to exercise functions 
as a man who would be more likely to be free 
from local prejudice and influence than. the 
district judge, whose operations were confined 
to a narrower limit, and who, it might be sup- 
posed in some cases, would be more likely to 
be influenced by partisan considerations than 
the judge of the wider jurisdiction and greater 
territorial scope. That was the ground upon 
which these judges were selected ; not upon 
the question of how much work they would 
have todo; not upon the question of how much 
information they would have to obtain, but 
upon the broad principle of selecting the best 
agents to exercise the funciions of jurispru- 
dence under the Constitution and the laws. 
That was it; and that being it, I repeat, I am 
safe in saying it, lam sure, for I have gone 
through the proceedings, no Senator thought 
it right to make the leastcrilicism or objection 
upon that ground. It went so far as that sec- 
tion goes, through the Senate by unanimous 
consent. Ido not mean that the bill went 
through by unanimous consent. Almost all 
of its sections were vigorously opposed and 
criticised; but so far as this section and this 
particular thing we are now speaking of was 
concerned, it met with the approval of every- 
body, if you are to assume that there is ap- 
proval by everybody from discussing and op- 
posing almost everything else and not dis- 
cussing and opposing this. 

Mr. THURMAN. Of what bill does the 
Senator speak ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I speak of the bill of 1871 
which, as I understand it, first contained this 
provision about having two persons, one of 
each political party, to attend the polls and see 
what went on. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator will recol- 
lect that was limited to cities and towns of 
twenty thousand and upward. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Soldorecollect. That 
has just been stated by the Senator from 
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Georgia ; but I should like to know where 
the difference in principle and in justice is be- 
tween allowing the circuit judge to exercise 
this function over a city of twenty thousand and 
over one of ten thousand inhabitants ? 
M. THURMAN. If the Senator wants an 
answer I will give it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is a question of capa- 
city to make a good appointment. 

. Mr. BDMUNDS. Exactly. 

Mr. THURMAN. And it might well be 
that the circuit judge would have more knowl- 
edge in regard to the very few cities and 

- towns in his circuit of twenty thousand inhab- 
itants than he would of every election precinct 
ina whole congressional district, and in fact 
in the whole of five States. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly ; and so of 
adistrict judge. Every judge no doubt, if he 
isa human being, has more knowledge of the 
town where he happens to live, or of a few 
towns, if those towns are first selected and 

ointed out to him, and time is given to him to 
study them up, than he bas of many; that is 
to say, it is somewhat easier to know a little 
than it is to know a great deal. 

Now. then, I say as the reason why the 
circuit judge was selected was upon the prin- 
ciple that he stood more impartial and inde- 
pendent of influence than the district judge to 
exercise this responsible function. It is no 
argument against its exercise that you are to 
extend the territorial or numerical extent of 
the objects over which it is to be exercised. If 
Senators can make out that it will not be pos- 
sible for the circuit judge, within the time that 
he has, to perform this duty, and therefore the 
law will fail of execution upon the ground 
that it is impossible for any one to do what it 
requires, that would be a forcible argument; 
but no man can make that out. The circuit 
judge attends every circuit court in the dis- 
trict; and every circuit court in the district 
is held just where and at the same time the 
district court is, and therefore the circuit 

judge is just as apt to know and just as likely 


responsible citizens in the various localities 
attending as parties, witnesses, jurors, grand 
jurors, and all that, as the district judge is. 

Icannot help suspecting—I know itis a lit- 

tle invidious to suspect—that some how and 
in some way there is something more in 
this objection than has been stated, and that 
it might be found in some district in some 
State—and I can think of one where a judge 
has been brought under reproach; I have 
no right to say just reproach, and I do not say 
it~it might be found in some district and in 
some State extremely convenient for some 
party or other, (probably the Republican party, 
because that has to bear all the sins) to have a 
district judges elect some people to make this 
observation ratherthan the cireuitjudge. But 
of course I donot saythat. Iknow no Senator 
would have any such motive; but Senators 
are sometimes talked to by people who con- 
ceal their motives, and I suspect that is the 
motive. 
_ But, Mr. President, [have taken more time 
in pointing out to the Senate the solid prin- 
tiple upon which this original proposition 
Tests than I ought to have, done. I hope we 
shall adhere to it. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The honorable Senator 
from Vermont bases his view of the question 
simply upon the ground of principle, that the 
bill proceeds upon the principle that a circuit 
Judge is purer than a district judge. Wedo 
not look upon our judges in the South in that 
Way. We look upon them all as honorable 
men. We are notafraid, so far-as their action 
18 concerned, to intrust this matter in the 
hands of either one or the other. If the hon- 
orable Senator thinks that one United States 
Judge is a more nonorable man than another, 
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the operation of this bill to him or the carry- 
ing of it into effect, very well. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can state 


his own views; but if he thinks he is stating || 


me, he entirely misstates me. I have neither 
said nor intimated any such thing. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Then if the honorable 

Senator does not intimate anything of that 
kind, what becomes of the principle that is in- 
volved in this matter? He says one would be 
more moved from political influences than the 
other, because he is a circuit judge. Does 
not that imply that the district judge is not so 
capable as the circuit judge, because he comes 
within those political influences? Is it not a 
direct imputation upon the district judge that 
he would not be so fair as the circuit judge in 
carrying this bill into effect? There can beno 
other construction, let the honorable Senator 
disclaim it as he may, to be put upon his lan- 
guage than that. 
: But, sir, it is not a question of principle ; 
it is a question of practical operation simply. 
What are we seeking todo? I assume that 
all Senators who are in favor of this bill desire 
a fair election. ‘Then if they desire a fair elec- 
tion, they desire the bill to go into fair opera- 
tion ; they desire the end to be secured that 
they are aiming at; and what is that? ‘That 
certain supervisors shall be appointed by these 
judges. Why are the judges nominated to 
appoint these supervisors? Simply because 
they are United States judges? No, sir; but 
because they are presumed to know from their 
location what they will be doing. Otherwise 
you might as well give the appointment to the 
Chief Justice of the United States Supreme 
Court. He could do it just as well as any of 
the rest if you give him ample time; but they 
are presumed from their localities to know the 
parties whom they will appoint. Therefore, 
it is not a question of principle, but it is a 
question simply of practical operation. 

How will this bill operate if it goes into 
effect? Take the illustration. given by the 


- Senator from Illinois, the case of Judge Woods. 


His circuit extends from the Savannah river 
to the western boundary of Texas, a distance 
of considerably over a thousand miles, prob- 
He has been 
presiding in that circuit now between two and 
three years only. His time has been occupied 
in holding courts. I think it fair to assume 
that Judge Woods to-day does not know one 
man in Georgia where Judge Erskine knows 
five hundred. And so of the other States. 
Judge Busteed, of Alabama; Judge Hill, of 
Mississippi; and Judge Durrell, of Louisiana, 
know more men of both parties in their States, 
one hundred to one, than Judge Woods. _ 

Now, then, it is a question of practical 
operation, Ifyou want this bill to have a fair 
operation in this elettion, let the supervisors be 
selected by the judges who know the meu whom 
they are selecting, and not letit depend, as the 
Senator from Ohio said, upon the presentation 
of the parties who come and make the applica- 
tion for the appointment of these supervisors, 
who will be in effect the appointing power 
of these parties and not the judge. — 

Now, look at the time that is limited for 
the operation of this bill; the time for this 
judge to act in. Within ten days he shall open 
this court. He is not required by the bill to 
open his court within any time longer than 
ten days prior to the registration or the elec- 
tion, and therefore, unless he sees fit to do it 
he need not do it, though the application may 
be made before that time. Judge Woods, 
therefore, will open his court in Alabama ten 
days prior to the election of next November, 
and he is then to appoint thousands and 
thousands of supervisors from Georgia to 
Texas within those ten days. Now, suppose 
Judge Woods, (and that would be the case, 
for | know him to be an honorable man,) 
should appoint with all the caution possible, 
what precautionary measures can be adopted to 
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prevent an imposition upon him in the appii- 
cations that will be made to him to appoint 
these supervisors? Can he write from Alabama 
to Texas within ten days and get information 
as to who these parties are and then. change 
his. appointments, or make his appointments 
after he gets his information and then the 
appointees receive their appointment in Texas 
in time to hold theelection?, The proposition 
simply amounts to an absurdity; I say it with 
allrespect. It is utterly impossible, therefore, 
in its practical working, for this bill to accom- 
plish any good, and in this view of the ques- 
tion alone do I think the Senate ought to act. 
Hence it is not a question of principle at all, 
but it is a question as to whether the bill in its 
operation will have any good effect. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has come somewhat late 
into the ’fray, very much astonished as well as 
exceedingly suspicious. I will first refer to 
his astonishment. 5 : 

He is astonished that objections now should 
be made to investing the appointment of eight, 
ten, or twelve thousand officers of election all 
over the country, in nine circuit judges, and 
that arguments should be made in favor of 
giving that extraordinary power to sixty or 
seventy district judges. The source of his 
astonishment is that when the bill to which 
the present measure is proposed as an amend- 
ment was passing through the Senate, no 
objection was made by the opponents of the 
bill to giving the power of appointment to the 
circuit judges. lt would seem, too, that he 
bas been looking through the Globe in order 
to make certain of what he said. Did his 
researches enable him to refresh his memory 
as to the character of the measure—I speak 
now of both measures, the bill of 1870 and 
the bill of 1871—and as to the circumstances 
under which they were introduced into this 
body and put through? 

Sir, he knows just as well as anybody in the 
Senate, and perhaps a great deal better than 
most, what were the features of those bills, 
of each of them and of both of them, against 
which the main opposition was presented. 
He knows (whether we were right or wrong) 
that we opposed each of those bills upon 
grounds of such magnitude as to make the 
question of the power which should appoint 
these supervisors utterly insignificant by com- 
parison, utterly immaterial as to whether it 
was reposed in the circuit or in the district 
judges. 

Sir, we dealt with those bills as bills that 
struck down, at a blow, the whole power of 
the State over its own elections; as bills that 
put it into the power of the Administration 
party of this country to destroy at its will to 
any extent or to the whole extent, the free- 
dom of election in the States. Does he uot 
know that our judgment was that each of 
those bills was filled not only with uncon- 
stitutional, but with odious and oppressive 
details? Does he remember the objection 
that was made to the original bill, and never 
attempted to be answered, that it put it into 
the power of any man, though he were a con- 
vict who had just come out of State’s prison 
afier serving his time, upon an ex parte afi- 
davit, to break up the election at any poll in 
the country? Does be remember that that 
pill contained a provision enabling the Presi- 
dent to appoint any number of deputy com- 
manders-in-chief of the Army and Navy to 
use the Army and Navy with the same power 
and the same freedom with which he could use 
them? - 

Why, sir, it was a bill as we regarded it—I 
speak of each of them—filled from the first 
line to the last, almost, with such provisions 
as it seemed to us impossible the Senate 
could ever adopt. When we had to deal with 
causes of complaint so pressing and so grave, 
it would have been the height of folly in us 
discuss whether the 
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appointment of your congressional supervisors 
of election should be vested in the circuit 
judges or in the district judges. 

In the second of those bills the enormous 
power was given to these supervisors to super- 
vise and to overlook the elections for State 
officers. ‘There was no pretense, and there 
could be none, that Congress had, under any 
view of the Constitution, the slightest au- 
thority to interfere with those elections; but 
under a mere bald, transparent pretense that 
it might be necessary in order to carry out the 
congressional control of elections for Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates in Congress, these 
congressional supervisors were authorized to 
regulate the polling, to scrutinize the polling, 
and overhaul the ballot-boxes in which votes 
were received and only were received for those 
officers, and only those officers were to be 
voted for under the exclusive authority of the 
State. 

Why, sir, we should have been justly ridic- 
ulous if, when we were dealing with such a meas 
ure as that, we spent our breath in complaining 
that the appointment of officers armed with 
such extraordinary powers as these supervisors 
were armed with should be given here or 
there. No source of appointment could have 
purged such a body of men of the despotic 
and unconstitutional powers reposed in them 
by the act. 

Does the Senator remember also the cir- 
cumstances under which the first of those 
bills was put through in the Senate? Does he 
remember that he and his associates in this 
body compelled the minority to sit here from 
twelve o'clock at noon of one day until seven 
o'clock of the morning of the next day? And 
he wants to know why that little jaded band 
of men, to whose eyes even the excess of their 
fatigue forbade sleep to come through all those 
long and weary hours—he is astonished that 
during that session of nineteen hours when 
there was but a handful of us here in all, and 
frequently but two or three, as it were, to 
mount guard againsts the assaults upon the 
Constitution—he wonders now why none of 
us hud not anything to say asto why these ap- 
pointwnents should not be given to the dis- 
trict judges rather than the circuit judges! 
Why, sir, that would have been a very foolish 
undertaking for us! We had matter much 
more serious to deal with. 

Does he not remember also the circum- 
stances uuder which the second bill was brought 
forward and put through? After eleven o'clock 
of one night at the close of along and weary 
session, under the whip and spur of a call of 
the Senate, and with the Sergeant-at-Arms 
bringing in Senators from their lodgings, the 
Senate was forced to take up that bul. Next 
day it came before the Senate, and that, too, 
was put through at a single: sitting; and we 
who had been here until nearly midnight the 
night before were kept until the majority, 
composed of the Senator from Vermont and 
his associates, had put that bill through long 
after midnight. And yet he wonders why 
under those circumstances we did not spend 
our breath, and those energies which we were 
obliged to reserve for greater things in those 
two battles for the Constitution, upon such an 


utterly insignificant matter in comparison as. 


whether the appointment of these supervisors 
should be in the circuit or in the district 
judges. : 

Now, sir, we have to deal with a bill with 
the express subject; now it is proper for us 
to consider whether the powers contemplated 
by the act should not be reposed in the district 
judges, who have the proper means of inform- 
ation, rather than in the circuit judges, who 
have not and who cannot possibly have; and 
what does the Senator say? He is very sus- 
picious of those who differ from him. I do 
not know what he means by reference to a 
particular district judge. It would have been 
better, I think, when he was scattering am- 


biguows words through the country from his 
place in the Senate, if he had specified some 
one. If there be anywhere a district judge 
who is unfit to be intrusted with the power of 
appointing these officers, the blame of his 
being in office lies at the door of the Senator 
and his associates in this Chamber. It does 
not lie at the door of the minority here. The 
Senator should have given us specifications 
of the ground of his suspicion. He under- 
takes to tell us that the district judges are 
less fit than the circuit judges because they 
move in a narrower circle; that the limits 
of their districts are more confined as to 
extent and as to population than the limits 
of a circuit. Sir, what an extraordinary 
ground is that for a Senator of the general 
acuteness and ability of that Senator to take! 
Except in the State of New York, the State 
of Pennsylvania, and some of the larger 
States, a district is coterminus, generally 
speaking, with a State. The argument of the 
Senator from Vermont seriously is that a dis- 
trict judge who lives in Georgia, like the judge 
of whom my friend from Georgia has just 
spoken, is so affected by the fact that he lives 
in Georgia, that he is unable to appoint super- 
visors of election for the State of Georgia 
with as much discrimination and with as much 
judgment as the circuit judge, who lives in 
Alabama, and who cannot by any possibility 
know one man in Georgia where the district 
judge knows fifty. The narrowness of his 
sphere, says the Senator, disqualifies the dis- 
trict judge by comparison. Then a circuit 
judge with five States in his circuit ought to 
be infinitely better qualified to judge, asto the 
fitness of men to be appointed under this law 
in each one of those States than the district 
judge in each of those States. Why, sir. that 
is an argument, if the Senator made it as an 
argument, which requires only to be stated. 
The best answer to it is the statement of it. 

The Senator said something about party 
impulses and party biases. He surely did 
not mean that. That would not be bis delib- ] 
erate expression. I never have heard in the 
highest times of party violence anything which 
implicated the district judges as a body, or 
indeed the district judges individually, with 
very few exceptions, in any transactions which 
would render them in the slightest degree 
amenable to the imputation of the Senator from 
Vermont. The Senator suspects; the Sen- 
ator has suspicions, J might suspect; I might, 
have suspicions that when a Senator as able 
and as fertile in resoucres as the Senator from 
Vermont fails so utterly in his attempt to give 
reasons and to furnish arguments for selecting 
the circuit judge, with his impossibility of 
knowledge, in preference to the district judge, 
with all his opportunities for knowledge, there 
is some reason which cannot be made public 
that is at the bottom of this measure. But, 
sir, I impute nosuch suspicion. This much I 
can say: in the failure of an able man to 
furnish a good reason for this action the con- 
clusion is inevitable that there is no reason for 
it, good, bad, or indifferent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. SAWYER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr. Buarr.] Ifpresent he would vote ‘‘yea,’” 
and L should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GILBERT. I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Vickers.] 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 
25 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Al í y 
Davis of West Vireinia, Bayard, Casserly Cooper, 
Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, 


Pratt, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and West—19. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 
pentor, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of | 


Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, 7 
logg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, ata 
Pool, Rice, Scott, Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright 2, : 

ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Buckingham 
Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gil- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hill, Hitcheoek, Howe, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Pometoy, 
Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman. 
Spencer, Trumbull, and Vickers—30. : 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion now is on concurring in the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole, which wag 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Moron, ] to insert an additional section rela- 
tive to the designations of district judges by ` 
the circuit judges. 

The amendment was concurred in, 


Mr. KELLOGG. I now offer the amend- 
ment which I referred to some time since, 
which I omitted to offer in Committee of the 
Whole. | 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment, which was to insert as an additional 
section the following: 

Seo. —. That the seventh section of the act to 
which this is an amendmentshall be, and is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: |. 

“Seo. 7. Thatif, in any election district or voting 
precinct in any congressional district for which there 
shall have been appointed supervisors of election, 
for any election at which a Representative or Dele- 
gate in Congress shall be voted for, the said super- 
visors of election, or either of them, shall not be 
allowed to exercise and discharge fully and freely, 
without bribery, solicitation, interference, hinder- 
ance, molestation, or violence, or threats thereof, on 
the part of or from any person or persons, each and 
every of the duties, obligations, and powers con- 
ferred upon them by this act, and the act hereby, 
amended, it shall be the duty of the supervisors of 
election, and each of them, to make a prompt report, 
under oath, within ten days after the day of oleo- 
tion, to the officer who, in accordance with the pro- Ț 
visions of section thirteen of this act, shall have 
been designated as the chief supervisor of the judi- 
cial district in which the election district or voting 
precinct wherein they or he served sball bo, of the 
manner and means by which they were, or be was, 
not allowed so to fully and freely exercise and dis- 
charge the duties and obligations required and im- 
posed by this act. And upon receiving any such 
report it shall be the duty of the said chief super- 
visor, acting both in such capacity and officially as 
a commissioner of the circuit court, to forthwith 
examine into all the facts thereof, to subpens and 
compel the attendance betore him of witnesses, 
administer oaths, and take testimony in respect to 
the charges made, and prior to the assembling of the 
Congress in which any such Representative or Dele- 
gute was voted for, to have filed with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States all the evidence by him taken, all in- 
formation by him obtained, and all reports to him 
made,” 

Mr. KELLOGG. This amendment changes 
the seventh section of the original law only so 
as to make it conform to the section already 
adopted, changing the second, third, and 
thirteenth sections of that law. In other words, 
the effect of this amendment is only to perfect 
the bill. The amendment recites in hac verba 
section seven that it proposes to amend, 
except that in the place of the words * city, - 
town, or village,” the words “any congres- 
sional district’? are inserted. Just so section 
two is amended; and since that. amendment 
has been adopted, to make the bill consistent 
this also should be adopted. I do not sup- 
pose there will be any objection to it. f 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out all after the word 
“amended,” in the second line, and inserting 
in lieu of the matter stricken out the words 
‘be, and the same is hereby, repealed ;’’ s0 
that if amended it will read: 


_ That the seventh section of the act to which this 
isan amendment shall be, and the same fs hereby, 
repealed, 


I can conceive of no earthly use for that 
seventh section. It provides that if any super- 
visor is interfered with, he shall make a report 
to this superior supervisor who is one of 
the commissioners of the circuit court, ad 
then that supervisor is “ to forthwith examine 
into all the facts thereof; to subpena and com- 
pel the attendance before him of any witnesses; 
administer oaths and take testimony in respect 
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tu the charges made, and prior to the assem- 
pling of the Congress for which any such Rep- 
resentative or Delegate was voted for, to have 
‘fled with the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Congress of the United States 
all the evidence by him taken, all information 
by. him obtained, and all reports to him 
made. 

This is a wholly ex parte proceeding, with- 
out one single dollar provided for executing 
“the law. What, then, will be the effect prac- 

tically? What will this principal supervisor 
do without a dollar in his hands to pay for any 
of these investigations, to pay for his own ser- 
vices, and to pay for the expenses of summon- 
ing witnesses, or to pay witnesses’ fees? What 
_can he do? Nothing in the world but this: he 
will take as much testimony as he may see fit 
to take to support a partisan view of the case 
= and report that, and when he has got to the 
House of Representatives what of it? It fur- 
nishes no ground for the action of the House 
at all in any way whatsoever. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I ask the indulgence 
of my friend to give me the floor, to enable 
me to make a report. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 


SALES OF ARMS, 


Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the 
select committee of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the Senate resolution of February 29, 
1872, ordering an investigation into the sale 
of certain ordnance stores for a certain fiscal 
year therein mentioned, have directed me to 
make a report in writing, which I now do. 

_ Mr. STEVENSON. I present the views of 
the minority of the same committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the report of 
the committee, and also the views of the mi- 
nority, with the evidence in the case, be printed, 
and that two thousand extra copies be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, must not 
the question of printing extra copies go to the 
Committee on Printing? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Trux: 
BULL in the chair.) That goes to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. The Chair was about to 
put the question on the motion to print. 

Mr. SUMNER. On that question I have 
one word to say. 

It may be known to Senators that when this 
committee was constituted I was out of my 
seat, being an invalid at home. I read the 
names of the committee with amazement, and 
regretted much that I was not here to protest 
against its formation. What I was unable to 
do then, I do now, with reluctance, but in the 
discharge of a duty. I protest now against 
the report, believing the committee organized 
in violation of parliamentary law, so that its 
report can be received only as the verdict of 
a jury disqualified to act in the case. In pre- 
senting this protest I adopt the language of 
the Manual: 


_ Those who take exceptions to seme particulars 
in the billare to be of the committee, but none who 
speak directly against the body of the bill; for he 
that would totally destroy will not amend it, 
(Hakew., 146; Town., col. 208; D'Ewes, 634, col. 2; 
Scob., 47;) or, as is said, (5 Grey, 145,) the child 
is not to be put to a nurse that cares nothing for 
it, (6 Grey, 373.) Itis therefore a constant rule ‘that 
no man is to be employed in any matter who has de- 
clared himself against it? And when any mem- 
ber who is against the bill hears himself named of 
its committee, he ought to ask to be excused. 
Thus, (March 7, 1606,) Mr. Hadley was, on the ques- 
tion being put, excused from being of a committee, 
igelaring himself to be against the matter itself. 
cob., 46, 


Observe, if you please, the words of Mr. 
efferson in this extract: 
“And when any member who is against the bill 


hears himself named of its committee, he ought to 
ask to be excused.” 


Sir, the words of Mr. Jefferson, the illus- 
trious Vice President who once occupied the 
seat which you now fill, are applicable to all 
inquiries as well as to bills. I have before 
me the note of a case of inquiry or investiga- 
tion, being the appointment of a committee 
to prepare articles of impeachment against 


‘the Earl of Danby, Lord Treasurer, inthe 


reign of Charles II, December 21, 1668, where 
it was said: e 


“No man, by the ancient rule of the Houses, is 


to be of a committee of a thing he is against.” 

Mark, sir, the breadth and energy of the 
language— of a thing he is against.” 

The Senate cannot forget the utterances of 
the Senator from Maive [Mr. Ha{uın] during 
the debate on the arms question, against the 
movement for inquiry; and yet he was made 
chairman of the committee to conduct the 
inquiry 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don; I shall be through in a minute. Nor 
can they forget the utterances of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [ Mr. Carpenter, ] seeking to 
protect the sale of arms by a new version of 
international law ; and yet he now makes the 
report. Sir, unless the rules of parliamentary 
law as set forth in our Manual are a mockery, 
those Senators were disqualified to occupy the 
positions they do as much as a juror who had 
expressed au opinion on the case before trial. 
I protest against their report. - 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I will not 
at this time be drawn into any discussion with 
the Senator from Massachusetts. Iam aware 
that the committee which has just made its re- 
port was net organized at the suggestion or 
according to the wishes of the Senator from 
Massachusetts; but I shall be ready to show 
tothe Senate and to the country that it was 
organized in accordance with parliamentary 
law. I will show that the Senator has this 
morning sought to send to the country an im- 
peachment of a report before either he or the 
Senate had read or heard one word of its con- 
tents. It is an assumption unworthy of the 
Senator and it ought not to have been made. 
It was seeking by his bald assertion, unsup- 
ported by truth, to send to the country a dec- 
laration that this committee had reported with- 
out the support of parliamentary law as its 
basis. On each of these questions I think I 
shall have no difficulty in satisfying this body ; 
but I will enter intonodiscussion now. Letthe 
motion to print the extra numbers with the 
evidence go to the Committee on Printing. 
After that shall have been done, I shall then, 
or if I may now, submit an additional motion 
that there be ten thousand copies of the report 
of the committee, and the views of the minor- 
ity also, printed for the use of the Senate, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the 
protest just read to the Senate by the Senator 
from Massachusetts would be an insult to the 
members of the committee who make the 
report but for the fact that the indignity 
heaped upon them is merged in the higher 
contempt and insult offered to the Senate 
itself. The members of that committee did 
not select themselves. They did not ask to 
be selected. ‘They were elected by the Sen- 
ate, and one member of the committee rose 
in his place and asked to be excused from 
serving upon it, and the Senate by a vote re- 
fused to excuse him; thus expressing their 
determination not only by their election, but 
by their refusal to excuse a member of the 
committee, that they desired the investigation 
to be made by the committee they had elected. 
What was said or done by the Senators who 
went on that committee had been said and 
done in open Senate, and was known to the 
Senate, and with that knowledge the Senate 
elected that committee and commanded them 
to do the duty which they have performed. 

One word more, because | do not intend at 
this time to anticipate a general debate which 
I bave no doubt will follow the publication 
of this report, and I trust it may. It is said 
that this ‘‘matter,’’ or ‘‘thing,’’ as it is called, 
was not committed to its friends. Sir, is there 
a member of that committee who did not vote 
for the investigation? Notone. Did not the 
Senator from Massachusetts himself vote to 
lay his own preamble on the table? He did, 


and so did all the members of the committee. 
Not a vote was cast by a member of the com- 
mittee that he did notconeur in. Every mem- 


i ber of the committee demanded an investiga: 


tion of the facts, impartial and searching. No 
Senator in the Chamber was more emphatic 
in expressing a belief that an investigation 
was necessary and in demanding it to be 
made than the men who. formed. that com- 
mittee. : 

_ What is “the thing?” Is itto havea fair 
investigation of the facts of the case? Then 
‘‘the thing ’’ was committed to its friends. If, 
however, “the thing ” is an intention to pro- 
duce an impression upon the country without 
regard to truth or justice, then “the thing” 
was not committed to its friends; and the 
committee in their report discussing this ques- 
tion say they desire to have it distinetly under- 
stood that they are not the friends of any such 
t“ thing.” 

Mr. President, I had not supposed that there 
would be any debate upon this’ question now, 
and I do not propose to be drawn into it. I have 
made this reply to the formal protest of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the two things 
might go upon the record together, and when 
the debate proper shall come upon it, I expect 
to be at home. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have no 
desire to precipitate any debate nor to avoid 
it. I stated that I was not in my seat when 
this committee was organized. Had I been 
here, I should have been a faithless Senator 
if with my convictions I had not solemnly pro- 
tested against it. I now, sir, seize the earliest 
opportunity to do what, through illness, | was 
unable to do at the earlier time. And lam 
told that I offer an insult to the committee 
and an insult to the Senate! The committee 
must be very sensitive and the Senate, too, if 
they find an insult when I read a paragraph 
from the Manual, not adding a word of my 
own. Is the paragraph so strong, is it so 
kiting, that even to read it stings? I will try 
again. Here are words of Mr. Jefferson: 

“And when any member who is against the bill 
hears himself named of its committee, he ought to 
ask to be excused.” 

Sir, it is no apology that the Senate did, in 
their good nature, or in pursuance of some 
outside arrangement or understanding, nomin- 
ate the two Senators or any other disqualified 
Senator. According to parliamentary law, 
they should have risen in their places and 
asked to be excused. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator 
allow me one remark? Speaking for myself, 
not for the other Senator, who is in the habit 
of speaking for himself, I may say that one 
great distinction between the Senator from 
Massachusetts aud myself is that I am not 
accustomed to interpose my will against the 
will of the Senate, and condemn them for 
their choice. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; the Senator 
would have done better had he followed the 
mandate of parliamentary law rather than the 
dictate of, I know not what, but the newspa- 
pers say of an outside arrangement commonly 
called a caucus. The words are: 

“ And when any member who is against the bill 
hears himself named of its committee, he ought to 
ask to be excused.” 

Now, sir, I shall insist from this time for- 
ward that those words of parliamentary law 
shall have some recognition in this Chamber. 
We have seen them set aside habitually, not 
for the first time in the creation of this com- 
mittee ; but at an earlier day during this ses- 
sion were they set aside. I insist that they 
shall be recognized as of some value; nor am 
Ito be answered by being told that because I 
read a chapter of parliamentary law I insult 
the Senator from Wisconsin! No, the Senator 
must find something else against that positive 
mandate. It is not enough to say that itis an 
insult. Why, sir, it is not I who say this ; 
my opinion isof little value ; it is parliamentary 
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law that says it. Nor am I now, as the Sen- 
‘ator from Maine says, seeking to anticipate 
any judgment on. the report he has made. 
Public rumor has already announced the char- 
acter of that report; I say nothing about it. 
-My present purpose is to help the country 
understand that there is such a thing as 
parliamentary law, and that the committee 
was organized in violation of it. Such is 
my solemn judgment. Nor am I to be ter- 
rified because the Senator from Maine says 
that hereafter in debate he shall meet the 
question I present. Let him meet the law. 
‘That is all. I would not add to the law, not 
a word; the law is enough; but I do insist 
that hereafter, and from this time forward, the 
law shall be recognized. Linsist that when 
inquiries are moved they shall not be handed 
over to their enemies. I insist that that old 
parliamentary language which even finds its 
place in our index taken from the text shall 
be recognized. 
“The child should not be put to a nurse that cares 


not for it.” 


How expressive. As good asaspecch. Does 
not everybody after debate know who the 
nurses are that care not fora child ? 

Now, sir, itis no answer to say that after 
protracted debate, during which Senators made 
speeches studiously insulting to those who 
brought forward this proposition, they at last 
recorded their names in favor of the inquiry, 
so that they gave a formal assent. But that is 
little more than moonshine! I mean to be 
parliamentary. The practical question is 
whether those Senators were not throughout 
that whole discussion against what the old 
cases call “the thing,’ what they call “the 
matter. Let the Globe testify, and if that 
fails, let the conscience of every Senator testify 
who has not forgotten that debate. 

One of the best parliamentarians who ever 
sat in either House was a gentleman whom 1 
remember with respect, though I seriously 
differed from him, Robert M. ‘I. Hunter, of 
Virginia. He was Speaker of the other House, 
and in bis valedictory remarks, March 3, 1841, 
took occasion to explain the principles gov- 
erning the formation of committees; and I 
think no one can hear what he said without 
admitting that he did it with a clearness and 
philosophy not surpassed in parliamentary 
history, According to him, and mark you, 
he spoke with experience as well as with 
reflection, those having the affirmative of a 
proportion should have the direction of the 
committee, Speaking generally, he says: 

“Tho party npon whom it naturally devolves to 
propose tt question ought to have the power, it would 
seem, to present its proposition in the shape for 
which itis willing to bo responsible, and, as the 
different parties hold the aflirmative, according to 
the nature of the question, so ought the constitu- 
tion of the committees to be varied.” 

Then, in language precisely applicable to the 
present case, the speaker said: 

“In committees of investigation ”— 

This was a committee of investigation— 

“In committees of investigation it is equally 
clear that the Opposition, who hold the afirmative, 
should have the majority or the power.” 

When Mr. Hunter declared that rule, he 
followed the teaching of philosophy as well us 
of experience; nay, sir, he explained and 
illustrated that early rule of parliamentary 
law; and yet, contrary to this philosophy and 
in defiance of that early rule, we have seen a 
committee organized to sustain a negative | 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator read that 
passage again? I did not hear it fully. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘In committees of invest- 
igation it is equally clear that the Opposition, 
who hold the afirmative, should have the 
majority or the power.” 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator this ques- 
tion: if, so far as this rule of parliamentary 
law is concerned, it would require that a biil 
being submitted to a special committee a ma- 
jority of that committee should be generally 
friendly to the bill? As you apply that to an 


investigation, does it not mean simply that 
there should be a majority on the committee 
who are favorable toan investigation; not re- 
quiring a majority who in advance had com- 
mitted themselves to the guilt or to the in- 
nocence of a party, but simply that a majority 
should be in favor of the investigation? The 
investigation is “the thing,” there. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. The investiga- 
tion is ‘‘the thing;’’ and the two Senators 
were really against it. The Senator from Wis- 
consin—— 

Mr. CARPENTER rose. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. Pardon me a moment. 
The Senator from Wisconsin put forth a new 
version of international law in order to cover 
the sale of arms. You listened to him; we all 
heard his speech, pressing that strange impos- 
sible doctrine so fruitful of trouble if adopted, 
so inconsistent with correct practice, and so 
little creditable to our country as a guardian 
of international law, and yet rumor says the 
Senator has been authorized to embody that 
abnormal ultraism in the report of this commit- 
tee, and thus, so far as the committee can ac- 
complish it, put our country in the wrong; for 
insistance upon bad law is wrong. 

But, sir, that very ultraism was an excuse 
for the conduct of the War Department, and 
yet the Senator who had thas barricaded him- 
self in favor of the War Department was 
allowed to conduct the business of the com- 
mittee and make its report. Where is parlia- 
mentary law? I speak with feeling. J, sir, 
am for fair play in this Chamber. I wish 
those who differ from me to have fair play, and 
I cannot consent that a majority, even that 
with which I have the honor of being associ- 
ated, shall depart from this rule,which is sanc- 
tioned by morals as well as law. Mr. Jeffer- 
son has given usa lesson on this head in the 
opening chapter of his Manual, when he 
quotes these words from the famous Speaker 
Onslow : 

“ That these forms, as instituted by our ancestors, 
operated as a check and control on the actions of the 
majority, and that they were, in many instances, a 
shelter and protection to the minority against the 
attempts of power.” 

But this very rule of parliamentary law 
which I now invoke was intended as a shelter 
and a protection of the minority against the 
attempts of power; and yet it has been 
brushed aside as if it were nothing. 

Sir, the report of this committee will not 
have been in vain if it brings the Senate to its 
sense of duty on this question, so that here- 
after the precedent shall be fixed that never 
again shall this fundamental rule be set at 
naught. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I repeat 
what J said a few moments since, that I do 
not propose to be drawn into a lengthy dis- 
cussion on this question at this time. It is 
out of place; it does not belong to the ocea- 
sion; and surely I am the last person on earth 
who would attempt to frighten the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The Senator may quiet 
his nerves; I shall never make any such at- 
tempt. I can equally assure that Senator that 
he will not disturb me in the equanimity of 
my own position. Notwithstanding the man- 
ner in which these subjects were originally 
brought before the Senate, notwithstanding 
all that has taken place, to the outside world 
I think the judgment would be that the action 
of those presenting indicated that they would 
regard revenge as the highest duty of a states- 
man and the sweetest of all pleasures. 

Ido not, I say again, mean to be drawn into 
any extended discussion, but I mean to state 
thatthe Senator from Massachusetts in his own 
peculiar way has again made his broad decla- 
rations here of what is parliamentary law, has 
read that parliamentary law, and in my judg- 


| ment it has no earthly application to the case, 


but it goes to the world as applicable. When 
the proper time shall come, we will investigate 
it carefully and see whether parliamentary law 
has been violated in any particular. 


I only wish to state that from the com- 
mencement up tothe present time I wag in. 
favor of a full, free, and unlimited investiga- 
tion of this subject. I entered not into the 
discussion of the question except to speak a 
few words upon the preamble, against which I 
did not vote; I did not vote upon the question. 
I was absent from the Senate when the qués- 
tion was taken; but for “the thing” I wag 
most assuredly in favor of it from beginning 
to end, ay, in my judgment, vastly more in 
favor of it than the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. Now, fearing that the calamitous re- 
sults which he had hoped are not to be wit- - 
nessed, like an adroit special pleader he comes 
to divert public attention from the general 
issue to a particular one not involved in thig 
case at all, as I think we shall be able. tọ 
show. 

I hope, sir, that the motion to print thè 
extra numbers may go to the committee and 
let them determine what number shall be 
printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I must con- 
fess that this proceeding this morning is rather 
of an extraordinary character. I have no dis- 
position to discuss parliamentary law or prece- 
dents in reference to the manner in which this 
committee was constituted; but if I were to 
search for parliamentary precedents to find 
one on which the action of the Senator from 
Massachusetts this morning could be based, I 
think I should search in vain, Where will he 
find a precedent for an attack being made 
upon a report from a committee of investiga- 
tion prior to that report being received or one 
word of it listened to by any member of the 
Senate? I have no disposition to discuss the 
merits of the report of the majority or of the 
report of the minority ; but, sir, as a member 
of that committee, I take it that I should be 
false to myself, having signed one of those 
reports, if I permitted a Senator from any- 
where to cast the insinuation upom myself as 
a member of the committee, which is plainly 
inferrible from hig remarks. The Senator 
shakes his head. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
my mind at all. 

Mr. LOGAN, I understand the Senator to 
say that he had not myself in his mind. 

Mr. SUMNER. Notat all. 

Mr. LOGAN. But his remarks are that 
this committee was packed for a purpose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I used no such language. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. Ido not say the 
Senator used the term, but the words used 
imported that this committee was packed for 
a purpose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have not said that. I used 
the language of the Manual. ‘That was all. 

Mr, LOGAN. That it must be given to its 
friends. ‘Therefore that the two Senators 
named in his protest, deemed by him as un- 
friendly to this investigation, should not have 
beeu in the committee. I ask what conclusion 
is deducible from that, except tbat the other 
five on that committee were improperly ae 
fluenced by the two who he charges with 
having been improperly put upon that com- 
mittee ? : 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to ask my friend : 
suppose there were two jurymen who before- 
hand had declared an opinion on a case, 
would not the Senator insist that that was a 
reason for setting aside the verdict ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, where they ex- 
pressed an opinion as tothe merits of the cas, 
as to the issue between the parties that was to 
be tried, but not where they expressed an 
opinion as to whether it was proper to m- 
vestigate or not to investigate. [he only 
question before the Senate was that question, 
and not the question of the guilt or innocence 
of the parties accused. If a man is arraigne 
for a crime or for an offense the jurors are 
asked the question, ‘‘Have you formed an 
expressed an opinion as to the guilt, or inno- 
cence of the party at the bar ?’’——not as te 
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‘whether the party ought to be tried, not 
whether the indictment should be presented 
to the jury upon which he might be arraigned, 
but as to the guilt or innocence of the party 


charged. That is the question which is put to 
jurors. But, sir, the part of the protest I 
dislike is the part to which I referred a mo- 
ment ago, which implies that a majority of 
this committee was mere putty in the hands 
of the two men that he dislikes so much. 

Mr. SUMNER. I used no such language. 

Mr, LOGAN, I state here in the presence 
of the Senate that four members of that com- 
mittee went upon it without ever having 
lisped a word to the Senate as to the merits 
of the case. A majority of the committee had 
never opened their mouths in reference to 
this case, either one way or the other, when 
they were chosen as members of the committee. 
These four men areindirectly charged as either 
having perverted the testimony or deviated 
from the path of their duty or done injustice 
to their country by forfeiting their judgment 
and yielding to that which was an improper 
one. 

When I went upon that committee I was 
selected by the Senate of the United States 
without having said one word; and I am free 
to confess that when I was chosen, in my own 
mind and judgment, although I had said not 
one word, I thought that I was an improper 
Senator tobe on that committee; and why? 
I will state the reason. For the reason that 
I was once a member of a committee that 
investigated one of the very officers of the 
Army who was to be subjected to this 
investigation, and from that J had probably 
a prejudice against that man, and in my 
own mind I felt as though I was probably 
prejudiced in the direction opposite to that 
which the Senator himself would desire preju- 
dice. I went upon the committee feeling that 
way myself. But, sir, I say here that I went 
upon that committee not to be made putty of 
either by the chairman of the committee or 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. I may 
have been ever so much his friend, but at the 
same time on a committee, | am the friend 
of no man except the duty that I have to per- 
form, and that I will do irrespective of friend- 
ships one way or the other. 

If there had been anything improper on 
this committee during this investigation, it 
then might have been well to bring it before 
the Senate ; but, sir, I demand of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to point out one single act 
of one man on that committee who did any- 
thing to which objection could be taken through- 
out the whole investigation. For thirty-one 
days no question was refused to be asked that 
was suggested by the Senator from Missouri, 
{Mr. Scuvrz,] who appeared there at the in- 
Vitation of the committee to ask questions. 
He was there every day. His questions were 
answered ; no objection was made to them; 
and the committae conducted the inquiry until 
it was said that there were no more witnesses 
to be brought forward. If there was anything 
unfair, anything improper in the conduct of 
the committee, it would be well to arraign 
them; but because the judgment of the com- 
mittee is different from the judgment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, its arraignment 
18 made, Why? Becansethey do not happen 
to take his views; that is to say, because that 
committee have not been induced to report 
corruption where corruption did not exist ; be- 
Cause that committee have not been induced 
to report wrong where wrong was not proven; 
because that committee failed to blacken the 
reputation of any man when the proof failed 
to asperse the character of a solitary man; 

ecause that committee failed to bend to the 
whims and prejudices of certain men, and do 
Violence and wrong to their own conscience to 
appease the wrath that has been aroused from 
prejudice in the bosoms of some men; because 
that is the case the committee is arraigned here 
to-day for improperly conducting that which 
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has been confided to it by the Senate of the 
United States! 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will pardon 

me. Ihave not said aword about the conduct 
of the committee; I have simply spoken to 
the original constitution of the committee, and 
have read the text of parliamentary law. 
There I stop. When I have read the report 
of the committee, then, if the occasion shall 
require, I may observe on it; but meanwhile 
I say nothing, making no reflection upon it; 
least of all have I ever intended to make any 
suggestion affecting in the most remote degree 
my honorable friend. I simply spoke to the 
original constitution of the committee, which 
I humbly submit was inconsistent with the 
requirement of parliamentary law; and let me 
say here that I do believe the establishment 
of that requirement of parliamentary law much 
more important than any report that that com- 
mittee can make. I had rather that old safe- 
guard should once more be recognized in this 
Chamber than have any report that that com- 
mittee could draw up. 
_ Mr. LOGAN, Mr. President, I must say, 
in response to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that his protest to the organization of 
this committee was made before the commit- 
tee, and appears in the report of the com- 
mittee and in the evidence much more at 
length than the protest made here this morn- 
ing. Why not wait untilit can be read? Why 
not wait until the report is read? Why not 
wait until the examination of that report is 
madc by the Senate of the United States with 
the protest of the Senator? 

Mr. SUMNER, May I answer my friend 
there? My reason is this, (though I may have 
erred; and as my friend differs from me I 
express myself with distrust:) believing this 
requirement of parliamentary law of infinite 
value, thinking it one of the safeguards of lib- 
erty in this Chamber, and of correct proceed- 
ing, I was not willing to allow a moment to 
pass without entering my protest against what 
[thought its open defiance. I stated that had 
I been in my seat, from which I was unhappily 
absent on account of illness, I should at all 
hazards have made that, protest when the com- 
mittee was constituted. Failing then, I seized 
this earliest moment to enter my protest 
against the constitution of the committee, and 
there I stopped; I did not proceed one word 
further. I make no remark about the report, 
which I have not read. I reserve everything 
that I may have to say on that until the report 
is printed. I confine myself simply to a pro- 
test against the original formation of thecom- 
mittee, and I do it on grounds which leave my 
honorable friend entirely untouched. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have only to repeat that 
the protest made by the Senator, much more 
at length than the one this morning, would 
have appeared before the Senate in proper 
time, would have appeared then in stronger 
language tban it even appears now, and the 
question I asked was, why not wait? Why so 
nervous, why so anxious to have the protest 
of the Senator go along the wires trembling 
over the land to be read prior to the reading 
of the report, it being of such great length 
that the country will not probably read 1? 
Why this hot haste, if it is not for the purpose 
of forestalling the report that is coming from 
the committee? It does seem to me this must 
be the purpose, and the only one. If it is 
not, I certainly feel as though I should beg 
the Senator’s pardon for imputing to him that 
which was not just. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think the Senator ought. 

Mr. LOGAN. I say if that is not the case, 
I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. SUMNER. I say itis not the case. I 
have stated the case. f 

Mr. LOGAN. Then, if that is not the case, 
I ask the Senator what was his purpose? 

Can it perform any office before this coun- 
try save that single one? What purpose, 
what object can be accomplished unless that 


one single purpose? None other, because, as 
I said, the same protest, only much stronger, 
with the authorities in it, appears in the 
report. If, then, there is any object. to have 
the law stated to. the Senate, it is stated 
stronger in his protest before the committee, 
which will soon be in print, than he has stated 
it this morning. I then. came to the conclu- 
sion that this was the object from the facts 
that came to my mind pointing in that direc- 
tion and innoneother. Hence, I say if that is 
not the object, I beg the Senator’s pardon; 
but if it is not, please tell me what object thera 
is in it? 

Mr. SUMNER. Shall I tell the Senator? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SUMNER, I want to make it impossi- 
ble for such a committee as that ever to be 
appointed again in this Chamber. I want to 
set up this old rule of parliamentary law. I 
do it for the benefit of minorities, and, accord- 
ing to the language quoted by Mr. Jefferson, to 
keep a protection against the wantonness of. 
majorities. That is my object; and with such 
an object I think my friend can well pardon 
me if I am in earnest, and if I do not miss the 
opportunity presented. The Senator does not 
feel strongly on the question as I do. He does 
not see the value of this rule as I do. Sir, I 
have been in minorities. I know the protec- 
tion which parliamentary rules are intended to 
supply to minorities; I wish to preserve them ; 
and when I see such a rule overthrown I ven- 
ture simply to make my protest against the 
overthrow. I failed to make it when the com- 
mittee was formed; I make it now at this first 
moment.’ It is not enough to tell me that I 
made a protest also in the committee-room 
and that my protest is printed. The Senator 
knows very well that that is not enough. Where 
such an act hasbeen done and a parliamentary 
rule like that set aside, there ought to be a° 
protest every day until the rule is restored to 
its original force. 

Mr. LOGAN. In other words, the protest 
comes to this, that no man ought to be put 
upon a committee who votes in favor of the 


‘committee, but every man ought to be on a 


committee that would be certain to report 
against the party charged with an offense. 
That is the effect of it, for if this committee 
was not made up of friends of the investiga- 
tion, the record proves nothing, for that is the 
record. Whether they were or not, that is the 
record, and you cannot go behind it. It wag 
made up of a majority of members in favor 
of investigation. If the rule is worth a cent, 
the committee was properly organized. If 
the contrary of the rule is to be taken in this 
body, then the enemies of the parties to be 
investigated are the only ones that are to be 
selected; and I presume the Senate would 
certainly not do that. 

Now, Mr. President, I have detained the Sen- 
ate much longer than I intended when I rose. I 
was only actuated to make these remarks, as I 
said, because I felt sore, too, under the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. I should 
much have preferred if the Senator had charged 
the whole committee with being biased and 
prejudiced than to have charged two of the 
committee with bias and prejudice, when we 
have all, saving one, signed the same report, 
It was a charge against those two men, but also 
a severe charge against the rest of the com- 
mittee ; in factit was severer against them ; for, 
as I said, they were charged indirectly with 
having been men who were merely in the hands 
of those two to be wielded and used for a pur- 
pose, To refer to this was the object I had, 
and none other. I hope that the Senate will 
each and every one examine both reports, and 
my opinion is that there will be nothing found 
in either the report of the majority or minority 
that will give consolation to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Trum- 
BULL in the chair.) The order to print the 
report and the views of the minority, together 
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with the evidence, will be made, and the 
motion to print the extra copies, which I 
understand to be ten thousand-—— 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ten thousand of the report, 
and two thousand of the evidence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to print ten thousand copies of the report, to- 
gether with the views of the minority, and two 
thousand of the report and views with the evi- 
dence, will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will add one other mo- 
tion: “and thattwo hundred additional copies 
be printed for the use of the War Depart- 


ment.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That mo- 
tion also will go to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 

Sir. THURMAN. In the long debate that 
took place on the resolution for the appoint- 
ment of the committee on investigation that 
has just reported, I took no part, and I think 
no member on this side of the Chamber took 
any part. I had determined, after examining 
that testimony for myself, to make up my mind 
on it whether there was anything that needed 
the observation of the Senate or the country. 
The report is now made; all the testimony 
with it; and it is to be printed for the use of 
the Senate. The motion is made to print 
extra copies for distribution among the people. 
What I wish to say is that before that motion 
shall be acted upon I hope suflicienttime will be 
given for examining the report and the testi- 
mony. It will be printed for the use of the 
Senate, and I hope that the Committee on 
Printing will not call up any resolution they 
may report for the printing of extra copies 
until a sufficient time shall have elapsed for 
every one to investigate the report and the 
testimony. Itis possible that on that motion 
to print extra copies a debate will arise. If 
there are matiers that demand observation 
before the Senate or that demand the attention 
of the Senate in these reports and in this testi- 
mony, the proper time to notice them will be 
when that resolution for the printing of extra 
copies shall be before the Senate. Ihope, there- 
fore, the Committee on Printing will not call 
up any resolution, if they should report one, 
for the printing of extra copies until we have 
all had time to examine the report and the 
testimony, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I say to the Senator from 
Ohio that L will codperate with him precisely 
in the line he hag suggested. 

Mr. TLHLURMAN. 1 desire that because, as 
I stated, we said nothing on this side of the 
Chamber upon this subject while it remained 
simply in assertion and denial. We waited 
for the proof, Now we have the evidence and 
we want time to examine it. lf we find upon 
that evidence that there should be a verdict 
of acquittal, no matter whom it may affect, 
whether they are our personal friends or our 
political friends or political foes, we shall be 
ready to pronounce that verdict of acquittal. 
If we find, on the other hand, that there is 
matter to condemn, | hope that no one will 
hesitate to do his duty by condemning. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. MecPurrson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. No. 463) to enable the 
President to appoint a Paymaster General 
of the Army, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Wintutam G. Dornan of Iowa, Mr. JOHN 
Coxnurn of Indiana, and Mr. Hexry W. Sro- 
CUM of New York, managers at the same on 
US part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2713) to estab- 
lish a mail route; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of 


the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act approved May 81, 
1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other 
purposes.” 7? i f 

Mr. FHURMAN. Thisinterlude is so much 
more interesting than the play in which we are 
engaged, and has diverted the attention of the 
Senate, I fancy, so much from the bill before 
them, that they have quite forgotten what is 
the subject now under consideration, and it 
will make it necessary for me to repeat in a 
few words what I had before said. 

The Senator from Louisiana moves to amend 
the bill by inserting the printed amendment 
which is upon our table; that is to say, by 
amending the seventh section of the original 
act so that it shall read as is provided in this 
amendment; in other words, to extend the 
seventh section of the act to all the election 
precincts that are provided for in the bill that 
is now before the Senate, instead of its being 
confined to citiesand towns of twenty thousand 
inhabitants. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Is the Senator upon the 
amendment now pending to amend the seventh 
section? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I had lost sight of it in 
the discussion that has ensued. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly; and I have 
no doubt everybody else in the Senate did but 
myself, and I should have lost sight of it if I 
had not. been compelled to speak to it. [Laugh- 
ter.} That is the pending amendment, and I 
move to amend that amendment by striking 
out all after the word ‘‘amended,” in the 
second line, and inserting ‘be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed; so that if my amend- 
ment prevails it will be a repeal of the seventh 
section of the original act. 

Now, sir, once more, let us see what this 
seventh section is, which it is now proposed 
to extend to every election precinct in every 
congressional district in the whole Union, or 
it may be so extended in case supervisors are 
appointed. It provides that if any supervisor 
shall be hindered or obstructed in the discharge 
of his duty, or bribed or attempted to be bribed, 
or attempted to be hindered or obstracted, or 
in any way interfered with, he shall report the 
facts to the principal supervisor, an olficer 
appointed by the circuit court, and one of its 
own commissioners; and thereupon it is made 
the duty of that principal supervisor to do 
this: 

And upon receiving any such report. it shall be 
the duty of the said chiof supervisor, acting both in 
such capacity and officially as a commissioner of the 
circuit court, to forthwith examine into all the facts 
thereof, tosubpenaand compel the attendance before 
him of witnesses, administer oaths and take testi- 
mony in respect to the charges made, and prior to 
the assembling of tho Congress in which any such 
Representative or Delegate was voted for to have 
filed with the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States ali the evidence 
by him taken, all information by him obtained, and 
all reports to him made. 

The first thing that I ask is, cui bono? 
What good is to come of this action of this 
chief supervisor? Suppose that he goes on, 
makes an investigation, takes testimony ever 
so voluminous, and files it with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, pray of what 
value is that evidence? Not one word of it 
can be read in a contest of the election of a 
member of Congress, We havea law in regard 
to taking testimony in contested elections, 
The House, at this very session, passed an act 
amending thatlaw. Your Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections reported the House bill 
back to the Senate with additional and carefully 
prepared amendments, and in that amended 
form it has passed the Senate, I believe. It 
will undoubtedly become a law, and will make 
a very perfect law for the taking of testimony 
in all cases of contested elections, and no tes- 
timony, except testimony thus taken, pursuant 
to the provisions of that law, can be used in 
the case of a contested election in the House 


of Representatives. Of what use, then, is thig 
provision that this chief supervisor shall go 
to work and, ex parte, make an investigation 
in regard to the election of a member of Con- 
gress, and lay all that testimony before the 
House of Representatives, when it will not be 
worth the paper upon which it is written? 

Again, the whole thing is impracticable un- 
less you are prepared to make larger appro - 
priations forthe purpose. How can this chief 
supervisor take this testimony; how can he 
make this investigation; how can he summon 
witnesses, bring them from a great distance 
to the place where he shall take the testi- 
mony, keep them here for days, pay all their 
expenses, all their witness fees, and all the 
expenses incident to such an examination ag 
that—how can he dothat without money? And 
you do not give him a dollar to do it. The 
bill does not give him a dollar to doit. The 
section to which it is an amendment does not 
give hima dollar to doit. The consequence 
is, that no man will do any such thing unless 
he is paid by a party to make a party report 
for a partisan purpose. The whole effect of 
the section, if it stands in the bill, is this: 
that where a party for partisan purposes, for 
the purpose of creating a prejudice, shall see 
fit to get up such a report as this, and pay the 
expenses, then they can get it up to influence 
public opinion, or to influence and bias the 
minds of members of the House -of Repre- 
sentatives; but, as I said before, the testi- 
mony thus taken is wholly useless, for not one 
word of it can be read on the contest of an 
election. 

The whole section, therefore, is unneces- 
sary. It never ought to have been in the 
original bill. There never was any reason for 
it in the original bill, and instead of amend- 
ing it, and extending it as wide as this bill 
proposes now to extend that law, it ought to 
be stricken out. 1 hope, therefore, the motion 
I make, which is to repeal that seventh sec- 
tion, will prevail. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I have not examined the 
section especially heretofore with reference to 
other parts of the bill; neither do I think 
it is of very great importance; but it has oc- 


! curred to me that the principal object prob- 


ably the framers of the original bill had was 
to accumulate and perpetuate the testimony 
at the time when it was easily obtainable, and 
not wait until a lapse of weeks and months, 
and until in the mean time, after a consider- 
able interim, Congress shall have assembled. 
I, for the life of me, cannot see any very great 
objection to it; but after hearing what the 
Senator says 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to show the 
Senator that that is no reason at all. Under the 
law in regard to contested elections, notice of 
contest must be served within thirty or sixty 
days; itis not more than sixty days after the 
member-elect receives his certificate of elec- 
tion; and the testimony must all be taken 
within a very short time after that. Only 
about sixty days are allowed to take the tes- 
timony. So that the testimony must be taken 
upon a contested election quite as soon as it 
could be taken under this bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think I will venture, 
without having consulted with the chairman 
of the committee, inasmuch as I offered this 
amendment, to withdraw it. But I think we 
had better leave the section of the act that it 
proposes to amend, the seventh section, stand 
as in the original bill, and I hope the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator to repeal that 
section, if he should insist upon it, will not be 
agreed to. I think that is the safest course. 
The committee must have had some very g00 
reason at the time for inserting the section, 
and | think evidently the intention was to far- 
nish and perpetuate testimony at the time, 80 
that they could at least put the witnesses upon 
the record, and the fair presumption is, in suc 
a case, when Congress assembled, that having 
once been put upon the record, if not in an 
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available form so that it could be used, they 
` would at least have some sort of security that 
they would not otherwise have. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


such a report as is intended to be obtained by 
this amendment of his, ‘‘testimony?” It ig 
nothing but an ex parte statement, an affi 
davit ex parte, without notice, and which can 
affect no man’s rights and no man’s title to a 
seat. 

J submit to the honorable Senator and those 
who agree with him, that if this section should 


_I should like to ask the j 
Senator from Louisiana how he can term | 


remain in the law and be amended as he has | 


proposed, in case there should be irregulari- 
ties and such frauds as call for a remedy, 
the very best inducement you could have to 
correct them is the inducement to the oppos- 
ing candidaté to contest the election; and as 
my honorable friend from Ohio has already 
shown, the laws amply provide for the imme- 
diate taking of testimony and its perpetuation 
in a form that will make it available for use 
before Congress. 

Therefore it does seem to me that the prop- 
osition to take this ex parte examination 
before the chief supervisor in every one of 
these election districts or voting precincts 
would be a most elaborate and expensive 
method of arriving at nothing. If the testi- 
mony is worth preserving it must be for the 
purpose of determining the question of the 
party’s seat in Congress, and in order to make 
it available for that purpose it must be taken 
on notice, as is required by the laws of the 
United States. 1 therefore entirely agree 
with the Senator from Ohio, who spoke upon 
that subject, that this would simply be labor 
lost and expense for nothing, because the pres- 
ent law relative to contested elections pro- 
vides for taking testimony, and for preserving 
the facts in such form as may be useful, and 
in the form only in which they ought to be 
© used if they are meant for the benefit of the 
_ people of the country, . 
`. Mr. SCOTT. The objection which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Delaware 
make to this section seems to be founded 
entirely upon the idea that the only use to be 
made of this information or of the testimony 
taken, is to affect congressional elections, the 
right of one or the other of the contestants to a 
seat; but if they will read the language of the 
section, it seems to me it also contemplated 
prosecution of the parties who might attempt 
bribery, interference, hinderance, molestation, 
or violence at the election. lt is made the 
duty of the supervisor upon receiving such 
report, acting both in the capacity of super- 
visor and officially as a commissioner of the 
< Circuit. court, ‘to forthwith examine into all 

-the facts thereof, to subpena and compel the 
attendance before him of witnesses, administer 
oaths, and take testimony in respect to the 
charges made ;’’ so that it subserves the pur- 
pose of bringing to justice the parties who 
may have attempted interference at the elec- 
tion, and not simply that of preserving the 
means of following evidence that might be 
‘useful to either party in a contest. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania whether there is not 
abundant machinery in the other sections of 
that law for the purpose of the prosecution 
and conviction of persons who may offend 
against its provisions ? 

- Mr, SCOTT. There may be. 

Mr. BAYARD. In half a dozen different 
Sections ; and evidently the object of this sec- 
tion was for the perpetuation of testimony 
and its return to Congress, and it is perfectly 
“plain, as the honorable Senator himself will 
‘admit, that if you do perpetuate it in this 
form you make it worthless as testimony to 
~ affect the seat of anybody. The other sections 
. Of the law give ample machinery for the im- 
` mediate and very severe punishment of any 
“person who shall infringe the- provisions of 
«the law. 
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Mr. SCOTT. It may be that there are other 
penal provisions in this act of Congress which 


may enable prosecutions to be carried on: 


against those who may offend against its pro- 
visions ; and it is also apparent that the clos- 
ing words of the section do contemplate that 
information should be filed with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives. While we all 
agree that the information filed in this manner 
would not be testimony to be received by the 
committee, yet I submit that imposing the 
duty upon the supervisors of making this 
return to the United States commissioner- may 
be,.and doubtless will be, an effectual means 
of bringing to justice those who may attempt 
the offenses enumerated in this section, and 
it ought to be retained for that: purpose, if for 
no other. 5 

Mr. THURMAN. That cannot be the idea 
at all, for several reasons. In the first. place 
if that had been the idea of the section, pro- 
vision would have been made for laying the 
testimony before the district attorney. ‘here 
is no such provision. The district attorney 
is the proper person to bring the matter to the 
attention of the grand jury, and without its 
being brought to the attention of the grand 
jury and a bill found by them, no prosecution 
can take place in the form of an indictment. 
I think I counted up sixty or eighty different 
offenses that were made by this bill, and which 
were indictable ; but there is no such provision 
as that in this seventh section, nor any such 
thing contemplated at all. On the contrary, 
the bill provides for prosecutions that are to 
be had, and provides how they shall be had. 
It provides how persons who commit the of- 
fenses that are named in this seventh section 
shall be prosecuted, before whom they shall 
be brought, and how they shall be prosecuted 
by indictment, aud punished upon conviction. 
This has nothing at all to do with that, and 
does not touch it, 

Now, I put it tothe Senator himself. Take 
a congressional election in which there may 
be perhaps a thousand voting precincts, or 
if not so many as that, at least several 
hundred voting precincts. There are some 
congressional districts that cover a whole 
State, where the whole State is but one dis- 
trict. There are a multitude of election pre- 
cinets in that. I suppose in a large number 
of these precincts there are supervisors ap- 
pointed under this bill which you have now, 
before you if it shall become a law, and some- 
body sees fit in a large number of those pre- 
cincts to get up a complaint and send it to 
the supervisor—a thing very likely to be done 
by the party that is defeated in the election. 
What is he to do? To go on and make an 
examination at fifty, one hundred, or two hun- 
dred places, or to summon people from those 
places to some point which he may designate, 
for this law does not fix any place where he 
shall make his investigations? He is to go on 
and take ex parte tesumony. He gives notice 
to nobody. He does not even publish a notice 
that he is going to make an investigation or 
that he is going to take any testimony. Every 
word of testimony that he takes may be in 
secret. Every word of it may be a perfectly 
star-chamber proceeding—no examination at 
all in any sense that may be called. judicial, 
no cross-examination of witnesses, no attend- 
auce of parties interested in the contest on 
either side, but wholly on ex parte proceeding 
from beginning to end, condueted in secret if 
he sees fit todo it—a regular star-chamber pro- 
ceeding; and then in the end it isnot worth 
the paper it is written upon. , 

Nothing of the kind is necessary for the 
purposes of justice. Why, sir,if a super- 
visor is interfered with in the discharge of his 
duties, will it not be publicly notorious? Can 
there be such a thing as an interference with 
a supervisor in a popular election, in the dis- 
charge of his duties, without that thing being 
public and notorious; and will not that be 
sufficient to bring the offender to justice? 


Your very law provides: for-takiug- him right 
there, on the spot.’ Even if one of the judges: 
of election should interfere with: supervisor, 
your law provides for taking: that judge from- 
the seat where‘he is: receiving thé votes;-and: 
dragging him before a United: States: com-: 
missioner, even though it should put: an end: 
to the election. You have machinery enough, - 
Heaven knows, in this bill for bringing people: 
to justice who violate the law. You: want no’ 
Star-Chamber ex parte examination ‘as. 
this. ere tone 

Sir, the whole of this business, from first to | 
last, is simply this: you are to have a partisan: 
investigation, conducted in secret, without the: 
man who is interested to show. the falsity of 
the charges that are made ever having a day 
in courtf ever having an- opportunity to cross-! 
examine a witness, ever hlaving-an opportunity. 
to present a witness of his own; you are to 
have a Star Chamber; ex parte, partisan in= 
vestigation simply for partisan purposes ; and 
when you have got it before the House of 
Representatives, not one word of it can. be 
read in evidence; and this proceeding may 
continue up to the time of the sitting of the’ 
House of Representatives, alihough your law: 
in regard to the taking of testimony in con- 
tested elections requires that testimony to be 
taken within the limited space of ninety days. 

There is no reason whatever, I submit, for 
retaining this section. I have no doubt it was 
inadvertently put in. I have no doubvif the 
attention of the Senate had been called to it 
it would never have been enacted into a law} 
but now, that the attention of the State is 
called to it, [ hope it will be repealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator 
from J.ouisiana, l ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. I certainly hope the 
Senate will not, upon the imperfect considera» 
tion that is being given to this comparatively 
unimportant bill, attempt to revise or amend 
the original law, That was passed upon great 
consideration and met the views of all those men 
who were friendly to any such measure j ‘and 
to go now to amending it by striking out sec- 
tions here and there, without a careful exam- 
ination of the effect they might have on the 
law at large, is simply a very dangerous pro- 
ceeding, I hope the Senate will vote down 
the amendment to the amendment. i 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot forbear making a 
coniment upon the remark of the Senater 
from Wisconsin that this law was very. care-: 
fully considered when it was before the Senate, 
and that this amendment might mar its sym- 
metry.. Let me recall to the Senate: some- 
thing of the history of the adoption of the 
law. Itwasa House bill. It came here from 
the House. It wasreferred to a committee. 
During the time itlay in committee it under- 
went the investigation of that higher body, 
known as a caucus, of the majority party of 
the Senate, and it was reported to the. Senate 
as the result of that deliberation, and when_it 
came in here, we were told it was to become a 
law before the Senate adjourned. J remem- 
ber the scene well. It was not a creditable 
scene for the Congress of the United States.: 
I remember very well when the Senator from: 
New York, not now in his seat, [Mr. Conx- 
LING, ] made a party call in this Chamber, and 
desired Senators to remain here until that bilt 
became a law;. and how was that to be. ac- 
complished? It was by telling the minority 
here, feeble indeed in numbers, that they 
might talk themselves hoarse, and when from 
mere physical : fatigue the debate should fail, 
then the majority would vote upon it; and 80 
the spectacle was presented to the country of 
adebate ‘upon a measure of the importance’ 
and gravity of this continued only on one side 
of the question. It was’ the ‘decree: of the 
caucus that no member of the majority should: 
open his mouth, and they sat here as dumb as 
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sheep and never said one word in defense of 
the measure. No criticism was answered. 
None was made except by the opponents of 
the measure. The majority were tongue-tied 
by order of the caucus and all amendments of 
every kind were voted down. Even amend- 
ments to correct typographical errors in the 
bill, small mistakes in spelling—everything 
was voted down. There was no debate. There 
was not a single echo from the majority of 
the Chamber on that measure; and that. is 
called ‘careful consideration!” Surely the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin must have 
forgotten the history of the passage of the 
measure 

The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio I think has every recommendation 
that good sense and a reasonable consideration 
can give it, l think the remarks made by the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, which 
were that the seventh section had a different 
intent than that suggested by my friend from 
Ohio, must on reflection seem to him now to 
be incorrect; for there is no suggestion in the 
seventh section that this so-called testimony 
which is now sought to be perpetuated is for 
any other purpose than for that which, legally, 
it never can be used, and thatis, to be used 
in case of a contested election. If it was in- 
tended as a basis for arrest and prosecution it 
would have said so, and would have called 
upon the supervisor, the commissioner taking 
the testimony, not to send it all the way to 
Washington away from the locality where it 
was needed to be used, but to file it in the 
State forthe use of the prosecuting ollicers of 
the United States. There was no other intent 
in the seventh section, apparently, than that it 
should perpetuate certain facts of this order for 
alleged irregularities. It has been plainly 
shown to the Senate that the means for perpet- 
uating this testimony for any useful and lawful 
purpose is found in our law permitting contests 
of elections. 

But, sir, as to supposing that this measure 
was considered at the time of its passage in 
the Senate, I merely remind the Senate and 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin that 
there was no consideration except by the mi- 
nority, and their consideration when presented 


to the Senate met with a negative on every. 


occasion without any reason being given for 
it. It was a mere triumph of numbers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
renter in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana. ; 

Mr. NORWOOD. 
nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stockton, Lhurman, 
Tipton, and Trumbull—17, 

NAYS—Meesrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Vainhin, Harlan, Kellogg, Morrillof Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 


Ban yer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, 
est. 


I ask for the yeas and 


„Windom, and Wright—32. 

ABSENT—~Messra. Alcorn, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Howo, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Robertson,Schurz, 
Sprague, Vickers, and Wilson—25. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Louisiana, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will withdraw that 
amendment and offer another, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana withdraws his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire, however, to move 
an amendment to the title of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


will inform the Senator that that amendment 
will be in order after the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I move to 
amend the bill by inserting at the end of the 
first section the following proviso : 

Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to thesupervisors herein authorized to be appointed. 

I hope the chairman of the committee who 
has charge of the bill will accept this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Unless some fees are 
provided in the law creating these officers, they 
will be entitled to no compensation anyhow, 
and therefore this amendment is unnecessary. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Will the Sen- 
ator speak louder? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia suggests that there 
are no fees attached to these officers by the 
bill, and therefore the amendment is not 
necessary. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. But I under- 
stand there are fees fixed by the original act. 
I have not examined it myself, but | inquired 
of Senators, who informed me that five dollars 
a day was allowed to supervisors in the original 


act. 

Mr. MORTON. I see no harm in this 
amendment. It is in accordance with my 
understanding. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think it is 
important that it should be adopted. It cer- 
tainly will do no harm, T 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope that amendment 
will be adopted, and it is necessary it should 


be, 
Mr. MORTON. There is no objection to it. 
It is in accordance with my understanding of 


the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me that 
amendment ought to be a little broader. It 
ought to read: 

Provided, That no compensation be allowed to the 


suporvisors herein authorized to be appointed, or by 
the act to which this is an amendment. 


Mr. MORTON. No; letit stand as it is. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
not accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Texas states that he accepts the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Illinois, 
and tbe question is on the amendment as 
modified. 

Mr. MORTON. If it isin order Iwill move 
to strike out that part of the amendment 
which has just been added. There may be a 
reason for allowing the compensation for 
service in cities of over twenty thousand in- 
habitants provided in the original bill. Ido 
not propose to disturb that; but it is in ac- 
cordance with my understanding that the addi- 
tional supervisors authorized to be appointed 
by this bill are to serve without pay. I am 
willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Texas. That is the 
reason I offered my amendment in its original 
shape. I thought it might be proper to pay 
the supervisors in the large cities, but when 
the question was raised here to amend my 
amendment, I did not oppose it. 

Now, I apprehend if this amendment is not 
adopted, this bill will be very much abused in 
the southern States. There is a large section 
of country where it is impossible for the circuit 
judge to know anything on the face of the 
earth about the men who apply to him to be 
appointed supervisors. There is a large num 
ber of floating individuals all through the 
southern States who are ready to take any 
position by which they can make a few dollars. 
Probably such persons would apply to be ap- 
pointed supervisors; and in States where there 
is a registration authorized by law their pay 
would Continue over a period of two weeks ; 


I hope the Senator will 
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and five dollars a day for fifteen or twenty days 
is quite a compensation for a man who has 
nothing else to do. 

But that is not the worst feature of it. In 
all probability parties would seek the position 
for a baser motive than that; for the purpose 
of selling certificates at the polls, a thing 
which has been done. I doubt seriously 
whether any great benefit will result to the 
country from this measure; but still if it is 
guarded in this way, I think it is hardly likely 
that any man will seek a position of this sort 
unless from patriotic motives, for the purpose 
of securing a fair election. 

Mr. MORTON. I move to strike out that 
part of the amendment which repeals the pro- 
vision for compensation under the original 
bill in cities of over thirty thousand inbab- 
itants. . 

Mr. KELLOGG. Ido not understand the 
Senator from Texas as accepting that. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I did not 
wish to make an issue upon it. I baveno 
objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read as it now stands, as modi- 
fied, as the Chair understands, by the Senator 
from Texas. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to the supervisors herein authorized to be appointed, 
or authorized to be appointed by the act to which 
this is an amendment. 


Mr. MORTON. Did the Senator accept 
the latter part? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I am willin 
that the amendment should be puton or should 
be rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion willthen be on the amendment as origin- 
ally proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I regret to find it 
necessary to differ with my colleaaue. I hold 
that the laborer is worthy of his hire, and 
the idea of passing a bill creating officers 
without compensation seems to me very objec- 
tionable indeed. The presumption would be 
a very broad one that bad men only would 
seek those appointments. I know not whether 
any will seek them. I will say, however, that 
there are not many offices where the pay is 
reasonable that cannot be filled. But the 
object is to secure good officers. If you want 
good ones rather than bad, it is a very clear 
and unmistakable fact that you will not get 
those who will give up their business to attend 
to the duties of the country without remuner- 
ation. It is not to be supposed that such will 
be the fact, and I do not think the amendment 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to call-the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fees that are allowed 
by the original bill, and we shall see that this 
bill would provide as the Senator from Texas 
who last spoke desires to have it for taking 
several millon dollars out of the Treasury of 
I venture to say it woul 
amount to several millions, I will read the 
original act. The fourteenth section of the 
act declares : 


“That there shall be allowed and paid to each 
chief supervisor, for his services as such officer, 
the following compensation, apart from and in ex- 
cess of all fees aliowed by law for the performance 
of any duty as cireuit court commissioner ; for filing 
and caring for every return, report, record, docu- 
ment, or other paper required to be filed by him 
under any of the provisions of this act, ten cents; 
for affixing a seal to any paper, record, report, or 
instrument, twenty cents: for entering and indexing 


į the records of his office, fifteen cents per folio; and 


for arranging and transmitting to Congress, as pro- 
vided for in section seven of this act, any report. 


statement, record, return, or examination, for each ; 


folio, fifteen cents; and tor any copy thereof, or of 
any paper on file, a like sum. And there shall be 
allowed and paid to each and every supervisor 0 

election, and each and every special deputy mar- 
shal whoshall be appointed and shall perform his 
duty under the provisions of this act, compensation 
at the rate of five dollars per day for each and every 


| day he shall have actually been on duty, not exceed- 


ing ten days.” 
Now, it is proposed by this bill to provide 
for the appointment of two supervisors at 


a 
1 


| 
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every election precinct throughout the United 
States. That would amount, I presume, to 
one hundred thousand. I presume there are 
one hundred thousand places of voting in the 
United States. The Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EpmuxDs] thinks that is too high an esti- 
mate. Of course I am making an estimate 
upon my feet without time to make a calcula- 
tion. We have in the State of Illinois one 
hundred and two counties. I should think 
that we had at least twenty-five places of vot- 
ing in each county. There would be twenty- 
five hundred voting places in the State of Illi- 
nois, perhaps more. Other States may have 
more places of voting and some may have less. 

Mr. MORTON. We have about a thousand 
in Indiana. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator thinks 
about a thousand in Indiana. I suppose there 
are fifty thousand places of voting in the 
United States; I am sure that would not be 
an extravagantestimate. Two personsat each 
place of voting would be one hundred thousan® 
persons to be appointed, and they will be ap- 
pointed for the purpose of getting the five 
dollars a day. You will find persons who will 
apply for the appointment probably for the 
purpose of getting this pay. ‘They will be 
entitled to five dollars a day for ten days. 
That would be one hundred thousand persons 
at five dollars a day ; or $500,000 a day for 
ten days, which would amount to $5,000,000. 
In addition to this the marshals are authorized 
by this law to appoint deputies ad libitum. 
You may remember the number that were 
appointed in the city of New York at the last 
election. 

Mr. MORTON. Which law does the Sen- 
ator refer to—the old law or this bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I refer to the old law 
authorizing the United States marshals to ap- 
point deputies. Theyare to have five dollars 
aday. The class of the deputies who were 
appointed in the large cities at the last election 
the country has some knowledge of. Now, it 
is proposed to extend this appointment of 
supervisors and inspectors all over the United 
States, to every precinct, and to authorize and 
require these persons to be appointed on the 
application of ten voters, I think it is now; it 
was two originally, but I believe that has been 
altered to ten. 

Mr. MORTON. I will state to the Senator 
that on the application of ten persons the judge 
is required to open his court and appoint the 
inspectors in every voting precinct where two 
persons request it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Where two persons in 
that precinct request it ; so that on the applica- 
tion of ten persons the judge opens his court, 
and he is required to appoint at the request 
of two persons. Now, see what is provided for 
by this law. Is it proposed to pass a bill that 
may lead to such expenses as these and that 
may be thus abused? There is no discretion 

. on the part of the judge; he is bound to ap- 
point these persons, The marshal is author- 
ized to appoint deputies ad libitum, and they 
are all to have five dollars a day. 

It seems to me that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas is a proper 
one, and it ought to be extended to the old law, 
50 as to repeal so much of it at any rate as re- 
lates to the extravagant pay that is allowed to 
the deputy marshals and the inspectors. There 
should be some limit upon it. I think it 
proper that parties who make copies of papers 
should be allowed some sort of compensation, 
and perhaps the compensation. fixed by the 
original statute may not be extravagant in that 
respect. But certainly we ought not to pass 
the bill with this section of the old law stand- 
lng, allowing five dollars to be paid to all the 
persons who may be appointed under this 
amended Dill. 

Mr. MORTON. In reporting this bill we 
had the distinct understanding that the super- 
visors to be appointed under its provisions 
should not receive pay, but on the suggestion 


of the Senator from Texas that they may be 
entitled to pay under the old bill, I have pre- 
pared an amendment to this effect : 

Provided, That t i J i 
undor the ea SCAN Roe 

But that is anticipated by the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas, which I accept so 
far as I am concerned. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding ‘‘or to the supervisors 
or special deputy marshals authorized to be 
appointed by the act to which this is an amend- 
ment,” l 

That will leave the chief supervisor who 
makes the records, and so on, to receive his 
compensation as provided. 

Mr. MORTON. Upon that amendment I 
ask the vote of the Senate, and hope it will 
not pass. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on tbe amendment of the Senator from 
Ilinois to the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My amendment is pre- 
cisely this: it proposes to extend the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas, so as 
to repeal so much of the former law as allows 
five dollars a day to be paid to special deputy 
marshals and to supervisors, leaving the law 
as it now stands, providing for payment of the 
chief supervisor for making copies of papers, 


&e. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That law was 
carefully considered atthe time, and I hope 
the Senate will not in this hasty way change 
it. It applies to cities of twenty thousand, 
where the duties to be performed are very dif- 
ferent from the duties which are required by 
this supplement in the rural districts. 

Mr. STOCKTON. | wasabout to rise when 
my colleague got the floor, for the purpose of 
expressing my opinion on this subject, and I 
regret to say that it is not precisely the same 
as his, 

The object gentlemen have in view, we must 
believe, we are bound to believe, is to try and 
preserve ofder and have fair elections. So 
they tell us, and I do not dispute it. If that 
isso they want to get the best class of men 
they can get. They do not want a police on 
one side or the other, as the case may be in 
the particular district, to prevent the people 
going to the polls, to overawe the citizens, or 
to exercise any influence themselves except 
for the preservation of order. Therefore the 
object is to get the best possible men. 

Now, I appeal to Senators outside of party, 
after the example we have had of the appoint- 
ments made in the great cities that my col- 
league speaks of, the city of New York espe- 
cially, whether we should not get a better 
class of citizens if the judge should select men 
who did not want five dollars aday. I take 
it to be absolutely certain that the rannersand 
bummers of both parties who hang around 
elections for the purpose of making a little 
money, who like to spend a little of some- 
body else’s money in treating and drinking, 
and corrupting in various ways, are the class 
of men who will seek to have these little offices 
in order to get five dollars a day for ten days, 
or so as to have ‘‘a good time’ during the 
election. A gentleman of position like the 
Senator from Indiana, I fear, will have many 
friends of this character who will go to him 
and say, ‘I did all I could for you; recom- 
mend me to the judge for this appointment.” 
I think it is a great deal better that they 
should be high-minded, high-toned, intelligent 
men. I think the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, if gentlemen here are really in 
earnest, as I give them credit for being in 


introducing this bill, will be.adopted as an 
eminently good amendment... It will certainly 
tend to securing fair elections... 

Mr. SCOTT. The remarks of the Senator 
from New Jersey, as well as those of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, would convey the idea that 
this bill authorizes the appointment of deputy 
marshals in the rural districts as well as in the 
cities and towns. Ihave looked it through, 
and find that that is a mistake. It only 
authorizes the appointment of supervisors and 
not of deputy marshals. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, 
Ransom, Saulsbury; Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, and Trumbull—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Chandler, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg; Morton, Osborn Pom- 
eroy, Pool,. Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Spencer, 
Stewart, Sumner, West, and Wilson—28, ` 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cra- 
gin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 
Hill, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Sherman, Tipton, Vickers, Windom, 
and Wright—28, 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hamtvron.] 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to hear 
that read. 

The Cur Cuenx. The amendment pro- 
posed is atthe end of the first section to insert: 

Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to the supervisors herein authorized to bo appointed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer the following 
amendment as an additional section: 

Sro. —. That if any person having any duties to 
perform under the provisions of this act, or the act 
to which this is an amendment, shall use the power 
upon him conferred in such manner as to prevent 
any person from voting entitled to vote, he shall be - 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereo 
shall be imprisoned not less than three months and 
shall be liable to the party injured in a civil suit. 

I understand that there is no provision in 
the bill to which this is an amendment or in 
the bill under consideration providing for the 
punishment of these officers in any manner 
for the oppressive use of the powers conferred 
upon them. The bill under consideration pro- 
poses to add to the long list of supervisors and 
other officers provided for in the original law, 
and there is no provision in it punishing those 
men in case they use the power conferred 
upon them oppressively or injuriously to the 
voters of the country. My amendment. is 
simply to provide that if any officer having 
power conferred upon him under the original 
act or under this act shall so use it as to de- 
prive any person entitled to vote of the exer- 
cise of that right, in such case he shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor and punishable by 
fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The original act of 1870, 
and on that very point which seems now to 
give rise to this amendment, was resisted by 
our friends on the other side. The whole 
scope of the original act is to prevent any 
unlawful interference with the right of any- 
body to vote who is entitled to vote, whether 
that interference is under color of law or with- 
out color of law; and therefore if one of these 
people unlawfully and wrongfully interferes 
with any person’s right to vote, the most 
sweeping provisions are made against it just 
as against inspectors of election, and the pun- 
ishments are all provided. This would only tend 
to produce confusion instead of advantage. 

Mr. MORTON. I would remark that the 
supervisors appointed by the provisions of this 
bill will come under all. the provisions-of the 
original act, except that special provision 18 
made as to the case of pay. A punishment 
is already provided in this respect. ‘ 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. Then the amendment 
will not do any harm. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think if the Senator 
from Vermont and the Senator from Indiava 
will look at the law it will trouble them to 
find any provision similar to that offered by 
the Senator from Delaware, unless indeed I 
have overlooked it. , 

Mr. SCOTT, Will the Senator from Ohio 
permit me to read the section which I think 
covers it? 

Mr. THURMAN. What section is it? 

Mr. SCOTT. The fourth section of the 
original act: 

“That if any person, by force, bribery, threats, 
intimidation, or other unlawfal means, shall hinder, 
delay, prevent, or obstruct, or shall combine and 


confederate with others to hinder, delay, prevent, 
or obstruct, any citizon from doing any act required 
to be done to quatily him to vote or from voting at 
any elections as aforesaid, such person shall for every 
such offense forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the 
persun aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an 
action on the case, with full costs and such allow- 
ance for counsel fees as the court shall deem just, 
and shall also for every such offense be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be 
-fined not leas than $500, or be imprisoned not less 
than one month and not more than oneyear, or both, 
at the discretion of the court.” 


That covers it as broadly as it can be 
covered. 

Mr. THURMAN. I had before me the 
amendatory act of 1871, which is the main act 
really, and found in it no such provision as 
that referred to by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, which Esee now is in the act of 1870, 


and Tthink apon a fair construction that it’ 


does cover the ease. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and it is much more 
valuable than this section, because it is a more 
specific and a more sweeping one. 

My. THURMAN, Ll think on every fair 
construction it covers every possible case. 

Mr. STOCKTON, I do not agree with the 
Senntor from Ohio. I have not had time to 
read the section relied upon; but it seems to 
me that the explanation made by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, as well as the Senator from 
Vermont, does not reach the point that the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware 
aimsalt. 1 docs reach the point of punishing 
apy person who interferes with an election or 
prevents a man from voting; but it does not 
reach an officer who, clothed with your aw- 
thority, clothed with power given to him by 
your act, armed by you with powers which are 
dangerous, much more dangerous than the 
powers that exist between onc individual and 
another, exceeds his authority and abuses the 
trust which you impose in him. The very 
reason on which | sustained the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois providing that 
these persons should not be paid, so that they 
might be men whom you could trust, men who 
would not abuse your trust, induces me to 
support the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware, for that is a safeguard, You should 
inflict punishment upon your own officers if 
they violate the powers you have given them 
for protection and make them powers to 
coerce and constrain free elections. The 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware is 
in the very spirit of the bill itself, if the spirit 
of the bill is what these gentlemen insist that 
it is. 

Mr. President, every lawyer knows the dif- 
ference between a constable armed with the 
process of the court or notarmed with the pro- 
cess of the court, an officer of the court ap- 
pointed to discharge a particular duty, and an 
individual and the powers of an individual 
under similar circumstances. An individual 
may arrest on his own authority where a capi- 
tal offense has been committed or a felony at 
common Jaw. An individual may, upon hue 
and ery, pursue and take aman; but he takes 
him at his own risk. IJfit turns out that there 

is no felony, be is uot protected, not being 
clothed with any officialpower. But when you 
make a man au officer of the law, a marshal 
or a constable, when you give bim any of these 


powers, he is clothed and protected with your 
armor, as if he had the armor of Achilles upon 
him. You make the penalties for assaulting 
an officer, for interfering with an officer, so 
heavy and severe that no private citizen dare 
do it; and under the authority you give this 
man -he can go, and by threats and denuncia- 
tion prevent hundreds and thousands of peo- 
ple from voting. I do not speak of it in a 
party point of view; he may not be a man in 
the interest of your party; but men who will 
be appointed for five dollars a day will have 
the power, in the great cities, to do this thing. 
Now you are asked by the Senator from 
Delaware to put in a clause that simply says 
ifthey doit; that is, if the courts of the United 
States say they have doneit—for they must be 
tried by a jury before your own courts—if the 
courts say that the very men they themselves 
have appointed have abused the trust that 
through yourlaw and through their instrument- 
ality was imposed upon them, and have abused 
it so ns todo what it was the purpose of this 
act to prevent individuals from doing—if they 
have so abused the great power which you 
have clothed them with, if they have flown in 
the teeth of your own act and made the act 
itself oppressive—that if they do this, and your 
own jurors in the United States courts and 
your own judges say they did it, they shall be | 
punished. ‘That cannot he answered, for there 
is no punishment, no penaity except for guilt 


decided to be guilt, and guilt which is aimed 
at the corruption and destruction of the bellot- 
box, which you say this act is intended to pre- | 
serve and protect. I trust the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware will prevail. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, if an 
oflicer nppointed under this law exceeds his 
powers as such, as a deputy marshal or as a 
supervisor, he is no longer protected by law 
as such officer. He then acts upon his re- 
sponsibility as a person, and comes within the 
terms of this section. ‘This section says that 
‘if any person by threats, force, intimidation, 
or other unlawful means,’’ shall hinder or 
delay or prevent any person exercising the 
“right of suffrage, he shall be punished. The 
very moment he steps outside of his official 
duty he is ho longer protected by his official | 
character, and he is then a person acting upon 
his own responsibility. is i 
the direct execution of law, so long as he is 
performing the duty that is imposed upon him 
by this law, he is protected. He is there for 
that particular purpose. When he steps be- 
yond that, and interferes with the right of any 
person to vote, either by threats, intimidation, | 
or otherwise, then he simply is acting upon 
hig individual responsibility as a person, and 
x within the terms of this law, and punishable 

2y it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ques- 
Delaware. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my friend to 
insert the words “ knowingly and willfully `? 
before the word  use.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the thing now stands, 
it seems to be satisfactory to my friend from 
Delaware and his friends. I believe I am in: 
favor of that amendment, althongh I think it | 
unnecessary, and I wish to ask for the yeas | 
and nays on its adoption. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now I submit that we ought 
not to adopt the amendment for this reason: 
the fourth section of the act of 1870 is so 
broad that it covers ‘‘all persons.” This 
section will impose penalties upon officers, for 
committing those very offenses, which are 
lighter than are imposed upon citizens. That 
section imposes a penalty of $500 and impris- 
onment for six months. This section imposes 


I accept that amend- 


So long as he is in} 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator from ! 
i j 


upon officers for committing these offenses 


a lighter penalty than the original act imposes, 
and I submit that we ought not to make such 
a discrimination. ; 
Mr. THURMAN. The penalty of the ori- 
ginal act is a fine rot less than $500 or impris- 
onment not less than one month or more than’ 
one year, or both, at the discretion of the 
court. . 
Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to hear 
the amendment read as it stands. 
ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamend- 
ment will be reported. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Thatif any person having any duties to perform 
under the provisions of this act, or the act to which 
this is an amendment, shall knowingly and willfully 
use the power upon him conferred in such manner 
as to prevent any person from voting who is entitled 
to vote, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall beim prisoned not less 
than three months, and shall be liable to the party 
injured in a civil action. 


Mr. CASSERLY. With the consent ofthe 
Senator from Delaware, [ would like to amend 
fhis amendment by striking out all after the 
word ‘‘misdemeanor,”’ and then, inserting 
‘and shall be liable civilly and criminally as 
provided in section four of the act of May 31, 
1870.” : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Delaware accept that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. All I want to do by 
this amendment is to secure every man the 
right to vote without the interference of these 
officials, who are now provided for supervising 
and attending to the election. We all know 
that under the provisions of the act to which 
this is a supplement, or amendment, persons 
were appointed in different States of this 
Union who did interfere with the citizens’ 
right to vote. Can any Senator tell me of a 
single case where any man so interfering with 
the rights of others to vote has been panished 
under the act to which this is an amendment? 
You provide amply for the punishment of 
every man who interferes with these parties in 
the exercise of the powers you confer upon 
them; and if it is true that the act does pro- 
vide that the officers themselves shall be pun- 
ished, it is very singular that after they have 
interfered with the rights of persons they 
never have been punished. I want to make it 
clear. 

And now T say, if the object of the Senate 
in the passage of the original act and of this 
amendatory act is to secure fair elections, 
let us have it fair on all sides. Let us say to 
these men who obtrude themselves upon the 
electors of the different States, ‘‘ Beware how 
you use the power conferred upon you, 
because if you exceed your power, if you 
deprive any man, white or black, of exercising 
the elective franchise who is entitled to it, by 
color of the authority conferred upon him, 
you shall be liable,” and say to him in what 
manner he shall be liable. 

I say in regard to the section of the original 
act to which this is an amendment, which has 
been read, I should never put upon it the 
consiruction put upon it by the Senator from 
Ohio. I do uot believe itreaches the case of 
these officers. In the spirit of the enactment, 
Ido not believe it was contemplated at the 
time to apply to them; and a judge sitting to 
determine the construction of this act, with a 
view to the evil intended to be remedied, and 
the machinery put into operation, would come 
to a different conclusion from that to which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania and my frien 
from Ohio have come. Ido not believe that 
the fair construction of that act will extend to — 
the officers appointed under it; or if it does, 
it certainly leaves the matter questionable and 
doubiful; and now to place that question dis- 
tinctly before these officers and before the 
country, while you are attempting to provide 
for fair elections, | have proposed to add this 
amendment so that your bill may go out and 
say “if any man attempts to interfere with the 
rights of these officers to supervise and con- 
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trol elections, he shall be punished, and in turn 


if the officers shall deprive any man of theex- 

_ercise of the elective franchise who is entitled 
to it, they shall not escape the punishment of 
the law.” ; ; 

[f Senators are anxious for fair elections, let 
them say so by their votes on this amendment, 
because if you vote down this amendment and 
declare that these officials shall not be punished 
in case they interfere with the people’s rights, 
what will be the judgment of the. country? 
Will it not itself be a declaration of what was 
intended by the original act? Willit not be 
itself a construction upon the original act, and 
will it not say to the country that you are pro- 
viding machinery here by which an interfer- 
ence may be made with elections, and that 
officers so interfering under color of law shall 
not he punished? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will inquire whether the Senator from Dela- 
ware accepts the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from California? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I shall ask the Senator 
from Delaware to pause a little before that. 1 
think it requires some further amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. As the amendment now 
stands it provides that if these supervisors 
shall knowingly and willingly prevent a man 
from voting who is entitled to vote, he shall be 
liable, I submit to the Senator that upon the 
plainest: and best-recognized principles of law, 
that amendment in that form is wholly un- 
necessary and superfluous. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then it will do no 
harm, I say to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. To say that a superfluous 
Jaw will do no harm does not make it proper 
to pass it, Wo man can defend himself in the 
performance of an act under color of his office, 
when that act was wrongful, if it was done 
knowingly and willingly. Ido not care whether 
he is a sheriff or a marshal, a judge of elec- 
tion or a supervisor under this bill, wherever 
an officer performs an illegal act knowingly 
and willfully he may be sued and treated as a 
private person in all cases; he cannot justify 
himself by pleading his office in such a case. 

if one of these supervisors knowingly and 
wilifully prevents a man from voting who is 
entitled to vote, he is. liable under the fourth 
section of the act of 1870. Ifyou intend to 
make him liable anyhow, whether he does it 
knowingly or willfully or not, then you can 
have a new provision; but as the amendment 
stands now, offered by the Senator from 
Delaware, requiring that the act shall be done 
knowingly and willfully, it certainly amounts 
to nothing. What is the use of it? Even the 
Governor of a State in the execution of his 
office, if he does an illegal act knowingly and 
willfully, cannot defend himself for a moment 
under color of his authority. The President 
of the United States cannot defend himself in 
the performance of an illegal act, if it is done 
‘knowingly and willfully, under color of his 
authority; no officer in the country can, and 
as the amendment now stands it is clearly 
unnecessary. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to state that 


on this bill I am paired with the Senator from ` 


Virginia, [Mr. Jounscoy.] If he were here 
he would vote against the bill and I should 
vote for it. : 

Mr. THURMAN. I expressed the opinion 
awhile ago that the fourth and fifth sections 
of the original act were sufficient to cover the 
Case contemplated by the Senator from Dela- 
ware. Iam still of that opinion; but there 
ought not to be any doubt on such a question ; 
and the very fact that as good lawyers as the 
Senator from Delaware and the Senator from 
New Jersey are of a different opinion from 
that which I expressed is a sufficient reason 
with me for favoring the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Delaware. Every one will 
admit that if anybody in the world deserves 
punishment for unlawfully preventing a person 
from voting, it is a person who does so uuder 


color of authority, who. misuses -his authority. 
to oppress a person whom it is his duty to 
protect. A man appointed to protect people 
in their rights, who uses his authority to de- 
prive them of their rights, is, of all other per- 
sons, the one who most deserves to. be pun- 
ished. 

I therefore sympathize entirely with the 
object of. this amendment, and as there 
seems to be some doubt whether the original 
act is sufficiently broad to cover the case, I 
shall vote for the amendment. I understand 
it will be modified as to the penalty so. as to 
make it conform to the fourth section of the 
act of 1870. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is just enough 
about the construction of this act to make it 
entirely proper that. we should clear up the 
donbt. I take it that we must be all agreed 
that where any person armed with such powers 
as this act bestows uses them in bad faith, he 
deserves to be punished severely. I have 
looked at section four of the original act after 
hearing the suggestion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. The amendment which I pro- 
pose is very much in the direction of his views. 
It reads in this way. First of all, section four 
begins. ‘‘if any person by force,’’ &e. My 
amendment is, or rather my substitute for the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware, 
which I ask him to accept, is: 

Srec.—. That the words ‘‘any person,’’ in section 
four of the act of May. 31, 1870, to which this is 
amendatory, shall be held to include any officer or 
other person having powers or duties of an official 
character under this act or the act to which this 
act is amendatory. : ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bore- 
MAN in the chair.) Does the Senator from 
Delaware accept this as a substitute? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now the yeas and nays 
are ordered on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This will 
be substituted for the original amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. ; 

Mr. STEVENSON. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. SUMNER. ] 
If present he would have voted against this 
amendment, and I should have voted for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 41, nays none; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
lingbuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Morton, 
Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman, West, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—4l. 


NAYS—0. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Conk- 
ling, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamilton 
of Texas, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Spen- 
cer, Stevensou, Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—33. 

So the amendment was agréed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to say any- 
thing more on this bill. Iam opposed to it 
for reasons I have already stated. 1 shall ask 
for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have an amendment 
to offer—two additional sections. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 


follows: 


That it shall not be lawful for_any civil, military, 
or naval officer of the United States, or any other 
person engaged in the civil, military, or naval ser- 
Vice of the United States, to order, bring. keep, or 
have under his authority or control any troops or 
armed men at the place where any general or special 
election is held in any. State of the United States of 
America, and that it shall not be lawfal for any ofi- 
cer of the Army or Navy of the United States to 
preseribe or fix, or attempt to prescribe or fix, by 
proclamation, order, or otherwise, the qualifica- 
tions of voters in any State of the United States of 
America, or in any manner to interfere with the : 
freedom of any election in any State, or with the |: 
exercise of the free right of suffrage in any State of 
the United States. Any oficer of the Army or Navy 
of the United States, or other person engaged in the | 
civil, military, or navalservice of the United States, ii 
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who violates this. section, shall,’ for every each 
offense, be liable to indictment. as for a misde- 
meanor in any court of the United States having 
jurisdiction to hear, try, and determine cases. of 
misdemeanor; and on conviction thereof shall-pay 
a fine not exceeding $5,000, and suffer imprison- 
ment in the penitentiary not less than three nor 
more than five years,at the discretion of the court 
trying the same. And. any person. convicted gs: 
aforesaid shall moreover be disqualified from hold- 
ing any office of honor, profit, or ‘trust under: the 
Government of the United States. . He shall also be 
liable in a civil suit to the person injured in'a pem- 
alty of $500, which, with any damages accruing, may 
be recovered in any circuit court having jurisdiction: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall pre- 
vent any officer, soldier, sailor, or marine from exer- 
cising the right of suffrage in any election district 
to which he may belong if otherwise qualified ac- 
cording to the laws of the State in which he shall 
offer his vote. 

Sxc.—. That no officer or person in the military 
or naval service of the United States shall order or 
advise, or shall directly or indirectly by force, threat, 
menace, or intimidation, or otherwise, prevent or 
attempt to prevent any qualified voter of any State 
of the United States of America from or against 
freely exercising tho right of suffrage according to 
law at-any general or special election in any State 
of the United States, or shall in like manner compel 
or attempt to compel. any officer of an election in 
any such State to receive a vote from 2 person not 
legally qualified to vote, or'shall impose or attempt 
to impose any rules or regulations for conducting 
such election, either as to the formof the ballots, 
the mode of voting, or otherwise differ from. those 
prescribed by law, or interfere in any manner with 
any. officer of said election in the discharge of his 
duties. In ease of any violation of this section the 
person offending shall be liable in all respects as 
in the last preceding section provided. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope that entire amend- 
ment will be rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Califormia is entitled to the floor if be 
desires it. : 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret that the lead- 
ing friends of the bill have determined to have 
all amendments rejected merely because they 
are amendments. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin awhile ago protested against an amend- 
ment of the most obvious necessity, as it seemed 
to me, because he did not know in what way 
it might interfere with the original act... That 
amendment dealt with a mere excrescence on 
that act which had so little to do with it that 
it not only could be cut out without impairing 
the general scope of the act, but very much to 
the benefit of the act. I. fear that the sarme 
policy is to be pursued throughout in regard 
to the bill, that every amendment is:to be op- 
posed merely because it is an amendment. 
On the very eve of a presidential election 
which promises to be sufficiently exciting of 
itself, it becomes us all as good citizens, and 
it especially becomes us here, who are charged 
with the duty of making laws, to avoid with 
our best endeavors the bringing of any new, 
elements of trouble or discord into the contest. 

It seems to me that in such a point of view 
as that, in which all. must agree, at least 
abstractly considered, it is very desirable 
indeed that the bill with which we are’ now 
dealing, and the bills to. which itis amenda- 
tory, ought to be pruned of. all features of 
needless offense. A considerable part. of 
what I have sent up to the desk is copied 
from statutes already in existence. I hada 
special ideain offering the amendment because 
of the recent most unjustifiable transactions 
at the polls connected with the navy-yard in 
California. Those transactions were of a char- 
acter to bring the blush to the cheek of every 
man who understands what free institutions 
are, who comprehends what the freedom of 
elections means, and who has a regard for the 
dignity of American workmen. woe 

Mr. President, at the last State election an 
California unusual efforts were made by the 
friends of the, Administration to carry the 
State. So far as those were legitimate and 
within the reasonable limits of party. action, I 
have no cause af complaint, andl make të 
complaint ; but what I desire to call the atten- 


| tion of the Senate to is the transactions of 


certain officials at the navy-yard, both before 
and at the election, -I-shall submit, sir, the 
facts which are so notorious and so generally 
admitted a Bet 
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Mr. SPENCER. I understand that the 
Senator from California will speak some time; 
it is Saturday evening,and I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Alabama moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ask to have my amend- 
ment printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. F That order 
will be made, if there be no objection. f 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the motion will 
not be agreed to. Det us finish this bill, | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is not debatable. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 20. 

Mr. SPRAGUE, “I call for the yeas and 
nays. : 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Kelly, 
Logan, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton, and West—22, : 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Forry of Michigan, 
Bianagan, Frélinghuysen, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitch- 
cock, Kolloge, Morton, Osborn, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 


Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—25, 


ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Davis of ‘Kentucky, Fonton, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Lowe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Poma- 
roy, Pool, Robertson, Schurz, Sumner, Trumbull, 
and Vickers~27. 


So the motion was not agreed to, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I feel 
somewhat embarrassed in my present position. 
I regret very much to keep Senators waiting ; 
I trust Senators will understand that 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ll suppose the Senate 
does not desire to compel the Senator from 

California to go on to-night. I therefore move 
in deference to him, and according to the 
courtesy of the Senate, that we adjourn, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator to 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly, if [do not 
lose the right to make it again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state the rea- 
son why | voted against an executive session, 
I would not force a Senator to make a speech 
of any length at this hour on Saturday night ; 
bat [knew very well that the Senator’s amend- 
ment could just as well be moved to other 
bills that will be pending and that we all 
know will come up. 

This bill, which has been debated a day or 
two, seems a simple matter, 1 thought the 
amendment would come in just as well and 
more appropriately on another bill whea the 
Senate would be less fatigued. 

{ submit that to the Senator’s own good 
judgment. It is a matter for him to decide. 
There does not seem to be much opposition 
to this bill. It is a plain, simple proposition. 
Bat the amendment he now ollers, in regard to 
the employment of the military at the polls, I 
think can come up very properly on another 
bill which will probably be considered next 
week, when the Senator will have ample time 
to address the Senate when it is less fatigued 
than now. LTappeal to Senators whether we 
ought not to conclude this bill, that is com- 
paratively unimportant, after two days’ de- 
bate. [donot mean any discourtesy to the 
Senator from California, but he will have 
another opportunity to discuss this question 

before long. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I feel the force of much 
of what the Senator from Ohio has said. lt 
occurred to meawhile ago, and I so expressed 
myself in conversation, that I had no strong 
wish io offer my amendment to this bill except 


that it seemed to be the proper place to offer 
it, Isaid also that I was perfectly willing to 
defer offering the amendment and say what I 
had to say upon it when the bill which it is 
understood will be shortly before the Senate 
comes up, which is an amendment I think to 
the law known as the Ku Klux act; but the 
difficulty about that is that probably my 
amendment might be successfully objected to 
as not being germane there, or upon some 
other ground. I do not know what the extent 
of that objection is in the Senate; in the 
House of Representatives I believe it is fatal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There will be no objection 
to offering it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. My colleague suggests that the Sen- 
ator from California offer his proposition as 
an amendment to the Ku Klux bill, as I un- 
derstand. That assumes that that bill will 
pass the Senate—a very violent presumption 
I think, and one that ought not to be indulged 
in fora moment. Here is a billthat will pass 
the Senate, as we ail know; and here is an 
amendment proposed that is perfectly germane 
to that bill, and if put on the bill it will be- 
come a part of the law, and I hove my friend 
from California will not be seduced into hitch- 
ing his car to a train that will never have steam 
to run through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask my colleague if he 
is quite so sure that this amendment will be 
adopted as an amendment to this bill? If a 
large majority of the Senate are so decidedly 
in favor of the pending bill, to which there 
seems to be no objection, are they likely to 
load down that matter to which nobody ob- 
jects with extraneous matter which has no 
pertinence to the subject-matter of the bill? 
Í doubt in the first place whether the Senator 
from California, after debate, will get his 
amendment on this bill. I certainly cannot 
vote for any amendment that has no more 
pertinence to this bill than a proposition about 
the employment of the military forces; but 
as to the passage of the Ku Klux bill, that isa 
matter to be tried next week. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to occupy any time in this preliminary 
matter of explanations; but I certainly should 
greatly prefer not to go on this evening. If 
my amendment shall be printed by Monday, 
or whether it is or not, I can bave it then in 
such a shape as may remove some objections 
to it on the part of the majority. {I think 
when the Senate understand as I do what took 
place under the apparent sanction of this Gov- 
ernment at the polls at Vallejo, which is the 
poll for Mare Island, where the navy-yard is 
in California, they will all agree with me; I 
shall not put any qualification, It was such 
an outrage on the franchise and on the free- 
dom and dignity of laboring men that what- 
ever legislation is necessary to prevent the 
recurrence of it ought to be had. I do not 
believe there is one decent man in the Senate 
or out of it, who, if he knew the facts con- 
nected with that outrage, would differ from 
me as to the absolute necessity of the speediest 
remedy. Now, my amendment may not be 
just the right remedy; but that some remedy 
is due to the American name and the charac- 
ter of the Government to prevent the recur- 
rence of what took place there, there can be 
no doubt. You are legislating a great deal 
here for the protection of the colored people 
of the South; a great deal has been said about 
intimidation in the South directed against that 
class of people. 
charged and generally believed, and [ think 
substantially known to have taken place at the 
poll where the votes from Mare Island were 
zast, had been committed at a poll in the 


South, there would be one general feeling of | 


indignation in this Senate, and it would be a 
justifiable indignation. 


If one half of the iniquity į 


Mr. COLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator yield to his colleague? 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague will pardon 
me. I state that as my apology to the Senate 
for presenting this amendment at this late hour 
and desiring to say something in reference to 
it; of course it will have to be at some length, 
and I repeat I feel the embarrassment of my 
position very much, because I know that I 
appear to keep the Senate here at a late hour 
in further discussion upon this bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON, After what has passed 
from the Senator from California, as he desires 
to address the Senate on this subject which he 
has considered, I think it is a fair presump- 
tion that the Senate might be enlightened and 
might be induced to change its vote. Itisa 
courtesy rarely refused. I therefore move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator withdraw 
that motion for a moment only? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have withdrawn it 
and lost my place to move it again. If the 
Senator will renew the motion to adjourn, I 
will withdraw it again. 

Mr. COLE. Iwill give place immediately 
to the Senator from Kentucky to renew the 
motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Will you renew it? 

Mr. COLE. I do not think I ought to be 
required to do it, but I will yield to somebody 
who will. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well. 

Mr. COLE. Iam not certain that I know 
what my colleague refers to in speaking of - 
proceedings at the polls near Mare Island, in 
California. I know this, however, that Ihave 
heard of no complaint on account of anything 
pertaining to or connected with the elections 
there. I think he probably may be laboring 
under some delusion in regard to the election 
at that place. I think I should have heard of 
some complaint if there had been any cause 
of complaint; and yet I am very certain 
have heard no complaint from any single per- 
son in regard to anything that has taken place 
there at the last or any preceding election. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move an adjourn- 


ment, 

Mr. MORTON. Before the motion to ad- 
journ is put I wish to ask unanimous consent. 
[‘“ Agreed !’?] I ask unanimous consent 
that the vote shall be taken on this bill and 
amendments at two o’clock on Monday. Is 
there any objection to that? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the agreement will be made that 
the vote be taken on the bill and pending 
amendments, aud amendmeuts which may be 
offered, at two o’clock on Monday without de- 
bate after that hour, There appears to be no 
objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to have one under- 
standing about this: that no amendments 
are to be offered after two o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the usual 
understanding. 

Mr. THURMAN. Because they might 
amend this bill by sticking something entirely 
new on it after we had agreed to vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN. = I suggest that any mem- 
ber offering an amendment shall have five 
minutes to speak on it. l 

Mr, THURMAN. Let us have it under- 
stood that no amendments are to be offered 
after two o'clock. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The usvalrule is that as 
to new amendments there may be five-minutes 
debate. .Is that the understanding? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
West Virginia suggested, as an addition to the 
proposition of the Senator from Indiana, that 
in regard to amendments offered after two 
o'clock the five-minute rules should apply. , 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest for the consid- 
eration of the Senate another rule that I think 


I see no 
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is better than that. That five-minutes rule does 
not operate, I think, very well always. You 
.can always avoid it by offering an amendment, 
‘then another amendment, and so a man may 
‘prolong his speech for an hour and a half by 
‘simply offering amendments. Let us have a 
unanimous understanding that no amendments 
to this bill shall be offered after half past. one 
o’clock or a-quarter to two, and that we vote 
on the bill at two. 

“Mr. MORTON. That may be the under- 
standing, unless somebody should occupy the 
floor until that time. a 

Mr. THURMAN. Let uscometo this under- 
standing, that no amendment shall be offered 
after half past one. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to my friend 
from Ohio that the proposition as it came from 
the Senator in charge of the bill is the best 
one, that debate on thebill and presentamend- 
ments shall close at two o’clock on Monday, 
and that five-minutes debate be allowed on ali 
amendments offered after that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate have 
‘heard the suggestion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. Is there objection to that proposi- 


tion? 

Mr. CORBETT. The five minutes should 
be allowed to the person offering the amend- 
ment. I think it ought to be confined to him. 
[“No! 7 No} “al 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the proposition of. the Senator from 
Indiana and the Senator from California, 
which is that at two o’clock on Monday the 
Senate proceed to vote on the bill and amend- 
ments which may be pending, and that on 
amendments offered after that time there shall 
be five minutes debate thereon by any Sena- 
tor; that is, one five-minutes speech on each 
amendment by any Senator. Is there any 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and four minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 11, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
peper by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buruer, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
FORT GRATIOT RESERVATION. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to report from the Committee 
on Appropriations, for consideration at this 
time, House bill No. 1287, to provide for com- 
pleting the survey of the Fort Gratiot military 
reservation at Port Huron, in the State of 

ichigan. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which it will be in order to object to its 
consideration. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates the 
sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to complete the survey and stake 
out the blocks and lots heretofore sold and 
hereafter to be sold in the Fort Gratiot mil- 
itary reservation at Port Huron, in the State 
of Michigan, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. COBURN. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that the House 
now adjourn. ni 

The question was taken ; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 17, noes 52. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ELDREDGE said: There is no quorum 
voting, and I ask the Chair to appoint tellers 
under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The rule requiring tellers 
to be appointed, when no quorum appears on 
a vote by a division, does not apply to the 
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motion to adjourn, which can be decided with- 
out a quorum. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Tues- 
day next. ; 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to inquire of the 
gentleman what is the particular object of his 
motion? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. _I object to debate. 

The question was taken upon the motion of 
Mr. ELDREDGE, and upon a division there 
were—ayes 11, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. ELDREDGE were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and 

Mr. DAWES, as one of the tellers, reported 
that there were—ayes 7, noes 72, and 1 doubt- 
ful. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The “one doubtful” 
must be the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. As there is no quorum 
voting, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 63, noes 13. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when 
the following members failed to answer to their 
names. 


Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Banks, Barnum, 
Barry, Bigby, Bright, George M. Brooks, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Cotton, Creely, 
Crocker, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Duell, Ely, For- 
ker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, Harmer, John 
T. Harris, Hays, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Holman, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kellogg, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Leach, Manson, Maynard, McHenry, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Merrick, Mitchell, Morphis, Orr, 
Packer, Aaron E. Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, 
Prindle, John M, Rice, Ritchie, Robinson, Sargent, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Shober, Slocum, Snyder, 
Sprague, Stevens, Stowell, St. John, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, 
Van Trump, Voorhees, Waddell, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Williamsof New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
Wood, and Young-—88. x 

Before the result of the roll-call had been 


declared, the following announcements were 


made: 

Mr. BECK. My colleague, Mr. McHenry, 
is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. PERCE. My colleague, Mr. McKee, 
is absent by.leave of the House, and my col- 
league, Mr. Morruis, is unavoidably detained 


away. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague, Mr. Brooxs, 
has gone home to enter upon the exercise of 
another public duty, and his resignation will 
shortly be placed in the hands of the Speaker. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [rise to a question of 
order—whether the clerks have any right to 
record names after the roll-call is concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Strictly they have not; 
but as largely more than a quorum is present, 
the Chair presumes that no further proceed- 
ings will be required under the eall. 

Mr. BRAXTON. My colleague, Mr. HAR- 
RIS, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Lunderstand that my col- 
league, Mr. Van Trump, is absent by leave of 
the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The roll call shows the 
presence of one hundred and fifty-two mem- 
bers wore than a quorum. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIMITATION OF DEBATE ON TARIFF. 

Mr. DAWES, I have been requested by 
gentlemen all around me to modify the motion 
I made yesterday, and to move one minute 
instead of ten minutes as the limitation of 
debate in Committee of the Whole upon the 
first section of the tax and tariff bill. ; 

Mr. MOORE. We insist upon a morning 


hour. : , 
The SPEAKER. That question will be 
determined by the House. 


Mr. MOORE. Ithink most certainly that 
we ought to havea morning hour. $ 
The question being taken on tho motion of 
Mr. Dawes, it was agreed to. L 
Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the: vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. © 1. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES.. I now move thatthe House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to resume the-¢on- 
sideration of the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being— 
ayes 66, noes 67, i 

Mr. DAWES. I do not want to struggle 
with one half of the House, that number 
appearing desirous of having a morning hour. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 


begins at twenty minutes before twelve. The 
first business in order is the bill reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, entitled’ 
a bill (H. R. No. 2312) to revise, consolidate, 
andamend the laws relating to invalid pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MOORE. Before the Clerk resumes 
the reading of that bill, I ask the’ House to 
adopt the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions be paid for the present Congress 
the same compensation as that authorized to be 
paid to the clerk of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. NIBLACK. This is a most. vicious 
system of adopting resolutions in this House. 
We ought to know in so many words how 
much is proposed to be paid. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution can only 
come in by unanimous consent, and if the 
gentleman from Indiana objects it is not before 
the House. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do not object to the 
resolution if the amount be fixed. 

Mr. DAWES. I object? 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2812) to 
revise, consolidate, and amend the lawsrelating 
to invalid pensions, and the Clerk will read the 


pending section. . , : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Irise to a point 
of order, and that is whether this being private 
bill day that bill is in order? ; 

The SPEAKER. It was admitted yester- 
day by unanimous consent as a private bill, 
the gentleman from Ohio himself consenting, . 
and having been so admitted it holds its place 
until it is disposed of. 5 

The Clerk read the seventh section of the 
bill, as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the pensions of widows shall be in- 
creased from and after the 25th day of July, 1866, at 
the rate of two dollars per month for each chil 
under the ago of sixteen years, of the husband on 
account of whose death the claim has been, or shall 
be, granted. And in every case in which the deceased 
husband has left, or shall leave, no widow, or where 
his widow has died or married again, or where she 
has been deprived of her pension under the provis- 
ionsof the pension law, the pension granted to such 
children shall be increased to the same amount per 
month that would be allowed under the foregoing 
provisions to the widow, if living and entitled to a 

ension: Provided, That the additional pension 
herein granted to the widow on account of the child 
or children of the husband by a former wife shall 
be paid to her only for such period of her widow- 
hood as she has been, or she shall be, charged with 
the maintenance of such child or children; for any 
period during which she has not been, or she shall 
not be, so charged, it shall be granted and paid to 
the guardian of such child or children: Provided 
further, That a widow or guardian to whom increase 
of pension has been, or shall hereafter be, granted 
on account of minor children, shall not be deprived 
thereof by reason of their being maintained in whole 
or in part at the exponse of a State or the public. 


Mr. MOORE. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions recommend two amendments to that 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line ten, after the word “such,” and before 
the word “children, ” insert the words “child or y’. 80 
it will read: “ the pension granted to such child or 
children” &c.: and at the end of the section insert 
these words: “in any educational institution, or in 
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any institution organized for the care of soldiers 
orphans.” 


The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT, Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
a parliamentary inquiry. Is this amendment 
now open for general amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now being 
considered by sections, and as each section is 
read it isopen for amendment. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. ‘Then offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the pending section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“That the widow shall not forfeit her pension by 
marrying again. 

The SPEAKER. Where does the gentle- 
man propose to have his amendment come in? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. At the conclusion of 
the paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. In the shape of a proviso? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Yes, sir; so it will j 
read: 


And provided further, That tho widow shall not 
. forfeit her pension by marrying. 


Mr. BIRD. I trust the House will not 
adopt that amendment, as it is in entire Oppo- 
sition to the present invalid pension laws. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, I should 
like to say a few words in favor of the amend- 
ment I offer; and only a few words, it seems 
to me, are necessary to satisfy the House of 
its perfect justice. If the widow of a soldier 
who has died of disease or wounds in the ser- 
vice is entitled to a pension, as all are by the 
universal practice, not only of this, but of all 


other countries, why should she be deprived | 


of it by marrying again? ‘Cho wisdom of such 
alaw [ cannot understand. The policy of 
this and of all other nations has been in favor 
olmarriage. Celibacy has been discouraged, 
and the bearing of children approved. 

The SPEAKER. There is so much con- 
fusion in the Llouse that it is utterly impossi- 
ble to hear what the gentleman is saying. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. To be sure, on the re- 
marriage of the widow there is a possibility of 
her being supported by her second busband, | 
hat is true, but it does not affect the question 
any more than in cases where there is a possi- 
bility of the widow being supported by outside 
resources ov by change of circumstances. A. 
widow is peculiarly under the protection of 
the country in whose service ber husband sac- 
rificed his life, and to deprive her of the pene | 
sion which she enjoys under the law because 
she marries again, and to transfer its benefits 
to her children, as this bill would do, is to 
reverse the policy of the law and the dictates 
of justice. 

Mr. MORGAN, Does theage of the widow 
make any difference? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. My friend from Ohio 
asks me ifthe action of the widow makes any 
difference. 

Mr. MORGAN. Tasked if the age of the 
widow made any difference. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. — t thought the question 
was whether the action of the widow made any 
odds. [i certainly would uot seem to me that 
the action of a widow or any other woman, in 
accepting a man as her companion for life, 
should make any difference against her in that 
particular under discussion. My wonder is, 
when | look around this House and see as- 
sembled here the representative men of all 
parts of the country, the beauty, the wisdom, | 
the strength, the manliness, the talent of the 
ruling sex, and observe how unattractive man 
is at the best, even when specially selected 
from the highest type in the land—my only 
wonder is that a woman, married or single, old 
or young, handsome ov ugly, marries under 
any circumstances. [Lavgbter.] Certainly 
we shorid not deprive the sex of any induce- 
ment totake that step. forit willbe abad day for 
us when they determine to have nothing more 

to do with us, and the country will suffer as 
badly as ourselves. : 

There is no provision of law forbidding an | 
invalided and pensioned soldier from getting 


i say that under the law as 1t now stands, 


married; the man drawing an income from 
the bounty of the Government can divide it 
with a woman. He may bave as many wives 
as-he pleases. Of course I do not mean all at 
once, for even in Utah that is becoming difficult 
and troublesome now, but one after another, 
though, like Blue Beard, he take them “‘ ona 
regular railroad of matrimonial velocity,” and 
yet this fortunate pensioner does not forfeit 
his pension. Why should not a widow be 
equally favored? Is she notas lonely? Does 
she not need company and support as much 
or more? Is there any public interest which 
would be endangered. by allowing her to reas- 
sume the honored state from which the bullet 
of the enemy had reduced her? 

Instead of that, what is the effect of the 
present restriction? All widows are not old 
or ugly. It is woman’s nature to love; she 
will seek consolation for the past in a happier 
future, legitimately and honorably, if she can, 
for that is her instinct, but, unfortunately some- 
times, otherwise if she must. The action of 
the Government should encourage the former 
relation, and repressthe latter. But this law 
as it stands puts a premium on crime and a 
penalty on honor. Many cases exist where 
improper relations have arisen from the ne- 
cessity of sacrificing all means of support if 
the pensioned widow remarried. And to pre- 
vent these L offer my amendment. 
` Mr. MOOR. I have been a little sur- 
prised to hear the remarks of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Roosrvent.] A few 
days ugo, in a speech he addressed to the 
House, he gave gentlemen the advice to ‘be- 
ware of the widows.’ And now he places 
himself in the front rank in taking care of 
them. What influence they may have exer- 
cised over him since ho made that speech in 
the House I am not prepared to say. [Laugh- 
ter.] I think, however, the House is ready 
to vote down the amendment. 

The question being puton Mr. ROOSEVELT’ S 
amendment, there were—ayes 32, noes 60; 
no quoram voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. Moors and Mr. 
ROOSEVELT, 

The Louse again divided; and the tellers 
reported-—ayes 45, noes 71. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. 1 demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
be in order for me to say a word? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, when the 
Tlouse is dividing on the question of ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes seventeen; not a sufh- 
cient number, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT called for tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering tellers there 
were—ayes twenty-five. So (more than one 
fifth of a quorum having voted in the affirm 
ative) tellers were ordered; and Mr. Moors 
and Mr, Rooseveir were appointed. 

‘The House again divided on the question 
of ordering the yeas and nays; and the tellers 
reported—ayes thirty-two, noes not counted. 

So (the affirmative being more than one 
fifth of the last vote) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

‘The question was on agreeing to Mr, Roose- 
YELM’ sS amendment. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 


Would it 


I wish to 
when 
a widow remarries, the pension goes to the 
children. It is not forfeited. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. | object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not ia order. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 67, nays 92, not voting 
81; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Banks, Beatty, Beveridge, 
James G. Blair, Buffinton, Caldwell, Conger, Crebs, 
Darrall, Dox. Eames, Hidredge, Farwell, Frye, Getz, 
Golladay, Griflith, Hancock, Havens, John W. Hazel- 


ton, Hereford, Herndon, Kelley, Kendall, Ketcham 
King, Lamison, Lansing, Lynch, Marshall, McClel- 
land, McKinney, McNeely, Monroe, Leonard Myers, 
Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Rogers 
Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Sloss, 
John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Storm, St. John, Sutherland 
Sypher, Turner, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Walls, 
Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
Winchester—67. 

NAYS—Messrs: Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Averill 
Barber, Barry, Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, 
Boles, Braxton, Conner, Cox, Critcher, Crocker, 
Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, Du Bose, Dake, Dunnell 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster. Garficld, Handley, Harper, 
George li. Harris, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hib- 
bard, Hoar, Houghton, Kellogg, Kerr, Lamport, 
Lewis, Lowe, MeCormick, McCrary, McGrew, Me- 
Tatyre, McJunkin, Benjamin F. Meyers, Moore, 
Morey, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Peters, Poland, Price, 
Rainey, Randall, llis IH. Roberts, Rusk. Sargent, 
Sawyer, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Slater, H. Board- 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, R. Mil- 
ton Speer, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Taffe, Twieh- 
ell, Upson, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, 
Wallace, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wil- 
Jard, Williams of Indiana, John 'T. Wilson, and 
Young—92. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Barnum, 
Biggs, Austin Blair, Bright, George M. Brooks, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, Burdett, Bonja- 
min F. Butler, Roderick RB. Butler, Campbell, Car- 
roll, William I. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Cotton, Oreely, Davis, 
Do Large, Dickey, Duell, Ely, Forker, Henry D. 
Foster, Garrett, Goodrich, Haldeman, Male, Halsey, 
Hambleton, Hanks, Harmer, Jobn T. Harris, Hay, 
Ilays, IHN, Holman, Hooper, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Leach, Manson, Maynard, McHenry, McKee, Mer- 
cur, Merriam, Merrick, Mitchell, Morgan, Morphis, 
Negley, Isaac C. Parker, Perce,-Platt, Porter, Pote 
ter, Prindle, Ritchie, Robinson, Shanks, Shella- 
barger, Shober, Slocum, Sprague, Stevens, Stowell, 
Terry, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump, Whitthorne, and 

ood—81. 


Mr. WHEELER. Willthe gentleman from 


‘THlinois [Mr. Moor] permit me to offer the 


following amendment: 


And provided further, That whenever a widow 
shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her 
pension shall revive upon the death of her second 
busband, whenever it shall appear to the satisfne- 
tion of the Pension Bureau that she is in indigent 
circumstances ? 


Mr. MOORE. I do not know that I bave 
any objection to that amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
modify his amendment by putting inthe words 
“or any subsequent husband 7’ 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the amendment by inserting after the 
words “upon the death of? the words “ or 
divorced from.” 

Mr. MOORE. My conviction is that the 
more we undertake to tinker with these pen- 
sion laws the more likely they will be misun- 
derstood. I hope no amendments of the kind 
will be adopted. 

Mr. MOREY. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. MOREY. It is rather a parliamentary 
inquiry. 1 would like to inquire if it would 
be in order at this time to ameud the title of 
the bill by adding ‘or to dispose of worthless 
or supernumerary husbands ?” [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order 
after the bill is completed. ; 

Mr. WHEBLER. I think if this House will 
give a few moments reflection to the subject 
they will adopt this amendment. It is cer 
tainly for the pecuniary interest of the Gov- 
ernment to permit widows of soldiers to re- 
marry, for while they are married the pensions 
are saved to the Government, This amend- 
ment simply provides that where a widow re- 
marries and thereby forfeits her pension, and 
her second husband shall die and she can 
show that she is in indigent circumstances, 
the pension shall revive. As gentlemen are — 
well aware, we are all the time passing special ¿ 
laws reviving pensions for those who have 
remarried and again become widows. Aly 
proposition is simply to put in the general law 
a provision to the same effect. 

Mr. MOORE. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman a different wording for his amendment. 


Mr, WHEELER. Ido not care anything 
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about the wording particularly, provided the 
object is accomplished. , 

Mr. MOORE. I would suggest that the 
amendment read to this effect: *‘ that nothing 
in this section shall prevent any widow of a 
deceased soldier from applying for a pension 
again, provided she has remarried and has 
again become a widow.” That is the word- 
ing of the law that formerly existed, that any 
widow of a soldier who has remarried and 
js again a widow can make application for her 
pension to be renewed and receive it if she is 
jn indigent circumstances. 

Mr. WHEELER. Was there such a law as 
that? 

Mr. MOORE. That was always the law 
until the fall of 1862. Until that time the 
law provided that if the widow of a soldier 
married again, and again becamea widow after 
the second marriage, or the third marriage, or 
the fortieth marriage, if she was again in in- 
digent circumstances her claim was considered 
and ber pension revived. That was the law 
down to 1862. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Was it repealed then? 

Mr. MOORE. It was then repealed by a 
provision declaring that in all cases where a 
widow remarried she should first forfeit her 

ension. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why not revive that law? 
Mr. MOORE. Iam willing to revive it. 
Mr. WHEELER. I do not see that it will 
be any better than the amendment [ have pro- 


posed, f 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Let the 
amendment be again read. 

The amendment moved by Mr. WHEELER 
was again read. 

Mr. MOORE. I think it should read “ that 
her pension shall revive on her again becom- 
ing a widow, provided she is in indigent cir- 
cumstances.’’ 

Mr. WHEELER. I donotknow that I have 
any objection to that, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I hope that 
suggestion will not. prevail, that a woman 
must be poor to be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is a misunder- 
standing as to the effect of this amendment. 
Some gentlemen about me have suggested that 

. itis a provision giving a premium to a widow 
who has remarried, if her husbaud is worthless 
or poor, to kiil him in order to get her pen- 
sion revived. Is that the effect of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
such provision in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I desire to offer the 
following substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. WHEELER :] 


Provided, That no widow of a deceased soldier 
shall forfeit, or be considered to have forfeited, her 
right to a pension by a subsequent marriage or mar- 
tiages except during the existence of such subse- 
quent marriage or marriages. 


There is no 


T think that covers the whole question and | 


will relieve the law of all ambiguity. °L ask 
consent that it may be entertained. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object to that. 

Mr. MOORE. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York {Mr. WHEELER] will, 
I have no doubt, when properly uuderstood, 
be satisfactory to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amend- 
ments pending to that amendment, one offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farns- 
WORTH, | and the other by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. SPEER. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 


offer his, if that will give him the right. 

The SPEAKER. — It will. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I think his 
amendment preferable to that of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw my 
amendment if that of the gentleman from 
Missouri will take its place. 


The SPEAKER. It will, The gentleman 


I withdraw | 
my amendment for the purpose of enabling | 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Buair] to | 


i 


from New York has offered an amendment in 

ea As a proviso to be addéd to the 

section. is proposed provi i i 

be the Clerle prop p ovio will be read 
The Clerk read as follows: - 
Provided further, That whenever a widow shall 

forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her pen- 


sion shall revive upon the death of her second hus- 
and, 


Mr. MOORE. I want to amend that so as 
to provide that ‘the pension shall revive on 
her becoming a widow, provided it isapparent 
to the Pension Bureau that she is in indigent 
circumstances.” This will cover the whole 
case, and will conform to the law as it now 
stands. I understand the gentleman from 
New York is willing to accept this as a modi- 
fication of his amendment. 

_ Mr. WHEELER. Personally I would be 
glad to support the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Biarr,] but I am 
satisfied that even if the House were willing to 
go to that extent, the Senate is not. If we 
make the step in advance proposed by my 
amendment, it will be so much gained. My 
object is to provide fora class of widows in 
indigent circumstances. 

Mr. KING. I object to any amendment 
that contemplates giving a pension on the 
ground of divorce. There are too many di- 
vorces now. l am in favor of repressing 
rather than encouraging them. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. This does 
not involve the question of divorces at all. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask, for informa- 
tion, whether this is the last morning hour the 
Committee on Invalid Peusions will have? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on In- 
valid Pensions being reached yesterday dar- 
ing the morning hour on the call for private 
bills, obtained leave by unanimous consent to 
report this bill—a public measure. It is in 
the morning hour on private bill day, and wiil 
so continue until disposed of. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps there may be so many 
amendments as to cut off any chance of doing 
anything else. 

The SPEAKER. The bill goes over from 
one private bill day to another until disposed of. 
The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WHEELER] as modified will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That whenever a widow 
shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her 
pension shall revive upon her again becoming a 
widow whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction 
of the pension department that she is in indigent 
circumstances. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The pension 
law now does not require that a widow, in 


| order to obtain a pension, shall prove that she 


is in indigent circumstances. It does require 
parents to make such proof when applying 
for pensions on account of the death of a son 
in the service; but that does not apply to a 
widow. I think that we ought not to require 
of a widow after a second marriage any more 
than we require of a widow after a first mar- 


riage. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


Missouri offers the following amendment as a 
substitute: 

Provi Yo wi deceased soldier shall 
ve EE eat oe forfeited her right to 
a pension by a subsequent marriage or marriages 
except during the existence of such subsequent 
marriage or marriages- 

Mr. MOORE. I demand tellers on that 
amendment. 

Mr, ELDREDGE. I desire to make a sug- 
gestion; that is the proposition which I stated 
a few minutes ago offered a premium for wives 
who wished to draw pensions to take the lives 
of their husbands. 

A Memper. Poison them. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, poison. them, or 
out their throats. If they are indigent it offers 
a premium to get rid of their husbands. I do 
not believe we should adopt either, for while 
one amendment: offers -a premium to celibacy 
the other offers a premium to marder. 


| laws, children born 
i parents, if acknowledged by the father before or 


| the tariff and tax bill. |. : 


Mr. ROOSEVELT. That is the reason why ` 
he should vote for it. . He has voted to encour- 
age prostitution, why not now encourage mur- 
der.” [ Laughter. ] Ka ` 

Mr: ELDREDGE. 
gentleman's mo 
tion. : i 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. ‘rise toa parliamentary 
explanation. ‘I have said the gentlemai voted 
in favor of prostitution. It appears he voted 
with me in the minority of the House against 
prostitution, instead of in its favor, and Tam 
elad-he did so. -. Pigs oat eS 

The House divided; and there were—ayes43, 
noes 69. s i 

Mr. RANDALL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So theamendment of Mr. Brar, of Missouri, 
to the amendment was rejected. ` 


Mr. LAMISON. I move the following 
amendment: j 


‘Provided, The provisions of this act shall be held 
to include teamsters enlisted in the service of, the 
United States. iy $ : 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘Is that germane'to 
the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. -Itis not germane to the 
pending amendment and will be withheld for 
the present. : ; 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I hope the 
gentleman from New York will: strike out in 
his amendment the words ‘ indigent circum- 
stances.” 

Mr. MOORE. I wish to havea vote on the 
pending amendment, I demand the previous 
question: l / 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish merely to 
say one word in reference to the pending 
amendment, and I hope it will be voted down. 
We now pension a widow because she lost her 
husband in the service of the country, and 
this amendment extends the same privilege if 
she did not lose a husband in tlie service.» To 
adopt the amendment is to extead the pension 
system to widows who have not lost their hus- 
bands in the service. Where a widow of a 
soldier afterward marries, and the’ case isione 
of great hardship, Congress: has never yet re- 
fused to pass a special act, and all such special 
cases of hardships ought to be remitted to Con- 
gress for its action, leaving the general law to 
stand as it is. 

Mr. MOORE. T insist on my demand for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

The question recurred on Mr. Warsten’s 
amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as modified, 
as follows: : 

And provided further, That whenever a widow 
shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her 
pension shall revive upon her again becoming. a 
widow, whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction 
of the pension department that she is in indigent 
circumstances. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 
59, noes 56; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr, Wareter 
and Mr. Evprener tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 73, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the cighth section, as fol- 
lows. 


Sec. 8. That in the administration of the pension 
before the marriage of their 


I I voted entirely dn the 
tion and through his’ solicita- 


after the marriage, shall be deemed legitimate - 
Mr. DAWES. Has not the morning ‘hour 
expired ? 
The SPEAKER. It has. T : 
Mr. DAWES. ‘Then I move-that: the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to resume the consideration of 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY: from the Committee og 
Enrolled Bills, reported thät they had ‘exam- 
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ined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


An act (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the } 


salary of the consul at Tien-Tsin, China ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize the 
issne of a supply of arms to the authorities of 
the Territory of Montana; i 

An act (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine; , 

An act (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery ; 

An act (S. No. 309) to prohibit the reten- 
tion of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys ; 

An act (S. No. 854) relating to the Reform 
School of the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 446) to amend an act entitled 
u An act to establish and to protect national 
cemeteries,” approved February 22, 1867 ; 


and . 

An act (S. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 
Mexico. 

SALES BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the House of February 28, 1872, in re- 
lation to the amount of money paid into the 
Treasury of the United States from the sales 
of property by the officers of the War Depart- 
ment since the 30th of Jane, 1865; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CALEB S. GREEK. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
scut, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in relation to the charge of 
desertion agains Caleb S. Greek, of the first 
Michigan volunteers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WADDY THOMPSON. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
commissioners of claims, transmitting their 
report in case No. 27, of Waddy Thompson ; 
which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

FORT GRATIOT LIGHT-HOUSE RESERVATION, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Seeretary of the Treasury, in relation to the 
sale of the light-house reservation at Fort 
Gratiot, Port LLuron, Michigan, 

Mr. CONGIER. I move that the communi- 
cation be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which has this matter now under 
consideration, 

The letter was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
ALABAMA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, ETC, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Governor of Alabama, transmitting, 
in compliance with the act of July 2, 1862, 
the report concerning the establishment of 
the Alabama agricultural and mechanical col- 
lege; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSS OF TIHE ONEIDA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
the following message from the President of 
the United States: 

dv the House of Representatives: 

In answer toa resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, of the 13th of March last, I transmit 
herewith a report of the Secretary of State, and the 
papers which accompanied it, 

U.S. GRANT. 

Wasuineton, D. C., May 7, 1872. 

The SPEAKER. 
have reference to the claim of the owners of 
the steamer Aroostook, used by the United 


The report and papers 


x 


States legation in Japan to search for the | 


bodies and property of the persons lost in the 
United States ship Oneida, in the bay of Yeddo, 


in 1870. 
Mr. BANKS. Imove that the message and 


| papers be referred. to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs, and that they be ordered to be 


| printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
AFFRAY AT GOING-SNAKE COURT-HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
the following message from the President of 
the United States: 


Exxcutive Mansion, May 10, 1872, 

Tothe Speaker of the House of Representatives + 

I herewith communicate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a report of this date, from the acting Sec- 
retary of tho Interior, in answer to the resolution 
of that body, adopted on the 29th ultimo, calling for 
information relative to the recent affray at the 
court-house in Going-Snake district, Indian terri- 
tory. 

In view of the feeling of hostility which exists 
between the Cherokees and the United States au- 


thorities of the western district of Arkansas, it- 


seems to be necessary that Congress should adopt 
such measures as will tend to allay that feeling, and 
at the same time secure the enforecment of the laws 
in that territory. I therefore agrce with the acting 
Secretary of the Interior in suggesting the adoption 
of apending bill for the erection of a United States 
district within the Indian territory, as a measure 
which will afford the most important remedy for the 


isting troubles, 
SPI arene ort U.S. GRANT. 


The communication, with accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW POST ROUTE, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I ask unanimous con- 
gent to introduce and have put upon its pas- 
sage a bill to establish a post route, to which I 
think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections, if any, 
will be in order. 

‘The bill was read as follows : 

A bill to establish a mail route, 

Be it enacted, &c., That the following be estab- 
lished as post route: from Winfield, in the 
county of Putnam, State of West Virginia, to Scott 


dopot, on the Chesapeake and Ohio railroad, in the 
sume county. 


Mr. TWICHELL. I think it would be bet- 
ter that this bill should go to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. We have 
a great many post route bills before us, which 
have come in since the Jast general bill was 


passed. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I spoke yesterday to 
the chairman of that committee, and he said 
he supposed there would be no objection. The 
necessity for this arises from the railway hav- 
ing been completed to that point, and the citi- 
zens of the locality have sent a petition that 
chis route may be established. After it has 
become a law there must be service put upon 
the route. We donot know when the general 
bill will be passed. Ido not think there can 
be any objection to it. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2713) was received, read a first and second 
time, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ILEREFORD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELECTION CONTEST—-BUWEN VS. DE LARGE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
additional papers in the contested-election case 
of Bowen vs. De Large, from the State of 
South Carolina; which were referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 

SOPHIA SCHILINGER. 

Mr. SWANN obtained unanimous consent 
to have withdrawn from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of Sophia Schilinger. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BIGGS was granted leave of absence 

until Wednesday next. 


i 


Mr. TUTHILL was granted leave of absence 
until Thursday next. 

Mr. RITCHIE was granted leave of absence 
for one week. 

Mr, TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, was 
granted leave of absence for to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, was granted 
leave of absence for ten days. 

Mr. WOOD was granted leave of absence 
for one week. from Monday next. 


BENJAMIN W. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. DUNNELL, from’ the Committee on 
the Public Lands, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted a report in writing to accompany House 
bill No. 1634, for the relief of Benjamin W, 
Reynolds; which report was ordered to be 
printed and recommitted. 


MEXICAN MAIL STEAMSHIPS. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with a substitute, House bill No. 1188, 
to authorize the establishment of ocean mail 
steamship service between the United States 
and Mexico; which was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted, not to be brought back into 
the House by a motion to reconsider, 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. DONNAN. [ask that the Senate bills 
on the Speaker’s table relating to business of 
the Committee on Military Affairs be now 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to that committee, not to be brought back into 
the House by motions to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER, That will require unani- 
mous consent. ` 

No objection was made; and accordingly the 
following bills were taken from the Speaker's 
table, severally read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs : 

An act (S. No. 451) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son W. Davis; 

An act (S. No. 604) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to sell the west pier at Oswego 
harbor, New York, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. No. 765) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Captain B. R. Perkins, of the 
United States Army ; 

An act (S. No. 829) granting the Fort 
Kearney military reservation to the State of 
Nebraska, for the use and benefit of the 
Nebraska State deaf and dumb and insane 
asylums; 

‘An act (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of 
section six of an actentitled * An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 80, 1870, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1869, as pro- 
hibits promotions in the staff department of the 
Army ; and 

An act (S. No. 968) to authorize the inter- 
ment of honorably discharged soldiers, sail- 
ors, and marines in the national cemeteries of 
the United States. 

The following bill was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, and read a first and second time: 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of James 
Murphy. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a single statement in reference to 
tbis bill. I think it can then be disposed of 
right here in one moment. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is unobjection- 
able, the gentleman can get leave to report it 
any time. The House is now proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

‘The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

PAYMASTER GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate have sent a 
message that they disagree to the amendment 
of the House to Senate bill No. 463, to 
enable the President of the United States to 
appoint a Paymaster General of the Army, 
and request a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
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J£ there be no objection, the request will be 
ranted. f 
No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. VAUGHAN obtained leave to have 
printed in the Globe some remarks he had 
prepared touching the necessity of a public 
pbuilding in the city of Memphis, Tennessee. 
[See Appendix. ] 

CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 
that the session of Monday evening next be 
set apart for the consideration of the bill 
eodifying the pension laws, in order that it 
may be taken out of the morning hour. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I object, and call 
for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is to 
go into Committee of the Whole. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, and resumed the 
consideration of House bill No. 2322, to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, 
all debate on the first section of the bill will 
close in one minute. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to add to the 
section the following : 

On steel in ingots, bars, coils, chains, and steel 
wires not less than one fourth of one inch in diam- 


eter, valued at seven cents per pound or less, one 
and three quarter cents per pound, 


Mr. DAWES. ‘Is that amendment now in 
order? Steel is in the next section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not in order at this 
stage. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I offer it as an. inde- 
pendent proposition, to come in after the first 
section and before the secound. Is it not in 
order in that form? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the proposition of the gentleman, but is of 
opinion that the committee having placed the 
subject-matter in another portion of the bill, it 
should be considered in that place. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I would suggest to the 
Chairman that I do not see steel in the second 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it 
would be included in the clause relating to 
“all iron, and all manufactures of iron of 
which iron is a component part;’’ or the next 
clause, which speaks of ‘all metals.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. As I understand, the 
Treasury Department does not hold that steel 
is a manufacture of iron, or a manufacture 
of which iron is a component part, 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it would cer- 
tainly come under the eighteenth line, ‘on 
all metals not herein otherwise provided for.” 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

_The Clerk read the first paragraph of sec- 
tion two, as follows: 


Suc. 2. That on and after the day and yoar when 
this act shall take effect, in lieu of the duties im- 
posed by law on the articles in this section enum- 
erated, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
the goods, wares, and merchandise in this sec- 
tion enumerated and provided for, imported from 
foreign countries, ninety per cent. of the several 
duties and rates of duty now imposed by law upon 
said articles severally, it being the intent of this 
section to reduce existing duties on said articles ten 
per cent. of such duties ; that is to say. 


Mr. BECK. I move to amend by striking 
out from line one to line twenty-five of the 
second section and inserting in lieu thereof 
what I send to the Clerk. , 

The substitute of Mr. Buck, which was not 
read, is as follows: 

That on and after the day and year when this act 
shall take effect, in lieu of the duties imposed by 
law on the articles in this section enumerated, there 
Shall be levied, collected, and paid on the goods, 
wares, and merchandise in this section enumerated 
and provided for, imported from foreign countries, 
the following rates of duty, to wit: SENN 

On bar iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats 


not less than one inch or more than six inches wide, 
nor less than three eighths of an inch or more than 
two inches thick ; rounds not less than three fourths 
of aninch nor more than two inches in diameter} 
and squares not less than three fourths of an inch 
nor more than two inches square, three fourths of 
one oont per pound: h 

n bar iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats 
less than three eighths of an inch or more than two 
inches thick, or less than one inch or more than six 
inches wide; rounds less than three fourths of an 
inch or more than two inches in diameter; and 
squares less than three fourths of an inch or more 
than two inches square, one cent per pound: Pro- 
vided, That ail iron in slabs, blooms , loops, or other 
forms, less finished than iron in bars, and more ad- 
vanced than pig iron, except castings, shall be rated 
asiron in bars, and pay a duty accordingly: And 
provided further, That none of the above iron shall 
pay a less rate of duty than thirty per cent. ad 
valorem. | i 

On all iron imported in bars for railroads and in- 
clined planes, made to patterns and fitted to be laid 
down on such roads or planes without further man- 
ufacture, sixty cents per one hundred pounds. 

On round iron in coils, three sixteenths of an inch 
or less in diameter, whether coated with metal or 
not, one and three fourths cents per pound, 

Qn insulated wire, whether of iron or copper, and 
covered with gutta-percha or other insulating ma- 
terial, and on submarine and other telegraph and 
electric cable of every kind, for use exclusively in 
telegraphy, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem, 

On iron wire, bright, coppered, or tinned, drawn 
and finished, not more than one fourth of an inch in 
diameter, not less than No. 16 wire gauge, one and 
three fourths cents per pound; over No. 16 and not 
over No. 25 wire gauge, $3 50 per one hundred 
pounds; over No. 25 wire gauge, four dollars per 
one hundred pounds: Provided, That wire cov- 
ered with cotton, silk, or other material, shall pay 
five cents per pound in addition to the foregoing 
rates: And provided further, That. ail wire rope 
and wire strand, made of iron wire, either bright, 
coppered, galvanized, or coated with other metals, 
shall pay the same rate of duty that is now levied 
on the iron wire of which said rope or strand 
is made; and all wire rope and wire strand, made 
of steel wire, either bright, coppered, galvanized, or 
coated with other metals, shall pay the same rate 
of duty that is now levied on the ateel wire of which 
said rope or strand is made. ` 

On spiral iron-wire springs for furniture, one and 
three fourth cents per pound. ` 

On sheet iron, common or black, not thinner than 
No. 25 wire gauge, onecent per pound; thinner than 
No. 2 wire gauge, one and one fourth cents per 
pound, 

On tin plates and iron galvanized or coated with 
any metal by electric batteries, or otherwise, two 
cents per pound, a 

On all band, hoop and scroll iron, from one half 
inch to six inches wide, not thinner than No. 20 
wire gauge, onecent per pound. 

On all band, hoop, and scroll iron thinner than 
No. 20 wire gauge, one and one-fourth cents per 
pound, 

On slit rods, one and one fourth cents per pound; 
and on all other descriptions of roiled or hammered 


iron, not otherwise provided for, one cent per pound, 

On ores tire, or parts thereof, two cents per 
pound. f 

On mill-irons and mill-cranks of wrought iron 
and wrought iron for ships, steam engines, an 
Jocomotives, or parts thereof, weighing each twenty- 
five pounds or more, one and one half cents per 
pound. 

On anvils, two cents per pound 

On iron cables or cable chains, or parts thereof, 
one and three fourths cents per pound. 

On chains, trace-chains, halter-chains, and fence- 
chains, made of wire or rods, not less than one 
fourth of one inch in diameter, one and one half 
cents per pound; less than one fourth of one inch 
in diameter, and not under No.9 wire gauge, two 
eents per pound; under No. 9 wire gauge, thirty 
per cent. ad valorem. 

On anchors, or parts thereof, one and one half 
cents per pound, 

On blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, axles, or 
parts thereof, and malleable iron in castings, not 
otherwise provided for, two cents per pound. 

On wrought-iron railroad chairs, and wrought- 
iron nuts and washers, ready punched, one and one 
half cents per pound. k : 

On bed-serews and wrought-iron hinges, one and 
one half cents per pound. A 

On wrought board nails, spikes, rivets, and bolts, 
one and three fourths cents per pound. 

On horseshoe nails, four cents per pound, | 4 

Ön cut tacks, brads, or sprigs. not exceeding six- 
teen ounces to the thousand, one and one halt cents 
perthousand; exceeding sixteen ounces to the thou- 
sand, three cents per pound. 

On steam, gas, and water tubesand flues, of wrought 
iron, two and one fourth cents per pound. A 

On screws,commonly called wood screws, two inches 
or over in length, three cents per pound; less than 
two inches in length, six cents per pound. | 

On vessels of cast iron, not otherwise provided for, 
and on andirons, sadirons, tailors’ and hatters’ irons, 
stoves and stove-plates, of cast iron, one cent per 
pound, n 

On cast-iron steam, gas, and water pipes, one cent 
per pound. | 

On gaa uon 
ound. 

8 On hollow ware, glazed or tinned, two and three 


fourth cents per pound. 


butts and hinges, two cents per 
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On all manufactures of iron, not otherwise. pro- 
vided for, thirty per cont. ad valorem. b P 

On steel railway bars, one cent per pound; andon 
all railway bars made in part of steel, three fourths 
of one cent per. pound. - k AE 

On steel in ingots, bars, coils, sheets, and steel 
wire, not less than one fourth: of one inch in diam- 
eter, valued at seven cents per pound or ‘less, one 
and one half cents per pound; valued at above seven 
cents and not above eleven cents per pound, threo 
cents per pound; valued at above eleven cents per 
pound, four cents per pound. : 

On all skates, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

On all bandsaws, not over twenty-four inches in 
length, seventy-five cents per dozen, and, in,addi- 
tion thereto, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem + over 
twenty-four inches in length, one dollar perdozen 
and twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

On all back-saws, not: over ten inches in length, 
seventy-five cents per dozen, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem; over ten 
inches in length, one dollar per dozen, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

_ On files, file-blanks, rasps, and floats ofall descrip- 
tions, not exceeding ten inches in length, ten centg 
per pound, and, in addition. thereto, twenty per 
cent. ad valorem; exceeding ten inches in length, 
six cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, fifteen 
per cent, ad valorem. | 

On needles for knitting or sewing-machines, one 
dollar per thousand, and, in addition thereto,twenty~ 
five per cent. ad valorem, à 

On iron squares, marked on -one side, three cents 
per pound; and on all other squares of iron or steel, 
five cents per pound. 

On all manufactures of steel, or of which steel 
shall be a component part, not otherwise rovided 
for, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem: | Provided, 
That all articles of steel partially manufactured, or 
of which steel shall be a component part, not other- 
wise provided for, shall pay the same rate of duty as 
if wholly manufactured. 

On iron ores, ten per cent. ad valorem, 

On all wools of the first class, defined. by law, and 
known as clothing wools, the value whereof at the 
last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 
thirty-two cents or less per pound, eight cents per 
pound, and, in addition thereto, nine per cent, ad 
valorem, 

On wools of the same class, the value whereof at 
the last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, excluding charges in suo port, shall exceed 
thirty-two cents per pound, ten cents per pound, 
and, in addition thereto, eight per cent. ad valorem, 

On wools of the second class, defined by law and 
known as combing-wools, and upon all hair of the 
alpaca goat, and other animals, the value whereof 
at the last port or place whence exported to the 
United States, excluding charges in such port, shall 
be thirty-two cents or, less per pound, eight cents 
per pound, and, in addition thereto, nine per cent. 
ad valorem. $ 

On woole of the same class, the value whereof at 
the last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 
thirty-two cents per pound, ten cents per pound, 
and, in addition thereto, ten per cent. ad valorem» 
Provided, That upon washed and scoured wools of 
the classes herein enumerated, in addition to the ad 
valorem duty herein imposed upon such wool, if im- 
ported unwashed, the specific duty, upon. washed 
wool of the first class shall be twice, and upon 
scoured wool of ail classes three times the specific 
duty to which such wool would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed: And provided further, That no 
wools imported from countries east of the Cape of 
Good Hope shall pay a higher rate of duty than like 
wools if imported from any other part of the world. 

On woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manu- 
factures of wool of every description made wholly or 
in part of wool, not herein otherwise provided for, 
forty cents per pound, and, in addition. thereto, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. 4 , 

On dannols, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods, 
balmorals, woolen and worsted yarns, and.all man- 
ufactures of every description, composed wholly or 
in ‘part of worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat, or 
other animals, except such as are composed in: part 
of wool, not otherwise provided for, valued at not 
exceeding forty cents per pound, sixteen cents per 
pound; valued at above forty cents per pound and 
not exceeding sixty cents per pound, twenty-four 
cents per pound; valued at, above sixty cents per 
pound and not exceeding eighty cents per pound, 
thirty-two cents per pound; valued at above eighty 
cents per pound, forty cents per pound; and, in 
addition thereto, upon the articles named in this 
paragraph, thirty per cent. advalorem. |, 

On endless belts or felts for paper or printing-ma- 
chines, sixteen cents per pound, and, in addition 
thereto, thirty per cent. ad valorem. . 

On bunting, sixteen cents per square yard, and, in 
addition thereto. thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

On women’s and children’s dress goods and real or 
imitation Italian cloths, composed wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat, or other 
animals, valued at not exceeding twenty cents per 
square yard, five cents persquare yard, and in addi- 
tion thereto thirty per cent. ad valorem; valued at 
above twenty cents per square yard, six and 
one half cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, thirty-five per cent., ad: pallorem ; Provided, 
That on all merinoes, poplios; and delaines, com- 
posed wholly of worsted. or wool, imported in the 
gray or uncolored condition, the duty shall be be ten 
per cent, ad valorem iess than the aboverates: And 
provided further, That on all goods weighing four 


ounces and over per square yard, the duty shall. be 
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forty cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, thirty 
percent. ad valorem, i 

On clothing ready made, and wearing apparel of 
every description, aud balmoral skirts and skirting, 
and goods of similar description, or used for like 
purposes, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
Worsted, the hair of the alpaca goat, or othor ani- 
mals, made up or manufactured wholly orin part by 
the tailor, seamstress, or manufacturer, (except knit 
goods,) forty cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

On webbings, beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trim- 
mings, head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or 
buttons of other forms for tassels or, ornaments, 
wrought by hand or braided by machinery, made 
of wool, worsted, or mohair, or of which wool, 
worsted, or mohair is a component material, un- 
mixed with silk, forty cents per pound, and, in 
addition thereto, forty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

On Aubusson and Axminster carpets, and. carpets 
woven whole for rooms, fifty per cent. ad valorem. 

On Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpets, 
wrought by the Jacquard machine, seventy cents 
per square yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per 
cent. ad valorem; on Brussels carpets wrought by 
the Jacquard machine, forty-four cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per cent, ad 
valorem; ov patent velvet and tapestry velvet car- 
pets, printed on the warp or otherwise, forty cents 
per square yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per 
cent. cd valorem y on tapestry Brussels carpets, 
printed on the warp or otherwise. twenty-eight 
eents per squaro yard, and, in addition thereto, 
thirty per cent, ad vudorem,s on treble ingrain, 
three-ply, and worsted chain Vonetian carpets, 
seventeen cents per squaro yard, and, in addition 
thoreto, thirty per cent, ad valorem; on yarn Venc- 
tian and two-ply ingrain carpets, twelve cents per 
sauare yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty por 
cent, ad valorem; and on druggets and bockings, 
printed, colored, or otherwise, twenty-five cents per 
square yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per 
cent, ad valorem. 

On all manufactures of cotton, not bleached, col- 
ored, Stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding one 
hundred threads to the square ineh, counting wrap 
and filling, and not excuodiin in woight five ounces 
yer square yard, two Gonts per square yard; if 
bleached, two and one half cents per square yard; 
if colored, stained, painted, or printed, two and one 
hall cents per square yard, and, in addition thereto, 
ten per cont. al valorem. , 

On all manufactures of cotton, (except joans, 
denims, driliings, bod-tickines, ginghams, plaids, 
cottonades, prntaloon stut, and goods of liko do- 
scription,) not bleached, colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
to (ho square ineb, counting tho warp and filling, 
aud exceeding in weight five ounces por square yard, 
four cents per square yard; if bleached, four and 
one balfeouts per square yard; if colored, stained, 
printed, or printed, tour cents per square yard, and, 
mn addition thereto, ten per cent. ad valorem, 

On finer and lighter goods of like description, ex- 
ceeding ono hundred threads and not exceeding two 
hundred threads to tho square ineh, counting the 
warp and Gilling, unblerehed, fonreents per square 
yards if bleached, four mod ome balfcents persquare 
yards if colored, stained, painted, or printed, four 
cents per sqiare yard, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

On goods of like desuription, exceeding two hun- 
dred thrends to the uare ineh, unbleached, four 
cents por squareyvard i; if bloached, four and one hall 
cents por square rd if colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, four cents par square yard, wd, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty percent. ad oulorem, 

On all cotton jeans, denims, dveiltings, bed-tiek- 
ings, Ciugbais, plaids, cotronades, pantaloon stults, 
and goods of Jike deseription, or for simitar use, tf 
unbleswebed, and wot execeding one hundred threads 
Lothe square inch, counting warp and filling, and 
excoeding five ounees to the syuare yard, five cents 
per square yard: if bleached, five and one half conts 
por square yard: tf cofored, stained, painted, or 
printed, five cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty por cent. ad valorem., On finer or 
fighter goods of like desc i 
hundred threads, aud not cxeeeding two hundred | 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, anbleached, five cents per square yard: it 
bleached, five and one halif cents persquare yard: if 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, five cents per 
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square yard, and, in addition thereto, fifteen por 
cent. ad valorem, On goods of like deseription | 
CX 


comnting the warp and diliing, if unbleached., five | 
and one halfcents per square yard: if bleached, six 
cents per square yard; it colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, fiye and one hali cents per square yard, 
and, in addition thereto, lteen por cent. «ad valoren 
Provided. ‘That upon all plain woven cotton good 
included or net iueluded in the foregoing sehedule 
unblesched, valued at over sixteen cents per square 
yard, bleached, valued at over twenty cents per 
square yard, colored, valued at over twenty-fiv 
cents per square yard, and cotton jeans, denims, 
and drillings, unbleached, valued at over twenty 
cents per square yard, and all other cotton goods of 
every description, the value of whieh shall exceed 
twenty-five cents per square yard, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid a daty of thirty-five per 
cent., ad valorem, 

On gspool-thrend of cotton, eentaining on each 
spool not exceeding one hundred yards of thread, 
five cents per dozen spools, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty-four per cent. ad valorem; exceeding one 
hundred yards, for every additional one hundred 


i 
secding two hundred threads to the square inch, | 
: i 


i 
j 
| 


iption, execeding one } 


yards of thread on each spool, or fractional part 
thereof, in excessof one hundred yards, five cents 
per dozen, and twenty-eight per cent. ad valorem. 

` On cotton thread. yarn, warps, or warp-yarn, not 
wound upon spools, whether single or advanced be- 


yond the condition of single by twisting two or more j 


single yarns together, whether on beams or in bun- 
dles, skeins, or cops, or in any other form, valued at 
not exceeding forty cents per pound, eight cents per 
pound; valued at over forty cents. per pound and 
not exceeding sixty cents per, pound, sixteen cents 
per pound; valued at over sixty cents per pound, 
and not excceding eighty cents per pound, twenty- 
four cents per pound; valued at over eighty cents 
per pound, thirty-two cents per pound; and, in 
addition to said rates of duty, sixteen per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I suggest that the read- 
ing of that substitute is not necessary. 

Mr. BECK. It is unnecessary to read it. 
It is simply the bill of the majority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means with reference 
to iron, wool, and cotton, and manufactures 
thereof. In other words, I propose this por- 
tion of the old bill asa substitute for the prop- 
osition of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. COX. Is that amendment in order 
now? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. How much does the 
gentleman from Kentucky propose to strike 
out? 

Mr. BECK. Lines one to twenty-five of 
the second section ; the whole section. 

Mr. DAWES. I wantto put on record my 


adiniration ofthe consistency of the gentleman | 


from Kentucky, (Mr. Bec, ] after he has voted 
that it should not be in order for me to do 
what he now proposes to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point raised by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Cox] 
the Chair rules that a motion to strike ont the 
whole or any portion of the second section 
and insert other matter would be in order, 
but the text of the bill must first be considered 
before the question can be taken upon such a 
morion, 

Mr. STEVENSON. Motions to perfect take 
precedence of a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. BURCHARD. As L understand the 
ruling of the Chair, it is that the amendment 
ofthe gentleman from Kentucky [Mr Beow] 
isin order, but must be held in abeyance in 
order that motions to perfect the text may be 
first considered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair rules that 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is in order, 


Mr. COX. Y wish to ask the Chair one 
question, Js the substitute of the gentleman 


from Kentucky now open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Jt will be open to 
Amendment when it comes to be considered. 

Mr. COX. Then, with all deference to the 
Chair, it seems to me that the Chair was in 
error in allowing the substitute to come in 
before we perfected the original text. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Jr is in order; but it 
is held in abeyance until the text has been per- 
fected. 

Mr. COX. Then Idesire to make a motion 
to perfect the original text before the substi- 
tute is voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first nine lines of 
the second section are now under considera- 
tion. As the Chair voderstands, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky moves to strike out those 
lines and insert a substitute. Is that the 
motion? 

Mr. BECK. My motion was to strike out 
lines one to twenty-five; but if that motion is 
uot in order, then I move simply to strike out 
the first nine lines. 

Tho CHAIRMAN, The motion is in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chier value. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like avimals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool or hairofthealpaca, aud other like animals. 

Mr. COX. I rose in time for the purpose 
of moving to strike out the two lines with 
reference to manufactures of cotton, and insert 


that portion of the bill of the majority of the 
committee relative to cotton. 

The paragraphs proposed to be inserted 
(which were not read) are as follows: 


On all manufactures of cotton, not bleached, eol- 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding 
one hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
warp and filling, and not exceeding in weight five 
ounces per square yard, two cents per square yard: 
if bleached, two and one half cents per square yard: 
if colured, stained, painted, or printed, two and 
one half cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto, ten per cent. ad valorem. 

On all manufactures of cotton, (except jeans, den- 
ims, drillings, bed-tickings, ginghams, plaids, cot- 
tonades, pantaloon stuff. and goods of like deserip- 
tion,) not bleached, colored, stuined, painted, or 
printed, and not execeding one hundred threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and 
exceeding in weight five ounces per square yard, 
four cents per square yard; if bleached. four and 
one half cents per square yard; if colored, stained, 
painted or printed, four cents per square yard, and, 
jn addition thereto, ten per cent. at valorem. 

On fiver and lighter goods of like description, 
exceeding one hundred threads, and not exceeding 
two hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, unbleached, four cents per 
square yard; if bleached, four and one half cents 
per square yard; if colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, four cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thoreto, twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

On goods of like description, exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, unbleached, four 
cents per square yard; if bleached, four and one 
half cents per square yard; if colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, four conts per square yard, and, 
in addition thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

On all cotton jeans, denims, drillings, bed-tick- 
ings, ginghams, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, 
and goods of Jike description, or for similar use, if 
unbleached, and not exceeding oue hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting warp and filling, and 
exceeding five ounces to the square yard, five cents 
per square yard; if bleached, five and one balf 
cents per square yard; if colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, five cents per squafe yard, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty per cent. ad vedorem. On 
finer or lighter goods of like description, exceeding 
one hundred threads, and not exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warp 
and filling, unbleached, five cents per square yard; 
if bleached, five and one half cents per square yard; 
if colored, stained, painted, or printed, five cents 
per square yard, and, in addition thereto, filteen 
per cent. ad valorem. On goods of like deserip- 
tion, exceeding two hundred threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, if unbleached, 
five and one halfcents persquare yard ; if bleached, 
six couts per square yard ; if colored, stained, paint- 
ed, ov printed, five and ono half cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, fifteen per ceut. 
eed valorem: Provided, That upon all plain woven 
cotton goods, included or not included in the fore- 
going schedules, unbleached, valued at over sixteen 
cents per square yard, bleached, valued at over 
twenty cents per square yard, colored, valued at over 
twenty-five cents per square yard, and cotton jeans, 
denims, and drillings, unbleached, valued at over 
twenty cents per square yard, and all other cotton 
gvods of every description, the value of which shall 
exceed twenty-five cents per square yard, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid aduty of thirty- - 
live per cent. ad valorem. 

On spool-thread of cotton, containing on cach 
spool not exceeding one hundred yards of thread, 
five cents per dozen spools, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty-four per cont. ad valorem; exceeding one 
hundred yards, for every additional one hundre 
yards of thread on each spool, or fractional part 
thereof in cxcess of one hundred yards, five cents 
per dozen, and twenty-eight per cent. ad valorem, 

On cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn, not 
wound upon spools, whether single or advanced 
beyond the condition of single by twisting two or 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in 
bundles, skcins, orcops, or in any other form, valued 
at not exceeding forty cents per pound, eight cents 
per pound; valued at over forty cents per pound, 
aud not exceeding sixty cents per pound, sixteen 
cents per pound; vaiued at over sixty cents per 
pound, and not exceeding cighty cents per pound, 
twenty-four cents per pound; valucd at over eighty 
cents per pound, thirty-two cents per pound; and, 
in addition to said rates of duty, sixteen per cent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I make a point of 
order that the lines to which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] offers his amend- 
ment have not yet been reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘hose lines, as well as 
the next succeeding clause, have been read ; 
bat the Chair understands that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] rose in time to 
olfer an amendment to the elause in reference 
to cotton, but failed to obtain the attention of 
the Chair. . 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rose to move an 
amendment to the first paragraph, but sup- 
posed the gentleman on the other side rose 
for the same purpose. 
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©s.The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
‘Tlhnois had every opportunity if he sought 
vite The Chair inquired particularly of the 
committee if there was any amendment to 
the first nine lines, and receiving no response, 
after some little time directed the Clerk to 
proceed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I did: not 
ear that, though I listened. 

“Mr. COX. I ask that my amendment be 


fead. : 
“oMr. FINKELNBURG. It was not under- 
gtood on this side of the House these nine lines 
were beyond all power of amendment. 
. Phe CHAIRMAN, An amendment is pend- 
ing in the nature of a substitute to the first 
“twenty-five lines, and when that isreached any 
amendment can be proposed to that. 
we Mr. FINKELNBURG, I refer to the text 
“ofthe bill. As I understand the Chairthe first 
nine lines can be amended. 
i The CHAIRMAN. They have been passed, 
and are not now amendable. 
»\Mr. BURCHARD. That was not generally 
understood in the House. 
- Mr. BROOKS, of New York. None of us 
understood the fact. 
- Mr. DAWES. Iso understand it. 
voMr. BROOKS, of New York. Did anygody 
else undersiand it? 
soMr. DAWES. Ido not know. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
man’s understauding is peculiar. 
. Mr. DAWES. My friend understands every- 
body’s but his own. 
» Mr. FINKELNBURG. I rise to a point 
of order. No proposition has yet been read. 
The first nine lines are only introductory to 
‘the paragraph, and lines ten and cleven mean 
nothing without the introductory part, and the 
‘jutroductory part is therefore necessary for a 
substantive proposition. > 
vs Fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the only paragraph before the House is that in 
the tenth and eleventh lines. : 
ovMr. FINKELNBURG. Does the Chair 
‘understand those nine lines to be a paragraph 
by themselves? ; 
‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be 
‘glad to have the first twenty-five lines read 
and open to amendment, but the rules re- 
quire amendments to be made to each para- 
graph as it is read, and the first paragraph has 
‘been passed. . 

Mr. BURCHARD. I presume no one desires 
to take advantage of the misunderstanding in 
reference to this matter. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The pending question 
before the committee at this time is the 
amendment of thegentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX. I iusist ona vote on my amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read the amendment as follows : 

Strike out these words: A 7 

nall manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out those words 
and in lieu thereof to insert what the Clerk 
will read, which is taken from the old bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

On all manufactures of cotton, not bleached, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding 
one hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
warp and filling, and not exceeding in weight five | 
ounces per squareyard, two cents per square yard ; if 
bleached, two and one half cents per square yard; 
if colored, stained, painted, or printed, two and one 

alf ceuts per square yard, and, in addition thereto, 
ten per cent. ad valorem, 

u all manufactures of cotton, (except Jeans, 
denims, drillings, bed-tiekings, ginghams, plaids, 
cottonades, pantaloon stuff, and goods of like de- | 
Seription,) not bleached, colored, stained, painted, | 
or i-rinted, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 
and exceeding in weight five ounces per square 
yard, four cents per square yard; if bleached, four 
and one half certs per square yard; if colored, 
Stained, painted, or printed, four cents per square 


yard, and, in addition thereto, ten per cent. ad | 
valorem, 


On finer and lighter goods of like description, ex- 
ceeding one hundred threads and not exceeding two 


The gentle- 


undred threads to the square inch, counting the 
Warp and filling, unbleached, four cents per square 


yard; if bleached, four and one-half cents persquare 
yard; if colored stained, painted, or printed, four 
cents per square yard, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

On goods of like description exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, unbleached, four 
cents persquare yard ; if bleached, four and one half 
cents per square yard: if colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, four cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty percent. ad valorem. : = 
_ On all cotton jeans, denims, drillings, bed-tick- 
ings, ginghams, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, 
and goods of like description, or for similar use, if 
unbleached, and not exceding one hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting warp. and filling, and 
exceeding five ounces to the square yard, five cents 
per square yard: if bleached, five and one-half cents 
per square yard; if colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, five cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem. On finer or 
lighter goods of like description, exceeding one 
hundred threads, and not exceeding two hundred 
threads to the square inch. counting the warp and 
filling, unbleached, five cents per square yard; if 
bleached, five and one half cents persquare yard; if 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, five cents per 
square yard, and, in addition thereto, fifteen por 
cent. ad valorem. On goods of like description 
exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, if unbleached, five 
and one half cents per square yard; if bleached, 
six cents per square yard; if colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed, five and one half cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto, fifteen per cont. ad 
valorem: Provided, that upon all plain woven 
cotton goods, included or not included in the fore- 
going schedules, unbleached, valued at over six- 
teen cents per square yard, bleached, valued at over 
twenty cents per square yard, colored, valued at 
over twenty-five cents per square yard, and cotton 
jeans, denims, and drillings, unbleached, valued at 
over twenty cents per square yard, and all other 
cotton goods of every description, the value of which 
shall exceed twenty-five cents per square yard, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 
thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BAMES. I rise to makea parliament- 
ary inquiry. 

Mr. COX. Do I not have the floor on my 
amendment? . #. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York has the floor. 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island will state his point of order. 

Mr. EAMES. The committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, have already agreed to the first nine 
lines of the second section of the bill. I 
state that as my understanding of the action 
of the committee. Now, this first part of the 
second section of the bill provides that the 
duties on the goods, wares, and merchandise, 
named in the succeeding portion of the sec- 
tion shall be reduced to ninety per cent. of the 
existing duties. My point of-order is this: 
that though it is in order to move to change the 
list of goods, wares, and merchandise cou- 
tained in this paragraph, it 1$ not in order 
to reduce the per cent. that has already been 
agreed upon, or to substitute anything different 
from that in the place of it. 

Mr. KERR. Ihave been trying to get the 
attention of the Chair ever since the commit- 
tee entered upon this business, in order to 
move an amendment to the first portion of 
the section. 

Mr. COX. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. KERR. Let the gentleman allow me 
to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana wish to make any remarks on 
the point of order? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir; what I have to say 
relates to the point of order. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. My proposition is 
that the whole of the first twenty-five lines of 
the second section remain open to amend- 
ment. I think that is the proper way to treat 
the paragraph. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will bear 
the gentleman from Indiana. , 

Mr. KERR. I was saying that ever since 
the committee entered upon this business this 
morning I have been trying to get the atten- 
tion of the Chair, in order that i might move 
to amend line nine by striking out ten per 
cent. and inserting fifteen per cent. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. So have I. 

Mr. KERR. Now I desire to submit to the 


Chair that. the ruling: which is insisted upon. 
by the chairman of the committee and ‘thé 
gentleman from Massachusetts, seems to mé to 
involve a surprise upon the committee, andto 
be entirely. dutside of any reasonable applica- 
tion of parliamentary rules. - It denies té us 
the privilege of proceeding with this business 
in anything like intelligent ordets jc) ne o>; 

The CHAIRMAN, `The gentleman: from 
New York [Mr. Cox] moves to strike out-the 
tenth and- eleventh lines, and to insert. what 
was read by the Cierk. The point of order 
made by the gentleman from. Rhode Island 
(Mr. Dames] is that that is inconsistent with 
what the committee have already adopted. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 1 submit that the 
committee have adopted nothing. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair 
the Clerk to read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: S 

“Tf an aniondment be proposed inconsistent with 
one already agreed to, it is a fit ground for its rejec~ 
tion by the House, but not within the competence 
o! ihg Speaker to suppress as if it were against 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair therefore 
overrules 7 

Mr. DAWES. I trust the proposition of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FINKELN- 
BURG] will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the pointof order made by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. Hames.] The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] now proposes to 
strike out the tenth and eleventh lines, and to 
substitute therefor what has beep read. Pend- 
ing that, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kure] offers a motion. Will the gentleman 
from Indiana state what his proposition is? 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest that by gen- 
eral consent the whole of the first twenty- 
five lives of the section be treated as one para- 
graph, Pat 

Mr. KERR. Oh, nos 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent. 

Mr. EAMES. I object. 

Mr. KERR. I object. I hope the Chair 
will allow me to say that I do not object be- 
cause I want to be captious about this. matter, 
but because I want to understand what it 
means. I do not object to anything that. will 
facilitate action ov thig bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot. ex- 
plain what it means. The gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Fivcenypore, ] who proposed 
it, perhaps can explain it. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. My idea is this: 
a substitute is now pending for the first twenty- 
five lines of this section. I want to retain the 
ordinary privilege of amending the text of the 
bill as long as the committee may choose to 
consider amendments to that text, and then 
we can proceed to consider and act upon the 
substitute. -. . 

Mr. DAWES, That is-just exactly what I 
asked for last Monday, and I congratulate the 
committee upon seeing the propriety of it. I 
desire that it may be adopted ; I want it to be 
adopted ; it is the ouly fair way of considering 
the bill. 

Mr. COX. It is not the same proposition 
as the gentleman made last Monday. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, it is the same with a 
difference. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair will state 
that be understands that to be the rule already ; 
the text will be open to amendment, and after- 
ward the substitute moved by the gentleman 
from Kentueky [Mr. Beck] will be voted upon. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr Cox] 
proposed an amendment, and the ‘gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerg] proposed an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The only diffieulty 
is thatthe Chair has ruled that the first. nine 
lines have been read and passed. 5 8 

Mr. KERR, My-amendment is in line six, 
to strike out.‘*ninety” ‘and insert “ eighty- 


will direct 


That requires. unani- 
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five;’’ and in line nine, to strike out “ ten” and 
insert “fifteen.” . 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to state a fact, 
which is this: that I understood, and I know 
some other gentlemen in my neighborhood 80 
understood, that when these first nine lines 
were read the Clerk was not reading the sec- 
tion of the bill but something growing out of 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I would myself rather have the other thing 
done, so far as my own opinion goes, but it 
certainly seems to me to be but fair to 
begin again with this section by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. DAWES. Let the whole paragraph 
be considered. de 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
going back to the beginning of the section? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. : 

Mr. DAWES. Pending the motion of the 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Cox]I desire 
to propose a substitute for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
Beck,] so as to have it pending when his 
amendment shall come up for consideration. 

The amendment of Mr. Dawes was as fol- 
lows: 

Suc. —, That on and after the Ist day of July 
next. in lieu of the duties imposed by law on the arti- 
cles in this section enumerated, there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid on the goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise in this section enumerated and, provided 
for, imported from foreign countries, ninety per 
cent. of the several duties and rates of duty now 
imposed by law upon said articics severally, it being 
the intent of this section to reduce existing duties 
on said articlos ten por cent. of such duties; that 
is to say. . E R 

On ail manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
tho component part of chief value, 

On alt wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and othor 
like animals, and in all manufactures wholly or in 
part of woolor hair of the alpaca, and other like 
animals. ` $ 

On all iron, and on all manufactures of iron, of 
whieh such metal is tho component part of chief 
valuo, excepting cotton machinory and steel rails. 

Onallinanufactures of Lodia rubber, gutta-percha, 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions: Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols. and sunshades shall in no caso be tess than is 
imposed upon goods of the same matorial and qual- 
ity as thocoveriugs thereof, 

On all sized paper. . 

On lumber and manufactures of lumbor. 

Sro. —. That the provisions of soction six of the 
act approved March 3, 1865, entitled ‘ An act amond- 
atory of certain acts imposing duties upon foreign 
importations,” wero not intended and shall not be 
held to apply to the articles mentioned in the act 
approved March 2, 1867, entitled * An act to provide 
rovenae from imported wool, and for other pur- 
poses,” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Cox] is 
the amendment immediately pending before 
the committee. Upon that amendment he is 
entitled to the floor for five minutes. The 
gentleman yielded to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Kerg] to propose an amendment 
to the text, which the Chair decides to be out 
of order. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts proposes that we begin again on the 
section. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to that. 

Mr. DAWES. _ Then I will move that the 
committee now rise and obtain an order from 
the House upon that subject. 

Mr. COX. I claim the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘he motion for the 
committee to rise will be in order as soon as 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
concluded his remarks. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia, Can the gentle- 
man from New York hold the floor for five 
minutes or for five hours, as he pleases ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fhe gentleman from 
New York is entitled to his five minutes under 
the rule. Other matters have intervened and 
consumed time which will not be taken out 
of the five minutes. ‘he gentleman from 
New York will now proceed with his remarks, 


after which the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to submit a motion 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. COX. I propose this amendment. for 
the purpose of testing the sense of the House 
as to the reduction of twenty per cent. on cot- 
ton. That is what I proposed in the amend- 
ment that I sent up, the reduction averaging 
about twenty percent. If my amendment be 
adopted, the first nine lines will need amend- 
ment to make them sensible. The gentleman 
from Indiana, [ Mr. Kerr, ] Ibelieve, proposed 
fifteen per cent. reduction. 

Mr. KERR. My ideaisthis: the House has 
already negatived a proposition for a twenty 
per cent, reduction. It then resolved that it 
would consider a proposition for a reduction 
of ten per cent. Now I want to come half 
way between those two reductions and test the 
sense of the House on five per cent. 

Mr. COX. The House has not voted upon 
cotton singly and alone, but upon. a general 
proposition embracing cotton in connection 
with various other subjects. I want the prop- 
osition with reference to cotton considered 
separately. The duty upon cotton goods ought 
certainly to be reduced twenty per cent. 

Mr. KERR. I agree to that. 

Mr. COX. I do not propose this as the 
utmost which I would bein favor of. I would 
like to see the duty cut down thirty per cent. 
or forty per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. One hundred and twenty- 
five per cent. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; I know that on some 
of these goods the duty has been as high as 
one hundred and fifty, and in some cases more 
than two hundred percent, This tariff ought 
certainly to be amended for the benefit of the 
cotton consumers of the country. Ifthis propo: 
sition should be voted down, let the question 
be taken afterward on the amendment of my 
friend from Indian, [ Mr. Kerr, ] which is better 
perhaps than mine. I insist on a vote upon 
my amendment in order to disentangle the 
House from its present trouble by reason of 
these various motions and substitutes. Í move 
that the committee rise, so that the House may 
adopt an order for the settlement of this difi- 
culty. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say-~—~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] waive his motion 
that the committee rise? 

Mr. COX. Linsist upon my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker havin# resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House, the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
iaxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. DAWES. I move that section two be 
considered in Committee of the Whole as one 
paragraph open to amendment. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. That being anew 
proposition, I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes] as he understands it. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has 
pending in Committee of the Whole a propo- 
sition in the nature of a substitute for the sec- 
ond section, which embraces twenty-five lines. 
A misunderstanding has arisen as to whether 
the first nine lines of the section were under- 
stood as having been passed over, and there- 
fore beyond the power of amendment., The 
Chair, as a member of the committee, knows 
that the understanding of the committee was 
that those nine lines were not passed; the 
apprehension of the committee was that they 
were still open to amendment. Had the 
Speaker been in the chair he would have 
entertained as within the rules the proposition 


of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Fixx- 
ELNBURG| to consider the first twenty-five 
lines, which constitute the entire second sec- 
tion, as one proposition. They contem- 
plate a single rate of percentage, and that 
method of considering the question would 
subserve the convenience of the House and 
preserve the rights of every member of the 
committee. After all amendments designed 
to perfect the text had been voted down the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
would be voted on asa substitute. Is there 
any objection to having this understanding 
adopted as instructions to the Committee of 
the Whole? The Chair hopes there will be no 
objection. rae : 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
ScorteLp in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the instructions 
of the House, the Clerk will now report the 
second section of the bill, in reference to any 
part of which amendments are now in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seo. 2. That on and after the day and year when 
this act shall take effect, in lieu of the duties im- 
posed by law on the articles in this section enumer- 
ated there shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
the goods, wares, and merchandise in this section 
enumerated and provided for, imported from foreign 
countries, ninety per cent. of the several duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by Jaw upon said articles 
severally, it being the intent of this section to reduce 
existing duties on said articles ten per cent, of such 
duties; that is to say: . f 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat and other 
like animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool or hair of the alpaca, and other like ani- 
mals. 

On all iron, and on all manufactures of iron of 
which iron is the component part of chief value, 
excepting cotton-machinery, 

On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, 
and on all manufactures of metals of which either 
of them is the component part of chief value, 

On allmanufactures of India rubber, gutta-percha, 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions: Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols, and sunshades shall in no case be less than, is 
imposed upon goods of thesame material and quality 
as the coverings thereof, 

Mr. KERR. I now repeat the amendment 
T made this morning. 

Mr. COX. Wait until I get my amend- 
ment in. 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw my amendment 
for the present, and will yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. i 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out ‘ ninety” 
in line six and insert “eighty; so it will 
read : 

That on and after the day and year when this 
act shall take effect,in lieu of the duties imposed by 
law on the articles in this section enumerated there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid on the goods, , 
wares, and merchandise in this section enumerated 
and provided for, imported from foreign countries, 
cighty per cent. of tho several duties and rates of 
duty now imposed by law upon said articles sev- 
erally, &e. 

_ And in line nine strike out “ten” and 
insert ‘twenty ;’’ so it will read: 

It being the intent of this section to reduce 
existing duties on said articles twenty per cent. of 
such duties; that is to say, &c. 

And, in addition, I move to strike out all 
after line nine and to insert in lieu thereof 
what was read by the Clerk when we were 10 
committee before, which was taken from the 
majority bill reported by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] and which i 
suppose there is no necessity to have again 
read. 


Mr. EAMES. I ask that the amendment 
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be again read, so we may be able to under- 
stand it. : 

The CHAIRMAN, It was read once already 
when offered in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. EAMES. I ask it to be again read, 
for we certainly ought to know.on what we 
are voting. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I beg leave to ask whether 
it is not an amendment to the text, and not 
in the nature of a substitute? That is the 
proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
As I understand it, the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York is limited to the 
original text. The substitute moved by the 
gentleman from Kentucky is still pending, 
and not to be voted on until the original text 
has been perfected. 

Mr. COX. The amendment is limited to 
the subject of cotton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment just 
read is limited to. the subject of cotton. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say a word on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KELLEY. As I understand itẹ the 
gentleman from Rhode Island has called for 
the reading of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, becanse it has not yet 
been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked the 
gentleman from Rhode Island whether he in- 
sisted on his demand for the reading of that 
part which had already been read, and which 
was taken from the old bill, and as he did not 
receive any answer, he supposed the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island did not insist on.bis 
demand. 

Mr. EAMES. I asked to have the amend- 
ment read, in order that I might understand 
precisely what were its provisions. The Chair 
inquired whether I insisted on the reading, and 
I said that I did, but in the confusion I pre- 
sume the Chair did not hear me. My only 
object is to know precisely what it is we are 
voting on, and if any gentleman in the House 
will state what it is the gentleman from New 
York proposes to insert, I will withdraw my 
demand for the reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Kentucky is on the floor to debate the amend- 
ment. It is the same amendment moved by 
the gentleman from New York when the 
House was in committee before. ‘I'he amend- 
ment was read excepting the portion taken 
from the old bill, which he proposes to insert, 


striking out all after the ninth line in the pend- 
ing section. If the gentleman, however, de- 
sires to have it read, the Chair will direct the 
Clerk to read it. 

Mr. EAMES. Ido. .. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I ‘suppose 
the gentleman from Rhode Island does ‘not 
want really to have this read, but he merely 
wants to waste the time of the House. 

Mr. COX. Of course he does, and he will 
get enough of it before he gets through. 

The Clerk continued the reading. 

Mr. EAMES. I withdraw my request. for 
any farther reading, as I do not wish to delay 
the House. I merely made the request to 
have the matter proposed to be inserted read 
that we might know exactly what it is on 
which the gentleman from New York proposes 
a reduction from ten to twenty per cent. 

Mr. BECK. If it is the object of any gen- 
tleman on the other side by delays and calling 
for constant reading from the Clerk’s desk to 
prevent the consideration of this bill, I think 
he will find that he commits a mistake. 
bill may as well be considered now when it is 
before us for that pursose. 

My reason for introducing a substitute for 
the first twenty-five lines of the section, is, in 
the first place, because a uniform reduction 
of ten per cent. does not and cannot even 
approach doing justice. I offer as a substi- 
tute the bill of the committee, because that 
bill, in regard to iron, cotton, and woolen 
manufactures, does attempt to discriminate 
intelligently, and while it does not reduce the 
duties as low perhaps as they ought to have 
been reduced, still it takes off only small per- 
centages where the articles will not bear a 
large reduction, and it takes off large percent- 
ages where it is obvious that large reductions 
ought to be made. , f 

In other words, instead of applying a uni- 
form leveling scale, without sense, rhyme, or 
reason, the committee, after full investigation, 
and after hearing all parties interested, en- 
deavored by moderate reductionsto do justice 
to all interested, and if gentlemen will turn to 
the table which I had published in the Globe 
of last Thursday, and will look over that por- 
tion of the table relating to cotton manufac- 
tures, in regard to which the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] now proposes to restore 
the provisions of the bill of the committee, 
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they will find thaton manufactures-of cotton 
the bill reduces unbleached from thirty-seven 
to twenty-seven per cent. ; colored, &e., from 
fifty-one per eent. to forty: per ‘cent, ; “some 
others from sixty per cent. to forty-nine per 
cent, ; and some others from seventy-six per 
cent. to sixty-two per cent., the average Tre- 
duction being about. twenty: per centi-as now 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Cox.] On some of the articles, however, 
the reduction is not over fifteen per cent: -on 
some it is sixteen per cent.; on some: ittis 
fourteen, depending altogether upon what the 
committee were made to understand, by'the 
proof before us, ought to. be done in each par- 
ticular case. i 

Itis known to the Committee of the Whole 
that it is impossible in any tariff to arrange 
everything so as to reach exact justice by any 
uniform descending scale. = 

But the committee designed by intelligent 
action, without seriously interfering with any 
of the interests sought to be protected—for 
there is próteetion in the whole of it—so to 
reduce the duty in each case as to make it 
approximate to whatit should be. This will 
appear from the table to which I have re- 
ferred, and which shows what has been done, 
done intelligently, and I think done well, to 
the extent we have gone. f 

I therefore offered the provisions of the bill 
as a substitute, that we might consider together 
the whole question of iron, woolen, and cotton, 
manufactures. And the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] proposes to take it up in de- 
tail, by offering as a substitute the portion 
relating only to cotton manufactures, I sub- 
mit that the Committee of the Whole, in order 
to act intelligently, should look at the action 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. They 
will see that, while we have made no serious 
reductions, while we have not reduced to the 
extent we ought to have gone, in my judgment, 
still our reductions are made far more intelli- 
gently than can be the result of any uniform 
reduction taking off ten or any other per 
> : 


ent. 

That is all I desire to say, in addition to 
submitting as part of my remarks the portion 
of the table relating to cotton manufactures, 
that members of the committea may see what 
will be the effect of the propositions of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It is as fol- 
lows: 
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Present tariff, $ 3 
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The question being taken on Mr. Cox’s 
amendment, there were—ayes 30, noes 64; 
no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN under the rule ordered 
tellers ; and Mr. Eames and Mr. Cox were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 47, noes 74. 

_ So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- 

ments: 


In line six, section two, strike out ‘‘ninety ” and 
insert “eighty-five;” and in line nine, strike out 
“ten” and insert ” fifteen ;” so it will read : 

That on and after the day and year whon this act 


shall take effect, in lieu of the duties impssed by law | 


on the articles in this section enumerated, there 
shall be levied, collected, anit paid on the goods, 
wares, and merchandise in this section enumerated 
and provided for, imported trom foreign countries, 
eighty-five per cent, of the several dutios and rates 
of duty now imposed by law upon said articles sev- 
erally, it being the intent of this section to reduce 
existingon duties said articles fifteen per cent. of 
such duties. 

Mr. KERR. 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. KERR. 
vote when I get through. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 do not want to cut the 
gentleman off, of course. 

Mr. KERR. It may be that it is a waste of 
time to talk about this or any other part of 
this bill any more. But for my part Í desire 
to say that I make this motion in good faith, 
because {believe that this House ought to con- 


Mr. .Chairman-—— 
Let us have a vote. 


sider this question, thatit ought not to mani- | 


fest such profound indifference to these ques- 
tions as it does. Lt does not become this 
House, it may not become me to say so, but] say 
it with all respect and ander a sense of duty, 
in my jndginent it does not become this House 
to treat these propositions with so mach in- 
difference amounting almost to unmanly tri- 
fling. 

L want to say that T do not approve the 
policy of reductions of the tariff by a sliding 
scale, and for this obvious and most suficient 
reason: that the tanff as it now exists was 
never adjusted upon any principle of consist- 
ency or equality at all Ttwas adjusted with- 
out reference to principle ; it was adjusted as 
tariffs for protection are always adjusted, by a 
combination of interests and jobs; that is the 
way this tariff was made. ftis not therefore 
intelhgent action for this Committee of the 
Whole to go to work and tinker up a miser- 
able system like this in this way. 

Gentlemen may inquire of me why L propose 
to amend a bad system by seeking greater re- 
lief against the existing rates. Ido it, as L said 
before, in good faith, because it does seem to 
me from what bas already transpired in this 
House that the House is resolved that it will 
not take up and consider in detail, properly, 


Statement of articles, with present and proposed rates of duly, amount of reduction, and percentage of decrease in the bill H. R. No. 


Articles. 


Line of bill. 


| Tron, railre 
45-47 ; Tron, round, iu coils, 3-16 inch or | 
| Iron, not separate in home consumption. 
53-56 | Iron wire, bright, &e., not less than No. 

57 | Iron wire, bright, &c., not over No, 25... 


The gentleman will have a! 


logically, and intelligibly, the existing law, with 
allits defectsand inequalities and excesses, and 
reduce the rateson arational principle. [ want 
some relief; a reduction of fifteen per cent. 
is better than a reduction of ten per cent., 
although it leaves all the existing inequalities 
in the bill. - 

It is therefore that I make this motion, and 
I hope gentlemen will at least consider it. 
Nothing less will answer the demands of duty. 
I make no reflection upon any gentleman for 
any motion he may make here, or any opin- 
jon he may entertain. All I ask is that the 
Committee of the Whole will come to a fair, 
candid, and deliberate consideration of the 
subject. That has not yet been done, except 
with regard to the first section of the bill. 

That of which I now complain, and which 
gives me sadness, is that there is most appa- 
rent an entire disinclination to grapple with 
the investigation, to master its details, or to 
become acquainted with the true and rational 
principles of tariff adjustment. 
law is full of gross inequalities and absurdi- 
ties, having no sensible relation to either rev- 
enne or protection. ' 

Some of the duties embraced in this part of 
the law are absolutely enormous; for ex- 
ample: on locomotive tire, one handred and 
sixteen per cent. ad valorem; on mill irons, 
&e., one hundred and five per cent. ; on iron 
squares, one hundred and seven per cent. ; on 
wrought iron railroad chairs, nuts, &e., ninety- 
two and one half per cent. ; on women’s and 
children’s dress goods, seventy per cent.; on 
bunting (for national flags) ove hundred and 
seventeen and one half per cent. ; on flannels, 
worth not over forty cents per pound abroad, 
one hundred and thirteen and one half per 
cent.; bat on those worth eighty cents per 
pound abroad, only sixty-five and two thirds 


per cent.; the lowest daties on the finest arti- | 


cles, thus giving scandalous preference to the 
rich over the poor. Altogether, I say to the 
House that such a schedule of duties does 
uot prevail in the tariff of any other nation in 
the world. In oppression of this kind our 
country enjoys an unenviable preéminence. 

The paper I hold in my band will show that 
many of the reductions proposed by the bill 
of the Committee of the Whole would not take 
from the ‘Treasury any appreciable amount. 
Some of the reduetions we propose would not 
reduce revenne a penny., ‘They are simply 
prohibitory of all importations. They were 
never imposed for revenue, but for protection, 
and most unconscionable and dishonest pro- 
tection at that, solely in the interest of jobs, 
to keep out all competition, and to guard the 
doors against importations of any sort. 

J do not think i befits the vast importance 
of the subject to attempt in such a manner to 
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perpetuate gross and outrageous impositions 
like these in the existing laws. This substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] only proposes to reduce these 
rates by taking off a pitiful ten per cent. of 
their amount. For example, the duty on pig 
iron is now seven dollars per ton. His sub- 
stitute will leave it $6 80 per ton. The duty 
on certain kinds of blankets is now one hun- 
dred and nine and three fourths per cent. 
His substitute leaves it at nearly ninety-nine 
percent. But the reductions proposed by the 
bill of the committee, which is itself too low, 
on thearticles embraced in this substitute, ex- 
ceeds on an average thirty per cent, on exist- 
ing duties. 

If we reduce these duties to a revenue 
standard, which, in my judgment, would not 
exceed twenty-five to thirty per cent. on any- 
thing, the result would be that every one of 
them would produce some revenue, and all 
of them together would produce more in reve- 
nue than they all do now, and wonld reduce, 
in the interest of the consumer of the coun- 
try, Mie cost of these commodities and save them 
from the payment of untold millions of dollars 
in bounty, or in enhanced prices. This wonld 
be a great measure of justice to the people, 
and would work no injustice whatever to the 
bounty-fed protectionists and manufacturers. 
Bat to this appeal in the interest of the con- 
sumers of this country too many men in this 
house aredeaf. If the people understood how 
this tariff law was made, and how it is pro- 
posed now to be perpetuated, it is my convic- 
tion (but in that I may be mistaken) that they 
would rally from their own indifference and 
lethargy, and thunder in the ears of their Rep- 
resentatives, their demand for justice and the 
removal of the gross wrong, inequalities, and 
Onpreasions in the tariff laws as they stand to- 

uy. 

Mr. Chairman, I call attention again to an 
extract from an analysis of the bill of the com- 
mittee which J hold in my hand. In it the 
present duties are given and the rates pro- 
posed by the committees’ bill. Those rates 
exceed an average of over thirty per cent. on 
existing duties. Yet theyare moderate, and 
leave the duties to remain too high. ‘They 
would not depress or disturb a single industry. 


| Bat they would relieve the people most effect- 


ively against exorbitant prices, and st the 
same time give greater revenue tban is now 
received from these articles. This would 
occur because all these present duties are 


! above the revenue standard and simply pro- 


tective, and very many of them also prohib- 
itory. 
L incorporate in my remarks a part of this 


| analysis for reference and to give the facts to 


the people: 
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Present tariff. Proposed tariff. 
Articles. 2 § £g 
Š 38 35 
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Fr 3s 
m5 ae 
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85 | Hammered iron.. 13 cents per tb 

87 | Locomotive tire. 3 cents per tb. 
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96 23 cents per ib... 60 1-2 | 14 

99 3 cents per tb. 49 1-2 
he 3 per Shee 2 A 

+ cents per 7 2-3 
104 Hammers, sledges, “Ke 23 cents bor ib... 
105 | Malleable iron, (castings). 2 cents per tb... 27 3-4 
1% Wrought iron railro id elinin, nuts, 2 cents per tb.... 92 1-2 
ed-screws and wroug inges, ou p 1 
112 | Wrought nails, spikes, rivets, zes) genet 25 cents per Ib...... 62 i ened b. 
114 | Horseshoe nails....ccs-recssssesmeeseeecons 5 cents per T....... sees 34 1-4 | 4 cents per tb... 
115 | Cut tacks, not exceeding 16 oz. to M 25 cents per thousand. 50 1} cent per thousan 30 
117 | Out tacks, exceeding 16 oz, to M... 3 cents per 25 3 cents per Ib....... 25 
119 | Steam, gas, &e., wrought....... 3} cents per tb. 55 1-4 | 2+ cents per Ib.. 35 1-2 
121 | Screws for wood, over 2 inches 8 cents per Ib.. 67 7-8 | 3 cents per th 25 3-8 
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127 | Steam, gas, and water-pipes, (cast 1} cent per f! 67 1-3 | 1 cent per tb 44 7-8 
129 | Cast butts and hinges... 2: cents per Ib 53 3-4 | 2 cents per th. 43 
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159 | Needles for knitting and sewing-machines $1 per thousdhd and 35 per ct 6 1-2 | $1 per thousand and 15 per et.} 34 5-8 
162 | Iron squares, marked on one side .. 3 cents per fb. and 39 per ct... 80 3 cents per tb 51 1-3 
163 | Squares, all other 6 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct... 106 5-6 | 5 cents per ib. | 64 
165 | Manufactures of steel, not otherwise provided. : 45 36 per ct... 35 
171 | Iron ores 20 10 per et... „10 
172 | Emery ore > $6 por ton 25 pr et 
173 | Copper ores... 3 cents per 29 | 24 cents pe 24 1- 
175 | Copper, regulus o 4 cents per Ib 33 1-3 | 3 cents per Ì 2 
177 | Copper, old... 4 cents per Ib 32 1-3 | 3)-cents per Ib 2 3-10 
179 | Copper, plates, bars... 5 cents per lb 33 3-8 | 4 cents por bh.. 26 7-10 
181 | Copper, sulphate, (blu 5 cents per Ib. 98 4 cents per tb. | 78 2-5 
182 Coppor, rolled plates, &c... 45 per ct.... 45 40 peret...... „140 pr ct. 

187 18 General manufactures of, 45 per ct... 45 40 per o E ./40 pr ct. 

187-191 hte? cents oF Tess per lb 10 cents per tb. and 11 per ct. 61 1-8 | 8 cents per th. and 9 por ct.....] 49 3-8 

1, t class: 

192-196 N Valuer overs cents per POUNdessssesresesseoree rsss tenere 12 cents per D, and 10 per ct.. 421-8 | 10 cents per th. and 8 per ct..| 342-8 

197-203 gol, secon ee toe pee pouniics 10 cents per tb. and 11 per ct.. 67 3-5 8 cents per Th. and 9 per ¢t..... nir 

204-208 Value, over 32 cents per pound. 12 cents per th, and 10 per ct.. 421-2 | 10 cents per lb. and 8 per Ct... 37 1- 
212 Washed... 20 cents per tb. and 22 per ct.. 88 1-8 16 cents per tb, and 9 per ct... 61 17 
213 Scoured... 30 cents per ib. and 33 per ct.. 115 2-3 | 24 cents per th. and 9 per ct.. T4 5-6 
218 | (Woolen cloth: 50 cents per th. and 35 per ct.. 68 7-8 | 40 cents per lb. and 30 per ct. 58 

to Woolen shawls.. 50 cents per ib. and 35 per ct.. 53 5-8 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.. 44 6-7 
ee Woolen, manufactures of, not otherwise provided. | 50 cents per lb. and 35 per ct.. 66 3-4 | 40 cents per ib. and 30 per ct..| 65 1-2 

7 Blpnnsle, value por po pound : act 20 cents per th. and 35 per ct.. 113 1-2 | 16 cents per jb. and 30 per ct..| 93 

Over 40 and not over 60 cents .. | 80 cents per ib, and 35 per ct.. 100 1-5 | 24 cents per Id. and 30 per ct. 8 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents. | 40 cents per tb. and 35 per cte. 85 32 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.. s 3-8 
Over 80 cents 50 cents per th. and 35 per ct.. 65 2-3 | 40 cents per ib. and 30 per ct.. = 
Biankets, value per pound: E a} ¢ p 
; 20 cents per 1b. and 35 per ct.. 109 3-4 | 16 cent pers Ib. and 30 per ct..| 88 2-7 
cer anand tovor 60 cents. 30 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. 100 1-4 | 24 cents per tb. and 30 per et.. 0 gi 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents. 40 cents per tb. and 35 per ct..| 881-2 | 32 cents per ps and 30 per ct.. Bat 
Over 80 cents... neren. 50 cents per th. and 35 per ct... 87 2-5 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.. - 
to |} Hats of wool, value 20 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. - 16 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.) —- 
Ores a0 wal Deer 30 cents per ib. and 35 per ct..| 101  _ |24 cents per p: and 20 per nia 8 a 
Over 60 and ube over 80 cent 40 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 97 5-7 a cann, per »- aug 0 per ou. BY od 
Over 80 cents... sere 50 cents per ©. and 35 per ct.. 61 5-8 cents per ib. an per ct.. 5 
Hosiery, value pe t tb. and 30 per ct - 
T S E a eda Dk. Save ote, 20 cents per fb. and 35 per ct.. - 16 cents per Jb, an per ct.. 
Dot hae reor 00 cents.. 30 cents per ib. and 39 per ct.. F a pee por ib. and eH pOL n 79 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents.. 40 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct... % 40 sents per, tb. ond 30 per et. 48 
Over 80 cents .. | 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 57 4-7 cents per ib. per ct... 
Smarte, drawers, and other knit goods, value per 
235 Not Cand: AO Geta PENERE EAR 20 cents per ib. and 35 per ct.. 88 16 cents per ib. and 30 per ct..| 72 1-10 
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Amount of reduc- 
tion. 
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6 


5 
33,445 
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Present tariff. Proposed tariff. 3 5 
3 =] 
3 Oe 
: 3 Sei a 2 
z Articles. as 35 e S A 
‘S Rate of duty. Sz Rateof duty. 2s qo as 
o CEJ 52 oo os 
z 33 sy | g3 | 58 
3 m> m < Ay? 
223 | { Shirts, drawers, and other knit goods, value per 
pound a. 6 i 
‘a beer 46 40 and not over 60 cents.. D centa per Ib, oe $5 por a 86 6-7 2 conis por D. md n pot et: "2 y : 113 H 2-3 
s per tb. a 7 
Ovar 80 and not over BO cents... 50 cents Bol ib. and 35 per ct. 56 1-2 | 40 cents per th. and 30 per ct.! 47 1-2 1,914 | 16 1-2 
1 e d: z 
Balmoral, yauc per. p poun $ 20 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 59 3-7 16 cents per tb. and a per ct. "6 5 5 - ei m 2-3 
s|] Over 40 und not over 60 cents 30 cents per fb, and 35 per ct. 93 1-5 | 24 cents per b. and 0 per ct. if a EEE 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents 40 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct. 99 , 32 cents pene pases per al a 335 | 17 1-4 
Over 80 cents....... ARRE 50 cents per I, and 35 per ct.| 72 1-2 | 40 cents per fb. an per ct. " 
tp E NN per pound: ariris 20 cents per tb. and 35 per ot. 91 1-8 | 16 cents per he and S per ct. 30 m ae Hd 2-3 
Over 40 and not over 60 cents | 30 cents per Ih. and 35 per ct. 94 24 cents per b. a 30 per ct. MIR ee aes 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents .. | 40 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct. 89 1-5 | 32 cents per th. and 30 per ct. sf 5 oe ie $- 
Over 80 cents., .. | 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 81 1-4 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per et. 7 i -2 
Yyorsted manufactures, “not otherwise provided, | i 
value per poun | _ 3 1,060 | 17 4-5 
Not over 40 cents. S 20 cents per fd. and 35 per ct. 87 1-3 | 16 cents per lb. and 30 per et. 7 1, 
Over 40 amd hat o cents .. | 30 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 95 24 cents per w, and 30 per ct. B ee ot Le 
Over 60 and not over 80 cents | 40 cents per tb, and 35 per ct. 7 2-5 | 32 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.) Gi Š 358.047 | 17 1-9 
235 Over 80 cents.. 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 97 1-8 | 40 cents per tb, and 30 per et.) 74 THAR E 
236 | Eodless belts, &o | 20 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct. 56 1-8 | 16 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.| 46 7-8 8,815 | 16 2-5 
239 {Were er | 20 vents per lb. and 35 per ct. 117 1-2 | 16 cents per lb. and 30 per ct. 96 8 18 1-4 
to Women’s and children’s i | | 
exceeding 20 cents 6 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 69 1-8 | 5cents per th, and 30 per ct..| 58 5-8 687,427 | 15 1-2 
3 Doe eine 90 cents. ia | 8 cents per ib. and 40 per ct.. 65 1-8 | 6.5 cents per tb, and 35 per ct. 55 5-8 | 1,111,145 | 14 7-8 
249 | Gray oi iis solored, duty shiu per | 
wr om, ! DIN 
253 Weighing å ounces and over per square yard... | 50 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 1-3 | 40cents per d. and 30 per ct.) 54 1-4 416,111 | 17 
256 | (Clothing : | 2 : ; 
wady-made ne 50 cents per lb, and 40 per ct. 53 40 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.| 45 1-2 10,160 | 14 1-3 
353 Lene | 20 eonts tee tb. und 40 per et. 53 1-2 | 40 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 46 1-2 154,065 | 13 1-2 
264-271 | Webbings, &e | 50 cents per tb. and 50 per ct.| 94 7-8 | 40 cents per ib, and 45 per ct. 86 31,562 | 13 3-4 
272 | Carpets, Aubusson, &e.. j SO pEr CONL eres reerees ee essene a0 | OU percent 50 13.010 | 143-7 
274 Saxony, Ke... | 70 cents per yard and 35 per è. | 72 2-5 | 70 cents per yard «j 67 1-2 3,01 - 
277 Brusse ts, (Jacquard M.) | 44 cents per yard and 35 pere.! 70 3-4 | 44 cents per yard and 30 mers 2) 65 3-4 80,249 | 14 2-7 
279 Pal. velvot.. 40 cents per yard and 35 ver c.i 63 3-8 | 40 cents per yard and 30 per ¢,! 58 1-3 21,842 | 14 2-7 
282 Tapestry Bri 28 cents per yard and 33 perc. 70 1-2 | 28 cents per yard and 30 per cy 65 3-4 94,401 | 14 2-7 
285, "reblo ingrain 17 cents per yard and 35 per c.i 53 9-10| 17 cents per yard and 30 per ¢.; i 48 7-8 | 1.050 į 14 2-7 
288 Vonetian, two-ply, dt at 12 cents per yard and 35 per ¢./ 53 1-2 | 12 cents per yard and 30 per e. 43 1-2 2,570 | 14 2-7 
290 Druggets, boekings, &e. | 25 cents per yard and 35 perce. 89 25 cents per yard and 30 per e.) 83 1-3 1,423 | 14 2-7 
203] Cotton manufactur i z 
206 ‘Unbleached. .. | 2) cents per yard.. wnat 37 1-8 | 2cents per yard | 27 1-2 331 
207 Bloached., | 3 eents per yard... | 47 5-8 | 2} cents per yard... ; 39 3-10 15,941 16 2-3 
298 Colored, &e. 3a cents per ya urd and 10" pere. | 51 7-8 | 24 centsperyard and 10 perc.} 40 54,562 28 4-5 
301-807 Unbteached. 5 vents per yard x 50 7-8 | 4 cents per yard... Sesh a | 40 3-4 ; 483 | 20 
307 Bloached.. 54 cents per yard... 4 395-8 | 4} cents per yard. | 32 2-5 226,210 | 18 2-11 
808-310 Colored, & 54 cents per yard and 10 per e.i 55 1-2 | 4cents per yard and w per c 38 2-3 | 1, 27 3-11 
ST-S Vubleache 5 cents per yard... - 4 cenis yer yard... - - 20 
By Blenehed , 54 cents per yard... -| -= 45 cents per yard. - ~- 18 2-11 
S18-317 Colored, & 5i cents per yard and 20 pere.: 60 7-8 | 4 cents per yard and 20 per c-j | 49 7-10 220,998 | 27 3-11 
BIRI Unbleached. 5 cents per yard... - 4cents per yard... - - 0 
320 Bleached. 53 cents per yard. - 4} cents per yard. - - 18 2-11 
; Colored, de. 5t cents per yard and Zeper o. '| - 4 cents per yard and 20 per ©. ~ - 27 3-11 
Je Ton e. 
Unhe nes i 6 cents per yard 3 5 cents per yard.. 28 1-2 403 | 16 2-3 
Bicached.. ' 6} comis per yard.. - 5: cents per yard. - - 15 5-18 
Colored, & . | 6t cents per yard a 48 1-2 | 52 cents per yard 39 7-10! 389 - 
Unbleachec . | 6 cents per yard vei - 5 cents per yard.. a - - 16 2-3 
Bleached . . 6} cents per yard... a 2) 1-8 | 5} cents per yard. 34 | 15 5-13) 
Colored, .{ 6} eonts per yard an er e] 63 5$ cents per yard an 85,733 23 1-13 
Unblene | 7 cents per yard... aI 56 3-4 | 52 eonts per yard. 28 | 21 3-7 
Bleached. $ cents per yard. a 64 1-2 | G PEE CONL. se ej 55 | 20 
Colored, d + cents per yard an per c.i - x cents per yard ¢ .' - 26 2-3 
(No change) 25 per cent. +! 35 35 per cent.. wos al - $ 
Spool- thre ad, 100 yi | 6 cents per dozer wd 30 perc) 71 1-8 Scents per dozen and 24 per c.! 8 49,870 | 18 
Spool-thread, not over 200 yards... ; 6 cents per dozen and 35 per ey 76 | 5 cents per dozen and 28 per e. | 62 3-8 54,904 | 14 3-4 
Cotton thread, yarn, &e. | i i i 
Value not over 40 cents per pound... .. | 10 cents and 20 per cent i 46 1-4 | 8 cents and 16 per cent... 1,479 | 20 
Value over40 and not over 60 cents per pound, 20 cents and 20 per cent.. 58 1-2 | 16 cents aud 16 per cent. 12,476 | 20 - 
Vatue over 60 and not over 80 cents per pound... | 30 cents and 20 per cent.. 69 1-4 | 24 cents and 16 per cen 8,681 | 20 
Value over SU conts per pound... eerie nee | 40 cents and 20 per cent 44 3-8 | 32 cents and 16 per cent. 43,973 | 20 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, no one, so 
far as | recollect, has doubted the sincerity of 
the convictions of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Kerr:] and bence it is altogether a 
work of supererogation on his part to insist 
upon it so often that he is sincere. It is, how- 
ever, passing strange to me that the gentle- 


matter, persists in denouncing the motives of 


all who differ with him upon this floor, and | 


declaring thar theiraction is in the interest of 
plunder and jobs—of theft and robbery. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, since the foundation 
of the Government gentlemen who believed 
as the gentleman from Indiana believes, have 
continued this cry in the ear of the people 
until the thing has become as a ‘sounding 
brass and tinkling cymbal.” Yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman is astonished at the indif- 
ference of the people to this outcry that comes 


| 
| 
| 
| 
li 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


from himself and others. He cannot under- 


| stand why it is that the people look about and 


test all this by the practical results all around 
them. That is the whole answer which the 
people give to this constant outery coming 
from the gentleman and his associates, based 


‘upon convictions the sincerity of which I 
man, conscious of his own rectitude in this j 


never doubted. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says this pro- 
posed reduction is not enough; he would like 
a reduction of twenty or thirty percent. f 
know that. I know the gentleman would 
prostrate the entire industries of the country 
at the feet of foreign producers and collect—if 
he could have his way, for I have often heard 
him say so—all the expenses of this Govern- 
ment by direct taxation -of the people of the 
country. That he eould not get; and there- 
fore he comes as near to itas he can. He 
desires to approximate all our legislation to 


the condition of things which during his travels 
last summer filled his eyes with such admira- 
tion all over the coniivent of Europe and the 
kingdom of Great Britain. Sir, I never was 
there. I have a love and admiration for my 
country, a partiality for its institutions and ita 
identity. This leads me—perhaps it is ignor- 
ance of what the gentleman has seen and 
have not—but it certainly leads me to feel 
that ‘ignorance is bliss’? under such circum- 
stances. I would rather have our growth; [ 
would rather have our history; I would rather 
have our means of development, our condition 
of society, our prosperity, whatever may ba 
the gentleman’s theory. 

Now as to this question of ten per cent. 
If geutlemen desire any success in tariff legis- 
lation during this Congress they must accept 
this ten per cent. proposition. It isthe only 
thing that can become a law. Take our ex- 
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perience on a single page of details, two whole 
days being spent upon ten lines, and then 
answer the question how we are going to 
get through with three or four hundred lines. 
in addition to that, the other branch of Con- |; 
gress has decided to take, instead of legisla- || 
tion by details, the ten per cent. reduction ; | 
just what we propose here. Hence, Mr. | 
Chairman, if we desire to relieve the Treasu ry 
of its surplus, if we desire to take off duties 
at all, if we desire to be practical rather than 
theoretical, we must adhere to this ten per 
cent. reduction as the only attainable measure. |} 

It is asked will this proposition relieve in- || 
equalities, which I admit exist in the tariff. 
Bat, sir, do we expect to be more success- |! 
ful in details than any other House of Repre- 
sentatives ever has been? Can we relieve |! 
inequalities without making inequalities? If 
we entertain such expectations we arrogate to 
ourselves the ability to do that which no House {i 
of Representatives ever attained. . We neces- 
sarily make inequalities at the same time that 
we undertake to relieve them. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. I modify my amendment so 
as to make the reduction fourteen per cent. 
instead of fifteen per cent. Sir, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
in pursuing a line of discussion not at all 
uncommon with him in this House, has un- 
dertaken to brush aside all that I have 
said, and to treat it as of no value, demand- 
ing no refutation, and entitled to no consid- 
eration. He undertakes to state to the House 
that in spite of al my theories about the 
oppressive rates of the tariff this country has 
always prospered under it; that it has grown 
rich and great and powerful under the protec- 
tive system. Sir, the gentleman knows as | 
well as I do that no such disgraceful tariff as 
this ever burdened an American statute-book 
before 1861. He knows that this system 
grew up during the late civil struggle in our 
country, and that it had its birth and origin in 
a spirit of insatiate cupidity which took advan- 
tage of the country's extremities, and enacted 
these laws for bounty, not revenue. He 
knows that the existing tariff law exceeds iu | 
its inequalities, excesses, and enormities, every 
tariff that ever before existed in the history 
of this world. It never had a -parallel. In 
1861 the average of all duties under our tariff | 
was nineteen and three fourths per cent. ad | 
valorem on dutiable imports. 


On all imports, duitable and free, only four- |; 


teen anda half percent, Now itis forty-eight | 
per cent. on dutiable imports, and forty-two | 
on all imports. Meanwhile every burden im- į 
posed on domestic production during the war 
under our excise system has been removed, 
and removed in the interest of the protected 
gentlemen who are growing rich and powerful 
under the tariff. 

It is trifling with the intelligence of the 
country to assert that its prosperity is the re- 
sult of these abominable laws. It is the mar- 
vel of thinking men throughout the world that 
we are as prosperous as we are in spite of this 
system. ‘Lhe youthful vigor and irrepressible 
energies of our people are so great that we are 
able tu live, and grow, aud increase in wealth, |i 
in spite of these burdens and injustices. But | 
the dangerous and rapid tendency of the times f 
under this system is to make the few im- | 
mensely wealthy and powerful, at the expense | 
of the many; to give aggregated capital special | 


privileges and grinding control over labor ; to |! 
make “the rich richer and the poor poorer.” | 

The gentleman cannot impose on the coun- : 
wy or on the House by saying that I am will- | 
ing ‘tto prostrate all the industries of my | 
country.” Mr. Chairman, I love the indus- || 
tries of this country and the people of this !! 
country quite as much. and as faithfully and l 
unselfishly as the gentleman from Massachu- |; 
setts. I think my love embraces as nearly all |! 


| I oppose all such systems of fiscal legislation. 


| and much more in need of it. 


the country, every section and citizen in it, i 
as his ever did or ever will. My section has li 


never fattened and grown rich on bounty 
extorted from all other parts and people. 
Now it is true, Mr. Chairman, in the fiscal 
policy I would establish in this country I 
would not build up in Massachusetts, or in 
New England, or in any part or portion of this 
country, a combination of power and wealth 
and monopoly which should gather tribute in 
untold millions from the otber portions of the 
country. Ido not love my country that way. 


They are not conceived, begotten, or per- 
petuated in the interest of this country at 
all, but in the interest alone of sections and 
classes, in the interest of particular favored 
industries, at the expense and to the neglect 
of others, which others are in all respects as 
worthy, meritorious, and honorable, as much 
entitled to Government favor and protection, 
This is the 
way in which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts illustrates bis love of our country. It 
is not my way. I have never yet cast a single 
vote for bounty to friend or foe. 

Mr. Chairman, a word more. The gentle- 
man intimates to the House that I was abroad 
last summer, and that I there saw the practi- 
cal workings of some of the fiscal systems of 
the Old World. I did go abroad, and i did 
witness, Mr. Chairman, the practical workings 
of free trade in Great Britain, the greatest 
nation on the earth to-day in the development 
of its material resources and in its commerce, 
aud I saw and studied with care and instruc- 
tion the effect of free trade on the interests, 
commerce, agriculture, and mechanic indus- 
tries of that country, and on the welfare of 
its labor classes, and in all respects I found the | 
system to be most useful, excellent, and benefi- 
cent, alike on the country and the people of ail 
classes. It gave new life and power and vigor 
to every one of their industries. They grew 
apace. They became more powerful than 
ever, and at the same time the interest of 
labor was advanced, the wages of labor in- 
creased, the hours of labor shortened—in 
every respect the condition of the poor im- 
proved. It will not do at this late day for the 
gentleman to attempt to ignore or to belittle 
the practical experience of great nations in 
favor of free trade. It is worth his study and 
the study of his country. It were well for the 
statesmanship of our country if it were more 
willing than it is to gather wisdom from the | 
practical workings of wise fiscal laws abroad. 
If the experience of Great Britain, Belgium, 
and Prussia, tends to establish any one propo- 
sition more clearly than another, it is that the 
highest development of national and individual 
prosperity, success, and power, can ouly be 
attained under freedom of exchange, with | 
taxation for revenue abone, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, Itake issue 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
on his assertion that Great Britain is the great- 
est nation ofthe world. Sir, the United States 
is the foremost and greatest nation of the world, 
foremost and greatest in territory, in geograph- 
ical position, in the prosperity and intelligence 
of her people; in the freedom and expansive 
adaptability of her institutions, and in the 
bright, broad, and long future which lies before 
the country andthe people. Great Britain, sir, 
isinher decadence. Her institutions are effete, 
her Government decrepit. Herlanded property 
is being absorbed by a few wealthy monopolists. 
Her workshops are being extinguished by the 
policy of her new nobility whose titles do bat 
evidence the fact of suddenly acquired wealth ; 
and her work-houses swarm with skilled work- 
men and their families who are fed on the bitter 
bread of pauperism. 

Sir, the gentleman, two days ago appealed 
to the condition of the free-trade countries 
of the world in support of his baneful theo- 


ries. Where is the one that is nota warn- 
ing rather than an example? Ireland is one. 
Before her union with England she had her i: 


protected industries. She was distinguished 
among the nations ofthe world -by the supe- 
riority of her paper, her silk, her flax, and: 
other fabrics and wares. Where are her fac- 
toriés vow, and where her skilled artisans? 
Ah I free trade has exterminated the one. and 
exiled the other. Free trade with England 
has ruined Ireland, India, before Great Brit- 
ain forced free trade upon her, had factories 
for the production ofthe rarest and most costly 
fabrics known to the world, and the ships of all 
nations sought her ports to bay her unequaled 
productions, but British free trade-has van- 
quished her manufactures, and the stench 
which pervaded the wide district. of Orissa 
was raised by a million people starving and 
rotting in the foetid air; the famine that per- 
vaded that fertile district having equaled that 
which a few years ago more. than decimated 
the sturdy people of Ireland. These horrors 
were but the legitimate effect of British free 
trade upon nations which were prosperous 
while they defended and protected their na- 
tive industries. Yesterday the gentleman spoke 
of Venice and Spain and Holland as countries 
whose condition attested the beneficence of 
free trade. Where are the glories of Venice or 
Spain or Holland? 

Mr. COX. In Europe. 

Mr. KELLEY. While Holland manufac- 
tured and England sold raw material, while 
the Dutch taunted England with the fact that 
she sold her skins for a sixpence and bought 
back the tails dressed for a shilling, Holland 
was great aud Britain was poor, and without 
commercial or naval prestige. 

But when Holland, presuming upon her 
commercial supremacy, sought to become the 
carrier for the world and established free 
trade, and England, to develop her resources 
and promote domestic manufactures, adopted 
the protective system, Holland became a 
nation of the past, without hope, without 
aspiration, whose governing classes are a body 
of wealthy people who live on incomes derived 
from investments made by their ancestors. 
Need I pause to speak of Venice or Spain? 
Sir, what appreciable part does either impart 
to the grand impulses aud movements of the 


era for which we legislate? History would 


still speak of them, but the American people 
would not miss them were they blotted from 
the map of the world. 

Where can the gentleman point to a pros+ 
perous free-trade nation? Look at little Por- 
tugal. At the beginning of the last quarter of 
the seventeenth century she was growing and 
prospering as no other nation of her size and 
population, and was vying to some extent with 
England in the export of her woolen goods. 
Her flocks of sheep were upon every hill-side 
and her factories in every vale. But free trade 
was to blast this prosperity! England sent 
her court Mr. Methuen to. make a treaty, by 
which the wines of Portugal should be admit- 
ted to British markets at a low rate of duty, 
provided British woolens should be admitted 
into Portugal. Mr. Methuen succeeded, and 
reciprocal free trade was established between 
Portugal and what the gentleman from Indi- 
ana holds in his heart of hearts to be the 
greatest nation in the world, and the sole ex- 
emplar for American statesmen. When that 
free trade came, the treacherous nation, more 
than a million of whose working people are 
paupers, and whose manufacturers are princes; 
reduced Portugal as all other free-trade na- 
tions had been reduced to a mere dependency 
of England. Asa consequence of the diplo- 
matic free-trade juggle, the manufactories of 
Portugal have ceased to exist, and her people 
have been dependent upon the spindles, the 
looms, the furnaces, and the forges of what, 
till a quarter of a century ago, was protective 
England. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BURCHARD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. . Debate is exhausted on 
the pending amendment. 
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Mr. KERR. I will withdraw my amend- 
ment that the gentleman from Illinois may 
renew it. j 

Objection was made to the withdrawal of the 
amendment. f 

Mr. BURCHARD. Would it be in order 
to debate the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] for 
the substitute of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Becx?] I rise to oppose the substitute 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That is not pending. 

The question being taken on Mr. Kerr’s 
amendment, it was disagreed to—ayes 41, 
noes 85. 

Mr. KERR. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Burcwarp] has the floor, having 
been recognized to offer an amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend by 
inserting “‘ eighty-seven per cent.” instead of 
“ninety per cent., and “ thirteen percent. ”’ 
instead of “ten per cent.” 

It is unnecessary to discuss the abstract 
questions of free trade and protection. Prac- 
tical men will agree, no matter what their 
theories are upon those questions, that reduc- 
tions in rates of duties should not be made at 
this time so heavily as to disturb the vested 
capital or disarrange or paralyze the indus- 
tries of the country, and in proposing redac- 
tions in the bill of the committee we have had 
those considerations in view. The reductions 
proposed by the original bill of the Committee 
of Ways and Means on the article of cot- 
tons would take less from the ‘Treasnry than 
the proposition in this bill, This takes away 
over a million dollars; that would take away 
only about seven hundred thousand dollars, 
But there is this difference in the application : 
that on the rates where the present law fixes 
the duty on goods at thirty-five per cent. ad 
valorem the committee make no change ; but 
as regards those specific rates which when 
enacted were lower than thirty-five per cent., 
but by the change of values, by the reduction 
in the price of cotton, and by the redaction in 
the price of cloth, instead of being twenty or 
twenty-five per cent., as then, have now be- 
come higher than thirty-five per cent. on the 
high-priced goods, ranging from thirty-seven 
to sevonty-six per cent. on the cheaper and 
least expensive goods to manufacture. As 
regards those the bill of the committee pro- 
poses to reduce them in the interest of con- 
sumers and without injury to the manufac- 
turers themselves, and even in the interest of 
some classes of manufacturers. 

I have a letter here from a manufacturing 
company in Rhode Island, engaged or formerly 
engaged in printing cotton goods. ‘The presi- 
dent of that company states that Lheir industry 
is prostrated because unbleached plain cotton 
goods bear an cnormons rate of duty, while 
the high-priced printed goods which are made 
by them, using the unbleached cotton goods as 
their raw material, are admitted at thirty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. The present tari? 
on cotton goods actually discriminates against 
their industry by charging a less duty upon the 
more finished and costly product than upon 
the sume goods in an incomplete stage. 

If gentlemen will examine this bill, they 
will find that in regard to cottons, irons, 
woolens, and other elasses of articles dealt 
with, our reductions are moderate, are intelli- 
gent and rational, and would not harm asingle 
industry. If you adopt the proposition of 
the committee's bill as it was originally re- 
ported, and as presented in the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brecx,] you 
will make a reduction thatis in the interest 
of the industries of this country, many of 
which are burdened by the existing tariff. 
Many large manufactories use iron in its vari- 
ous forms on which the duty now is over 
sixty per cent. I call attention to the state- 
ment published in the Globe of last Thursday, 


I desire to move another 


which shows that the duty on bar iron is sixty- 
four per cent. on the cost in foreign markets. 

If you reduce it ten per cent. you will leave 
fifty-eight per cent., which is enormously high. 
And while it is proposed to reduce the duty on 
pig iron to six dollars a ton, which is but two 
thirds of what the duty was when this tariff 
was enacted, why should you leave the duty 
on bar iron at one and ahalf cents per pound? 
Why should not that be reduced, in the same 
proportion, to one cent per pound? If that 
could be done then those who are engaged in 
the manufacture of agricultural implements 
and other manufactures into which iron enters 
to a greater or less extent, would be able to 
manufacture tools, implements, and machinery 
for exportation, as well as to furnish them 
more cheaply for home consumption. 

There are not half~a million people en- 
gaged in the production of all the articles 
which are protected by tariff legislation ; and 
yet in order togive them the benefits resulting 
from excessive and prohibitory duties, millions 
of those engaged in the manufacturing and 
other industrial pursuits are made to feel the 
burdens thereby imposed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment. I now move that the committee rise in 
order to obtain from the House an order to 
close debate on this paragraph. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 1 withdraw my amend- 


ment. 

Mr. AMBLER. I object to the withdrawal 
of the amendment. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to amend 
does not take precedence of a motion for the 
committee to rise. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
that the committee rise; and it was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FILLD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to r- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. Lnow move that when the 
House shall again resume the consideration 
in Committee of the Whole of the bill to re- 
duce duties on imports, &e., all debate upon 
the pending paragraph and = amendments 
thereto shall be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does that include iron? 

Mr. DAWES. It does. 

Mr. AMBLER. Does that 
whole of the second section ? 

The SPEAKER. ls does; for the House 
| to-day ordered that the entire second section 
of the bill should be considered in Committee 
of the Whole as one paragraph. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion to limit debate; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 85, noes 41. 

Before the regultof the vote was announced, 

Mr. BINGHAM ealled for tellers. 

Mr. BRATTY called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the yeas aud 
nays takes precedence of the call for tellers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not think the House 
understood that the motion to limit debate to 
the pending paragraph applied to the whole of 
the pending section. 

‘The SPEAKER. The paragraph isthe sec- 
tion. 

The question was then taken on ordering 
| the yeas and nays; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 9, noes 85. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of the 
vote) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the special 
order. 

The SPEAKER, The motion to limit de- 


include the 


bate on the pending paragraph in Committee 
of the Whole has been agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move that 
the House now adjourn. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Isit notin order to ascer- 
tain whether the House will order tellers on 
the motion to limit debate? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House 
refused to order the yeas and nays on that 
motion, and since then the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] and 
the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooxs] have intervened. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I call for the 
yeas and nays on my motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas 
and nays; and there were, upon a division— 
ayes 26, noes 86. 

So (one fifth voting in the affirmative) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 43, nays 115, not voting 82; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Beatty, Beck, Bingham, 
Bird, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Darrall, 
Dox, Du Bose, Eldredge, Getz, Handley, Hereford, 
Herndon, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, McCor- 
mick, McNeely, Niblack, Price, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Shober, Thomas J. Speer, Ste- 
vens, Storm, Terry, Waddell, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Winchester, and Young-~43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, 
Banks, Barber, Barry, Bell, Beveridge, Bighby, 
Braxton, Buckley, Buiflinton, Burchard, Burdett, 
Cobb, Conger, Critcher, Crocker, Dawes, Dickey, 
Donnan, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Hames, Elliott, Far- 
well, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, 
{larper, George B. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, 
Kollogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, 
Lynch, McCleliand, McCrary, MeGrew, McIntyre, 
McJunkin, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Leonard 
Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac ©. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perco, 
Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Rainey, Ran- 
dall, Ritchie, Bilis IL. Roberts, William R. Rob- 
orts, Rogers, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Bes- 
sions, Shanks, Sherwood, Slater, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Sypher, 'Taffe, Turner, Lwichell, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Walden. Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John T. Wil- 


son—1]ô, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Averill, Barnum, 
Biggs, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Boles, Bright, 
George M. Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick 
R. Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 
Coburn, Conner, Cotton, Crecly, Davis, De Large, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Garfield, Garrett, Golla- 
day, Haldeman, Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, 
llanks, Harmer, Jobn T. Harris, Hays, Hibbard, 
Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, Kil- 
linger, Kinsella, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, Mo- 
Henry, McKee, MeKinncy, Mercur, Merrick, Ben~ 
jamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, 
Morphis, Negley, Platt, Poland, Porter, Pottor, 
Prindlc, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sheldon, 
Shetlabarger, Shoemaker, Slocum, Sloss, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Stowell, St. Jobn, Sutherland, 
Swann, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Williams of New York, and Wood—82. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MeNEELY. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 
twelve o’clock m. on next Monday. i 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in 
order. 

Mr. McNBELY. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday at seven o'clock p. m. p 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in 
order. 

Mr. McNEELY. I move that at the close 
of this afternocn’s session the House take a 
recess until half past seven o’clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. Thatrequires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] rises to submit @ 
motion which is in order, that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

On agreeing to the motion of Mr. Dawes, 
there were—ayes 92, noes 31. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, Idemand the yeas and 
nays. 
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On ordering the yeas and nays there were 

ayes fifteen, noes not counted. i 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand tellers on 

ordering the yeas and nays. 

:. On ordering tellers there were ayes eigh- 


teen. 

So tellers were not ordered; the yeas and 
nays were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. 

` DAWES was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 

Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union, (Mr. ScorzeLp in the chair,) and re- 

sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 

2322) to reduce duties on imports and to re- 

duce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has ordered 
that all debate on the pending section be 
closed in ten minutes. 
` Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend by strik- 
ing outin linetwelve the words ‘‘on all wools.’’ 
Mr. Chairman, two antagonistic principles 
divide the House on the subject of that system 
of taxation known as the tariff. On the one 
side it is claimed, and such is my belief, that 
to levy'a tax for any other purpose than for 
revenue is unconstitutional. On the other 
.gide it is maintained that Congress has the 
right to levy a tariff tax for the especial pur- 
pose of what is called protection; that is, to 
compel a purchaser to pay for an article more 
than it is worth. It is upon the first principle 
that I have moved to amend the second para- 
graph of the second section of this bill. This 
section proposes to make a reduction of ten 

er cent. on the present rates ‘‘on all wools, 

air of the alpaca goat, and other like ani- 
mals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool,-or hair of the alpaca, and other like 
animals,” and I have moved to strike out the 
words ‘all wools,’’ so that the duty on that 
article will remain unchanged. 

During the last fiscal year the revenue col- 
lected from the duty on wool amounted to more 
than four and a half millions, a greater sum than 
was ever before raised upon that article during 
one year. Hence, unless this bill is advocated 
in the interest of what is called protection, if 
it is supported on the doctrine that no tariff is 
legitimate which is levied for any other pur- 
pose than revenue, then, inasmuch as the 
present rate of duty on wool has produced 
the largest revenue ever raised on that article, 
it conclusively follows that the present is a 
revenue rate and should not be changed. In 
proposing to reduce the duties ten per cent. on 
certain enumerated articles, it is assumed 
that the present duties on those articles are 
equitable. For, if the duty on some articles 
be too high and on others too low, a general 
reduction of ten per cent. would only con- 
tinue the abuse. This I claim to be the case. 
For instance, when the manufacturer buys 
four pounds of wool at thirty cents per pound 
atthe custom-house, he pays on the wool a duty 
or tax of fifty-one cents, but when the four 
pounds of wool are manufactured and sold to 
the farmer the farmer pays a duty of $5 95, 
which is included in the price of the goods, 
and is that much more than their value. Itis 
claimed that this fifty-one centsis a protection 
to the farmer on four pounds of wool; then it 
follows that on the four pounds of wool made 
up the manufacturer is protected $5 95; that 
he receives abouttwelve times more protection 
than does the farmer. 

To be more specific, at the present rates the 
tariff on clothing wool at thirty-two cents or less 
per pound is ten cents per pound, and eleven 
cents on every dollar’s worth of wool imported. 
This wool is bought at thirty cents per pound; 


then four pounds of wool at the custom-house. 


costs $1 20; the specific duty per pound is ten 
cents, and on four pounds is forty cents; the 
ad valorem duty is eleven per cent., and on 
four pounds is eleven cents. 
pounds of wool atthe custom-house the manu- 
facturer pays $1 71, and that amount includes 
the fifty-one cents daty on the wool, which is 
said to be the protection of the farmer. With 


For the four | 


this raw material, which cost the manufacturer 
$1 74, he makes fourteen yards of women’s 
and children’s goods worth eighty cents per 
yard, $11 20. On these goods there is a spe- 
cific duty of fifty cents per pound, which, on 
four pounds amounts to two dollars; also, an 
ad vatorem duty of thirty-five per cent., making 
$3 95 ; total price of goods, $17 15; these four- 
teen yards of goods were made of four pounds 
of wool, which cost the manufacturer $1 71, 
and which he sold made up to the farmer 
for $17 15, of which sum $5 95 is a bonus 
which the farmer was and is forced to bestow 
on the manufacturer. The eighty cents per 
yard on the goods covers the cost of material, 
labor, original profit, and loss by wear and 
tear of machinery. It would be unjust, then, 


i 


to apply the same rate of reduction to the 
wool-grower who is only protected fifty-one 
cents on four pounds of wool, and to the 
manufacturer whois protected twelve times as 
much on the same quantity. 

It is plain, then, that as a question of 
revenue, the tariff on wool should not be re- 
daced, and that the proposed reduction on 
woolen goods is much too small. The duty 
is so bigh as to check healthy competition, 
and, in the language of one of the best-in- 
formed business men in the country, “the 
present tariff offers the highest premium for 
the use of cotton and poor shoddy in goods 
for men’s use, such as coatings, beavers, cas- 
simeres, and doeskins, and the quality of A meri- 
can goods of these kinds is constantly deteri- 
orating. Many, very many goods are now 
made and sold as woolens which range from 
twelve to forty per cent. wool, the rest jute, 
cotton, and poor shoddy.” 

No class of our people deserve more watch- 
ful care over their rights than do the farmers. 
Their toil is the original source of all our 
wealth; in peace they are frugal, industrious, 
and law-abiding, and in war they form our 
country’s strongest bulwark. They never in- 
fest these Halls to beg for alms, nor seek to 
corrupt legislation through the agency of a 
hired lobby. Reduce your tariff to a purely 
revenue standard; secure low freights by the 
repeal of the navigation laws so that our 
hardy seamen may buy ships where they can 
be bought cheapest, and the farmer will make 
and save more money than he can do under 
the blighting influence of any tariff inaugu- 
rated in the name of protection. 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor, and yielded 
three minutes to Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, if I can 
ever have a hearing on this proposition in the 
House, I desire to be heard longer than three 
minutes. I wish now to say that while I favor 
the amendment offered by my colleague, [Mr. 
Morean, ] L would extend it so as to strike out 
the whole of this clause, and thereby maintain 
the existing tariff upon wool and woolen 
manufactures. I will state in brief to the 
House that a question more directly affecting 
the body of the American people has not been 
before the Congress of the United States with- 
in the last ten years. Within that period this 
interest, under the operation of our law, has 
increased one hundred and fifty per cent., 
both as to the production of wool and its 
manufacture. E 

Under the operation of our tarif law woolen 
fabrics, which enter into the general consump- 
tion of the people, are to-day, upon a gold 
standard, from sixteen to fifty per cent. below 
the price in 1860; and the people of America 
know it. The price of wool has been increased 
so that it has become an article of prime pro- 
duction in America, and is to-day second to 
no other agricultural interest in this country. 
The clip this year will not be less than one 
hundred and fifty million pounds. The propo- 
sition pending before the committee, if. the 
logic we hear from day to day be true, is to 
take directly from the owners of the wool grown 


in America this yeartwocentsa pound. Upon 
1 the production in Ohio, which is not less this | 


yen hai twenty miliga pounds, it would take 
out of the pockets of the farming populatio: 
$400,000, is j 

I ask gentlemen to meet these issues before 
the people. All I desire is when ‘the time 
comes to move my. proposition to strike out 
the paragraph from line twelve to line -four- 
teen inclusive, so that. the tariff law in regard 
to wool and woolen. manufactures. will stand 
unchanged, Gentlemen say here that. one 
primary object is to reduce the amount paid 
into the Treasury by way of import duties. 
But, sir, everybody knows that to-day no im- 
port duties worth talking about are paid into 
the Treasury of the United States upon woolen 
fabrics, except upon those fabrics which are 
used only by the rich. Fifty-two million dol- 
lar’s worth of woolen fabrics are now im- 
ported annually into the United States; upon 
which there is paid a duty of $83,000,000 ; 
but not one in five hundred of the American 
people uses one dollar’s worth of those goods. 

Mr. DAWES. I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Ku.woee. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to strike out the 
last word of the pending amendment for the 
purpose of saying that I propose at a proper 
time hereafter to make a motion to reduce the 
duty on wrought scrap iron. When the duty 
on pig iron was reduced two years ago, the duty 
on wrought scrap iron was left at eight dollars a 
ton. I shall move to make the duty upon this 
article precisely the same as upon pig iron, for 
it is a raw material, no further advanced for 
the parposs of manufacture than pig iron, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I will take 
the remaining minute to say that at the proper 
time I shall propose—— 

Mr. BEATTY. I desire to speak for five 
minutes to the amendment which I sent up to 
the Cierk’s desk. 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to put lumber and 
the manufactures of lumber into the schedule 
of ten percent. reduction. That was the orig- 
nal intention, but slipped out in writing the 
amendment. That will bring them under the 
same general reduction, and not treat them 
any more severely than anything else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bearry.] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I wish to 
amend the ninth line previous to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order, 
but there are two amendments to an amend- 
ment now pending. 

The Clerk read Mr. Bearry’s amendment, 
as follows: 


Amend lines twelve and thirteen, page 2, by strik~ 
ing out ‘all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and 
other like animals, and;” so it will read,“ on all 
manufactures wholly or in part of wool or hair of 
the alpaca, and other like animals.” 


Mr. BEATTY. . Mr. Chairman, may I be 
allowed to speak on that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, All debate has been 
closed on this paragraph by order of the 


House. i; 
Mr. BEATTY. Ithink unanimous consent 
will be given me to speak to my own amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent 
cannot override an order of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If that is voted down, 
will not my amendment be in order to strike 
out the wool paragraph ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That amendment is 
now in order, and will be voted on at the 
proper time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move the amendment 
to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BEATTY. Is it in order to move the 
committee do now rise? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. ; 

Mr. BEATTY. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish we might get through 
with this to-night. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 54, noes 73. 

Mr. BEATTY demanded tellers. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brarry and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 52, noes 65. * 

So the committee refused to rise. ( 

The question then recurred on Mr. Beatry’s 
amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 55, noes 54; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Mr. Bearry and Mr. MeCLenanp. 

The committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question next recurred on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Mor- 
GaN, ] to strike out the words ‘‘all wool ;” so it 
will read: 

On hair of the alpaca goat, and other liko ani- 
mals, and all manufactures wholly or in part of 
woot or hair of tho alpaca, and other like animals, 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 40, noes 73. 

Mr. AMBLER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Bearry and 
Mr. Wauuace were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 47, uoces 72. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

The question next recurred on the motion 
of Mr. BiyGuam, to strike out these words: 


On all wools, hair of tho alpaca goat, and other 
like animals, and on all manufactures wholly or in 
part of wool, or hair of the alpaca, and other like 
animals. 

Mr. BANKS. I move to strike out the 


word ‘like’? where it occurs in that para- 


graph. 
Mr DAWES. 
the revenue, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on Mr. Bine- 
HAM'S amendment, 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 41, noes TA. 

Mr. BINGHAM demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Brooks, of 
New York, and Mr, I. Myers were appointed. 

The commititee again divided; aud the tell- 
era reported=-ayes 49, noes 72, 

So the amendment was rejected, 
FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and a mes- 
sage was veccived from the Senate, by Mr. 
Symrson, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
that that body had passed and requested the 
concurrence of the House in a bill of the fol- 
Jowing tide: i 

A biil (S. No. 1105) for the relief of Har- 
mon Ii, Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery. 

TARIFE. 

The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move thatthe committee 
do now rise for the purpose of asking the 
House for one hour to discuss the paragraph 
under consideration. 

The question being taken on Mr. Bearry’s 
moion, there were—ayes 59, noes 76. 

Before the resulcof the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. BEATTY and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 58, noes 63. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

_Mr. BEATTY. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the motion 
which has just been made and lost. 

Mr. BIEALTEY. I beg your pardon. My 
former motion was to rise for the purpose of 
having the time extended, and this is to rise 
for the purpose of adjournment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the 
committee rise, no matter for what purpose, 
has just been negatived, and cannot be imme- 


That is to prevent frauds in 


MESSAGE 


diately repeated. The question is on the sub- 


stitute offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Becr] for the pending paragraph. 

Mr. DAWES. To which I bave offered a 
substitute. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
add at the end of the ninth line the following 
proviso: s 

Provided, That no higher rate of duty shall be 
exacted or collected than sixty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On what valuation ? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. On the val- 
uation of the invoice, of course. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘Then any one can make 
his own valuation. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now 
in order, as no business has transpired since 
it was formerly made. The question is on the 
amendinent of the gentleman from New York, 


J move that the com- 


| [Mr. Brooxs.] 


Mr. ELDREDGE. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
ihe gentleman’s question of order, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The Chair has not heard 
my question of order. ‘Lhe Chair decided 
against my motion without hearing my ques- 
tion of order. 
ence to the statement of the Chair that other 
business had not transpired. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Phe Chair has ruled on 
the point of order, and has overruled it. 

Mr. KLUREDGE. I submit that business 
had transpired. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks] had submitted a motion, 


I rise to a question of 


| and the Chair had received it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Brougs. J 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 10, noes 80; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordiugiy rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair. Mr. Sco- 


FIBLD reported that the Comuitice of the | 


Whole ou the state of the Union bad had 
uuder cousidermion the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No, 2822) to re- 
dace duties on imports, and to reduce internal 


taxes, and for other purposes, and had come | 


to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. DAWES. 
now adjourn. 
‘The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at three o'clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented | 


under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. COBURN: The memorial of the 
GovernorofIndiana, the trustees of the agricul- 
tural and mechanical college, and other citizens 


of Indiana, asking the passage ofa law making |) 
additional grants of land for the agricultural i; 


and mechanical college. 

Also, the petitions of soldiers of Booneville, 
New York; of.soldiers and sailors of Wil- 
liamstown and Berrysburg, Pennsylvania; of 
soldires of Culpeper, Virginia; of soldiers of 
East Boston and Charlestown, Massachusetts ; 


of soldiers of Billerica, Massachusetts; of sol- 


diers and sailors of Attleboro, Massacha 
setts; of soldiers and sailors of Stoneham, 
Massachusetts ; and of soldiers and sailors of 
Taunton, Massachusetts, asking for a bill to 
provide industrial homes for the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Union 
Army. 

By Mr. DOX: The memorial of a Board of 
Trade, in relation to American tonnage inter- 


ests. 
By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The memo- 


My question of order has refer- į 


i move that the House do į 


$ 


rialof Lieutenant P. H. Breslin, of the fourth 
United States infantry, asking his restoration 
to the rank of captain in the Army, 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Newell E, 
Lamprey, of Salisbury, Massachusetts, fora © 
pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Monday, May 18, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a m: 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday 
last was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2718) to establish a mail 
route was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. i 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the consent of the 
Senate to have passed this morning a bill pro- 
viding for a bridge across the Mississippi river, 
at Fort Madison, a bill precisely similar to ẹ 
number of others that have been passed at this 
session. Ido not propose to take it up now, 
but I ask the consent of the Senate to take it 
up immediately after the morning business 
shall be disposed of. ? : 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa asks that a bridge bill reported by- 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
may be taken up subject to the moruing busi- 
ness. Is there objection? The Chair heara 
none, and it is so ordered. The Senator now 
yields to the morning business. 

BXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the Ist ultimo, reports from 
the commandant of the armory at Springfield, 
Massachusetts, and the commandant of the 
arsenal at Rock Island, Ilinois, giving com- 
parative statements in regard to the opera- 
tion of the eight-hour Jaw in respect to the 
amount of labor performed and expense in- 
curred in the manufactureand repair of arms, 
and the general working of those establish- 
ments, as compared with the former system of 
working ten hours per day; which wasrelerred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
voluuteer Army and Navy, in favor of the pas- 
sage of a bill to provide industrial homes and 
training schools for the orphans of the sol- 
diers and sailors who served in the Army or 
Navy of the United States during the war of 
the rebellion; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens 
of Champaign, Illinois, praying Congress to 
bestow a further grant of land to certain scien- 
tific and polytechnic institutions in the various 


| States of the Union which received the ben- 
| efits of the congressional act of July 2, 1862, 


for the promotion of colleges of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts; which was referred Lo 
the Commiitee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chicago, Illinois, remonstrating against the 
extension of the Wilson sewing- machine pat- 
ent; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Chicago, Illinois, praying the passage of the 
bill introduced iu the Senate for the relief of 
William H. Akins, of New York, and Jacob 
D. Felthousen, of Chicago, Illinois, for invent 
ing improvemenss in sewing-machives ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr, SPENCER presented the petition of 


1872. 


Joseph W. Taylor, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 
ties; which was referred to the select Com- 
mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. COLE. I have had put in my hands 
what purports to be a copy of resolutions 
. ‘passed by the Legislature of California, and 
which I believe to be a correct copy, although 
the resolutions themselves have not come to 
me officially, for some cause or other, I know 
not what. They are resolutions instructing 
the representatives from that State to secure, 
if possible, the passage of an act of Congress 
appropriating under proper regulations a sum 
of money sufficient in amount to reimburse 
the preémption settlers on the land known as 
the Soscol ranche, lying in the counties of 
Napa and Solano, in the State of California, 
for expenses incurred and damages sustained 
by them in having their land surveyed for the 
Government, proving up their claims in the 
„Land Office, and prosecuting the same before 
several inferior courts and finally before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in resist- 
ing the claims of M.,G. Vallejo to said land. 
J move the reference of this copy of the reso- 
Jutions to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POOL presented the petition of Joseph 
L. Britt, praying assistance from the Govern- 
ment to prosecute a subject that has engaged 
his attention for the past two years, believing 
that perpetual motion can be attained on 
water, and stating that the incalculable bene- 
fits arising from his invention cannot be esti- 
mated to mankind; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented a resolution of 
the Grand Army of the Republic of Rhode 
Island, setting forth that they recognize the 
amendments to the homestead laws as offered 
in Congress by Senator Pomeroy, and the 
amendment for an increase of peusions and 
equalization of bounties as offered by General 
STouGHTON, as simple acts of justice to the 
Jate soldiers and sailors of the United States 
during the war of the rebellion, and respect- 
fully requesting the Senators ‘and Represent- 
atives from that State to give their support 
toand use their best endeavors for the pas- 
sage of these amendments; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POMEROY. The bill relative to which 
the Senator from Rhode Island has just pre- 
sented a petition, provided that the Secretary 
of the Interior should make all needful rales 
and regulations for carrying into effect the 
soldiers’ homestead bill. I hold in my hand 
a communication on that subject from the 
Secretary of the Interior, addressed to me as 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and I move that it be printed for the inform- 
ation of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana in favor of a refund 
of the tax on sugar and cotton for 1865, 1866, 
and 1867; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. GOLDTHWAITE presented a memo- 
rial of tue Board of Trade of Mobile, Ala- 
bama, in relation to the American tonnage 
interest; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, - T 

Mr. MORTON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying the passage of the 
bill for the relief of William H. Akins and 
Jacob D. Felthousen, inventors of a sewing- 
machine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. MORTON. I also present a memorial 
from Marcus J. Parrott, S. J. Crawford, and 
others, citizens of Kansas, asking an invest- 
igation into the election of ALEXANDER CALD- 
WELLas Senatorfrom Kansas. As this invest- 
igation has already been ordered, I move that 
the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COOPER - presented the petition of 
Murray A. White and others, and the Boat- 
mans’ Insurance and Trust Company, praying 
the passage of an act referring their claims to 
the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN KANSAS. 


Mr. POMEROY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 877) to create an 
additional land district in the State of Kansas, 
to report it back without amendment; and I 
ask that it be put upon its passage at the pres- 
ent time. It isa bill of buta fewlines, merely 
creating another land district in the State. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to constitute all 
that portion of the Republican land district in 
the State of Kansas, lying and being situated 
west of the first guide meridian west of the 
sixth principal meridian, a new land district, 
to be called the northwestern land district ; 
and the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, is authorized to appoint 
a register and a receiver for the district, who 
are to discharge like and similar duties, and 
receive the same amount of compensation 
allowed to other officers discharging like duties 
in the other land offices of the State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT L. D BURCHFIELD. 


Mr. WILSON. I am instructed by the Cam- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief 
of Robert L. D. Burchfield, to report it‘ back 
without amendment; and I ask that it be put 
on its passage now. 

The being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It directs the Paymaster Gen- 
eral to pay to Robert L. D. Burchfield, late 
second lieutenant of company D, third North 
Carolina mounted infantry, out of any money 
appropriated for the pay of the Army, the full 
pay and allowances of a second lieutenant of 
infantry from the 1st day of January, 1865, to 
the 8th day of August, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT A. MAYO. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. Task the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 2048. It is a brief bill, re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2048) in favor of 
| Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia. It 
directs the Secretary of the Navy to pay to 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia, 
$1,507 59, to be in full of balances due him 
on account of reservation bills for tobacco 
furnished the United States Navy Department, 
under contract existing during the years 1860 
and 1861. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS B WALLACH. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 569) 
for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace, of Lex- 
ington, Missouri, It is a private bill. i 

Mr. POMEROY. That bill has been up 
once or twice before, and it is very important 
that Mr. Wallace should be relieved. I hope 
it will be acted upon, —* s 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
reported by the Committee on Claims was 


agreed to when the bill was last considered. 
| It is open to further amendment or debate. 
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The bill was reported tothe Senateasamend- _ 
ed, and the amendment was concurred iù. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third'time, and passed. 


RAILROADS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. STEWART. I am instructed: by. the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1067) to provide 
for the creation and regulation of railroad com- 
panies in the Territories of the United States, 
to report it without amendment.. This-is a 
bill prepared by the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, being a general incorporation law 
for railroads in the Territories. I. will. state 
that there are now some fifteen or twenty bills 
pending for special corporations and the right 
of way, and this bill is to cover all those cases. 
It has been carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and I should 
like to have it acted on at this time, because 
there are a great many of these special bills 
pending, and this will dispose of the whole of: 
them. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be- 
reported, subject to objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. This subject has also been 
before the Committee on Public Lands, and 
that committee thought it was impossible to 
make a general law to cover all these cases. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator hear the 
bill read and see if it does not? I think it 
covers them all. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are a great many 
of those bills pending, and this will not re- 
lieve one of them, : 

Mr. STEWART. 
every one of them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. POMEROY. I shall not object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am very well satisfied 
that it will take the whole morning hour to have 
that billread, andas I have already had consent 
to take up a bill during the morning hour, I 
shall be compelled to object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Towa objects to the consideration of the 
bill at this time, he having had unanimous con- 
sent to take up a bill as soon as the morning 
business is concluded. 

Mr. SCOTT. If that bill cannot be consid- 
ered, I wish to state that I have in my hand 
a bill relating to one of the corporations 
affected by it, which, under the supposition that 
the company had a right to organize under the 
territorial legislation, has built cne huridred 
miles of railroad, and needs this legislation to 
enable it to complete negotiation for money 
in the market. If that general bill cannot be 
taken up, I will ask consent of the Senate to 
consider this bill this morning. It is a bill 
granting the right of way through the public 
lands to the Denyer and Rio Grande Railway 
Company. i; 

Mr. WRIGHT. I shall not object to the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania as 
soon as the bridge bill is read and passed. It 
can be passed us soon asit is read. Itis in 
‘the usual form. f 

Mr. STEWART. There are several rail- 
road companies in the same condition with the 
one mentioned by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. I am satisfied the quickest way is to 
pass a general law serving them all alike and 
stop this squabble. Special acts are very dan- 
gerous; we had better pass a general bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Is the morning business 
through? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I call for morn- 
ing business. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois demands the regular order. of 
morning business, which is now reports’ of 
committees. Previous to that, however, the 
Senator from Iowa had consent to take up a 
bill 


I think it will relieve 


| 


Mr, TRUMBULL. I object to all unani- 


i mous requests. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator from Illinois came into his seat, the Sen- 
ate granted unanimous consent to the Senator 
from Iowa to take up a bridge bill, subject to 
morning business, which now rests at reports 
of committees. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If one unanimous con- 
sent has been given, I do not object to the 


rest, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ilinois withdraws his objection. Is there 
objection from the Senator from Iowa, or any 
other Senator, to the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Fi- 
nance, lo whom were referred the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
No. 881) to provide for the abatement or re- 
payment of taxes,on distilled spirits in bond, 
destroyed by casualty, have directed me to 
report them back, with the recommendation 
that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives, and ask for 
a committee of conference. 

The amendments were disagreed to; and 
a conference requested of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

PREPARATION OF NATIONAL SECURLTIES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finanee, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No, 2690) defining and limiting 
the appropriation of certain moneys for the 
preparation, issue, and reissue of the securi- 
ties of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, to report it back with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. As it is a mat- 
ter of considerable importanee, it ought to be 
acted on now, and every Senator will under- 
stand, from reading the brief substitute, what 
itis. Task that it be read now and acted on. 
I think there is no objection to it, A letter of 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury accompanies it, 
showing the necessity for it. 

There being no objection, the Senate as in 

Jomimnittee of the Whole, proceeded to cou- 
sider the bill, 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on Finance was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the followings 


‘That tho expenses of tho issue, reissue, transfer, 
delivery, redemption, and distribution of securities 
Jegal-tender notes, f tional currency, cheeks, ce 
tificates, commissions, and for any plate and steo 
engraving and printing required by the Troasury 
Department, shall be paid from and shatl not exceed 
tho appropriation of one por cent. of tho nmount of 
Jegal-tonder notes, fractional currency, and sceuri- 


ties issued during cach fiscal year: Provided, Bhat 
nothing herein contained shall bo construed to in- 
crease or enlarge the appropriation contained in the 
second section of the actentitled An net to author- 
izo ihe refunding of the public debt,” approved July 
14, 1870. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSHERLY. I should be glad to have 
the Senator from Ohio, who of course under- 
stands all about this subject, explain to some 
of us who know very little of it what is the 
benefit which he regards as to be accomplished 
by this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ieandothatin a moment. |} 
Under the general act authorizing the redemp- | 
tion of small notes, fractional currency, &c., 
there was an appropriation not to exceed one | 
per eent., to pay the expenses of what are called | 

i 
j 


the redemption bureau and the issue bureau ! 
in the Treasury Department. There is a doubt | 
raised by one of the Comptrollers as to whether | 
the general law passed a year ago carrying all | 
surpluses to the Treasury does not pat an end | 
to the operation of this act. Itis to remove | 
any ambiguity on that subject that this biil is | 
proposed. It does not change the existing | 

Í 

| 

| 


law, except that it relieves the appropriation | 
for the issuing and reissuing of notes in various ! 
forms from the difficulties that are created by || 
the passage of the law to which I have alluded. 

The bill passed the House, but the Secretary | 


preferred it in a little different form, more 
restrictive in character, and we have concluded 
to adopt that and reportit from the committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed, 
and the bill read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER. There is a House bill 
which it will be a convenience to the District 
of Columbia to have acted on—House bill 
No. 2247, giving the approval and sanction 
of Congress to the termini and route of the 
Anacostia and Potomac River railroad, and 
to regulate its construction and operation. I 
wish the Senate would be good enough to 
take that up and act upon it. It will require 
only the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that that 
bill can hardly pass in the morning hour. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator, I understand, 
has looked at it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [have looked 
at it and desire to make some comments on it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa also has risen to object. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make inquiry 
in regard to a bill, No. 820 in the order of 
business, House bill No. 1048, supplementary 
and amendatory to an act entitled ‘An act 
to prescribe the mode of obtaining evidence 
in cases of contested elections,” approved 
February 19, 1851. That bill came from 
the House of Representatives; was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges aud Elections, 
and reported back to the Senate with amend- 


ments. l saw in some paper that the bill had 
passed. {fit has not passed —— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
files of the Secretary. : 

Mr. THURMAN. Then Iask the Senate 
to take it up. ltisa bill that ought to pass, 
aud L am sure there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Towa has the morning hour for a bridge 
bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no speech to 
make onin If the Senator will withdraw his 
objection, I am sure the bill can be passed in 
five minutes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam sure the bill I am so 
anxions to pass will not occupy five minutes. 
If we can have it out of the way, I shall not 
object. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, on Friday 
last | gave notice to the Senate that I would 
ou Saturday morning move to take up the bill 
increasing Lhe rates of pensions to certain per- 
sons therein described. It applies to the pen- 
sions of those who have lost their eye-sight or 
both arms or both legs. Itis a bill which I 
dare say will encounter no opposition, and I 
would be very glad if the Senate would take 
it up now and dispose of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Indiana asks consent, pending the morn- 


It is still on the 


| ing business, to take up the bill increasing the 


rates of pensions for totally disabled persons. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I dislike very much to 
object to this bill, and would not do it under 
any other circumstances, but I will state to 
the Senator that the company iuterested in 
the construction of this bridge have sent a 
dispatch to me that it is of vital importance 
that the bill pass to-day. If I can get that 
out of the way I shall not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires 
unanimous consent pending the morning busi- 
ness, and objection is made. 

Mr. PRATT. Then I will ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that this bill be 
taken up to-morrow morning during the morn- 
ing hour. s 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What time does 
the Senator suggest ? 


Mr. PRATT. Half past eleven o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
poses that by unanimous consent an order of 
this kind can be made. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ishall beobliged to object 
until the school bill is disposed of. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the petition of 
Edward Berry, John McFall, and William H. 
Judd, praying that certain internal revenue 
taxes paid by them for sales made while act- - 
ing as State agents for the inspection and sale 
of tobacco, be refunded, reported a bill (S. 
No. 1109) for the relief of Edward Berry, 
John McFall, and William H. Judd; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1082) to change the name of the pilot 
boat Three Brothers to Adaliza, reported it 
adversely therin, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2630) to donate the military reservation 
at Fort Steilacoom to the Territory of Wash-. 
ington for the use of the insane asylum, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the mode of 
making private contracts, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1045) to quiet 
the title to certain lands in Dakota Territory, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1022) relating to 
the claim of John B. Chapman, reported it 
with an amendment, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ; 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1110) to amend an act therein specified ; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1111) to authorize the opening and work- 
ing of the iron mines located on the Govern- 
ment land at West Point; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1112) for the relief of Captain Lyman J. 
Hissong, of Henry county, Ohio; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PROTECTORATE OVER NAVIGATORS ISLANDS. 


_ Mr. COLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and policy of the United States Government afford- 
Ing protection to the independent group of islands 
in the South Pacific ocean, known asthe Navigators 


Islands, such protectorate being desired by the in- 
habitants of said islands. 


BRIDGE AT FORT MADISON, LOWA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further Senate resolutions, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the bridge bill 
called up by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Waricur] by unanimous consent at the open- 
ing of this day’s session. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
2207) to authorize the construction of a bridge, 
and to establish the same as a post road. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads with amend- 
ments, 
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The first amendment of the committee was 
n section two, line three, after the word 


> KA 


“gpans of this width between it and the shore ;” 
and at the end of the section to add, “and 
n no case shall unnecessary delay occur in 
opening the said draw during or afier the pas- 
sage of trains;*’ so as to make the section 
- read: 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions 
of this act may, at the option of the company build- 
` jing the same, be built either as a pivot draw-bridge, 
° with a pivotor other form of draw, or with unbroken 
or continuous spans: Provided, That if the said 
bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous 

spans, it shall not be of less elevation in any case 
than fifty feet above high-water mark, as under- 
. stood at the point of location, to the bottom chord 
of the bridge; nor shall the spans of said bridge be 
” Jess than two hundred and fifty feet in length; and 
the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the 
© current of the river, and the main span skall be over 
the main channel of the river, and not less than three 
_ hundred feet in length: And provided also, That if 
any bridge built under this act shall be constructed 
as a pivot draw-bridge, the same shall be construct- 
ed with a draw over the main channel of the river 
at an accessible and navigable point, and with spans 
of not less than one hundred and sixty feet in length 
in the clear un each side of the central or pivot pier 
of the draw, and the next adjoining spans to the 
draw shall not be less than two hundred and fifty 
feet, if the proper location of the draw over the 
channel will admit spans of this width between it 
and the shore; and said spans shall not be less than 
thirty feet above low-water mark, and not less than 
ten above extreme high-water mark, measuring to 
the bottom chord of the bridge; and the piers of 
said bridge shall be parallel with the current of the 
river where said bridge may be erected: And pro- 
vided also, Thatsaid draw shall be opened promptly, 
upon reasonable signal, for the passage of boats, 
and in no case shall unnecessary delay oecur in 
opening the said draw during or after the passage 
of trains. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert after the 
word ‘‘ prescribe, ™ in line four of section five, 
the following: : 

And to secure that object the said person or per- 
sons, company or corporation, shall submit to the 
Secretary of War, for hisexamination and approval, 
a design and drawings of the bridge and piers, and 
amap of the location, giving, for the spaceof at least 
one mile above and one mile below the proposed 
location, the topography ofthe banks of the river, 
the shore-lines at high and low water, the direction 
and strength of the currents at all stages, and the 
soundings accurately showing the bedof the stream, 
the location of any other bridge or bridges, and shall 
furnish such other information as may be required 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the sub- 
ject; and until the said plan and location of the 
bridge are approved by the Secretary of War, the 
bridgeshall not be built; and if any change be made 
in the plan of construction of said bridge during the 
progress of the work thereon, or before the comple- 
tion of said bridge, such change shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War. 

So as to read: 

That the structure herein autho rized shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regula- 
tions for the security of navigation of said river as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure 
that object the said person or persons, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
t was ordered that the amendments be en- 
grossed, and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES F. JOY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
554 for the relief of James E. Joy. Itis a 
private bill which I think will take but a 
moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
an amendment to the bill, to strike out all 


after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof to 
Insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to deliver to James F, Joy possession of the prem- 
ises purchased by him September 5, 1864, known 
as the marine hospital and grounds at Chicago, 
Illinois, and to pay said Joy, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, interest 
from September 5, 1866, at the rate of six per cent. 
per annum, upon $132,000, being the amount paid 
by said Joy to the United States for said premises 
two years previous, and that such interest shall be 
so Feld until delivery of said premises shall be 
made. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I do not object to the 
bill, but I should like to have some explana- 
tion of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The report will explain 
it. It is very short. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
made by Mr. TRUMBULL from the Committee 
on the Judiciary on the 28th of March last: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the petition of James F. Joy, report as 
follows: 

Under an act of Congress, approved June 20, 1864, 
(13 Statutes, page 142,) the Sceretary of the Treasury 
was directed, after due notice, to sell the marine 
hospital and grounds at Chicago, Dlinois, at public 
auction, and, from the proceeds of the sale, to pur- 
chase a new and more eligible site and erect a new 
hospital thereon; the new site and hospital in no 
event to cost more than the amount received from 
the sale of the old hospital and grounds, and the pos- 
session of the old hospital to be retained until the 
new one was completed. 

in pursuance of said act, the Chicago marino hos- 
pital and grounds were sold at public auction to 
James F. Joy, on the 5th of September, 1864, for 
$132,000, one fourth of which was paid in eash, and 
the balance, with interest, within a few months 
thereafter. . 

Atthe time of the sale it was publicly stated by 
the auctioneer that measures were then being taken 
to secure a new site, and that a new building would 
be erected thereon as soon as practicable, and, im- 
mediately upon its completion, possession would be 
given to the purchaser of the property then about 
tobesold. | A 

No new site was purchased until December, 1866, 
and the erection of the new hospital was not com- 
menced until some time thereafter. The Govern- 
ment still retained possession of the old hospital at 
the time of the great Chicago fire, October 9, 1871, 
when it was consumed, 

The committee are of the opinion that, although it 
was expressly stipulated by the act that possession of 
the premises should not be given until the completion 
of the new marine hospital, still, a fair construction 
of the act required that the new site should be pur- 
chased and the building of the new hospital pro- 
ceeded with and completed within a reasonable 
time; and, furthermore, that two years from the 
time of sale was a reasonable time within which to 
have procured a site and crecteda new hospital 
building, which together should not cost exceeding 
$132,000. The old building being destroyed, Joy will 
have to submit to the loss, but the Government no 
longer needs possession of the premises. 

The committee recommend that the possession be 
delivered to Joy, and that he be paid interest from 
the 5th day of September, 1866, to the time of the 
delivery of the possession, on the amount by him 
paid into the ‘Treasury for the premises two years 
previous, and they report back the bill amended to 
conform to their recommendations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

KANSAS SENATORIAL ELECTIONS, 

Mr. MORTON. The Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections have instructed me to 
make a report in the form of two resolutions, 
on which I ask present action. 

The Chief Clerk reatl the resolutions, as fol- 
lows: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections be authorized to employ a stenographer 
in the investigation which it has been directed to 
make into the Kansassenatorial elections. 

Resolved, That the sum of $10,000 be appropriated 
from the contingent fund of the Senate, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to defray the expenses 
of the investigation into the Kansas senatorial 
elections, ordered by the Senate, to be paid upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Btections, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. By the rule, the 
resolution, making an appropriation, mustgo to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses; but 
by unanimous consent the Chair supposes that 
can be waived. The first resolution in regard 
to the stenographer will be regarded as agreed 
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to. The second resolution is before the Senate, 
and must have three readings like a bill; and, 
unless by unanimous consent, must. be referred 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I assume there can be 
no objection to it. * 

The resolution was read three times, and 
passed, : l 


INCREASE OF CERTAIN PENSIONS. 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I now make 
an appeal for the fourth time to the Senate to 
take up the bill for the relief of the cripples 
of the war; a hill forthose who have lost their 
eye-sight, or their legs, or theirarms. It has 
been some three weeks since I first made this 
application. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A majority can 
now take up the bill indicated by the Senator 
from Indiana. He moves to take it up. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir. : 

The motion was agreed to;‘and the bill (8. 
No. 1078) increasing the rates of pensions to 
certain persons therein described, was read 
the second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to the 
several acts relating to pensions,’’ approved 
June 6, 1866, so that hereafter all persons 
entitled by law to a less pension than herein- 
after specified, who, while in the military or 
naval service of the United States and in line 
of duty, shall have lost the sight of both eyes, 
or shall have lost both hands, or been perma- 
nently and totally disabled in the same, or 
otherwise so permanently and totally disabled 
as to render them utterly helpless, or so nearly 
so as to require the constant personal aid and 
attendance of another person, shall be entitled 
to a pension of thirty dollars per month; and 
all persons who under like circumstances shall 
have lost both feet, or one hand and one foot, 
or been totally and permanently disabled in 
the same, or otherwise so disabled as to be in- 
capacitated for performing any manual labor, 
but not so much as to require constant per- 
sonal aid and attendance, shall be entitled to 
a pension of twenty-five dollars per month; 
and all persons who under like circumstances 
shall bave lost one hand, or one foot, or been 
totally and permanently disabled in the same, 
or otherwise so disabled as to render their in- 
capacity to perform manual labor equivalent 
to the loss of a hand or a foot, shall be entitled 
to a pension of eighteen dollars per month, the 
inteut of the act being to increase the rates of 
pension to the persons severally described 
twenty per cent. on the present rates from and 
after the passage of the act. 

Mr. PRATT. There is an error in printing 
the bill on the twentieth line, second page. It 
should read ‘twenty-four dollars per month?’ 
instead of “ twenty-five dollars,” so as to make 
it an increase of just twenty per. cent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That correction 
will be made. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I ask the Senator from 
Indiana how much this will increase the pen- 
sion list? 

Mr. PRATT. I will state for the informa- 
tion of my friend from Minnesota that, by 
direction of the committee, I corresponded 
with the Pension Office to ascertain how 
many pensioners there were of the respective 
grades benefited by this bill. I have the 
letter of General Baker, the Commissioner, 
before me. He states, under date of May 
4, 1872, that the number on the rolls of the 
first grade—that is to say, of those who have 
lost both eyes or both hands in the military 
or naval service—is five hundred and ninety- 
six. ‘hey are in the receipt, under the pres- 
ent law, of a pension at the rate of $300 a 
year. This bill increases that rate twenty per 
cent., and the increase on the. pension-list 
from this bill will be $178,800 to this class. 
Belonging to the second class there are six kun- 
dred and sixty-one pensioners, who, under the 
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present law, are drawing $240 a year. The 
increase per year to these will be $158,640. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator state 
what description of persons come within the 
second class? . 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir. Those belonging 
to the second class are the soldiers and sailors 
who have lost both feet or one hand and one 
foot. The number of these persons is 81x 
hundred and sixty-one, and under the present 
law they are drawing pensions at the rate of 
$240 a year. This bill increases that rate 
twenty per cent., making the sum total of the 
increase $158,640. 

The third class embraces those who lost one 
hand or one foot, and by the present law they 
draw pensions at the rate of fifteen dollars a 
month. This bill increases that rate to 
eighteen dollars a month, just twenty per 
cent., and the sum total of the increase which 
this bill allows to all the persons drawing pen- 
sions belonging to these three different grades 
is $600,964 80. The third class, embracing 
those who have lost one hand or one foot, is 
large. It amounts to fifteen thousand and 
sixty. Under the present law they are draw- 
ing but fifteen dollars per month, or $180 a 
year. ‘This bill increases the pension to eighteen 
dollurs a month. ‘The sum total, as 1 bave 
already said, is a fraction above six hundred 
thousand dollars per year, Does that answer 
the inquiry of my friend from Minnesota? 

Mr. RAMSBY. Yes, siv. 

Mr. SULERMAN. Lf there isany duty which 
is more unpleasant than another it is to object 
to n bill for the relief of the class of persous 
described in this bill, But, sir, our pension 
ligt is now larger than that of any uation in 
the world. Our rates of pension are higher 
than have ever been granted inthis or any 
other country before. The amount proposed 
by this innocent bil is only $600,000, to last a 
pumber of years. Hstimating the average of 
pensioners’ lives at ten years, it would be 
$6,000,000. ‘The individual relief will be but 
small. 

l simply wish to remind Senators that we 
bave during this session, unconsciously, in 
bills of just this character, increased the ex- 
penses of the Government about five million 
dollars a year, as near as Lean find out. We 
hove already extended the jurisdiction of the 
Court. of Claims by our refusal to limit the 
operation of the decision of the Supreme 
Court, and in other quiet ways we have in- 
creased the expenses of the Government fully 
$5,000,000. This is $600,000 more. I dis- 
like to deny to any individual pensioner the 
increase granted by this bill; but our present 
pension law was carcfully framed, and higher 
rates were given than were ever given before, 
and given at a tine when money was much less 
valuable than it isuow 5 and | haveat least the 
disposition and determination to vote agatust 
this increase, although it may be a very um 
gracious and very unsatisfactory duty to per- 
form. 

Mr. PRATT. The testimony before the 
committee was very satisfactory that it was 
utterly impossible for these unfortunate people, 
who have lost their sight or Jost their hbs, 
to live upon the meagre pension which the 
present law gives them, and complaints against 
tbe law have come up from every part of the 
country. The highest rate of pension allowed 
to those who are totally disabled is $300 
a year, and most of the persons whom this 
biil will relieve are men of families. It is 
not only their sapport, but the support of 
their wives and children that is involved in | 
the provisions of this bill. The committee | 
were very slow to act upon these complaints, | 
but the evidence was so overwhelming of the! 
insufliciency of the present pensions to support | 
these persons totally disabled that they fels it | 
their duty to recummend to the Senate an | 

| 


increase of the present rates of twenty per 
cent, 


Mr. THURMAN. I was out ofthe Senate 
when the bill was taken up, and I should like 
to hear it read again. I suppose it is a short 
bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. r 

Mr. THURMAN. [I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Indiana where he got his 
statistics showing what number of persons 
would fall within the provisions of this act, 
and whether those statistics are entirely reli- 
able? 

Mr. PLATT. I will state to the honorable 
Senator from Ohio that I obtained my sta- 
tistics at the Pension Bureau. Ihave a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, the sub- 
stance of which I have already communicated 
to the Senate, in which the precise number of 
persons in each grade is given and the sum 
total of the pensions paid to them under the 
existing law. 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest to my colleague 
to send that letter up to the desk and have it 
read. 

Mr. PRATT. I will send the letter to the 
Secretary’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE, INTERIOR, 


PENSION OFvice, 
Wasuineton, D. C., May 4, 1872. 
Sir: I have thehonor to acknowledge the receipt 
of yours of the 3d instant, requesting to be informed 
ot the amount paid to that class of pensioners 
enumerated in section one of the act of June 6, 
1866, during tho fiscal year euding June 30, 1871, 
which is as follows: g g 
Thonumber on the rolls of the first grade is five 
hundred and ninety-six, at $300 per year, 
T E EE SE i) 
Thenumber on the rotis of the second grade 
is six hundred and sixty-one, at $240 per 


year, paid. 158,640 
The number sof the third grado 

is fifteon thousand and sixty, at $180 per 

YORE, PU cisevanas A oy CA OOUD 


Total amount paid for ono yoar......... 


I mn, vory respectfully, your obedient servant, 


J. H. BAKER, 
Hon. D. D. Pratt, f Commissioner. 
United States Senate, Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. TLIURMAN. That gives the informa- 
tion | wanted. ‘The total increase, as 1 under- 
sland it, is about seven hundred thousand dol- 
lars. 

Mr. PRATT. No, sir; a fraction 
$600,000, less that $601,000. 

Mr. THURMAN, I thought the Senator 
said $695,000. 

Mr. PRATT. 
$600,000. 

Mr. THURMAN. I made this inquiry not 
in the way of opposition to the biil, although 1 
concur iumuch that was said by my colleague, 
bat it is impossible to vote against such a bil 
as this, and Lonly wished to be informed in 
regard to it. [shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 wish also in this com 
nection to remind the Senator and tbe Senate-— 


over 


Oh, no, sir; a fraction over 


i d have no doubt the Committee on Pensions 


will look to it—that there are several bills now 
pending in one House or the other that wiii 
very largely increase our pension list. Forin- 
stance, there isthe bill removing the restriction 
in the present law as to the time of the marriage 
of widows of soldiers of the war of 1812, so asio 
entitle all of them to a*pension. The statistics 
upon which we have based pension laws have 
always proved unreliable. For instance, it 
was promised to us that the pensions granted 
to the soidiers of the wer of 1812 could not 
by any possibility exceed $1,000,000, and a 
report was made to this bill proving very con- 


clusively on the data given that it could not | 1 8 : : z 
and before the “‘ words ‘‘to materially’ to 


exceed $500,000 a year; and yet last year we 


appropriated $4.000,000 tor that purpose. | 
Ne F x purpos | the end of the section to add: 


any of these statistics ave therefore unre- 
liable. 
now presented are more reliable, because the 
present pension-roll no doubt contains the 
names of all who have been disabled in this 
way. 
$600,000 might cover the amount. 


l know very weli that the statistics | 


Therefore we may rely upon it that | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Obio will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the bill amendatory of 
the enforcement act is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to inter- 
rupt the passage of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be proceeded with, 

Mr. PRATT. I hope the regular order will 
be laid aside until this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. THURMAN and others. Let us vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will waive what I have 
to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further debate, before calling up the enforce- 
ment act, the Chair wiil take the vote on the 
passage of this bill. 

The bill was passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace PORTER, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had, on the 11th 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 
696) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri river at Boonville, Mis- 
souri. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SCHURZ. Iask theindulgence of the. 
Senate for a moment to make a brief personal 
statement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Senator from Missouri will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I sce it stated in several 
papers of my own State that when the vote 
was taken on the amnesty bili l was not present 
in the Senate, aud as several questious con- 
nected with that measure were decided by a 
tie vote, my vote might have decided them. F 
wish to say that 1 was absent on account of 
sickness; that, however, I had taken the pre- 
caution, inorder not to lose my vote, through 
the intervention of a friend to secure a pair 
with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. Nyg,] 
who was kind enough to pair with me. He 
would have voted against the amnesty bill and 
iu favor of those amendments unfavorable to 
it, while I should have voted for the amnesty 
bill, and against thuseamendments calculated 
to embarrass it. 

L merely wish to make this statement for the 
purpose of having my constituents understand 
that my vote was by no means lost on account 
of my absence from the Senate, 


MOBILE RIVER BRIDGES, 

Mr. GOLDYTHWAI?TE. I should like to 
have the consent ofthe Senator from California, 
who is entitled to the floor on the unfinished 
business, and of the Senate to consider a bill, 


$ 
! reported from the Post Oflice Committee unan- 
| iimously, relative to bridges in my State. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 819) to establish certain 
post roads in the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes; which grants the consert of 
Congress to the Mobile and Montgomery Rail- 
road Company to erect one or more draw- 


| bridges over the Mobile river and other navi- 
! gable streams tributary to Mobile bay, in ac- 
! cordance with the acis of the Legislature of 
| Alabama incorporating that company. 


The bill was reported irom the Committee 


i on Post Offices and Post Roads with amend- 


ments, 
The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one, line nine, after the word “not”? 


insert the words ‘to interfere with,’’- and at 


Beyond what is necessary in order to carry into. 


: efect the rights and privileges hereby granted; an 

i: in case of any litigation arising from any obstruc- 

{ tion,or alleged obstruction,to the free navigation of 
; said river, the cause may be tried before the district 


courtof the United States of the State of Alabama 
in which any portion of said obstruction or bridges 
touches: And provided also, That said draw-bridges 
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shall be be opened promptly,upon reasonable signal, 
for the passage of boats, and in no case shall unne- 
cessary delay occur in opening the said draw during 
: or after the passage of trains. 


So that the proviso will read: 


Provided, That the said draw-bridges shall be 
- go constructed as not to interfere with or to mate- 
tially or substantially obstruct the free navigation 
--of said stream beyond what is necessary in order to 
carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby 
granted, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
second and third sections of the bill in the 
following words: 


Src. 2. That Congress reserves the right to with- 
draw the assent here given, in case the free naviga- 
tion of said stream shall be at anyt ime materially 
or substantially obstructed. 

Src. 3. That the said bridges, when completed in 
manner specified in acts of incorporation, shall be 
deemed and taken to be Jegal structures, and shall, 
with the railroad of which they are parts, be post 
roads for the trasmission of the mails of the United 
States. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Src. 2. That any bridge constructed under this act, 
and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful 
structure, and shall be known and recognized as a 

ost route, upon which, also, no higher charge shall 
be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the 
United States than the rate per mile paid for their 
transportation over the railroads or public highways 
leading to said bridges. 


{ 

Spc. 3. That all railway companies desiring to use | 
said bridges shall have and be entitled to equal ! 
rights and privileges in the passage of the same, and | 


in the use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, 
and of all the approaches thereto, under and upon 
such terms and conditions as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of War, upon hearing the allegations 
and proofs of the parties in case they shall not 


agree, . : 

Suc, 4. That the right to alter or amend this act 
go as to prevent or remove all material obstructions 
to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of bridges is hereby expressly reserved; and that 
any bridge or bridges constructed under this act 
shall be built under and subject to such regulations 
for the security of the navigation of said river as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and the said 
bridges shall be at all timesso kept and managed as 
to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage 
of vessels through and under them; and the said 
bridges shall be changed, at the cost and expense 
of the owners thereof, from time to time, as Con- 
gress may direct, so as to preserve the free and 
convenient navigation of said river; and the 
authority to erect and continue said bridges shall 
be subject to revocation by law whenever the public 
good shall, in the judgment of Congress, so require. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to ask simply 
whether this bill contains the provisions gèn- 
erally adopted, perhaps universally, in these 
bills by the Senate—I speak in regard to the 
jurisdiction of the district court in case of 
obstruction ? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It contains the 

_ Provision reported from the Post Office Com- 
mittee, but not as amended by the Senate, 
giving jurisdiction to the district court ‘Ga 
which any.portion of said obstraction or bridge 
touches.” There was some change iu the 
verbal construction made by the Senate. __ 

Mr. RAMSEY. ‘And in case of any liti- 
gation, arising from any obstruction, or al- 
leged obstruction, to the free navigation of 
said river, the cause may be tried before the 
district court of the United States of the State 
of Alabama, in which any portion of said ob- 
struction or bridges touches.”’ : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. “Opposite” 
was the word substituted by the Senate, the 
Chair thinks. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
man of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, wasa little disposed to find fault 
with me the other day for criticising the fail- 
ure of his committee to insert the amendment 
in the precise language in which it was adopted 
by the Senate after full discussion. I hope he 
will pardon me if I again call his attention to 

„the fact that this provision is not in the exac 
language adopted by the Senate. Jt should 

e ‘‘in or opposite to which the obstruction ”’ 
exists. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I will say to the Senator 
that this bill was reported before the debate to 
which he refers occurred here. 


My friend, the chair- | 


Mr. CASSERLY. Task the Clerk to read 
the language there. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The ca i istri 
of the United States ot the St or ahi 
which any portion of said obstruction or bridges 
touches. 

Mr. CASSERLY. J understand that these 
bridges and the judicial district in which they 
are situated are all within the State of Ala- 
bama. That may make some difference. I 
am really not sufficiently acquainted with the 
precise merits of this case to be able to say 
whether the provision is all that it ought to be. 
I rely upon the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
GoLpruwaite] who is a lawyer of distinction 
himself, that it is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and theamendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for o 
third reading; was read the third time, and 
passed. 

The title was amended so as to read : 

A bill authorizing the construction of rail- 
road bridges across the Mobile river and other 
navigable streams tributary to Mobile bay, in 
accordance with the acts of the Legislature 
of the State of Alabama, and to establish 
them as post roads. 


SALE OF COAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. I now ask fora vote on 
the coal bill. I do not think there is any 
objection to that. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada asks that the Senate may vote 
onthe coal bill aud the amendments pending 
thereto. 

Mr. THURMAN. I dislike to object to 
that; but I really want to understand that bill 
better than Ido. 1 think that bill ought to be 
discussed. J want some questions answered. 
I do not know that I am opposed to the bill at 
allif I once get to fairly understand the sub- 
ject; bat I do not now understand the sub- 
ject well enough to vote for the bill without 
some explanation. { do not wish to inter- 
posean objection because the Senator has 
been trying a long time to get the bill up, but 
ldo not think the bill ought to pass without 
some explanation more than has been made. 

Mr. STEWART. Letus have five minutes, 
then. I think it will be sufficient. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think we had better 
wait until after the pending bill is passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio objects. lt requires unanimous 
consent; and the Senate is acting now under 
an order made by themselves on Saturday 
evening which the Chair will read as soon 
as the debate commences on the amendatory 
enforcement bill. 


ASSIGNMENTS OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have instructed me to ask the Senate 
to set apart a day or part of a day for the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. If the Sevate would 
do it, I would be glad to have some day this 
week, either Wednesday or Thursday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I have asked for Wednes- 
day for the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will suggest Thursday, 


then. 

Mr. POMEROY. Asthe Senator says “‘ part 
of a day,” I suggest that the residue of that 
day be for the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARLAN. I bave no objection to 
that. Idonot thinkthe Committee on Indian 
Affairs will occupy the whole day; I think 
two or three hours will enable us to dispose of 
our bills. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want an hour for the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa asks unanimous consent that Thurs- 
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consideration of bills from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, andthe remainder of ‘the day, . 
if they do not. consume it, to. the Committee 
on Public Lands... Is. there objection to that 
proposition ? l l yei 

Mr. CASSERLY. I want to know. whether 
the understanding is that until those two sets 
of bills are disposed of no other business. will 
be taken up on those days. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is the. understand- 


ing. l : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That could be. 
marked out by naming that as part of thë con- 
dition; but the Chair cannot refuse to submit 
the question of unanimous consent at any. 
time a Senator asks it. The Senator from 
California now asks to have this assignment, 
coupled with unanimous Consent, that no other 
business shall be introduced that day except 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs and the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Until their business is 
disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion? 

Mr. MORTON. I do not desire to interfere 
with the wishes of the Senator from Towa, 
and am perfectly willing to see the day devoted 
as he desires; but there are certain other 
measures which probably will come up before 
that time that I hope will be disposed of, and 
the consideration of which will not be affected 
by this order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Indiana, as he hag 
stated when all these requests are made, that 
they are subject to the unfinished business of 
the day previous, and they cau only operate 
by the Senate at twelve o'clock of the day 
named, laying on the table by a majority vote 
whatever comes over ag unlinished business 
from the evening before. They are subject to 
the unfinished business, under the fifteenth 


rule. 

Mr. MORTON. But they are not consid- 
ered as implying an obligation that the unfin- 
ished business shal] be laid on the table. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. That remains 
with the Senate whether it shall lay the unfin- 
ished business on the table or not. If it does 
not lay the unfinished business on the table, 
it has priority. Is there objection to the prop- 
osition made as to these two committees? ‘Lhe 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. RAMSEY. I request the evening of 
that day for business from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads after a recess 
from half past four to half past seven o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota asks that the evening of Thursday 
be assigned for the consideration of bills from 
the Post Office Committee, the busiuess re- 
maining unfinished at half past four o'clock 
that day going over as unfinished business 
until the next day, giving the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads simply the even- 
ing session. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCOTT. The applications for the as- 
signment of these days and evenings must 
bring before the Senate the importance of 
having some time devoted to general business. 
Now, | have perhaps the misfortune of having 
as large a number of constituents behind me 
as any other Senator on the floor, except per- 
haps those from New York; and in proportion 
to the number of constituents every Senator 
feels himself charged here with a number of 
private bills, bills relating to private interests. 
I have been struggling in vain during the 
morning hour for more than a week to get a 
number of these bills considered, and. unless 
we can have at least two or three days to dê- 
vote to the Calendar it will be necessary to 
stop this practice of giving days to particular 
committees; otherwise that class of business 
will get consideration, whereas general. Lusi- 
ness will get none. E do not wish to object 
to the request of the Senator from Minnesota, 


Is there objec- 


il day, after twelve o’clock, be assigned for the || however. 
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Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator will remem- 
ber that [am not asking for a day, but only 
for an evening. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; that is the same 
thing. I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that we must not go too far in 
this mode of proceeding, or we shall not get 
our general business attended to at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Minnesota for Thursday evening with the con- 
ditions named? 

Mr. SCOTT. I make no objection. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
none.: Does the Senator from California 
desire that the same condition shall be im- 
posed upon the proceedings of Thursday even- 
ing, that no other business shall be acted upon 
except business reported from the Post Office 
Committee? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think it would be best. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then, whoever 
presides that evening will understand that he 
is not to ask unanimous consent for any other 
business, and Thursday, day and evening, is 
assigned subject to the unfinished business, 
and the unfinished business at half past four 
o'clock, whatever it may be, the Senate will 
resume on Friday. 

RAILROADS IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. BOREMAN. If it will not interrupt 
the Senator from California, [wish to make 
an effort lo get the Senate to pass the bill in 
regard to a railroad in Dakota which is in pro- 
cess of construction, a matter of very great 
importance to that Territory, and F think it 
can be passed in a very few minutes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks unanimous consent 
that the Senate consider, subject to a demand 
for the regular order, the bill legalizing a rail- 
rond iu Dakota Territory which was under de- 
baie a few days since. If there be no objec- 
tion the bill will be reported, as amended at 
thal time, subject to a demand for the regular 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 617) approving 
the act passed by the Legislative Assembly off 
Dakota Territory authorizing the people to vote 
aid to railroads, 

Mr. POMEROY., Let the bill be read as it 
will stand if the amendments be concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDINT. The impression 
of the Chair is that the ameudments were all 
agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. L suggested several, but 
T supposed they were not agreed to. 

Mr BORBMAN. I have some amend- 
ments to offer that have not been agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENTE. JE the Senator 
will send them up, they will be incorporated 
in the bill, and the bill will be read as thus 
amended, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BOREMAN. They are reported by the 
committee. š 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
Informed that the previous amendments were 
agreed to. The Secretary will report the bill 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

The Ciuky Cheek, Itis proposed to amend 
the amendment by striking out in line nine- 
teen the words ** the organization of said com- 
pany,’ and to insert "the said Dakota South- 
era Railroad Company as organized ander and 
in conformity to the acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of said Territory, is hereby recog- 
nized and declared to be a legaland valid cor- 
poration ;"? and also to insert as an additional 
section the following : 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of enabling the said 
Dakota Southern Railroad Company to construct its 
said railroad through the public lands between the 
termini aforesaid, the right of way through the said 
public lands is hereby granted to the said company 


to the extent of one hundred feet in width on each 
side of said road. 


| 


So that the bill, if amended as proposed, 
will read: . 


That theact passed by the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Dakota, and approved by the Gov- 
ernor on the 2ist day of April, 1871, entitled “An 
act to enable organized counties aud townships to 
vote aid to any railroad, and to provide for the pay- 
ment of the same,” be, and the same is hereby, dis- 
approved and annulled, except in so far as is herein 
| otherwise provided. But the passage of this act 
shall not invalidate or impair the organization of 
the company heretofore organized for the construc- 
tion of the Dakota Southern railroad, leading from 
Sioux City, Towa, by way of Yankton, the capital of 
said Territory, to the west line of Bon Homme 
county, or any vote that has been or may be given 
by the counties of Union, Clay, Yankton, and Bon 
Homme, or any township granting aid to said rail- 
road, or any subscription thereto, or anything au- 
| thorized by, and that may have been done in pursu- 

anco of, the provisions of the aforesaid act of the 
Legislative Assembly of said Territory toward the 
construction and completion of said railroad; and 
thesaid DakotaSouthorn Railroad Company, as or- 
ganized under, and in conformity to, the acts of the 
LegislativcAssembly ofsaid Territory, is hereby rec- 
ognized and declared to be a logal and valid corpor- 
ation; and the provisions of said act of said Legisia- 
tive Assembly, so far as the same authorize, and for 
the purpose of validating any vote of aid and sub- 
scriptions to said company for the construction, 
completion, and equipment of thé main stem of said 
railroad, between the termini aforesaid, are hereby 
declared to be and remain in full force, but no 
further, and for no other purpose whatsoever. | 

Src. 2. That for the purpose of enabling the said 
Dakota Southern Railroad Company to construct its 
said road through the public lands between the 
termini aforesaid, the right of way through the said 
public lands is hereby granted to tho said company 
to the extent of one hundred fect in width on cach 
side of said road. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to obstruct 
the passage of this bill. I know the necessity 
under which this road and many others labor ; 
but l believe that the general bill which | 
reported this morning will relieve them all, 
and therefore I will move that as a substitute 
for this bill, striking out all after the enacting 
| clause. 

Mr. BORIEMAN,. 
not do that. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator insists 
upon that amendment I shall move to refer 
the bill and amendment to the Committee on 
Public Lands. This practice of having three 
or four committees to report on the same class 
of bills makes confusion. P am willing that 
| this bill should go through because it has been 
up two or three times and has been examined, 
We have looked at it and put our amendments 
upon it. But if there is to be substituted for 
this bill the bill from the Committee on the 
! Pacific Railroad, then F shall move to refer 
į a 5 ` 
i that to the Committee on Public Lands. 

i Mr STEWART. Í do not care what com- 
i na . : P - 

| mittee considers ite There were some eight 
| or ten of this same class of bills before the 
| Committee ou the Pacifie Railroad, This 
| general bill was reported by the Committee 
ion the Pacific Railroad with a view of reliev- 
ling the difficulty, and I am certain it does. 
| T believe in general legislation. I say here 
i that special legislation is very dangerous. It 
jis impossible to serutinize a great number of 

i special bills; whereas if we could have one 
| general law, they would all be served alike. 

If we continue to pass special bills, some will 
contain such restrictions that they cannot go 
| on; others will proceed with such indorse- 
ments of the United States as will impose 
upon those who purchase their bonds. It is 
not becoming to have a large number of pri 
| vate corporations incorporated by the Govern- 
; ment of the United States. It isa very dan- 
| gerous thing. It would be said in such cases, 
i “The Government of the United States has 
| guarantied the bonds; it is a United States 
i corporation.” Now, let us have a general 
bill. If the one we have prepared with a 
‘great deal of labor and care is not right, let 
lus bave some other general bill. I should 
| like to have the substitute that I offer read. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
! has a right to have it read before the motion 
| to refer is put. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I trust the Senator from 
Nevada will not insist upon that ameadmeat. 


I trust. the Senator will 


Mr. STEWART. Well, I will withdraw it, 
but I insist upon it that this special legislation 
is the most vicious in the world. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendments of the committee 
will be regarded as agreed to, and they are 
agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

The committee proposed to amend the title 
of the bill so as to make it read : 

A bill approving and validating the organization 
of the Dakota Southern Railroad Company, and the 
voting of aid and subscriptions thereto, in pursu- 
ance of an act of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Dakota, approved by the Governor April 
21,1871, entitled “ An act to enable organized coun- 
ties and townships to vote aid to any railroad, and 
to provide for the payment of the same,” and disap- 
proving and annulliug said last-mentioned act for 
any further or other purpose. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is a tremendous 
title for such a small bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think that title ought 
to be amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest that the title be amended so as to read, 
‘t An actin relation to the Dakota Southern 
Railroad Company.’? 

Mr. BORE MAN. Very well. . 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It will be so 
amended. 

DENVER AND RIO GRANDE RAILWAY. 

Mr. STEWART. Now, I desire to give 
notice that when any other of these bills shall 
come up T shall move to substitute for it this 
general bill. I hope, therefore, those who are 
interested in the matter will look and see if 
this bill reported from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad does not cover all these cases. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the Senator will not 
insist npon that until the bill to which I have 
referred is passed. It is exactly of the same 
character as the one which has just been 


passed. Itis Senate bill No. 984. 
Mr. STEWART. I will wait for one more, 
then. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California yields, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania asks unanimous consent to call up 
Senate bill No. 984. 

Mr. CASSERLY rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object? 

Mr. CASSHERLY. No, sir. I am sorry to 
sec that the Vice President seems to take it 


| for granted that when I rise I rise to object. 


(Laughter.] 1 cannot object now, although 
it ought to be kept in mind by Senators that 
voting on the amendatory enforcement bill and 
pending amendments is to commence at two 
o'clock, and of course these discussions lessen 
by so much the time for debate in the mean- 
while. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iwas about to say that 
whenever the general bill to which the Senator 
from Nevada has alluded does come up before 
the Senate, I shall move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, because that com- 
mittee was organized for that department of 
labor and business of the Senate. I do not 
know but that the bill may be right as it is; 
but that committee have not yet considered 


| the subject; and now the Committee on Ter- 


ritories have finally got hold of the railroad 
question and the right of way through the 
public lands. 

Mr. STEWART. I will sayin reply to that, 
that the Committee on Public Lands never 
was Organized to create corporations, and one 
or two that have gone through from that com- 
mittee admonish the Senate to be careful of 
corporations from that committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad certainly have no more to do 


| with this subject than the Committee on Pab- 


lic ands. They are a distinctive organiza- 
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` tion, and when they operate within their sphere 
I sustain them. 

Mr. STEWART. I am willing that any 
: committe that will make a good corporation 
shall report a bill on this subject, but I must 
object to any more corporations formed by the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

_ Mr. SCOTT. I believe the motion is to 
proceed to the consideration of my bill, and 
not the general territorial bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This debate is 
going on by unanimous consent. The Chair 
supposed that these Senators rose incidentally 
to object, although the debate passed into a 
colloquy about the two committees. The 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 984) granting the right 
of way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Railway Company. It pro- 

oses to grant the right of way over the pub- 

lie domain, one hundred feet in width on each 
side of the track, together with such public 
lands adjacent thereto as maybe needed for 
depots, shops, and other buildings for railroad 
purposes, and for yard-room and side-tracks, 
not exceeding forty acres at any one station, 
and not more than one station in every five 
miles, and the right to take from the public 
lands adjacent thereto stone, timber, earth, 
water, and other material required for the con- 
struction and repair of its railway and tele- 
graph line to the Denver and Rio Grande 
Railway Company, a corporation duly created 
under the incorporation laws of the Territory 
of Colorado, its successors and assigns; and 
all thesrights, powers, and franchises conferred 
by those laws on coporations created under 
them for constructing and operating railroad 
and telegraph lines are ratified and confirmed 
to the company, its successors and assigns; 
and the same rights, powers, and franchises 
conferred by the general incorporation laws of 
the Territory of Colorado for the construction 
af railroads and telegraph lines are granted 
to the company, its successors and assigns, for 
the extension and operation of its railway and 
telegraph line in and through any contiguous 
Territory of the United States to the northern 
boundary line of Mexico, subject to compli- 
ance with the conditions and requirements of 
the general incorporation laws of such Terri- 
tory so far they are applicable and not incon- 
sistent with the laws of the United States ; 
and the same rights, powers, and privileges 
conferred upon the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company by section three of an act approved 
July 2, 1864, are conferred upon the above- 
named company, its successors and assigns. 
_ Mr. SCOTT. There is an amendment which 
it has been deemed necessary to put on as a 
protection at the end of the bill requiring the 
application for damages to be made in certain 
counties, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 
follows: 

Provided, That applications for the assessment of 
damages shall be made to the court or any judge of 
a court having jurisdiction in the county in which 
the lands or premises lic. 

Mr. POMEROY. This bill provides that 
the same rights, powers, and privileges that 
are contained in the third section of the Pà- 
cific railroad act shall be enjoyed by this com- 
pany. Ido not know what those are. 

_ Mr. SCOTT. That third section simply pro- 
vides for the mode in which damages shall be 
assessed where private property is taken. 

. Mr. POMEROY. I did not know but that 
it related to grants. 

Mr. SCOTT. Not at all. 


Mr. POMEROY. It merely relates to the’ 


manner of condemning private property. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. It strikes me that this 
18 very dangerous legislation. If understand 


passed. 


this bill, having only heard it read at the desk, | 
it makes valid a corporation created by the 
Territory of Colorado; makes it, in fact, a cor- 
poration creatéd by the Covigress of the United 
States. The Senator from Pennsylvania may 
know, and I suppose does know, what that 
charter is; I am sure the Senate does not. I 
do not like this species of legislation by which 
bills are called up by unanimous consent and 
the Congress of the United States declares 
valid an incorporation created by some terri- 
torial Legislature of which we know nothing, 
and created without authority of law, for I pre- 
sume the territorial Legislature of Colorado 
had no authority under its organic actto create 
this corporation. Ido not know how that is, 
but I assume that that power is not conferred 
upon the territorial Legislature. Now, shall 
we pass bills of this kind without knowing 
what they are? I think we ought to have 
before us this charter, and know what it is if 
we are going to passsuch lawsatall. Iregard 
it as extremely dangerous to be enacting 
statutes of this character. I do not think we 
ought to pass one of them. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from Illinois 
will give me his attention I think a very brief 
explanation will satisfy him. In 18670 law was 
passed by Congress providing that territorial 
Legislatures should not grant special charters 
of incorporation, but that they might pass 
general laws for the incorporation of man- 
ufacturing, mining, and other industrial cor- 
porations. The Territory of Colorado, as 
many other Territories, in pursuance of that 
act, did pass general laws; and they, sup- 
posing that that act of Congress, under the 
term ‘‘other industrial corporations,” em- 
braced railroad corporations, passed also a 
general railroad law. Under the supposition 
that that general railroad law conferred the 
power, an association was formed for the pur- 
pose of building a narrow-gauge railway from 
the city of Denver southward to the northern 
boundary of Mexico, and they have proceeded 
and built one hundred milesofit. ‘They have 
procured capital upon the supposition that 
their charter was valid, and are still pro- 
gressing with their road. The question now 
arises whether that charter is valid or not, 
and they come here to have it legalized. So 
far as the Jaw which was passed by the Terri- 
tory of Colorado was concerned, it was based 
upon the general railroad law of New York, 
and upon a careful examination of the pro- 
visions of that law nothing objectionable was 
found in it. This bill will only have the effect 
of legalizing that corporation, which has 
already expended a large amount of money, 
and of giving it the right to have the damages 
for private property assessed in the manner 
provided by that third section referred to. 
That is the whole of it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. Fhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 


WILKIN BIESTERFELDT, 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas to some rail- 
road bills, which I think will take but three 
or four minutes, There is no land grant in 
them. They let our people out from El 
Paso east and south, and the parties interested 
are very anxious to have them disposed of. 

Mr. POMEROY. J was very anxious to 
get them up, but as the Senate gave us part 
of the day on Thursday next for bills from 
the Committee on Public Lands, I thought I 
would not call them up until Thursday. I am 
very glad the Senator has spoken of it, and 
on Thursday next I hope to pass them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate re- 
sumes the consideration of the amendment to 
the enforcement law. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator from 
California proceeds, there is a bill reported ; 
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from the Committee on Finance at the request 
of the German Government, in behalf of one 
of its citizens who lost some bonds by fire, 
which presents a very clear and positive casa, 
and if the Senator will allow me I should like 
to have it disposed of. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S; No, 1071) 
for the relief of the heirs of Wilken Biester- 
feldt, late of Spitzendorf, Germany, was read 
the second time, and considered.as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue and deliver to the 
envoy and minister plenipotentiary of. the 
German empire to the United States, for the 
use of the legal representatives of Wilken Bies- 
terfeldt, late of Spitzendorf, Germany, dupli- 
cate bonds of the United States of series 
two, No. 23048 for $1,000; series two, No. 
40573, for $500; series two, No. 735, for 
$100; series four, No. 11050, for fifty dollars ; 
series two, No. 86518, for $1,000; series two, 
No. 7758 to 7756, (each fifty dollars,) $200 ; 
which bonds were destroyed by fire in Spit- 
zendorf on the 5th of April, 1870, and he is 
to pay to such envoy in gold, for the same, the 
interest accruing on the bonds since the pay- 
ment of the last coupons presented. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDATORY ENPFORCEMENY ACT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled 
“ An act to amend an act approved May 31, 
1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses,’’’ the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. Casser zy, to add additional 
sections to the bill. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
read the unanimous order of the Senate 
adopted pending the adjournment on Satur- 
day evening: 

“ That at two o’clock on Monday the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote on the bill and amendments which may 
be pending, and that on amendments offered after 
that time there shall be five minutes debate thereon 
by any Senator; that is, one five-minutes speech on 
each amendment by any Senator.” 


Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I should 
be very glad to yield further, but really the 
time now remaining is so short as greatly: to 
interfere, if not with my discussion of the 
subject now before the Senate, at least with 
the discnssion by any other Senator, 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow 
me to suggest an informal amendment to this 
bill to be voted upon after two o'clock ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. There was an amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas, [ Mr. Ham- 
ILTON,] which was accepted and adopted, pro- 
viding that the supervisors to be appointed 
under the provisions of this bill should serve 
without pay. The vote of the Senate, how- 
ever, decided that it was not intended to 
extend that to those who. were appointed in 
cities having twenty thousand inhabitants or 
more. It turns out upon examination that 
this amendment virtually repeals the second 
section of that act, so that all supervisors will 
be appointed under the provisions of this bill, 
Therefore, to carry out the vote of the Senate, 
I desire to add to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Texas the words ‘‘except those 
authorized to be appointed by the act to which: - 
this is an amendment in cities having twenty 
thousand inhabitants or more.” That will 
simply carry out the wishes of thè Senate 
expressed on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. As I understand it, the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas only 
applies to the commissioners appointed under 
this bill, and leaves the commissioners ap" 
pointed under the original act to receive their 


NMG MORTON. ` ‘The difficulty is this: this 
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bill will affect the second section of that act, 
and all supervisors will, in fact, be appointed 
under this bill; and as the matter now stands 
those appointed in cities having twenty thou- 
sand inhabitants or more will not get any 
pay. The Senate did not intend to do that, as 
was shown by the vote on the amendment un 
Saturday. Therefore, I desire to add to that 
amendment the words, ‘except those author- 
ized to be appointed by the act to which this 
is an amendment in cities having twenty thou- 
sand inhabitants or more.’ That will carry 
out the purpose of the vote of Saturday. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator gives notice 
of that amendment? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir, I give notice of 
it; that is all, 

Mr. THURMAN. When it comes up I hope 
it will be defeated. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The amendment which I 
sentto the desk on Saturday was an amend- 
ment of two sections, In place of the second 
section I have sent up a substitute which F 
will ask the Clerk to read. After some study 
I regard it as much better adapted to carry out 
the purpose for which I offered the second 
of my two sections, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from California modifies his amendment, and 
the amendment will be read as modified. 

The Cmer Crerk. ‘he amendment is to 
udd as additional sections the following : 


Sro.—. That it shall not belawtul for any civil, 
military or naval oflicer of the United States, or other 


person engaged in the civil, military, or naval sor- | 


vieo of the Unitod States, to order, bring, keep, or 


have under his authority or control, any troops or | 


armed men atthe place where any general orspecial 
election is held in any State of the United States of 
Ameren; and that hall not bo Inwful for any 
officer of the Army or Navy of the United States to 
preseribe or Gx, or attempt to prescribe or fix, by 
proclamation, order, or otherwise, the qualitieations 
of vot in any State in the United States of 
Ameria, or in any manner to interfere with tho 
freedom of any oleetion im any State, or with the 
oxereise of the freo right of suffrage in any Stare of 
tho United States. Any ofliver of the Army or Navy 
ofthe United States, or other person engaged in the 


civil, military,or naval service of the United States, | 
who violates this section shall, for overy sueh of | 


fonre, be linb!e to indictment as fora misdemeanor 
ju any court in the United States baving jurisdic- 


tion to hear, try, und determing cases of misde- | 


Meanor, and, on convietion thereof, shall pay a 
fing not exeecding $5,000, aud sufer imprison- 
ment in too penitentiary, not less than three nor 
more than five years, at Che disere 
trying Che same; and any person convieted as atore- 


said shall, moreover, be disqualified from holding | 


noy otee of honor, profit, or trust under the Qov- 


cenipent of the United States: ho shall niso be Hable | 


in n ivil suit to the person injured in a penalty of 
Se, which, with any damages reeruing, may 
bo recovered in nny Girenit court having juris- 
diction: Provided, Mat nothing herein contained 
shall prevent any oficer, soldier, sailor, or mirino 
from exercising tho right of suffrage in any election 
diatriet to which bo may belong, if other 
fied according to Che Laws of tho Stato in whieh ho 
shali offer his vote. 

Mr. CASSIRLY. That section I propose 
to retain, but im place of the second section | 
offer a new one whieh the Clerk will be good 
enough to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sre. ~. That vo officer or person in the civil, mili- 
tary, or naval service of the United States shall, 
directly or indir ly, order or advise, or direetly or 
indirectly, by foree, intimidation, coercion, prom- 
ises, rewards, or any Undueor improper influence or 
inducement, orin any other manner wrongfully in- 
tertere with, hinder, influence, or control any quali- 
fled voter of any State of the United States in or 
about the free exe eof bis right of suffrage accord- 
ing to law at any general or special election in any 
Btate, or attempt so todo, or to that end contrive, 
wake, distribute, or circulate for the use of voters at 
such cleetion any ballot or paper ticket for voting 


different from that required by law, or baving upon | 
it anywhere any mark, number, device, design, | 


color, or other peculiarity or thing intended or cal- 


culated to ascertain how the voter using it voted, or | 


otherwise ly apy mauner 


to interfere with or embar- 
rass biw ju tho freee cise of his right of sutfrage, 
or to destroy or im r the secrecy of the ballot, or 
being of such unusunl size, shape, or color as might 
be intended or calculated to have the same result; 
norsballany such officer or person employ any one 
inor upon auy work, labor, or service of the United 
States for the purpose or with the view of having 
him vote atany such election, whether at the place 
of such employment or elsewhere, nor with or upon 
any such understauding express or implied. Any 
officer or person violating any of the provisions of 


tion of the couré į 


a quali- | 


this section shall be liable in all respects as provided 
in section — of the said act of May 31, 1870, to 
which act this act is amendatory, and upor judg- 
ment civil or criminal against him, shall also be dis- 
qualified from holding any office or employment of 
honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 

Mr. CASSERLY addressed theSenate. [His 
remarks will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. COLE. ‘The time is very near for taking 
the vote; but it will be remembered by the 
Senate that a large portion of the time which 
was allotted to this discussion this morning 
was consumed in the passage of bills with the 
consent of my colleague, who has occupied 
nearly all the residue of the time which was 
to elapse before the voting was to begin. I 
should like to offer a few remarks in reply to 
what my colleague has said, but I cannot do 
it in the two minutes that remain. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I hope the Senator may 
have unanimous consent to go on. 

Mr. COLE. 1 would not have asked this 
privilege but for the manner in which the time 
bas been occupied. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What length of 


time does the Senator desire? An arrange-. 


ment has been made that at two o’ clock, unless 
otherwise ordered, the Senate would proceed 
to vote. 

Mr. COLE. 
enough for me. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California desires ten minutes to reply 
to his colleagae. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
objection to that. 

Mr. STEWART and Mr. SPRAGUE, Say 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. COLE. I do not wish that. 
fifteen minutes will do. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California asks fifteen minutes. Is there 
objection? ‘Lhe Chair hears none, and the 
lime for taking the vote is therefore extended 
unl fifteen minutes after two o'clock. 

Mr. COLI. Mr. President, I was absent on 
Saturday on & conference committee during 
the greater part of the day, and therefore did 
not know all that was said by my colleague un- 
til I read it in the Globe since be commenced 
the speech which he has just concluded. I 
heard a litth: of what he said at that time, to 
ward the close of the day's business; and 
knowing not what he was referring to, 1 made 
the remark that L thought he was laboring 
under some delusion in regard to certain elec: 
tions that had taken place at Vallejo, stating 
at the same time that no single person or in- 
dividual had made any such complaint to me, 
and that E did not know what ground there 
was forit. To-day he sets forth his reasons 
for the statement he then made, by showing 
some ballots that were used or allegelto have 
been used at an election or elections at the 
town of Vallejo. Neither my colleague nor 
any other person will lead me into the delu- 
sion of defending anything that is not fair, 
open, and above-board in elections taking 
place anywhere in this country. So far as 
there has been anything unfair or unmanly in 
the election at Vallejo, 1 will join with him in 
iis denunciation. {f what he says is true, 
there was ground of complaint; but I think 
in some respects he was in error as to the facts. 
In this I am sure he is in error: he alleges 
that the State was scoured for men to be em- 
ployed at Mare Island prior to the election 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should have said “ the 
principal cities in the State.” 

Mr. COLE. Well, the principal cities in 
the State; | take the amendment. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. Sacramento and San 
Francisco chiefly. 

Mr. COLE. I controvert that proposition, 
because I was clearly in position to know that 
such was hardly the case. Iwas then living 
in San Francisco, and know that there was 
great demand for labor at the yard for months 
prior to the election, and there were from 
time to time large discharges of hands from 


I think ten minutes will be 


I hope there will be no 


Ten or 


labor upon the yard, which caused a great deal 
of complaint. Having many applications 
made to me by persons who wanted employ- 
ment there, and who wanted my intercession 
with officers of the yard to obtain them em- 
ployment and with the Department at Wash- 
ington by letter to obtain for them orders for 
employment, I certainly wasof the impression, 
and am still, that there was no necessity for 
scouring the cities of the State for laborers, or 
for any foreman or officer at Vallejo, or on 
the navy-yard making application to persons 
desiring employment to be employed on the 
yard. I remember distinctly that under their 
frequent importunities I did communicate 
with the Department at Washington, askin 
that some relief be afforded to the laboring 
population there, who were placed in distress 
by reason of the discharges just about that 
time, those discharges taking place buta short 
time prior to the election, 

My colleague alludes to the number of votes 
cast in the county of Solano for three years, 
He mentions the vote in 1867, then that in 
1868, showing a very considerable growth in 
the voting population in that year; and then 
he skips over the two following years and gives 
the vote of 1871, showing that in that year it 
was considerably larger than it wag in 1867 
and 1868. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague knows 
why I skipped over 1869 and 1870. There 
was no general election in either of those 
years. He knows that. I took the three gen- 
eral elections for 1867, 1868, and 1871, as a 
fair test. 

Mr. COLE. An election takes place every 
two years of some sort. So we could not have 
passed over 1869 and 1870 without an election. 
My colleague must certainly know that. But 
lam not to be diverted from what I was about 
to say. 

He shows that in 1871 the voting popula- 
tion of that county had increased over what 
it was in 1867 and 1868. If my colleague 
had reflected for a moment, it would have 
occurred to him that there was a good cause 
for that increase of population in that county. 
During that time the town of Vallejo had 
become the terminus of the Pacific railroad 
and was growing very rapidly. In those years 
it had increased in population from, I think, 
probably not more than a thousand or two to 
some six thousand. ‘That will readily account 
for the increased number of voters in that 
county in 1871 over the number three or four 
years prior to that. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California a question before he 
sits down. [ask him to account for the fact 
that the whole increase was Republican. The 
increase was over a thousand as I recollect, 
but it appears that the Democratic vote did 
not increase at all, but every new man who 
came in was a Republican. 

Mr. COLE. I can readily account for that 
on the ground of the better judgment of the 
people there. [Laughter.] They had seen, 
no doubt, the error of their ways, and many 
of them were coming over to the Republican 
cause. The increase of population of the 
county will account undoubtedly for the in- 
crease of votes in the time alluded to. 

It is alleged that the elections of the last 

year were carried on under the direction of 
Government. officials. Mr. President, if that 
is the case, I have never heard of it before. 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. I said the proceedings 
in regard to the vote on Mare Island were 
under the eyes and with the apparent sanction 
of the administration of the yard. 

Mr. COLE. Under their eyes, of courset 
Everybody can look on at an election, and 
everybody who does not attempt to break it 
up is presumed to sanction an election, but I 
think my colleagne must draw very largely 
upon his imagination if he supposes that the 
Government officials proper, at Mare Island 
or at Vallejo, interfered at all with the elec- 
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jon that was goingon. I never heard before, 
certainly, that anything of the kind took place, 
and if any cbarge of that kind has been made 
t has escaped me entirely. I think the elec- 
tion that was conducted there at that time was 
conducted in the usual way; thatis, under the 
State authorities, and without any interven- 
tion on the part of the Federal officers. If 
there was anything like intervention, my col- 
: league ought certainly to beable to name some 
persons who did interfere improperly, and so 
make his charge specific. It may be so; but 
I do not know that there was any one holding 
any official position whatever who in any man- 
ner whatever interfered with the election. 

As to what took place at the polls, my col- 
‘league has inquired into that, I presume, with 
great care, and states something about the tear- 
ing down of some protection that was afforded 
in the form of a frame-work to the voters. 
Such things occur not infrequently at polls 
where there is a great crowd and great strife 
as to who shall vote first. If there had been 
anything like a disturbance or a row or amob 
at this time it would have been generally 
known. I think it will not be alleged by my 
colleague but that everything was carried on 
in an orderly manner, because if it had not 
been I think I should have heard of it. 

As to the form of the ballot, if there were 
many ballots of that kind cast, or if there was 
any attempt made to compel persons to vote a 
ballot of a particular form, I would condemn 
it as heartily as would my colleague. But who 
the parties were who were chargeable with any 
misconduct of the kind I am ata loss to know. 
The idea that the ballots were prepared in this 
city I have no doubt is a delusion, 

Mr. President, my colleague has spoken 
very freely of military interference with the 
v elections in the city of New York and Phila- 

- delphia in 1870. He has shown that during 
‘peaceful times, while there was no cloud of 
war, no commotion of any sort, the military 
authorities were appealed to and soldiers 
brought near the ground of election on election 
day in those large cities. I would ask his 
attention—and I know his memory will readily 
recur to it—to what took place in California 
in that connection some years ago, while Gov- 
ernor Haight, a Democratic Governor, was 
chief magistrate of that Commonwealth. As 
we were approaching an election, a peaceful 
election, an election at which no disturbance 
was anticipated by the people generally, and [ 
presume no ground for the apprehension of 
disturbance by anybody, this same Governor 
communicated with the then Administration, 
(Andrew Johnson’s,) and appealed to him to 
put military forces, subject to his (Governor 
Haight’s) orders, in San Francisco on election 

ay. 

Then the President of the United States 
responded. He did issue his orders to General 
Halleck, and troops were put subject to the 
orders of the Governor, directly or indirectly, 
and orders were issued by which the troops 
were to be mustered in the heart of that city 
on that peaceful day, the right resting on 
Karey street and the left on Clay street, with 
all the array that might be expected to attend 
a military display of the sort; the naval armed 
vessels were, in pursuance of such request of 
Governor Haight, placed at certain positions 
in front of the city, I suppose with the cannon 
charged, ready for action at any time npon 
notice by the Democratic Governor of that 
State. This is the only instance we have ever 
had on the Pacific coast of any interference 
on the part of the Federal authorities or mili- 
tary forces in elections there. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does my colleague 
speak of this martial array as though he had 
seen it himself? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; I have read the orders, 
and I remember them distinctly. 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. I must say that I was 
1n the city of San Francisco on that election 
J, and in all parts of it, and I saw nothing 


of that kind. I will not say: that my colleague 
is under a delusion, but he is under a very 
great mistake, Nothing ‘of that kind hap- 
pened in the way of a parade of armed men in 
San Francisco. 

Mr. COLE. Does my colleague remember 
that orders such as I have alluded to were 
issued in pursuance of Governor Haight’s 
demand upon President Johnson? 

Mr. CASSERLY. After you get through I 
will speak about that. oe 

Mr. COLE. I want to know if my col- 
league’s memory is good upon that point, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have a pretty good 
memory, but L am not able to remember 
things that I never saw. 

Mr. COLE. I am only referring to the mili- 
tary orders that were issued. I do not say that 
the troops were actually called out, or pre- 
sented arms, or anything of that sort; but I 
do know that the orders were issued at the in- 
stigation and by the request of a Democratie 
Governor of that State, and that that was the 
only instance in which there has ever been an 
attempt to use the military there to keep peace 
or quiet on an election day. There was no 
occasion for it then; but it was thought to be 
convenient under a Democratic Administra- 
tion for the purpose of perhaps wielding some 
influence upon the then pending election; and 
all the eloquent remarks that my colleague has 
indulged in about the condition of affairs in 
New York, the peaceful condition of affairs 
there at that time, and the moving to and fro. 
of industrious women and men, applied with 
equal force in this case that arose in San 
Francisco upon an application for miliary 
forces to be used on an election day. 

Mr. President, I cannot detain the Senate 
further, as I see the time that was allotted me 
has expired. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time granted 
to the Senator from California [Mr. Cote] by 
unanimous consent having expired, the time 
has arrived for voting on the bill and pending 
amendments without further debate, after 
which there will be five- minutes debate on 
amendments that may be offered—five minutes 
to any one Senator, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator from 


Indiana will allow me five minutes to reply to | 


the statement of my colleague. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California desires to have five minutes 
further time granted to ‘reply to the remarks 
of his colleague. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. f 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, my col- 
league seems to have overlooked one statement 
made by me, that thirteen hundred of the 
tickets which I exhibited were found in the 
box at that poll at which the men from Mare 
Island voted; and that is about the exact 
number of the increase of the vote of Solano 
county as compared with the vote of the same 
county at the two next preceding general elec- 
tions. I will not do, therefore, for my col- 
league to put off the wouderful increase in the 
vote on the ground of the increase of the pop- 
ulation of the town of Vallejo, which is a dif- 
ferent affair. 

Now, Mr. President, with regard to Gov- 
ernor Haight and bis requisition on the Presi- 


dent of the United States for troops in case | 


he should need them, let me say, in the first 
place, that I have the advantage of my col- 
league in regard to the state of things in San 
Francisco. { was there and he was not. 
There was very serious menace of a disturb- 
ance on the day of the election, growing out 
of a most shameful attack made by some of 
the ruffians who haunt sea-port towns upon the 
Grant procession a few nights before the elec- 
tion. Í say there was serious menace of.a 
very great disturbance there. In reference 
to that the Governor of the State communi- 
cated with the President, and inquired of him | 


whether he could have the services of. United 
States troops, of course under his own author 
ity, in case of need. Does not my colleague 
see the difference between the employment of 
Federal troops upon the requisition of the 
State authorities and the employment of them 
by the Federal Government in spite of ‘the 
State authorities? ` 5 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The time has 
now expired. nA 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORTON. There isan executive mes- 
sage on the table which I think makes itim: 
portant for the Senate to go into executive ses- 
sion for a few minutes; and if that cau be 
done without abrogating the arrangement in 
regard to voting on this bill, I will make that 
motion, 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest whether we had 
not better proceed with this vote and then go 
into executive session afterward. 

Mr. ANTHONY, Very likely there will be 
no further debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. The debate, I understand, 
is closed, and we are only to vote. 

Mr. MORTON. We can probably vote with- 
in a few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Debate has closed 
onthe bill and pending amendments, but there 
is to be five minutes debate by each Senator 
on new amendments that may be offered. If 
the Senate go into executive session now ‘it 
will have the same effect as an adjournment 
would have; as soon as the legislative session 
shall be resumed this agreement would oper- 
ate if the Senate saw fit to stand by the under- 
standing they have agreed to, and they would 
commence voting then as they would now. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is no objection to 
that, having the agreement to stand so as to 
operate when we come out of executive ses- 
sion, [ will make the motion for an executive 
session. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. _ 

Mr. THURMAN. If we are to vote on this 
bill, why not vote on it and then go into exec- 
utive session? 

Mr. MORTON. We shall come out in a 
few minutes. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If an exec- 
utive session would suit the’ Senator from 
Indiana as well afteward, it would save the 
trouble of clearing the galleries now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators appear 
to desire to vole now. Does the Senator from 
Indiana withdraw the motion? 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir; I do not with- 
draw the motion. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty- 
one, noes not counted; and after one hour 
and twenty minutes spent-in the considera- 
tion of executive business the doors were 
reopened. 

AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senate resumes 
the consideration of the bill (S. No. 791) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend an 
act approved May 31, 1870, entitled “An act 


| to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 


States to vote in the several States of the 
Union, and for other purposes,’’’ under the 
understanding that was come to on Saturday. 
The Senate will now proceed to vote on the 
amendments. The first amendment is the 
amendment of the Senator from California, 
(Mr. Casseruy,] which was under discussion 
at the time the Senate went into executive 
session. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I willask.to have each 
section of that amendment voted upon sepe- 
rately. They are quite independent of each 
other. A i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. : The ques 
tion then will be on the first section of the 
amendment, Si 
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Mr. HILL. I should like to have it re- 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read the first section of the 
amendment, as follows: 


Suo.—. That it shall not be lawful for any eivil, 
military, or naval officer of the United States, or 
other person engaged in the civil, military, or naval 
service of the United States, to order, bring, keep, 
or’have under his authority or control, any troops 
orarmed men at the place where any, general or 
special election is hold in any State of the United 
States of America; and that it shall not bo lawful 
for any officer of the Army or Navy of the United 
States to preseribe or fix, or attempt to prescribe or 
fix, by proclamation, order, or othorwise, the quali- 
fications of voters in any State of the United States 
of America, or in any manner to interfere with the 
freedom of any election in any State, or with the 
exercise of the free right of suffrage in any Stato of 
tho United States, Any officer of the Army or Navy 
of the United States, or othor person engaged in the 
civil, military, or naval service of the United States, 
who violatesthissection shall, for every such offense, 
be liablo to indictmont as for a misdemeanor, in any 
court of tho United States having jurisdiction to 
hear, try, and determine cages of misdemeanor, and, 
on conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not exeeed- 
ing $5,000, ond suffer imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary not less than three nor more than five 
years, at the discretion of the court trying the same; 
and any person convicted as aforesaid shall, moro- 
over, bo disqualified from holding any office of 
honor, profit, or trust undor the Government of 
the United States; he shall also be liablo in a civil 
guit to tho person injured in a penalty of $500, 
whieh, with any dumagos accruing, may be ro- 
covered in any circuit court having jurisdiction: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall pro- 
vent any officer, soldier, sailor, or marine from ex- 
orcising the right ofsuilrage in any election district 
to which ho may belong, if otherwise qualified 
necording to the laws of the State in which he shall 
offer his vote. 


Mr. STOCKTON, Task for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr 
Caupenrver.| TP should vote for this amend- 
ment, and he would vote against it, 

Mr. STOCK PON. Lought to have stated 
when the name of the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Bavaro] was ealled that he was obliged 
to go home on account of an engagement with 
his consulting physician, and he is paired with 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cranxpirn | 
on all questions of this character, 

Mr. WEST. On this question Tam paired 
with the Senator from Deluware, | Mr. SAULS- 
bury, | He would vote “yea,” and I should 
vote nay.” 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. My cob 
league | Me. Viexerns | is absent, but I believe 
he is paired off with some Senator on this 
question, 

The result was then announced-—yeas 18, 
nays Bl; ax follows: 


Y ; M Aleorn, Birnir, 
Davis of West Virginis, Goldiby Iininilten of 
Maryland, Hamiltono Texas, Kelly, Norwood, Ran- 
som, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
tan, Pipton and Prambalh 1s, 

0 NAY Se Messes, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buek- 
ingham, Caldwell, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, 
Perry of Michigan, Phenagan, Pretinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Kollogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Nye, Osborns, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rob- 
erison, Sawyer, Boott, Spencer, Stewart, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—3l. 

ABSENT. Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Davis of Kentueky, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Harlan, 
H, Hitebroek, lowe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Rice, Saulsbury, Sher- 
man, Sumner, Vickers, and West-2. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on the second section of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. 

AARI JA r k 
_ Mr, CASSERLY. Lask to have it read, as 
it is some time since it was Jast read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 


Sec. -— That no officer or person in the civil, mili- 
tary, or naval service of the United States shall, 
directly or indirectly, order or udvise, or directly or 
indirectly by force, intimidation, coercion, prom- 
ises, rewards, or any undue or improper influence or 
inducement, or in any other manner wrongfully in- 
terfere with, hinder, influence, or control any qual- 
ified voter of any State of the United States in or 
about the free exercise of his right of suffrage ac- 
cording to law, at any general or special election in 
any State, or attempt so to do, or to that end son- 


erly, Cooper, 


trive, make, distribute, or cireulate for the use of 
voters at such election any ballot or paper ticket for 
voting different from that required by law, or having 
upon it anywhere any mark, number, device, design, 
or color, or other peculiarity or thing intended or 
calculated to ascertain how the voter using it voted, 
or otherwise in any manner to interfere with or om- 
barrass him in the free exercise of his right of suf- 
frage, or to destroy or impair the secrecy of the bal- 
lot, or being of such unusual size, shape, or color as 
might be intended or calculated to have the same 
result. Nor shall any such officer or person employ 
any one in or upon any work, labor, or service of the 
United States for the purpose or with the view of 
having him vote at any such lection, whether at the 
place of such employment or elsewhere, nor with or 
upon any such understanding expressed orimplied ; 
and any officer or person violating any of the pro- 
visions of this section shall be liable in all respects, 
ag provided in section —— of the said act of May 31, 
1870, to which this act is amendatory, and upon 
judgment civil or criminal against him shall also be 
disqualified from holding any ollice or employment 
of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 


Mr. CASSERLY, I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is a blank there 
in reference to a section in the original act. 


Mr. CASSERLY. It should be section 
four. 

Mr. THURMAN. The blank ought to be 
filled. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The blank will 
be filled by inserting the word “ four.” 

Mr. ALCORN, I ask if the amendment 
that has been read has been printed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted——yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: 

YAS = Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of us, Iit, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Ransom, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, and West--19, 

NAYS-—~Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buek- 
inghain, Clayton, Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Connecti- 
ent, Berry af Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Hireheocek, Kellogg, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sa sr, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Wilson, and Wright—26. 

ABSEN T--Messrs, Bayard, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carponter, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of Kontucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Gilbert, 
lamin, Harken, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, 
Pool, Rice, Sauisbury, Seharz, Spencer, Sumner, 
Viekors, and Windom--20. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Lmove toamend the bill 
hy inserting the following as a new section : 


See. + Phat all disabilities imposed by tho third 
section of the fourteenth art 


tiele of amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States on persons 
therein montioned be, and the sameare hereby, ro- 
moved: Provided, That this act shall not apply to, 
or in any way afloetor romove, the disability of any 
person included in either of the following classes, 
namoly ; first, members of the Congress of the United 
States who withdrew therefrom and aided the rebel- 
Wavy of the 

‘af twenty- 


lion; second, officers of the Army or 
UnitedStates who, being above tho as 

one years, left said Army or Navy and aided the 
rebellion, 


Mr. President, that is the first sectioa of the 
amnesty bill as it passed the House of Repre- 


| sentatives, except that I have changed the 


phraseology a little by striking out the words 
tall legal and polincal’? and simply saying 
“all disabilities imposed,” which I think is 
better phraseology: and I have left out the 
second section of the bill as it passed the 
House. ‘Phis is the bill precisely as it passed 
the House for the removal of political disabili- 
ties, removing the disabilities of those and 
only those that the bill as it passed the House 
removed; it contains the same exceptions. 

Mr. PREGCINGHUYSEN., What was the 
second section? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The second section re- 
quired the parties whose disabilities were 
removed to go before a court and make oath. 
T have left that out; butthis removes the dìs- 
abilities of precisely those persons that the 
House voted to remove them from, and none 
others. 

Mr. NYE. Is it inorder to move to amend 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Itis. 


Mr. NYE. I move to add the second sec- 
tion of the House amnesty bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by adding: 


Src. —. That before any person shall be entitled to 
the benefit of this act, he shall, within tho district 
where he resides, before a clerk of some court of the 
United States, or a United States commissioner, 
take and subscribe an oath or aflirmation tosupport 
the Constitution of the United States, and to bear 
true faith and allegiance tothe same; which oath or 
affirmation shall be forwarded by said officer to the 
Secretary of State of the United States, who shall 
cause a list of all persons complying with the pro- 
visions of this act to be laid before Congress at the 
opening of cach session thereof; and the officer be- 


fore whom such oath oraffirmation is made shall give ` 


to the person taking it a certificate of the fact, under 
such forms and regulations as the Secretary of State 
shall prescribe. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not; this 
ig an amendmentto an amendment. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada to the amendment of the Senator from 
Hlinois. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. This is the vote on tha 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada, I 
hope that will be adopted. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 36, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Boro- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harian, 
Hiteheock, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, 
Windom, and Wright—36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 
West. Virginin, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Rice, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and Wilson—24. 

ABSEN'T—Messrs.. Bayard, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
ilowo, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Sauls- 
bury, Vickers, and West—2l. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, for rea- 
sons given ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Chair will 
state to the Senator from West Virginia that 
by the agreement made, an amendment must 
be moved or there can be no debate. When 
an amendment is moved the Senator can speak 
five minutes. i 

Mr. MORTON. 
pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Hlinois has a pending amendment, and 
the Senator from West Virginia can speak on 
that five minutes. 

Mr. BOREMAN. For reasons stated some 
days since, [ expect to vole for the removal of 
political disabilities to the extent compre- 
hended by the amendment now proposed; but 
it must be evident to every friend of the ori- 
ginal billreported by the Senator from Indiana 
that if this amendment is putupon this bill,the 
Senator from Massachusetts will then come on 
with his civil rights bill, which, as the votes 
heretofore had shown, will be attached, and 
that will defeat the original proposition. That 
will be the result. Now, it may be well for 
the friends of the original bill to consider this 
matter before they cast their votes on this 
amendment, for if this amendment is carried, 
we have the other struggle which we have 
passed over twice heretofore at this session } 
and it will result, as I have said, in the defeat 
of the original bil}. . 

This is all I have to say. I merely rose to 
call the attention of members to it. Iam a 
friend of the amendment now submiited if it 
were offered as an original proposition; but 
attached to this bill, which must result in its 
defeat, I am opposed to it. 


Isthat open to amendment 


There is an amendment 


I call for the’ 
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Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, concurring 
in all that the Senator from West Virginia has 
said, I wish to add that without reference to 
the effect of this amendment upon the original 
proposition, I shall vote against it upon the 
ground which Ihave all along maintained: that 
it is improper to tack together legislative 
+ measures one of which requires but a majority 
vote, and the other of which requires a two- 
thirds vote. It seems to me it is about as 
vicious in legislation as it would have been 
in the old Jews to have violated the Levit- 
ical law which said to them, “ Thou shalt not 
‘plow with an ox and an ass yoked together.” I 
‘shall vote against all such propositions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was of the same 
opinion as the Senator from Pennsylvania; but 
the Senator from Pennsylvania and myself, I 
trust, are both practical men. The Senate 
has decided differently, and in our action 
here we must conform to the decision of the 
majority in establishing its rules. The ma- 
jority of this body has said that it is: proper 
to annex a bill which can be passed by a major- 
ity to a bill that can only be passed by a two- 
thirds vote; that it is in order and a proper 
thing todo. That being so, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, if he is in favor of amnesty, 
cannot avoid the responsibility by saying, “I 
will not. vote for it; you do not bring it in at 
the right time and in the right way,” for am- 
nesty has been defeated in the Senate twice 
by attaching to it things that do not belong to 
it. Now the Senator from West Virginia, I 
regret to see, is disposed to abandon amnesty. 
If there is a majority of the Senate for am- 
nesty, as I believe there is, let us stand by it; 
let the country be no longer deceived by these 
professions for amnesty and votes to kill am- 
nesty. Here is the very bill—— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from Illinois a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly, though I 
have got but five minutes, ~ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the 
Senator vote for the bill if this is attached 


to it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will vote for the bill 
with amnesty on it certainly; and I ask will 
the Senator from Vermont vote for it? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should 
vote for any amuesty bill on the principles of 
the House bill. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is the very House 
bill. Then I understand my friend from Ver- 
mont is committed? I will vote for the bill 
with amnesty upon it. I want amnesty so 
much that I will vote for almost anything that 
is not unconstitutional to get it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator permit me 
a question? Suppose, then, that following 
out his practical ideas and his suggestions, the 
civil rights bill gets on by the same process? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I know of no civil 
rights bill. j 

Mr. SUMNER. Iknowofone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is a bill that has 
been misnamed a civil rights bill, proposing to 
establish social rights which is unconstitutional 
in its provisions, and which I shall not vote 
for. But the Senator from Pennsylvania and 
myself agreeing, and the Senator from West 
Virginia, I believe, agreeing, let us unite to- 
gether and vote down this misnamed civil 
rights bill, this monstrosity that has got a name 
thai does not belong to it, that seeks under 
false pretenses to impose upon the country 
and upon the colored people of the country by 
giving it a name. You cannot make a mule 
a horse by calling ita horse. Let us vote it 
down. . If there are in this Senate a majority 
of the friends of ‘amnesty, let them evidence 
their faith by their works, By their votes ye 
shall know them; and if %ey are not for am- 
nesty and vote to put on it bills misnamed civil 
tights—called bills to establish equal rights 
when they establish no equality—if they are 
for that and for defeating amnesty, let us un- 
derstand it. But, sir, I think here is an oppor- 
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and let the friends of amnesty stand by it; as 
we have got the whole bill on by the motion 
of the Senator from Nevada, who has added 
the second section, so that we now have the 
precise House bill, I hope every friend of am- 


nesty will vote against further amendment: to- 


it, however plausible. 
bill and pass it. 

_ Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I propose, 
in spite of the earnest and almost menacing 
language of the Senator from Illinois, to vote 
against this amendment 

Mr. MORTON. That is right. 

Mr. WILSON. The House of Representa- 
tives has passed to-day an amnesty bill; it 
will be here soon., They gave thirty-six ma- 
jority for a civil rights bill in the House 


to-day. 

Mr. SUMNER. They did to-day? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir, they did to-day. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is good. 

Mr. WILSON. But it was not enough to 
pass it, it requiring a two-thirds vote. Now, 
sir, an amnesty bill is on its way here. There 
is.no contest in Congress about amnesty and 
has not been for months. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But we cannot pass it. 

Mr. WILSON. Then—— 

Mr. KELLOGG, Allow me to say that it 
goes further to the satisfaction of the Senator 
from Illinois than this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. The controversy has been 
about civil rights and not about amnesty. I 
expect a civil rights bill from the House in a 
very short time, and I want to see the amnesty 
bill and the civil rights bill both here, and 
then we shall not have them antagonized 
against each other. We can take each u 
separately and pass both bills, and have bot 
of them become a law at this session. There- 
fore, sir, I shall vote against this amendment 
to put amnesty on this bill. ` 

I have a word to say as to what the country 
well understand. The country knowsquite as 
well what is going on here and what has been 
going on all winter and what has gone onat one 
convention and what will go on at others as 
the rest of us do, and the country is quite as 
cool aud quite as calm as we are about it. I 
hope the Senate will vote down this proposi- 
tion, pass this bill, and then take up the 
bill that comes from the House of Repre- 
sentatives at the proper time. I hope further 
we shall have a bill for civil rights and we will 
consider both and have them both pass sep- 
arately during this session. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I give no- 
tice that should the motion of the Senator 
from Illinois prevail, and the amnesty bill be 
fastened upon the pending measure, I shall 
try to attach a much superior and more im- 
portant measure, which, notwithstanding what 
he says, I shall insist upon calling the civil 
rights bill. The Senator says my bill is- for 
social equality. Now, I have often said in 
this Chamber that I prefer thata colored orator 
should answer a Senator like the Senator from 
Illinois. I read from Mr. Frederick Doug- 
lass’s speech only the other day. I hope the 
Senator will not go because I wish him to hear 
how Mr. Douglass answered him. Mr. Doug- 
lass anticipated the speech this day. You 
would think he had the gift of second sight, 
Mr. President, or second hearing orsomething, 
of the kind: 


“We are here to-night to urge equality in our 
common schools, because there of all other places 
isthe place to start right. The common school is 
the basis of our whole system, and without it the Uni- 
ted States would be little better than uneducated 
Jamaica. We are met with an objection at once. It 
is urged that our zealous white friends are endeav- 
oring to force social equality in the country. 


There it is; the very objection made by the 
Senator from Illinois, “ social equality.” Mr. 
Douglass proceeds: 


“We do not aim at any such thing. The colored 
people desire nothing so intangible. It is unknown 
to the laws of this country or any other country. I 
understand what. is meant by equality before the 


Let us hold on to this 


nee 


tunity to pass the bill. which the House passed ; 


law, but social equality. I am-entirely ignorant of. 
Lknow there are little rings and cotories. where meri 
are equal, but there is no sych thing us social equal« 
ity in a national scale. -What is social equality.? 18 
it to walk tho streets with others, to ride in thé cars. 
to drink the same water?. If these. constitute social 
equality, then L am for it. “I don’t think that even 
the editor ofthe Pilot, ifhe drank atthe same pump 
with Fred. Douglass, would consider him his soaink « 
equal, and [don’t know what Fred, Douglass would 
think on the other side. [Laughter.] Bat if itbe 
understood that. we are endeavoring: to. forse our 
white neighbors to invite usto their drawing-rooms; 
to allow us to marry their. sons. and-daughtors—if 
this is social equality, then I contend that it is 
wrong to confound the common-school subject with 
thisidea, There was.no. distinction between color 
when I was a boy playing with my fellows.: It-was 
only when the black man asserted himself a man 
and endeavored to be œ man among mèn, that the 
line was drawn. I desire, and the gentlemen on. this 
platform desire, that the. colored child have the 


same common-sohool Nght? — 

Mr. Douglass uses the term that the Sena- 
tor from Illinois discards: 

“ the same common-school right”— ; 

I wish my voice was much louder,’ that I’ 
night make that word thunder through thig 
and— 
tas any other child has, and I say until this’ is 
done there will be no such thing in this country as 
a common-school system.” : 

That is the answer which I make to. the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. MORTON, Mr. 
President—— i i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ilinois first addressed the Chair, wmd 
the Chair of course awards the floor to him; 
but by the agreement there is to be only five- 
minutes debate by any Senator on any one 
amendment. À 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to strike out 
the second exception in the pending amend- 
ment. 


Mr. MORTON. I rise to a question of 


order. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. Senator 
from Indiana rises to a question of order, 
which he will state, 

Mr. MORTON. I rise to this question: 
whether upon a fair construction of the rule, 
and its fair and equitable administration, its 
effect can be dodged in that way? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the word ‘‘dodged”" is scarcely parliamentary. 

Mr. MORTON. It may not be parlia- 
mentary- 

Mr. SCOTT. 
[Laughter. } 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
rule upon the point without expressing an 
opinion upon that-matter. By the rule of 
amendments, amendments to amendments are 
in order, anda Senator hasa right to move 
an amendment to an amendment. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois, now moves to amend this 
amendment as it has been amended by. the 
Senate. The Chair thinks he has the right 
under parliamentary law to do so. The 
Chair thinks that, under this five-minutes rule 
as stated on Saturday, he believes by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. ‘uurMan] or some Sena- 
tor on the right of the Chair, debate can be 
prolonged for a long time by moving amend- - 
ments. Still the parliamentary law allows the 
Senator to move the amendment, and it is now 
in order, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall occupy but a 
moment, and would have been through before 
this if I had been allowed to proceed. I sup- 
pose it is. competent to answer the high 
authority of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
being that of a colored man, by the same high 
authority, being that of a colored man, no lessa 
distinguished person than Professor Langston. 
Now, out of the words of a colored man; [ pre- 
fer to answer the argument of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Let a colored. man ‘answer 
that Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
thorizes me-—— ie 

Mr. TRUMBULL. T shall be through in a 
moment. The Senator. will please wait until 
I am through. Da 


But is very expressive. 


Professor Langston. au- 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Illinois declines to yield, he cannot be 
interrupted without bis consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Professor Langston’s 
speech. is reported in a paper printed in the 
city of Washington, which 1 believe is known 
as the Daily Morning Chronicle. Now, we 
will see what he says: 

HI am in favor of civil rightsand common schools 
and social equality. his is all I ask, and I will 
take nothing Jess than that.” 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, I have conversed 
with Professor Langston on that very point, and 
he told me he was misreported. The Senator 
uses an authority which is no authority. 
[Laughter. J 

Mr. BOREMAN. The coarse of the Senator 
from Ilinois in regard to myself seems to me a 
little singular. I care nothing for the fact 
itself or for the course imputed to me, except 
that he repeats to-day what he said in regard 
to my course the other day. On that occasion 
he had to make an explanation and withdraw 
the statement which he had made. ‘To-day, 
however, because I do not choose to follow 
his lead and defeat the original bill introduced 
by the Senator from Indiana, he has repeated 
the statement that I haveabandoned amnesty, 
and without any foundation whatsoevar, fol- 
lowing immediately upon the statement which 
Thad made, that if this bill were here by itself 
T should vote for it, aud vote for it for the 
reasons which [ had given heretofore, and that. 
I opposed it here simply because it must result | 
in the defeat of the bill under consideration 
as originally introduced; that it would be fol | 
lowedyas we now have it stated it will be, 
by the effort to tack on to itthe civil rights | 
bill, as it is called—the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusotte—which, if it meets with 
ng many friends as it did a few days since, will 
become a portion of it, and must ultimately 
defeat this bill, because it cannot get a two- 
thirds vole. Now, sir, why the Senator from 
Hlinois should to-day repeat the charge that L 
have abandoned amnesty when L have ex- 
prossly stated that l was in favor of it and 
would vote forit if it was hero separately, I 
eannot understand. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President--—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator proceeds, the Chair will state that at half 
past four o'clock, by order of the Senate, the 
Senate takes u recess untl half past seven 
o'clock, the evening session to be devoted to 
reports from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and the business now pending lo be the unfin- 
ished business at the meeting to-morrow at 
twelve o'clock, after the morning hour. 

Mr. COLI. I should like tosubmit a report 
from a conference committee now or after the 
recess. 

The VICI PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Indiana yield or decline to yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that we extend 
the tine half an hour. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Ohio asks that the time for the afternoon 
session be extended until five o'eloek. - 


Mr. TROMBULL and others. Oh, no. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ulinois objects, Does the Senator yield | 
to the conference report? 

adr, MORTON, Kas sin 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
first receive a message from the House of 
Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa. | 
tives, by Mr. MePuersoy, its Clerk, announced | 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the | 
Senate: | 

A bill (H. R. No. 2313) to authorize the | 
construction of a bridge over the tide-water i 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine; and || 

A bill (H. R. No. 2761) to remove political | 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth article | 


of the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE.’ T now submit a report from a 
conference committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Task that the 
time be extended for ten minutes, so as to 
consider this report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithink wecan get through 
with the report by the time fixed for the recess, 
My objection is simply this: if we are to meet 
at half past seven o'clock this evening we 
certainly should not sit here now until five 
o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will read the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
five minutes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. To read the report? 

Mr. SLIERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will make 
tion to extending the time so as to 
report to be read. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
not then announce the close of the alternaon 
session until a quarter to five o'clock, unless 
some Senator demands it or a vote be taken 
on this question in the mean time. 

The Chief Clerk read the conference report, 
as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two TLouses on the amendment to bill 
(i. R. No. 1634) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficioneies in the appropriations for the service ofthe 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1872, 
nnd for former years, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing net, after fall and free conference have agreed 
to recommend, and do recommend, to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

That the Senato recede from their amendmonts 
numbered 20, 27, and 57. 

That the flouse of Representatives recede from 
their disagroement to tho amondmonts of the Son- 
ato numbored 2, 5, 7, 28, 80, 85, 37, 53, 50, and 62, and 
agree to tho same, 

Tho Senate recede from their first amendment, 
and agree to the amendment of the House to said 
amendment, 

That. tho House recede from their disagreement to 
the third amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
tho sumo with the following amendments: in lino 
two of said amendment striko out the words “to 
pay tho” and insert in lheu the following words: 
“thatthe paymeut ofp? and in the same line, after 
tho word ‘for,’ insert the word “actual” and 
striko out of snid amendment all after the word 
“ President,’ in tine five down to the end of line 

amd insert in lien the following words: ‘is 
lrereby authorized; and the Sonate agree to tho 
same, 

That tho House recede from the first clause of 
their amondment to tho sixth amendment of the 
Sonate; and that the Senate recede fram their dis- 
ugreement to the second elauso of the amendment 


The Secretary 


It will take more than 


no objec- 
allow the 


ab 


i of tho House to said amendment, and agree to the 


same 

That tha Senato recede from so much of their 
twenty-fifth wamendment as proposed to insert words, 
nnd the Mouse agree to said amendment as so 
modified, 

That the House rocedo from their amendment to 
the twunty-sixth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to tho anmo with the following amendment; 
in line five of said amendment, strike out the word 


“one” and insert in liou thereol the word “two,” | 
; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the sumo with the following: restore the word 
“three” to the bill; and in jino seven, on page 13 
of the biH, strike out the words “and fifty? and 
the Sennte neree to the sume. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the thirty-second amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amendment 
insert the words "and twenty-five; ” and the Senate 
agree to the sane, ` 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the foHowing amendment: 
in leu of tho words inserted by said amendment 
insert the following words: *'six hundred and twenty- 
five; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senato recede from their forty-second 
amendment, and agree to the amendment of the 
House to said amendment. $ f 

That the House receds from their disagreement to 
the ffty-eighth amendment of the Senate, aud agree 
to the samo with the foll6wing amendment: in 
liew of the words stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following words: “Provided,” ‘That this 
appropriation. shall continue available until the 
3uth of June, 1873, and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the several amendments of the House, to the 
eleventh, twenty-fourth, thirty-sixth, thirty-eighth, 


forty-first, forty-third, forty-sixth, forty-ninth, and 
fiftieth amendments of the Senate; and agree to the 


same. 
That the [louse recede from their amendment to 
the sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate and agree 
to the same with the following amendment, substi- | 
tute for said Senate amendment the following: “that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, ° 
authorized and directed to pay to the lawful owners, 
or their legal representatives, of all cotton seized 
after the 30th day of June, 1569, by the agents of the 
Government unlawfully and in violation ot their 
instructions, the net proceeds, without interest, of 
the salo of said cotton actually paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States: Provided, That the receipts 
thereof shall be taken and received in full satisfac- 
tion of aliclaims against the United States for or 
on account of the seizure of said cotton; and a suf- 
ficient sum for such payment is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated: And provided further, That the forego- 
ing provisions shall not apply to any celain now 
pending before the Court of Claims, nor to any claim 
not filed in the Treasury Department within six 
months after the passage of this act; and the sum of 
$20,000 is hereby appropriated for the payment of 
the necessary expenses of defending the United 
States in respect to claims for said proceeds, to be 
expendcd under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury ;” and the ae nyte to the samo. 


4 ü, 
J. L. ALCORN, 

Managers on the partof the Senate. 
JAMES A. GARFIELD, 
LUKE P., POLAND, 

5. 5. MARSHALL, 


Managers onthe part of the House. 

I concurin the recommendations of the conferees 
except to thaton thesixty-fourth amendment of the 
Sonate, to which respectfully dissent. 

JOIN SHERMAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI can get the attention 
of the Senate f will state ina word—— 

The VIC PRESIDENT. The Senate will 
come to order, The Senator from Ohio de- 
sires to explain the conference report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not rise to explain 
the conference report, because I dissent from 
the action of the committee on the sixty- 
fourth amendment, or what is known as the 
Morrill amendment. Iwas not able to agree 
with my colleagues on the committee in regard 
to that amendment. As tothe Morrill amend- 
ment itself, the House having rejected it, T 
did not feel bound to insist upon it, because the 
rule in conference committees, as f understand 
it, is always where one House rejects an inde- 
pendent proposition the other House ought, 
not to force it upon them against their consent. 
Therefore, wheu the House by a very large 
vote rejected the Morrill amendment I did not 
consider myself bound to insist at the hazard 
of the bill upon that amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. And did not see the folly 
of putting it on? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; [did not. But 
the House attached to the MorrilL amendment 
an independent proposition authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay claims for 
cotton seized after the 80th of June, 1865, 
The total amount of these claims was about 
five million dollars. The amount that would 
have been covered by the amendment of the 
House was said to be from one to two mil- 
lions. After considerable controversy, this 
was modified so that the amount was somewhat 
reduced. But I never will sign a conference 
report where a proposition is made by either 
House that has not been discussed in the other 
House, that cannot be discussed under our 
rules, and that would involve the large sums 
of money involved in this amendment. 

This amendment authorizes the payment by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, upon his own 
examination, of claims to the amount of five 
hundred thousand doilars and upward; how 
much I do not know, depending entirely upon 
the judgment of the Secretary. That subject 
has never been presented to the Senate. The 
Senate cannot now take a vote upon it. There 
is no way in which the Senate can amend the 
proposition. It is the introduction of new 
matter under colof of an amendment to an 
amendment, and I think it is a very vicious 
practice. It carries the doctrine of conference 
reports far beyond what I think is right and 
proper. 

Now, sir, there is no difficulty in either 


House in presenting this subject at any time ; 
and my objection to this conference report. is 
that this proposition was not abandoned with 
: the Morrill amendment. Then if there is 
really a sum of money due to any portion of 
our citizens for lawful claims, the subject may 
be presented to the Committee on Claims, or 
‘iwsome other form, in such a way that the 
Senate may have action upon it. It. strikes 
me, however, as the controversy between the 
two Houses is on this amendment, that the 
better way would be for the Senate, unless the 
“ body is so thin now that they cannot act upon 
it, to non-concur in this report and then recede 
from the Morrill amendment, and that ends 
the controversy, because if the Senate recede 
from the Morrill amendment, the House 
amendment to that amendment falls with it, 
and then the whole matter is disposed of with- 
out entering into this, as I think, dangerous 
legislation. [therefore felt bound to make this 
statement, and to give the reasons why I could 
not concur in this report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires. to ascertain how the Senator from Indi- 
ana yielded to the report,ewhether it was by 
unanimous consent to be superseded if it was 
not finished before fifteen minutes to five 
o’clock. 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If this matter is 
not concluded then, the Chair will call up the 
enforcement bill at that time. 

Mr. COLE. It wijl be remembered that 
tlie House rejected the Morrill amendment 
and substituted for it an amendment to which 
the Senate probably would not acquiesce. 
That was modified by the committee in four 
particulars. In the first place, it was restricted 
to cotton seized in violation of law; ‘the tak- 


-. ing of cases from the Court of Claims and 


presenting them to the Department was pro- 
hibited ; the time for the presentation of these 
claims to the Department was limited to six 
months after the passage of the law; and an 
appropriation was provided for the use of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to be used as he 
sees fit, to resist claims of that kind. 

These amendments I can properly state 
were prepared by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and [ hold in my hand a long letter from 
that officer on this subject which { should like 
very much to have read if there was time, but 
I rather think there is not, as itis quite lengthy. 
Tn this letter he states that the amount that 
will probably be paid under this amendment, 
as modified by himself, would be not to exceed 
$500,000, aud that is the amount that is prob- 
ably involved in the amendment. The sub- 
ject has been before the conference committee 
a long time, and it will be‘inferred that there 
has been a good deal of effort on the part of the 
committee to reach some conclusion in regard 
to it. We submit this report for the purpose 
of taking the judgment of the Senate on the 
question. If the judgment of the Senate is 
that this ought not to be accepted, of course 
the Senate branch of the conference commit- 
tee without any hesitation will at once accept 
that as the instruetion of the Senate on the 
subject. I thought it due to the Senate to 
state so much as I have with regard to the 
action of the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
it, the proposition being satisfactory to that 
officer, who will have the administering of 
that part of the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to ask a question 
as to the effect of a vote of the Senate non- 
concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference. The papets being here, the Dill 
and the amendments of the House being before 
us, itis perfectly in order, as I understand, to 
recede from the sixty-fourth or Morrill amend- 
ment, which carries with it this disputed propo- 
Sitlon, 

Thé VICE PRESIDENT. It would be in 
order to recede from the Morrill amendment, 
80 called, if it had not been amended by the 
House ; but having arrived at that stage, if the 
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Senate disagree to the amendment: they will- 


have to ask a new conference, or ask the House 
to recede themselves.. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be- no dif- 
culty, then, because the Senate can recede from 
this amendment, and that drops this disputed 
question out of the bill. ae BON : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If this report 
were disagreed to, it could be recommitted to 
the same conference committee. = o0 

Mr. SHERMAN. The purpose was to pre- 
sent Wistinctly to the Senate whether they de- 
sired the conference to add this new item to the 
appropriations. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT., That would be a 
test-vote on this question. ; 

Mr. BOREMAN. I simply rise to ask the 
Senator presenting this report whether the 
Morrill amendment was agreed to by the con- 
ference? 

Mr. COLE. No; that was stricken out by 
the House; that isto say, they disagreed to 
that amendment, and proposed a substitute 
for it which probably is pretty well understood 
on the part of the Senate. Ihave it here. It 
is as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury bo, and ho is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the law- 
ful owners, or their legal representatives, of all éot- 
ton seized after the 30th day of June, 1805, by the 
agents of the Government, the net proceeds, without 
interest, of the sales of such cotton actually paid into 
the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That 
tho receipt thereof shall be taken and received in 
full satisfaction of all claims against the United 
States for or on account of the seizure of such cot- 
ton; and a sufficient sum for such payment is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized to prescribe rules and 
regulations for the ascertainment of all necessary 
facts for the execution thereof. i 

Mr. BOREMAN. And that is all there is 
on the subject ? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; that has been. mod- 
ified by the conference committee by adding 
several propositions. In the first. place, we 
insert the words ‘seized unlawfully and in 
violation of the instructions of the Depart- 
ment.’? Then we provide that no claims shall 
be taken from the Court of Claims and pre- 
sented to the Department for payment. We 
further provide that all claims that are to be 
paid under this provision shall be presented 
within six months from the passage of the bill, 
and then we provide a fund of $20,000 for the 
use of the Secretary of the Treasury in defend- 
ing claims of this kind in his Department, 

Mr. BLAIR. {can see no propriety in vot- 
ing down this conference report by reason of 
the amendment made by the House of Repre- 
sentatives: It isa plain and simple proposi- 
tion to pay for cotton that was taken by the 
Government unlawfully and the proceeds of 
which have been in the possession of and used 
by the Government for now nearly seven years, 
and it pays no interest. I think the sense of 
justice in the Senate will lead us to vote to 
concur and not to vote down this conference 
report. l shall vote for it because it is an act 
of justice to people who have been wronged 
clearly and unequivocaily, as has been decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in 
a case which has gone before it. There #s no 
possible question that after the war ceased 
it was illegal to take these people’s property, 
and I believe the Senate will doan act of jus- 
tice and will do what is creditable to the Gov- 
ernment in agreeing to this conference report. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will allow me, I wish to state one fact 
only that. I omitted ; that is, that if there was 
any claim of this kind which could properly 
be paid by the Government of the United 
States, there was from the time of the unlaw- 
ful seizure up to August 1868,.a period of over 
two years, during which these claimants might 
have presented their claims to the Treasury 
Department and-beenpaid. In August, 1868, 
after a long debate, which was participated in 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] 


and the Senator-from. Maine (Mr. Fessenden R) 
this money was carried inio the Treasury -for* 
the very purpose of putting anend.to.the pay- 
ment of these claims, it being then believed 
that all claims.which conld fairly be wade out 
against the cotton fund had been sabmitted,, 
and then by the action. of Congress, after a full 
debate, this money was carried to the surplus 
fand.. This is to: reopen the door asto the- 
one that arose out of. seizures. after July.1, 
5. : i : aes 

Mr. ALCORN. Ido not propose—~ -> 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that there are but. two minutes of. the 
afternoon session now remaining. PAGS! Ov 

Mr. COLE. J move that the time be eg- 
tended to five o'clock. . lt is an important 
matter. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This must be: 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me there’ 
is no probability of getting. through with this, 
if it is going to be discussed, and-I object 
myself to sitting here until five o’clock and 
then meeting at half past seven. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to make an 
inquiry. Will anything be in order to-night 
but bills from the Naval Committee? «© 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | Nothing but 
bills from the Committee on Naval Affairs, by 
the understanding of the Senate... The Sena- 
tor from Nevada [Mr. Nye] is to occupy the 
chair during the evening session, and the Sen- 
ate have instructed the Chair not to entertain 
unanimous consent for anything but naval bills, 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr, ALCORN] 
has risen to debate this report, and thé*Chair 
must call up the amendatory enforcement bill, 
so as to leave it as unfinished business, ‘The 
Senate resumes the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 791.. The „hour of four o'clock and 
forty-five minutes having arrived, the Senate 
now takes a recess until half past seven o'clock; 
to consider at the evening session bills from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs.’ ae 


EVENING SESSION, 
The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o’clock p, m. 


WIDOW OF ADMIRAL FARRAGUT. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Nye 


in the chair.) The Senate has assigned this 
evening for the consideration of business ori; 
ginating in the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
and no other business can be entertained by 
the Chair, ; ; 

Mr. CRAGIN. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Fretincuvysen] desires to call 
up a bill which has been reported from the 
Naval Committee, and as he is unwell and 
wishes to leave, I have consented that he shall 
do so at this time. Itis understood that if 
the bill occupies any time it will be with- 
drawn. ; 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 746, granting a pension to the 
widow of the late Admiral Farragut, reported 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill 

will be considered as before the Senate if 
there be no objection. 
. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 746) 
granting a pension to the widow of the late 
Admiral Farragut. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to insert in: line 
four the words ‘ Virginia L.” before the word 
“ Farragut,” and in line six, after ‘the words 
“ pay her, ” to insert the words “ from the in: 
terest on she Navy pension fund ;”” so thatthe 
bill will read : 


Be it enacted, &e., That the Secretary. of the In- 
terior be, and is hereby, ‘authorized to place the 
name of Virginia L. Farragat, widow of D. G, Far- 
ragut, deceased, late Admiral.of the. United States. 
Navy, on the pension-reH. and allow and pay her 
from the interest on the Navy pension fund a pon- 
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sion at the rate of $2,000 per annum, from and after 
the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE F. CUTTER. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
roceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
o. 171. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 171) for the relief of 
Paymaster George F. Cutter. It proposes to 
authorize the accounting officers of the Treas- 


ury Department to credit George F. Cutter, 
paymaster in the United States Navy, with the 
sum of $254 in coin, now checked against him 
on the books of that Department, being the 
amount stolen from the funds of the United 
States on board the ship Piscataqua, in the 
harbor of Yokohama, Japan, in September, 


1868. 

Mr. POMEROY. Is there a report in that 
case? 

Mr. CRAGIN, -There is no report, but I 
have a statement in regard to it here. This 
bill passed the House at the last Congress, and 
I will read what was said very briefly at that. 
time by Mr. Stevens, who reported it from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in the House: 

“Mr, Srevens, It is a very small matter, and if 
the gentleman will give mo his attontion [will state 
the whole facts in a moment. In September, 180s, 
tho ‘Lremsury chest on board the steamer Piscataqua 
was broken into and $25 6f Mexican coin stolen 
from the stoamor, Tho partios who committed the 
theft, wore triod, conviotod, und sent to the peniten- 
tiary. Tho paymastor was oxoncratod by the court 
from all blame, and, according to the usual eustom 
in such cases whore tho loss othorwiso would full on} 
nn innocent party: wo have revommended that this 
monoy should be paid. 

Mr. HAMLIN. What is the amount? 

Mr, CRAGIN. ‘Two hundred and fifty-four 
dollars, The board exonerated the paymaster, 
nnd the thieves were arrested and punished, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


HARRIET B. PENDLETON. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate now 

roceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
o. 259. 

The motion was agreed to; nud the bill (S. 
No, 259) for the reliefof Mrs. Harriet B. Pen- 
dieton, widow of George IL. Pendleton, late 
of the United States Navy, was considered ag 
in Committee of the Whole. Ft provides that! 
Mra. Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George 
H. Pendleton, late acting master of the Uni- 
ted States Navy, who was captured January 
7, 1864, on the const of South Carolina, in the 
discharge of his duties, shall be entitled to re- 
ceive the share of all prizes captured by the | 
United States steamer Montgomery during the | 
time of his imprisonment, to ‘which vessel | 
George IL Pendleton was attached at the time 
of his capture, and that his name shall be con- 
sidered as being borue upon the ship’s books 
the same as though he had been temporarily 
absent. If the money for these prizes, or any 
of them, has already been distributed, then 
the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 
order the payment to be made from the moiety 
thereof belonging to the United States. 

Mr. POMEROY. Is there any amount 
provided for to be paid, or is it indefinite? 

Mr. CRAGIN. The bill explains itself as 
well as it can. This man was captured and a 
prisoner, and while he was a prisoner and | 
his name not borne on the roll, the vessel to 
which he was attached took certain prizes. 
This is to give him hisshare of the prize- 
money as though he had been temporarily ab- | 
sent, What the amount is, I know not. It | 

does not come out of the Treasury, I will say 
to the Senator, but out of the moiety belong- 


ing to the crew. I have no doubt there is a 
balance moiety remaining. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The moiety of the Uni- 
ted States goes into the naval pension fund; 
that is, it comes out of the Treasury of the 
United States, in point of fact. 
for a man to be a prisoner if he gets his 
share of the prize-money and is relieved from 
the burdens and toil of the day. - 

Mr. CRAGIN. The-bill is admitted to be 
entirely just. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROFESSORS OF MATHEMATICS. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 417, fixing 
the rank of professors of mathematics in the 
United States Navy. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
ninth section of the naval appropriation bill, 
approved March 3, 1871, by inserting, after 


the clause relating to the chaplains, the follow- | 


ing clause : 


There shall bo three professors of mathematics, 
who shall have the relative rank of captain; four 
that of commander; and five that of lieutenant 
commander or lieutenant.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think that is a singular 


bill. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Allow me to explain. In 
the bill fixing the rank of staff officers a few 
years ago, in the committee of conference 
this clause was agreed to, but the elerk in 
making out the report omitted this provision, 
It is simply to correct that error that this bill 
is introduced, 

Mr. SHERMAN. A professor of mathe- 
maties is merely a staff officer, 1 presume, at 
the Naval Academy. . 

Mr. CRAGIN. Some are there, and some 
are at the Observatory here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a mere mode of 
getting increased pay. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 1t does not affect: the pay 
atall. Itisrelative rank only—a mere matter 
of ceremony. 

Mr. SHIRMAN. Does it not affect the 
pay at all? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They may put on all the 
fuss and feathers they choose if it does not 
affect the pay. 

Mr. TRU MBULL. 
of that kind in? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Itis simply that they may 
have the relative rank of captain ; not the pos- 
itive rank, but the relative rank. I am per- 
fectly willing to put on a proviso if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois desires it, bat this does not 
affect the pay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. B. CUSHING, 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move now to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 173. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the bill (S. 
No. 173) extending the provisions of the act 
of July 16, 1862, granting ten years’ additional 
active service to certain officers, to Lieutenant 
Commander W. B. Cushing, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill ex- 
tends the provision, of the act approved July 
16, 1862, granting ten years’ additional ser- 
vice on the active list to those officers of the 
Navy who had received or should receive the 
thanks of Congress, to include Lieutenant 
Commander W. B. Cushing, who received the 
thanks of Congress when a lieutenant, in a 


Why not put a clause 


j resolution approved December 20, 1864. 


Mr. CRAGIN. This bill simply extends 
the existing law to this officer, Lieutenant 
Cushing, who blew up the rebel ram Albe- 
marle. Now, by law an officer who receives 
the thanks of Congress is to remain on the 


lt is lucky ; 


active list ten years longer than he would 
otherwise be entitled to do. Thatis the effect 
which the passage of this bill so long in ad- 
vance will have on Mr. Cushing. He is a 
young man now, and I know no reason why 
the law should not apply to him as well as to 
any other officer who received the thanks of 
Congress. It does not affect the pay at all, 
The committee thought he was a deserving 
and very gallant officer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAZARUS L. REAMEY. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move now to proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1027. 
The motion was agreed to and ; the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 1027) to restore 
Lazarus L. Reamey to the Navy of the United 
States as a midshipman. : 
The Committee on Naval Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof 
to insert the following: i 
That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby authorized, if in his opinion the good 
of the service will be promoted thereby, to restore 
Lazarus L. Reamey to the Navy of the UnitedStates 
as a midshipman at the foot of the class of 1870, of 


of which ho was a member at the time of his resig- 
nation, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
‘led, aud the amendmerft was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

PAY OF RETIRED REAR ADMIRALS, 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
595. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 595) to fix the pay of 
certain rear admirals on the retired list of the 
Navy. It provides that from and after the 
13th of June, 1870, rear admirals on the retired 
list of the Navy, who were retired as captains 
when the highest grade in the Navy was cap- 
tain; at the age of sixty-two years, or after 
forty-five years’ service, and who, after.their 
retirement, were promoted to the grade of 
rear admiral, and performed the duties of that 
grade in time of war, shall, when not on duty, 
be entitled to and receive the pay of rear admi- 
rals on the retired list. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There are standing at the 
head of rear admirals on the retired list four 
oificers, relics of the war of 1812. At the 
| beginning of the war of the rebellion the 
‘highest grade in the Navy was captain, and 
at the age of sixty-two every officer in the 
Navy must be retired, and these officers were 
retired. When the grade of rear admiral was 
| established, the law provided that the Presi- 
dent might select nine captains on the retired 
‘list to be promoted as rear admirals, in these 
words: 

That there shall be allowed on the retired list 
nine rear admirals and eighteen commodores. The 
i rear admirals shall be selected by the President, by 
| and with the advice and consent of the Senate, fram 
i those captains who have given the most faithful 
‘service to their country.” 

These men were retired as captaingand now 
draw the half-pay of captains only. Since the 
: passage of the law of 1862, creating the grade 
of rear admiral, many men who were juniors 
to these four rear admirals have been promoted 
to the grade of .rea admiral on the active list 
and retired as rear admirals, and now draw the 
half pay of rear admirals. Allfour of these 
men have been in service over sixty years, and 
they can in any event incumber the list but a 
| very Short time longer. At the head of them 
iis Rear Admiral Shubrick, who is eighty-two 
years old. The next is Joseph Smith, eighty- 
two years old. Then there is Paulding, and 
one other that I do not remember. They were 
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all continued in active service all through 
the late war because they were men of great 
ability and officers of superior knowledge. It 
is simply to give them for the few. remain- 
ing years of their lives the half pay of rear 
admirals that this bill is proposed. It seems 
to. me to be just, and is recommended by the 
Department, and is the unanimous report of the 
committee. : š ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
: amendment.  . i : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I inquire how much this 
increases their pay. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The half-pay of a captain 
is $2,250. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What will they get after 
this bill passes? —- . 

Mr. CRAGIN, They will get $3,000. Forty- 
five hundred dollars is a captain’s pay. They 
get half of that; that is, $2,250. The sea pay 
of a rear admiral is $6,000; half of that entire 
pay is $8,000. It gives them about seven 
hundred and fifty dollars a year additional. 

Mr. POMEROY. Many of them? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Only four; the four sur- 
vivors of the nine; the five others are dead. 

The bill.was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CECILIA BARR, 


Mr. CRAGIN. I now move that the Senate 

roceed to the consideration of Senate. bill 
o. 885. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 835) for the relief of Mrs. Cecilia Barr, 
widow of William Barr, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
$1,000 to Mrs. Cecilia Barr, widow of William 
Barr, in consideration of the valuable in- 
formation and services of William Barr, ren- 
dered to the forces of the United States in 
the harbor of Savannah in the winters of 
1861 and 1862. f 

Mr. CRAGIN. I ask the Clerk to read the 
reportin that case, which explains the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
submitted by Mr. CraGin on the 10th of April: 


. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred Senate bill 835, for the relief of Cecilia 
arr, widow of William Barr, have examined the 
same and accompanying papers, and submit the 
following report: } E 

William Barr, husband of the said Cecilia Barr, 

in 1861, at the breaking out of the rebellion, was a 
resident of Savannah, Georgia, and wassin com- 
mon with many others, drafted into the insurgent 
service, After many efforts, he succeeded in escap- 
ing from Fort Pulaski, where he was stationed, to 
Tybee Island, then. under the command of General 
Wright, December 22, 1861. The night previous to 
deserting, he out adrift two large rafts of timber, 
consisting of two hundred and sixty-one logs, which 
fell into the possession of Captain Missroom, then 
in command of United States gun-boats at that 
point, This fact is corroborated by Captain Miss- 
room, The logs afterward assisted materially in 
the attack and capture of Fort Pulaski. 
. On the same right of his desertion he gave the 
information to Captian Missroom which prevented 
the Fingal from putting to sea, by way of Warsaw 
sound, wilh a large cargo of cotton. Tas 

The said Barr was immediately sent by Captain 

issroom to Admiral Du Pont, flag officer com- 
manding south Atlantic blockading squadron, to 
whom he gave important information concerning 
Forts Jackson and Pulaski, and the rebel strength 
in and about Savannah, The character and value 
of this information will more fully appear from the 

` reports on file at the Navy Department, and from 
Papers in the hands of this committee. . 

The said William Barr died July 16, 1865, his death 
being caused by exposure in aiding the search for 
the assassins of President Lincoln. Besides his 
Patriotism, he is represented by Captain Missroom 
to have been “particularly intelligent and anxious 
to_be useful.” . 

tis apparent to this committee that the services 
of said William Barr were very valuable to the Goy- 
ernment, and his family being in destitute cireum-. 
stances, they recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to‘the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE A. STEVENS. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I now move thatthe Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 

o 903. 
~The motion was. agreed to, and the bill 
(H. R. No. 908) for the relief of George A. 


Stevens, of the United States Navy, was ton- | 


sidered as in Committee ofthe. Whole. . It pro- 
poses to authorize the Presidentof the United 
States to. appoint, and, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to cominission-George 
A. Stevens to such rank in the United States 
Navy as the circumstances:of Stevens’ case 
may, in his judgment, seem to justify. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will-explain-in a word 
this bill. George A. Stevens hasbeen in the 


‘naval service over thirty-one years... Some 


time during the war there wasa rebel cruiser, 
by the name-of the Tallahassee I think, that 
appeared off the coast of New England and 
Stevens was ordered:to take a United States 


‘vessels and attempt to capture her, although 


nobody knew where she was. He went to 
Portland, Maine, it being supposed that she 
had taken that direction. He went to Port- 
land and called there to see if he could get 
any information concerning the vessel; but 
he did not succeed in doingso. He then went 
to Eastport, Maine, and there he found Alex- 
ander H. Rice, chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee of the House, and Mr. Rice advised 
him to telegraph to the Department for in- 
structions. He obtained no information in 
relation to the vessel; but before leaving 
Eastport he learned that the vessel was or 
had been at Halifax. He started at once for 
Halifax. When he arrived there the Talla- 
hassee had left, and he was unsuccessful in 
his efforts. 

The Navy Department thought that he did 
not perform his duty properly, had him court- 
martialed, and placed on the retired list, The 
court-martial was very mild and did not go 
quite so far as the Secretary of the Navy thought 
they ought. A year ago he was placed on the 
active list, but placed at the foot of lieutenant 
commanders; he had been in service thirty- 
one years or more and all the other officers 
of that grade had been in the service only ten 
years. His friends felt that this was a degra- 
dation to him and thought he ought to be 
higher up on that list, if not at the foot of 
the commanders. The committee are satisfied 
that if he erred at all, it was in judgment. 
There is not a particle of evidence going to 
impeach him as being wanting in courage or 
anything of that kind. The bill simply author- 
izes the President to place him where the 
circumstances of the case seem to justify. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ido not recollect this 
case in committee. I probably was not at the 
committee when it was acted on, and J should 
like to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether there is any precedent for this-—-whether 
such.a bill has ever passed before, authorizing 
the President to put an officer of the Navy 
wherever he sees fit to put him? 

Mr. CRAGIN. This isa House bill, There 
was a bill passed at the last session of Con- 
gress. authorizing this officer’s restoration to 
the active list as lieutenant commander. This 
is a House bill now authorizing the President, 
if he sees fit, to advance him in that grade. 
Tam not sure that.a bill evar passed exactly 
ia this language. . , 

Mr. SFOCKTON. I do not. think it. au- 
thorizes the President to advance him in that 
way, but as I heard it read it authorizes the 
President to put him in any place he pleases. 
He can make bim an admiral. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There is not much danger 
of his putting him very high. ; : 

Mr. STOCKTON. Because there is not 
much danger we ought not to give him the 
authority ; it is establishing wrong legislation. 
I really do not like the bill. , 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wil say that it was sup- 
posed when the first bill passed at the last 
Congress that it would place him at the foot 
of the list of commanders; if he had remained 
in the service he would have been very well 
up in the list of commanders; but by some 
oversight or mistake he'fell.to the foot of the 
lieutenant.commanders. : 

Mr. STOCKTON. 1 should like also to ask 
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whether the. resolution.introduced ‘by the Sen- 
atorfrom Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, ] from 
the Naval Committee, in reference to-changea 
in the list, does not ‘cover: this case? Is not 
such a bill excluded by: the rule we haveadopt: 
ed for our.permanént action? i io ee 

Mr. CRAGIN. ‘This bill passed:the House 
in the early part of this session, ‘and: wag’ re- 
ported: here some months: before: the report 
alluded to by the Senator from ‘New Jersey. 
I donot think that.would cover this case exactly. 
This is an exceptional case, this officer having 
fallen far below his original grade by thecireum: 
stance that I have alluded to.: TEEN 

Mr. STOCKTON. Every attempt that har 
been made since I. have been on the Naval 
Committee to rectify little injustices that may 
have been done by ‘boards hag resulted: in 
doing a. much greater injustice. to other gen- 
tlemen on the list. ‘The Naval Committee, as 
I understand it, are perfectly satisfied that that 
is the fact, and that it is very dangerous for'us 
to be tampering with. individual cases. ` 
understood the report made’ by the Senator 
from Rhode Island to: meet the unanimous 
view of the Committee. That report would 
prevent us from taking up‘an isolated case of 
this kind, and would certainly prevent us from 
giving the President of the United States the 
power here delegated. I do not suppose he 
would-use it; butin- our legislation we should 
act in such a way as not to give permission to 
anybody to do what is wrong, because we set 
a bad precedent by it. My impression is that 
the report of the Senator from Rhode Island 
covers this case; and while the report was 
made subsequent to the presentation of the 
case, it was made before the case came up for 
the action of the Senate; and if we are going 
to stand by our own report and the views we 
have expressed we cannot pass this bill. ‘That 
report was made to satisfy the Navy. Hun- 
dreds of petitions came to us from officers of 
the Navy telling us the effect this special legis- 
lation was having on the Navy, the uncet: 
tainty that existed as to whether men were’ to 
be degraded by others being put over their 
heads for no earthly reason. They have recom- 
mended the répeal of the law which authorized 
the President for gallant and meritorious ser- 
‘vices to recommend to Congress the promo- 
tion of a man and a change of his rank, because 
the war having been over so many years, that 
leaves these gentlemen very uncertain in their 
positions. 

The question whether men should be pro- 
moted for merit, or whether they. should be 
promoted for seniority, has been a question 
discussed in the English navy, and in all 
navies and armies for generations. On theory 
it may well be said that men ought to be pro- 
moted for merit; but in practice it has been 
found in every country of the world that where 
that is the rule, men are promoted not for 
merit, but because they have somebody who 
has got the ear of the court. I do not speak 
of this case. I know nothing about the case, 
as I mentioned when I got up; but I do say 
that in time of peace the best rule undoubtedly 
is to let every man know that he is gradually to 
rise; that itis á profession with him; that no 
man will be placed over his head unless there 
is some good reason which Congress can be 
informed of, and I can see no reason in what 
the chairman of the committee has said why 
this gentleman should be placed over the 
heads of others who have worked up whily he 
was under disability. E 

Mr. CRAGIN. Did the Senator from New 
Jersey hear me state that this man had been 
in service thirty-one years, and that every man 
over him in the grade to which he now belongs 
has been in service only about ten years? 
This bill practically is to correct a mistake 
made in the act of the last session of Congress, 
and this case comes. within the. spirit- of the 
report made by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
for at the last Congress it was recommended 


by the executive department; it was recom- 
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mended by the Secretary of the Navy that 
this man he retired; but as I stated, by some 
means or other a mistake was made in the bill 
by which he was placed at the foot of the 
lieutenant commanders, when it was intended 
to place him at the foot of the commanders, 
and that is all there is in this bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. There may have been a 
mistake made; but ever since I have been on 
the committee, whenever a man has applied, 
from any accident or mistake or fault of his 
own, to be restored, we have restored him at 
the foot of the list, because although he may 
not have been to blame, if he got out of the 
service in any way it was thought not proper 
to place him over the heads of other men. 
think the chairman of the committee has taken 
upon himself a pretty heavy task if he advo- 
cates these special bills for taking up individ- 
ual cases on account of the merits that they 
present to him, and changing their position 
on the list. ‘This bill, which tells the Presi- 
dent of the United States to put him wherever 
he pleases, I think has no precedent whatever 
in the history of congressional legislation in 
regard to the Navy. I regret that I have not 
seen the bill before, and have not had the op- 
portunity of speaking to the chairman about 
it before it came into the Senate. The bill is 
a surprise to me, but that no doubt is my own 
fault. I move that the bill be postponed for 
the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 


R. M. GREEN'S PATENT. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
roceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 2206, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2206) for the 
payment of R. M. Green for the use of his 
patent by the Government. lt directs the 
Secretary of the Navy to pay to R. M. Green, 
out of any surplus from appropriations or other 
moneys belonging to the Government and at 
his disposal, the sum of $10,000, ns payment 
in full for the use by the Government of his 
patent machine for bending chain-cable links, 
connecting-shackles, and tackle: hooks. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There is a report from the 
House committee which I wish the Secretary 
would read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must object to the 
form of that bill. If we are to pay $10,000 
for the patent-right, I do not want it to be paid 
by the Secretary of the Navy out of funds in his 
possession, but it should be paid by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury out of any funds in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and J will 
move that amendment. [should like also to 
hear an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CRAGIN. | think the Senator from 
Ohio is right about that. This is a House bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How does the bill read 
now? 

Mr. CRAGIN. 


‘That the Secretary of the Navy bo, and is hereby, 
directed to pay to R. M. Green, out of any surplus 
from appropriations or other moneys belonging to 
the Government and at his disposal, the sum of 
$10,000, ns payment in full for the use by the Govern- 
ment of his patent machine for bending chain-cable 
links, connecting-shackles, and tackle-hooks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Secretary of the 
Navy cannot pay it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is this man an officer of 
the Government? 

Mr. CRAGIN, Heisamechanic ofthe navy- 
yard at Washington. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary will read the bill as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the bill so as to read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to R. M. 
Green, the sum of $10,000, as payment in full for the 
use by the Government of his patent machine for 
bending chain-eable links, connecting-shackles, and 
tackle-hooks. i 


It reads as follows: 


Mr. CRAGIN. If the Secretary has not 
the repori of the House committee, I will 
state that this is a machine for bending large 
cable links and hooks for cables and tackles. 
A board of officers examining the matter have 
estimated that that machine at this navy- 
yard for the last four years has saved the 
Government $40,000 in labor alone. This 
bill proposes to pay this man $10,000 for his 
entire patent for all time to come, to beused in 
all the yards or for other Government purposes. 
It is a very excellent machine. 

Mr. LOGAN. I.should like to ask the 
chairman if the patent is sold absolutely to 
the Government; or is it only the use of it by 
the Government for its own purposes, that is 
to be paid for, while this person owns it out- 
side of the Government shops? 

Mr. CRAGIN. From the reading of the 
bill itself I cannot answer. The bill passed 
the House at the last Congress, and was re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the Senate. The patent, as I understand it, 
goes absolutely to the Government. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That depends on the 
bill, of course. If the bill does not so pro- 
vide, it does not go to the Government. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The language of the bill is, 
‘Sas payment in full for the use by the Gov- 
ernment of his patent machine for bending 
chain-cable links, connecting-shackles, and 
tackle-hooks.”? 

Mr. LOGAN. Then it is only for the use 
of the machine, not for the patent at all. 

Mr. CRAGIN. It is for the use of it dur- 
ing the life of the patent, of course. He 
‘might sell it to individuals. 

Mr. LOGAN. [ask the chairman to amend 
the bill in that respect, and I will state the 
reason. I remember some difficulty that has 
occurred about this matter, not in this particn- 
lar instance, but in the case of a number of 
patents in the different armories where ma- 
chines have been invented by mechanics, per- 
sons who are at work there, with reference to 
guns and the like. If the inventor is merely 
a mechanic or a laborer, they almost uni- 
formly make him assign his patent to the Gov- 
ernment for the consideration of one dollar, 
and that is for the useof the Government. If 
he happens to be an outsider he has the full 
use of the patent; but if he happens to work 
for the Government. he assigns it to the Gov- 
ernment for one dollar. Thatis the universal 
practice. 

If this man is to get $10,000, I want to know 
whether the Government is to own the patent 
and not merely have its use, because that is 
outside of the usual course that is adopted by 
the Government in reference to all mechanics 
in the different Government workshops. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If the Senator will move 
any amendment covering that matter I shall not 
object to it. It occurred to the committee, 
considering the value of this patent, that the 
sum proposed here was a very small one. 
This board estimated that the machine was 
worth $50,000, and so reported. This bill 
proposes to give only $10,000 for it. THe 
committee having reported the bill at the last 
Congress did not scrutinize it very carefully 
at this Congress as to its wording, it being 
House bill. : : 

Mr. LOGAN. I will move an amendment, 
and will say a word in continuation of what I 
have said on this point. My attention was not 
called to it here a short time ago when a bill 
was passed in reference to paying a royalty. 
I will not mention the case, but I was very 
much surprised at the passage of that bill for 
this reason: that thé! universal practice has 
been at the different Government shops where 
a mechanic made an invention, that the Gov- 
ernment received the use of it, and he deeded 
it to the Government for the consideration of 
one dollar, or something of that kind. -If the 
invention was madé*tby.an Army officer or a 
naval officer, then the Government had the 
use of the patent without paying a royalty, for 


the reason that it was considered that the time 
of the officer belonged to the Government, 
and that while he was being paid his salary 
by the Government. for the performance of the 
duties of his office, any invention made by 
him belonged to the Government so far as the 
necessities of the Government were concerned, 
He might use it outside himself and sell it, but 
the use of it belonged to the Government, and 
such a thing as paying royalty to an officer of 
the Army or Navy was never known until a 
short time ago. 1 understand a hill passed 
here paying a large amount of royalty to a 
widow for the invention of her husband in 
reference to guns while he was a naval officer, 
Such a thing is unprecedented. 

That is the reason why I call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to this fact, 
that this man being an mventor employed ina 
shop in the employ of the Government desires 
to sell his patent for the Government use; his 
labor belonged to the Government at the time 
and he was paid for it, and if he is to receive 
$10,000 for it, it must absolutely belong to the 
Government. That is the distinction that I 
desire to make. 

Mr.CRAGIN. I will suggest to modify the 
language in line seven so as to read: 

The sum of $10,000 as payment in full for his 
patent machine for bending chain-cable links, con- 
necting-shackles, and tackie-hooks, 

Mr. LOGAN. “For his patent on the 
machine,” whatever the name of the machine 
is. Ido not know what itis. That language 
only applies to the machine, and I do not 
think it would be worth that. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Let the bill be laid aside 
for a few moments. I hope the Senator from 
Minois will prepare an amendment covering 
his views. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifno objec- 
tion be made the bill will be laid aside inform- 


ally. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. With the per- 
mission of the chairman of the committee I 
should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Illinois to the position which he takes 
and its influence upon the mechanics of the 
country. As I understand the Senator, the 
proposition that he advances is that, so far 
as inveutions and the patents for those inven- 
tions are concerned, it becomes the duty of 
a mechanic, because he is employed by the 
Government, to make over that patent to the 
Government. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, he evidently misinterprets or misunder- 
stands what I said. I said that such was the 
universal practice of the Government. I said 
not one word about the justice of it, and in 
applying that principle to this bill according 
to the practice of the Government, I stated 
what should be done—not that I justified it 
by any means. I only state that the universal 
practice in the different yards, so far as my 
knowledge extends, (and I once investigated 
the question very thoroughly,) has been that 
mechanics have been required to assign, not 
their patents, but the use of them to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for the consider- 
ation of one dollar; and I could state several ` 
instances and name the individuals right here 
in the city of Washington. Falso stated that 


| Army and Navy officers were not entitled to a 


royalty from the Government for any inven: 
tion or patent of theirs, and then I mentioned 
a case which has occurred recently in contra- ` 
diction of that principle. I only meant to say 
this: that according to the rule of the Govern- 


; ment requiring the use of patents or inven- 


tions made by mechanics and officers in the 
different yards and shops of the Government, 
this bill violates that principle, and this being 
an appropriation of $10,000 for such a patent, 


iit should be a sale absolutely to the Govern- 


ment. 

at least. 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Then if the 

ruling of the department of the Government 


That is what I said, or meant to say, 
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is not founded on justice, it seems to me that 
now is the time for us to. correct that ruling 
and found it upon justice. Take a mechanic 
who is employed by the day’s work by an 
individual or by a corporation. Certainly it 
will not be argued that because he has invented 
a machine by which much labor and expense 
js saved, he is to be deprived öf the benefits 
of that machine or that patent on account of 
that employment. Neither should the Gov- 
ernment because it employs’ an individual— 
and, in the language of the Senator, sub- 
stantially his labor belongs to the Govern- 
ment—deprive him of the benefits of the exer- 
cise of his mind and his genius. The result 
of such a policy, if pursued, will be that 
mechanics will follow in the old ruts; in other 
words, there will be no stimulus to invention, 
and their employment will be just such as 
those who preceded them. 

In this case a board of officers who exam- 
jned the work that has been performed by this 
mechanic through his invention for the last 
four years states that the Government have 
been benefited to the. amount of $40,000. 
Now; it is proposed not only for the past use 
of this machine, but for all future use of it 
during the life of this patent, to give this me- 
chanic but $10,000, thus giving not its value, 
but as it were a royalty for its use on the part 
of the Government. Now, is it just. in this 
connection to attempt to deprive this mechanic 
of the use of his machine elsewhere? The 
Government should not step in and become 
the beneficiary of the invention of an employé 
of the Government. If so far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned it derives all the benefit 
growing out of the success of the invention 
of its employé, then the Government has got 
its full right and to the full extent of all the 
relations pertaining to an employé of that 
Government. 

Now, sir, I believe the just course would be 
to fix a fair, moderate compensation to the 
mechanic, that you may stimulate him to in- 
vention, and thus make the Government the 
great beneficiary of the genius of your laborers, 
and then open to the whole world the benefit to 
be derived from the invention, giving the ben- 
efit of it to the mechanic. The Government 
is not the sufferer, for it is benefited and saves 
in expense and labor. I call the attention 
of the Senator from Illinois to this matter. 
know his mind has run in the military line so 
far as this subject is concerned, and what he 
has stated may be the practice in that Depart- 
ment, but if it has been so in the Navy De- 
partment, 1 hope that he, with other Senators, 
will now codperate in changing it, and fixing 
a rule that will be based upon justice, and 
thus open a stimulus to the mechanism of the 
country. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not expect to get into 
any discussion on this subject. As l before 
stated, I have nothing farther to say in ref- 
ereuce to the practice of the Government, 
whether it be right or wrong. But, in answer 
to the argument of the Senator from Michigan, 
I will say that if the course now proposed is 
calculated to stimulate inventions, it should 
be calculated then to put brains in men’s 
heads. Í suppose if a man is of an inventive 
mind, has a genius that way, it naturally stim- 
ulates itself. ‘he natural desire to work out 
problems is sufficient to stimulate it. . 

My objection is not because this man is a 
mechanic; that is not the reason, for I tried 
myself once, when I was going through an 
investigation of this subject, to have the Gov- 
ernment pay a man employed in the navy- 
yard here for an invention of his in reference 
to shells, which they failed to do, and they had 
the use of his invention for one dollar, and 
finally he was dismissed afterward because he 
made complaint. But the objection I bave is 
this: most of the inventions in ordnance that 
are necessary for warfure which are in use to- 
day are said to be the inventions of officers 
of the Arthy and Navy. Whether they are or 


j 


| more than 


| the use of no patent. 


not, I do not know; but the patents are in their 
names, and they are said to be invented by them. 
The usual. course after they make :an inven- 
tion of this kind is to still remain in the Army 
or Navy, have the Government make use of 
their patent without. any consideration, re- 
ceive their pay at the time they are working 
out this invention, use their time in-this way, 
and then sell their patent to some party for 
a large amount of money; or if not, transfer 
it to some one so that it may be used, and then 
require a royalty to be paid. This is the 
usual course which has been adopted hereto 

fore. Now, I do say that when any officer in 
the Army or any officer in the Navy or any 
officer in the Government employ, invents 
anything that is necessary for the perfecting 
or carrying on of the business to which he is 
attached at the time, and receives his pay for 
his. services while he is bringing out the in- 
vention, the Government is entitled to the use 
of that invention. 

Mr. FERRY of Michigan. The Senator 
does not understand me that I am arguing 
here that the Government should not be bene- 
fited by this invention to a larger extent. I 
think the case before the Senate proves that 
while this is to cover the life of the patent, 
four years’ use of this invention has been a 
benefit to the Government of over forty thou- 
sand dollars. We propese to give him byt 
$10,000 for the whole use. It shows that the 
Government is the greatest beneficiary, and 
that the mechanic is only paid a very small 
moiety of the benefit which has been derived 
by the Government. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no doubt of that ; 
but if this principle is established that every 
person in the employment of the Government 
is to receive pay for the use of his inventions 
by the Government, you will have applications 
by the hundred for payment for using guns 
that have been invented by Army officers. 
There are not less than a half dozen around 
the Capitol to day at least there have been 
within a few days, with their diffetent patterns 
of guns of different kinds, wanting the Gov- 
ernment to take them. : 

But establish the principle once that a per- 
‘son in the employ of the Government shall be 
paid a.large amount for the use of an inven- 
tion that his ingenuity caused him to produce, 
and you will be paying, not ten thousand dol- 
lars, but you will be paying millions of dollars 
in a few years ; for all your inventions to-day 
of the machinery of war are claimed by men 
who belonged tothe Army or the Navy. When- 
ever you adopt the principle that you will pay 
them for the use of their inventions, you will 
be paying hundreds of thousands of dollars 
just as you did in a case not long ago, as I 
understand—lI never read the bill; I was not 
here when it passed—pay a royalty toa widow 
for the use of guns invented by her husband 
while he was receiving pay from the United 
States as an officer. I can say to you that a 
majority of the shells that were used during 
the late war were claimed (whether traly or 
not) as the invention of Army officers, and so 
of nearly all the guns. If you are to act upon 
that principle, they have as much right to 
come in and ask that you pay them for the use 
of their inventions by the Government as you 
have to pay this man for the use of his patent 
by the Government, unless you pay him for 
his patent and take it. If his patent is worth 
$10,000, pay him the worth of it; 
but do not pay him $10,000 for the use of it 
by the Government, letting him have posses- 
sion of the patent outside. 

Mr. NYE. Wou!d the gentleman have the 
Government selling patents. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would not have the Gov- 
ernment go to selling patents; but I say that 
the principle is not correct forthe Government 
to pay for the use of any patent. My theory 
would be that the Government should pay for 
Every man who receives 
a patent from the Government as 4 protection 
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to his invention ‘should’ give ‘the: Goverhment, 
so far as its purposes are concerned, thé use of 
that patent without pay. I:would apply this to 
all patents, not. to those: obtained by meén‘in 
office particularly, more than: anybody else: 
The Government. gives all. patentees. its pro- 
tection; and for the. Governmént'’s purposes. 
it ought to have. the use:of any! patent that it 
needs, letting the patentee have the use of it 
as against anybody but.the Government...) 
i Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. : Mr: Presi- 
ent——— Pane B 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poms- 
roy. in the chair.)- The Chair must remind 
the Senate that the bill was.laid aside by nnan: 
imous consent and is. not pow before the Sen- 
ate.. It-can be resumed if the Senate: desire 
to consider it further. ; es 

Mr. CRAGIN. In order to get our bills ` 
along, I move to resume the. consideration 
of the bill. : ; 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, resumed: the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2206) for 
the payment.of R. M. Green for the use of his 
patent by the Government... i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sena- 
tor from Michigan is-entitled. to the floor. . 
Mr. CRAGIN. I will offer an amendment 
prepared to meet the view of the Senator from 
Ilinois, and I will say that I for’one do, not 
see any particular reason why this inventor, 
who is now in the employment of the Govern- 
ment—I am not sure that he was when he 
obtained this patent, but I think he was— 
should not be allowed to sell his machine to 
others than the Government. . It is nothing 
that should belong to the Government exclu- 
sively, being a machine for bending chain- 
cable links; but I see no good reason why he 
might not have the privilege -of selling. to 
parties outside of the Government.» But. we 
shall probably never reach this bill again if it 
ig passed over. I move to strike out. of line 
seven all up to the word this,” and after the 
word * patent’? to insert. ‘his patent. ona 
If that leads to any further dis- 
cussion I shall ask to lay the bill aside. If 
the Senator from Michigan desires to debate 
it, it can be laid aside now. .. m : 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Iam not in the 
habit of taking up the time of the Senate in 
the discussion of questions, but inasmuch as I 
ama member of the committee, I think I willnot 
take the remark of the chairman to apply to 
me, because I feel at this time, so far as my 
own action is concerned, as a member of the 
commiitee, that I desire the instruction of the 
Senate, and their vote upon this question, to 
guide me in my future action upon questions 
similar to this. It is for that reason that-I 
presume to occupy a little of the attention of 
the Senate. gia Ms 

In relation to the remarks made-by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, it is well known that: these 
mechanics who are taxing their brains by 
these inventions for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment while they are in thé employ of the 
Government, are paid only the wages of daily 
labor ; they are getting no great salary; and 
ifthe Government treats them in this wise, 
tbere is no real stimulus to them to try to 
economize time or money. 

I wanted, while the Senator from Ilinois 
was on his feet, to call his attention to the 
prize law. When your seamen are upon: the 
waters ; when the officers are in your Navy for 
life, and are paid higher rates than common 
laborers are paid, why is it that you put upon 
your statute-books a law giving. to. the :sea- 
men and officers of a vessel that makes a 
capture one half of the amount of the, net 
proceeds of that capture? . It.is: to stimulate 
activity, courage, and invention; to induce them 
to invent methods of outwitting and captur- 
ing your enemy. ` It is on. that basis that: the 
law is enacted, and for tbat object.» =~- 

In the employment of men: by the different 
departments of your Government, if the ryle 
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is to obtain now that the mechanics are not to 
be paid for their inventions, you give public 
notice to mechanics that when they come into 
the employment of the Government they must 
place a quietus upon theactivity of their brain. 
That brain is not particularly necessary to any 
great extent in doing their mere work ; that 
is done more by habit and by repeated blows 
of the muscles. But, sir, there are many 
works. pertaining to the Government where 
brains can be exercised to a profit; and a 
mechanic not commissioned, paid but daily 
wages, may save to the Government in econ- 
omy of labor and-money more, ten times over, 
than the money value of his mere labor for a 
life-time by some small invention. If because 
you give hima small royalty, you are to de- 
prive him of the right of using or having his 
machine or invention used outside of the wants 
of the Government, where it does not compete 
one particle with the interests of the Govern- 
ment, you then say to him, ‘* When employed 
by the Government you shall not exercise 
your brain ; but when employed by individuals 
outside of the Government, then we give you 
stimulus to that brain.’’ 

Mr. ALCORN, It occurs to me that there 
is a distinction to be taken, in regard to this 
question, between officers of the Government, 
who are commissioned by the Government, in 
the pay of the Government, and whose widows, 
should they die, are pensioned by the Govern- 
ment, and mechanics employed at daily wages. 
The officers are the children of the Govern- 
ment, and whatever they may do in the way of 
invention should properly go to the Govern- 
ment for theuses of the Government, becanse 
the Government has already provided for sach, 
and when they die their widows are cared for. 
But with the daily laborer the case is different. 
Ho works in the Government departments as 
a laborer; his muscle, his sweat is the depend- 
ence of his family for bread. Should he die 
to-morrow, his widow is left without that mus- 
cle and without that sweat. Now, practical 
legislation issomething we should look to. If 
you establish the principle that the laborer is 
not to be paid for any invention he may dis- 
cover, he has but to withdraw from the Gov- 
ernment service when he apprehends a dis- 
covery. When he sees it within his grasp he 
has to withdraw from the Government service 
and the invention is his. Then why would you 
establish here a precedent that he is not to 
be paid for his invention? 
him in the Government service? 
had the benefit of his muscle, and he pro- 
poste to give the Government the benefit of 

yis brains, : 

Another distinction I may mention. The 
officer of the Government works out his inven- 
tion at the expense of the Government, He 
is furnished and supplied by the Government. 
with all that is necessary in applying the tests 
and for working the changes necessary to 
develop his discovery. [t is in truth and in 
fact property of the Government, unquestion- 
ably and unmistakably. I say with the 
laborer, his inventions are inventions that he 
works out in periods of time that do not 
belong to the Gove slmients in the hours of 
the night, in the hours of recess, he applies 
now his brain and his muscle in coucurrence 
to bring outa result. It oceurs to me that 
he should be entitled 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion right there ? 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator speaks of the 
Jaborer not being paid for his invention. He 
certainly misapprehends what I have said. I 
have no objection to paying him for his in- 


vention, because I am willing to go for the | 


$10,000 for his invention; but my objection 
is to paying for the use of it by the Govern- 
ment. There is the distinction. Let me put 


a case to show where you will place the Gov- | 


ernment, and we ought at least to guard the 
rights of the Government as well as the rights 


Why not continue | 
You have | 
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of the individual. As I said before, I am not 
opposing paying this man because he is a me- 
chanic. Iam as good a friend of the laboring 
man as anybody. I labored pretty hard once 
myself. Mr. Allin, at the Springfield armory, 
invented what is called Allin’s patent gun, 
which is the breech part of what we call the 
breech-loading musket that is now in the 
hands of our troops. He is a mere mechanic 
employed by the Government of the United 
States. It is called Allin’s patent, invented 
in 1866, I think. The Governmeat of the Uni- 
ted States has made probably three or four 
hundred thousand of these muskets ; at least 
two hundred thousand. Anyhow, they are 
used by our troops. The royalty on a musket 
is one dollar. Now, if Mr. Allin is entitled 
to pay, as he would be under the theory of this 
pill, originally for the use of his invention, and 
he can prove that the royalty ought to be one 
dollar a gun, (for that is the royalty the Rem- 
ingtons charge and all the other gun men,) 
you will have to pay him two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars for the use we have 
made of his patent. Hence [ say the prece- 
dent you are going to establish by this bill is 
one that will mulct the Government in mil- 
lions of dollars. I have no objection to pay- 
ing this man for his patent, but L do object 
to paying him forthe use of his patent. That 
iş the distinction. Ifyou do, you will have to 
pay a great deal more money than you think. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I move to lay this bill 
aside for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire moves to postpone until 
to-morrow the further consideration of the 
bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

ASSISTANT ENGINEERS. 

Mr. CRAGIN. T move now that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
2055, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (II. 
R. No. 2055) for the relief of H. C. Chris- 
topher, G. W. Beard, ©. A. Uber, Edward 
Sules, and N. H. Lamdin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill pro- 
vides that Ll. C. Christopher, G. W. Beard, 
CG. A. Uber, and Edward Stiles shall, from and 
after its passage, be entitled to and receive, 
while on the retired list, the pay of retired 
second assistant engineers in the Navy. It 
also proposes to authorize the President of 
the United States to appoint N. H. Lamdin, 
at the foot of the active list, a second assistant 
engincer in the United States Navy. 

-The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOUN SWANSON AND Db. R. CHESTER. 


Mr. CRAGIN, I move that the Senate 

roceed to the consideration of House bill 
o. 2058, 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill (I. R. No. 2053) author- 
izing the nomination and appointment to the 
retired list of the Navy of certain volunteers 
on the active list of the Navy who aredisabled 
in consequence of wounds received during 
the late war. It authorizes the President of 
the United States to nominate, and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint, upon the retired list of the Navy, 
with the rank of master, L. R. Chester, form- 
erly an acting ensign in the Navy. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported 
an amendment in line six, to strike out “L. 
R. Chester, formerly an acting ensign in the 
Navy,” and insert: 

John Swanson, a mate, who has been in the naval 
service for nearly twenty years, and who was dis- 
abled in the lino of his duty ; and Eéuis R. Chester, 


who was disabled in the attack upon Fort Fisher, 
while an acting ensign in the Navy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as || cepted, and did good service. 


amended, and the amendment was concurred - 


in. It was ordered that the amendment be 


engrossed and the bill read a third time: 
The bill was read the-third time, and passed.: `: 


CREW OF THE VICKSBURG. 
Mr. CRAGIN. 


No. 1026, : 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (8, 


No. 1026) for the relief of the ollicers and crew. 


of the United States steamer Vicksburg was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy, in cohjunction with the Secretary of 
the Interior, to draw from the Navy pension 
fund the moiety of the proceeds of seventy- 
eight bales of cotton picked up at sea by the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Vicksburg on the 81st dayof May and 1st day 
of June, 1864, that moiety having been erron- 
eously credited to that fund, and to direct the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
distribute and pay the same to the officers and 
crew of the vessel as provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CORRECTIONS IN PRIZE LISTS. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 849. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 849) authorizing corrections to be made 
in errors in prize-lists was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that in all 
cases where corrections in the distribution of 
prize-money have or may become necessary, 
and in all cases where the names of parties 
entitled to share in prizes have been or may 
by error be omitted from the prize lists the 
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to direct 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to correct and pay the same, the former upon 
the principle that the provisions of the act in 
force at the date of final adjudication govern 
distribution, and the latter to receive their 
proportion of the prizes claimed, the same as 
all others of like rank and pay who have been 
paid, using for such purposes any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will state that this bill 
was drawn by the Fourth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury and is recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment and also by the Secretary of the 
hake It is merely to correct errors in prize 

ists. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. WILLTNEY, 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 329, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 829) tor the relief of Charles W. Whitney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to appropriate $61,000 to pay 
Charles W. Whitney forthe enlargement of the 
iron-clad battery Keokuk, upon the execution 
and delivery by him of a receipt in full for all 
demands against the United States on account 
of the construction of that vessel. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs proposed 
to amend the bill by striking out in line three 
the words ‘‘sixty-one thousand dollars?’ and 
inserting ‘fifty thousand dollars.’’ 

Mr. CRAGIN. Charles W. Whitney took 
the contract to build the ironclad Keokuk at 
certain dimensions. He made a verbal con- 
tract here in Washington. He went to New 
York and employed some engineers there, 
and ascertained that the vessel must be en- 
larged, but the contract was made with the 
Department according to the understanding 
when he was here in Washington, but the en- 
largement was approved of by the Depart- 
ment, and the vessel was completed and ac- 
e simply 


I move now that the Sen: 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 


1872... 


asks pay for the extra pounds of iron he put 


than twenty-five per cent. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a report? 
Mr. CRAGIN. Here it is. 
“Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be 


read. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Very well; but I thought 
ĮI could state it in briefer time. i 
-he Chief Clerk read the following report, 
submitted July 13, 1870, by Mr. CRAGIN, from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


That the memorialist, on or about the 16th day of 
March, 1862, contracted to build for the United 


tates Government an iron-clad vessel one hundred 
and fifty feet in length and thirty feet in breadth, to 


; _ draw eight feet of water, and to cost $220,000. This 


contract, though verbal, was explicit in its terms, 
and:was regarded as-binding.on the parties. 

Rear Admiral Smith, chief the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks in the Navy Department, on being asked 
by the memorialist if he should wait in Washington 
to sign. the contract, replied in emphatic language: 
“Wait for nothing; go forward with the work; 
the contract will follow you.’ And Mr. Fox, the 
then Assistant Secretary of the Navy, urged, in the 
strongest terms, that the vessel should be pressed to 
completion at the earliest possible moment. 

"Tron-clads’ were at this juncture, in great de- 
mand. Thecountry needed their services, Within 
the ten days previous the memorable battle between 
the Monitor and the Merrimack had electrified the 
people, and the public mind was impressed with the 
belief that the Monitor, with her gallant commander 
and crew, had saved our fleet in Hampton Roads 
from destruction, e ý 

Without delay, Mr. Whitney, in obedience to in- 
structions, immediately left Washington for New 
York city, and commenced preliminary arrange- 
ments for building the iron-clad Keokuk. 

- The construction of iron-clads was then in its 
infancy. Themost experienced ship-builder at that 
time had comparatively very little experience in 
this branch of naval architecture. 

hough his plans and proposals had been before 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks for many months, 
and had been carefully examined and thoroughly 
approved of by officers of known ability, yet Mr. 
Whitney, “to make assurance doubly sure,” after 
receiving the contract, but before laying the keel of 
his vessel, employed two of the most skillful and 
reliable men he could find to go over the figures 
again before he commenced the work, and to esti- 
mate as clasely as it was possible all that the ship 
would be required to carry in the way of coal, pro- 
visions, armor, and munitions of war. From the 
investigations of the two gentlemen employed, Mr. 
Whitney became satisfied that sufficient leeway had 
not been allowed forall the vessel would be required 
to carry to make her a success; and without stop- 
ping at the time to bargain with the Department 
for extra. compensation, he at once determined to 
increase her size, and added one hundred and sev- 
enty-Lwo tons—over twenty-five per cent.—to the ori- 
ginal capacity of the vessel he had contracted to 
build, and on which the contract price had been 
based. Thisdetermination was communicated to the 
Department at Washington, and was fully approved 
of in the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The verbal contract, made on the 16th day of 
March, 1862, provided for a‘vessel one hundred and 
fifty feet long and thirty feet broad, The*written 
contract, bearing date March 25, 1862, subsequent to 
the suggestions of Mr. Whitney as to increase of 
size, provided for a vessel one hundred and fifty- 
nine and one half feet long, and thirty-six feet 
broad, with a corresponding increase of steam- 
power. But we find in this written contract no in- 
crease of compensation whatever to the contractor. 
He claims to be allowed the value of extra materials 
furnished and extra work performed in making the 
enlargement of the vessel, and this constitutes his 
claim now pending before Congress. _ 

An increase of one fourth in the size of a vessel 
must necessarily very largely enhance its cost, 

Mr. Mara, who superintended the construction of 
the work, in his certificate made under oath, and 
which will be found on the seventeenth page of the 
printed memorial of Mr. Whitney, estimates the 
increased and proportionate amountof iron required 

or the enlargement at 307,957 pounds; and Mr. 
Wheeler, the constructing engineer, as will appear 
rom his certificatajon the eighteenth page of the 
game memorial, estimates the cost of constructing 
such enlarged steam machinery, over and above the 
cost of the machinery of the dimensions originally 
designed, at $10,000. 
The iron alone (307,957 pounds) at fifteen cents per 
pound, the price allowed to the contractor for some 
extra work done by direction of the Government, 
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It is conceded that Mr. Whitney did not, when 
the contract was about being reduced to writing, 
demand an increase in the contract price. Pecun- 
iary considerations did not at that time engage 
his attention. ‘‘Hismind,”’ as Rear Admiral Smith 
in his letter to the Secretary of the Navy, which 
will be found on the seventh, eighth, and ninth 
pages of the accompaning memorial, well expresses 


in for this enlargement. He enlarged it more. 


THE: CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE: 


the idea, “seemed: tobe wholly: absorbed in hbis 
vessel.”? His -pride:and zeal were: in. her success, 
and led him:to incur heavier expenses than his 
contract would justify. He embarked ‘his private 
fortunein the enterprise, and has lost-all:he was 
worth. The Government has had the benefit of his 
expenditures, and he now seeks redress through . 
Congress. There is unquestionably much merit: in 
his application.: : : cote i 

The career of the Keokuk, though brief, was emi- 
nently ‘successful and highly creditable. . When’ 
ready for service she was ordered from New-York to 
Charleston harbor, and arrived there same nineteen - 
hours in advance of the vessels sent as her convoy. 
Though the convoy was driven to shelter by-a-severe 
storm,the Keokuk continued her-course and reached 
Charlestonin good order,and thus established her fit- 
ness for sea service. She was regarded by the rebels 
as the most formidable of the fleet at Charleston, 
and participated in the heaviest of the engagement: 
then in progress. hen in range,every. battery was. 
directed against her. Out of the ninety-odd shot 
whioh thundered against some portion of: her surface 
(many of them being at short range and of the 
heaviest caliber) net one penetrated ber side armor 
or-her forward turret; two oniy penetrated herafter 
turret, and every man who went into the conflict 
under her iron-clad protection came out of it alive, 
But the service she was required to perform proved 
more formidable than a vessel of her size could- on- 
dure, and she sunk at her anchoragé the next day 
after the battle, Favorable mention has been made 
of her services by her commander in his report to 
Admiral Du Pont, and she was justly ‘regarded as 
one of the most useful and handy vessels of the 
Navy. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest that the Secre- 
tary may omit reading the other part of the 
report, which refers merely to prices thathave 
been paid for other vessels. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further 
reading of the report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will state that in ‘the 
House of Representatives for three successive 
Congresses this bill has been reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs unanimously. 
They have reported it at this session giving 
him $60,000. He never was allowed any extra 
pay. He doesnot claim anything for the in- 
ereased price of labor or materials. He 
simply claims the cost of the iron that went 
into the vessel and machinery over and above 


the. original size of the vessel as contracted 


for. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ifthe chairman will allow 
me I will offer an amendment, which I think 
he will accept. I would not offer it if it were 
not for the fact thatan amendment hasalready 
been offered to the bill, and it. will have to go 
back to the House. It is to add atthe end of 
the bill ‘ including all extra labor, material, 
and all damages.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question will be on the amendment of the 
committee. i : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ilinois. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish only to observe 
that here is a large appropriation for the in- 
creased cost of building a vessel under a ver- 
bal contract. The contract must have been 
in violation of law to commence with. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I think the Senator is mis- 
taken. The contract was afterward reduced 
to writing, and reduced to writing in the form 
of this enlargement, but the original contract 
was made verbally for a vessel of a particular 
size. Afterward the size was increased, but 
the price was not increased. eed 

„Mr. SHERMAN. Then it seems that this 
party entered into a contract afterward with 
full. knowledge of the change. Besides, the 
increase in the value of iron did not occur 
until a year after the vessel was built. So that 
if the Dill is passed, it ought not to be passed 
on the pretense of any increase in the price 
of iron. . ; 

Mr. CRAGIN. It is not. It is for the 
actual price of the quantity of iron that he 

utin on account of the extra size. That is 
all the bill proposes to give bim, and it does 
not give him even tbat. By the estimates of 
the engineers you will see that three hundred 
thousand pounds of extra iron went into this 


vessel. I 


.hedid not say a word about extra compen 


„Mr:- PRATT. I-desire to-ask the chairman: 
ofthe comimittee-why it was that this. contractor: 
consented to the change-in the plan of. the 
vessel, increasing the-cost-of it so: much with- 
out some. safeguard- for an increase: of:.com-; 
pensation? io =» Sy ad A E oa 

Mr. CRAGIN. -That was bis foult.: He. 
proposed this change himself,.as he: believed, 
after the examination of his engineere;;that. Ab: 
was necessary. to make the. vessel-a:veuccess... 
The Department.accepted bis proposition, but. 


tion. He was so anxious to complete. ; 
vessel, and the: Department was. pressing him 
with such force that he did not ‘ine to. hayè, 
put in the contract any provision for ‘compen-, 
sation for increased. we and this simply. is to. 
pay him the additional money cost of the iron. 
that he was. put to by this increased size of the 


vessel, 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The ques: 
tion ison the amendment. moved by the Sens, 
-ator from Hlinois,, -. 0 l ne 

The amendment was agreed to. >.: i 
The bill was: reported -to the Senate. as. 
amended, and the amendments were con» 
curred in, The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading, was read the third ,time, : 
and passed. iby nad 
CHILDREN OF OTWAY H. BERRYMAN 


Mr. NYE. I now move to:take up the bill’ 
(S. No. 929) for the relief of the children of: 
Otway H. Berryman, deceased. E A 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It directs the proper ‘ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to allow and 
pay to Mrs. Columbia N. Payne, Mrs. Alice 
Bromwell, Calvert O. Berryman, and William 
M. Berryman, children of Otway H. Berry- 
man, deceased, $2,160 02, being the amount 
of losses sustained by him while commanding 
and acting as purser of the: United States 
schooner Onkahye ; but it is not to exceed the 
amount which a purser would have received 
for performiug the same duties-on board of the 
vessel. . ca A 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered. to. be engrossed. for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRIZE-MONEY OF SOHOONER ONKAHYE, 


Mr. NYE. Inow move to.take up Senate 

bill No. 899, for the relief of the children of 
the same man and some other parties. 
_ The motion was agreed:to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 899) for the relief of 
the children of O. H. Berryman, deceased, 
and others. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Mrs. Columbia N. Payne, 
Mrs. Alice Bromwell, Calvert O. Berryman, 
and William M. Berryman, ebildren of Otway 
H. Berryman, deceased, and the other officers 
and crew of the United States schooner Onka- 
hye, $20,664 69, being the balance of- the 
prize money obtained by the capture of the 
bark Laurens by the schooner in the year 
1848; and this sum is to be distributed among 
the officers and crew in such proportion as 
shall be designated by the Secretary of the 
Navy, according to the provisions of the sixth 
section of the act of April 23, 1800, entitled 
“An act for the government of the Navy of 
the United States.” - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendwent, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE C. BESTOR. 


Mr. NYE. I now move to take.up Senate 
bill No. 107. cos : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 107) for the relief 
of George C. Bestor: It proposes to direct 
the payment of $125,000 to. George C. Bestor, 
of Peoria, Illinois; in- full satisfaction ofall 


| his claim for compensation: for extra work 
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done, delays, and damages, and expenses 
caused by such delays on the part of the Navy 
Department in the completion of his contract 
of 24th of June, 1863, for the construction of 
an iron-clad steam battery. 

Mr. ALCORN. I move to amend the bill, 
with the consent of the Senator from Nevada, 
by inserting the words ‘his heirs or legal 
representatives,’ 

Mr. NYE. Certainly; I intended to make 
that motion, to insert the words ‘‘his heirs or 
legal representatives.” The poor old man 
died this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Nevada proposes to amend the bill 
by inserting the words “his heirs or legal 
representatives,” so that it will read, ‘‘ that 
there shall be paid to George C. Bestor, of 
Peoria, Illinois, his heirs or legal representa- 
tives.” 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest a change in that 
amendment, to say ‘‘to the legal representa 
tives or heirs of George C. Bestor.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest that there had 
better be some certainty about this matter. 
If you put in the word ‘ heirs,” it may go to 
the children and may go into wrong hands. I 
know nothing about the circumstances of the 
man or his estate, but it ought to go into the 
hands of his legal representatives, his execu- 
tors or administrators, so that if there be cred- 
itors they may be paid. I think the words 
‘egal representatives’? would be sufficient 
without heira.” 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘His heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives’? is the usual language of the law, 
Of course it will go to the administration first, 
anyhow, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to, 

Mr. SHERMAN. J should like to hear the 
report rend, 

Tho Chief Clerk read the following report, 
aubmitted by Mr, Nyx from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs on the 12th of February last: 


This potitioner, on the 24th day of Juno, 1863, 
ontered into a contract with tho Government, 
through the Navy Departmont, to construct one 
jron-clad steam battery, of iron and wood com- 
bined, to be completed in eight months from the date 
of the contract, und he was to bo paid therefor the 
sum of $386,000. 

Ln the said contract it was agrood— 

“That the parties of tho second part shall have 
tho privilege of making alterations and additions to 
the plans and specifications, at any time during the 
progress of tho work, as thoy may doom necessary 
and proper; and if said alterations and additions 
shall eauso extra expense tothe parties of the first 
part, they will pay for the same at fair nnd reason- 
able rates; and should such changes cause loss work 
and expense to the partics of the first part, n corre- 
eponding reduction to be mado from the contract 

rico, und in oach caso the costof the alterations to 

DE Seer ned when the changes are directed to be 
made. 

It appears in evidenco that immediately after this 
petitioner had commenced the building of the bat- 
tery, the Navy Department began to make alter- 
ations in and additions to tho original plans and 
specifications upon which the contract was founded, 
and continued such alterations till Oetober 1G, 1805. 

These chunges in tho plans proposed and required 
by the Navy Department to be executed by the 
petitioner woro quite numerous, and tho local in- 
spestor, David D. Wells, states that “the general 
plan was not altered, but the dotails were, through- 
out the vessel; and Mr. Alban C. Stimers, who was 
then chief engineer in the Navy, says: 

t Acts, therefore, which I performed, which af- 
fected Mr. Bestor and affect his case, were to direct 
him to make a different vessel from the one he con- 
tracted to do.” 

The effect of these alterations and additions was 
to delay the completion of the battery till Novem- 
ber, 1865. The water of the Mississippi being then 
so low, the draught of the vessel having been in- 
creased some two feet by the said alterations and 
additions, above what was originally intended, the 
contractor was obliged to keep the same on his 
bands till the rise of water in the following spring, 
and could not deliver the vessel at Cairo, the ap- 
pointed place, till March, 1866, when the same was 
inspected and accepted, some two years beyond the 
time fixed for the delivery in the contract, 

‘this delay was in no part the fault of the con- 
tractor. and Chief Engineer Stimer gays: 

“In my opinion, if the contractor had known that 
he was to have completed his vessel in accordance 
with the contract and specifications without any 
changes whatever. he could have had it done before 
the expiration of his contract, and I have no reason 
to suppose that he would not have had itdone.” 


There scems to be no question but the work was 
well done, and the materials satisfactory, as the 
local inspector, Wells, says, “The quality of the 
material and workmanship was first class, as I had 
been instructed to pass none other;” and that he 
“examined the work according to the specifications 
and contract.” : 

The petitioner claims $171,762 50 as justly due him 
in consequence of changes, delays, rise in materials 
and labor after the time when the battery would 
have been compfeted under his contract, and indi- 
rect damages resulting therefrom, to which he was 
neoesasrily subjected by the action of the Govern- 
ment. 

In the examination of the schedule of such losses 


| and damages as the petitioner claims to have sus- 


tained, the committee are not prepared, on the evi- 
dence furnished, to recommend the payment of the 
entire claim, but cannot avoid the conclusion that 
this contractor has suffered severely from causes 
herein stated. : 

They have accordingly agreed upon the sum of 
$125,000 as the nmount which this petitioner may 
justly ask from Congress, and they therefore report 
the accompanying bill and recommend its passage, 
provided it shall be in full satisfaction of all claims 
and demands on this contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the committee 
why this claim has not been sent to the Court 
of Claims like other claims of a similar.char- 
acter? 

Mr. NYE. It has never been proposed to 
send this claim there, and the committee have 
recommended the passage of a bill for its 
payment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know there is a gen- 
tleman in Cincinnati who built one of these 
steam vessels and has been waiting here for 
years $ 

Mr. HAMLIN. And this man has waited 
here until he has died. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Iknow; but the case to 
which I refer was finally sent to the Court of 
Claims. Now I want to know why this claim 
is not sent to that court also ? 

Mr. NYE. For the reason that the vessel 
was not accepted until 1866. We kept it on 
his hands for two years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That makes it no worse 
than other cases, 

Mr. NYE. The committee thought it was 
one of that class of cases which should be con- 
sidered by Congress—a case entirely different 
from those sent to the Court of Claims. There 
isan immense package of papers on the sub- 
ject which have been thoroughly examined 
during the past two or three years. 

Mr. LOGAN. This same bill has passed 
both Houses at different times. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed ; 
and its title was amended soasto read: A bill 
for the relief of the heirs or legal represent- 
atives of George C. Bestor. 

DAHLGREN GUN PATTERNS. 

Mr. STOCKTON, I should like to call up 
Senate bill No. 1059. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs ? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Yes, sir. I move to 
take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1059) authorizing a settlement of the 


j claim of the estate of the late Rear Admiral 


John A. Dahlgren was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill proposes to refer the claim of Made- 
lene Vinton Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear 
Admiral Jobn A. Dahlgren, and administra- 
trix of his estate, to the Court of Claints, 
which is vested with jurisdiction, and whose 
duty it is to be to hear and determine: first, 
whether Admiral Dahlgren was the original 
inventor of the Dahlgren gun and rifled pro- 
jectiles, or either of them, as described in his 
several patents; secondly, what amount of 
compensation, if any, is his estate justly en- 
titled to receive for the use of his inventions 
and patents as claimed, up to the time of ad- 
judication, for a full and entire transfer of his 
several patents to the United States. In de- 
termining the amount of compensation to be 
paid the estate for the use and transfer of the 


Dahlgren guns and rifled projectiles, the court 
is, in connection with the evidence in the ease, 
to take into consideration the facts if proved,. 
that, while Dahlgren was engaged in perfect- 
ing the inventions for which the patents were 
granted, he was in the service of the United 
States as an officer of the Navy, and that: 
while holding such cfiice in the Navy, his time, 
services, and skill were due to the United: 
States, and that the expense of making experi- 
ments, trials, and tests for the purpose of per- 
fecting such invention’ was paid by the United 
States. Bither party may appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States upon any 
such question where appeals now lie in other 
cases arising during the progress of the hear- 
ing of the claim, and from any judgment in 
the case at any time within ninety days after 
the rendition thereof; and any judgment ren- 
dered in favor of the claimant is to be paid 
in the same manner as other judgments of the 
Court of Claims, and the payment of such 
judgmentis to vest the full and absolute right 
to the patents, and each of them, in the United 
States. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not hear the reading of 
the bill. What isit for? An appropriation? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
again reported. : 

Mr. STOCKTON. Perhaps I can explain 
it iu less time. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I think this bill, if it 
had been drawn for the very purpose of meet- 
ing the objection that the Senator from INi- 
nois made to a case of a somewhat similar 
character that came up this evening, could 
not have been drawn more perfectly. 

Kear Admiral Dahlgren, as every one 
knows, made very important inventions in 
artillery and obtained valuable patents for 
many of those inventions. The United States 
not only used these guns, but they are the 
only guns in use in the Navy at the present time, 
and these guns have absolutely been sent 
to Japan, and my friend, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, showed me to-day a letter from 
Iwakura, alluding to the fact of the receipt of 
these guns. They have been sent all over 
the world. 

Mrs. Dahlgren simply asks that the Court 
of Claims shall say what her husband’s estate 
is entitled to, and to that request of hers the 
committee has added that the Court of Claims 
shall take into consideration the fact that he 
was an officer of the United States Navy, that 
his time and services and skill were due to the 
Navy at the time, that the means by which he 
tried his experiments were at the expense of 
the Government, and shall award any sum 
which after that consideration may be due to 
Mrs. Dahlgren. 

In addition to that the objection that the 
Senator from Illinois made to the last bill is 
met directly. We are not to get the use of 
these patents merely, but the absolute patent 
for all these inventions is to be handed over to 
the United States. These patents were all 
before the committee, and all the papers. 
may state that a bill I think was brought up 
in the House, appropriating a considerable 
sum, and I do not know but that it passed the 
House. If any Senator knows I should be 
glad if he would tell me. But it was in the 
course of passage when it occurred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs here, the matter 
being before us, that this was the most preper 


| course for it to take, 


Now, in reference to inventions made by 
persons inthe employ of the Government, it bas 


| seemed to me that the proper and just course 


is this: the fact that they are in the employ 


`of the Government and that their time and skill 


are due to us should be taken into considera-- 
tion, and they have no right to make the same 
claims that outside people might make. But 
then it must be remembered that if we want 
to encourage their ingenuity and their ability 


-in making inventions, and making inventions 


872. 
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which in nine cases out of ten are of no earthly 
value to them or to anybody but the United: 
States, which they sell to nobody else unless 
they sell to a foreign Government, which we 
would not like to permit, we must give them 
some reward and encouragement. 

There was a case before us, I remember, at 


a hydraulic pump, which raised the turret of a 
monitor. ‘The invention to our Navy, so far 
as monitors were concerned, was invaluable. 
Jt took the place of fifty men, With one sin- 
gle hand that man could pump a turret right 
up in two or three minutes where fifty men 
would be employed with a battering-ram to 
force itup by the old process, and in nine 
cases out of ten would not get it up then, for 
it would be clogged in trying to get it up. 
You rewarded that man. You gave him at 
the last session a handsome compensation—I 
forget the exact amount—for that invention, 
and he was in the service of the Government. 
: The just and proper principle, in my judg- 
ment, as I said before, is not to pay a man 
who is in our employ as we would a stranger 
who brought a patent to us and we adopted it, 
but to take the fact of his employment by us 
into consideration and yet in some way to en- 
courage ingenuity in making these inventions. 

I do not know myself but that the whole pat- 
ent system is wrong. In the latter years+¢of 
my professional life I have been inclined to 
think that patents are a‘ great nuisance. I 
read with a great deal of interest a short time 
ago a little book published by Longman, in 
which the debates that have taken place on 
this subject on the continent are collected to- 
gether and my judgment is rather against pat- 
ents anyhow ; but while we do grant patents, 
while we retain the system, it is our duty to 
encourage the ingenuity of our own mechanics. 
We certainly ought not to deprive ourselves 
entirely ofthe services and the ingenuity of 
our own men, the only men in the United 
States who have their attention directed to 

«these minutia, who stand day after day and 
look at the trouble, the toil, and the labor that 
are being expended, and weary their brains 
with thinking how they can manage to do it 
easier and better and save money to the Gov- 
ernment, and when they have perfected an 
invention of that sort, they certainly ought 
to be encouraged in some way. 

I think every difficulty that the Senator 
from [llinois made to the otber bill is obviated 
in this. Can there be any better way to fix 
the sum that Mrs. Dahlgren or Admiral Dahl- 
gren’s estate ought to be entitled to from this 
Government? What that sum should be I 
think would puzzle almost anybody to determ- 
ine. If you gave the estate a royalty on the 
guns hereafter to be made, it would be a mag- 
nificent fortune, as far as we can see, unless 
some new improvement is made, for there is 
no other gun, as I understand it, in use in the 

~ Navy. The main point of his principal in- 

vention was, as I understand it, to strengthen 
the gun at the point where the greatest strain 
comes upon it, to leave it lighter in weight 
than other guns, and strengthen it where the 
main strain comes on, and it has been adopted 
everywhere. Now, if Admiral Dahlgren’s 
estate is entitled to compensation, as we can- 
not settle the matter, as it is utterly impossi- 
ble for the committee to fix the sum, we have 
no way of estimating it, I can see no earthly 
means of adjudicating this matter better than 
by referring it to the Court of Claims, and that 
is all that this bill does. It refers the case to 
the Court of Claims, telling the Court of Claims 
atthe same time, which they probably would 
have considered without its being in the bill, 
but it is put in the bill. to avoid all mistake, 
that they must take into considération the 
fact of his position in the Navy, that the ex- 
periments were made at the expense of the 

Government, and all other matters of that 

character. If we cannot trust the Court of 


the last session of a ‘man who invented a lift, | 


Claims in a matter of this sort, I do not see 
where we can intrust so delicate an exercise 
of power. - p $ 


Mr. LOGAN. 
from New Jersey referred to me, Iwill state 
to the Senate, if they give me their attention, 


the reasons that will actuate me at least in my 


vote. : 

I am very certain that I have as much sympa- 
thy for the widow of an officèr'decased, or the 
widow ofa person who has not been an officer, 
as any one: in the Senate; but if our sympa- 
thies are to carry us beyond‘a principle that 
ought to be laid down in this Government for 
its guidance in matters of this kind, there is 
no telling where we shall end.. This proposi- 
tion, as I understand it, is to refer this ques- 
tion to the Court of Claims, for what? Tbe 
mere reference of itto the Court of Claims to 
adjudicate upon the amount to be allowed, is 
an admission by the Government that we owe 
something, and that we refer it to them for the 
purpose of ascertaining the amount. We are 
thereby establishing the principle that the use 
of every invention used by the Government of 
the United States shall be paid for. 

Now, let us see what hardship there is in 
this case. Admiral Dahlgren was a gallant 
officer, a gentleman beyond all question, a 
man that our country honored; but the fact 
that he was a gallant man and that we honored 
him is not sufficient to cause us to deviate 
from that rule by which we ought to be gov- 
erned. I donot know whether Mrs. Dahlgren 
receives a pension or not. I presume, how- 
ever, she does. 

Mr. STOCKTON. No, sir; she does not 
receive any; and { will say, while I am on my 
feet, that at the commencement of the Sen- 
ator’s observations he intimated that I was 
governed by sympathy, for he said that on ac- 
count of sympathy to the family of a deceased 
officer we should not deviate from principle. 
I made no appeal to any sympathy for Mrs. 
Dahlgren at all; I simply advocated a bill 
which I considered just. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. I said nothing of that kind 
as tothe Senator. Let us see as to the justice 
of it. I will show that injustice will arise 
from this very thing. 

Admiral Dahlgren belonged to the Navy of 
the United States. Where an invention is 
made of a gun by an officer of the Army, if 
that invention is considered worthy of a test, 
itis tested by the Government at the Govern- 
ment expense. There is no expense to the 
invéntors attending the testing of inventions 
made by persons belonging to the service of 
the Government of the United States; it is 
done at the Government expense. They are 
employed in advancing the interest of the Gov- 
ernment, itis true, by inventing a better gun. 
This gun isa good gun, it is true. I have 
used myself the Dahlgren gun or had it used 
under me by my men at Vicksburg. I know 
the value of the gun, and I could state to 
the Senator why it is valuable. But the 
fact that we use it in the Navy and use it 
to-day in earth-works in the Army, does not 
justify us in paying an amount of money if 
that payment is in violation of a principle that 
the Government ought to establish. Now, 
what is that? That where persons in the em- 
ploy of the Government officially, drawing a 
salary, performing no duty whatever at the 
time they are perfecting this invention, except 
in connection with the Government service, 
devote their time to the purpose of bringing 
out an invention, it ought to be the invention 
of the Goverament and the property of the 
Government. The Government ought not only 
to have the use of it, but it ought to be its 
property. Officers are not put in the Army 
or in the Navy merely to make inventions and 
then have the Government pay them in excess 
of their salary for that purpose. 


Mr. STOCKTON: Will the Senator permit | 


me to ask him a question? 


Inasmuch as the Senator || 


Mr. LOGAN: Certainly. eee 
Mr: STOCKTON.: -Why then does the Uni- 
ted States at that very time grant hima patent 
for his invention, securing to him the exclusive: 
right to use it? fh. lO E tai eM 
“Mr. LOGAN. : Because the Government-of. 
the United..States grants a patent. to every: 
inventor.) oso: ; DERE fee 
Mr. STOCKTON. - Why: should-3t vot be 
a cause. of. -cuveat that: the invention. ‘was: the 
invention’ ofa man.:in. the ‘servicé -of the: Gov- 
ernment and only useful-to the Government? 
Mr.:LOGAN... I-maintain the correct dot 
trine to. be that the Government. of the United 
Siates should never pay forthe use of a patent 
invented by one of its own citizens, and in my 
judgment that isthe correct-principle. Where 
the Government grants a patent for a principle 
oran invention, the protection the. Govern: 
ment. gives the inventor by defending. hini 
against any infringment from anybody else, 
by allowing him to be the only one who can 
use the invention, should secure to the Goy- 
ernment the use of the invention for its ownd 
purposes. ‘Thatis, in my judgment, the correct 
principle, f a : 
Mr. STOCKTON. If I. understand, the 
Government, then, could. go into the sewing- 
machine’ business. ; ; 
Mr. LOGAN. If the Government is. en‘ 
gaged in sewing it should use: the sewing-ma- 
chine, but it is not: engaged in that business. 
1 say where the Government uses the article 
patented for its purposes, it ought to have a 
right to do so. The purposes of thé Govern- 
ment are not to enter into making shirts and 
trowsers for Senators or anybody else; but 
when the Government is engaged in war, itis 
a part of the purpose of the Government to 
use implements of war, aud it should be free 
to use all warlike-inventions. without any im- 
pediment whatever, and. without any payment 
therefor. whe E nos 
If the Government protects individuals, the 
Government itself ought to derive some benefit. 
The Government in the protection of its citi- 
zen, and the citizen in being protected, should 
derive mutual. benefit. ‘The Government is 
entitled to receive support from the citizen in 
all times of trial and of danger: | In reference 
to matters of this kind, I say to the Senate to- 
night, that if you pay a royalty on the inven» 
tion of Admiral Dahlgren, you will pay a roy- 
alty on every gun that the United States has 
ever used. How much will you pay the heirs 
of Rodman for the invention of the Rodman 
gun, a gun almost universally in use to-day? 
Rodman died but a few months ago, down ab 
the Rock Island arsenal, an oficer of the Army 
of high rank, drawing a large salary. How 
much royalty will you pay him for his.inven- 
tion? How much royalty. will you pay Gen- 
eral Dyer for the ‘invention of the Dyer shel! 
used during the war? How. much: will you 
pay the heirs of Parrott for the Parrott gun ? 


| How much the heirs of General James. for 


the James rifles used in the beginning of the 
war? You will goon and you will pay mil- 
lions of dollars by establishing a precedent — 
that has never been established in the Gov- 
ernment before. It never was thought of till 
recently. It has never been pretended by the: 
officers of the Army or the Navy until very 
recently that they should ever acquire one cent 
for an invention brought about by them during 
their service, while they were drawing a salary 
from the Government. Í stated awhile ago 
that they required the mechanics while. work- 
ing in their shops 10 transfer the use.of their 
inventions to the Government for a “nominal 
sum. ‘That has been the practice of the Gov- 
ernment. Why? Because of the principle I 
have stated that the Government was entitled 
to the use of such patents asthey gave proiec- 
tion to, especially those that are produced by 
men in the employment of the Government. 
What is an Army officer employed for? He 
is employed to drill troops, be is eniployed:to 
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educate them in discipline and in drill, to 
march them to the field; to invade the country 
of the enemy; to defend his own country; to 
ascertain the best arm and the best manner of 
use ofthat arm. And everything that advances 
the interests of the Government in the mode 
of warfare, is the duty of an officer of the 
Army. If a musket is rusty, you burnish it; 
why? To prepare it for use. If you can make 
the musket better than it was before, it is your 
duty as an officer of the Army to do it. If 
you see how you can improve that gun by 
inventing a different breech, or a rifle, or any- 
thing else in connection with it, it is your duty 
to do it in the interest of your Government, if 
you are receiving its money as an officer of the 
Army. Itisa part of the officer's duty, and 
it has always been considered so. No man 
ever thought of being paid a royalty for an 
invention, while he was an officer of the Army 
or Navy, until recently. 

Why, here is an old gentleman, without 
mentioning his name, who has served the 
Government for forty years, who invented a 
gun years ago, one that I consider a good gun, 
too, a rifle for the use of infantry or for cav- 
alry, by changing it to a carbine. He has a 
patent on it. A board of officers a few years 
ago were ordered to report on the best arm 
for the use of the troops, and they did report. 
They reported four'or five different guns as 
the best patterns and required a trial of these 
different guna. The Government was to make 
five hundred of each; they were to be tried in 
the hands of troops to see which was the best 
gun, sothatthe Government could adopt which- 
ever gun proved to be the best. But although 
that was tho report of this board, they never 
have been tried save one. This old ofticer 
has been put off time and time again. Why? 
I will not say why;-and yet he has, in my 
judgment, one of the best guns that have 
ever been invented for the use of infantry. 
He asks no royalty from the Government; 
he expecta none. His profit he expects to 
derive by the Government adopting his gun, 
and then having it made. Men have always 
done so, and never expected any royalty ; 
never thought of anything of the kind; but 
if you commence giving royalty on guns in- 
vented by men in the Army or Navy, what 
will be the result? No man’s gun would ever 
be adopted unless he belonged to the Army 
or Navy. 

Mr. NYE. Will the Senator from Illinois 
allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. LOGAN. es, sir, 

Mr. NYE. Does he not think there is a 
distinction between a man who invents heavy 
ordnance and a man who invents a musket? 
The musket passes into the hands of every 
one; but this heavy ordnance never, goes into 
anybody's hands but the Government’s hands. 
In that case nobody would derive any benefit 
from it save the Government itself. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is certainly 
very much mistaken. The difference is not as 
he states it. He says the musket is used by 
everybody, but the heavy ordnance only goes 
into the hands of the Government. Does he 
mean of our own Government? If so, he is 
very much mistaken. The man that invents 
a gun makes it for all Governments that will 


buy it. 
Mr, NYE. That isthe very thing I ask the 
honorable Senator. He makes it for all 


Governments; but is it wise to let it pass into 
the hands of other Governments? 

Mr. LOGAN. How will you help it? 

Mr. NYE. Help it by our Government 
holding the patent. 

Mr. LOGAN. But will that affect them in 
England ? Will they not make the gun there? 
Mr. NYE. Only one patent is taken out. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘They will make them, and 
do make just the same kind of guns we do, 
but call them by different names. The Arm- 
strong gun, the best gun England has to day, 
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was copied from an old gun that. lies at the 
arsenal down here, and I can prove it to any 
man, and improved on by Mr. Armstrong. 
So it is in reference to guns everywhere. They 
are made to be sold to everybody, to every 
Government. The patents that you have 
used are of muskets, though the principle is 
the same as to pieces of heavy ordnance. 
Take Allin’s patent, Remington’s patent, and 
so on, do they not sell these guns to Europe ? 
Is there any reason’ why if Remington makes 
a heavy piece of ordnance he cannot sell it to 
Europe the same as he does a musket? It is 
simply absurd. They are sold everywhere. 
But, as I said, if you pay an officer of the 
Army or the Navy a royalty, I tell you the 
Government of the United States will never 
use any gun except that which is made by an 
officer of the Army or Navy. 

I did not want to go into this discussion. 
There is a report now in print that I will refer 
the Senate of the United States to. I refer to 
the report on ordnance made by a joint com- 
mittee of the House and Senate, and I ask 
them to read that and see whether they think 
there is any chance for any one outside to ever 
have a gun adopted if you admit this prin- 
ciple. There are reasons that I do not wish to 
give, at least in a discussion of this kind, why 
it should not be done, other than the mere fact 
of its violating principle. I know it is the 
hardest thing in the world for an outside man 
to get a shell that is to go into a gun adopted 
by the United States. Ít costs a great deal 
of money on trial and experiments in order 
to get it done. f do not say why; but it is a 
fact; and the evidence has been before Con- 
gress to show that to be true. 

l venture the assertion to-day that if you 
refer this case to the Court of Claims with the 
prineiple established (and you establish that 
doctrine by the bill) that the Government will 
pay for the use of patents, you will not stop 
short of $10,000,000 in less than five years 
for the use of guns that you have already made 
use of, as just too asthis would be. There is 
a gun in use, the best gun that we have in the 
way of heavy ordnance. ‘The invention is 
what? It is the mere fact of cooling the gun 
from the interior instead of from the exterior, 
That is the patent, and on that patent you will 
pay hundreds of thousands of dollars if you 
agree to this proposition. All the changes 
that have been made in ordnance in reference 
to rifling ordnance, changing the manner of 
cooling the matter so as to prevent quick ex- 
pansion and quick contraction, are subjects 
of different patents. Will not all these patent- 
ees be entitled to the very same thing that 
you vote here? ` 

All that I have said in reference to this is 
merely to put my protest ou record against 
establishing this principle, so that it may be 
seeu when the time comes that the Govern- 
ment is called upon to pay millions of dollars 
which it will be if this precedentis set. I will 
to-morrow, or to-day, or any time, vote for a 
law saying that the protection that Govern- 
ment gives to patentees shall be a guarantee 
that the Government shall use their patents 
for its use when the article is necessary in 
anything the Government proposes to do, 
without pay or emolunfent whatever. That 
principle, in my judgment, ought to be estab- 
lished in this Government, and ought to be 
inserted in a statute. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, my former 
position on the Committee on Naval Affairs 
led me to have some knowledge of the ques- 
tion involved in this pending bill. I do not 
propose to go into any discussion of the merits 
of the several guns, the patents for which are 
involved in this bill; bat I will say a few 
words upon the question that has been started 
by the Senator from Hlinois. He takes the 
ground that where patents are granted by the 
Government to those who have been in the 
employ of the Government, they should be 
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owned by the Government. That is the 
logical effect of the position which he takes. 
Now, Mr. President, the very converse of that 
is the trath, for when you come to look at the 
original provision which gives rise to all these 
questions of patents, we find it reads thus. — . 

The Constitution in enumerating the powers 
of Congress gives authority— 

“ To promote the progress of science and useful 
arts, by securing for limited times to authors and 
inventors the exclusive right to their respective 
writings and discoveries.” 

‘The exclusive right? Now, Mr. Pres 
ident, when we remember that no right of this 
character can be granted until after an appli- 
cation has been made to the Government it- 
self, and the evidence laid before it of the 
originality of the invention and of the merits 
of the invention, when letters-patent are issued, 
those letters-patent give to the patentee an 
exclusive right aa against all parties, whether 
private individuals or the Government. The 
only difference between the Government and 
private individuals is, that ifthe private indi- 
vidual uses the patent, the patentee has arem- 
edy at law againsthim; when the Government 
steps in and uses the patent, the patentee has 
no remedy as against the Government, unless 
he comes and makes his appeal to Congress, 
That is the only difference between the private 
indjvidual and the Government, and I do not 
think that it would be good policy to hold that 
all persons in the employ of the Government 
should be discouraged from exercising their 
ingenuity in inventions in the particular line 
in which they are engaged, upon those par- 
ticular subjects to which their thoughts are 
directed ; but if it should be the policy of the 
Government, that ought to be declared, and 
the letters-patent which are issued to any pat- 
entee ought to have in them the reservation 
of the right to the Government to use that 
patent, instead of saying upon its face that it 
does grant the exclusive -right for the limited 
time of fourteen years to the patentee of that 
invention, f 

Now, sir, what have we in this case? Here 
is an officer, a gallant officer, a meritorious 
officer, as the Senator from Hlinois admits, 
who during the time of his employment by 
the Government directed his attention to the 
improvements which could be made in ord- 
nance, and made these improvements. He 
made his application to the Government; the 
Government did not demur to it. If there 
bas ever been any rule such as the Senator 
from Illinois refers to, of requiring a mechanie 
to assign to the Government any invention 
which he makes before the letters-patent are 
issued to him, I have never heard of it; and 
if that rule applies to the mechanics simply, 
it seems to me it has been an unwarranted 
exercise of power in their superiors to demand 
the assignment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say they were 
required to assign the patent, but the use of 
the patent to the Government; and that is the 
rule, and I can refer the Senator to a docu- 
ment that will show it by plenty of evidence 
given by Army officers. That is the rule in 
the Army in reference to officers or mechanics, 
and so itis in the Navy. 

Mr. SCOTT. A rule established by whom? 

Mr. LOGAN. By the Departments of the 
Government. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is there any such rule laid 
down in the War Department or in the Navy 
Department, or is it a rule simply of the shop 
in which these mechanics have been at work? 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no law laying down 
such a rule, but it is the rule in both the De- 
partments; and it has been over and over test- 
ified to before committees here, by ordnance 
officers, and other officers of the Government, 
that itis the rule. Mechanics who have made 
inventions have testified the same. I can tell 


| you, too, some of them who testified recently. 


Mr. Taylor, a mechanic in the navy-yard in 
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` this city, who invented the base of a shell, or 


the composition of metal, I believe it was, which 
was of a very superior quality, was required to 
assign, the.use of that patent to the Govern- 
ment, and he did so. 
Springfield armory, testified before a commit- 
tee but a few days ago that the Government 
paid no royalty to mechanics; that where they 
invented anything while they were at work for 
the Government they were allowed no royalty, 
but the Government. was entitled to the use 
of the invention. That is the understanding 
throughout all the Government Departments. 
I know there is no law on the subject, and I 
only spoke of it gs a rule. Mas 
Mr. SCOTT. As I have already said, if 
such a rule is imposed on our mechanics, itis 
a usurpation of authority. There is no law 
authorizing it, but on the:contrary the Govern- 
ment expressly ignores any such rule when it 
grants its letters-patent, and gives the exclusive 
right to the patentee. 

But I was remarking that this officer, Ad- 
miral Dahlgren, having made these inventions, 
permitted the Government to use them. He 
made no claim during his life. He was con- 
tent that they should be vised. But after his 


_ death, after the Government has used them, 


and not only used them, but, as my friend from 
New Jersey has said, sent these gun to foreign 
Governments; sent them to Japan, and sent 
them, as I have the evidence here to show, 
also, or at least they were sent with the con- 
sent of the Government, to the Russian Gov- 
ernment—afiter all this, and after he is dead, 
his widow comes here, stating ber limited cir- 
cumstances, and asking that Congress give to 
her at least money enough to erect a suitable 
monument to the memory of that husband, 
and to the memory of the equally gallant son 
who gave up his life during the rebellion. She 
does not come saying that the Government, 
ought to pay a royalty, as the Senator from 
Illinois says. No such thing. She does not 
ask to have fixed by this Government, as 
there is fixed upon the Rodman gun, as I un- 
derstand, a royalty of so much per pound upon 
every gun that is made; but she says: ‘The 
Government has had the use of this patent. It 
isacknowledged to be a valuableinvention. It 
has not only had the use of it, but has made 
generous use of it by sending it abroad to other 
Governments; and here, with the patents yet 
to run for some six or eight years, instead of 
asking you for a royalty, I say to you, ‘Give 
me this reasonable sum, and the whole patent 
shall be assigned over to the Government.’”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. If the object is to erect a 
monument to Admiral Dahlgren and to his 
son, why not say so, and ask the Government 
to give the money for that purpose? I will 
vote for it, and let us not dodge around the 
bush and try to establish a principle that will 
cost. the Government millions of dollars. If 
Admiral Dabigren’s widow is in indigent cir- 
cumstances, vote her a pension; Iam ready 
to do it, and a good one, too. That will vio- 
late no principle. That is according to a 
principle established, and one that is proper 
and right. I do not care for the sum of 
money. It. is not the amount of money to 
pay her or to erect a monument, but it is the 
principle, that will cost the Government mil- 
lons of dollars, that I object to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was stating not that I 
wished money to be appropriated for that pur- 
pose, but the substance of the petition which 
was presented in this case stated that she was 
in limited circumstances, and that it was her 
desire to appropriate at least a partof this 
money for the purpose which I have mentioned. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let us vote it then without 
dodging around the bash. 

Mr. SCOTL. -I have already argued the 
principle upon which this is involved, and say 
that the Government stands in such a position 
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that a private individual standing in’ the same 
position would be estopped from: denying this 
claim. If I make a grant tothe Senator from 
Hlinois, that grant is.construed most strongly 
against.me. I cannottake:back anything that 
issaid init, Hereis a grant-by the Government 
of the United States to Admiral Dahlgren of 
the exclusive use of these ‘inventions for the 
term of fourteen: years, and the next day—he 
could not prevent it—the Government. turns 
around and makes use of his invention, which 
if a private party were to. do he would sub- 
ject himself to an action for doing. Now, 
standing in this particular instance upon a 
legal right, if a party can have a legal right, 
against the Government, the Government has 
done that which if done by a private indi- 
vidual would subject that private individual 
toan action; and if there is to be a policy 
of this kind declared, it ought to be enacted 
in the statute, and, as I have said, it ought to 
be a part of the letters-patent which every 
man would see when he takes them into his 
hand that the Government claims the right tö 
use this invention, for there are some inven- 
tions (and that involved in this bill is one of 
that character) which are of very little use to 
any other party than to the Government; and 
if this rule is to be applied, it would be saying 
to those in the Government employment, 
“Do your work and get your wages, but do 
not think of improving the ordnance or any 
of the other machinery that is in use in your 
department by the Government.” 

Now, sir, this bill is not without precedent. 
I remember. a case which was before the 
Naval Committee when I was a member of it 
in which a private individual had invented a 
safety-fuse, Mr.. Hubbell, of Philadelphia. 
Probably the Senator from New Jersey will 
remember it. He had made several inven- 
tions of that character which the Government 
used during the late rebellion. They were in 
use, I believe, upon the Kearsarge at the very 
time the Alabama was destroyed. He claimed 
that by means of that very invention that ves- 
sel was successful in that action. When he 
came to the Government they did not turn him 
away and say, ‘' Here ig an invention which 
we used, but which we had the right to use.’’ 
They turned him over to the Court of Claims, 
and he recovered his money, not as much as 
he thought he ought to have, but some two 
hundred thousand dollars, I think, against the 
Government for the use of that safety-fuse. 

Here the bill which we propose to send to 
the Court of Claims puts into it all the cir- 
cumstances that the Senator from Illinois has 
relied upon. They are to consider that the 
‘admiral was an officer, that his time was due 
to the Government, that the inventions which 
he tested were tested probably at the expense 
of the Government; and, considering all this, 
they are to determine what ought to. be paid 
to his widow, and that the payment of that 
sum sball vest absolutely in the Government 
the remaining life of the patents, as well as 
be a discharge for their former use. 

I can see no such danger as the Senator 
from Illinois anticipates from the passage of 
this bill; and I think, considering what is 
urged in the petition, considering the services 
of Admiral Dahlgren, considering the services 
of his family to the country, we shall be doing 
but-little toward discharging the debt that is 
due to them by permitting his widow to go into 
the Court of Claims and there have her right 
as a suitor against the Government which she 
would have against any private individual who 
had used the inventions of her husband. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, Ido not 
propose to discuss this question, but as the 
Senator from Illinois bas stated, as I under- 
stood him, that this was without precedent, 
and that the Government has universally 
claimed the right to use these. patents, I send 
to the Clerk the opinion of a much better law- 
yer than myself on this subject. I ask the 
Clerk to read the parts that I have marked. 
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The question was decided ‘by the chief of ord: 
nance, General Dyer, and:decidedas held: by 
the Senator from Hlinois: -` That question: was 
referred to Judge Holt, Judge: Advocate: Gens 
eral, and: I desire that the-Senate: shall bear 
his opinion on that point... wy ae 

The Secretary read as follows: oce i sT 

“ On'the contrary, the opinion is entertained th; 
the fact that ún invention has been perfected tye 
Government. employé at.a public workshop, and 
with the tools and materials In ‘use there, as Well as 
at-a period when the time and labor ‘of tho party 
were atthe disposal ofthe Governmentby ving of 
its contract with him, should notof itself be deemed. 
conclusive against a claim interposed by him to be 
paid by the United Statos for the permanent ‘use 
of such invention, espedialiy where (as is proposed 
in this instanoe) the patent-right is upon'such pay- 
ment wholly transferred. ‘If in. experimenting, 
framing his models, &c., the party has ‘availed him- 
self to any extent of the time, materials, orJabor of 
the Government, or. its. operatives, the. value: of 
these should be taken into account in. determinin, 
what may be ‘a reasonable price for the use an 
transfer of the invention and patent y; but because 
of his so availing. himself, it cannot justly be held 
that the entire product of the labor of his hands and 
brain should accrue of: right to:his employer. He 
was employed, indeed, not to make this invention, 
but for other and ordinary labor, and if he properly 
performed the latter, while at the same time per- 
fecting the former, the Government, while it -has 
no cause to complain, should, it is thought, deem 
itself fortunate that it has afforded an opportunity 
to its skilled employé to exercise his genius, espe- 
cially when exercised, as here, for its own imme- 
diate benefit, And in such a case the Government, 
if desiring to secure a permanent property. in. the 
invention, should not. be uawilling to remunerato 
the inventor in: such n sum us—considering how far 
it may have itself contributed to the result~may be 
just and reasonable, If an opposite view, indeed, 
should prevail, the inventive talent of public oper- 
atives, instead of being stimulated, would be dis- 
couraged, or, if exerted at all, would be. placed in 
the first instanco at the command of. private indi- 
viduals or companies, with whom, perhaps, in the 
end, the Government would be forced to contract at 
agreatly advanced price, 

“It may bo observed, also, that under our patent 
laws, it is only the inventor, the person in whose 
brain the new form or method has been conoeivedy 
who can be invested with the patent-right.. To one 
who may have furnished the. labor or, materials 
necessary to its completion, a patent cannot be 
issued, for the subject of the patent ix regarded as 
the property of the inventor only. In this instance, 
therefore, the proporty of Wrightin his linchpin. is 
recognized by law, and the United States for merely 
using the samo for publio purposes, (in the absence 
of any contract) would be obliged to: render. him a 
proper compensation, 

ie remains only to add that no precedent has 
been discovered in which the ‘principle’ understood 
by General Dyer to be an ‘admitted’ one—that the 
United States is entitled to uge an invention per- 
fected under circumstances similar to those reported 
in the caseof Wright without the payment of royalty 
or any compensation for the patent—has been in 
any manner acknowledged, On tho contrary, there 
are believed to have heen repeated instances in 
which the opposite view has been taken by the Gov- 
ernment; and of these the case of Captain Rodinan 
is perhaps the most conspicuous. The invention of 
that officer was perrected by him while in the United 
States service, and was the result of experiments 
made in Government founderies; moreover, the in- 
vention was tested at a very heavy public expense 
before being adopted; but while it was held that, 
being an officer in the military service, he could not 
legally sell his patent to the United States, his right 
to be suitably recompensed for the sume as private 
property, upon its being taken and used by the 
Government, was treated nobody.a question. (See 
Report of Commission on Ordnance and Ordnance 
Stores, pages 549, 571)” 


Mr. LOGAN. That does not. controvert 
the proposition I made at all. That was where 
the patent was absolutely sold to the Govern= 
ment of the United States or taken by the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. WINDOM. The question was whether 
the Government was bound to compensate an 
inventor. for his patent when he was in. the 
employ of the Government. : 

Mr. LOGAN. For bis patent—not for. the 
use of it, - : 

Mr. WINDOM. For the use of his patent. 

Mr. STOCKTON. If the Senator. from 
Illinois does not see that that opinion of Judge 
Holt controverts his position, it would be very 
useless in me to attempt to satisfy him that he 
was wrong in the legal position he took. : 

Mr. President, if the Goversnient furnished 
the men it employed with brains as well ai 
with tools, there might be some reason for it.to 
claim the absolute use Of all: their inventions, 
but there was a higher Power that gave brains 
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to these men, and these brains are not abso- 
lately, entirely employed by the Government. 
You have limited the hours of labor to eight 
hours a day; and if a man chooses to use his 
brains in the other hours, has he not some 
claim to compensation? 

_ The Senator from Illinois said to the Senate 
that the rule was in the Army and inthe Navy 
that men in the service of the Government 
should not be compensated for their inventions. 

Mr. LOGAN. Isaid no such thing. I said 
the rule was that they should not be compen- 
sated for the use of their inventions. There 
is very great difference between an invention 
and the use of an invention. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Then the Senator, like 
Don Quixote, has been the whole of this even- 
ing fighting a windmill. He said first that 
this bill contained a royalty—— 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The Senator will allow me. 
His courtly language is such that | must admit 
the proposition. have to some extent in that 
direction been fighting a windmill. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ae STOCKTON. The Senator is exceed- 
ingly witty. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very, indeed. 

Mr. SFOCKTON. He has been fighting a 
windmill. He has insisted that this bill con- 
tains a royalty, when, if he had read the bill or 
listened to it when it was read, he would have 
scen that it contained no royalty at all. There 
in no payment whatever for the use of the in- 
vention. The payment in this case is for the 
absolute transfer of all the interest the Admi- 
ral had in it, aud all that his family have. What 

J arose to say was that the rule he speaks of 
is undoubtedly trae. Why the necessity of 
this bill? Can a Department say toa man, 
“© You have made a valuable invention, and 
we will compensate you for it?’ Certainly 
not; but the Government of the United States, 
which gives to a private individual by virtue 
of the power conferred on it by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to grant patents the 
exclusive use of hisinvention for sixteen years, 
is protected from any claim on the part of any 
of its employés for the reason that its employés 
cannot go into court and make a claim against 
it. Therefore they come to Congress, They 
aay to Congress, ‘1 have invented this; lcan 
sell this to a foreign country; it may or it may 
not be an invention which is useful outside of 
the military arm of the Government ; but if 
you want it I think you ought to give me some 
reasonable compensation, taking into consid- 
eration that my time as well as my means of 
experimenting were granted we by you. This 
is precisely that case. 

This bill grants no royalty, no money; it 
merely says to a tribunal that you have con- 
stituted for no other parpose-in the world than 
to decide between the United States Govern- 
ment and claimants upon it, that it shall have 
the power, taking into consideration the posi- 
tion of this gentleman in the service, and that 
be made his experiments with the money of 
the Government; to say whether he ought to 
have any claim or not. If the law as laid 
down by the Senator from lilinois be correct, 
the Court of Claims cannot grant one dollar 
under this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will allow me 
right there. I have not laid down any law, 
because there is no law on the subject. I was 
laying down what I thought ought to be a cor- 
rect principle. The Senator says that this bill 
does notask for royalty, nor does it ask for pay 
for the use of the arm, but merely to determ- 
ine the price of the patent. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Very nearly correct in 
that; batis would be very well if the Senator 
had read the bill or heard it read before he 
got up and pitched into it. 

Mr. LOGAN. J had heard it read. I ask 
the Senator if the statement I have just made 
is correct? 

Mr. SLOCKTON, 
ollection it is, 


To the best of my rec- 


Am I correct? i 


Mr. LOGAN. I take the gentleman’s rec- 
ollection. Now, if the Senator’s statement is 
correct, and I think it is, that it is for the sale 
of the patent, let me ask one question. Let 
me ask who is making this bargain? Mrs. 
Dahlgren has memorialized Congress; but 
has the ordnance department memorialized 
Congress? Has the President of the United 
States? Has the head of the Army? Has 
the Navy Department? Have they said to us 
that they want to buy this patent? Certainly 
not; and yet Congress is going on to make a 
contract in its own right with Mrs. Dahlgren 
to have the value of a patent determined with- 
out the Government through its officials asking 
for the purchase of that patent. That is the 
position the Senator puts himself in. 

I know it is very hard to oppose measures 
like this. I have had a great many troubles 
in opposing some of these things in reference 
to the Army and Navy. I have had a great 
many fights over them. I know nearly every- 
body has a sympathy for anything that is asked 
by a widow or an Army officer or Navy officer, 
and itis criminal almost to oppose it. ‘They say 
that you are opposing the Army, you are 
opposing the Navy, unless you give them every- 
thing, pay for guns, and time, and service, 
pensions, and everything élse! Now, the 
Government of the United States have not 
asked the purchase of, this patent. Nobody 
has asked for the purchase of the patent; but 
Mrs. Dalghren proposes to sell it, and that is 
ali there is in it. 

Now, if Mrs. Dahlgren proposes to sell this 
patent, let Mrs. Dahlgren and the ordnance 
department agree upon the value of the pat- 
ent, and then ask Congress to pay her for it. 
Would not that be better? But you must 
refer it to whom? ‘Fo the Court of Claims, to 
determine the value of a patent on a gan? 
What do they know about a gun? The Court 
of Claims are to decide the value of a patent 
on heavy ordnance by merely referring it to 
them. lask if it would not have been the 
most sensible, just, and proper way for the 
ordnance department to have said, We want. 
this patent for the use of the Government p’? 
and if so, sayto Mrs. Dahlgren, t How much 
will you take for it.” If she says they may 
value it, let them do it, and then ask Congress 
to appropriate the money. 

But now, since the gentleman has brought 
himself down to the mere point of purchasing 
the patent, let us have it purchased in a differ- 
ent way. In Heaven's name, does the Con- 
gress of the United States have to refer a bill 
to the Court of Claims to ascertain the value 
of a patent? I think this Naval Committee 
might have done that themselves if that is all 
they want. Why did they not ask Congress to 
do it, and let us have the fight over the value 
of it rather than to refer it to the Court of 
Claims, and there is a finality? They may 
value it at $5,000,000, and Congress is bound 
by it, because you have referred it to them 
to determine the amount. 

I did say the principle was wrong. I say so 
yet. Awhile ago Í opposed the previous bill 
because it was for the use of a patent of a 
mechanie for an invention during the time he 
was receiving pay from the Government. 

-Now, 1 should like to put a question to the 
Senator. I know he is a great friend to the 
Navy. Soam Í. He is more of a naval man 
than I am. He knows more about it, a great 
deal more than I ever shall know, I presume ; 
and yet he might learn more and not do him 
any damage. Suppose an officer of the Army 
or Navy is spending two or three years ou one 
of these inventions; some of them have spent 
more than that in perfecting guns; it takes 
time to invent a gun, and test it and try it at 
the expense of the Government, costing hun- 
dreds and thousands of dollars. It is said 
that it costs about sixty thousand dollars to 
try one gun of large size; that is, it costs that 
amount of money for the shell and powder 
and all the expense connected with it. While 


all this is being done by the Government for 
the benefit ofan individual's invention, which it 
takes two or three years’ time to perfect, and 
test, and try, and have it so that it is adapted 
to the Government of the United States, 
would it not be well enough for him to knock 
off his pay for that time, while he is drawing, 
say, his $4,000 a year from the Government ` 
while making an invention and then getting a 
large amount of money from it hereafter? I 
ask what justice there is in such thing? : 

It is not the duty of the officers of the Army 
and Navy to perform this service for the pur- 
pose of making a large fortune out of it while 
they are drawing money from the Treasury of 
the United States. It is unjust and unfair, 
There is no equity in it. As I said awhile 
ago, if Mrs. Dahlgren wants a pension, I do 
not care how large a one, Í will vote it; or, 
if you want to erect a monument to the mem» 
ory of the Admiral, I will vote for the money. 
But when you want to refer. this question to 
the Court of Claims to determine the value of 
this patent, I do not think I can establish any 
such precedent by my vote, 

Í expected when I made the opposition to 
the first bill to find somebody attacking on the 
left, in the center, and on the right; I ex: 
pected to be flanked out in the front and rear 
and everywhere else, for | never made an 
objection to anything that belonged to the 
Army or Navy thatI did not get it all around, 
as if there were a nest of hornets turned 
loose. You find only about one or two men 
who will ever stand up in the House of Repre- 
sentatives or the Senate and oppose anything 
that these men or their families ask. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, the Seu- 
ator from Illinois was kind enough to pay me 
a compliment; he said I knew more about 
naval matters than he did, for which Iam very 
much indebted to him. I can return the com- 
pliment by saying that he knows a great deal 
more about Army matters and many other 
things than I do. But he added to this very 
beautiful compliment the remark that 1 might 
know more about it yetand notbe hurt. The 
difference between the Senator from Illinois 
and myself is simply this; that I do not 
know much about it, and I am conscious that 
I do not know much about it; he does not 
know much about it, and 1 do not think he is 
conscious of it. That is the precise differ- 
euce. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is first rate for you. 

Mr. SELOCK'TON. Let me tell the Senator 
from Illinois in all kindness, because I do not 
want to consume time, that he misunderstood 
this bill when it came up and I tried to 
correct him. He thought it was for the use 
of apatent, and he turns around and says to 
me, “Now you have come down to this, that it 
is only for the purpose of buying a patent.” 
The bill was read to buy a patent, I said 
originally it was simply to buy the patent; 
it is not to pay anything for the use of the 
patent; it is to ask the Court of Claims, taking 
into consideration all the facts he states, which 
are ail in the- bill, that this man was ‘in the 
naval service, that he used our money for his 
experiments, to decide whether anything is 
due, and if so how much. . 

Now, the Senator from Illinois certaiuly 
ought not to arrogate to himself the decision 
of this question. He says he has laid down 
no points of law, and yet he will not allow it 
to go before a court. I certainly would not 
take that upon myself. He says, ‘* Why does 
not the Naval Committee determine this thing, 
and say how much she shall have?” Why, 
sir, as an humble member of the Naval Com: 
mittee myself, | should not know how to determ- 
ine the question. - From the opinion sent up 
to the Chair by the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. Wixpom] it is manifest that in the view 
of Judge Holt and many otbers, and that I 
believe is the rule maintained, a man having 
the absolute right to a patent, the exclusive 
right to a patent from the Government, is not 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


debarred because he happens to be in the em- 
ploy of the Government, 

The Senator asks me whether the officer’s 
pay should not be deducted. Certainly not, 
because if he had not done some service, if he 
had not had some ciaim founded in justice, 
founded in law, the Court of Claims, which is 
your own tribunal, will give him nothing. 

‘The Senator said in the course of his re- 
marks that the very reference to the Court of 
Claims would call on them to give a verdict. 
Certainly not. It is referred to them with 
these very suggestions for the purpose of de- 
termining that question. Let me read a line 
or two from the bill: 

That the claim of Madeleine Vinton Dahlgren, 
widow of the late Rear Admiral John A. Dahlgren, 
and administratrix of the estate of said Rear Ad- 
miral John A. Dahlgren, deceased, be referred to 
the Court of Claims, which is hereby vested pith 
jurisdiction, and whose duty it shall be to hear and 
determine: first, whether said Admiral Dahlgren 
was the original inventor of the Dabigrea gun— 

That can do no harm— 
and rifled projectiles, or either of them, as de- 
scribed in his several patents; secondly, what 
amount of compensation, if any, is his estate justly 
entitled to receive for the use of his inventions and 
patents as claimed, up to the time of adjudication. 

* Ei * * * * * . * * 


And in determining the amount of compensation 
to be paid said estate for the use and transfer of the 
said Dahigren guns and rified projectiles, the said 
court shall, in connection with the evidence in.tho 
case, take into consideration the facts, if proved, 
that, while the said Dahlgren was engaged in. per- 
fecting the inventions for which said patents were 

ranted, the said Dahlgren was in the service of the 

nited States as an officer of the Navy and that 
while bolding such office in the Navy, his time, ser- 
vices, nnd skill were due to the United States, and 
that the expense of making experiments, trials, and 
tests for the purpose of perfecting such inventions 
was paid by the United States. 

And either party may appeal to the Supreme 
Court. | said when [ first started that the 
reason I called the attention of the Senator 
from Illinois to this bill was that he objected 
to another bill before the Senate to-night that 
it was only the use that was granted, and I de- 
sired to call his attention to the fact, and stated 
it openly, that if this bill had been drawn to 
meet the objection which the Senator from Mi- 
nois made to the other bill, it could not have 
been drawn more explicitly and clearly. Not 
one dollar can ever go out of the United States 
Treasury into the hands of the widow of Ad- 
miral Dahlgren unless the Court of Claims 
pass upon the fact that she is entitled to it in 
law, and then, sitting as they do to determine 
facts as a jury, determine what they think the 
proper amount is, and from that decision the 
Government can appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. LOGAN: I think I am not so much 
mistaken. I think I have understood all the 
time what I was saying; at least I understand 
myself if the Senate does not. Congress make 
the contract here with Mrs. Dahlgren; it is 
referred to the Court of Claims to ascertain 
the amount. My objection was, as I said, that 
the ordnance department had not asked to 
purchase this patent, You yourselves force 
the purchase upon the Government without 
their usking it. Nobody has asked for it. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I understand, and if I 
am mistaken I hope the chairman of the com- 
mittee or some other member of the commit- 
tee will correct me, that there is no other gun 
in use in the Navy. There are hundreds and 
thousands of them in use to-day all over the 
country, all over the world where ships float, 
even to the little gun-boats, even to the boats 
that go with small vessels. For gentlemen to 
say that the ordnance department has not 
asked that we shall appropriate anything when 
we have the fact that they are using the gunand 
all that is asked is that the Court of Claims 
shall say whether she is entitled to any com- 
pensation seems very singular. Will the Gov- 
ernment of the United Statés take the position 
with the Senator that they will not let their 
own Court of Claims, after adopting an inven- 
tion of this-kind, after using it, after spread- 
ing it throughout the world, pass on the single 


fact whether she is entitled to remuneration 
or not? Ob, Mr. President, that is not right. 
The Seuate certainly dogs not understand this 
case if it proposes so to act. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
I take no very great interest in this matter, 
and certainly Í am not competent to say much 
in regard to it any way. One thing has oc- 
curred to me in listening to the remarks of 
gentlemen on either side. I do not. quite 
agree with my honorable friend from Ilinois 
that because a man is in the employ of the 
Government, and the Government is entitled 
to his services in a particular way, he may 
not be entitled to the exercise of his genius 
outside of any duties which the Government 
of the United States in such employment hag 
aright to demand of him. But at the same 
time I do agree with the honorable Senator 
from Illinois that it is worth while in a ques- 
tion of this kind to exercise very great caution 
to see that no more latitude is given in the 
reference of such a question as this than 
would be likely to produce absolute justice to 
the party who presents theclaim. ‘This refer- 
ence to the Court of Claims is in the nature 
of a claim from Mrs. Dahigren. I believe the 
bill proceeds to declare that they are to 
consider her claim. What is her claim for? 
If she has a claim, what is it for? It is for 
the use of the gun patented by her late hus- 
band. 

But it will be observed that there is accom- 
panying that claim for use another proposition, 
and that is the value of the patent to the end 
of its duration. ‘hat is not in connection 
with the claim, as I consider. It may be that 
we are perfectly willing and that it is perfectly 
just that she should bave fromthe Government 
the value of the claim for the use which the 
Government has had of this arm in the public 
service, and [am very strongly impressed with 
the idea that that is right; but whether we are 
willing to submit to the court, as the honorable 
Senator from Illinois suggests, the other ques- 
tion of purchasing the patent and having the 
right. to the patent transferred to us, or not, 
seems to me to be another question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from 
Maine allow me to ask a question? ‘This bill 
1s based upon the idea that the Government 
will continue to use the Dahlgren gun. That 
is assumed asa fact. if there were any doubt 
about it, there might be a question whether 
we ought to buy the patent; but it is assumed 
as a matter of course that the Government 
having used the Dahlgren gun, and using it 
now, and in all probability will use it during 
the residue of the patent, the Government, if 
it takes it at all, ought to take it so as to have 
a complete use, because from this time for- 
ward Mrs. Dahlgren undoubtedly will have a 
just claim upon the Government for the use 
of this patent. Dahlgren is dead and is no 
longer in the pay of the United States. There- 
fore if the Government of the United States 
use this gun now, clearly, as in favor of Mrs. 
Dahlgren, she has a perfect right to demand 
pay from the Government for the use of this 
invention, because the use of Dablgren’s in- 
vention by the Government could not extend 
longer than his employ in the service of the 
Government by any possibility. The Gov- 
ernment isin use daily of this property, rec- 
ognized as property by the Government itself, 
in violation of her rights. The Government 
ought to pay her for that use. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It may not be 
at all improbable that the Government will 
continue to use it; and if the Government 
should so continue to use it, then, of course, 
just in proportion as the Government should 
éxercise that right of use over this instrament 
she would have a further claim. But this prop- 
osition proceeds upon the submission of a 
question to the Court of Claims in the nature 
ofa claim. It is incongruous itself to say that 
you will connect with that question of a claim 
for the use of an instrument a proposition for 


the purchase—for that is what it ishow much 
shall the Government of the United States 
pay for the use of this arm, and: how much 
will the court determine they shall pay for 
the purchase of the-thing itself? 1 rose, there- 
fore, to suggest to the Senator from New 
Jersey whether it would not answer the “ob- 
ject he has in view, and that-the committee 
has in: view, to strike out all after the word 
‘*‘claim,’’ in the thirteenth line, to the end of 
the first page. ‘It will be seen thatthe prop- 
osition then submitted will be simply what; 
if anything, Admiral: Dublgren’s estate is 
entitled to for the use by the Government- of 
this arm in the public service, leaving out the 
question of the purchase of the patent, and 
the transfer of it to the Government. I do 
not know whether the Senator from New 
Jersey will accept that. : : 

Mr. STOCKTON. Iwas just going to say 
that I have no objection to it at all, but that 
is exactly the ditĥenlty which the Senator 
from Illinois, as | understood him, found fault 
with. That did not exist in the bill, and does 
not exist without this amendment. Let him ` 
correct me if I am wrong. It reads now, 
“what amount of compensation, if any, is 
his estate justly entitled to receive for the use 
of his invention and patent as claimed up to 
the time of adjudication.”” You stop there 
and do not provide “for a full and entire 
transfer of his several patents to the United 
States.” You propose that the Court of 
Claims shall pay a certain sum for the use 
up to the present time, leaving the patent- 
right still in the widow or the administrator, 
If I understood the Senator from Illinois, he 
objects to paying for the use of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘That does not affect the 
judgment of the Senate. They can put in 
the bill what they please. : 

Mr. MORRILL of Maine. But it relieves 
one objection that the Senator from Illinois 
raised, and that was that we were referring the 
question of the purchase of a patent to the 
Court of Claims, and which struck me with 


force. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall detain the Senate 
but a moment in regard to this matter. f eon- 
fess my interest in the passage of this claim, 
first, from my long acquaintance with Admi- 
ral Dahlgren and my very high regard for him, 
but chiefly from my longer acquaintance with 
his widow, who is entitled to the benefit of this 
provision, and also his family. When the bill 
was originally introduced proposing to give w 
large sum in gross for the benelit of Mrs, 
Dahlgren for this claim I thought that bill 
was wrong in principle. I thought Congress 
could hardly treat this in the nature of a 
gratuity to be given to her or Admiral Dahl- 
gren’s estate ; that Congress was not the proper 
tribunal to fix the value of this’ property right. 
Therefore, when the bill assumed this form, 
setting out the precise relutions of Admiral 
Dahlgren to the Government and the use by 
the Government of his property, I believed 
that it was in a form that no one could object 
to who studied the question. 

Now, that Admiral Dahlgren had a property 
right in the use of his invention, I think no 
one can call in question. I never heard it 
called in question until the Senator from Illi- 
nois called it in question. When the Govern- 
ment grants a patent it recognizes an existing 
property rightin the patentee for a certain 
invention, and the Government has no mora 
right to appropriate that right than any in- 
dividual has. Admiral Dahlgren stood pre- 
cisely as if he were at the head of some great 
manufacturing concern employed for so much 
ayear to manage that concern. If, in addi- 
tion to the management of that concern, he 
invented a machine to increase the profits of 
the concern, as a matier of course the firm 
would be compelled to pay him, in any tribunal, 
for the value of tbat invention if they used 
that improvement. That is precisely ‘the con- 
dition of Admiral Dahlgren. : 
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But to come to the point, the honorable 
Senator from Maine is willing to pay for the 
use up to this time or to the death of Admiral 
Dahigren a certain sum, to be left to the Court 
of Claims to determine; but the Government 
of the United States is using, and will continue 
to use in all human probability until the ex- 
piration of the patent, the Dahlgren gun. We 
know it is so. What gentleman here can deny 
the equity and the right of Mrs. Dahlgren to 
elaim as the property, and indeed the only and 
chief property of Admiral Dahlgren left to his 
widow and his children, the property right in 
this gun which the Government alone is using, 
and which from the nature of the invention the 
Government alone can use? 

Is it not better. therefore, that the Gov- 
eroment should acquire this right, full and 
complete, by the payment of some sum, and 
thus end the controversy? Because unques- 
tionably from the date of Admiral Dahigren’s 
death no man would deny to his widow the 
right to claim for the use of this invention of 
his, and I do not think any lawyer would 
deny the right of Admiral Dahlgren during 
his life-time to appeal to the Government for 
some compensation for the use of his inven- 
tion. Itseems to me the Court of Claims is 
the proper tribuual to settle this question. 
They would take into consideration all these 
facts. They would treat it precisgly as they 
would a contract between private individuals, 
or rather as the use by one individual of the 
invention of another individual; and it seems 
to me they would make a just and equitable 
award that would be satisfactory to the widow, 
which must be satisfactory to her, and secure 
to the Government of the United States the 
undisputed use of this invention, and which I 
think the Government of the United States 
could pay with great propriety. It strikes me, 
therefore, that the bill ag it is framed here 
and carefully drawn ought to pass. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say one word in 
response to the Senator from Ohio. He says 
he does not think any lawyer will pretend that 
Admiral Dahlgren was not entitled to pay for 
the use of his patent—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Isayas between indi- 
viduals. As against the Government, as a 
matter of course, Admiral Dahlgren could 
do nothing unless the Government authorized 
him to sue. I did say, or intended to say, 
that as between individuals under like circum- 
stances, nolawyer wouid deny that he was en- 
titled to compensation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then F misunderstood the 
Senator. As to his right to compensation, if 
the case were one between individuals, there 
is no controversy between us. | was speaking, 
and have been speaking all the time as to Ins 
right to claim from the Government, accord- 
ing to the usage of the Government hereto- 


fore. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said if Admiral Dahl- 
greu were employed by a private individual 
under these circumstances, undoubtedly that 
person would be compelled to pay him for the 
use of his invention ; but as against the Gov- 
ernment, the Government has the power to 
say it will not pay anybody. Nobody can sue 
the Government, and it is a simple question 
of power, not a question of right. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is not only a question of 
power, butit ig a principle established by the 
Government and acquiesced in by all inveutors 
in the employ of the Government up to this 
time, and agreed to without any controversy 
whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Nye in 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I do not care 
to divide the Senate on the question. I sug- 
gested the amendment to the consideration of 
the committee without desiring to divide the 
Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator withdraw the amendment? 


Does the 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
withdraw it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and read the third time. . 

Mr. LOGAN. Lask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ifthe Senator insists on 
calling the yeas and nays, of course that is 
simply preventing the bill from passing to- 
night. It is manifest that there is no quorum 
in the Senate, and has not been for a long 
time. I appeal to him whether it would not 
be proper to have a division first. If he pro- 
poses to use it, he has the power of preventing 
the passage of the bill to-night. 
> Mr. LOGAN. I am not using any power 
at all. I believe it requires a quorum to passa 
bill. That is the law. 

Mr. STOCKTON. That is the law; but 
many bills are passed without a quorum. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know many are; but I 
do not propose that this one shall be with my 
knowledge of what has been done heretofore. 

Mr. ALCORN. I was going to make a 
motion which I think perhaps the hour will 
justify, aud that is, to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take a vote on 
this bill, and then, if there is not a quorum 
present, we shall have to adjourn as a matter 
of course. 

Mr ALCORN. I was instructed that there 
was not a quorum present, and that was the 
reason why | made the motion. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There is evidently not a 
quorum present, and I suggest that this bill 
be laid aside, and let us take up one or two 
others that we may pass. 

Mr. SHISRMAN. It is too late. Let us 
take a vote on this bill, and if there is no 
quoram here, let us adjourn. 

Mr. NORWOOD. i should like to inquire 
of the Senator from New Jersey the necessity 
of referring this matter to the Court of Claims? 
What peculiar facilites have they to determ- 
ine the question that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs have not? What information can they 
derive that this committee cannot derive? And 
how are they better adapted to acquire that 
information ? 

Mr. STOCKTON. It was to meet just such 
exigencies that the Court of Claims was or- 
ganized, It isimpossible for a’ committee of 
Congress to hear both sides, take all the testi- 

mony, examine into these patents, and the 
rights under them, and to actin fact in every 
case of the multitudinous claims that come 
before them. Lt was found impracticable, and, 
as business increased, impossible, for commit- 
tees to do justice to the suitors and justice to 
the Government, and the Court of Claims, as I 
had occasion to say a short time ago during 
the debate on raising the salaries of the judges 
of the Court of Claims, was established for 
that very purpose. As | said on that occasion, 
they had one of the most delicate duties ever 
intrusted to men to perform, to stand before 
their Government protecting its honor and its 
credit, and protecting it from repudiation, and 
at the same time standing before the creditor 
whose claim was an unjust one and adjudicat- 
ing upon it against him. They were placed 
there for that very purpose. It is a proper 
tribunal for a case of this sort, and a much 
better tribunal than a large body of this kind 
to fix the exact amount. 

If the Committee on Naval Affairs had 
come in here and reported a bill to give to 
Mrs. Dahlgren $50,000, or any other sum, 
every Senator would have had some sugges- 
tion to make as to the precise amount. It 
is a question of unliquidated damages. It is 
a matter that is not capable of direct and per- |; 
fect ascertainment. lt is an unascertained 
debt, aud the judgment of those gentlemen 
whose specific duties are to decide questions 
of law and fact in reference to these claims 


Yes, sir; I 


was considered in the formation of the court. 
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As I understand it, it has the very best means 
of having this thing done honestly and prop- 
erly. between the Government and its credit- 
ors, and all there is in this billis simply giving 
jurisdiction to the court, which it does not 
have now in a case of this kind, to consider 
the case. That is everything that is in the 
bill except the limitations calling upon them 
to consider also the position of Admiral 
Dahlgren as an officer of the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll on the passage of the 

ill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Is there aquo; 
rum present? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That can 
only be determined by the announcement of 
the result of the vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays T; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Howe, Kelly, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, and Win- 


dom--23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Caldwell, Hamil- 
ton of Texas, Harlan, Logan, and Pomeroy—7. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hil, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Vick- 
ers, West, Wilson, and Wright—4. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
quorum voting. Itis moved that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. uf.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


I move that the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 18, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. G. F. Srerirne, of Harris- 
burg, Pennsylvania. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order will be the call of the 
States and Territories, beginning with the 
State of Maine, for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions for reference to their 
appropriate committees, and not to be brought. 
back by motions to reconsider. Under this 
call memorials and resolutions of State and 
territorial Legislatures are in order. The 
morning hour now begins at fifteen minutes 
past eleven o'clock. 

WILLIAM M. HENRY. 


Mr. TWICHELL introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2714) for the relief of William M. 
Henry ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. SEELEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2715) providing for the election of postmas- 
ters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FENIAN PRISONERS IN CANADA. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 150) requesting the 
President to intercede with the authorities of 
the Dominion of Catiada for the release of the 
American citizens who are held as prisoners 
for complicity in Fenian raids in Canada; 
which was read afirst’and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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IRON SHIP-BUILDING YARDS. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2716) to establish an iron ship- 
building yard on the waters falling into the 
Atlantic and an iron ship-building yard on the 
Mississippi or its tributaries, and to afford 
facilities to the Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL TAXES, 


Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2717) to amend the thirtieth section of 
the act entitled “An act to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,” approved July 
14, 1870; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
‘and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WAUGH. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2718) for the relief of John Waugh ; 
which was read a first and second time, 
‘referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CANCELLATION OF TOBACCO BONDS. 


Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
‘2719) for the cancellation of bonds for manu- 
factured tobacco lost in the steamer George 
P. Upton between the cities of Richmond 
and New York; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXES ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 


-. Mr. DUKE also introduced a bill (H. R. 

‘No. 2720) to provide for the abatement of 
repayment of taxes on manutactured tobacco 
in bond destroyed by casualty; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed, 


REMOVAL OF POLITIOAL DISABILITIES. 


i Mr. TERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
| 2721) to remove the political disabilities of F. 
Johnson, James H. Logan, and R. H. Logan; 
which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CYRUS P. MENDENIIALL. 


Mr. HARPER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2722) for the relief of Cyrus P. Mendenhall, 
of Greensboro, North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. PRICE introduced abill(H. R. No. 2728) 

to remove the political disabilities of Hosea C. 
~ ‘Giddens, William J. Wyley, and Richard Mar- 
tin, citizens of the State of Georgia, and Wil- 
liam R. McConnell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, after having been read at the 
request of Mr. ELDREDGE. 
Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R, No. 
2724) to remove the political disabilities of 
Corry W. Styles, of Georgia; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2725) to remove the political disabilities of 
Issac M. Downs, J, B. Cox, and Daniel Ben- 
son, of Franklin county, Alabama ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2726) to remove the political disabilities of 
persons therein named; which was read a 

rst and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

JAPANESE AT THE MILITARY ACADEMY, 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2727) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to admit six Japanese youths to the West 
Point Military Academy; which was read a 

rst and second time, and referred to the Com- 
« mittee on Military Affairs.. £ 
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Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2728) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to admit six Japanese youths to the West 
Point Military Academy; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

MOUTH OF THE MISSISSIPPI, 


Mr. SYPHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2729) to clean and deepen the channel over 
the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi river, 
in the State of Louisiana; which was read a 
first and second time, with the accompanying 
papers referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2730) to provide for the distribution of publie 
documents; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS BEFORE THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. BECK ivtroduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2731) to regulate the prosecution of claims 
before the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I eall for 
of the bill in full. 

The bill was accordingly read in full, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ETHAN A. SAWYER, 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2782) for the relief of Ethan A. Sawyer ; 
which was read a first and second time, with 
the accompanying papers referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


the reading 


ELIZA B. ANDERSON, 


Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2733) granting a pension to Eliza B. Ander- 
son; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE TREATY OF 1866, 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2784) to recognize the validity of the Cher- 
okee treaty of July 19, 1866; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

MARY E. FOSTER. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 2785) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Foster, of Chilicothe, Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2736) to provide for the pay- 
ment of a bounty of $100 to the proposed fifth 
regiment Missouri State militia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2787) changing the time of holding the 
supreme court, and providing for a session of 
the same at St. Louis; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI CAVALRY VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2788) to provide for the payment of bounty 


to the fifteenth and sixteenth regiments Mis- 
souri cavalry volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. SUSAN C. RHEA., 


(H. R. No. 2789) forthe relief of Mrs. Susan 
C. Rhea, widow of Dr. J. Burrows Gardner ; 
which was read à first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF CONTESTANTS, 


Mr. McCRARY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2740) to probibit the payment of ex- 
penses to either party to a contested-eléction 
case in the House of Representatives 3 which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Elections, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PERU, IOWA. 


Mr. DONNAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2741) to provide for the appraisement and sale 
of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque county, 
Towa; which was read,a first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I call for the reading 
of this bill at length. 

The bill was accordingly read in full, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


H. ©. VAN LOUVAN, 


Mr. DONNAN also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2742) for the relief of H. C. Van Lou- 
van ; which was read a first and second time. 
i Mi ELDREDGE. Let this bill be read 
1n fuil. 

The bill was accordingly read at length, 
referred to the Committee où Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXATION AND MONOPOLY. 


Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2743) to increase taxes and encourage mo- 
nopoly without producing revenue ; which was 
read a first and second time. wa 

Mr. BECK. That seems to be a remark- 
able bill. Task that it be read. 

‘The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, begin- 
ning at eleven o'clock and thirty-five minutes 
a m. 

Mr. DAWES (when the Clerk had read some - 
time) said: It seems to me we might dispense 
with the reading of this bill. If itis the settled 
purpose of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
ELpreper] and those who act with him to pre- 
vent the passage of any civil rights bill—— 

Mr.COX. I object to debate. The gen- 
tleman has no more right to debate than 
I have. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to debate 
the matter ; but if it is the settled purpose of 
the gentlemen on the other side to prevent the 
passage of any civil rights bill, let us pass to 
something else, 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 

Mr. DA WES, (at twelve o'clock m.) Ifthe 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] 
will listen a moment, I wish to make a prop- 
osition. If the fifteen minutes remaining of 
the morning hour be consumed in reading this 
bill, it will afterward take that much time 
additional to receive by unanimous consent 
bills, &c., which could nof be introduced dur- 
ing the morning hour. Might we not as well 
receive those bills during the morning hour as 
afterward by unanimous consent? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I supposed that after the 
Clerk had read this bill the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawrs] would want to 
pass it this morning. He is understood to be 
in favor of a tariff bill in some form, and I 
thought this might meet his views. : 

Mr. DAWES. I only made my proposition 
in order to save time. 

Mr. COX. I object to debate. . 

Mr. DAWES. I thought the fifteen minutes 
remaining of the morning hoor might as well 
be occupied in receiving bills. 

Mr. COX. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The géntleman from 
Massachusetts had better have the civil rights 


' Mr. CLARK, of Texas, introduced 4 bill || bill referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
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ciary. Ihave asked that ever since the bill 
was introduced. 

Mr. DAWES. I am willing the bill should 
be referred. If gentlemen on the other side 
are unwilling to have the bill passed, I am will- 
ing to do the next best thing. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Your colleague [Mr. 
Hoorer, of Massachusetts] is not willing to 
have it referred. 

The SPEAKER. This matter cannot be 
debated during the morning hour. : 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 
which was concluded at ten minutes after 
twelve o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Evprepce] 
desire this bill to be referred? - 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Not to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, unless they have another 
chairman. . 

The SPEAKER. The question cannot be 
debated. 

Mr. DAWES. Must not the bill go to the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It need not go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the first reter- 
ence. When considered it must receive its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I move the reference of the 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SWAMP LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr, SARGENT introduced a bill (I. R. No. 
2744) relating to swamp lands in the State of 
California; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commitee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN OREGON. 


Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2745) to authorize the State of Oregon to 
change the list of lands selected by said State 
under the act of September 4, 1841; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN SCOLLY. 

Mr. GALLEGOS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2746) authorizing the legal representa- 
tives of John Scolly and others in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, to institute suit against 
the United States in the supreme court of 
New Mexico; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ROADS IN NEW MBXICO. 

Mr. GALLEGOS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2747) providing for the completion of 
the military road from Santa Pé to Taos, in 
the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLEGOS also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No, 2748) providing for the construction 
of a military road from l'ort Union to Las 
Vegas, San Miguel, Mesa de Pecos, Rancho 
de San Carlos, via Santa Fé, (Fort Marcy,) to 
Albuquerque, in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico; which was read a first and secoud time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES OVER BIG SIOUX RIVER, 

Mr, ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2749) to provide for the construction of 
Government bridges over Big Sioux river be- 
tween the Territory of Dakota and the State 
of Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, 

VERMILLION VALLEY, ETC, RAILROAD. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2750) granting the right of way to 
the Vermillion Vailey and Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL RIGHTS BILL. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent of the House that the bill known as 
the civil rights bill, which is now an obstruc- 
tion to business, be taken out of the morning 
hour. There is no necessity of its remaining 
there. If the Senate pass a bill it will come 


taken up by a majority vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this in order? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. ` 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If there be objec- 
tion [ will move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was introduced 
by the gentleman from Maine, but ib was on 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hooper] who is now absent. 

Mr. DAWES. Í desire to say that my col- 
league from one of the Boston districts, [ Mr. 
Hoover, ] at whose suggestion the civil rights 
bill was brought in here, is still detained from 
the House by sickness, or otherwise he would 
be present in the discharge of his duties. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my mo- 
tion, then, until the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is present. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There being no objec- 
tion, bills and joint resolutions will be received 
for reference only, not to be brought back by 
a motion to reconsider, by gentlemen who were 
not present when their States were called. 

There was no objection ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

JAMES A. SANDERS. 


Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2751) 
granting a pension to James A. Sanders; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. WALLACE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2752) to relieve from legal and political 
disabilities the persons named therein ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANKLIN J. WALKER, 


Mr. McINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2753) to release from political disabilities 
Franklin J. Walker, of Colquitt county, Geor- 
gia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2754) to facilitate the trials of criminal 
causes and reduce expenses in the western dis- 
trict of Arkausas; which was read a first and 
| second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MENRY CLAY WOOD. 


Mr, AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2755) for the relief of Henry Clay Wood, 
major and assistant adjutant general United 
| States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 
| Mr. MeKEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
12756) to remove political disabilities from 
‘certain citizens of Mississippi; which was 
| read a first and second" time, referred to the 
Jommittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, SYRACUSE, NEW YORK. 


Mr. DUELL introduced a joint resolation, 
i (H. R. No. 151) donating cannon for the 
| erection of a soldiers’ monument at Syracuse, 
New York; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


here, go upon the Speaker’s table, and can be 


POSTAL ROUTES. 


Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R, 
No. 2757) relating to postal routes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HARDING. 


Mr. McJUNKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2758) for the relief of Elizabeth Harding; 
which was read a first and second time, re 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

PENNSYLVANIA STATE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2759) donating cannon for the Pennsyl- 
vania State Association of Washington, District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FISH AND FISHERIES, 


Mr. LAMISON submitted the following 
resolution; which was ‘referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules: 


Resolved, That in addition to the committees now 
authorized by the rules of this House there be cre- 
ated an additional committee, to be designated by 
the name of “Committee on Fish and Fisheries,” 
the same to consist of such number of members as 
other standing committees, the same to have con» 
sideration of all subjects relating to the propagation 
and preservation of fish in the navigable waters of 
the United States. 


PENSION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Illinois, 
ae Moore,] chairman of the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions, desires me to ask the House 
to assign this evening for the consideration of 
the pension bill which is now in the private 
business of the morning hours of Friday and 
Saturday. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brycuam, ] the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, de- 
sires to ask leave for the Committee on the 
Judiciary to report to-night and to-morrow 
night. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would sug- 
gest that when gentlemen are asking for even- `; 
ing sessions the point had better be determ- `: 
ined whether he business shall go over as < 
unfinished, because, as that point may be ~ 
determined, an entirely different complexion 
may be given to the business of the House. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman at whose 
request I asked that to-night be assigned for 
the consideration of the pension bill can say 
whether he will give way to the Committee on 
the Judiciary or not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the House to assign |” 


to-morrow evening and the evening following ~ 


after half past seven o’clock to the considera- 
tion of reports from the Committee on the - 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be with the under- 
standing that the business shall not go over as 
unfinished, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make the fur- 
ther request that next Monday evening be 
assigned to the Judiciary Committee, which 
wishes to have a further hearing at that time 
on account of the necessary absence of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mercur. ]} 

Mr. BANKS, I think two evenings is as 
muchas should be assigned to one committee. 
There are other committees which desire to 
have evening sessions assigned to their busi- 
ness. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would suggest that 
when we meet at eleven o'clock each day and 
sit until five it is quite enough for the reporters, 
the clerks, and everybody else. 

Mr. BANKS. It isnecessary that the public 
business shall be done. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The committees ought 


| to have pushed their business during the win+ 


ter when we were meeting and adjourning for 
weeks, doing very little. i 
f Mr. MOORE. I dislike very much standing 
in the way of other gentlemen who have rights. 
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the House saw fit to adjourn, and I should like 
very much that this evening be granted for its 
consideration. I think we can finish it up this 
evening. I movethat this evening be assigned 
for the consideration of:the pension bill. 

- The motion was agreedto; and it was so 
ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
“that in all the assignments made for evening 
, sessions the business which is pending at the 
< close of such a session, unless the previous 
| question has been seconded on it, does not go 
‘ever as unfinished business. 


|: BUSINESS OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, 


t Mr. BINGHAM. I renew my motion that 
to-morrow evening and the following evening 
be assigned to receiving. reports from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
: sachusetts [Mr. Banxs] also desires that an 
evening shall be assigned for reports from the 
> Committee on Foreigu Affairs. ‘The gentle- 
iman from New York [Mr. Kercnam] has a 
similar request to make on behalf of the Com- 
“mittee on Public Lands. 
: The question is on agrecing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Binenam, ] 
that to-morrow evening and the following 
evening be assigned to reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
© The House divided; and there were—ayes 
97, noes 25. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. BANKS. I move that Monday evening 
„and Tuesday evening of next week be assigned 
to reports from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. 


COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. KETCHAM. Task that the evenings 
of Thursday and Friday of next week be 
assigned for the consideration of reports from 
the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Mr. COX. I think we are running it rather 
strong. I object to so many assignments of 
evening sessions. 
~- Mr. DAWES, I think we should not make 
so many assignments for next week. No one 
can tell what contingencies may be upon us 
then, What are the latest evenings which 
have been assigned now? 

. The SPEAKER. Monday and Tuesday eve- 
nings of next week. 

Mr. DAWES. Why cannot the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Kercuam] ask for the 
assignment of some time this week? I would 
suggest to him that he ask for Thursday and 

‘riday evenings of this week. Noone can tell 
what the contingencies of next week may be. 

Mr. COX. Timust object to that. 

Mr. KETCHAM. ‘hen I will ask that the 
> evenings of Thursday and Friday of this week 
be set apart for the business of the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Allow me to make 
a suggestion. If the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Committee on Appropriations 
expect to get through their bills they had bet- 
ter not be devoting all the remaining evenings 
of the session to the business of other com- 
Mittees, 

Mr. DAWES. Let me say, in reply to the 
gentleman, thatthe effort is to relieve the House 
80 that the business of the Committees of Ways 
and Means and Appropriations can be attended 
to. I think myself the House will work with 
fore content, if that is a proper expression to 
apply to it, if it can get off other business at 
these evening sessions. 

The question was taken on Mr. KETCHAM’S 
motion; and there were—ayes 88, noes 36. 


So the evenings: of Thursday and Friday 
next were set apart for business from the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


TARIFF. 
Mr. BEATTY. I desire to offer a reso- 
lution, 
The Clerk commenced the reading of the 
resolution, and`read as follows: 
Resolved, That when the House shall again resume 


the consideration in Committee of the Wh 
bill to reduce the duties on imports— ia the 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman that when a motion is made 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union the gentleman’s resolution 
will then be in grder and cannot be cut off, 
and it would require then only a majority vote, 
whereas now it requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BEATTY. Very well, then, I will with- 
draw my motion. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Clerk to read 
a paragraph in a newspaper which 1 have sent 
up to him, and I shall not occupy the attention 
of the House more than twenty minutes. 

No objection was made. 

The Clerk read the marked paragraph, as 
follows: 

“ Hon. D. W. Voorhees—Various rumors in re- 
gard to tho political attitude of Hon. D. W, Voor- 
HRES are greatly exercising the unterrified Democ- 
racy of Indiana, whose chief spokesman ho has 
long been. It is said that he was willing so far to 
waive his strict party allegiance as to accept Judge 
Davis at the hands of the Cincinnati convention had 
they presented him. Baut as to Greeley, he halts and 
hesitates. His Democratie collengues are all said to 
favor Greeley, and Mr. Voorurss is likely to lose 
favor in the district where his voice has long been 
so potential.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, the cir- 
cumstances by which we are surrounded must 
be my apology for the request I make. I fully 
appreciate the delicacy of my position, and | 
assure the House that I speak for nobody bat 
myself. I do not assume to speak for the 
Democratic party. I do not claim to be the 
spokesman of the Democracy of my State any 
more than any of my Democratic colleagues 
on this floor. If this article had been the 
only one I have been favored with on the same 
subject, perhaps I should not have noticed it 
at all. I do not, however, acquiesce in the 
opinion prevailing in some quarters, that 
because I am a member of Congress my mouth 
must be closed and a position may be assigned 
to me which I do not occupy. 

I was a member of this House when there 
were not more than fifteen who voted and 
spoke for the principles and organization of 
the Democratic party. I did not halt or hesi- 
tate then. Had I ever been tempted to aban- 
don the principles of my political life, how- 
ever short or humble it may have been, then 
would have been the time, and not now. I 
did not halt or hesitate then, nor do I at this 
hour. My political career bas been one of 
conviction. It may have been wrong and full 
of error; possibly it has been. But the best 


by my convictions under all circumstances. 
I shail do so now. ; 

So far as the nomination recently made at 
Cincinnati is concerned, it is entitled to the 
support of those gentiemen who believe in the 
principles it has so long represented. Who- 
ever is for a high protective tariff oppressing 
the labor of the country—— _ 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
point of order. 


his point of order. ; 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My point 
of order is that the gentleman’s remarks are 
not in the line of a personal explanation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
point that affects the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Spupr.] I do not speak for 
him, and do not seek to represent his views. 
i But Iam not. beyond the uzual custom upon 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state | 


evidence of my sincerity is that I have abided | 


I rise to aj} 


I will now leave the | 


i 


this floor in giving the reasons that actuate me 
in the line of conduct for which I have been 
criticised in the public press. 

Am I expected to support Mr. Greeley be- 
cause he has: been a life-long champion of a 
doctrine that I have always opposed? Am I 
expected to sustain him, voting here as a west- 
ern man, representing a western laboring con- 
stituency ground down by a high protective ` 
tariff? Am I expected to support him for that 
reason on behalf of a constituency that has 
honored me long and lovingly with a seat in 
this House? Am I expected to support him 
because he was the loudest and harshest ad- 
vocate in all the land of the present Ku Klux 
law that ravages and desolates the homes of 
the southern people? 

Possibly I have some right to speak as a 
friend of the South; I avow myself such 
friend. If his nomination promised relief to 
that blasted and downtrodden section, there 
is not much that I would not do or forbear to 
do to subserve so holy and benign a purpose. 
But when I see him the earnest advocate of 
legislation which has paralyzed and prostrated 
the South, is that a reason for my support? 

Iam told that this Administration has been 
crueltothe South. Sir, it has simply executed 
the laws which the Cincinnati nominee asked 
this Congress to enact. That is the simple 
difference between them. ‘The one is an ex- 
ecutive oflicer, bound by his oath to exeeute 
the laws of his country. He has merely 
executed bad laws which another man, who 
had no oath on his conscience, demanded, 

Am I expected to support this man because 
within a recent date he demanded a still fur- 
ther extension of that law in point of time, 
empowering the President to suspend the writ 
of habeas corpus? Am I expected to support 
him because he was the earnest and urgent 
advocate of the present force, bayonet elec- 
tion law, that subjects every voting precinct of 
over twenty thousand people in the United 
States to Federal supervision, and in certain 
contingencies to the control of the military? 

Am I expected to support him because two 
years ago this very month he clamored and 
raged in favor of a law of Congress placing 
the local elections of the State of New York 
under Federal jurisdiction and Federal con- 
trol, and under certain circumstances also 
under military control, under the control of 
Federal arms? Is such a man fit to receive 
my vote for President of the United States? 
Js he a proper person to fill that high place? 
Is his the voice of statesmanship called for in 
this great and perilous hour? Is this the 
reform that is promised? Has this ticket 
been nominated as a reform ticket? 

And going back over the issues that divide 
me from him as deep as the gulf of old, going 
back to the past, I call the attention of this 
House and of the country to bis position upon 
another great and vital question. Am I to go 
before the country, the Union sentiment of 
the country, and appeal to it for the man who 


| stands recorded without revocation in favor 


of the “inalienable right’’—I use his own 
words—of a State or acommunity to dissolve 
this Union? 

Am I called upon to vote for a man who, 
commencing on the 9th of November, 1860, 
and continuing during that entire fall and 
winter, wrote with all his acknowledged power 
in favor of the inalienable right of any dis- 
satisfied portion of this country to break it up 
and form another Government for themselves? 

He said the South had no cause of com- 
plaint; that they had not been oppressed by 
the Federal Government ; but still he claimed 
that the declaration of American independ- 
ence gave them the inalienable right to set up 
for themselves whenever they desired to do 80 ; 
and what was the inalienable right of any one, 
no one, he said, had the right to oppose. His 
logic on this point at least was true, 

Has he recanted those opinions? On the 
10th day of April, 1864, when war had wasted 
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this land for three bloody years, he published 
the book which I hold in my hand, in which, in 
explanation and analysis of his opinions as 
published in 1860, he stated that what he 
meant was substantially this: that if upon 
consultation, convention, and the like, the 
South still desired, with any considerable 
approach to unanimity, a separate existence, 
then they should be allowed to go. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a 
point of order. I submit that this is nota 
personal explanation, bat a political speech. 

The SPEAKER. The House granted leave 
to the gentleman to make an explanation per- 
sonal to himself. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The question which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania raises was 
settled in the case of the personal explana- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Becx. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Does the 
Chair hold that this speech of the gentleman 
from Indiana is an explanation personal to 
himself? 

The SPEAKER. The only point on which 
the Chair could abridge the latitude of debate 
under these circumstances would be on the 
ground of interference with the right of any 
other member. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I deny the 
right of the gentleman to make a political 
harangue under the guise of a personal explan- 


ation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is just as disagreeable 
to me to make these remarks as it is to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to listen to them ; 
but I believe it to be my duty todo go, and I 
have never faltered in the line of my duty 
heretofore. Looking over my brief career in 
the past, no one can say that I haveever com- 
promised my political principles ; and it is in 
obedience to a feeling of public duty that I 
stand here and speak as I do this morning. 

I repeat, then, that after three years of war, 
the same sentiments stand reiterated by Mr. 
Greeley in his History of the American Con- 
flict. It is for the American people to con- 
sider whether a man shall be elevated to the 
Presidency of the United States who stands 
committed to the doctrine that who ever 
desires to dissolve connection with this Govern- 
ment hag the inalienable right to do so. 

Such views might possibly commend Mr. 
Greeley to some people in this country. They 
will not, however, when his subsequent course 
is called to mind. At the period of which I 
have spoken, when these sentiments were pub- 
lished by Mr, Grecley, the southern people 
read them as coming from the organ of a vic- 
torious political party—a new Administration 
coming in bearing its principles to the front— 
and the great organ of that party told our dis- 
satisfied southern countrymen that they could 
go, and there would be no war. 

Sir, since the war many of those people 
from the highest to the humblest have told me 
with deep emotion, and calling God to wit- 
ness, that more than any one thing the declar- 
ations of Mr. Greeley satisfied them that they 
could have a separate existence under a form 
of government to suit themselves. Yet when 
the southern people did what this man told 
them they had the inalienable right to do, no 
wild beast hungry for blood ever screamed 
for his prey as he shouted ‘tOn to Rich- 
mond ;” as he clamored to kill every one of 
them for doing what he had told them they 
had the right to do. 

That is a solemn page of history that can 

never be reversed. The waters of the ocean 
cannot wash it out. Mortal man cannot gain- 
sayit. A red sea of blood was not enough to 
satisfy him. He shouted incessantly, piti- 
Jessly, and remorselessly his war ery, ‘On to 
Richmond. No general was swift enough, | 
no army moved fast enough. When disaster 
overtook our arms, he had been so blood- 
thirsty that the public sentiment of the North 


| and good. 


required him, as it were upon bended knees jj 


and with bated breath, to beg pardon for his 
sanguinary and inhuman ferocity. 

And when, in 1862, Congress passed the act 
which, by its terms, confiscated the homes and 
the lands of all the men, women, and children 
in the South who had sympathized with the re- 
bellion, (and who in that section did not?) 
Mr. Greeley gloried in and lauded it. Not 
content with the lives of the people, their prop- 
erty as well was a welcome sacrifice to him. 
Sir, others may do as they choose. As forme 
and my household, I worship at no such shrine 
as has been erected to this man. 

Parties to be successful must be bound to- 
gether by principle. I am told we need suc- 
cess. I desire it as much as any one, but 
there is something which is better far—higher 
than success and sweeter to my heart. Once 
the leader of a great cause, whose name Í 
mention with veneration, said it was better 
to be right than to be President. Permit 
me to say that it is better to be right than to 
succeed. 

The Democratie party has three million 
votes, and to-day, in behalf of this noblest and 
truest band of men the world ever saw, I enter 
my protest against any attempt to transfer 
them to a camp where they have nothing to 
gain and everything to lose. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana a question. Will he sup- 
port the candidate of the Democratic national 
convention to be held in Baltimore, whoever 
that candidate may be? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am in the habit of 
voting for Democratic’ nominations, but the 
gentleman from New York will have great 
difficulty in answering that question as l do, 
unless I am mistaken in regard to his own 
political career. [ Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not despair of suc- 
cess. The disaffections in the Republican 
party are known to all men. If have defined 
my position. Jam in favor of standing by the 
Democratic party. I shall vote for the man 
who represents them when I find him in the 
field. I shall not vote for any man who 
speaks of me and my party in the following 
language: 

“ Point wherever you please to an election district 
which you will pronounce morally rotten—given up 
in great part to debauchery and vice—and that dis- 
trict will be found at nearly or quite every election 
giving a large, majority for that which styles itself 
the Demoeratie party.” * *  * * “Dak 
all the haunts of debauchery in the land, and you 
will find nine tenths of their master spirits active 
participants of thatsame Democracy.” ee 
* “May it be written on my grave that I never 


was a follower, and lived and died in nothing its 
debtor.” 


(Laughter. ] 

This is the voice of the Cincinnati nominee, 
Sir, it is sometimes said, and I regret to 
hear it, that this nominee went bail for Jeffer- 
son Davis. It is too narrow a platform for a 
presidential campaign. [Laughter.] It is a 
most dangerous appeal, a most mischievous 
issue to raise between the man who put Mr. 
Davis in jail and the man who bailed him out. 
Jt would not be a prudent issue, and as a 
friend of the southern people I implore them 
not to make it. It willarouse a feeling which 
ig rapidly passing away, for the soldier ele- 
ment of the North is magnanimous and just 
it will, in other respects, provoke 
a comparison not favorable to the nominee of 
the Cincinnati convention. A hundred mil- 
lions of property stood ready to bail Mr. Davis. 
He was not helpless; he did not need support ; 
the whole South would have bailed their own 
prisoner. But there was a Lime when Andrew 
Johnson and his administration, especially 
guided by his Secretary of War, desired to 
arrest Robert E. Lee and Joseph E. Johnston 
and other prominent leaders of the South. But 
one man could prevent it. That man is now 
the Chief Executive of this nation. General 
Grant at that time stepped forward and told 
the authorities that he had taken the paroles of 
those distinguished confederates as soldiers 


and those paroles should be respected. [Ap- 
lause. : 

plause-) GER, of Pennsylvania, The ap- 

plause comes from gentlemen on the other 

side, and it is fitting that it should do so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I fear, Mr. Speaker, that 
if I should be driven to take the stump and 
press the claims of Mr. Greeley, I should find 
a candidute opposing him who had done more 
and kinder things for the South than he had, 
In response to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Sper] I regret to say anything, In 
passing, however, I will observe that his re- 
mark in regard to the applause‘does not very 
well become one who steadily votes on the 
Republican side on the subject of the tariff. 

Mr. RANDALL. My colleague is acting 
in adcordance with the interests of his con- 
stituents, which the gentleman from Indiana is 
not doing in the interest of his party. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman has a 
right to his conviction, and Ito mine. Butif 
gentlemen in the interest of a high protective : 
tariff think to drive me out of my position 
they are very much mistaken. I assail nobody, 
but I shrink from nobody. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man should hasten to the White House for his 


reward. 

Mr. SHERWOOD, I believe the speech 
of the gentleman is made in the interest of 
the Republican party. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. It has been rumored 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
wuEs] has been to the White House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In response to the re- 
mark of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Roosever] and all others who indulge in a 
similar strain, Isay that I have not crossed the 
threshold of the White House for more than 
three years, and whoever says otherwise utters 
a foul calumny and an infamous falsehood, 
and I cram it down his throat. I presume 
that will not be repeated, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I made that statement 
upon the information of others. Itwas stated 
to me two days ago that an interview had oc- 
curred between the gentleman from Indiana 
and the occupant of the White House, and it 
was upon that I made the statement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘Then he consorts with 
men who do not tell the truth. Nointerview 
of any kind has occurred between General 
Grant and myself for over three years. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. ‘That is for the gentle- 
man to say, as he is accused of consorting 
with him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I bave made the re- 


marks which I felt due to myself. I arraign 


no man’s motives for differing from me. I 
allow no man to arraign mine. If my polit- 
ical grave yawns at my feet Iam content. I 


have been here for some years. I have never - 
belied my conscience, and I do not intend to 
do so now. I speak for myself, and not by 
way of arraigning anybody else. I shall en- 
gage in no personal controversies unless they 
are forced upon me. I thank the House for 
its courtesy in listening to my remarks, and 
I am done. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask the gen- | 
tleman whether he would have voted for Judge 
Davis, and advocated his election to the Pres- 
idency, if he had been nominated at Cin- 
cinnati? 

Mr. VOORHEES, Judge Davis represents 
many sentiments in accord with my own. 

Mr. RANDALL. He isa Republican. 

Mr. VOORHEES, That is not the point. 
I cannot join a combination which represents 
nothing I am for. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Rawpaty} and l have been too 
long together in this House to now become 
irritated because of a difference of opinion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not suppose that I 
am. irritated, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly I hope not. 
But, in reply to the gentleman, I would answer 


that on the great questions of constitutional 
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“Jaw Judge Davis stood in troublesome times 
where I stood. He stood up in behalf of the 
_yights and liberties of the people when such 
men as Greeley trod them to the earth. There 
s much in Judge Davis’s position to command 
the respect of the whole country; and the 


party. . g 
I am only expressing my individual opinion. 
But it is quite a diferent thing whether I 
hould vote for a Republican who has much 
in common with my own feelings or with one 
who has nothing. 
» Mr. RANDALL. _T beg to say that I would 
not vote for either of them unless the Demo- 
cratic national convention indorsed him. But 
if it shall indorse either of them, I shall vote 
for him. 
Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman has, of 
course, a right to his own opinion. 
© Mr. BIRD. I would not vote for Mr. Gree- 
ley if nominated at Baltimore. 
. Mr. KERR. I ask one moment. All I 
“desire to say in reference to the article pro- 
cured to be read by my colleague is that so far 
as. it attempts to classify me its statements are 
‘simply untrue. That is all I desire to say. 
. Mr. NIBLACK. Now that my position as 
a member of the Indiana delegation is also 
involved, it is due to truth and frankness that 
=. T should say that as nowadvised nothing short 
of the power of the Democratic organization 
will compel me to vote for Mr. Greeley as a 
presidential candidate. I am deeply disap- 
pointed at the result of the late Cincinnati 
convention, and have made no concealment as 
to that disappointment. Any. one who classes 
"me as personally sympathizing with the move- 
“ment which seeks, either directly or indirectly, 
tomake Mr. Greeley the candidate of the Demo- 
cratic party, misrepresents my position. In 
.. this matter, however, as in all other great polit- 
ical movements where policy alone is mainly 
to be consulted, I intend to be governed by 
the ultimate action of my political friends. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I only desire to say that 
I repudiate the article which my colleague 
[Mr. VoorHEEs] has caused to be read so far 
as it refers to me. I do not propose to fore- 
stall the action of the Baltimore convention. 
The Democratic party will alone, in their 
national convention, determine what the true 
interests of the country may in their judg- 
ment demand. 


BRIDGE OVER DUNSTAN RIVER, MAINE. 


Mr. LYNCH. I agree with all these gentle- 
men, but I want to introduce a bill for action. 

Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2318) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the tide- 
water of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine. 

, The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that the inhabitants of the town of Scar- 

orough, in the county of Cumberland and 
State of Maine, are hereby licensed: to build, 
and to authorize to be built, as in their judg- 
ment may be or become necessary. to facilitate 
intercommunication, a bridge or bridges, either 
for railroad or ordinary travel, over the tide- 
Water of Dunstan river, at or above the Steep 
Banks, so called, on said river, without any 
draw in said bridge or bridges. 

The second section provides that the act 
shall take effect and be in force from and after 
its passage, 

„Mr. LYNCH. I only desire to say that this 
bill has been before the Committee on Com- 
Merce, and I am authorized by them to report 
it back. 


Mr. CONGER. I simply want to make this. 


statement, that I think there is no precedent 
whatever for the construction of a bridge by 
an act of Congress in any of the old thirteen 
States which reserved the right of eminent 


domain and of bridging their rivers and streams 
to themselves, while in the new States the 
Government takes everything. 

Mr. LYNCH. TI understand that that js not 
correct. I am informed so by my colleague 
near me on the committee, [Mr. Horman. ] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BUSINESS OF SATURDAY NEXT. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I desire to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. The House has as- 
signed Saturday next for business of the Com- 
mittee of Claims. Some of that business is 
already on the Private Calendar. I desire to 
know if it would be competent for the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar and consider only those bills 
reported from the Committee of Claims ? 
he SPEAKER. The Chair would rule 
80, if the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar to take up the 
bills reported from the Committee of Claims, 
because the whole day, whether in Committee 
or out of it, is assigned to that committee, 


FIRE AT SOMERSET, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS. I move to suspend 
the rules and put upon its passage a bill forthe 
relief of the sufferers by fire at Somerset, 
Pennsylvania. 

The bill was read. The preamble recites 
that the town of Somerset, Pennsylvania, was, 
on the 9th of May, 1872, almost totally de- 
stroyed by fire, and many of its inhabitants 
rendered houseless and homeless. The bill 
directs that there be allowed and paid to the 
sufferers by said fire, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, a 
sum equivalent to the import duties on all 
materials used in buildings to be erected on 
the ground burned over by the said fire ; pro- 
vided that the same materials be used within 
two years from the 1st of July 1872. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. I ask unanimous 
consent to have read an extract from a news- 
paper giving an account of the fire. 

There was no objection; and the Clerk read 
the extract as follows: 

“ Every business house is destroyed except Hol- 
derbaum’s grocery, every hotel except the Barnett 
House, both the printing offices, and the Presbyte- 
rian and Lutheran churches. 

“ Incidents.—In a large number of cases the stores 
were used at the same time as residences, and many, 
in fact the majority, of the losses represent all the 
owners had, 

“Goods were removed from the houses to be de- 
stroyed in the streets, or in some cases to be carried 
off by miscreants to the country. 

“Scarcely anything was saved, the complete de- 
struction effected being one remarkable feature, 

“Said a young man who forgot that he had lost all, 
My old father, rich at noon yesterday, hadn’t a 
dollar at night, and with his two daughters had to 
beg a floor to lie on last night—and he eighty-four 

ears old. 

y “Another said, ‘“ Beside Chicago this will appear 
small, and we won’t get help, but God knows we 
need it—it was all we had.’ Yet there was no 
needless complaining, and all tried to smile and talk 
cheerfully and hopefully of the future. None can 
appreciate the scene unless they stand with «father 
looking on the ruins with his family, not a dollar or 
a mouthful to eatin the world, and cheerfully say, 
# 


‘it will all come right.’ 

“Phe total amount of insurance is placed at $60,000. 
The loss will not be less than $1,000,000 in all. The 
estimates given are rather below than above the 
mark.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I must 
object unless the gentleman will add the town 
of Ayr, in Massachusetts, which was burned 


down. . . 

Mr. BIRD. I would inquire if iron is in- 
cluded? ; : 

Mr. RANDALL. This is a question of 
humanity and charity. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. The billis based 
upon the same principle as the bills passed 
for the relief of sufferers by the fire in Chicago, 
but as objection is made to it, I will ask that 
it be referred to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 
The bill (H. R. No. 2760) was read. a first 


and second time, and referred to the Commit: 
tee of Ways and Means. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. McCrary] gave notice last week 
that to-day after the morning hour he would 
call up the contested-election case of Gid- 
dings vs. Clark, from the State of Texas. The 
Chair will ask the gentleman to give way for 
such other business as may be disposed of 
without a call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MeCRARY. I will yield for that pur- 
pose. 

GENERAL AMNESTY, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 
House instructed the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report an amnesty bill containing the 
names of all the persons for the removal of 
whose disabilities application has been made 
to Congress. The other day the committee re- 
ported such abill, containing some fifteen or six- 
teen thousand names. The bill was ordered to be 
printed and recommitted. Since then amend- 
ments have been proposed, including some 
twenty-five more pages. of additional names, 
I have also been instructed by the committee 
to report a general amnesty bill instead, which 
I now do. 

The bill was read as follows: 

A bill to romove the legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the Uuited States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 


atives of the United States of America in Congrese 
assembled, (two thirds of cach House concurring 
therein,) That alt legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth arti- 
cle of the Constitution of the United States are 
hereby removed from all persons whomsoever, ex- 
cept Senators and Representatives of the Thirty- 
Sixth and Thirty-Seventh Congress, officers in tho 
judicial, military, and naval service of the United 
States, heads of Departments, and foreign ministers 
of the United States. 


Mr. YOUNG. Why not pass both bills? 

Mr. COX. I hope we will have a general 
amnesty bill passed at once. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. As it 
must take a two-thirds vote to pass the general 
bill I bave reported, I will move to suspend 
the rules and pass it now. 

Mr. COX. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. COX. My point of order is that there 
is so much noise and confusion here that we 
cannot hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order most emphatically. Monday, 
which of all days should have the most perfect 
order, on account of the amount and character 
of the business usually transacted, is nearly 
always a day of the greatest disorder. Gentle- 
men will resume their seats, and refrain from 
conversation. The Chair will not entertain 
any business whatever until order has been 
restored. t 
~ After some time, coo 

Mr. COX said: I desire to inquire if this 
bill comes before us as the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If the: 
House will bear with me I will make a brief 
statement. 

Mr. COX. I have asked the question, 
whether it comes from the committee under 
the instructions of the House? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. - It does. 

Mr. COX. If that is not the case I will 
raise a point of order on the bill, 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose this debate: is 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will not: object. to a 
brief debate. é 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
no more necessary business to be transacted by: 
Congress thanthis. The Committee on the Jadi- 
ciary, in obedience to the instructions of the 
House, have reported a bill which covers some 
sixteen or seventeen thousand names. That 
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bill has been amended with twenty-five addi- 
tional pages of names. So far as the commit- 
tee are aware, none of those names come 
within the classes which have been objected 
to upon the floor of this House. Under these 
circumstances the committee have instructed 
me to report a general bill, removing disabili- 
ties from all persons, with the exception of 
four classes, which will embrace between two 
and three hundred men only in the whole land. 
Those classes are members of the Thirty-Sixth 
and Thirty-Seventh Congresses, judicial and 
diplomatic officers of the United States, and 
those in the Army and Navy who resigned and 
went into the rebellion. Let me say to gen- 
tlemen that this is done with a desire to pass 
a bill which will remove disabilities from as 
many as can be done in the present juncture 
of affairs. 

Mr. COX. 
question? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Has there not already been 
passed by this House a bill precisely identical 
with this? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Not quite. 

Mr. COX. Wherein is the difference ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There has 
been a bill passed by the House and sent to 
the Senate, but it contained more exceptions 
than this. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Does this bill except 
the State judiciary ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; 
it excludes from amnesty none but members 
of the Thirty-Sixth and ‘Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gresses, judicial and diplomatic officers of the 

nited States, and officers of the Army and 
Navy of the United States who left to go into 
the rebellion. It excludes nobody else. I 
now ask for a vote. 

Mr. PERCE. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachnsetts to allow me to offer an amend- 
ment to his bill. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not. amendable. 

Mr. PERCE. His well known that if this 
bill goes over to the Senate the Senate will 
tack on to it a civil rights bill; so we may as 
well pass such a bill, if we expect this to 
become a law. 

Mr. YOUNG. [ask that the bill reported 
from the committee containing specilic names 
may also be considered and passed after this 
bill bas been disposed of, so that both bills 
may go to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We are 
willing that both bills should be passed. 

Mr. COX, 
man from Massachusetts that this bill is wider 
in its scope than that which the House has 
already passed, and which is now before the 
Senate. I understand that it covers all those 
whose names are embraced in the specific biil. 

Mr. BUTLER,of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. If that is the case I think there 
ought to be no objection to the passage of this 
bill. It is perhaps one of the results of Mr. 
Greeley's nomination at Cincinnati. [Laugh- 


Will the gentleman allow a 


ter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Oh, no; 
it is the result of the speech of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES. | 

Mr. HOAR. Is there notan ambiguity in 
the language of this bill? It does not appear 
from itsterms whetber it is intended to include 
jn the exemption persons who merely held the 
offices named or those who held them at the 
time the rebellion broke out. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That ques- 


tion came up in committee, and we thought. | 


that the meaning of the bill, considered in 
connection with the constitutional amend- 
ment, was clear. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask my colleague (Mr. 
Buriur] whether he will not admit a modi- 


I understand from the gentle- | 


fication. I think the bill should show spe- 
cifically that amnesty is withheld from those 
who committed acts of rebellion while mem- 
bers of Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Some of them resigned. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE.. Irise to a question 
of order. I understand that the original bill 
was reported from the Judiciary Committee 
under special instructions from this House. 
It was a special bill, It is not therefore, 1 sub- 
mit, in order for any other bill to be reported. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order 
under the rules; but this is a motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say that it 
conforms to the purpose of the committee ; 
and I am very sure that it will conform to the 
wishes of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
who reports the Dill, that after this general 
bill is passed we should take up and pass the 
specific bill. . 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to say that this 
is the best and most liberal bill on this subject 
that has ever been passed by this House. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that the phrase- 
ology of the bill should be amended so as to 
say “fourteenth article of the amendments 
of the Constitution ’’ instead of ‘fourteenth 
article of the Constitution.” 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The dif- 
ference is immaterial; but I do not object to 
the modification. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the modification will be made. 

There was no objection. ` 

The question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was 
agreed to; two thirds voting in favor thereof, 

So the bill (H. R. No. 2761) was passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. {I now 
report back from the Committee on the Jadi- 
ciary the bill (H. R. No. 2564) containing 
specific names. It is entitled “A bill to 
relieve certain persons named therein from 
the legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States.” 

Mr. COGHLAN. Irise to a point of order, 
I submit that this is not the bill which the 
Committee on the Judiciary were instructed 
to report; that they have left out the name of 
John G. Pressley, of Sonoma county, Califor- 
nia, which they were instructed to report, 
ask leave that that name be inserted. 

Mr. BUTLISR, of Massachusetts. 
no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, 
have several names inserted. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield for amendments inserting 
additional names? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Members will then send 
to the desk the various names they desire 
inserted. 

By unanimous consent additional names 
sent up by various members were inserted in 
the bill. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. I move to amend 
by adding at the end of the bill ‘and all 
other persons.” 


I have 


I desire to 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ido not 
yield for that amendment. I do not want to 


be amnestied myself. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. There isso much confusion 
in the Honse, and such an apparent indispo- 
sition on the part of members to attend to any 
public business, the Chair would be obliged to 
some gentleman to move to adjourn, as it 
seems to be impossible to preserve order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I make that mo- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, and move that the House 
do now adjourn. { Laughter. ] 


The motion was disagreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair infers what he 


could not before, that the members desire to 
do business by refusing to adjourn. 
The bill now before the committee, reported | 


from the Committee on the Jadiciary, is the 
bill which the House authorized that commit 
tee to report at any time. It embraces the 
names of all persons the removal of whose 
disabilities has been asked for on the part ofan 
member of the House. ‘The privilege accord 
ed to the Committee on the Judiciary wa: 
limited to one report, and that was done ot 


the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
[Mr. Exprepes.] Since then the Chair has 
declined to entertain motions for special am~: 3 
nesty on Monday afternoon, and he would’: 


continue so to decline. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It will be bornein mind: 
J made the suggestion in order that all the’ 
names might come before the House in one 


report. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands, 
that the privilege accorded to the Committee 
on the Judiciary was limited to one report, in 
order to embrace the names of all persons 


whose disubilites were desired to be removed». ! 


Mr. ELDREDGI. My motion was made 


in order to prevent the Committee on the’ 
Judiciary from reporting on this question by ` 


piece-meal 


al. 
The SPEAKER. Certainly; and the Chair } 
desires to enforce that understanding on the: 


part of the House. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. And E 
desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have held 


this bill back to afford opportunity for the 
introduction of the names of all persons whose ` 


disabilities were asked to be removed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill includes the 
names of everybody but about one hundred 
and fifty persons, 

Mr. SHELDON. I notice there are some 
fifty from Louisiana named in this bill whose 
disabilities have already been provided for, 
who were relieved by previous acts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, even if that be so, 
do not let it be an obstruction in the way of 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SHELDON. Very well. 

Mr. RAINEY. I desire to make a few 
remarks before the vote is taken on this bill. 

A Mremuger, How long does the gentleman 


want? 

Mr. BINGITAM. I hope we will take a vote 
on this bill without any discussion. ‘The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have taken up no time 
to discuss it, 

Mr. RAINY, 
five minutes, 


The SPEAKER, 


I do not want more than 


five minutes, 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAINEY. 


If there be no objection, , 
the gentleman will be allowed to proceed for | 


Mr. Speaker, there is no 


member on this floor who hails with greater | 
satisfaction and gratification than myself a bill | 
of this description, having for its avowed pur- | 


pose the removal of those disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth article of the amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States upon 
those lately in rebellion. There are many 
who are under these disabilities for whom 
I entertain the highest respect und esteem. 
I regretted that their course of action in the 
past made it necessary for Congress to impose 
on them any disabilities whatever. It is not 
the disposition of my constituency that those 
disabilities should longer be retained on them. 
We are desirous, sir, of being magnanimous; it 
may be that we are so to a fault; nevertheless, 
we have open and frank hearts toward those 
who were our former oppressors and taskmas- 
ters. We foster no enmity now, and we desire to 
foster none for their acts in the past to us, nor 
to the Government we love so well. But while 
we are willing to accord them their enfran- 
chisement, and here to-day give our votes that 
they may be amnestied; while we declare our 
hearts open and free from any vindictive feel- 
ings toward them, we would say to those gen- 
tlemen on the other side, and also to those on 
this side who are representing more directly 
the sentiment and wishes of our disfranchised 
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fellow-citizens, that there is another class of 
citizens in this country who have certain dear 
rights and immunities which they would like 
you, sirs, to remember and respect. 
> The Republican members of this House will 
give their votes for the passage of this amesty 
bill. The majority of them are also in favor 
of civil rights, which my people, the colored 
people, are desirous of having. We are in 
earnest about this matter. We are earnest in 
our support of the Government. We were 
earnest in the hour of the nation’s perils 
and dangers; and now, in our country’s com- 
parative peace and tranquillity, we are in 
. earnest for our rights. We now invoke you, 
entlemen, to show the same magnanimity 
and kindly feeling toward us—a race long 
oppressed ; and in demonstration of this 
humane and just feeling give, I implore you, 
give support to the civil rights bill, which we 
have been asking at your hands, lo! these 
many days. 
- You will observe that when a bill is intro- 
duced for the purpose of removing political 
disabilities, no parliamentary maneuverings 
are resorted to by the Republicans to impede 
the passage of such a bill. 
I want the House further to understand, 
; and especially the gentlemen on the other 
- side, that this apparent indifference and reti- 
., cence on our part is not from any want of the 
knowledge of parliamentary tactics by which 
legislation is often retarded, and salutary 
measures hindered, but it is because we are 
> disposed to facilitate and assist the furtherance 
of those measures we believe equitable and 
just to our fellow-man; thus doing unto others 
as we would they should do unto us. Now, in 
` respect to the action of the Democrats, I re- 
` gret very much to say that whenever a bill 
_ comes up here which is designed to relieve and 
benefit the outraged and oppressed negro pop- 
ulation of this country, those whom I may 
strictly call my constituency, their apparent 
eagerness to defeat such desirable measures is 
: perceptibleon every hand, and is known toal. 
o vigilance or efforts were spared on their 
part to defeat the civil rights bill whenever it 
came up in its regular order. I hope, in the 
future, gentlemen, you will deal with us justly 
and generously as we now propose to deal with 
the late rebels. I hope you will assist us in 
securing our civil rights. I need not say to 
you that we fought for the maintenance of 
this Government while those who are about to 
be amnestied fought to destroy it. I thank 
the House for this courtesy. i 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I yield 
for a few moments to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Exxiorr. ] 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I submit the following res- 
olution, and ask to have it read now, although 
not for present action. 


, Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be, and’ 
is hereby, directed to report upon the next call of 
their committee a bill supplementary to the act to 
Protect all cifizens of the United States in their civil 
Tights, and to furnish the means for their vindica- 
tion, commonly known as a civil rights bill. 


-Mr. BINGHAM. That cannot be allowed 
to intervene here. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I do not want this resolu- 
` tion acted upon until the bill of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BurLER] has passed. 
I desire simply, Mr. Speaker, to state my 
reasons why I introduce the resolution now. 

I know full well that I have fallen under the 
ban of opprobrium, and that certain gentlemen 
in this House, have attempted to class me 
among those who are immodest, because ona 
former occasion I declined to give my vote 
for amnesty, while at the same time other citi- 
zeus of the United States were deprived of 
their rights under the Government. I acted 
as I did in that regard not because I had any 
feeling against those who were laboring under 
political disabilities, but because I desired 
that the magnanimous action of the Govern- 
ment on behalf of those who.were untrue to 
the Government in the past should go hand in 
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hand with the righteousness of the Govern- 
ment in protecting its own citizens. 

To-day, sir, when this bill for the removal 
of political disabilities has been presented 
here again, I intend to vote for the measure. 
But I desire at the same time to test the sin- 
cerity of those who claim that they are patri- 
otic in this matter. I wish to see whether the 
gentlemen who claim that they desire the re- 
moval of the political disabilities of those who 
labor under them, and who sit upon the other 
side of the House, really mean what they say; 
for they know as well as I do that no bill for 
the removal of political disabilities can pass 
the Senate until this House shall have acted 
upon the bill for the protection of all citizens 
in their civilrights. If, therefore, they desire 
that the men who labor under political dis- 
abilities shall have amnesty, they will not 
filibuster, as they have heen doing, but will 
allow the majority of the House—which has 
the right under all parliamentary rules to de- 
cide upon such questions—to act upon the 
civil rights bill, and let both bills go before 
the Senate for the sanction of that body. 
And I feel assured if the civil rights bill 
should pass the House along with the am- 
nesty bill, both of them will become the law 
before Congress shall have adjourned. 

That is the reason why I submitted theres- 
olution at this stage of the proceedings, and I 
hopeit will be adopted after the gentlemen from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BurLer] has had his bill 

assed, 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Task the gentlemen from 
South Carolina (Mr. Exriorr] to modify his 
resolution so as to require the reportto be made 


‘ona day certain. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Theresolution is not be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. BUTLER of Massachusetts, I desire to 
explain in a word or two, for the information 
of the House and the country, why J, for one, 
and my associates on the Judiciary Committee 
have not yielded for an amendment to put on 
the civil rights bill. It is because we think 
the civil rights bill should pass, and can pass, 
by amajority, that we do not believe it is right 
to peril that bill by fastening it upon abill which 
requires a two-thirds vote. It should stand 
by itself, and for one, I propose to labor dili- 
gently to see thata civil rights bill is passed, and 
that can be done by a majority of the House. 
Idemand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was put; and (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent that the following bill may be put upon 
its passage : 

Be it enacted, &c., That all political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth article of amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States aro hereby 
removed, 

Mr. PERCE. I object. We have passed 
two amnesty bills, and now I want a civil rights 


bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain that motion, for the gentleman from lowa 
holds the floor. 

CIVIL RIGIITS. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the following resolution be 
adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be, and it is hereby, directed to report, upon the next 
call of their committee, a bill supplemental to the 
act to protect all citizens of the United States in 
their civil rights and to furnish means for their vin- 
dication, commonly known asthe “civil rights bill. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 
9, noes 69; two thirds not voting in favor 
thereof. : 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays upon this question. 

Mr. McCRARY. I will give way for that 


purpose. 
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Mr. ELLIOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
The question was taken; and. there were— 
yeas 112, nays 76, not voting 62; as follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill 
Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, jetty 
Boles, Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, Burdett, Ben. 
¿unin F. Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 

obb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Darrall, Dawes, 
Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Hames, Elliott, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D, Foster, 
Frye, Garfiold, Goodrich, Hale, Harmer, George E 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 

ohn W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, Mo- 
rary, McJunkin. MeK eo, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, 

Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendie- 
ton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Poland, Rainey, Bilis H. 
Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Soofiold, Seeley, 
Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, H. Board- 
man Smith, John A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
Weather, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, utherland, 
Lafo, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, 
Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, White- 
Jey, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. 
eee John as A pea wei Aih Beok 
-—Messrs. Acker, aus, Archer, eck, 

Bell, Bird, James G. Binir, Braxton, James Brooks, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Crebs, 
Critohor, Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Boso, iildredge, 
Honty D. Foster, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, Handloy, Hanks, Harper, John T. 
Harris, Hereford, Horndon, Hibbard,’ Holman, 
Houghton, Kendall, Kerr, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, 
Manson, McClelland, McCormick, MeIntyre, Mos 
Kinney, McNeely, Merrick, Bonjamin F. Meyers, 
Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Price, Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Robinson, Roose- 
volt, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, R. Milton 
Speer, Stevens, Storm, Swann, Terry, Vaughan, 
Voorhoes, Waddell, Warron, Wolls, Whitthorne, 
Williams of New York, Winchester, and Young—76. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs, Arthur, Barnum, Biggs, 
Austin Blair, Bright, George M. Brooks, Roderick 
R. Butler, Carroll, Coghlan, Greely, Crocker, De 

arge, Duke, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, 
Garrett, Haldeman, Halsey, Hay, Koltogg, King, 
Kinsella, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McGrew, Mo- 
Ifenry, Morcur, Mitchell, Morgan, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Ritchie, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Rogers, Shollabarger,Slocum, Sto- 
venson, Stowell, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
send, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
and Wood—52. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the rules were not suspended. 

During the roll-call the following announce- 
ments were made; 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Upon 
this question I am paired with Mr. RITCHIE, 
who would bave voted ‘‘ no,” and I should have 
voted “ay.” 

Mr. DUKE. Upon this question I am paired 
with Mr. HaLsey, who would have voted in the 
affirmative, while I should have voted in the 
negative. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above recorded. 

STATUE OF THE LATE SENATOR BAKER. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce and put upon its passage a bill 
pending for a life-sized statue of the late Sen- 
ator Edward Dickinson Baker, a 

The bill was read for information. It ap- 
propriates the sum of $10,000 to procure, to 
be placed in the Capitol, a life-sized marble 
statue of the late Senator Edward Dickiuson 
Baker from the marble model for suich statue 
now in the possession of the family of the de- 
ceased Senator; and the Librarian pf Con- 
gress is authorized and directed to make a 
contract with Horatio Stone to carry out the 
provisions of this act. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I call forthe 
regular order of business, What is the regular 
order, I would ask? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. McCrary] has the floor to bring a con- 
tested-elestion case before the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. I trust that the gentle- 
man from New York will not object to this bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I should be 
very glad to welcome a statue of Senator Baker 
if sent here either by the State of California 
or the State of Oregon. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Baker belonged to 
the whole country. He was not. a Senator 
from my State, and therefore my State, under 
the terms of the general law of Congress, 


* 
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could not furnish this statue. I think there 
ċan be no objection to placing the statue of 
this sage, orator, soldier, and statesman in the 
old Hall of the House, entailing, as it does, 
but a slight expenditure. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman tell the 
House why he selects the sculptor, and allows 
no opportunity for competition? 

Mr. SARGENT. Because there is the most 
perfect representation of the late Senator 

aker made by Horatio Stone now inthe pos- 
session of the family. I was familiar with 
him, and I can almost see him in the flesh, as 
it were, when I look upon that representation. 
Ido not want it marred; I want a copy of 
that statue in the Hall. I move the previous 
question on the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. McCrary] has the floor. Does he yield 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Sar- 
GENT] for the purpose he has indicated ? 

Mr. McCRARY. I cannot yield for that 


purpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. I give notice that I will 
offer this again as soon as I have the oppor- 
tunity. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I ask unani- 
mous consent to report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, for action at this time, House 
bill No. 1982. to provide for holding a circuit 
court of the United States in and for the west- 
ern district of Missouri. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I call for 
the regular order. This is no way to do busi- 


ness, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
McCrary] will proceed. 


ELECTION CONTEST---GIDDINGS VS, CLARK. 


Mr. McCRARY. I now call up the resolu- 
tions reported from the Committee of Elec- 
tions in the contested-election case of D. C, 
Giddings vs. W. T. Clark, from the third 
congressional district of the State of Texas. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That W. T., Clark is not entitled to a 


seat in this House from the third congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Texas, 


Resolved, That D. C. Giddings is entitled to a seat | 


in this House from the said third congressional dis- 
trict of tho State of Texas. 

Mr. McCRARY. I now yield forty-five 
minutes to the sitting member, after which I 
will call the previous question. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas, then addressed the 
House. (His remarks will be published in 
the Appendix. ] 

Mr. McCRARY. Ido not know that I onght 
to detain the House with any discussion of this 


case, and yet, perhaps, a brief statement in | 


behalf of the committee is proper, in order 
that its action may be distinctly understood. 
It will be remembered that there was a dis- 
cussion in the House when the question of the 
prima facie right to the seat under the’ Gov- 
ernor’s certificate was presented. The certifi- 
cate of the Governor showed that bythe returns 
made to him by the proper county officers the 
contestant was apparently elected by a major- 


ity of 3,016 votes, but that the votes cast in p 


several counties and voting precincts had heen 
rejected for reasons set forth in the certificate. 
A question arose as to the right of the sitting 
member, prima facie, to the seat under this 
certificate, which was decided in his favor by 
the House, and he was sworn in on the 10th 
day of January last. 

The House will also remember that in that 
discussion it was shown that the board of State 
canvassers were authorized by the law of 
Texas to revise the returns and to reject them 
for certain causes, and that it was in the ex- 
ercise of this authority that they rejected votes 
enough to overcome the apparent majority of 
the contestant. Upon a discussion of the ques- 
tion in the House it was decided that the sit- 
ting member had a prima facie right to the 
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seat, and he was, ag already stated, sworn in 
on the 10th of January last. 

The House on the 12th of January, in pur- 
suance of an agreement between the parties, 
and in order to give ample time for the tak- 
ing of testimony, adopted a resolution that 
the time should commence on the Ist of Feb- 
ruary, and end on the Ist of April. The sit- 
ting member has taken no testimony except 
the ex parte testimony which he exhibited here 
in the course of his remarks. This testimony 
was taken without notice to the contestant. 
It wag stated in a paper attached to it that 
notice was sent through the mails to the con- 
testant, The contestant denies that he ever 
received it, and the law provides for no such 
mode of giving notice. The committee, how- 
ever, desiring to treat the sitting member 
with all possible indulgence, and to take care 
that no injustice be done him, examined that 
testimony, and discovered in it nothing what- 
ever that is material to the case. 

The time for taking testimony having ex- 
pired ov the 1st day of April, the sitting mem- 
ber on the 24th of April came before the com- 
mittee with a motion for an extension of time 
in which to take testimony on his bebalf. This 
motion was based upon the affidavits of the 
sitting member and numerous other persons. 
These affidavits state in substance and in gen- 
eral terms that a combination was formed 
among the friends of contestant to indict the 
officers of election in the several counties upon 
charges of a violation of the election laws, and 
thus to inaugurate a system of persecution 
against the sitting member's frignds and wit- 
nesses, and deter the latter from testifying. 


They also state that, in pursuance of this. 


combination, indictments were found against 
the Governor and secretary of the State of 
Texas, and against some of the election offi- 
cers and others in the counties of Hill, Na- 
varro, Grimes, Harris, and Washington. It is 
averred that the finding of these indictments 
produced such a feeling of alarm and danger 
in the district that it was impossible to take 
testimony on behalf of the sitting member, 
but no overt act of violence is mentioned. 
The only specific fact given is the finding of 
the indictments aforesaid. ‘The affidavits are 
exceedingly general in their terms, and in- 
stead of stating facts, deal largely in the opin- 
ions or conclusions of the affiants. 

After hearing arguments of counsel and 
carefully considering the question, the com- 
mittee came unanimously to the conclusion 
that no further time ought to be granted to the 
sitting member for taking testimony. 

This decision was rendered imperative by 
several considerations. It was shown that in 
only five counties have indictments been found. 
It was insisted before the committee that these 
indictments were found for the purpose of 
creating a reign of terror there and preventing 
the possibility of calling and examining wit- 
nesses on behalf of the sitting member. The 
committee thought they could not presume 
from the single fact that indictments were 
found that there was such a reign of terror as 
to prevent the examination of witnesses. The 
finding of indictments in the regular way to 
the court of justice against alleged wrong-doers 
is not generally an indication of lawlessness 
and violence, but the reverse. However, the 
the purpose in this case may have been unlaw- 
ful. I will not say it was not, because it is 
immaterial, and therefore need not be decided. 

Besides that, it appeared with reference to a 
number of those persons who were indicted 
that they were brought to trial, that witnesses 
appeared and testified in their behalf, and that 
in every case where they were tried they were 
acquitted. It seemed to the committee that if 
witnesses could be found to go into court and 
testify in behalf of those election officers, who 
were indicted for alleged offenses in connec- 
tion with this very clection, committed as was 
claimed in the interest of the sitting member, 
the same witnesses or others could be found 


y 


to go before the officers. and. testify in behalf 
of the sitting member in this case. i 

Another reason why we could not extend | 
the time was this: no diligence whatever 
was shown on the part of the sitting member ` 
in attempting to take testimony. It was not“? 
shown that a single witness had been subpe- 
naed, that a single notice to take testimony - 
had been served, that a single step was taken 
by the attorneys who represented the sitting 
member with a view to obtain testimony on. - 
his behalf. 

It must be borne in mind that this applica- 
tion is made by the sitting member, and if we 
should grant him the extension of time asked 
for it will bea precedent for all future cases. 
It must be remembered also that to extend 
the time in this case would be virtually to 
decide the merits of the ease in favor of the 
sitting member, for of course no further action 
could be taken at this session, of Congress, 
and the ninety days of the next session would 
be mainly. consumed before a decision could 
be reached. Ina case of this kind the com- 
mittee think that we are bound to adhere to 
the rule, which requires that the party should 
use the time given him by the statute with 
diligence, and Í will say hero with great dili- 
gence, in order to justify the House in extend- 
ing the time under circumstances of this char- 
acter. How can the sitting member know 
that all his witnesses were afraid to testify 
when he did not call or attempt to call a sin- 
gle one of them? How can be know that 
they would have refused to appear when they 
were not summoned, or that they would have 
refused to answer questions, when no ques- 
tions were put to them?. There is no diligence 
shown upon which the House can properly 
grant an extension. 

But there were indictments found in only 
five of these counties. ‘There are twenty-four 
counties in that district. The allegations of 
the sitting member apply I think to twenty of 
them. ‘There was no reason at all shown why 
there was no testimony taken in some of the 
nineteen counties in which no indictments 
were found. If the statement is true that it 
was not possible to take testimony in the 
countics where the indictments were found, 
yet under the law he could summon his wit- 
nesses to any portion of the district, and it ig 
not to be supposed that in all these twenty- 
four counties there was no place where it would 
be safe for him to gather his witnesses together 
and take their testimony. 

These affidavits state that better feeling now 
exists in the district in question, insomuch 
that, if time be given, the testimony can be 
obtained ; that the friends of the sitting mem- 
ber are no longer intimidated. If such is the 
fact, the sitting member should have produced 
the affidavits of some of these witnesses them- 
selves, stating not only that during the sixty 
days for taking testimony in this case they 
were afraid to testify to facts within their 
knowledge, but also stating what facts are 
within their knowledge. The affidavits, how- 
ever, which are relied upon are not the affida- 
vits of the witnesses themselves, but those of 
attorneys and others, who undertake to state 
what, in their opinion, the witnesses know, and 
why they have heretofore been unwilling to 
testify. If these witnesses were, as is alleged, 
free from intimidation at the time these affi- 
davits were prepared, the affidavits of some of 
them should have been produced. 

I need not refer to some other reasons which 
seem to the committee to be very conclusive 
on this point. We deemed it to be our duty to 
refuse the motion for the extension of time, 
and to proceed to the examination of the case 
on its general merits. 

On doing so we found that the contestant 
had taken the testimony of one hundred and 
thirty-four witnesses, of whom more than half 
were Republicans ; that he had taken the tes- 
timony of nearly all the officers who held the 
election in question, and who were, most of 


e 
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them, appointed by Governor Davis. We 
found that their testimony did not sustain the 
action of the board of State canvassers in re- 
fusing to count the votes cast in the counties 
of Bosque, Freestone, Brazos, and at one of 
the boxes ın Washington. In the case of the 
county of Limestone, in the opinion of the 
majority of the committee the action of the 
board was sustained. In that county there 
was a very serious difficulty immediately pre- 
ceding the election, in which one man was 
killed and another wounded, and martial law 
was proclaimed. In my opinion such a con- 
dition of things existed in this county as to 
prevent a fair election. In that county only 
28 votes were cast for the sitting member, 
and 1,158 for the contestant. 

. But the exclusion of the vote of Limestone 
county is not at all material to the decision of 
the case, because the majority of the contest- 
ant is too large to, be overcome by such ex- 
clusion. The whole case, as the sitting mem- 
ber has well said, turns upon the action of the 
board of State canvassers in rejecting one of 
the boxes in the county of: Washington. Now, 
J wish to state the facts in relation to that mat- 
ter with a little particularity, because, as the 
gentleman has said, it must have controlling 
influence in the determination of the case. 
The testimony of the officers of the election, 
I believe all of them, as well as that of some 
twenty or twenty five other witnesses, has been 
taken with regard to the election in Washing- 
ton county. Letit be remembered that these 
election officers are Republicans; that they are 
appointees of Governor Davis himself; and 
that they all concur in. their testimony as to 
the facts. 

The law requires all the voters of the county 
to cast their votes at one place, namely, atthe 
county seat. It has been the practice in that 
county ever since: that law has been in force 
to have two ballot-boxes, in order to facilitate 
the voting, for the reason, as claimed, that 
there is not time to receive the ballots of all 
the electors at one box. This has been the 
uniform practice ever since 1865. At the pre- 
vious election, when the sitting member was 
elected, the same thing was done. I do not 
say, however, that the practice is in entire con- 
formity with law. The statute of Texas is silent 
upon the subject ; it does not say whether there 
shall be one or two boxes ; but I apprehend that 
where there is no provision to the contrary one 
box is all that can be allowed at any one poll. 
This point, however, was not decided by the 
committee, because in our view of the case it 
was wholly immaterial, and I do not under- 
take to decide it now. 

But, Mr. Speaker, both these boxes were in 
the same room; they were both presided over 
by the same election officers; they were both 
presided over by the officers of the law. One 
was presided over by the regular officers as 
well and as much as the other. There were 
no irregular officers there. The two boxes 
were within twelve or fifteen feet of each 
other; and the same judges presided over 
both. So that it is manifest beyond all doubt 
that whatever affects the validity of one of 
those boxes affects equally the validity of the 
other; that both must be counted or both re- 
jected. But the Governor and the board of 
returning officers rejected one and counted the 
other. The one rejected contained 64 ballots 
cast for the sitting member and 2,322 for con- 
testant, while the one which was counted con- 
tained 2,585 votes for the sitting member and 
110 for contestant. 

Whether this election was valid or void is 
wholly immaterial, and therefore need not be 
decided, for if the vote of this county is all ad- 
mitted orall rejected in either event it is fatal to 
the case of the sitting member. If the whole 
vote cast at both boxes beadmitted it increases 
the vote of contestant over thenumber counted 
for him by the returning officers 2,258; if the 
vote cast at both boxes be rejected, the con- 


testant thereby gains over the vote allowed 


; 


H man from Iowa a question. 


him by. said board 2,425 votes... The. certified 

majority for the sitting member, being only 

1328, is largely. more than overcome in either 
ase. 

„I will not detain the House with any further 
discussion of this case. I have thought it 
proper to make this statement in order that 
the action of the Committee of Elections 
might be understood by the House. That 
comuiittee, Mr. Speaker, is at least a quasi 
judicial body. It has endeavored to conduct 
itself in this ease. and in others as such. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? I cannot hope to 
add anything to the admirable statement 
which he has made ; but I wish to put to him 
this inquiry: suppose we grant to, the sitting 
member every claim that he has made in. re- 
gard to this case. and simply allow to the con- 
testant votes rejected on account of little tech- 
nicalities, such as the numbering of the. bal- 
lots or the signing of the returns by wrong 
cfficers, isthere any doubt in the mind of any 
member of the committee that the contestant 
is elected? f 

Mr. MeCRARY. Ithink not; at least there 
is not, if we speak only of the counties where 
it is claimed that by means of these indict- 
ments tbere was such a state of things that no 
testimony could be taken. There are allega- 
tions in regard to other counties, but we might 
concede all that the sitting member claims in 
regard to these particular counties, and yet 
the case would stand clearly in favor of the 
contestant. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will ask the 
gentleman what differeuce there is between 
the prima facie. case which was acted on by 
the House several months ago and the case 
upon the merits on which we are to act to- 
day? In other words, has anything transpired 
withia four or five months past which shows 
that there was any necessity for prolonging 
the trial in this case? 

Mr. McCRARY. There is this difference : 
the one was a prima facie case merely; the 
other is a case upon the merits. Upon the 
prima facie case the law raised a presumption 
that the certificate issued under the great seal 
of the State was true, and that the votes which 
were excluded ought to have been excluded: 
When the prima facie case was acted on, we 
had not all the facts before us ; hence, adopt- 
ing the presumptions of the law, we. admitted 
the sitting member upon his certificate. But, 
having now taken the testimony and invest- 
igated the merits of the case, we have ascer- 
tained the facts and report a different conclu- 
sion. The presumption in favor of the party 
holding the certificate has been overcome by 
proof. 

I now call the previous. question. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope not before I have 
the opportunity to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to ex- 
press the hope we shall as soon as possible 
do away with this kind of cases and proceed 
always on the merits. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope we never will. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to ask the gentle- 
It is impossible 
for the House to examine the testimony, which 
in this case covers some two hundred and 
sixty four pages. I understand from what the 
sitting member said that his case rests mainly 
on the disturbed condition of the counties 
composing the district, and which he has been 
to this day representing on tbis floor. Now, 
the evidence in point certainly presents a 
strange character. There is a letter published 
on page 94 of the testimony in this case which, 
if true, charges the Governor of Texas with 
very grave crimes, indeed in favor of sustain- 
ing the election of the sitting member. If 
false, then there has been the gravest outrage 
upon justice and law. The real letter sent to 
the Governor of the State, of which a copy pur- 
ports to be published on page 94, was read at 
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the Clerk’ sdesk, and itis entirely. different from 
the one which purports to. be a copy of it, 
What I want to. know of the committee is— 
and I understand it is a unanimous report, 
which of course will haye- great weight. with 
the House—what I wish to know of the com- 
mittee. is, how far this. letter printed on page 
94 has. entered into the judgment of the case? 
If it bas entered into it at all, it is: disproved 
by the letter read at the Clerk’s desk. If not, 
then how far have they gone into.the disturbed 
condition, of the district ? 

Mr. McCRARY.. The letter. to which the 
gentleman refers has not entered into the con- 
sideration. of the case at all. It does not pur- 
port to be an exact copy. He states it to be 
as near a true copy, as he can recollect. The 
letter produced shows’ that he in no manner 
proposes even in substance to give a copy. I 
had endéaved not tosay anything which would 
reflect on Governor Davis, He, of course, has 
acted conscientiously upon the facts which 
were presented to him. So far as that. letter 
is concerned it, has had nothing to do with the 
decision of this case. 

Mr. BANKS. Itis a serious question why 
it has not. Here isa letter which charges the 
Governor of the State of Texas that he caused 
to be instructed this man that he might com- 
mit frauds upon the election and if found 
guilty he would pardon him. Now the real 
letter of the Governor is produced which shows 
there was no such understanding. It seems 
there should not be a unanimous report on this 
subject without some consideration of so grave 
a matter as this. If the testimony is false in 
this regard, it must be taken to be false in other 
respects. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Elections 
whether his committee were trying the Gov- 
ernor of Texas? 

Mr. McCRARY. Of course not. 

Mr. BANKS. Thatis notan answer. We 
are not trying the Governor at all, but if the 
fact as stated on page 94 of the testimony is 
false, it seems to me it would go very far to 
break down confidence in other statements in 
the same testimony. The question is, how far 
can we trust the report at all if we find so gross 
a misstatement ? 

Mr. McCRARY. It would not be at all 
material if the letter of Hurlets were stricken 
out. I now ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on agree- 
ing to the following resolutions reported by the 
Committee of Blections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That W.T. Clark is not entitled to a seat 
in this House from the third congressional distriet 
of the State of Texas, 

Resolved, That D. C. Giddings is entitled to a seat 
in this House from the said third congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Texas, 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. D. C. Gippines then presented himself 
and was duly qualified by taking the oath pre- 
scribed by the act of July 11, 1868. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE ON THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. DONNAN. I move to suspend the 
rules. for the purpose of. passing the following 
resolution. 

The Clerk read.as follows: 


Resolved, That all debate on the pending. tariff. 
bill and amendments thereto shall close on Thurs- 
day, the 16th instant, at three o’clock p. m., farther 
amendments being still in order. 


Mr. BEATTY. I ask permission of the 


gentleman to amend that by offering what I 


send to the Clerk’s desk. R 

Mr. DONNAN. I decline to admit the 
amendment. g 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is, not 
amendable, 
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The question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, there were—ayes 95, noes 25. 

Mr. BEATTY and Mr. COX demanded 
tellers. 

On ordering tellers, there were—ayes eight- 
een. 

So (one fifth of a quorum not having voted 
in the affirmative) tellers were not ordered. - 

Mr. BEATTY demanded the yeas and nays. 


On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 


ayes 27, noes 94. 

So (one fifth having voted in the affirmative) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. TI desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Does this resolution include 
both the tariff and tax clauses of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It includes both. 

Mr. BEATTY. I ask that the resolution 
may be again read. : 

The resolution was again read, 

Mr. STEVENSON.. I desire to make a 
parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I hope the gentleman 
will not make a stump speech in the belly of it. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Perhaps it will not 
agree with the gentleman’s stomach. I would 
inquire whether, if a part of the bill should 
not be gone over by the committee before the 
time for debate closed, that would prevent 
amendments being offered to that portion ? 

The SPEAKER., It would prevent discus- 
sion, but not amendment. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 127, nays 60, not voting 58; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Acker, Ames, Archor, Averill, 
Bell, Beveridge, Bighy, James G. Blair, Boles, Buf- 
finton, Burchard, Burdett, Campbell, Coghlan, 

Jonger, Cotton, Criteher, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
Dickey, Donnan, Duell, } 
Farwell, Finkolnburg, Charles Voster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Fryc, Garfield, Getz, Griffith, Hale, Hamble- 
ton, Handley, Harper, George I. Harris, John T. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Jloreford, Herndon, Jill, Hoar, Hougbton, Koteham, 
Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Manson, MeCleltand, 
McCrary, MeGrew, Melutyre, MeKee, McKinney, 
Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, 
Morcy, Morphis, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Packard, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, Bi Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Randall, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, 


Duke, Elliott, Farnsworth, | 


Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Storm,’ 


Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, 
Sypher, Latte, Turner, Twichell, ‘Tyner, Upson, 

aughan, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, 
Wiliama of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
Jobn T. Wilson—127. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Beatty, 
Beek, Bingham, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, Carroll, Cobb, Comingo, 
Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Du Bose, Dunnell, 
Eames, Bidredge, Golladay, Hancock, Hanks, Har- 
mer, Jobn W. Hazelton, Hibbard, Holwan, Kelley, 
Kendall, Kerr, King, Lewis, Marshall, MeJunkin, 
McNeely, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Hosea W, Par- 
ker, Pendleton, Aaron F, Perry, Price, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Rob- 
orts, Shober, Slater, John A. Sinith, Stevens, Ste- 
venson, Washington Townsend, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Whitthorne, Williams of New York, Winchester, 
and Young—60. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Banks, Barber, Barnuin, 
Barry, Biggs, Bright, George M. Brooks, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Clarke, Coburn, 
Crecly, Dawes, De Large, Dox, Ely, Forker, Henry 
D. Foster, Garrett, Giddings, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Tay, Hooper, Kellogg, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Leach, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCormick, Me- 
Henry, Mercur, Mitchell, Moore, Packer, Platt, Por- 
ter, Potter, Ritchic, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Sio- 
cum, Snyder, Stowell, Terry, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Van Trump, and Wood—53. 


So {two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say that I did 
not vote on the question just decided, prefer- 
ring to leave it entirely to the House. After 
the vote which has just been announced it 
will be my duty to ask the House to go into 
Committee of the Whole to-morrow immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, 
one of its clerks, informed tbe Honse that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 


in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

n Apn (S. No. 554) for the relief of James 
T. Joy; 

A bill (S. No. 1078) increasing the rate of 
pension to certain persons therein described; 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief of the 
heirs of Wilken Biesterfeldt, late of Spitzen- 
dorf, Germany ; 

A bill (S. No. 569) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State of 
Missouri ; 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting a right of way 
through the public lands to the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railway Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 819) authorizing the construc- 
tion of railroad bridges across the Mobile river 
and other navigable streams tributary to Mo- 
bile bay, in accordance with the acts of the 
Legislature of the State of Alabama, and to 
establish them as post roads ; and 

A bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Railroad Company. i 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills ofthe House of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burchfield ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the House of the 
following titles, with amendments; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit 
ing the appropriation of certain moneys for 
the preparation, issue, and reissue of the secur- 
ities of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge, and to establish the 
same as a post road. 


STATUE OF SENATOR BAKER. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to suspend the 
rules and put upon its passage the bill (H. 
R. No, 2762) providing for a life-size marble 
statue of the late Senator Edward Dickinson 
Baker. 

The bill was read. It appropriates the sum 
of $10,000 to procure, to be placed in the 
Capitol, a life size marble statue of the late 
Senator Edward Dickinson Baker, from the 
marble model for such statue now in the pos- 
session of the family of the deceased Senator; 
and the Librarian of Congress is authorized and 
directed to make a contract with Horatio Stone 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 

‘The question was put, and (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL AT LIVERPOOL, 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State bo requested 


to communicate to this House copies of all papers as 
may be on file in the Department of State relative 


| to and embracing complaints of alleged grievances 


of merchants, ship-owners, navigators, end other 
persons with respect to the administration and man- 
agement of the affairs of the United States consulate 


| at Liverpool, Bugland. 


TARIFF. 

Mr. BEATTY rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposesthat 
the gentleman rises to renew his resolution in 
relation to debate on the tariff bill. The 
Chair has already informed the gentleman 
that it would require a two-thirds vote to adopt 
the resolution now, while it would only re- 
quirea majority when the House reaches the 


ill. 

Mr. BEATTY. The House has already 
passed a resolution similar to this, and I de- 
sire to understand now whether the additional 
time will be given. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution. 


The Chair will entertain 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That when the House shall again ro- 
sume the consideration, in Committee of the Whole, 
of the bill to reduco duties on imports, &c., all debate 
upon the first paragraph from the first line of seo- 


tion two down to and including the twenty-fifth 


ling, inelusive, of section two, shall be extended for 
and closed in half an hour, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let it be extended 
for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this paragraph all 
debate has been closed, and now the gentle- 
man from Ohio desires to extend it for half 
an hour. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would ask the 
gentleman to make his motion one hour. 

Mr. DAWES. This resolution must be de- 
cided in view of the limitation which has been 
put upon the whole debate; whatever is ex- 
tended here, is taken out of the rest of the 
debate. ; 

Mr. BEATTY. Allow me to test the sense 
of the House on half an hour first. 

The question was put on Mr. Beatrys mo- 
tion, and there were—ayes 75, noes 54. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) 
the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has twice 
notified the gentleman that he can carry his 
motion by a majority vote when the question 
comes up of going into Committee of the 
Whole, and will give him an opportunity to 
make that motion. A 


REDEMPTION AND SALE OF LANDS. 


Mr. KERR. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
bill to provide for the redemption and sale of 
lands held by the United States under the 
several acts levying direct taxes, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman that it would perhaps be 
better to have it printed, as the substitute is 
very long. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not think there will be 
any objection to the bill. It is a Senate bill, 
which has been redrafted and put into a more 
legal and regular form and shape. ‘There are 
now being prosecuted many actions in the late 
ingurrectionary States for the recovery of pos- 
session by the Government of lands heretofore 
sold and boughtin by the Government for non- 
payment of direct taxes. It is matter of 
simplest justice and of emergency that this 
relief shail be speedily granted. The bill 
ought to be passed at once. It comes from, 
the Treasury Department, approved by that 
Department and by the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue, and drafied after careful consulta- 
tion with a very intelligent officer of the latter 
bureau. It only proposes to permit the re- 
demption of lands bought at direct-tax sales 
by the United States in the name of the 
United States, and that only on condition of 
the payment of all such taxes, and of all costs 
and charges, with ten per cent. interest. 

There are two or three other but entirely 
proper and germane matters in the bill. The 
bill is in substance the same as the Senate 
bill, but extends the time for redemption to 
two instead of one year. 
~ Mr. L. S. Emery, of the internal revenue 
office, has furnished to the commitice, under 
the direction of his superior oflicer, a very in- 
structive historical statement of the legislation 
and proceedings for the collection of direct 
taxes, from which I obtain the following facts: 


By the provisions of an act of Congress entitled 
“ Au act to provide increased revenue trom imports 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August 5, 1861, a United States 
direct tax of 320,000,000 per annum was apportioned, 
i pe rata, to the then existing States, Territories, and 
District of Columbia. 

The act itself fixed the nmount of tax apportioned 
to each, and provided that each State, &c., might 
assume payment, and pay the same in its own way, 
by and through its own officers, but that notice 
-shouid be given to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, on or before the second Tuesday 
of February next thereafter, of its intention to as- 
sume and to pay its quota, and that fifteen per cent, 
should be deducted on the amounts actually paid 
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into the United States Treasury on or before the last 
day of June in the year to which such payment 
related, and ten per cent. on the amounts actually 
aid between that date and the last day of Septem- 
ber in each year to which such payment related, 
A subsequent act, approved May 13, 1862, provides 


. for the deduction of fifteen per cent. on claims pre- 


sented to the United States Treasury Department, 
for the liquidation of said tax, on or before the 30th 
of July, 1862. 

The act of August 5, 1861, makes it the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to collect all or any part 
of this tax, in case any State, &., fails to pay the 
same after giving notice of assumption, the same as 
though no such notice of assumption had been 

iven. 

8 Again it provides “that should any of thepeople 
of any of theStates or Territories ofthe United States 
or the District of Columbia, be in actual rebellion 
against the authority of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, at the time this act goesinto operation, so 
thatthelaws ofthe United States cannot-be executed 
therein, it shall be the duty ofthe President, and he 
is hereby authorized, to proceed to execute the pro- 
visions of this act within the limits of such State or 
Territory or District of Columbia, so soon as the 
authority of the United States therein is reéstab- 
lished, and to collect the sums which would have 
been due from the persons residing or holding 
property or stocks therein, with the interest due, at 
the rate of six por. cent. per annum thereon until 


paid, in the manner and under the regulations pre- 
scribed in the foregoing sections of this act.’ 

Most of the northern States and Territories form- 
ally assumed, paywent of their respective quotas 
and gave notice of their intention to pay the same. 
Some of them have liquidated the amounts charged 
against them in full, some only in part, while others 
haye neglected to pay any part of their quota, 

In consequence of some of the States being in in- 
surrection, and a prospect of too long a delay of 
proceedings under the provisions of this act, Con- 
gress, by an act approved June 7, 1862, provided fer 
the collection of this tux in the insurrectionary 
States by and through United States direot tax 
commissioners, 

n pursuance of the provisions of this new act 
commissioners were appointed for each of the eleven 
insurrectionary States, assess and collect this 
tax, which it was provided should be charged against 
the lands and collected from the owners thereof, 
with an addition of fifty per cent. penalty to the 
amount of tax charged against each tract or lot. 

This tax, according to the original act was to bave 
been an annual tax, but Congress by an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1862, limited the collections to one 
annual tax until April 1, 1865, and by an act ap- 
proved June 30, 1864, limited it to one year, until 
further legislation, 

While the tax commissioners, appointed under the 
act of June 7,1862, wero actively engaged in making 
assessments and collecting this tax, and had already 
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collected about one half of tho total nmount appor- 
tioned to these eleven States, Congress, by an act 
approved July 28, 1866, authorized the suspension 
of further collection in these States until January 1, 
1868, and collections were forthwith suspended by 
order of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

The time specified in the act expired, but the col- 
lections were not resumed; meanwhile most of the 
commissioners had been relieved from duty. 

Again, Congress by an act approved July 23,.1868, 
provided for the further suspension of tho collection 
of this tax in these States until January’ 1, 1869; 
since which no action has been taken by Congress 
further suspending said collections, nor have collec- 
tions been résumed in any of these States. 

In pursuance of the provisions of the act of June 
7, 1862, the tax commissioners seized a large quantity 
of lands in some of the States and sold the same for 
non-payment of the taxes charged against. them ; 
considorable of this land was bid in by the commis- 
sioners for the United States, and bas never been 
redeemed, to which I will hereinafter rofer more 
specifically. i 

, Tho fällowing table will show the amount appor- 
tioned to cach State, Territory, and the District of 
Columbia, the deduction of fifteen per cent., the 
amount due after deducting the fifteen per cent., the 
amount paid into the Treasury direct, the amount 
satisfied by the allowance of claims presented, and 
the amount now due, as appears by tho records of 
this.office: 


; Duc after de- | Amount paid | Amount satis- | Total amount 
States. Quota Fifteen percent.) auction of fif- | te the United | fed by allow- | Paid Into the Amount due, 
deduction. teen per cent.* States Treasury ance of claims.* Upitod States 
$420,826 $63,123 90 $357,702 10 - 8357.702 10 $357,702 10 Assumed. 
218,4064 32,761 00 185,645 66 - 185,645 66 185,645 66 Assumed. 
Vermont sesse 211,068 81,660 20 179,407 80 - 179,407 80 179,407 80 Assumed, 
Massachusetts. 824,5814 123.687 20 700,894 13 - 700,894 13 700,894 13 Assumed, 
Rhode Isiand.. 16,9633 17,544 55 99,419 11 - 99,419 11 99,419 11 Assumed. 
Connecticut a...se 308,214 46,232 10 261,981 90 s 261,981 90 261,981 90 Assumed, 
ew York... 2,608,918 390,587 80 2,213,330 86 $400,000 00 1,459,413 59 1,859,418 59 Duo $353,917 27. 
New Jersey.. 450.134 67,520 10 82,613 De 382.613 90 382,613 90 Assumed. 
Pennsylvania.. 1,946,719; 292,007 90 1,654,711 43 350,000 00 1,304,711 43 1,664,711 43 Assumed. 
Maryland.. 436,823; 65,523 50 871,299 83 871,299 83 371,299 83 871,209 83 Assumed, 
Delaware.. 74,6833 - - - - 63,136 35 $6,546 984. 
Ohio... 1,567,059; 235.063 40 1,332,025 93 1,146,896 94 185,128 99 1,332,025 93 Assumed, 
Kentucky.. 713,695} 107,054 30 606,641 03 - 606,641 03 606.641 03 Assumed, 
odiana. 904.8753 135,731 30 769,144 03 68,701 60 700,442 43 769,144 03 Assumed. 
Ilinois 1,146,551s 171,982 70 974,568 63 - 974,568 63 974,563: 63 Assumed. 
Missouri. 76) 127+ 114,169 10 646,958 23 - 46,958 23 646,958 23 Seo act of April 17, 1866. 
Wost Virginia “ 208,479 65 27,172 72 181,806 93 = 153,978 75 181,306 93 ssumed, 
Kansas.. sase 71,7433 - - - 9,360 82 9.360 82 Duo $62,382 514. 
Michigan .. 501.7637 75,264 50 426,498 83 - 426,498 83 426,498 83 ssumed, 
Towa RR 452,088 67,813 20 384,274 80 - 354,274 80 384.274 80 Assumed, 
Wisconsin. 519,6885 77,953 30 441,735 36 - 219,742 06 219,742 06 | Due but assumed $300,446 60$ 
California. 254.5383 - - 3 - 247,445 41 Duo 87,093 25. 
Minnesota 108,524 16,278 60 92,245 40 47,430 17 42,215 23 92,245 40 Prid, 
Oregon ...... 35,1403 - - = - ` Duo $35,140 663. 
New Mexico ... 62.648 - - - - 62,648 00 See act of July 1, 1862, 
26,982 - - = - ~ Due $265,982, 
7,755¢ - - = - 4,268 16 Due $3,487 173. 
19,312 - - - - 19,312 00 Seo act of Congress, 
4,592% = - - - 4,592 60$ See act of Congress, 
3,2414 - - S - 3,241 33$ Ben aot ol ponere! 
Colorado ... 22,9053 - * = 7 =. ` ue $22,905 33h. 
District of Columbia... 49,4373 - - z - 49,437 334 Paid. 


*Not in last year’s report. 


The following table will show the quotas of the several insurrectionary States, the amounts 
collected in each as tax, and the amounts collected from other sources, namely, penalty, 
interest, costs, proceeds of sales, rents, &c., and the amount of tax now due from. each. 


From other 
sources, tax, 


Collected as! penalty, inter- | Amount now 
States. Quotas. ax. est, and costs, due. 
proceeds of 
sale, &e. 
Virginia...... sguadedsateciaveoacy sanant seeisecasesevososios | $937,550 66% $468,674 515 - $260,396 50 
SN 208,479 65 
729,071 013 3 

No Wha dccanccns 576,194 005 403,050 65 - 173,144 01 
Sort garona 363,570 003 222,693 96 - 140,876 70 
Georgia..... 584,367 00$ $2,200 00 ~ 502,167 33 
labama 529,313 005 Eu po - 529,313 33 
Mississippi 413 084 00% 69.947 05 - 843,137 61 
ouisiana.. 385,886 095 310,863 78 - 75,022 88 
Tennessee, 669 498 00 402,843 46 - 266,654 54 
rkansas 261,886 00 158,902 26 - 102,983 74 
lorida 77,522 008 “6,495 28 - 71,027 38 
exas 355,106 003 158,050 63 - 197,055 70 
LO A RESC A $5,153,891 333 - - $2,661,782 62% 


* Not in last year’s report. 


` The propriety of arranging the data relative tothe 
late insurrectionary States is obvious from the fact 
that an entirely different method of collections was 
adopted whereby the amounts collected were charged 
against separate tracts or lots of land in the several 
States, and the amounts uncollected are charged 


against oe frac he or lots of land upon which the tax 
has not been paid. 

Again, the amount of tax, &c., collected, and the 
amount due from these States, is given with approx- 
imate accuracy. 

Sales-of lands for non-payment of the taxes 


tPartially collected by internal revenue officer, 


charged against them were made by the commis- 
sioners, from which the following approximate 
amounts, as proceeds thereof, have been received: 
Virginia, proceeds of sales amounting to..$113,130 57 
South Carolina, proceeds of sales amount- 

LNG O..sccccssessarscosrccssonan seenssresseansevases sees 810,000 00 
Florida, proceeds of salos amounting to... 64,705 87 
Arkansas, proceeds of sales amounting 

or Cage TRS HPT OPT BO RPER OTT 48,067 24 
Tennessee, procecds of sales amounting 

Oee E T ENT 101,970 52 

Lands were bid in by the commissioners at these 
sales for the United States, still unredeemed, with 
the following valuations: 
In Virginia: ane 

By the assessment of 1860 valued at............ $75,000 
In South Carolina: ea 

By estimates of the late commissioners...... 300,000 
In Florida: 


By the assessment Of 1860.....cccsseccseesesensees 20,000 
In Tennessee: 

By the assessment of 1860...seeesersers «+ 309,000 

Making a total Of... ssccsesssssneereesesseseeree 109,000 


In Tennessee the lands have been very much im- 
proved, and J am informed that the present valua- 
tion of the lands owned by the United States under 
the direct-tax law in that State will exceed $1,000,000. 

For several years after the suspension. of the col- 
lection of these taxes, the lands which had been bid 
in for and still owned by the United States scemed 
to be lost sight of, except in South Carolina, where 
the commissioners were retained until October 31, 
1870. The result is that parties took possession, a$- 
sumed ownership, and conveyed formal titles, and 
parties now in possession, when notified to surrender 
possession to the United States, allego that they 
wero innocent purchasers; ignorant of the fact that 
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the United States had any, title to the lands what- 
soover. j 

In many cases these alleged innocent purchasers 

have made extensive improvements on the lands by 
building houses, &c., thereon, making these placos 
their homes. 
_ L refer to this as an additional reason for somo 
immediate action in relation to these lands whereby 
further complications and difficulties in obtaining 
possession may be avoided. 

In South Carolina there was a largo quantity of 
land bought in bythe United States which has been 
resold under what is known as “Army and Navy,” 
“head of family,” and school-fund sales, Under 
the Army and Navy sales, one fourth was paid 
down, and the remainder was to be paid in three 

ears. About one hundred and sixty thousand dol- 
ars of these deferred payments remain unsatisfied, 
and the time has expired when the whole amount 
should have been paid. (See section eleven, act of 
Congress approved June 7, 1892) 

President Lincoln, in his instructions to the South 

Carolina commissioners, dated September 16, 1863, 

. directed that in case the purchaser failed to pay the 
residue within the limited time, it was Iul for 
the said commissioners to enter upon theso lands 
and sell the same for the payment of the purchaso- 
money due the United States, returning the over- 
plus, if any, to the purchaser, his heirs or assigns. 

These instructions are specified in the certificates 
of sale issued to this class of purchasers. 

The commissioners did not sell these lands at the 
expiration of the limited time, nor have they or 
their successors dono so since, 

Some of these purchasers have tendered the re- 
maining three fourths duo since tho expiration of 
the three years, and it has been received by the 
commissioners. 

Theso lands upon which the three fourths has not 
been paid are now in possession of the United 
States, and are being rented under the direction of 
a collector of internal revenue, Lhe purchasers are 
now in doubt as to whether they are safe in paying 
the remainder due, and are waiting somo action by 
which they may be assured of the validity of their 
title if they pay the remuinder due. 

Theso lands are located in the town of Beaufort, 
South Carolina, including a large part of that town, 


and upon the islands adjacent thereto, comprising | 
some of the most prominent places in that section | 


of the country. pet 
From a knowledge of the depressing influences 
and paralyzing effects upon the prosperity of this 


section of the country, occasioned by the unsettled | 


titles to so large anamount of lands, I deem a spe- 
cial notico in this connection justifiable, and carly 
action on the part of Congress, by which these titles 
shall be settled beyond reasonable doubt and con- 
troversy, important. 


From the statements herein set forth, it will be 


seen that the amount of taxes apportioned by act | 


of Congress, approved August. 5, J861, remaining 
uneoltected, is $3,430,081 613, of which $2,601,782 62 


remains charged against the several tracts or lots of | 


land in the eloven late insurrectionary States, upon 
which the taxes which were assessed and charged 
have not been paid; and that there is authority 
vested in the President and Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for completing the collections. 

Also, that there is quite an amount of Jands 
owned by’ the United States, under the provisions 
of the United States direct-tax acts, which it is im- 
portant Congress should take early action in rela- 
tion to; and about one hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars duc on deferred payments in South Carolina, 
which I am of the opinion should be collected at an 
early date, or the lands upon which these three 
fourths payments are duc resold in pursuance with 
the conditions of sale set forth in the President's 
instructions and the certificates of sale herein re- 
ferred to. 

The SPEAKER. The reason the Chair 
made the suggestion was that there are several 
gentlemen pressing for the floor, and this bill 
may take a long time to dispose of it. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to say in addition to 
what has fallen from the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, that the bill has been prepared with great 
care, and it came down in all its essentials 
originally from the Senate. Itis a peace meas- 
ure which everybody desires to have adopted, 
and is so guarded it can trench on no right. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to suggest that this 
substitute be ordered to be printed, and then 
recommitted to the committee, so that we can 
go on with other matters essential to the trans- 
action of the business of the House, and not 
have the time taken up which will be occupied 
by the reading of this bill. The Committee 


of Ways and Means is privileged to report at 


any time. 

The SPEAKER. The committee is not 
privileged to report such a bill as this at any 
time. But the gentleman can ask to have it 
printed and recommitted, and then can enter 
a motion to reconsider, if no objection is made, 
which motion can be called up at any time. 

Mr. KERR. Very well; I will ask consent 
that that order may be made. 


No objection was made, and. accordingly 
the substitute was: ordered te. be printed, the 
bill and substitute recommitted to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and a motion to 
reconsider entered upon: the Journal. 


CIRCUIT COURTS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I move that the 
rules be so suspended that I may report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary and have 
passed at this time House bill No. 1982, to 
provide for holding a circuit court of the 
United States in and for the western district 
of Missouri. 

The bill was read. Rhe first section pro- 
vides that a circuit court of the United States 
in and for tbe western district of Missouri, 
shall hereafter be held at the city of Jefferson, 
at the place of holding the district court of 
the United States for the said western district 
of Missouri on the third Mondays of April and 
November in every year. 

The second section provides that the said 
circuit court of the United States in and for 
the western district of Missouri shall in all 
things have and retain jurisdiction of all mat- 
ters arising therein ; that a circuit court of the 
United States in and for the eastern district 
of Missouri shall be held at the same time and 
place (at the city of St. Louis) as now pro- 
vided by law for holding the circuit, court of the 
United States in and for both the districts of 
Missouri; that the said circuit court of the 
United States in and for the eastern district 
of Missouri shall in all things have and retain 
jurisdiction of all matters arising therein ; 
and that the said circuit courts of the United 
States hereby established in and for the east- 
ern and western districts of Missouri shall 
respectively have and exercise the same ori- 
ginal jurisdiction in the said districts, respect- 
ively, as is vested in the several circuit courts 
of the United States as organized under ex- 
isting laws, and shall also respectively have 
and exercise the same appellate jurisdiction 
over the district courts of the United States 
for said eastern and western districts, respect- 
ively, as by existing laws is vested in the said 
several circuit courts of the United States over 
the district couts of the United States in their 
respective circuits; that said circuit courts 
shall be called, respectively, the circuit court 
of the United States in and for the western dis- 
trict of Missouri, and the circuit court of the: 
United States in and forthe eastern district of 
Missouri, and shall be composed, respectively, 
of thejustice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States allotted to the eighth judicial circuit, the 
judge ofthe eighth judicial circuit, and the judge 
of the district court for the western district of 
Missouri, in the said western district; and of 
the said two first-named judges, and the judge 
of the district court for the eastern district of 
Missouri, in the said eastern district; but may 
be held by any one of said three judges in the 
absence of the remainder. The clerk of the 
cireuit court for the present districts of Mis- 
souri shall remain the clerk of the circuit 
court of the United States in and for the east- 
ern district of Missouri; and the district attor- 
ney and marshal for said eastern districu of 
Missouri shall act as such district attorney 
and marshal in said circuit court in and for 
the eastern district of Missouri, as now pro- 
vided by law; that the circuit court in and 
for the western district of Missouri shall ap- 
point a clerk of said court, who shail keep 
his office in the city of Jefferson aforesaid, 
perform its duties, and receive its fees and 
emoluments, subject and in conformity to 
existing laws regulating the duties, fees, and 
emoluments of other clerks of circuit courts 
of the United States; and that the district 
attorney and marshal for said western district 
of Missouri shall act as such district attorney 
and marshal in said circuit court in and for 
the western district of Missouri. 


The third section provides that the United 
States circuit court for said eastern and west- | 


ern districts of Missouri shall have power at 
any time to order adjourned terms of said 
circuit courts, respectively, at which adjourned 
terms any business may be transacted which 
could be transacted at any regular terms 
thereof; that a copy of said order, in the 
eastern district of Missouri, shall be posted 
on the door ofthe court-room, and advertised in 
some newspaper printed in the city of St. Louis ; 
and that a copy of said order, in the western 
district of Missouri, shall be posted on the 
court-room door, and advertised in some news- 
paper printed in the city of Jefferson, twenty 
days.at least before said adjourned terms shall 
be holden, 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


MINES AND MINING. 


Mr. WALDRON. I move that the rules 
be suspended, so as to assign Wednesday 
evening of next week for the exclusive con- 
sideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. DAWES. I wishthe gentleman would 
wait for a day or two before he asks for that 
order. 

Mr. WALDRON. If I do not get it now I 
will have to wait until next Monday. 

Mr. DAWES, That will be before Wed- 
nesday. 

Mr. WALDRON. 
if I can get it. : 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the order was made accordingly. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the rules be so 
suspended as to order that when the amend- 
ments of the Senate to House bill No. 1191, 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
other purposes, are reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and come up for 
consideration, they shall be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole under 
the five- minutes rule. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the order was made accordingly. 


DIPLOMATIO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unan- 
imous consent to have a similar order made 
in regard to the Senate amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1828) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Governinent for the year ending June 80, 1873, 
and for other purposes. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent 
to have a similar order made in regard to the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 1070) 
making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1873. 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. j 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MEMPHIS. 


Mr. SESSIONS. I move that the rules be 
so suspended that I may report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
have passed at this time, a bill to provide a 
building suited to the use of the custom-house, 
post office, the pension and revenue officers, 
and the judicial officers of the United States, 
in the city of Memphis, Tennessee. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause to be constructed 
a suitable building, fire proof, at Memphis, 
Tennessee, for the accommodation of thecus- 
tom-house, post office, United States circuit 
and district courts, pension and internal rev- 
enue officers; and that for this purpose there 
shall be appropriated, out of any money in the 


I prefer the order now, 
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Treasury not otherwise appropriated, ‘the sum 
of $200,000, to be expended under the direc- 
tion. of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall cause proper plans and estimates to be 
made, which shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, Postmaster General, and 
Attorney General ; provided that no money 
hereby appropriated shall be used or applied 
for the purpose until a valid title to the land 
for the site of such building shall be vested in 
the United States, and until the State of Ten- 
nessee ghall also duly release and relinquish 
to the United States the right to tax, or in any 
way assess, said site, or the property of the 
United States that may be thereon, during the 
time that the United States shall be orremain 
the owner thereof. 

The question was taken upon suspending 
the rules; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 104, noes 22. . 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH said: Here is a bill 
appropriating $200,000 without any limitation 
whatever upon the building. I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays, and there were eleven in the 
affirmative. ? 

So (the afirmative not having one fifth of 
the last vote) the yeas and nays were not or- 
dered. 

Accordingly (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill 
(H. R. No. 2768) was passed. 


HOSPITAL IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. WELLS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, so that I can report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
have passed at this time, with amendments, 
House bill No. 2764, making an appropriation 
for the erection of a marine hospital at San 
Francisco. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I thought it 
was understood that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds should only report in 
favor of erecting buildings without reporting 
any appropriations. It was so understood 
between that committee and the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. SARGENT, That applied simply to 
the regular report of the committee. 

Mr. WELLS. This building is very much 
needed, and the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated is but small, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
a very little baby. 

Mr. SARGENT. The patients whom this 
hospital is designed to accommodate are now 
let out on contract to a regular ‘‘ Do-the-boys 
Hall,’ a regular Squeers’ institution, a dis- 
grace to the country. The Treasury Depart- 
ment year after year has been calling for the 
erection of a wooden hospital on Angel Island, 
in order to rescue these patients (who pay 
their own expenses) from the misery and hard- 
ship of their situation. The appropriation 
for this purpose has been recommended in 
two annual reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He has specially pointed out the 
absolute necessity of erecting a hospital at 
that place. It is to be only a wooden hos- 
pital, and the cost will be but small. It is in 
the interest of humanity that the appropria- 
tion should be made; and I hope there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not hear 
in the first instance where this building was 
to be located, and of course I had no hostility 
to it on local grounds; but I do not think we 
ought to adopt this method. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
debate, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.. I would like to 
know how many more bills for public build- 
ings are to be presented in the wake of this. 
I know that my friend from Michigan (Mr. 
Concer] has one, and I would like to know 

ow many more there are. 


Oh, yes; it is 


I object to 


| 


not. 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

_Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House take a recess till half past seven o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to take a 
recess is not in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why not? 

The SPEAKER. Because a motion to sus- 
pend the rules is pending. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then let usadjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Speer, of Georgia, that the House adjourn, 
there were—ayes 55, noes 68. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state to 
the House that last week, by the adoption of 
a motion to adjourn under circumstances sim- 
ilar to the present, the Pension Committee, for 
whose business an evening session had been 
assigned, were deprived of that session. The 
adoption of this motion to adjourn would re- 
peat the same thing with reference to the 
session which has been ordered this evening 
for the business of that committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the Chair will 
entertain a motion for a recess, we will adopt 
that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be 
very glad to entertain tbat motion; but the 
rules provide that pending a motion to sus- 
pend the rules but one other motion shall be 
in order, and that is to adjourn. Thereis no 
doubt about the motion to adjourn being in 
order, but as the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Moors] is not now in his seat, the Chair 
thought it proper to make this explanation. 

Mr. COX. Isitin order for the Chair to 
debate this question? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. No; butit isin order for 
the Chair to be heard first on questions of order, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
next. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I withdraw my 
motion to adjourn, and move that the House 
take a recess. 

Mr. SARGENT. That motion is notin order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad 
to entertain a motion for a recess, but it is out 


of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then it will be 
utterly impossibie for the House to take a 
recess so long as anybody moves to suspend 
the rules. I submit that a motion to take a 
recess is equivalent, according to the spirit of 
the rule, toa motion to adjourn. A recess is, 
in fact, an adjournment for a time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends 
Motions to suspend the rules will be in 
order at any time during to-day. But the 
House can adjourn; there is nothing to pre- 
vent its doing so if so disposed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then let us adjourn. 

Mr. WILLARD. If the Honse should now 
adopt a motion to adjourn, would it not be 
obliged to meet at half past seven o’clock this 
evening? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. If the 
House should adopt a motion to adjourn, it 
will meet to-morrow at eleven o'clock. But 
the motion to adjourn has been withdrawn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. = Irenewit. [would 
not insist upon the motion if the regular busi- 
ness of the House could be proceeded with. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to debate. We 
are proceeding with regular business. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 44, noes 79. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Z 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 39, nays 130, not voting 
71; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Barber, 
Beatty, Beck, Austin Blair, Braxton, James Brooks, 
Campbell, Comingo, Criteher, Crossland, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, "Henry D. Foster, Hambleton, Hanks, 
Hereford, Hoar, Holman, Kendall, Lewis, Marshall, 
MeCrary, McNeely, Merrick, Aaron F. Perry, Read, 
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Johu M, Rice, Scofield, H. Boardman Smith, R. 
Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Storm, Swann, 
Waldion, Williams of New York, and ‘Winches- 
er—39. 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Averill, Banks 
Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham! Bird, aes 
Blair, Bright, Buckley, Butinton, Burchard, Bur- 
dett, Benjamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Cobb, Coburn, 
Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Crebs, Crocker, Davis, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Dunnell;’ Eames, 
Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Grilith, Hate, 
Hancock, Handley, Harmer, Harper, Jóhn P. Harris, 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Houghton, Kelley, Kerr, 
Ketcham, Killinger, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Lowe, McClelland, McCormick, McGrew, 
McIntyre, McJunkin, McKee, McKinney, Merriam, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, Moore, Morphis, 
Leonard. Myers. Negley, Orr, Packard, Pucker, 

almer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Price, Prindle, 
Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis I. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Saw- 
yer, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, 
Shoemaker, Slater, John A. Smith, Worthington O. 
Smith, Starkweather, Strong, St. John, Taffe, Lerry, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Warren, 
Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorno, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, John ‘T. Wilson, and Young—~130. 

NOL VOLING—Megsrs. Ames, Barnum, Barry, 
Biggs, Bolos, George M. Brooks, Roderick R, But- 
ler, Carroll, Clarke, Conner, Vox, Creely, Darrall, 
Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Duke, Elliott, Bly, Far- 
well, Forker, Garrett, Giddings, Haldeman, Halsey, 
George E. Harris, John W. Hazelton, Hooper, Kei- 
loge, King, Kinsella, Lyneh, Manson, Maynard, 
MoHenry-Morcur, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, Nib- 
lack, Platt, Poland, Porter, Pottor, Randall, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Shanks, Sbellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, 
Snapp, Snydor, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Suthorland, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Van Trump, Voorhees, 
Watiace, Walls, Wheeler, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 

ood—7l. 


So tho House refused to adjourn, 


The SPEAKER, The Chair asks the fol- 
lowing two rules to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the 
Speaker may entortain one motion that the House 
do now adjourn; but after the result thervon is an- 
nounced, ho shall not entertain any other dilatory 
motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 

“Ponding a motion to suspend the rules go as to 
tako an immediate vote on a proposition, a motion 
for a recess is not in order.—Journal, 2, 39, pages 572, 
573. [This decision of the Speaker was sustained on 
appeal by the very decisive vote, by yeas and nays, 
of yeas 173, nays 4; and would seem to have settled 
the question that pending a similar motion, dilatory 
motions, such us had been previously tolerated, 
would not be entertained hereafter.” ] 

The SPEAKER, The Chair also, though 
not connected with this subject, directs the 
sixty-fifth rule of the House to be read for 
the information of the members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule 65. Smoking is prohibited within the bar of 
the House or in the galleries. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. STARKWEATHER. I ask unani- 
mous consent to submit the report and testi- 
mony taken by the Committee for the District 
of Columbia in reference to the government 
of the District, in order that they may be 
ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. CREBS. I also ask the minority re- 
port be ordered to be printed, and that a time 
be fixéd when this subject may be taken up 
and considered. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Let us get 
through with this first, and we cin fix the time 
afterward. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Committee for the 
District of Columbia have the right to report 
once every four weeks under the rules, a 
greater privilege than any other committee. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Let the report 
be printed and recommitted. 

Mr. DAWES. Not to be brought back by 
a motion to reconsider, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. And that the minor- 
ity report take the same course ; thatis, ordered 
to be printed with the majority report. 

The SPEAKER. The. Chair hears 
objection, and it is ordered accordingly. 

HOSPITAL, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now move the 
House adjourn. 


no 
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The SPEAKER. That motion has just 
been voted down. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Bat other business 
has intervened. 

The SPEAKER. The business which has 
been done has been done by unanimous con- 
sent, and would not have been done if the 
gentleman had objected. The rule is positive, 
that pending a motion to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill the Chair can entertain but 
one motion to adjourn. If the gentleman will 
move to ask to adjourn by unanimous consent, 
the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 

Mr. WELLS. I ask the bill be again 
reported, so the House may know what it is. 

The bill was again read. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker 
declared that the ayes had it. 

Mr. COX. I would like to say a word about 
this bill. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only 
be heard by unanimous consent. The Chair 
pronounced that the ayes had it. 

Mr. COX. I desire only to say that I have 
seen that hospital on Mare Island.” 

Mr. SARGENT. It isnot on Mare Island. 

Mr. COX. [know this is not; but there is 
one on Mare [sland which is never filled. It 
costs twenty-five dollars a day to keep those 
people there. 

Mr. SARGENT, That isunderthe marine 
service. ‘This is the hospital for sailors gen- 
erally under the United States ; and they are 
now let out by a contract system in the State 
of California, 

Mr. COX. Why do they not use the build- 
ings they have? 

Mr. SARGENT. The United States hos- 
pital was shattered in the earthquake and has 
been in that condition for several years. 

Mr. COX. The city of San Francisco has 
been shattered by the earthquake and so has 
the gentleman himself. 


The rules (two thirds having voted in favor 'i 


thereof) were suspended, and the bill was 
passed, 
BRIDGES ACROSS TIHE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to report back the 
bill (S. No. 845) to anthorize the construction 
of certain bridges across the Mississippi river, 
und to establish the same as post roads, with 
an amendment; aud I move that the rules be 
suspended and that the amendment be agreed 
to, and the bill, as amended, be passed. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope that bill 
will not be passed. 1t provides, I understand, 
that there shall be a second bridge at Quincy, 
where there is one already. 

Mr. McNISKLY. I object to debate. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Two bridges along- 
side of each other would necessarily obstruct 
the navigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the seventh section this proviso: 

Provided, That the construction of the bridge 
mentioned in this section shall be commenced with- 
in eighteen months from the passage of this act. 

Mr. McCRARY. I rise to a question of 
order. Would it be in order now to move to 
refer the billto the Committee on Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. Itwould nat, pending the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. McCRARY. Then 1 desire to have the 
unanimous consent of the House to state my 
objections to the bill. 

Mr, McNISELY. 

Mr. McCRARY. 
be suspended. f 

The question being taken on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill with the amendment 


T object. 
I trust the rules will not 
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of the Committee on Commerce, there were— 
ayes 70, noes 19; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER under the rule ordered 
tellers; and Mr. Horman and Mr. McCrary 
were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 105, noes 24. 

Mr. McCRARY. I demand the yeas and 
nays. I want to know if anybody here cares 
anything for the commerce of the Mississippi 
river. 4 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes ten. 

So (one fifth not having voted in the afirm- 
ative) the yeas and nays were refused; and the 
rules having been suspended (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof) the bill was passed 
with the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House take a recess until half past seven 
o'clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ob- 
serve now that the difficulty he suggested as 
arising from the ruling of the Chair does not 
exist. The House can take a recess if a motion 
to suspend the rules is not pending. If the mo- 
tion to adjourn is made before the motion to 
suspend the rules it takes precedence. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 make that motion. 

Mr. KETCITAM. J ask that certain bills 
of the Senate now on the Speaker's table, the 
titles of which I ask the Clerk to read, be 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider, 

The Clerk read the titles of the bills. 

Mr. COX. J object. 


JAMES F. JOY. . 
On motion of Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, 


by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 654) 
for the relief of James F. Joy was taken from 


i the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
, time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT asked and obtained the 
leave of the House to print in the Globe some 
remarks on the subject of fish culture. [See 
Appendix. ] 

HON. GEORGE M. BROOKS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following communication : 
WASHINGTON, May 13, 1872. 
Sır: I have the honor to inform you that I have 


tendered to the Governor of the Commonwealth of* 


Massachusetts my resignation of the office of Rep- 
resentative of the seventh congressional district 


; in the Congress of the United States, to take effect 
i on the date hereof. 


I am, with great respect. your obedient servant, 
GEORGE M. BROOKS. 
Hon. Janus O. BLAINE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The evening session is 


devoted to the consideration of the pension 
bill reported by the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions; and the understanding is that it | 
cannot go over as unfinished business unless | 


the previous question is seconded on the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. Have not the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions the right to 
take up other bills if the general bill is dis- 
posed of in sufficient time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes 
there will be no objection to that, but the 
Chair does not remember that was stated when 
the order was made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope then it 
will beunderstood that the Committee on Pen- 
sions may take up and dispose of other peu- 
sion bills if they get through with the general 
bill before the evening session closes. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion for a recess 
prevails, the House will meet this evening at 


half past seven o'clock, Mr. WHEELER occu- 
pying the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


The question was taken upon Mr. FARNS- 


WORTH’S motion, and it was agreed to; and 


the House (at four o’clock and forty-three — 


minutes p. m.) took a recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The hour of half past seven o'clock having 
arrived, the House resumed its session, Mr. 
WHEELER occupying the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. g 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By special 
order, the proceedings of this evening are 
devoted to the consideration of the general 
pension bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PECK. In the absence of the chair- 
man of the committee, I desire to offer a few 
pension bills for private pensions. 

JULIA COSGROVE. 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. B. No. 2765) 
granting & pension ‘to Julia Cosgrove ; which 
was rend a first and second time. 

The bill, which wag read. authorizes and 
directs the Seeretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and Jimitations of the pension laws, the 
nume of Julia Cosgrove, widow of Edward 
Cosgrove, latea private in company K, twenty- 
fourth veteran reserves, the bill to take effect 
from its passage, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY WIALEN. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2706) prauting a 
pension to Mary Whalen; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


; upon the pension roll, subject to the provis- 


ious and limitations of the pension laws, the 
uame of Mary Whalen, widow of Michael 
Whalen, late a private in company B, twenty- 
eighth regiment Kentueky volunteers, from 
and after the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


` table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ARDELLA D, AND LINDSEY N. WAREIELD, 


Mr. PECK algo, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (LL. R. No. 2767) granting a 
pension to Ardelia D. Warfield and Lindsey 
N. Warfield; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. i 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of Ardella D. Warfield and Lindsey 
N. Warfield, only surviving minor children of 
Andrew W. Wartield, late a private unassigned 
in the fifteenth regiment of New York volun- 
teers, and actiug as hospital steward of such 
regimevt, who died at Raleigh, North Caro- 
lina, of disease contracted in the service; the 
act to take effect feom and after its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time; aud being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MARY A. DODD. 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 2768) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Dodd; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Dodd, widow of Matthew M. Dodd, late a car- 
penter in the United States Navy, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and | 
passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M’MoRROW, 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely upon the petition of James 
McMorrow for a pension; and the same was 
laid on the table. 

AUGUSTA FOX, 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, also 
reported adversely upon House bill No. 981, 
granting a pension to Augusta Fox. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Pzcx] will allow this bill to be 
recommitted. ' 

Mr. PECK. Very well; I will withdraw 
the bill. 

CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. MOORE. I now call up the bill to 
revise, consolidate, andamend the laws relat- 
ing to pensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
resumes the consideration of House biil No. 
2312, to revive, consolidate, and revise the 
laws relating to pensions. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Sxc.9, That the widows of colored soldiers and 
sailors who have died, or shali hereafter die, by 
reason of wounds received, or disease contracted in 
the military or naval-service of the United States, 
and in the line of duty, shall be entitled to receive 
the pension provided by law, without other evidence 
of marriage than satisfactory proof that the parties 
were joined in marriage by some ceremony deemed 
by them obligatory, or habitually recognized cach 
other as man and wife, and were so recognized by 
their neighbors, and lived together as such up to the 
date of enlistment, if he died in the service, or if 
otherwise, to date of death; and the children born 
of any marriage so proved, shall be deemed and 
held to be Jawfal children of such soldier or sailor: 
Provided, That if the condition or residence of the 
parties was such that no barrier existed to the 
solemnization of the marriage, the usual evidence 
shall be required: Provided further, That this sec- 
tion shall not beapplicable to any claims on account 
of persons who shall have enlisted aiter the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. MOORE. The committee have in- 
structed me to move to insert after the word 
“ colored,’’ in the first line of this section, the 
words ‘‘or Indian.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MOORE. I move further to amend 
this section by striking out the first proviso, 
and also the word *‘ further,’’ in the second 
proviso. This section provides that the rigid 
proofs of marriage that are ordinarily required 
shall not be required in the case’ of colored 
persons or Indians. The proviso states ‘‘ that 
if the condition or residence of the parties was 
such that no barrier existed to the solemniza- 
lion of the marriage the usual evidence shall 
be required.” It will at once be perceived 
that this would impose upon the bureau the 
necessity of inquiring into every particular 
case, what circumstances surrounded the par- 
ties, or the laws of the State where they 
resided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be proper to 
apply this principle to all persons? Hi 


, Mr. CONGER. Why does the gentleman 
include Indians in this section? 

Mr. MOORE. A number of them enlisted 
during the late war, as clearly so as colored 
men, and numbers of them served in regiments 
and companies. A committee of these Indians 
came and asked that they might have that 
same provision in reference to themselves, as 
the regulations in reference to marriage were 
not so fixed among them as among us, and we 
consented to their request, 

Mr. CONGER. So far as I know the cus- 
tom of marriage among Indians is as strict and 
regular and well recognized as among. any 
people in the world. 

Mr. MOORE. Itis different from ours. 

Mr. DICKEY. The ceremony is performed 
in a different manner. 

Mr. CONGER. But it is a civil contract, 
and they regard it as such. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ARCHER. I move to amend the first 
portion of this section by inserting after the 
words ‘‘ by reason of wounds”? the words “or 
injuries ;’" and immediately following that to 
insert the words ‘casualties or’? before the 
word ‘* disease.” 

Mr. MOORE. I do not know that I have 
any objection to that amendment. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I want to move an amend- 
ment or two to a former section. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman will waive 
that matter for the present—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section 
having been passed, it can be returned to only 
by unanimous consent. ` 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope there will be no 
objection to going back to it. 

Mr. MOORE. I would prefer that the 
gentleman should wait till we get through with 
the bill. ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. With that understanding 
I will not press the request. 

Mr. MOORE. I shall be very happy to 
accommodate the gentleman by returning to 
the section again. 

The Clerk began the reading of the tenth 
section. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. In view of 
the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Arcuer,] it 
seems to me a further change of language is 
necessary in the ninth section. 

Mr. MOORE. We have already passed that 


section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
had commenced the reading of the next sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SPEER. of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman understand my point? 

Mr. MOORE. I understand the point; but 
the section had been passed. If necessary we 
can return to it hereafter. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. | As the sec- 
tion now stands, the word ‘‘contracted”' fol- 
lows the word ‘‘casualty.’’ Does the genile- 
man object to going back? , 

Mr. MOORE. I doatthe present time, unless 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Ido not. 

The tenth section was read, as follows: 


Sec. 10. That if any person has died, or shall 
hereafter die, leaving a widow entitled to a pension 
by reason of his death, and a child or children under 
sixteen years of age by such widow, and it shail be 
duly certified, under seal, by any court having pro- 
bate jurisdiction, that satisfactory evidence hasbeen 
produced before such court that the widow afore- 
said hag abandoned the care of such ehild or chil- 
dren, or that she is an unsuitable person, by reason 
of immoral conduct, to have the custody of thesame, 
then no pension shall be allowed to such widow 
until such child or children shall have attained the 
age of sixteen years, any provisions of this act or of 
any previous act to the contrary notwithstanding; 
and the said child or children aforesaid + vail b 


Does the 


Ie 

joned in the same manner and from the same 
tate asif no widow had survived such person, and 
such pension shall be paid to the guardian of such 
child or children: Provided, That if in any case 
payment of pension shall have been made to the 
widow, the pension to the child or children shall 
commence from the date to which her pension has 


been paid. 


- Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by inserting 
after the word ‘court,’ in the sixth line of 
the section just ‘read, the words “on due 
notice.” The object of this amendment. is 
to provide that the hearieg shall be upon 
notice. I may take occasion to say in this 
connection that one of the pringipal faults in 
the administration of the Pension Office to- 
day is the fact that parties are frequently de- 
prived of their pensions upon secret charges, 
and on investigations of which the accused 
party haa no notice. Two or three such in- 
stances have come within my knowledge, 

Mr. MOORE. -I will state, for the informa- 
tion of my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Hoar, ] that. in a subsequent part of the bill 
is a section covering this very thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam happy to hear that; but 
I presume the gentleman will not object to my 
proposition, that before the court shall be per- 
mitted to find the fact as established notice 
shall be given to the person charged. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. 


The eleventh section was read, as follows: 


Sxc. 11. That if any person embraced within the 
provisions of the first section-of this act has died 
since the 4th day of March, 1861, or shall hereafter 
die, by reason of any wound or disease which, under 
the conditions and limitations of suid section, would 
have entitled him to an invalid pension, and hag 
not loft or shall not leave a widow or legitimate 
child, but has loft or shall leave other relative or 
relatives who wore depondent upon him for support 
at the date of his deatb, such relative or relatives 
shall be entitled in the following order of prece- 
dence to receive tho sume pension ag such person 
would have been ontitled to had he been totally 
disabled, to commence from the death of such per- 
son, namely: first, the mother; secondly, the fat her s 
thirdly, orphan brothers and sistors under sixteen 
years of age, who shall be pensioned jointly: Pro- 
vided, That if in any case said person shall have 
loft father and mother who are dependent upon 
him, then, on the death of the mother, the fathor 
shall become entitled to the pension, commencing 
from and after the death of the mother; and upon 
the death of the mother and father, or upon the 
death of tho father and the remarriage of the 
mother, the dependent brothers and sisters under 
sixtoen years of age shall jointly become entitled 
to such pension until they attain the age of sixteen 
years respectively, commencing from the death or 
remarriage of the party who had the prior right to 
the pension: Provided, That a mother shall be as- 
sumed to have been dependent upon her son, within 
the moaning of this act, if at the date of his death 
she had no other adequate means of support than 
tho ordinary proceeds of her own manual labor and 
the contributions of said son or of any other persons 
not legally bound to aid in her support; and if, by 
actual or intended contributions orin any other way, 
the son had recognized his obligations to aid in sup- 
port of said mother, and that a fathor or a minor 

rother or sister sball in like manner and under like 
conditions, be assumed to have been dependent, ex- 
cept that the income which was derived or derivable 
from bis actual or possible manual labor shall be 
taken into account in estimating a father’s means 
ofindependontsupport: Provided, That when minors 
have heretofore been pensioned by reason ofany pro- 
vision of law then in foree, on account of the service 
and death of a brother upon whom they were deo- 
pendent for support, upon theirattaining the age of 
sixteen years, or upon their death, the dependent 
father shall become entitled to the pansion from the 
date at which their titled ceased, if his claim be filed 
within five years from said date: otherwise from the 
completion of the testimony: Provided further, That 
the pension allowed to any person on account of his 
or her dependence as hereinbefore provided shall 
not be paid for any period during which it shall not 
be necessary as a means of adequate subsistence. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the section 
just read by inserting after the word ‘‘ jointly,” 
in line sixteen, these words: 

Provided, That where orphan children of the same 
parents have different guardians, or a portion of 
them only are under guardianship. the share of the 
joint pension to which each would be entitled shall 
be paid to the guardian of each ward. 

This amendment has been submitted to the 
chairman of the committee, and has received 
his approbation. As the law now stands, & 
case like this may arise—indeed has arisen— 
of three minor orphan children of the same 
parents, two of them are under guardianship, 
heing supported by a very poor relative, and 
they need pensions; the third, having beea 
adopted by arelative in another State, declines 
to have any guardian appointed, and will take 
steps to obtain apension. This is a condition 
of things very apt to happen where children 
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are of different mothers and there is a difficulty 
in the family. The Pension Office has found 
no way under the existing law of solving the 
difficulty, though I believe the Commissioner 
has finally determined to stretch the law a 
little and pay the pension in such cases. But 
it is desirable that such an amendment as this 
should be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by in- 
serting after the word ‘f disease,” in the fourth 
line, the words ‘‘or other causes.” The 
amendment which has been made to theninth 
section renders this amendment necessary. 

Mr. DICKEY. Why not insert ‘injury or”? 
before ‘* wounds,” and ‘‘ casualty or” before 
“t disease??? This will correspond with the 
amendment made in the ninth section. 

Mr. CONGEK. The amendment I propose 
amounts to the same thing, and is shorter. 

Mr. DICKEY. According to the construc- 
tion of the Pension Office a man may receive 
an injury which is not a wound, and if he dies 
in the service from drowning, for instance, the 
office calls that a casualty. I therefore move 
to insert the words ‘or injury or casualty’ 
alter the word ‘ wound.” 

Mr. MOORE, I have no objection to that 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to eall attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to the first section of the bill, to 
which this section refers back, to the fact that 
the same amendment should be made in that 
first section. : 

Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman refer to 
the first section of this bill ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOORE. My attention has been called 
to that, and the amendment will be made in due 
time, 

Mr. HOAR, I move in the thirty-fourth 
line, afterthe word ‘mother,’ to insert “or by 
Jaw bound to such support.” By our law the 
son is bound to support the mother in distress. 
If the son is killed who was bound by law to 
support the mother in distress there is no rea- 
son why she should not be entitled tothe pen- 
sion under the bill. 

Mr. MOORE, Ido not see any objection 
to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. SPEER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
I move in line forty-seven, page 12, to strike 
out ‘from the completion of the testimony,” 
and to insert the words “from the time of the 
filing of the application.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed by 
this section that all applications for pension 
filed within five years sball date back to the 
time when the pension occurred. These words 
which [ propose to strike out make the pension 
begin at the time of the completion of the 
testimony on the part of the applicant. Some- 
times, by mistake of a clerk in the Pension 
Office, the application for a pension is tied 
up for two or three years when the fault 
does not rest with the applicant, but originates 
entirely through some inadvertence or mistake 
in the Pension Office. I think the time of the 
commencement of the pension should not be 
later at least than when the applicant files his 
application. Itis not his fault if the Pension 
Commissioner delays granting it. I have 
known cases of this kind where the declara- 
tion was made and-sent to the office and the 
receipt acknowledged by the Commissioner in 
a printed circular which stated that the papers 
seemed to be right and would be attended to 
in due form. After a year or two, on further 
inquiry being made by the applicant or his 
attorney, the Commissionerhas forwarded an 
additional cireular stating that such and such 
things were wrong in the original application. 


That is information which ought to have been į 


communicated to the applicant at first, but 
because the Pension Office has delayed for a 


year or two it ought not to work to the disad- | 


vantage of the applicant. Under this section 
as it now stands that delay, occasioned by no 
fault of the applicant himself, works to his 
serious injury. The pension should date back 
to the making of the application. 

Mr. MOORE. My colleague on the com- 
mittee must remember that if his amendment 
were adopted to this bill it would change 
almost the entire bill. The matter was fully 
discussed in the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. This House passed a bill extending 
the time for making applications for pension, 
which was sent to the Senate and there laid 
upon the table. The law as it now stands is 
that any person who sball, within five years, 
make good his claim, shall have his pension 
date back to the time when the rightaccrued. If 
these applicants filed there applications within 
five years, then their pension goes back to the 
date when the pension accrues; but if they 
have not filed within five years, then the pen- 
sion takes date from the filing of the last and 
final proof. We are not at present making a 
new law, and if we were to adopt the amend- 
ment of my honorable colleague on the com- 
mittee we would have to go back and rearrange 
this whole bill. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Thechairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions entirely 
misapprehends the object I have in view. The 
bill which passed this House and went to the 
Senate and was laid upon the table has nothing 
at all to do with the amendment I now pro- 
pose. The effect of this section of the bill as 
it now stands is that where an applicant has 
had his application delayed trousk the fault,» 
inadvertence, or mistake of the Pension Office, 
he shall not be entitled to his pension except 
from the date when the last and final proof 
was made in his case. I think it is simply 
naked justice to the applicant that the amend- 
ment | have proposed sliould be adopted. 

Mr. BIRD. Ifthe amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania be agreed to it will 
change the character of the bill, and I object 
to it. 

The House divided; and thero were—ayes 
15, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. If no farther count be 
demanded the amendment will be considered 
as rejected. 

No further count was asked. 

The Clerk read the twelfth section, as follows: 


Src. 12. That on tho marriage of any widow, 
dependent mother, or dependent sister receiving a 
pension, such pension shall cease, and shall not be 
renewed should she afterward become a widow: 
Provided, That the marriage of any widow, depend- 
ent mother, or dependent sister entitled to pension 
shall not debar her right to such pension to the date 
of her marriage, whether an application therefor 
was filed before or after such marriage. 


Mr. MOORE. I offer a substitute for this 
section, and I shall at the same time ask the 
[louse to reconsider the amendment that was 
made ou Saturday in reference to pensioning 
a widow after she has remarried. That amend- 
ment, if it were proper at all, came in at the 
wrong place in the bill. It properly belongs 
to this section. I now send to the Chair a 
substitute for the twelfth section, which also 


includes the amendment offered by the gentle- j| 


man from New York [Mr. Wuee Ler] on Sat- 
urday. J think it will be satisfactory to those 
who sustained that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 12. That the remarriage of any widow, de- 
pendent mother, or dependent sister, entitled to 
pension shall not debar her right to such pension to 
the date of her remarriage, whether an application 
therefor was filed before or after such remarriage; 
and that on the remarriage of any widow, depend- 
ent mother. or dependent sister, securing a pension, 
such pension shall cease: Provided, That the pen- 
sion law shall not be se construed as to deprive any 
widow from the benefits therein granted for the 
services of her husband though she may have mar- 
ried again: Provided, however, That the applicant is 
a widow at the time of making the claim, and fur- 
nishes such evidence to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions thatshe is in indigent circumstances, provided 
that such party shall not reecive pension daring 
coverture or during the minority of any child or 
children of the soldier entitled. 


The substitute was agreed to. 


Mr. MOORE. J also move that the proviso 
added on Saturday to the seventh section be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read the proviso proposed to be 
stricken out, as follows: 

And provided further, That whenever a widow 
shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, hor 
pension. shalt revivo upon her again becoming a 
widow, whenever it shall appear to tho satisfaction 
of the pension department that she is in indigent 
circumstances, 

The motion was agreed to, and the proviso 
was stricken out. 

The Clerk read the following section: 

Src. 13. That all ponsions which have boon, or 
which may hereafter be, granted in consequonco of 
death occurring from a cause which originated in the 
servico since the 4th day of March, 1801, or in conse- 
quence of wounds received or disease contracted 
sinee said date, shall commence from the death or 
discharge of tho person on whose account the claim 
has been or shall hereafter bo granted, or from the 
termination of the right of party having prior title 
to such pension: Provided, That the application for 
such pension has been, or shall horoatter be, filed 
with the Commissioner of Pensions within five yoars 
after the right thereto sball have accrued; other- 
wise the pension shall commence from the date of 
filing the last evidence necessary to establish the 
same: Provided further, That the limitation herein 
prescribed shall not apply to claims by or in behalf 
of insano persons or persons under sixteen years. 


Mr. DICKEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Tn line fivo, aftor the word “wounds,” insert the 
words “ or injuries.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LOWE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
Add to tho section these words: 


rds: 
Or to persons not heretofore entitled to pensions 
under any law, 


I desire to say just a single word in support 
of this amendment. ‘There are a few classes, 
not large, and the persons in them not numer 
ous, under this bill, who have not been entitled 
under the pension laws as formerly existing. 
The limitation of five years, which has pre- 
vented many from filing applications under 
existing laws, of course raises a natural pre- 
sumption that the applications may not have 
been presented, in consequence of negligence 
or otherwise. But in respect to a small class 
of claimants in the Missouri militia and the 
militia of some other States, including that of 
my own State, who served in the war of the 
rebellion for short periods, who lost their lives 
on the field of battle, who are now introduced 
into this bill, they are in small numbers, and 
it seems to me just that this limitation of five 
years should not apply to them, It strikes 
me that as the cases arising under those cir- 
cumstance are now for the first time entitled 
under this bill, their pensions ought to take 
effect as though they had been entitled under 
former laws. 

That is the only effect of this amendment. 
It seems to me eminently proper and just, aud 
I hope it will be accepted by the committee. 

Mr. MOORE. I will state, in reply to my 
friend from Kansas, [Mr. Lowe,] that if this 
bill extends the liberality of the Government, 
I do not know that it is necessary for it to go 
back and do anything more than simply admit 
persons to draw pensions who have not here- 
tofore drawn them, without giving them the 
privilege of going back. In every special case 
which comes before Congress, whatever may 
be its merits, the pension given by special act 
is made to date from the passage of the act. 

Now, if by this act we give any additional 
favors, it should be trom the date of the pas- 
sage of thisact. I therefore hope theamend- 
ment will not be adopted. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the section by striking out. in lines thir- 
teen and fourteen the words “filing the last 


| evidence necessary to establish the same,” aud 
| inserting in lieu thereof the words “the appli- 


cation for a pension;’’ so that it will read, 
‘t otherwise the pension shall commence from 
the date of the application for a pension.” 
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„I want to say a word in behalf of this amend- 
ent. I offer it from a conviction of the 
justice which it amends, and I want to test 
he sense of the House upon this question. 
he law provides that if the application be 
made within five years, then the pension shall 
go back to the date of the death or discharge, 
‘put if made after five years, then the pension 
shall begin, not from the date of the applica- 
tion, but from the issuing of the pension cer- 
‘tificate.. It may be two or three or four years 
‘after the application is filed before the pension 
certificate issues. Now, whose fault is it that 
there are delays in the issuing of pensions? 
‘At the time the applicant made his application 
and filed his proofs it was for the Committee 
‘on Pensions to examine the proof and grant a 
pension without delay. Perhaps on account 
of the multiplicity of cases this delay must 
‘oecur, but the injury is suffered alone by the 
applicant for a pension. Now, that should not 
be the case at ail. I iusist on a vote on the 
amendment, and if the bill shall require a 
little remodeling in other sections in conse- 
‘quence of the adoption, that is a matter of 
small importance. This is a simple matter 
of justice, and I hope the House will adopt it. 
Mr. MOORE. $I regret that the gentleman 
` did not urge these radical changes in the bill 
while it was pending in the committee. I yield 
: a moment to my colleague on the committee 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Birp. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Will my 
friend from New Jersey allow me a word of 
explanation ? 

Mr. BIRD. Certainly. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. During most 
of the time this bill was before the committee 
for consideration I was necessarily absent 
from the city, and was not able to meet the 
committee. I was at home on business, 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize very 
heartily with the motives which actuate my 
honorable colleague in suggesting this change 
in the law; but perceiving the importance of 
the change, the great inequality which will 
necessarily follow if this change is made here 
without a change in the entire provisions of 
the bill, I must necessarily oppose by my voice 

‘and my vote the proposed amendment. 
would suggest to the gentleman that if he 
be desirous of testing the sense of the House 
on this principle he wait until this bill, as 
presented by the committee, has been read 
through and disposed of, when he can by a 
separate and distinct section effect what the 
House desires. ‘he effect, if the House 
desires it, of this change would be to change 
all the sections of the bill for pensioners who 
are entitled to pensions. They will all be 
affected by this proposed change. ‘lhe com- 
mittee have considered this as a very import- 
ant matter, and not desiring and not feeling 


it to be their duty, indeed, to attempt to change | 


80 radically the law after the practice of the 
House for so many years, and after the per- 
sistent resistance on several occasions of this 


branch of Congress as well as the other’ 


branch to this innovation, deemed it their duty 
to adhere to what is known to be the settled 
practice of the land. I trust, therefore, that 
this provision will be rejected. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I hope, Mr. Speaker, 
that the amendment suggested by my colleague 
iMr. Speer] will be accepted by the House. 
As I understand the position assumed by the 
gentleman, it was opposition to having the pen- 
sion go back where it had not been granted 
already within five years. Now, that is not 
the proposition of my colleague, [Mr. SPRER. ] 
The proposition is that the date of filing the 
application shall be the date at which the 
pension shall commence, and that the pension 
shall not commence from the date at which it 
is issued, as is now the case. 

Mr. MOORE. Allow me to correct my 
friend. The pension does not commence to 
run from the date of issue of the commission, 
but from the date that the applicant makes 
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good his claim, from the date of filing the evi- 
dence which makes good the claim of the 
applicant. The certificate may not issue for 
a year afterward. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Very well; admit the 
suggestion of my friend, and there- is still this 
inequality: one person may have the proof at 
his hand and may file it when he files the ap- 
plication. Another person may have to write 
to different States to obtain proof that would 
justify the Department in granting the pen- 
sion. Now, why should the pension in the 
second case commence six months or a year 
later than in the first case? 

Mr. BIRD. Iwill tell my friend. If the 

applicant is allowed to delay with his proof, 
with the understanding that whenever his 
proof is made his pension shall date back to 
the time of application, he will make no haste 
to complete his proof. 
_ Mr. GRIFFITH. I think there is no force 
in that objection, We know that all who 
make application for pensions are persons 
who are in actual need, who require assistance, 
and whose necessities demand that they shall 
receive assistance; and they will make all the 
effort they can to obtain a pension. I know 
a case that has occurred within the last two 
months, where it required three years before 
the testimony was completed. “The young 
man was suffering from want all that time, and 
made efforts timeand time again to find a wit- 
ness to prove a certain fact, and finally ob- 
tained that witness and got his pension. Now 
under this bill the pension would not begin 
until he had filed his last testimony. I hope 
the House will adopt the rule that the pension 
shall commence from the time the application 
ismade. There is nothing unjust, unfair, or 
inequitable iv that. When a person does all 
he can to obtain his pension, if he has a good 
case, he should be entitled to it. - 

Mr. MOORE. I think that during this session 
of Congress, if the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has erred at all, the impression has gen- 
erally been that it has erred upon the side ot 
liberality. Iwantto say to the House that 
we donot propose by this bill, to change ex- 
isting laws. We have satisfied ourselves that 
we have a law now just as good as we can by 
any possibility make it. Inow call the pre- 
vious question on the pending section and all 
amendments thereto. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was onthe amendment moved 
by Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, to the first 
proviso of section thirteen, to strike out the 
words ‘‘last evidence necessary to establish,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words “ appli- 
cation for ;’’ so that it will read: 

Provided, That the application for such pension 
has been, or shall hereaftey be, filed with the Com- 
missioner of Pensions within five years after the 
right thereto shall have accrued ; otherwise the pen- 
sion shall commence from the date of filing the 
application for the same. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and upon a division there were—ayes 
17, noes 52; no quorum voting., 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, I call for 
the yeas and nays. A 

Mr. MOORE. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I regard 
this amendment as one of great importance to 
a large class of poor and deserving people. 

Mr. MOORE. I most earnestly appeal to 
my friend and colleague on the committee not 
to urge the yeas and nays in this case. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I would do 
anything possible out of courtesy to the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
Moore, } for whom I have the highest regard ; 
but this is a matter of justice to a class of 
people whom I have indicated. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to say to. the 


ouse-—— 
Mr. BECK. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question. 


H 
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The SPEAKER pto tempore. Debate ‘is 
not in order pending the Operation of the 
PM MOORE J1 bipedie A oh, 

Mr. -_ 1 bhope:the gentleman fro 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] will be allowed to Bak 
a question, — ; fe 

r. BECK, I understand that this bill, as 
proposed by the chairman of the committee, 
only allows the pension from the time it ig 
granted. ete By E i 

Mr. MOORE. No, sir, | edie 
, Mr. BECK. Well, from the time the proof 
is completed. Wea italy i 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir. | et 
Mr. BECK. And the amehdment proposes 
to allow the pension from the time the appro- 
priation is made? s 

Mr. MOORE, Yes, sir, (°° í 

Mr. BECK. Now, this is the iyestion I 
wish to ask: if a man files his ubpltetion in 
good faith, and makes it good by proof, why 
should he not have his peusion from thè time 
his application was made? ee tats 

Mr. MOORE. I will state to my honorable 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Buck] that, we 
have already given to persas making these 
applications five years to complete their cases. 
Now, after five years have ‘expired,, the law 
requires that the pension shall date from.the 
time of filing the last essential proof in the 
case. ‘Ihe provision is designed to meet. cases 
that have run on for years. My friend from 
Kentucky will understand that during all these 
years the papers have been accumulsting, and 
if we provide that these pensions shall date 
back, we hold out inducements for proseentin 
bogus cases, unfounded claims, by reason of 
the accumulated pension which parties would 
hope to draw in such cases. 
Government, having: given five years for the 
completion of these cases, has exercised a 
sufficient degree of liberality toward all claim- 
ants. j 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Have not the five years 
long since expired in all cases? as 

Mr. MOORE. That does not maké any 
difference. The parties during all what time 
have been at liberty to complete their proof. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, There ig 
no force in the position of the chairman of 
the committee, [Mr. Moonz,] for if the ap- 
plicant does not file his proof, the pension 
department can reject his claim at any time. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ifthe cage is a meritorious 
one, but the party from delicacy or indisposi- 
tion to tax the Government, as long as he ĉan 
possibly avoid it, defers his application, and 


We hold that the | 


x 


if thus the Government has for more than five . 


years the use of the money to which the soldier 
or hia heirs are properly entitled, why should 
we complain of that? 

Mr. MOORE. I will say to my friend from 
Indiana that to change. this section in the 
manner proposed would superinduce the ne- 
cessity of revising the entire bill; is would be 
a complete defeat of the bill, We could not 
carry it through either in this House or in the 
Senate. q 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. By what 
authority does the gentleman make such a 
statement ? 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Did not the House vote 
that these pensions should all date back? 

Mr. MOORE. Ibope the House will not 
undertake to override the committee and go to 
work to change the pension laws. That has been 
no part ofthe aim ofour committee, The object 
was to make a consolidation of these laws, so 
that they might be more easily comprehended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw 
for the present the call for the yeas and nays, 
and ask tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 7 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I will not 
insist on the call for the yeas and nays, ag 
there is evidently not a quorum present and 
as I do not wish to defeat the further consid- 
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eration of the bill. I shall:endeavor at a sub- 
sequent stage of the’ bill to test the sense of 
the House on this proposition. 

The amendment was not-agreed to. 


The Clerk resimed ‘the reading of the bill. 
i The twenty-ârst section was read, as fol- 
OWS! pe ee f 


Sre: ZË. That no monoy on account of pension shall 
be paid to the widow, childron, or heirs of any de- 
ceased person who in any wanner voluntarily en- 
gaged in or aided or, abetted tho late rebellion 
against the authority of the United States. 


- Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I wish to 
ask the gentleman having charge of this bill a 
question with reference to -the construction 
of the section just read. There were a great 
many persons who enlisted in the rebel army 
and afterward enlisted in the Union Army: 
does this twenty-first section deprive such per- 
sons or their survivors of the right to a pen- 


sion? 

Mr. MOORE. Oh, no, sir. The fact of 
their having been soldiers of our Army and 
having been wounded or killed in the ser- 
vice would bring them within the provisions 
of the pension laws. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I suap- 
posed that was the intention of the committee. 

Mr. MOORE. That was understood. 

The next section was read, as follows: 


Src. 22, That no pension claim heretofore filed, or 
which may hereafter bo filed, unless the samo shall 
have been prosecuted to a successful issue within 
five years of the-date of sudh filing, shall be admit- 
ted without satisfactory record evidence from the 
War or Navy Department establishing that the 
cause of death, or the wound or disoase which 
caused the disability of the porson on whoso ac- 
count the pension is claimed, originated in tho ser- 
vice and lino of duty: Provided, That upon pre- 
sentation of parol evidence regarded by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions us satisfactorily showing that the 
record evidence is probably erroneous or insutticient, 
he shall submit the same to the War Department, 
and upon change of the record, though the term 
of limitation shall have expired, the claim shall be 
reopened: Provided further, ‘That upon the recep- 
tion of evidence, of service in any claim hereafter 
filed in the Pension Office, the claimant or attorney 
for the claim shall be at once notified of every deti- 
ciency in said claim; and in all claims heretofore 
filed and now pending the same notification shall 
be made. 


Mr. STORM. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word “wound,” in the sixth line 
of the section just read, the word ‘injury.’’ 
This is in conformity with amendments which 
have been adopted in a previous section, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 30. That in all cases where reasonable doubts 
arise respecting the right of any claimant to a pen- 
sion from statements of any kind under oath or 
otherwise, it shall be the duty of the Commissioner 
of Pensions to imincdiately, by letter, notify the 
said claimant, his agent, or attorney, of the name 
or names of the person or persons furnishing the in- 
formation upon which such doubts are founded, and 
also of the facts alleged against the said claimant. 


Mr. MOORE. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions report a new section to come in at 
this place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 31. That the President shall appoint in the 
Departinent of the Interior, by and with the advice 
of the Scnate, a competent person who'shall be 
called the Deputy Commissioner of Pensions, with 
nn annual salary of $2,500, who shall be charged with 
such duties in the Pension Bureau as may be pre- 
seribed by the Secretary of the Interior, or as may 
be required by law; and in case of the death, resig- 
nation, absence, or sickness of the Commissioner, his 
duties shall devolve on the Deputy Commissioner 
until a successor shall be appointed or such absence 
or sickness shall cease. i 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 31. That the Commissioner of Pensions is 
hereby authorized and empowered to detail, from 
time to time, clerks in his office to investigate sus- 

ected attempts at fraud on the Government of the 
United States, through and by virtue of the provis- 
ions of this or any other act of Congress providing 
for pensions, and to aid in prosecuting any person 
so offending, with such additional compensation as 
is customary in cases of special service; and that 
any person so detailed shall have the power to ad- 
minister oaths and take affidavits in the course of 
any such investigation, 


Mr. MOORE. That section ought to be 


now numbered thirty-two, and all the follow- 
ing sections should be numbered one shead. 
The SPEAKER. Thatwill be done, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sxo. 33. That no agent or attorney shall demand 


-or receive any othor compensation for his services in 


prosecuting'a claim for pension or bounty land than 
such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to 
be paid to him, not exceeding twenty-five dollars; 
and any agent or attorney who shall wrongfully 
withhold from a pensioner or claimant tho wholo or 
any part of the pension or claim allowed and due 
such ponsioner or claimantshall bo doemed guilty of 
a high misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall for every such offenso be fined not oxcoeding 
$500, or imprisonment at hard labor not excecding 
two years, or both, at thediseretion of the court. 

Mr. HALE. 
ment, which [ have no doubt there will be no 
objection to. I move to insert in the fifth line 
of the section, after the word ‘ attorney,” the 
words ‘or any other person instrumental in 
the prosecution of any claim for persion and 
bounty land 3’ and also in line eight, after the 
word *claimant,’’ the words ‘or land warrant 
issued to any such claimant.” The idea is to 
complete the sense of the section. It provides 
for punishment in the cases of bounty or pen 
sion claims, but does not provide for punish- 
ment in the cases of bounty land warrants. 

Mr. MOORE. [Ihave no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONGER. Task the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions why should a 
fee of twenty-five dollars be allowed for pros- 
ecuting the claim to a pension for eight dol- 
lars a month? i 

Mr. MOORE. This has been the Jaw for a 
considerable period of time. Previous to that 
the law was still more liberal toward claims 
agents. Under tho administration of the 
former chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions this law Itmiting the fee was passed 
providing it should notextend beyond twenty- 
five dollars; and it wasso enacted for the pur- 
pose of protecting these claimants for pen- 
sions. The ruling of the Department has been 
generally to award ten dollars; but sometimes 


there are cases of exceeding intricacy, which | 


require an unusual amount of effort to secure 
a pension at all. In these cases where there 
is much intricacy and a good deal of Jabor 
required to work up the claim, although the 
claim is a just one, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has the discretion to allow the fee to 
extend as high as twenty-five dollars, There 
is no danger of the Commissioner of Pensions 
ever permitting the fee granted to these 
claims agents to be too much. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwill not make a motion 
in regard to it, but I desire to say to the chair- 
man of the committee and to the House that 
it seems to me where the provision of law is 
plain and clear, and the forms prepared so 


| carefully, there should not be permitted by the 


order of the Commissioner one half or one 
quarter or one eighth of the small pittance 
given the pensioner to go to the claims agents. 

These claims agents are a nuisance to the 
pensioner and to the country, as well as to the 
law granting these pensions. It has gone on 
from year to year to such an extent that these 


| pensioners, whose relief is intended by Con- 


gress, do not get more than one half of what 
the law allows them, the balance going to the 
benefit of these claims agents. 

Now, I had hopes that such a provision as 
that would ment exactly the particular cases 
in which the highest compeusation would be 
allowed, and not leave it to the discretion of 
anybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
does not understand that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Concer] is speaking to any 
motion, 

Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ twenty-five.” S 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to make this remark, 
that-—— 

Mr. CONGER. I made the motion that I 


I offer the following amend- 


might have the floor, and I yield it to the chair- 
man of the committee, that he may make his 
remark. 

Mr. MOORE. While it is true that there 
are many wrong things done by claim agents, 
and while I have no disposition at all to enter 
upon their defense, I will state here that there 
are thousands and tens of thousands in this 
country who never would have had a pension 
bat for the enterprise of claim agents. And 
very frequently the claim agents in seeking up 


the evidences of the claims of poor and ob- > 


scure persons do an amount of work that an 
attorney would not in other cases do for double 
the amount of pay. The Commissioner of 
Pensions is exceedingly strict, and so is the 
Department of the Interior, in awarding the 
amount. ‘This section requires that he shall 
not allow any claim ageuts, under any cireum- 
stances, to have more than twenty-live dollars ; 
and under ordinary circumstances he rules 
them down to ten dollars. I do not think it 
would be proper to make a change in this pro- 
vision. It was inserted after duc examination 
of the whole circumstances of the case, and 
in accordance with the provisions of a previous 
act of Congress, 
will not prevail, and L trust the gentleman from 
Michigan himself will see that my view of the 
case is a correct one. 

Mr. CONGER. Having yielded to the chair- 
man of the committee, as I am always ready 
to do on proper occasions, I wish to make a 
remark or two myself, 

Mr. Speaker, even during the last winter I 
have in twenty-five or thirty cases received 
letters from persons claiming pensions calling 
my attention to the fact that their agents, with 
whom they bad left their claims, had not only 
neglected their duty, had not only neglected 
to present their claims, but had in several 
instances refused to proceed further without 
payment, And on my writing a lotter to the 
Jepartment, inquiring into the condition of 
the claim, or going myself, as L have fre- 
quently done, to the Department to ascertain 
its condition, I have found in a great many 
cases that the very last communication on the 
subject has been one from the Department to 
the claim agent notifying him that some par- 
ticular portion of evidence was lacking in that 
case; and that letter still remaining in the 
hands of the agent, months in some cases 
have elapsed while the claim has been lying 
idle; and on presenting the matter to the Com- 
missioner and sending to the claimant himself, 
within the next two or three weeks the proof 
has come and the claim has been allowed. 

In my judgment, the agent who has charge 
of the claims of pensioners in nine cases oub 
of ten has been the cause of the delay and of 
the neglect of the Department in not having 
the claim passed and the pension granted, 
while the claimant has been waiting, wearily 
waiting, for months and for years, blaming 
the Department and blaming the Government 
because a just claim was not allowed, 

I withdraw my amendment. 

‘The Clerk read the following section : 


Src. 38. That the Commissioner of Pensions be 
authorized to organize, at his discretion, boards of 
examining surgeons, not to exceed three members, 
and that cach member of a board thus organized 
who shall have been actually present and made, in 
connection with the other members or member, an 
ordered or periodien! examination, shall be entitled 
to the fee of one dollar, on the receipt of a proper 
certificate of said examination by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 


Mr. HALE, I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of that section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And from and after the Ist day of July next tho 
salary of the Commissioner of Pensions shall be 
$4,000, 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say a word in 
favor of this amendment, which ÍI hope will 
commend itself to the justice of this Louse, 
and that is that we are all the time adding to 
the burdens of the Commissioner of Pensions ; 
he has more work and more responsibility to- 


I hope thatthe amendment ` 


oe 
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day than some Cabinet officers. The very re- 
vision of the pension laws adds to his responsi- 
bilities and duties. I hope the amendment 
will be adopted by the House, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inquire if the amendment offered. does not 
propose to raise the salary of ‘the Commis- 
sioner $1,000 a year, 

Mr. HALE. ‘That is it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. This bill 
provides a new officer in the Pension Bureau 
to be known as the deputy commissioner, 
which would seem to be a relief to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions in the discharge of his 
duties, and it seems to me that although the 
duties of the Pension Office may be increased 
under the provisions of this act and former 
acts, yet from the fact that this law provides a 
deputy commissioner, it is scarcely proper now 
to increase the compensation of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions $1,000 per annum, 

Mr. HALE. The appointment of a deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions will undoubtedly 
relieve the Commissioner of certain clerical 
work, but everybody having business with the | 
Departments knows that the final responsi- 
bility in contested cases comes upon the head 
of the bureau or department. The creation 
of this new office does not relieve the Com- 
missioner of any of bis responsibilities, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the fortieth section, as fol- 
lows: 

Suc. 40. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
is hereby, authorized to appoint a duly qualified sur- 
geon as medical referee, who, under the control and 
direction of the Commissioner of Pensions, sball 

ave charge of the examination and revision of the 
reports of examining surgeons, and such other duties 
touching medical and surgical questions in the Pen- 
sion Office asthe interest of the service may demand; 
and his salary shall be $2,500 per annum. And the 
Secretary of the Interior is further authorized to 
‘appoint such additional qualified surgeons (not ex- 
ceeding four) as the exigencies of the service may 
require, who may perform the duties of examining 
surgeons when so required, and who shall be borne 
‘upon the rolls asclerks of the fourth class, 


_ Mr. STORM. I desire to offer as an addi- 
tional section, to come in as section forty-one, 
the following: 


Suc. 41. That in all eases where the Commissioner 
of Pensions shall receive any letter or letters, or 
evidenco referring to any claim and adverse to it, 
from any person other than the claimant or his 
attorney, said Commissionor shall on the receipt of 
such letter, or letters’ or evidence, furnish a copy of 
the same to the claimant or his attorney. 


Mr. MOORE. I would say to the gentleman 
that he is not probably aware that there is 
already a provision in the bill which provides 
for that very thing. 

Mr. STORM. Iwas not, and I will withdraw 

the amendment. 
_ Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inguire of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Moore] what these additional qualified sur- 
geons, not exceeding four, provided for in 
section forty, are required for? 

Mr. MOORE. They are examiners and 
clerks of the fourth class. They are borneon 
the rolis, and it is only adding additional 
Strength to the bureau. f 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. All right. 

Mr. MOORE, | offer’ the following as an 
additional section, to come in after section 
forty: 

Sro. 41. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
Missioner of Pensions is hereby authorized to cause 
to be published, on or about the Ist day of July, 
biennially, in such newspaper as he may select in 
the locality of each pension agency, a list of the 
Pensioners payable at that agency, and the expense 
of said publication shall be payable out of the gen- 


sral fund, upon the order of the Commissioner of 
ensions. 


m 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to move an 
amendment to section three of this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. I ask the gentleman from 
Ninois [Mr. Moore] to go back to section 
one of this bili in order to amend it so that 
lt will correspond with other sections that 
ave been amended. 

Mr. MOORE. There will be time for that. 


| able to do so since that time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Indiana 
some time since 
ments to offer. , 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to amend section 
three by striking out the first words of the 
section, ‘‘that the pension for a permanent 
specific disability named or. described in this 
section shall,” and to insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘that the pension for permanent spe- 
cific disabilities, and others of equivalent se- 
verity, shall, during continuance in the degree 
specified ;’’ so that it will read: 


That the pension. for permanent specific disn- 
bilities, and_others of equivalent severity, shall, 


The gentle- 
LMr. Nisuacg] gave notice 
that he had some amend- 


‘during continuance in the degree specified, bo as 


follows, &e. 

According to the present law a fall pension 
can be granted only in cases of permanent 
disability, which is usually construed to be the 
loss of a limb, or some wound upon the body, 
from which it is physically impossible for a 
person to recover. But it excludes a class of 
persons injured during their service in the 
Army, and who are just as much disabled and 
just as much entitled to the bounty and assist- 
ance of the Government, while the ‘disability 
continues, as are persons who are totally dis- 
abled beyond all possibility of recovery. 

I will refer more particularly toa case which 
has been brought to my attention, and which 
I think the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
Moone] will concede is a very strong one. 
In 1868 a disabled soldier applied for a pen- 
sion. Both of his lower limbs had been par- 
alyzed from the effects of a fall from his horse 
while in the service. He could not lift his 
feet. from the ground, and he has not been 
He has to drag 
himself about, or be helped from place to place. 
He is as helpless almost asan infant for many 
purposes. And yet hecause the examining 
surgeon reports that persons who are paralyzed 
sometimes recover, and that this is a case where 
there may possibly be a recovery, his claim fora 
pension of twenty-five dollars per month is 
rejected, and he is remanded back to a pen- 
sion of eight dollars per month, he having 
been pensioned at a time when eight dollars 
per month was the highest pension allowed to 
those of his rank and position in the service, 
he having received but six dollars per month 
at first. Instead of being allowed twenty-five 
dollars a month for total disability, as any- 
body must say he would be entitled to, he is 
allowed only eight dollars per month. Yethe 
is perfectly helpless—more so than if he had 
lost both his feet. 

Now, my amendment provides that in ease 
of total or equivalent disability the pension 
shall be the same during the continuance of 
the disability as in the case of one who is per- 
manently disabled. IJ think it is but a matter 
of common justice and humanity, whenever 
there shall be cases of that sort, to give the 
peusion so long as the total disability exists. 
it ought to be at the highest rate, just as much 
as if the man’s head had been taken off, if it 
were possible for him to continue to live in 
that condition. 

Mr. MOORE. I think I can relieve my 
friend from any apprehension in regard to this 
section, which I am of opinion cannot be im- 
proved. Ifthe gentleman will notice, it pro- 
vides— 


That the pension for a permanent specific disabil- | 


ity named or described in this section shall be as 
follows, namely: the Joss of both hands, or total 
and permanent disability of the same; the loss of 
the sight of both ‘eyes, or the loss of the sight of one 
eye, the sight of the other eye buving previously 
been lost; the loss of both feet, or total and perma- 
nent disability of thesame; or other total and per- 
manent disability rendering the person utterly help- 
less, or so nearlyso as to require the constant per- 
sonal aid and attendance of another person, forty 
dollars per month, &c. 


Mr. BARBER. Change it so as to read 
“Cor other total or- permanent disability.”’ 

Mr. NIBLACK. The word “permanent” 
in the first line is what I meant to get rid of. 
Why not make it `“ total specific disability ? ” 


=— 


i 


—— 


Mr. DICKEY. Make it “total or perma- 
nent disability," s 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Nipuact] will give me his attention, 
I will say that if the person, as in the case he 
states, is totally paralyzed in both of his lower 
limbs, he is for the time totally disabled. Thig 
bill makes provision for the Commissioner ¢ 
Pensions to examine avéry case, whenever he 
may see fit to do so, even those cases passed 
upon by special acts of Congress. The loss 
of both feet or equivalent disability is intended ; 
that is what is meant by the bill—the loss of 
both feet, or total or permanent disability, 

Mr. NIBLACK. Let us amend the first 
two lines as I propose, and we can aftertapd 
discuss the other point. a 

Mr. MOORE. — I wish to say further that 
my friend is mistaken when he speaks of these 
pensions dropping back to eight dollars a month. 
Provision hag been made for pensions at the rate 
of thirteen, twenty, thirty, and forty dollars per 
month,*the pensions being graded according to 
the disability, so as to do equal and exact jus- 
tice in every case. For instance, if a man 
does not appear to be sufficiently disabled to 
justify his drawing twenty dollarsa month and 
yet the case is one of severe disability, the 
pension may be fixed at thirteen dellars a 
month, instead of eight dollars. I am clear in 
my opinion that the language “total or per- 
manent disability”? will meet the whole ease, 
and | will readily assent to that amendment. 

Mr. NIBLACK. What is the objection to 
accepting the amendment which I have offered 
Yo the first two lines? [ ask the Clerk to read 
the amendment again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the first two lines of section three down 
to and including the word “shall” and insert the 
following: . 

That the pension for permanent. specific disabili- 
ties and others of Squival ent sevority, shall, during 
continuance in the degree spocified, be— 


Mr. MOORE. I will assent to that amend- 
ment. I see no special objection to it, 

The amendment was agreed ta. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move further to amend 
by striking out in the third line the words 
“and permanent,” so that the provision shall 
refer simply to ‘‘ total disability.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move further to amend 
by striking out in the seventh line the words 
‘and permanent.” ; 

Mr. MOORE. Ido not object to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to amend by 
striking out in line nine the word ‘ constant” 
and inserting “regular’’ where the provision 
speaks of disability requiring “the constant 
personal aid and attendance of another per- 
}son.’’ In several cases which have come 
within my knowledge, where there has -been 
practically total disability for any purpose of 
business, where a person has even been con- 
fined to his bed, it has been held by the exam- 
ining surgeon that because the person did not 
require some one to be with him constantly 
day and night he did not come within the con- 
templation of this provision. I have there- 
fore moved to amend by inserting “t regular‘? 
in place of ‘‘constant;’’ so that the phrase 
will read, ‘‘regular personal aid and attend- 
ance.”? 

Mr. MOORE. Why not say simply ‘ per- 
sonal aid and attendance ?”’ 

Mr. NIBLACK. That willbe satisfactory 
to me. Jaccept the modification suggested. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move further to amend 
the third section by striking oat the word 
tt permanent” where it occurs in the eleventh 
and twelfth lines. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask the Clerk to read 
the first proviso of the third section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the pension for the loss of both 
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feet, both hands, or the sight: of both eyos, shall not 
commence prior to the 4th day of July, 1864; that 
the pension for the loss of one foot and one hand 
shall not commence prior to the 8d day of March, 
1865; and that the pension for any other disability 
horein designated shall not commence prior to the 
6th day of June, 1866; and that the pension for loss 
of hearing of both ears, or other equivalent dis- 
ability, shall not commence prior to the approval of 
38 act. G 


Mr. NIBLACK. I ask the Clerk also to 
read the last proviso of the same section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And pravided further, That in no case shall the 


additional increases of pension provided for in this 
section take effect prior to the passage of this act. 


Mr. NIBLACK. The point I make is that 
these two provisos are inconsistent. I move 
to amend by striking out the last proviso. 

Mr. STORM. 1 attempted to do that, but 
objection was made. 

Mr. BIRD. This brings up a question 
which we discussed the other day, and the 
House decided not to strike out the provision. 
I hope the question will not be mooted again. 

Mr. CONGER, I raise a point of order 
that the House has already voted upon this 

uestion, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.’ 
of order is well taken. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move to amend the first 
section by inserting the words ‘‘or injury,” 
after the word ‘ wound,” wherever it occurs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CONGIR. There are several other 
places in the bill where the same amendment 
ought to be made. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move wherever the word 
tt wound” accurs in the bill in the same con- 
nection to insert the words ‘or injury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MOORE. 
question on the bill as amended. 

“The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
RETIREMENT OF JUDGES OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2769) relating to 
the retirement of judges of the Supreme Court ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordeted to be printed. . 

MARY E. SITELTON. 
Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid 


The point 


Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2770) | 


granting a pension to Mary l2. Shelton; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that. the 
Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized 
and directed to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Mary E. Shelton, widow of Samuel 
Shelton, late private of Company I, first regi- 
ment of Tennessee cavalry, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, and also.the minor 
children of said Mary E. Shelton and Samuel 
Shelton at the rate of two dollars per month 
until they reach the age of sixteen years, re- 
spectively; this act to take effect from and 
alter its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
wich the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DELILAH KELLEY. 


Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely on the petition of Delilah 


T now demand the previous | 


Kelley, widow of Daniel Kelley, second Ten- 
nessee volunteers, for a pension; and thesame 
was laid on the table. 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, laid before the Housea letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to aresolution of 
the House of February last, in relation to the 
operations of the United States armory at 
Springfield, in reference to the working of the 
eight and ten-hour systems there, &¢.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education, 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DICKEY, (at 
nine o'clock and forty-five minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rale, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The memorial of 
Richard Gregg, of Peoria, Illinois, for relief 
on account of spirits consumed by fire while 
in transitu. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: The petition of Alex- 
ander Ray and others, praying that the draws 
on Long Bridge be kept open so as not to 
impede or obstruct navigation. 

By Mr. MOREY: The joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, memorializing Con- 
gress to refund the amount of the cotton and 
sugar collected throughout the southern States 
duringthe years 1865, 1866, and 1867. 

By Mr. WHIT THORNE: The petition of 
W. H. Lumpkin, D. M’ Tidwell, aud L. Mino 
Bently, of Lawrence county, Tennessec, for 
removal of their political disabilities. 


HOUSE OF RERRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 14, 1872. 

The House met at cleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Dr. RANKIN. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with so that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] may have an opportunity to report 
back from the Committee on Appropriations 
the amendments of the Senate to the naval | 
appropriation bill for action at this time. They 
will consume but a few minutes, and we might 
as well dispose of them at once. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the objection to dis- 
pensing with the further reading of the Journal 
may be withdrawn so that the gentleman from | 
Maine may have a few minutes to dispose of | 
the amendments of the Senate to the naval 
appropriation bill, and we may then go on with 
the tariff. ! 

Mr. BROOKS. Yesterday the House lim- | 
ited the debate on the tariff bill in the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
and that bill is much more important than the | 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Tt will take | 
longer to read the Journal than the amend- | 
ments of the Senate to the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido not object to dispens- 
ing with the reading of the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. Js there objection to dis- į 
pensing with the further reading of the Jour- | 
nal? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appro- | 
priations, reported back amendments of the ; 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 


| ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes. 
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ISABELLA ORANGR. 


Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, int 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2771) for the re 
lief of Isabella Orange; which was read a first 
and second time, reférred to the Committee 


on Private Land Claima, and ordered to be © 


printed. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report 
the amendments of the Senate, and will indi- 
eate whether concurrence or non-concurrence 
is recommended by the Committce on Appro- 
ptiations, 

The Clerk read the thirteenth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

In lines one hundred and twenty-one, one hun- 


dred and twenty-two, one hundred and twenty- 
three, and one hundred and twenty-four, page 6, 


striko out these words : “Provided, That the mechan- t 


ics nnd laborers shall be employed on tho selection 
of the heads of the several mechanical departments 
in the several navy-yards, without the interference 
of any naval officer: And,” 


The committee recommended concurrence. 

Mr. BROOKS. T should like the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Hair] to give some explana- 
tion in regard to this amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I will explain the effect not 
only of the thirteenth, but of the fourteenth 


and fifteenth amendments, which are con- ? 


nected with it, so that the whole effect of 
the proposed Senate amendment may clearly 
appeur. In the House bill the provision stood 
thus: 


Provided, That the mechanics and Inborers shall 
be employed on the selection of the heads of the sev- 
eral mechanical departments in the several navy- 


yards, without the interference of any naval officer: 


And provided further, That laborers shill be em- 
ployed in tho several navy- yards 
officers in charge without dictation from political 
committees, and without regard to their political 
sentiments. 


Now the Senate, as a matter of good taste, 
while conforming to the idea, makes a change 
in the language and leaves it in this way: 

Provided, That laborers shall be employed in the 
several navy-yards by the proper officers in charge, 
with reference to skill and eflicency, and without 
regard to othor considerations, 

Mr. LYNCH. Which my colleague very 
well knows does not mean anything. 

Mr. HALE. 


the language used by the Senate better than 
the language of the House. Ido not suppose 
that we can infuse a great deal of life into the 
operation of this thing, any way. It is simply 
a matter of taste, and gentlemen will see that 
the Senate expresses it more briefly and more 
in accordance with the dignity of legislation. 
Mr. BROOKS. 


with good sense, to the opposite of that, 


The object, I suppose, is to prevent the em- * 
ployment of men as laborers in the navy- “ 


yards solely for political purposes. 

The thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

The Clerk read the twenty-first amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

On page 17, line four hundred and six, strike 
out the words “and forty-seven thousand and six 
hundred” and insert the word "thousand; ’’ so 
thatit will read: , 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 

„For provisions for the officers, seamen, and ma~ 
rines, $1,500,000. \ 
The committee 

rence. 


recommend non-coneur- 


by tho proper 7 


I do not know if anything we | 
have done in this regard would operate prac- | 
‘tically; but as a matter.of good taste | like 


I would prefer bad taste ` 


Mr. HOLMAN, This isavery large amount : 


by which the Senate proposes to reduce this 
appropriation, and I should like to hear some 
explanation of it. 

Mr. HALB. 
pared by the Committee on Appropriations, 
the estimates of this bureau were gone over 
very carefully, and the amount reported to the 


When the bill was being pre- « 


House was got by cutting down the estimates i 


between $200,000 and $800.000. We did not 


| consider it prudent to cut them down further, 


butifthe Senate committee can show that the 


appropriation can be cut down further, without « 


1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


injury to the public service, I shall be very 


lad. 
z Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe amendment of the 
Senate makes so large a reduction as to be, in 
the judgment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, imprudent, the „House ought to know 
their reasons for arriving at the conclusion. 
Mr. HALE. I hardly believe that the com- 
mittee of the Senate, which does not originate 
these appropriations, has looked into the mat- 
» ter as carefully as has been done by the Com- 
>. mittee on Appropriations of the House, where 
the whole responsibility lies. I can only re- 
peat what I have said already, that the House 
committee went over the estimates carefully 
and cut them down to the extent they thought 
they would bear reduction. We did not think 
it prudent to cut them down further. 7 
Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman thinks 
that this should go to a conference committee, 
F will not object. ; 
Mr. HALE. I may also state that in the 
consideration of the bill before the House, 
before it went to the Senate, we added. an 
extra ration which. was not estimated for. 
My impression is that that would cover an 
amount of more than fifty thousand dollars. 
Mr. ARCHER. That was to give each 
sailor and seaman the same outfit as was 
given in the Army, allowing each one about 
sixty dollars. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read the twenty-fourth amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 


After line five hundred and four, page 21, add the 
following: * 3 

For the purchase of a license to use in all the 
works of the United States Gorman and Siegfried’s 
process of tempering steel, for the term of their 
patents, $10,000. 


The committee recommend concurrence, 
with the following amendment: 


At the end of said amendment add the following: 

And for the purchase of the right to manufactur 
and use on Government vessels the Emery an 
Cheney patent elastic chain stopper and surge re- 
liever, $12,000, 


Mr. STORM. I desire to know something 

about these patents, and whether they do not 

belong to men employed by the Navy Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. HALE. Not atall. I would say that 
the Government is paying a royalty, and this 
is recommended by the Department as a more 
economical mode of securing the use of these 
patents, . 

Mr. STORM. What is the royalty? 

Mr. COGHLAN. Two hundred and fifty 
dollars for each, and it is proposed to allow 
the Government to buy the right. 

Mr. STORM, And with regard to the other 

` amendment proposed by the committee? 

Mr. HALE. ‘This is a similar case. Both 
of these articles are largely used in the Navy. 

The amendment, with the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
was concurred in. , 

The twenty-fifth amendment was read as 
follows : 


Under the head of “Naval Academy” strike out 
e words ‘clerk to commandant of midshipmen 
and. 


The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mend non-concurrence. 

_ Mr. LYNCH. I desire to ask my colleague 
if that would not cut off a clerk? 

Mr. HALE. That is all. 

Mr. LYNCH. I hope that in every instance 
where there are reductions the House will 
concur with the Senate, for to my certain 
knowledge there are in the navy-yards a 
great many sinecure clerks employed, not 


because the Secretary of the Navy desires’ 


to have them employed, but because they 
are pressed upon him by members of Con- 
gress. I know that in some of the navy- 
yards there arg many sinecures, and many are 
included in this bill which ought not to be. 
I called my colleague’s attention to this fea- 


ture of the bill at the time it was reported. |, 


lf I had been here wheu tke bill was before 


thé House I should have tried to have some 
clerkships stricken out. ‘I hope that wherever 
the Senate have made reductions of force in 
any of the navy-yards the House will concur 
in the reduction. There is already in this bill 
more than twenty-five thousand dollars appro- 
priated for sinecure clerks at navy-yards that 
the Secretary of the Navy does not desire to 
employ, and would not but for the pressure 
brought to bear on him by members of Con- 


gress. 
Mr. HALE. I would simply say that I 
should be very glad if this can be done, but 


the Senate struck out this provision and sent 
over no papers, and we have no information 
on the subject. We therefore recommend 
concurrence because no reason has been given 
by the Senate for striking out. 

Mr. LYNCH. I know nothing about this 
particular clerkship, but Ido know that some 
of the clerkships provided for here are sine- 
cures, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Commander 
Worden, whose eyes were nearly destroyed in 
that famous fight in Hampton Roads, came 
before the committee and showed the neces- 
sity of having this clerk. ‘The committee 
were Satisfied that in his case it was fully 
necessary, 

Mr. LYNCH. That may be so in this case, 
but Idesire to say that in every instance where 
achief accountant and receiver are employed 
they have no duties to perform, and the receiver 
has simply to receive his pay. The Secretary 
of the Navy told me that he would not have 
appointed them but for the pressure brought 
to bear on him by members of Congress. I 
say that all these sinecure oflicers ought to be 
stricken from the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the vote will now be 
taken. 

The question was put; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the thirty-first amendment, 
as follows: 

In section two, lines twenty and twenty-one, striko 
out the words “ail net proceeds of,” and insert in 
lieu thereof “tho total amount received on;” sgo that 
it shall read: ‘and the Secretary of the Navy shall, 
at the opening of each session of Congress, make a 
full report to Congress of his acts under the author- 
ity given by this section, which report shall contain 
a statement of all vessels and materials sold, the 
parties buying the same, and the amount realized 
therefrom, together with such other facts as may be 
necessary to a fall understanding of his acts; and 
the total amount received on such sales shall be 
covered into the United States Treasury,” 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mend non-coneurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | hope if that amendment 
ig not to be concurred in some reason will be 
given for it. It seems to be a clear proposi- 
tion that the total amount received shall be 
covered into the ‘Treasury. . 

Mr. HALE. I think I can explain it to the 
gentleman so that he will. see very clearly that 
the amendment ought not to be concurred in. 
These private sales are so regulated as that a 
full report is made to the Department as to 
what was the value of the property sold, but in 
every instance where a private sale has taken 
place the expenses have been paid out of the 
money received as the Department goes along ; 
otherwise the Secretary would have no fund 
to pay the expenses of these sales, and would 
have to make a regular estimate in advance of 
what it would cost. ‘The provision is so guarded 
that the whole net amount is to go into the 
‘Treasury, and the reports will show the total 
amount to Congress and the country. _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me still that 
this amendment ought to be considered us pre- 
venting an appropriation of money here by the 
Department of the Government without any 


i authority of Congress to the amount of the 
I see no | 


reason why estimates cannot be made for all | 
these expenses just as well as for the other | 


sum expended in making the sale. 


expenses of the Government. This question 


has been before Congress this session, and it | 


‘tleman has in his mind. 


has created more bitter feeling than almost any 
other. ‘I ask that the. portion of this section 
affected by this amendment be now read, so 
that we may know just exactly the connection. 

The Clerk read: the portion ofthe section 
referred to; the part to be stricken out is in- 
dicated by being in brackets, and the part to. 
be inserted being in italics: : 


, And the Secretary of the Navy shall, at the.open- 
ing of each session of Congress, make.a, full report 
to Congress of his acts under the authority given by 
this.section, which report shall contain a statement 
ofall vessels and materials sold, the parties buying 
the same, and the amount realized therefrom, 
together with such other facts as may be necessary 
toa full understanding of his acts; and (31) (all net 
proceeds of | the total amount received on such sales 
shall be covered into the United States Treasury. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I do not propose to, be 
captious over this matter, but J do desire that 
the question may be understood. For that 
purpose I ask that the first part of this section 
may be read. È 

The Clerk read-as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to sell, at public 
sale, such vessels and materials of the United States 
Navy asin his judgment cannot be advantageously 
used, repaired, or litted out: Provided, That betore 
any such sale shall be made, public notice shall bé 
given by advertisement in some leading newspaper 
or nowspapers in at least four of the principalcities 
of the United States, which advertisement shall 
state the number of vessels and the amount of mate- 
rials proposed to bo sold, with u description thereof 
so fur as thosamo shall bo practicable, together with 
the fime and place when und where such vessels and 
materials can be seen and examined, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The power here is con- 
ferred upon the Secretary of the Navy to 
make these sales and to pay the net proceeds 
into the Treasury.. The Senate propose to . 
amend so as to require him to pay the gross 
proceeds into the Treasury. The question 
before the House is whether the net proceeds 
or the gross proceeds shall be paid into the 
Treasury. If we require him to-pay only. the 
net proceeds, what power has. Cougress to 
control the expenditure of the money thus 
received? I still insist that when any prop- 
erty is sold the total proceeds shall be covered 
into the Treasury; and if money is to be ex“ 
pended it shall be appropriated according to 
the Constitution, and that any other course is 
in violation of the spirit of the Constitution. 

Mr. HALE. ‘I see the point which the gen- 
But the Secretary is 
so hedged in and carefully guarded that nothing 
improper can be done. Sy ace 

The question was upon concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate; and it was con- 
curred in, 7 

The fifteenth amendment of the Senate was 
in the following clause: : 

That laborers shall be employed in the sevoral 
navy-yards by the proper officers in charge without 
dictation from political committees, ‘and without 
regard to their political sentiments. a 

The amendment was to strike out all after 
the words “proper officers in charge,’ and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words “with refer- 
ence to skilland efficiency, and without regard 
to other considerations.” ?’ re 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mend concurrence, with an amendment adding 
the following; . 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry on 
his experiments toward converting heavy smooth- 
bore guns into rifled guns, witha view to obtain a 
combination gun po ving the qualities of both 
smooth-bore and rifle, $40,000 ; and for enabling tho 
Secretary of the Navy to secure effective meaus for 
projecting, guiding, and operating torpcdoes at long 
distances from the ship or shore, $160,000, no money 
to be paid except for means found to be successful 
on trial. , i 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 
concurred in. wo? . 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the various 
votes upon the amendments of the Senate; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed. to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. ‘1 move that the rules be 
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suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the special order. 

Mr. BINGAM. I hope not. We have a 
special order for the morning hour of to day. 

Mr. COBURN. - When the proposition was 
made to have the daily sessions of the House 
commence at eleven o’clock it was understood 
that it was to enable us to have a morning hour 
each day. 

Mr. DAWES. The House has assigned most 
of the evenings of this week and next week for 
morning hour business. And debate on the 
tariff bill has also been limited to Thursday 
of this week. Now it is apparent that if we 
are to have any consideration of the merits of 
the tariff bill we must go into Committee of the 
Whole immediately. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the special order 
for the morning hour of today will not be 
overslaughbed in this way. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The House will recollect 
that when the vote was taken yesterday, term- 
inating all debate on the tariff bill on Thursday 
next, T cave notice that I would be compelled 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole 
immediately atter the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BEATTY. Pending the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole, L move that de- 
bate upon the pending section be extended for 
half an hour. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
extend the time for debate ; and upon a divis- 
jon there were—ayes 47, noes 74, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The call for yeas and 
nays takes precedence of the call for tellers. 

Tho yeas and nays were not ordered, there 
being but nine in the affirmative; notone filth 
of the last vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being six- 
teen in the afirmative; not one fifth of a 
quorum. 

Accordingly motion to extend time for 
‘debate was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the motion to 
suspend the rules and go into Committee of 
the Whole; and being taken, upon a division 
there were—ayes 84, noes 86. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, 


Mr. BINGHAM called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Bincuam were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 86, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Pending the resolving of the House into 
Committee of the Whole, 

UNITED STATES COAST SURVEY, 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, by unanimous consent reported back, 
with a recommendation that the same do pass, 
the following concurrent resolution of the 
Senate: i 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed thirty-five 
hundred extra copies of the report of the Superin- 
tendent of the United States Coast Survey for 1871, 
of which fifteen hundred shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, one thousand for the use 
of the Scnate, and one thousand for the use of the 
Superintendent. 

Mr. BEATTY. Has the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Pricu,] my colleague on the 
committee, the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr, BEATTY. Has he not the right to 
report this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The House is really in 
Committee of the Whole, but if there be .no 
objection the Chair will entertain this resolu- 
tion. 

There being no objection, the resolution 
was considered, and agreed to. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF TERRITORIES. 
Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent to 


report also from the Committee on: Printing 
the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring,) That there bo printed and 
bound, with maps and othor illustrations, fifteen 
thousand copies of Professor Hayden’s annual 
report of the United States geological survey of the 
Territories for 1871, of which nine thousand. copies 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 
three thousand for the use of the Senate, fifteen 
hundred for the use of the Secretary of tho Interior, 
and fifteen hundred for distribution by the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 

Mr. BROOKS. -Can the committee tell 
what is to be the cost of this publication ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooxs] object to the recep- 
tion of, the resolution? 

Mr. BROOKS. > I do, unless I can have a 
satisfactory answer to that question? : 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution will 
not be received. 


INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESS. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring,) That thero be printed five thou- 
sand extra copies of the preliminary report of the 
commissioner of the United States to the interna- 
tional penitentiary congress of London, with accom- 
panying documents; one thousand copies to be for 
the use of the Senate, two thousand for tho use of 
the House, and two thousand for the State Depart- 
ment. 


THOMAS B. WALLACE. 


On motion of Mr. COMINGO, by unani- 
mous consent, the bill (S. No. 569) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
473) to further the administration of justice 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I call for the regular 
order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is to 
go into Committee of the Whole, the House 
having agreed to a motion for that purpose. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole om the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Scortuup in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BROOKS. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that an amendment of mine is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the 
Chair that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] was 
voted down. 

Mr. BROOKS. There was no quorum vot- 
ing, and the committee rose without ‘deciding 
the question. 

Mr. DAWES. 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the 
Chair agrees with that of the gentleman from 
New York; but the Journal shows that the 
amendment was voted down. 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 wish the Journal would 
be more careful in its record. 

Mr. BEATTY.” I move to amend the 
pending section by inserting after the word 
‘Canimals,”’ in line fourteen, the following: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law, and known ae clothing wools, the value 
whereof at the last port or place whence exported to 
the United States, excluding charges in such port, 
shull be thirty-two cents or less per pound, the duty 
shall beten cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 
eleven per cent. ad valorem; And provided further, 
Thaton all wools of the same class, the value wherco 
at the last port or place whence exported to the Uni- 


The Journal settles the 


ted States, excluding chargesin such port, shall ex- 
ceed thirty-two conts per pound, the duty shall be 
twelve conts per pound and ten percent, ad vulorem, 

The question being taken on agreeing to 
the amendment, there were—ayes 24, noes 
55; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BEATTY and 
Mr. STARKWEATHER were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 36, noes 87, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I desire to say that on 
all questions touching the tariff I am paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Mercur, This willaccount for my not voting. 

Mr. DUKE. ` I am paired with the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, Mr. Hansey, 

_ Mr. BEATTY. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word ‘animals,’ in line four- 
teen of the second section, the following : 

Provided, That all wools of the first class, defined 
by law, and known as clothing wools, shall be 
excepted from tho provisions of this act, and thera 
enoli be paid thoreon tho duty imposed by existing 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 16, noes 80; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Brearryand 
Mr. KILLINGER tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 33, noes 88. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. Isubmitthe following amend- 
ment; 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninéty-nine per 
cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 82, noes 100. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. -I move the following amend- 
ment: 

_Insert after the word * animals,” second section, 
line fourtecn, the following: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known us clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid nincty-eight por 
cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word ‘ eight,” 
so as to leave it ‘t ninety.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is what it is now. 

The amendment to‘the amendment was 
agrecd to. 

The amendment, ag amended, was then 
rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move the following amend- 
ment: iy 


Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by Jaw, and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-soven and 
one half per cent.of the duty now imposed by law. 


‘he committee divided; aud there were— 
ayes 17, noes 105. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 move the committee do 
now rise. 

‘Lhe committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 2, noes 101. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. BEATTY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, ‘That on all wools of the third class, 
defined by law and known as carpet wools, thero 
shall be levied, collected, and paid double the rate 
of duty now imposed by law, 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 1, noes 93; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Brarry 
and Mr. Kine tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 10, noes 96; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SARGENT. Isa further count insisted 
on under the circumstances? 

Mr. BEATTY. Itis. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then it is ouly for the 
purpose of delay. i 

Mr. BEATTY. I have not been allowed 
to debate theseupropositions, and I object to 
debate on the part of other gentlemen. 
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.Mr. PLATT. It is only trifling with the 


House. 

Mr. BEATTY. Debate is not in order. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following-named members failed to an- 
swer to their names: 5 

. Adams, Barnum, idge, Bi , Big 
se o. anim Bright, BP, Povaridee, Bigby Gites. 
bell, Coburn, Creely, Darrall, De Large, Eldredge, 

. Ugly, Farwell, Forker, Garrett, Giddings, Haldeman, 
: : Halsey, Hays, Hooper, Kendall, Kinsella, Marshall, 
Maynard, McHenry, Mercur, Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 
ahis, Peck, Porter, Potter. Price, Prindle John M. 
ice, W Roberts, Robinson, Shellabarger, 
Slocum, Snyder, Storm, Stowell, Dwight Townsend, 
Tuthill, Walden, and Wood. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. SCOFIELD re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly a bill (H. R. No. 2822) to 
reduce duties on imports and to reduce inter- 

«nal taxes, and for other purposes, and finding 
itself without a quorum had caused -the roll to 
be called,-and directed him to report the names 
of the absentees to the House to be entered 
upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole shows the 
presence of one hundred and ninety-one mem- 

-© bers, which is more than a quorum. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 move that the House now 
resolve itself into the committee to resume 
the consideration of the tax and tariff bill. 

Mr. BEATTY. I should like to have a 
division on that. 

Mr. DAWES. Does it require a motion for 

` the committee to resume its session, it appear- 
ing that more than a quorum of the members 
have answered to their names? Do we not go 
back into the committee without a motion? 

The SPEAKER. That is so, and the Chair 
will not entertain any demand for division. 

MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 


- A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to a bill (S. No. 
354) relating to the Reform Schoolof the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed an act (H. R. No. 2053) 
authorizing the nomination and appointment 
to the retired list of the Navy of certain vol- 
unteers on theactive list of the Navy who are 
disabled in consequence of wounds received 
during the late war, with an amendment; in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed an act (H. R. No. 2055) 
for the relief of H. C. Christopher, G. W. 
Beard, C. A. Uber, Edward Stiles, and N. H. 
Lamdin, without amendment. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

An act (S. No. 107) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of George C. 
Bestor ; . 

An act (S. No. 595) to fixthe pay of certain 
rear admirals on the retired list of the Navy ; 

An act (S. No. 171) for the relief of Pay- 
master George F. Cutter; 
. An act (S. No. 1026) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Vicksburg ; 

An act (S. No. 849) authorizing corrections 
to be made in errors in prize lists; _. 

An act (S. No. 927) for the relief of the 
children of Otway H. Berryman, deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 829) for the relief of Charles 
W. Whitney ; 

An act (S, No. 1027) to restore Lazarus L. 

eamey to the Navy of the United States as a 
midshipman ; 

An act (S. No. 259) for the relief of Mrs. 


Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George H. 
Pendleton, late of the.United States Navy; 

_ An act (S. No. 178) extending the provis- 
ions of the act of July 16, 1862, granting ten 
years’ additional service onthe active list to 
certain officers, to Lieutenant Commander W. 
B. Cushing; $ . 

An act (S. No. 899) for the relief of the 
children of O. H. Berryman, deceased, and 
Others ; : . 

An act (S. No. 417) fixing the rank of pro- 
tents of. mathematics in the United States 

avy; ; 

An act (S. No..746) granting a pension to 


the widow of the late Admiral Farragut; and 

An act (S. No. 885) for the relief of Mrs. 
Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate asked for a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on an act (S. No. 881) to provide for the 
abatement or repayment of taxes on distilled 
spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, and 
had appointed as managers of said conference 
on its part, Mr. Sueraay, Mr. Wricur, and 
Mr. SAULSBURY. 

TARIFF BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and has under consider- 
ation the tariff and tax bill. When the 
committee last rose it was dividing on an 


Bearry. J 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to inquire of the 
gentlemen from Ohio if there are any condi- 
tions on which he would allow the public busi- 
ness to proceed. 

Mr. BEATTY. My understanding was that 
when we came to debate this bill by para- 


graphs—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Irise to a point of 
order. I submit that debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] inquires of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bearry] if there 
are any terms upon which he will agree to Jet 
the public business proceed in this commit- 
tee. The gentleman from Ohio was about 
to respond to that interrogatory. 

Mr. CONGER. I objectto any arrangement 
between the gentleman trom Ohio and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like the gentleman 
from Ohio just to state what will be satisfactory 


to him. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
committce rise for the purpose of breaking 
this dead-lock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. Farnxsworrm] is not 
in order, as the committee is now dividing. 
The Clerk will again report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Obio, [Mr. Brarty.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Adi ee ert odin at the third class, 
defined by law and known as carpet wools, there 
| shall be levied, coliceted, and paid double the rate 
of duty now imposed by law. 

The tellers then resumed their places, and, 
the committce having again divided, they 
reported—ayes 8, noes 122. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
committee rise. I make this motion for the 
purpose of asking the House to extend the 
time for debate. ; T 

The motion that the committee rise was not 
agreed to. f _ 

Mr. BUCKLEY. 
amendment: 

In lines sixteen and seventeen, section two, strike 
out the words ‘' excepting cotton-machinery ;” so it 


will read: E $ 
On all iron and manufacteres of iron of which 


‘I offer the following 


iron isthe component part of chief value. 


amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


— 


Mr. PERCE. The amendment. is; in favor 
of the manafacturers of the South. 

The.conimittee divided; and there were— 
ayes 84, noes 53, 0 ieee 

Mr. LYNCH. Teall fox telléiis; 27 

On ordering tellers there were—ayes fifteen: 
_ So one fifth of a quorum not having voted 
in the affirmative; tellers -wére refused, and 
the amendment was agreed to. ikon 

Mr. BROOKS. Ioffer the following amond- 
ment ioo 3 ; A ier 
ater the lino nine, section two, insert the: follow- 

Provided, That no higher duty: shall ever be 
levied, collected, or paid, than sixty-five per’ cent. 
ad valorem. ; : 


Mr. RANDALL. To whatdoes that amend- 

ment apply? To iron? Rare aa: 
A Munner. To everything. : 
Mr. RANDALL. ` I hope it will be 


down, f : : 
Mr. BROOKS. I hope it will be voted up. 
The question béing taken on the amend- 

ment of Mr. Brooxs, there were—ayes 64, 


noes 80. : 
Mr. BROOKS called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered.: ; i ; 
The committee again divided; and the tell- 

ers reported—-ayes 56, moes 800.25 oo; ooo 
So the amendment was not agreed to. - 


_ Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strikeout from 
line ten to line twenty, inclusive, the following 
words: $ 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton ia 
the component part of chief valuo.. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaea goat, and other 
like animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool or hair of the alpaca, and otharlike animals. 

On all iron, and on all manufactures of iron of 
which iron is the component part of chiof value. 

On all metals not horein otherwise provided for, 
and on ali manufactures of metals of whigh, either 
of them is the componont part of chicf value, ; 

Mr. COX, I rise to. a qpestion of order. 
I desire to ask the Chair whether I will be 
allowed to move to perfegt this portion of the 
section before the question is taken on strik- 
ing it out? l F s 

The CHAIRMAN. The House directed 
that the committee should: treat the whole of 
this as one paragraph, A motion to strike 
out several lines or clauses is therefore as 
much in order as a motion to strike. out a 
word, i i f 

Mr. COX. If I wish to amend by adding a 
proviso at the end of the seventeenth line, 
would I not be cut off from making such a 
motion if that of the gentleman from Qhio, 
should succeed ? ; A 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] can offer au amendinent 
to that offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. BINGHAM, s ; 

Mr. COX. offer, then, as a proviso, to 
come in at the end of the seventeenth liue, 
the following: 

Provided, That bar iron, polled or hammered, not 
Jess than one fourth inch thick, and not Jess than 
one inch normoroe than six inches wide, and round 
and square pot less than one half nor more than 
three inches in diameter, skall pay threo fourths 
of a cent por pound. : : , 

The question was put upon Mr, Cox’s 
amendment; and- twelve voted in the afirm- 
ative. . f 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless a farther count 
is demanded the amendment is rejected and 
the question recurs ow the amadurent of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bixeuam. } 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 call for further count.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman:.is: too 


late. us arte 

Mr. BEATTY. Iam_not too late. I rose 
before you made your decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question recurs 
upon the amendment of the gentleman frous 
Ohio. ; tne : 

Mr. COX. I claim my rights here before 
that amendment is passed npon.to still farther 
perfect the amendment. That is in-order, and 
I do not think we can be crowded. down here. 


wy 


voted 


` i 


3400 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no dis- 
position to trample gentlemen down. He 
inquired if any farther count was demanded 
and no answer was made. 

Mr. BEATTY: I rose twice and addressed 
the Chair for the purpose of asking » division 
and was refused recognition. Now I insist 
apon my rights here, and I intend to have 
them, 

Mr..COX. Before the vote is taken upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr Bıxonam] I move to insert at the end of 
ine seventeen, ‘provided that on screen-wire 
the duty shall be reduced to twenty five per 
cent. ad valorem.” : 

The question was put qn the amendment; 
and there were—ayes 44, nodes 86. 

Mr. COX called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only nine rising in 
favor thereof. pat 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. BINGHAM’S 
amendment; and being put, there were—ayes 
85, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following 
amendment: ; 

Amend by adding to the end of seventeenth line 
the words; 

‘And wrought scrap iron of every description shall 


pay thesameduty per ton only as pigiron; Provided, 
Ahat nothing shall be deemed sorap iron except 


wiste or refuse iron that has been in actual use and, 


is fit ouly to be remanufactured. 

. That is‘a reduction of $1 70 per ton. 

Mr. DICKEY. Itis a mere fraud upon the 
revenue. 

. Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order, 
and I wish to state it. It is that the Commit- 
tee- of the Whole, upon motion, refused to 
strike out these paragraphs, so that it decided 
that they should stand us they are. The gen- 
tleman moves now to ‘amend, and Frise to the 
point of order that that cannot be done after 
the House has refused to strike out the par- 
agraph. 


p 
Mr. KELLOGG. ‘That is no point of order 


at all. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules 
the point of order. It has been repeatedly so 


ruled. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘There is a special 
rule providing for such amendments. 

‘The question was put on Mr. Kxtroce’s 
amendment; and there were—ayes 54, noes 
42; no quorum voting. 

Mr. KILLINGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KerLoce 
und Mr. RANDALL were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 70, noes 75. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. COX. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of line seventeen : 

»ovided, That on iron in coils three sixteenths 
of an inch or less in diameter, whether coated with 
metal or not, the duty shall be one and three quar- 
ters cent per pound, 

That, of course, is telegraph wire. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The amendment is for the 
benefit of the great telegraphic corporations. 

Mr. COX. lt is in favor of cheap tele- 
graphs. 

Mr. L. MYERS. It is iu the interest of 
telegraph corporations: 

Mr. COX. ‘hey do not ask anything; only 
that you will not steal so much from them. 

‘The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I move to amend 
by inserting, after the word ‘*value,”’ in line 
sixteen, the words ‘not otherwise provided ;” 
so that it will read, ‘on all iron, and on all 
manufactires of iron of which iron isthe com- 
ponent part of chief value, not otherwise pro- 


ided.’? . 
Mr. DAWES. That is entirely unnecessary 
and impracticable. 
“Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why? 


Mr. DAWES. If we add—— : 
Mr. BINGHAM. Is debate in order here 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

The question was taken upon the amend: 
ment; and there were—ayes eleven, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out lines 
eighteen, nineteen, and twenty, which are as 
follows: 

On all motals not herein otherwise provided for, 
and on al! manufactures of metals of which either of 
them is the component part of chief value. í 

This clanse involves only some little mat- 
tere amounting to about six thousand dollars 
in ali. 

The question was put; and there were—uyes 
78. noes 51. 

Mr. SEEVENSON. I call for tellers. I 
do nat think the House understands that it is 
striking out all metals but iron, 

Mr. DAWES. I will explain it if gentle- 
men will permit me. 

Mr. COX. You would not allow debate 
from other gentlemen, and I object. 

Mr. DAWES, I will state just what it is 
if the committee will permit me. 

Mr. BEATTY. L object to debate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lhope the gentleman 
willbe allowed to state what the amendment is. 

Mr. BEATTY. | object. 

Mr. FINKELNBUKG. I ask that the 
amendment be again read; Ido not think it 
was understood. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman, 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the effect of this 
amendment, if adopted, be to keep up the 
present rate of duty on all metals exceptiron ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The-gentleman isaware 
that the Chair cannot answer such a question 
as that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I thought that the 
Chair knew. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair may have 
an opinion, but it is not a parliamentary one. 

The question was taken upon ordering 
tellers, and tellers were ordered ; and’ Mr. 
Dawns and Mr. Stevenson were appointed. 

Mr. KING. Before the vote is taken, by 
tellers, I ask unanimous consent that the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 
(Mr. Dawes] be allowed twenty minutes to 
explain his amendment. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 


The Chair will hear 


‘ers reported that there were—ayes 51, noes 76, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY. Imove that. the committtee 
now rise for the purpose of extending the time 
for debating this section for half an hour, The 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] 
wanted to say something about metals, and l 
want to say something on wool. 

‘he motion was not agreed to, upon a divis- 
ion—ayes 14, noes 119. 

Mr. DAWES. J move to amend by insert- 
ing after line twenty ‘‘on all sized printing: 


paper.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word ‘‘ sized.” 

The question was taken upou the amendment 
moved by Mr. Burcuarp; and upona division 
there were—ayes 60, noes 54; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BURCHARD 
and Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were—ayes 76, 
noes 60. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

‘The amendment, as amended, was then 
agreed to. 


Mr. BEATTY. I move to amend by iùn» 
serting after line fourteen the following: 

Provided, That on all wools of tho first class, de~ 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 


shall bo leviod, collected, and mid 
por cent, of the duty now imposed by law. 


The amendment was not agreed to; upon a 


division—ay 1, noes 125. 
Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend this bill s0 ` 


as to make it what the bill was as reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
what Mr. Schenck reported last year. I move 
to insert after line fourteen the following : 


Provided, That on all merinos, poplins, and do- 
laines compound wholly of worsted or wool, imported 
in the gray or uncolored condition, the duty shall be 
ten per cont. lass than tho above rates. 


If 1 cannot be allowed to say anything, I 
hope gentlemen will look at the piece of goods 
I hold in my band [holding up the mecel and 
see what it is. 

The question was taken upon the amend: 
ment moved by Mr. Brooks; and upon a 
division, there were—ayes 49, noes 80. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BROOKS called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being sev- 
enteen in the affirmative; not one filth of a 
quorum. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to insert after line 
twenty “on all lumber and manulactures of 
lumber.” 

Mr. BROOKS. Does the order of the House 
forbid all debate on lumber? 

The CHAIRMAN. By the order of the 
House all debate is closed on the pending 
section, 

Mr. BROOKS. The object of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] is very 
obvious, to move ail these amendments and 
have no debate upon them, 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 move that the 
committee rise. ‘Phe course of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes) is a plain 
perversion of the order of the Louse. 

‘The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Faunsworrn, there were-ayes 24, noes 
70; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
insisted upon? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. FINKELNBORKG, 
parliamentary question, 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is ‘now 
dividing on the motion that the committee 
r 


Is a further count 


Yes, sir. 
l desire to ask a 


ise. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. But in order that 
we may vote intelligently, I desire to make an 
ingniry. 

Mr. BEATY. T object to debate. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Iwillgivethe Chair 
the assurance that 1 shall not say anything on 
the merits of the proposition at all. 1 only 
want to know whether, by such motions as 
these, debate is not practically stopped on the 
whole bill hy moving the balance of the bill 
as an amendment to this section ? 

Mr. BROOKS. That is the object. 

Mr. FINKISLNBURG, lu that way debate 
is virtually shut off on the whole bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is further from my 
intention than that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTIL. Ido not know what 
the fact is, but that is the effect. 

Mr. BEAT YY and others objected to debate. 

No quorum having voted on the motion 
that the committee rise, tellers were ordered j 
and Mr. Faryswortn and Mr. Sawyer were 
appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 40, noes 83. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Dawes, to add to the section the 
words “on all lumber and manufactures of 
lumber.” 
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Mr. COX. I propose to amend that. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of 
order. The order of the House was that de- 
bate should close on that.portion of the bill 
down to the end of the twenty-fifth line on the 
third page. Under that order it was the in- 
tention of the House that. debate should be 
continued upon subjects embraced in other 
parts of the bill. Now, on the fourth page of 
the bill—— 

Mr. PETERS. Tobject to debate. 

Mr. BROOKS. This is not debate, 
stating my point of order, 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman is making 
an argument, and I object to debate. 

Mr. BROOKS. I must state my point of 
order, that it may be decided upon; I have a 
right to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from New York on the question of 
order, e 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Peters] need not be so sensitive in re- 
gard to pine and spruce. [Laughter.] On 
the fourth page of the bill, in lines forty-three 
to forty-five, Í find the following provision: 
` On boards, planks, staves, laths, scantling, spars, 
hewn and sawed timber, and timber used in build- 
ing wharves, ten per cent. ad valorem, 

Now, my point of order is that the House, 
by omitting that item from those upon which 
there was to be no debate, intended, until fur- 
ther order, that debate should run on upon 
the subject of lumber; and consequently it is 
not in order for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to move that proposition here. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Brooks] can debate the paragraph 
he has just read when we reach it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, Although thesame subject- 
matter may be in another portion of the bili, 
it may still be inserted here 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I rise to another point 
of order. Irose before to make the point. It 
is that the amendment of the gentleman trom 
Massachusetts is not germane to the paragraph. 
Lumber is in another section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain 
the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Ilinois. The amendment would have to be 
offered at the end of the section. è 

Mr. DAWES. That is where I propose it 
shall come in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was informed 
differently by the Clerk. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Task the Chair to 
hear me. I understand the rule to be that in 
Committee of the Whole, where a particular 
subject is embraced in another section than the 
one pending, it is not in order to move that 
subject to the pending section ; that it is not 
germane till the subject is reached. ‘This has 
been the ruling upon all appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to 
overrule the point'of order, because the prin- 


Iam 


ciple stated by the gentleman from Hlinois || 


would make the Chair the judge of incon- 
gruities. 

Mr. KERR. I should like to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. Is it in order to offer the 
part of this bill in reference to the internal 
revenue law as an amendment at. this place ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will rule on 
that when it is offered. 

Mr. KERR. That is all in this bill, and 
would it be in order to offer it as an amend- 
ment at this place? 

The CHAIRMAN. If offered, the Chair 
will rule on it. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] and 
the amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr.- Cox,] will be 
read by the Clerk. i 

Mr. DAWES. My amendment is to come 
in at the end of the twenty-fifth line, which is 
the-end of the second section. - 

My. COX- And my amendment to the 
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amendment is to come in at the end of the 
amendment itself. $ : 


_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has the second sec- 
tion been passed ? s 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to a point of 
order. Lumber is now in the third section, 
page 4, of this bill, The Chair ruled on me 
in the first section that I could not offer an 
amendment in regard to steel because steel 
was in the second section. Now lumber is in 
the third section, and is it in order to move an 
amendment including it in the second. section? 

The CHAIRMAN. That pointof order was 
made by the gentleman from New York a few 
moments ago, and overruled. The Clerk will 
now read the pending amendment and amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


Amecdment of Mr. Dawns: 

Add at the end of the twenty-fifth lino, “on all 
lumber-and manufactures of lumber.” 

Mr. Cox's amendment to the amendment: 

Add tothe amendment, “Provided, Tho oxisting 
duty thereon be reduced at the rate of fiftcen per 
cent, ad valorem.” 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order to put 
in as an amendment the provisions in reference 
to distilled spirits? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis no such amend- 
ment before the committee. 

Mr. BROOKS. If this is in order there 
will be many such amendments, 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Cox to the amendment. 

The committee dividéd; and there were— 
ayes 43, noes 60; no quorum voting, 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Dickey 
and Mr. Cox as tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 63, noes 72. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. BECK.. I, move the following as an 
amendment to the amendment, 

The Clerk read as fallows: 


Agates, unmanufactured ; 
Almond shells; 
Aluminum; 
Amber beads ; 
Bath brick and Bristol stones ; 
Birds, stuffed ; 
Bulbs and bulbous roots; 
Chalk—white, French, and all other; 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines: 
Angelica root; 
Ginger root; 
Annotlo extract; 
Arseniate of aniline; 
Aquafortis ; 
Assafotida ; 
Acid: 
Boracie, (crude;) 
Chromic; 
Sulphuric ; 
Saint John’s beans; 
Bezoar stones; 
Black salts; 
Black tares; 
Brazil paste; 
Burgundy pitch: 
Balsam: 
Copaiva; 
Vir; 
Peruvian; 
Tolu; 
Borax, (crude ;) 
Borate of lime; 
Cinnabar, (native ore of mercury ;) 
Calomel: 
Cobalt, (ore;) 
Charcoal; 
Copper, acetate of; à S 
Cow or kine pox, or vaccine Virus; 
_ Curry and curry powders; 
Cinchona root; : É 
Colcothar, dry, or oxide of iron; 
Coltsfoot, (crude drug;) 
Contrayerva root; 
Cowage down; | 
Cyanite, or kyanite; 
Dried bugs; 
Etecampane root; 2 
Flowers, leaves, plants, roots, and seeds, (medi- 
cinal,) in a crude state, not otherwise providéd 
for; 
Galanga, or galangal; 
Gentian root; 7 , 
Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 
Hellebore root; 
Carmine, (crude;) 
Tron, liquor of; 
Matico leaf; 
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Musk, (crude ;) 
Marsh-mallows; 
Milk, sugar of; 
Murexida, (a dyes) 
Orange buds and flowers: > 
Fellitory root; 
Polypodium; 
ulu; 
Potash, oruđe; 
Seneca root: 
Stavesacre, (crude drug) 
Storax, or styrax ; , : 
Strontia, or, protoxide of strontium ; 
Suceinic acid; 
punk; 
Sulphate of magnesia, (Epsom salts ;) 
Sulphate of soda, or salt cake; ` 
Sulphurous ore; j 
Salicine, (medical preparation ;) 
Sassafras; 
Snake root ; 
Tioa, orude; 
Tripoli; 
Turkish red salts : 
Tyrian dye; 
Talo; 
Tin crystals; 
Uranium, oxide of; 
Venice turpentine; 
Coir; A 
Diamonds, rough or uncut, including glaziers’ 
dinmonds; 
Dried blood ; 
Dried and prepared flowers; 
Flints; ` 
Fish-skins, raw or unmanufactured ; 
French sand ; i ' 
Fruits, perishable, not dried or preserved, and not 
otherwise specified ; 
Goldbeaters’ skins; 
lair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses; 
Harness liquid: . 
Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted, or pickled, and skins ; 
Hones, (Ayr stones ;) 
Jlorn strips; 
Josstick, or josslight; - 
Lard; 
Lime; 
Leather, old scrap; 
Loadstones; 


; 
Milk, not condensed: 
ologna sausage; 
Sauer-kraut ; 
Venison; 


ils: 
Amber, (crude;) 
Ambergris ; 
Anthos, or rosemary ¢ t 
Cajeput; 
Cedrat; 
Civet; 
Fennel; 
Juglandium; 
Lavender; 
Poppy: 
Thyme, white; 
Valerian; 
Oil-cake; , r 
Paper-stock, crude, of overy description, inolud- 
ing all grasses, fibers, rags other than wool, waste, 
shavings, clippings, old popor, ropo ends, waste 
rope, waste bagging, gunny-bags and gunpy-cloth, 
old or refuse, to be used in making and fit only to 
be converted into paper and unfit for any other 
manufacture; 
Palladium metal; 
Paraffine ; 
Pebbles for spectacles, rough 
Phanglien: 
Rennets, raw or prepared ; 
Sand; 
Seeds: 
Anise; 
Anise star; 
Chia; 
Rape-seed ; 
Sugar-cane; 
Sesamum; 
Soapstone; g ; 
Sparterre, for making or ornamenting bats: 
Spermaccti; 
Split pease; 
Straw, unmanufactured ; 
Tallow; 


Tar and pitch, of pine; 

Yeasels; 

Teeth, manufactured; 

Waters; 

Wax of bees, and manufactures of; shoemakers’ 
Wax; 

Whalebone; 

Yeast-cakes. 

Mr. BECK. Ihave moved this amendment 


in order to have the question tested whether 
such amendments are legitimate. 

Mr. CONGER. This is taking articles from 
the free list and taxing them. 

Mr. DAWES. Unquestionably the gentle- 
man has the right to take them. out-of the free 
list if he so desires. ers 

Mr. BECK. I do-not think it is in otder; 


3402 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 14, 


bot I move the amendment to- test the ques- 
tion. ta Ps 

Mr. DAWES. It is in order to move the 
free list be reduced ten per cent. from what it 
now is 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. KERR, My point of order is that it is 
not inorder to move the free list as an ameud- 
ment to this section. 

Mr. BECK. So I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. The Chair understands 
anything germane to the purposes of the bill 
or to the purposes of the tariff portion of it 
would be in order, for when we come to the 
free list the committee may decide to strike 
out all of the items now in the bill, when it 
would'be impossible to go back to the second 
section. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to ask a 
question. Is it not perfectly manifest to every 
fair-minded man that when debate was closed 
upon this paragraph it was not intended to in- 
clude lumber or any of the articles placed on 
the free list? And if not, how can it be in 
order to put on this gag? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] moves an amendment 
to perfect the original text. The Chair knows 
no limit to that, except that it must be ger- 
mane. The fact that the item mentioned in 
the amendment may be in the free list, does 
not prevent its being in order here. Lumber, 
if not placed here, might be put on the free 


list. 
Mr. BECK. he object I had in making 
the motion was to obtain the decision of the 


Chair, as now given, in order to appeal from | 


it, believing, as I do, that the House never in- 
tended to stop debate on such articles as 
were not embraced in the twenty-five lines on 
which debate was limited, I therefore appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
reply to what has been said by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Brox] that the decision 
of the Chair does not stop debate on those 
articles, because they can be debated when the 
committee comes to considsr another section 
where they are. But when they are- proposed 
asan amendment to this section they cannot 
be debated. The Chair will state further that 
his decision is in accordance with rulings found 
on the Journals of the House. 

Mr. BECK, Then T withdraw the amend- 
ment. I offered it merely as a test. 

Mr. DAWES. 
has been said very freely 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. DAWES. JI did not intend to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from 
Massachusetts | Mr. Dawes] will state for what 
purpose he rose. 

Mr. DAWES. I rose for a personal explan- 
ation. 

Mr. BROOKS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made 
a personal explanation is not in order. The 
question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

After line twenty-five, add the following : 

On all lumber and manufactures of lumber. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend theamend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts by 
adding the words ‘‘on pickets and palings and 
laths.” 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Brooks, there were—ayes 47, 
noes 86; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. Brooxs and Mr. 
Concer. 

Mr. BROOKS. I desire also to add ‘‘ hubs 
for wheels.” ; 

Mr. LYNCH. Irise to a point of order. 
The House was dividing on the amendment of 


The Chair will state in | 


Mr. Chairman, a good deal į 


i 


the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs, } 
and it is not in order for him at this. stage to 
offer another amendment.: 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take 
their places. . - i 

The committeeagain divided ; and the tellers 
reporied—ayes sixty-eight. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the demand for 
further count. 

Mr. BEATTY. [insist on further count. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will com- 
plete the count. 

The division was completed, and the tellers 
reported—ayes. 78, noes 44. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DUKE. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Dawes :] 

Strike out all after the word “on” and insert. the 
following: “all incomes over $3,000, there shall be 
assessed and collected five per cent, per annum.” 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point or order 
that that is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. DUKE. Internal tax forms a part of 
the bill as much as tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. he guestion is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
amended. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I should like to 
hear it read as it now stands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after tho twenty-fifth line the followings 

On all lumber and manufacturos of lumber ; on 
pickets and palings and laths. 

Mr. FARNSWORTIL I desire to add the 
words ‘ there shall be no duties levied.” 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
on that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Farnsworrn] will have an opportunity 
of moving that amendment when the free list 
is reached. ; 

Mr. COX. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, “ provided that all timber used 
in ship-building shall be exempt from duty.” 

Mr. PETERS. ‘That is already on the free 
list. 

Mr. COX. Well, why cannot it go in here? 

Mr. DAWES. It is the law of the land 
now. 

Mr. COX. Never mind that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let us put it in 
again, 

Mr. COX. Iwantitin again. The gentle- 
men from Maine will all sustain my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. DAWES. Well, no one objects to it. 

Mr. COX. I want to carry something here 
iff can. [Laughter.] 

The question was put on the amendment of 
Mr. Cox, and it was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsoy, one of its 
cierks, announced that the Senate had agreed 


| to the amendment of the House of Represent- 


atives to the bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the 

constraction of certain bridges across the 

Mississippi river, and to establish the same as 

post roads. 
TARIFE. 


The Committee of the Whole then resumed 
its session. ] 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend the section 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
by adding thereto the following: 

On all copper imported in the form of ores, two 
centson each pound of fine copper contained therein; 
on allregulus of copper, and on all block or coarse 
copper. two and a half cents on each pound of fine 
copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit only 
for remanufacture, two and onc half cents per pound; 
on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, pigs, and in 


other forms not manufactured or herein’ enumer- 
ated. including sulphate of conpor or blue vitriol, 
two and one half cents per pound; on copperin rolled 
plates, called braziers copper, sheets, rods, pipes, 
and copper bottoms, and all manufactures of cop- 
per, or of which copper shall be a component of 
chief value, not otherwise herein provided for, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem, ` 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that this is not germane to this amendment of 
mine. Let us dispose of that first. 

Mr. KERR. My amendment proposes a 
reduction of about thirty per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. But itis not germane to a 
lumber amendment. 

y + . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. KERR. Is this not germane to the 
pending section which relates to the subject of 
metals generally. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The amendment now 
pending is one relating to lumber, and this 
amendment is not germane to that amend- 
ment, although it might be in order as an 
independent. proposition, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


I move to amend 


‘the amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts by adding, alter the word “ship, 
building,” the words ‘‘ and fencing ;’’ so that 
it shall read: 


On all Jumbor and manufactures of lumber; on 
pickets, palings, and baths: Provided, That all 
timber used in ship-building and fencing shall bo 
exompt from duty, 


Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order, 
Timber is not used to make fence. It is some 
manufacture of timber that is used. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We use timber. 

The question was taken on the amendment ; 
and there were—ayes 64, noes 57. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Conerr and 
Mr. Farnsworru were appointed. 

The committee divided and the tellers 
reported—ayes 68, noes 55. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I move further to amond by 
adding after the word “fencing” the words 
“all houses, barns, and stabling.’”” 

The question was put upon the amendment, 
and no quorum voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and 
Mr. Perens were appointed, 

The. committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 59, noes 54; no quorum 
voting. 

The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be 
called and the names of the absentees noted, 
when the following members failed to answer 
to their names : 

Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barnum, Biggs, Bright, 
Burdett, Benjamin IM Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo,. Creely, Do 
Large, Ely, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Giddings, Goodrich, Haldeman, 

Jfavens. Huw lays, Herndon, Jloar, 
. Ketcham, Kinsella, Lansing, Marshall, 
Maynard, Meflenry, Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, 
Orr, Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Shellubarger, Slocum, Suyder, Thomas J. Speer, 
Sprague, Stowell, Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight 
Pownscnd, Tuthill, Walden, Wells, Jeromiah M. 
Wilson, and Wood. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BANKS said: My colleague, Mr. 
Hoover, is absent from the House ou account 
of sickness. $ 

Mr. COTTON said: My colleague, Mr. 
WADEN, is absent from the House on account 
of sickness. ` 

The roll-call having been concluded, the 
committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WuseLer reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill to reduce duties on im- 
ports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes, and finding itself without a 
quorum had caused the roll to be called and 
hereby reported the names of the absentees to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The roll shows the pres- 
ence of one hundred and seventy-six members, 


1872. 


and the Committee of the Whole will resume 


its session. 

The Commiitee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session, (Mr. 
WneeLre in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is upon the amendment moved by the gentle- 
mau from New York [Mr. Cox] to the amend- 
ment moved by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes. ] - i 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous: consent 
to withdraw my amendment as amended. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume 
their places. 

Mr. COX. As we will have a chance to 
debate this subject upon a subsequent section 
of this bill, I will withdraw my amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I again ask leave to with- 
draw my amendment. 

No objection was made, and the amendment 
was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR. I now offer the amendment I 
indicated a few minutes since, to insert after 
line twenty what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read as follows: 


On all copper imported in the form of ores, two 
centson each pound of fine copper contained therein ; 
on all regulus of copper, and on all block or coarse 
copper, two and one half cents on each pound of fine 
copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit only 
for remanufacture, two and one half cents per 
pound; on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, pigs, 
and in other, forms not manufactured or herein 
enumerated, including sulphate of copper or blue 
vitriol, two and one half cents per pound; on cop- 
per in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, 
rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, and al! manufac- 
tures of copper, or of which copper shall be a com- 
ponent of chief value not otherwise herein provided 
for, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and upon a division, there were—ayes 
56, noes 63; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Biyeuam 
and Mr. Kerr were appointed. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] is not germane to the 
pending section. f f 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is 
too late; the amendment bas been entertained, 
and the committee are now dividing. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 61, nodes 71. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The committee rose informally, and Mr, 
TwicuuL took the Chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore, 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Porter, his Private Secretary ; 
who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed a bill of the following 
title : 

An act (H. R. No. 1666) to establish cer- 
tain post roads. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. TS 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to move a new 
section, to come in after the pending section, 
to correct a misconstruction at the Treasury 
Department. The whole Committee on Ap- 
propriations are agreed to the amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to move an 
amendment to the pending section. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well then ; I will with- 
hold my amendment for the present. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
paragraph relating to iron by adding to it the 
following: 

On all steel and on all manufactures of steel of 
which steel is the component part of chief value. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 88, noes 72; no quorum 
voting, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BURCHARD 
and Mr. Ranpauu were appointed. 
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The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 67, noes 66. 
So the amendment was agreed to. , 


_ Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by add- 
ing to the amendment just adopted the fol- 
lowing: i 

Provided, That thoro shall in no case be collected 


a less rate of duty ad valorem on cotton machinery 
than is provided for steel. 


Mr.: BROOKS. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding, ‘and on cotton six per 
cent. ad valorem,” 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment is not 
germane, and therefore is not in order. 

The question was then taken upon the 
amendment moved by Mr. Hoar; and upona 
division there were—ayes 82, noes 40; no 
quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Bucker and 
Mr, Hoar were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 63, noes 70. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. KERR. I move to amend by inserting, 
ane line twenty, what I send to the Clerk’s 

esk. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment as 
follows : 

Provided, That on all coppor importedin tho form 
of ores, two and ono halt cents on each poand of 
fine copper contained therein; on all regulus of 
copper, and on all block or coarse copper, three 
cents on cach pound of fino copper contained there- 
in;on all old copper, fit only for remanufacture, three 
and one half cents por pound; on all copper in 
plates, bars, ingots, pigs, and in other forms not 
manufactured or horein enumerated, including sul- 
phate of copper or blue vitriol, four cents per pound ; 
on copper in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper 
sheets, rods, pipes, and copper. bottoms, and all 
manutactures of copper, or of which copper shall bo 
a component of chicf value, not otherwise horein 
provided for, forty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. KERR. Thatamendmentis in accord- 
ance with the bill of the committee. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting “ five ” after ‘' forty,” 
so as to make the rate of duty forty-five per 
cent. ad valorem. ; 

Mr. KERR. Forty-five per cent. is the 
rate of duty under existing law. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] to withhold his 
amendment for the present, and offer it to the 
third section rather than in connection with 
the percentage provision. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. KERR. If itis understood that this 
amendment belongs to the third section of the 
bill, and may properly come in under that sec- 
tion, I withdraw it. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment being 
withdrawn, the amendment to the amendment 
falls with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by inserting 
after the amendment just adopted the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, That no manufacturo of iron or steel 
pay a less rate of duty than the materials composing 
the same. 

Mr. BEATTY. Is it in order, Mr, Chair- 
man, to move that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BEATTY. I make that motion. — 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
motion of Mr. Buarry, there were—ayes 18, 
noes 80; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is a further count in- 
sisted upon? 

Mr. BEATTY. Yes, sir. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Bearry and 
Mr. DAWES we appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ay 1, noes 100. : S 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee refuses 
to rise. p 

Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Chairman, did a quo- 

m vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that 
itis not necessary a quorum should vote on 
this quéstion unless the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. Bearry] desires. to show that a quorum 
of the Honse-is not present. 

Mr. BEATTY. Ido. 

. The CHAIRMAN. 'Thenthat can be shown 
on the next vote. The pending question is 
upon the amendment oered by the gentle- 
wan from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar. ] 

Mr. PERCE. As an amendment to. the 
amendment of the gentleman from. Massachu- 
setts, I move to substitute the following: 

Provided, That the duty upon cotton machinery 
shall not be less than the duty imposed on the 
material of which such machinery is constructed. 

Mr. HOAR. I accept that amendment as 
a modification of my own. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] withdraw 
his amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not withdraw my amend: 
ment, but accept the amendment ‘of. the gen 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Percsr,} whick 
is offered as a substitute for mine. 

The question being taken on the amendmen! 
of Mr. Hoar, as modified by the substitution 
of the amendment of Mr, Punon, it was agreed 
to; there being—ayes 84, noes 45, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend byin- 
serting the following: 

Provided, That no reduction upon manufactures 
of such metals shall be made upon which the duties 


do not oxcoed forty per cent. ad valorem under ex- 
isting laws, 


Mr. BROOKS. I desire to submit an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The proposition I have 
offered is precisely the same as that reported 
by the majority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. ` 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘forty’? and in- 
serting ‘* sixty.” 

The amendment to the amendinent was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after line twenty the following: ‘ except- 
ing watches, jewelry, and other articles of 
ornament,’ ‘This will save these articles from 
reduction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, SARGENT. I move to amend by 
inserting the following: 

And all wire rope and wire strand made of iron 
wire, oither bright, coppered, galvanized, or coated 
with other metals, shall pay the sume rate of duty 
that is now levied on the iron wire of which said 
rope or strand is made; and all wire rope und wire 
strand mado of steel wire, either bright, coppored, 
galvanized, or coated with other metals, shall pay 
the same rate of duty that is now levicd on the steel 
wire of which said rope or strand is made. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘strand,’’ wherever it 
occurs, the words “ and chain,” ` 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to 
that amendment. I accept it, and modily my 
amendment accordingly. 

The question being taken on Mr. Sarcena’s 
amendment, as modified, there were-—ayes 55, 
noes 65; no quorum voting. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and Mr. 
BANKS were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the 
reported—ayes 78, noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend by 
inserting before the amendment just adopted 
the following: 

On iron wire, bright. coppered, or tinned, drawn 
and finished, not more than one fourth ofan inch in 
diamcter, not Jess than No. 16 wire gauge, one and 
three fourth centsper pound; over No. 16 and not 
over No. 25 wire guage, $8 50 per one hundred 
pounds; over No. 25 wire guage, four dollars per 
one hundred pounds: Provided, That wire covered 
with cotton, silk, or other material, shall pay five 
cents per pound in addition to the foregoing rates. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr, Chairman, I raise tke 
point of order that it belongs to the third sec- 
tion of the bill and is not germane to the 
pending section. : 

Mr. COX. Livasaboutto propose an amend- 
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ment in connection with the amendment 
already adopted, ` 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point of order 
that this is not germane to the pending section. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is germane to the 
matter which has just been considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

The question recurred on Mr. BURCHARD’S 
amendment, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. COX. I propose to add the following 
to the amendment just adopted : 

Provided, All wire ropo used in mining, or in the 
rigging of ships, sha}] be exempt from all duty. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 45, noes 60; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN.” Does the gentleman 
from New York ask for a further count? 

Mr. COX. No, sir. 

Mr. BEATTY. I do; there is no quoram 
voting. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Cox and 
Mr. STARKWEATHER as tellers, 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 50, noes 75, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAWES. IhopeI may be permitted 
to offer an additional section, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the provisions of section six of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1805, entitled “An act amendatory 
of certain acts imposing duties on forcign importat 
tions,” shall not beheld to apply to the articles men- 
tioned in the act approved March 2, 1867, entitled 


“An act to provide revenue from imported wool, 
and for other purposes.” 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, by a recent 
construction of the ‘Treasury Department—— 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. DAWES, I do not care if you do. 
Has debate been closed on this subject ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has not been 
closed on this section. 

Mr. DAWIS. This has been agreed to by 
all the members, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BEATTY. Have we passed from the 
secoud section of this bill? {claim we have 
not. 2 

The CHATRMAN. We have not passed 
from the second section of this bill, as thereare 
two substitutes pending, 

Mr. BEATTY. | move the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by Jaw and known as elothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-four and 
a half percent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

Mr. BECK. I move to strike out four and 
one half, so. as to make it ninety. 

Mr. DAWES, That leaves it as it is in the 
bill. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 120, noes 3. 

Mr. BEATTY demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 15, noes 115. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the committee will 
not rise until we pass beyond this section. 
Let the committee make it as it chooses, but 
let us go through with it, and see whether one 
man can obstruct the business of the country. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now re- 
curs on theamendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Brarry,] as amended, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BEATTY. I move the fullowingamend- 
ment, 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That on all wools of the third class, 
defined by law and known aa carpet wools, there 


shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty twenty- 
five per cent. higher than that now imposed by law. 
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The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 2, noes 122. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. I movethe following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, 
defined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety -eight and 
one half per cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 2, noes 182. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BEATTY. I move thatthe committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the committee will 
not rise under such an operation as this. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 15, noes 136. i 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
amendment: 

After lino fourteen, 
lowing: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known asclothing wools, theroshall 
l- levied, collected, and paid ninety-four and ono 
fourth per cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 1, noes 126. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. E offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in after the 
amendment adopted on the motion of my col- 
league, (Mr. Knvoce :] 

Provided, That all wire and wire rope used in the 
rigging of vessels, in mining, and in fencing shall be 
free of duty, 

Mr, DICKEY. That has already been voted 
upon. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Notin this form, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
53, noes 84. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY. Imove that the committee 
do now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 14, noes 140. ; 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
disagreed to, 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I offer the following 
amendment, to come in after the last one that 
was adopted: 

On all band, hoop, and scroll iron, thinner than 
No. 20. wire gauge, one cent and one quarter cont 
per pound, 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Bucker] that 
he should keep that amendment until the third 
section is reached. It will be more germane 
to that section. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I thought it would be an 
advantage to get it in here. But at the sug- 
gestion of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 object to the withdrawal 
of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
right. to object. 

Mr. BEATTY. I offer the following ameud- 
ment: i 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be Jevied, collected, and paid ninety-six per 
cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 


Mr. COX. I move to amend the amend- 


I offer the following 


section two, insort tho fol- 


The gentleman has no 


ment by striking out ‘uinety-six?? and in-! 
y E 


serting in Heu thereof ‘ seventy-five.” I offer 
that amendment in good faith. 
cheaper wool. 

The question being put on Mr. Cox’s amend- 
ment tothe amendment, the committee divided ; 
and there were—ayes 33, noes 102. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
disagreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 


1 
I want 


the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Obio, (Mr. Bearry. ] 

Mr. HOAR. l rise to a question of order, 
On the seventy-third line, page 9, I find that 
the article ‘spunk’? is expressly provided for. 
I submit that all the amendments of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Bearry] would come 
in as germane to that portion of the bill. 
[Laughter] 

The question beig put on Mr. Buarty’s 
amendment, the committee divided j aud there 
were—nyes 2, noes 128. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. CONGER. ` I move that the commit- 
tee proceed to the consideration of the next 
section of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES, 
stitute. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
do now rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Brarry,] that the committee rise; 3 

The committee divided ; and there were 
ayes 9, noes 180. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
disagreed to. 


Mr. BEATTY. I demand tellers. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, Tho gentleman's re- 
quest comes too late, the Chair having an- 
nounced as the result of the vote that the 
con mittee refuses to rise. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 now insist on my motion 
that the committee pass to the consideration 
of the next section. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order, 

Mr. CONGER. Does the Chair rule that 
we cannot pass over this section and procecd 
to the consideration of the next? ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair rules that 
that cannot be done except by unanimous 
consent, ‘Phe question now is upon the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawns] for the substitute 
offered by the gentleman trom Kentucky, 
[Mr. Beck.] 

The Clerk read Mr. Dawes’s substitute, as 
follows: ` 


SEC. --. That on and after tho Ist day of July 
next, in lieu of the duties imposed by law on tho 
articles in this section enumerated, thoro shall be 
levied, collected, and paid ou the goods, wares, and 
merchandiso in this section enumerated and pro- 
vided for, imported from foreign countries, ninety 
per cent, of tboseveraldutios and rates of duly now 
imposed by law upon said articles severally, it being 
the intent of tbis section to reduce existing duties 
on said articles ten per cent. of such duties; that is 
to say: 

Òn an manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of ehier value. 

Ou all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like animals, and in all manufactures wholly or in 
pa rt of wool or hair of the alpaca and other like ani- 
mists. 

On all iron, and all manufactures of iron of which 
such metal is the component part of chief valuc, €x- 
cepting cotton machinery, j 

On all metals not hercin otherwise provided for, 
and all manufactures of metals of which either of 
them is the component part of chief value. 

On all manufactures of India-rubber, gutta percha, 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions : Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols, and sunshades shall in no case be less than is 
Imposed upon goods of the same material and qual- 
ity as the coverings thereof 

On all sized paper. 

On lumber and manufactures of lumber. 

Src. —. That the provisions of section six of the 
act approved March 3, 1865, entitled “An act amend- 
atory of certain acts imposiug daties upon foreign 
importations,” were not intended and shall not be 
held to apply to the articl mentioned in the ack 
approved March 2, 1867, enfitled * An act to provide 
revenne from imported wool, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill modify that substitute, 
in obedience to the vote ofthe House, by 
striking out the words “excepting cotton 
machinery.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
objected to? 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I call for a vote on the sub- 


I move that the committee 


That motion is not in 


Is that in order if 


It is, as no action has 


i been taken on it. 


Mr. BURCHARD. Thope, then, he will 
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modify itso as to make it conform with the 
otber amendments which have been adopted 
by the committee. f 

The question was put upon Mr. Dawrs’s sub- 
stitute, and there were—ayes 110, noes 50. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for tellers. 
J desire to ask a question.. If this substitute 
is adopted will not the amendments heretofore 
adopted fall, excepting those which the gen- 
tleman has ingrafted in his substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. That will depend upon 
whether the substitute of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, as amended, shall be adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I withdraw 
the call for tellers. 

Mr. Dawes’s substitute was agreed to. ` 

The question recurred upon agreeing to Mr. 
Bece’s substitute as amended. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Will the Chairman state 
what the proposition before the Honse is? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is whether the com- 
mittee will substitute for the original text of 
the bill the substitute of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. COX. 
now rise. : 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 36, noes 110. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to amend 
the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
by addition. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And the way I pro- 
pose to amend it is by addition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisamendable in that 
way. ; 

Mr. KERR. I would inquire of the Chair 
in the hearing of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means whether his substi- 
tute just adopted embraces all the action of 
the Committee of the Whole to this time? 

Mr. DAWES. I am not able to answer 
positively. The substitute was made when 
the bill was last up, and the steel proposition 
adopted to-day is not in it. 

Mr. KERR, Is that left out in your sub- 
stitute ? 

Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. KERR. 

Mr. DAWES. 
the following: 

On all steel and all manufactures of steel of which 
steel is the component part of chiefvalue: Provided, 
That the duty upon cotton machinery shall not be 
less than tho duty imposed on the material of which 
such machinery is constructed; and all wire rope 
and wire strand made of iron wire, either bright, 
coppered, galvanized, or couted with other metals, 
shall pay the same rate of duty that is now levied 
on the iron wire of which said rope or strand is 
made; and all wire rope and wire strand made of 
steel wire, either bright, coppered, galvanized, or 
coated with other metals, shali pay the same rate 
of duty that is now levied on thesteel wire of which 
said rope or strand is made. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire, now, if it 
may not be understood by the Committee of 
the Whole that this substitute does in effect 
embrace everything that has been done by the 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And nothing else. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not make that state- 
ment, because the substitute was made when 
the bill was last before the Committee of the 
Whole. It can be read at the Clerk’s desk, 
and then the gentleman can determine for 
himself. f 

Mr. KERR. TI desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] and 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Becr] 
that each of those gentlemen withdraw his 
substiture entirely, and the action of the 
House will stand as it is. 

Mr. DAWES. { have no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that. 

Mr. BECK. Have [the right to withdraw 
my substitute now? f 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. WHERLER.) The 
Chair thinks the substitute can be withdrawn 
only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LYNCH, I object. 


I move that the committee do 


It is only amendable 


I am willing to put it in. 
Then put it in. 
I will add to my substitute 


Mr. DAWES. As there is objection to the 
withdrawal of the substitute, I will modify it, 
as suggested by several gentlemen, so as to 
make it correspond with the action of the com- 
mittee to-day. ; 

~The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Wuzener.) The 
present occupant of the chair was not in the 
Hall when either the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Becx] or the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Dawes] was submitted. He will therefore 
request the regalar chairman of the Commit- 
‘tee of the Whole [Mr. SCOFIELD] to resume 
the chair. 

Mr. SCOFIELD accordingly resumed the 
chair and said: ‘he pending question is upon 
the substitute offered by the gentleman: from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Bscx,] as amended by the 
Committee of the Whole on motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes. ] 
That substitute, as amended, is still open tu 
amendment by way of addition, and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has 
moved to amend it by the addition of what 
has been read by the Clerk. The question is 
upon the amendment to the amended substi- 
tute. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. - 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘I move further to 
amend by inserting after the word ‘ sized,” 
and before the word ‘‘ paper,” the words 
‘and other printing;’? so that it will read, 
‘on all sized and other printing-paper.”’ 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment. moved by Mr. FARNSWORTH; and it 
was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 45, 
noes 87. ; 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
substitute, as amended. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the com- 
mittee now rise, 

Mr. DAWES. Let us get through with this 
section. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not see that we are 
getting on atall. I make the motion in good 
faith. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the com- 
mittee will rise so that we may ascertain what 
has been done. f 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Scorienp.) The 
Chair will state the condition of the business 
before the committee. The second section of 
this bili is. under consideration, and many 
amendments have been made to it. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] moved to 
strike out all of the second section as amended 
and to substitute therefor certain paragraphs 
which have been reported. ‘The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] moved to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts by substituting certain 
other paragraphs in lieu of those proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. ‘he motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts has been 
agreed to by the Committee of the Whole, so 
that the substitute of the gentleman from 
Kentucky has been ‘amended as proposed 
| by the gentleman from Massachusetts. The 
amended substitute has been still farther 
amended on motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. If the motion that the com- 
mittee rise be withdrawn, the question will 
be upon the amended substitute in place of 
the second section, as amended, of the original 
bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion until that question can be taken. _ 

Mr. KERR. I wish to make an inquiry of 
Chair in the hearing of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] Does the sub- 
stitute as it now stands embrace all the action 
of the Committee of the Whole to-day upon 
the second section of the bill? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to debate. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I will answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. 
| Kerr]. by saying that the amended substitute 


does. not embrace all the action of. the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to-day, ` 

Mr. BECK. Is the substitute still open to 
amendment? BRER : 

The CHAIRMAN... Itis not open to amend- 
ment by way of striking out any portion of 
it; but it is open to amendment by way of 
adding anything that is germane thereto. 

Mr. BECK. 1 desire to move to aniend it 
so as to make it conform exactly to the action: 
of the Committee of the Whole to-day on the: 
second section of the bill, and as no one can 
tell what that action has been until-he ean see 
the record in the Globe ofour proceedings, 
I will move that the committee now tise, in 
order that before anything further is done we 
may ascertain what has been the action of the 
committee to-day. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let me inquire of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Prox] if his 
object will not be accomplished by our voting 
down the substitute as amended and leaving 
this second section to stand as amended to-day 
by the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BECK. ‘That is what I want. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then let us vote down 
the substitute. 

Mr. BECK. ¢ That will suit me, and I there- 
fore withdraw the motion that the committee 
rise, in order that that may be done. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. FARNSWORTE. 
renewed the motion that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; aud upon a division 
there were—~ayes 72, noes 82, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BROOKS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL'and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 70, noes 76. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the substitute 
as amended, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to further 
amend the substitute by inserting after the 
words, ‘on all sized paper,” the following 
proviso : 

Provided, That no greater duty than twenty per 
cent. ad valorem shall be levied or collected upon 
any printing paper. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that the text of the substitute has been adopted 
by a vote of the Committee of the Whole, and 
connot be changed, and therefore the proposed 
amendment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules 
the point of order. The amendment proposed 
is to add to the text of the substitute. 

The amendment moved by Mr. FARNSWORTH 
was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 45, 
noes 78. 

The question recurred on the substitute for 
the second section as amended. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [offer the following 
amendment to the substitute, so as to make it 
conform to the action of the Committee of the 
Whole: 

Provided further, That no duty shall bo levied or 
collected upon lumber and timber imported to be 
used in building ships or for fences. 

Mr. PETERS. I raise the point of order 
that this amendment is in couflict with the. 
text of the substitute already adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Lhe Chairman cannot 
rule that the amendment is out of order. It 
is admissible as a qualification of the provis- 
ions of the text. 


Mr. KERR. I move that the committee 
do now rise. i 
_ Mr. DAWES. I hope the committee will 
rise. 


Mr. RANDALL. 
us to rise before ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House, the Committee of the Whole on 
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the state of the Union had had: under consid- 
eration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes; and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Hazerroxn of Wisconsin, Mr. 
Lansing, and Mr. Srssions for one day; to 
Mr. McCLutianp fortwo days; to Mr. MeKix- 
NEY indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family ; and to Mr. Porrer for two weeks, on 
account of business in the court of appeals of 
the State of New York. 


JOUN A. PARKER, 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition and papers of John A. Parker; and 
the same were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

LAND BILLS. 


Mr. KETCHAM asked unanimous consent 
that bills of the following titles be taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider: 

A bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Southern railroad; 

A bill (S. No. 754) granting the right of 
way through the public lands forthe construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph in Florida; 

A bill (S. No. 801) granting the right of 
way to the Mobile and Alabama Grand Trunk 
Railroad Company through and over land 
owned by the United States ; 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Denver 
and Rio Grande Railway Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 918) to change the direction 
of the road authorized by the act approved 
Jone 3, 1856, from Ontonagon, in the State 
of Michigan, to the Wisconsin State line, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. No. 998) relating to the creation 
of new land districts. 

Mr. STORM. I object. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. SHELDON. Task unanimous consent 
that the bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe the time 
for holding the election for electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana, be taken from the Spéaker’s table 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. RANDALL and others objected. 

Mr. BINGHAM. F move that the House 
take a recess till half past seven o'clock p. m., 
tkis evening having been assigned to business 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatis the regular order. 

The motion of Mr. Bixguam was agreed to; 
and accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) the 
House took a recess till half past seven o’clock 
p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
Agrecably to order, the House reassembled 
at half past seven o’clock p. m. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. WALDRON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
correct the record of the proceedings of Tues- 
day last, as published in the Globe of the day 
following. I notice that my name appears 
among the nays on a proposition to reduce 
certain tariff duties. IT gave no such vote. I 
was not in the city during that day, having 
been called home to attend the funeral of a 
relative. 


l 


ABRAHAM Pe EYRE. 


On motion of Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1288) for the relief of 
Abraham P. Eyre, of Philadelphia; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

N. AND M. A. FOUQURT. 

On motion of Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of the heirs of Nicholas 
and Mark Antoine Fouquet; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

CLAIM OF ©. W. DENNISON. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War in relation to the claim 
of C. W. Dennison for compensation for ser- 
vices rendered the United States in England ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DRAKE'S PATENT FUSR. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation toa bill (H. R. No. 
880) authorizing the Secretary of War to pur- 
chase Drake’s patent fuse ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. NINTH CENSUS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, recommending the 
publication of twelve thousand additional 
copies of the report of the ninth census; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE. 

Mr. TWICHELL, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2772) to extend 
the time for the completion of the Atchison, 
Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, and to secure 
lands to actual settlers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, 

REILEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, in relation to a bill (H. R. 
No. 816) authorizing certain soldiers and 
sailors to be relieved from the charge of de- 
sertion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYOR GENERAL OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in compliance with 
the act of July 22, 1864, transmitting a report 
of the surveyor general of New Mexicoon the 
private land claims in said Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTRA MEDICAL OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War in relation to a bill (H. R. 
No. 2709) for the relief of the State of Ken- 
tuckyand other States for extra medical officers 


| furnished during the late war; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—-BOWEN VS. DE LARGE, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House additional evidence 
in the contested election of Bowen vs. De 
Large; which was referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 

COMMERCE WITH VICTORIA, ETC. 

Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, 
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if not incompatible with ‘tho public interest, to 
transmit to this body copies of correspondence with 
the British colonial governments of Victoria, Aus- 
tralia, and New Zealand, relating to tho encourage- 
mont of commerce between those colonies and the 
United States, and also copies of correspondence 
relating to tho establishment of à naval station in 
the Pacific ocean. 


IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before tho House ‘the following message 
from the President of the United States, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States + 

In my messago to Congross at tho boginning of 
the present session, allusion was made to the hard- 
ships and privations inflicted upon poor immigrants 
on shipboard and upon arrival on our shores, and 
& suggestion was made favoring national legislation 
for the purpose of effecting n radical eure of the ovih 

Promise was made that n special message on this 
subject would bo presented during tho present ses- 
sion should information be received which would 
warrant it, I now transmit to the two Houses of 
Congress all that has been officially reecived since 
that time bearing upon tho subject, and recommond 
that such legislation be had as will securo, first, such 
room and accommodations on shipboard ‘as ig 
necessary for hoalth and comfort, and such privacy 
and protection as not to compol immigrants to bo 
the unwilling witness to so much vice and misory : 
and second, legislation to protect them upon thoir 
arrival at our sea-ports from tho knaves who are 
over ready to despoil them of the little all which 
they aro able to bring with them. Such logislation 
will bo in tho intorests of humanity, and seams to be 
fully justifinblo. ‘Tho immigrant is not a citizen of 
any State or ‘Lerritory upon his arrival, but comes 
hereto becomo a citizen of a great Republic, freo to 
change his residence at will, to enjoy tho blessings 
of a protecting Government, where all are equal 
hofore the Jaw, and to add to the national woalth by 
his industry. 

On his arrival he does not know States or corpor- 
ations, but confides implicitly in the protecting arm 
of tho great, treo country of which be has herrd so 
much before leaving his native land. It is a sourco 
of serious disappointment and discouragomont to 
those who start with moans sufficient to support 
them comfortably until they ean choose a resdenas 
and bogin employment for a comfortable support to 
find themselves subject to ill treatment and every 
discomfort on their passage here, and at the end of 
their journoy seized upon by professed friondselnim- 
ing legal right to tako chargo of thom for their pro- 
tection, who do not Jeave them until all their 
resources are exhausted, when they are nbandoned 
in a strange land, surrounded by strangers, without 
omployment, and ignorant of tho means of securing 
it. Under tho present system this is the fate of 
thousands annually, the exposures on shipboard 
and the treatment on landing driving thousands to 
lives of vico and shame, who, with proper humano 
treatment, might become useful and respoctuble 
members of society. 

Ido not adviso national legislation in affairs that 
should be regulated by the States; but I see no sub- 
ject mare national in its character than provision 
for the safety and welfare of the thousands who leave 
forcign lands to become eitizens of this Republic, 
When their residence is chosen they may then look 
to the laws of their locality for protection and guid- 
ance, 

The mass of immigrants arriving upon our shores, 
coming as they do on vessels under foreign flags, 
makes treaties with the nations furnishing these 
immigrants neccessary for their completo protection, 
Por more than two years efforts have been made on 
our part to sceure such treaties, und there is now 
reasonable ground for success, 

U.S, GRANT, 


Executive MANSION. May 14, 1872. 


Mr. BROOKS. I wish to say one word. 
I understand the document of which the 
Clerk has just finished the reading to be a 
message from the President of the United 
States. I have only to say in regard to the 
statements of that message, that so far as the 
treatment of emigrants by the city where L 
reside is concerned the President must have 
been sadly misinformed. J regret, deeply re- 
gret, that a document should go forth from 
our Chief Magistrate throughout the whole 
world calculated to discourage rather than 
promote emigration. The exhibition of sueh 
a lugubrious picture as is displayed in the 
message is certainly calculated to discourage 
emigration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It must be apparent 
that if the executive had such information ia 
his possession it was his duty to call the 
attention of Congress to it. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have myself as good 
means of information as to the treatment of 
emigrants and their reception in this country 
as the President can have, and better, too, 
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because I live on the spot where so large a 
roportion of them land. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Perhapsthe Chief Magis- 
trate had not the benefit of the gentleman’s 
instruction and information. But having re- 
ceived such information as he got, it was 
undoubtedly his duty to bring it to the atten- 
tion of Congress. That is all that he has 
done, and the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
Brooxs] should thank him for doing it. In- 
stead of discouraging immigration to the coun- 
try, it will only notify all the world that those 
bound for the American shores will be taken 
notice of by the Chief Magistrate of the nation, 
and that complaints made of their ill treatment 
‘or anything else will be attended to. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
leave to say that the State of Massachusetts, 
by its legislation, has abolished all head-money 
or capitation tax for the landing of emigrants 
on our shores, and that they will be there 
hospitably treated, as they always have been, 
and taken care of whether in sickness or in 
health. And I am very glad that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has directed atten- 
tion, both. abroad and in this country, to the 
fact that, hereafter the emigrant to the United 
States will become the ward of the nation, and 
will be taken care of by the nation, instead of 
. being left to be the victim of any wrong-doing 
on the part of individual States. 

The message, with accompanying documents, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL§ SIGNED. 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had exam- 
ined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R, No. 2048) for the relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia; 

An act i R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Barchfield; and 

An act (S. No. 845) to authorize the con- 
struction of certain bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river, and to establish the same as post 
roads. 

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. KETCHAM. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have several Senate bills now on the 
Speaker’s table referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. The House yesterday 
assigned Thursday and Friday evenings of this 
week for the consideration of reports from 
that committee, and I desire to have these 
bills referred that they may be considered at 
a meeting of the committee to-morrow morn- 
ing, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The titles of the bills 
which the gentleman from New York desires 
to have referred to his committee will be 
read. 

The titles of the bills were read, as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Southern Railroad Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before consenting that 
that bill shall be referred, I ask to have it 
read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I see no objection to that. 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting aright of way 
through the public lands to the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railway Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let that bill be reported. 

The bill was read. * : 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to 
that, so far as I am concerned. 

A bill (S. No. 918) to change the direction 
of the road authorized by the act approved 
June 8, 1856, from Ontonagon, in the State of 
Michigan, to the Wisconsin State line, and for 
Other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
that bill, 

The bill was read. 


I ask the reporting of 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I object to th r 

of tbat bi ; je the reference | 

ill (S. No. 754) granting the right of wa: 
through the public lands for She constriction 
of a railroad and telegraph in Florida. 

À bill (S. No. 801) granting the right of 
way to the Mobile and Alabama Grand Trank“ 
Railroad Company through and over lands 
owned by the United States. 
ane? COX. Task forthe reporting of that 

ill. Coo 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COX. I object to that-bill. 

_ The SPEAKER. Then the bill will retain 
its place upon the Speaker’s table. 

The next of the bills upon the Speaker's 
table was a bill (S. No. 998) relating to the 
creation of new land districts. f 
_ Mr.. GRIFFITH. I would ask if the bill 
in relation to the Denver and Rio Grande 
railroad was objected to? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Homan] had it read, and no 
objection was made. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to all our time being taken up. 

Mr. POLAND. I desire also to object to 
the Denver and Rio Grande railroad bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will re- 
gard the objection as having been made at the 
time, andthe bill willremain upon the Speaker's 
table. 

The several bills to which no objection whs 
made were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. L insist upon the regular 
order of business. ; 

The SPEAKER, The regular order of busi- 
ness being called for, this evening is devoted 
to the hearing of reports from the Judiciary 
Committee. 

ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back, 
with the recommendation thatrit do pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 851) to prescribe the time for 
holding the election for choosing electors for 
President and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana for the year 1872. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
electors for President and Vice President shall 
be chosen by the State of Louisiana on the first 
Monday of November, in the year 1872; pro- 
vided that said State may by law provide for 
the filling of any vacancy or vacancies which 
may occur in its college of electors when such 
college meets to give its electoral vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have but a word to say 
in relation to this bill. I explained it to the 
House when it was before it some time since. 
The annual election in the State of Louisiana 
takes place on the first Monday of November, 
being the day before the day appointed under 
the general law for the choice of electors in 
the several States. Now, the constitution of 
the State of Louisiana does not change the time 
for the general election. The Senate deemed 
it important to pass a bill similar to ours, but 
without the proviso. ‘The Committee on the 
Judiciary annexed the proviso because by some 
unforeseen influence it may happen that no elec- 
tion will be held on that day, and in that event 
it is impossible that the people of Louisiana 
should be allowed under the law to choose 
electors. Gentlemen will observe that the 
provisois, if not precisely, literally in the words 
of the law of 1845. - . 

Mr. COX rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman wishes 
to object to the reporting of the bill, I will 
yield to him, but retain the floor. 

Mr. COX. ‘he gentleman seems very sharp 
about it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. 

Mr. COX. I do not think this is a very 
heavy biil- T will not talk about it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. That is a very heavy 


I object 


owe ——— 


argument on both sides, and I am- balanced 
it. j Bao 

The bill was ordered: to’ be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved ` 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, _ 


PRACTICE IN FEDERAL. COURTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same coms 
mittee, reported back with an amendment, 
and recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
(S. No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in 
the Federal courts. ' 

The bill wasread, It provides that in every 
case where a demarrer is interposed to an 
indictment, or to any count or counts thereof, 
or to any information in any court of the Uni- 
ted States, within the limits of any State, Ter- 
ritory, or District, and such demurrer shall 
be overruled by the court, no peromptory or 
final judgment in the canse shall be rendered 
thereupon, but only a judgment. of respondeat 
ouster; but this act shall not have the effect 
to entitle the defendant to a continuance of 
the case beyond the term at which such shall 
be overruled. 

The committee recommended an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the words ‘re- 
spondeat ouster.” 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to strike ont the 
words ‘‘respondeat ouster,” and put it into 
English. ‘This is an age of progress, and we 
ought to adhere to our-own language. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It scems to me to be 
common English, since the gentleman from 
Indiana comprehends it. {Laughter.] 

Mr. NIBLACK. Since we have taken a 
new departure, we ought to adhere to our own 
language. [luaughter.}] I move to strike out 
“respondeat ouster,’’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof ‘f answer over.” 

The question was put ; and there were-—-ayes 
twenty-seven, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading, and was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS, 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 816, to 
amend an act entitled ‘ An act to establish a 
uniform time for holding elections for electors 
of President and Vice President in all-the 
States of the Union,” approved January 23, 
1845. : 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that if 
by the now existing laws of any State ihe 
elections commencing on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November, 1872, for 
the purpose of choosing electors of President 
and Vice President in such States shall be re- 
quired to be continued for more than one day, 
then such elections shall be continued the 
number of days required by the laws of such 
States. 

Mr. COX. Twould like to hear some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In several States of this 
Union, by existing laws, the elections com- 
mence on the same day for State purposes as 
that appointed by existing law for choosing 
the electors of President and Vice President 
in the presidential year, and by the State laws 
the election continues-from day to day for 
several days, - This bill’ proposes to enable 
the people in the States in which such pro- 
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visions exist by local laws for the continuance 

- of the State elections, which State elections 
begin on the same day appointed by existing 
law for the choosing of electors, to vote from 
day to day during the time prescribed by State 
law for the choice of electors. And it will 
occur to the House that under certain circum- 
stances this would be needful to enable the 
people to have a fair and full election, other- 
wise they will be hurried aud interfered with 
by the local business at the same poll, by the 
election of State officers it may be. The 
object of this bill is manifestly to secure to 
the people a fair and full election. Thatis all 
there is of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman two questions: first, whether there is 
anything in any of the laws of those States to 

revent a fair vote being cast in a single day? 
Secondly, whether the tendency of this con- 
tinuing of elections from day to day has not 
been found to be a fruitful source of fraud? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that in sev- 
eral of the States by existing law there is pro- 
vision preventing the closing of the general 
State election on one day, but it is to continue 
for several days. I only speak from general 
recollection, but my impression is that such is 
the case in the State of New York. At all 
events, such is precisely the condition of things 
in the State of Texas. Now, will the House 
say that the choice of presidential electors shall 
be closed on one day, commencing on the same 
day on which the State election commences, 
which State election is to continue for several 
days? It must occur to the House without 
my suggestion that to do so would compel all 
the voters in the State in which such provision 
of law exists to appear on the first day of the 
election, to wit, the Tuesday next after the 
first Monday in November. It must be appar- 
ent to the House that this bill is simply in the 
interest of a fair election by the people of elect- 
ors in the States where such a provision exists. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Allow me to suggest to 
my colleague on the committee, (Mr. Bine- 
HAM, } and also for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman,] a stiil further 
reason; that is, that it is an impossibility for 
the voters all to get together on one day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is what I suggested 
at the outset. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
surdity to require it. 


It is an absolute ab- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Why? 
Mr. BINGHAN. ‘They are remote from 
the polls. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Cannot they have a greater 
number of precincts? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. They might have the 
same number of precincts and as frequent, 
and have the districts as small as they do in 
other States, but that is not the fact, and 
therefore the necessity for this law, 

Mr. BINGHAM. T yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] for afew minutes. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say this in behalf 
of the passage of this bill: | know from invest- 
igations into the subject that in the State of 
` Texas under the Jaw as it now exists there can 
be but one polling placeina county, The Legis- 
lature cannot meet until after the next presi- 
-dential election, and under those circumstances 
it would be impossible for all the voters in one 
county to cast their ballots in one day. In 
the county of Washington, one of the counties 
~to which our attention was called in the con- 
test decided yesterday from the State of Texas, 
there were over six thousand voters. To com- 
pel six thousand voters to vote at one ballot- 
box in one day is, as this House must know, 
an impossibility. To require it would neces- 
sarily result in one party driving the other 
.from the polls, and would involve great con- 
fusion and conflict. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This statement, of course, 
-shows the ubsolute necessity for the passage 
of this bill; but it hag not been known, I pre- 
:Sume, to most gentlemen here that there were 


many portions of the: United States where 
there have been allowed so great embarrass- 
ments in the exercise of the elective franchise. 
_ Mr. BINGHAM. By the revised constita- 
tion of Iowa, according to my recollection, 
the State election in -the presidential year is 


‘held on the day fixed by national law for the 


presidential election. 

I yield to the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX. I desire to say that never until 
there was a change in our suffragans, never 
until the colored people became voters, did 
we ever have an election held in this country 
continue for moré than one day. 

Several Meupers. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COX. At any rate, such must have 
been the case but very rarely. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Three days were form- 
erly allowed for elections in the State of New 
York, the State of which the gentleman is a 
Representative. 

Mr. RANDALL. And that was as late as 
1830. 

Mr. COX. We are more enlightened now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The people of New 
York were quite as intelligent then as now. 
A representation embracing such men as Silas 
Wright and Preston King might, I think, be 
considered equal to the present representation 
from the State of New York. 

Mr. COX. Well, sir, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Evpreper,] who left New 
York for the benefit of the State, need not be 
so sharp upon me. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman went. 
there, I presume, to lend the oifulgence of his 
intellect to that people. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin could only get a little of that effufgence 
he might make a better-mannered speech here 
this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I never knew in the western 
country or in the eastern country any State 
where an election was required to be held 
during more than one day. Until this new 
element—L will not say what—entered into 
our politics, it was never considered neccessary 
that four, five, or six days should be allowed 
for the purpose of voting. Of course in 
‘Texas they have had three days for an elec- 
tion; and we had a beautiful illustration of 
that mode of voting in the contested-election 
case decided here yesterday. [do not propose 
to legalize any such proceeding by Federal 
legislation. 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 
pose by any vote which I may give here to 
override by Federal legislation the State laws, 
which ought to regulate this matter of suffrage. 
This measure seems to be part of a system by 
which it is contemplated to bring to bear upon 
the States a sort of coercion in this mater, 
compelling them to be uniform, I would go 
for the largest liberty on the part of the local 
governments in this matter of suffrage. If 
gentlemen choose to pass this bill, very well; 


| they will see the result, perhaps, in the next 


presidential election. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Tyield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. Gippixes.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, the passage 
of this bill, so far as the State of Texas is 
concerned, is an absolute necessity. By the 
law of the State, as now in force, but one 
place of voting is allowed in each county. 
The counties are large. Some voters have 
to travel in some of the frontier counties 
from thirty to seventy-five miles to get to the 
voting place. The Legislature of our State 
cannot convene until after the next election. 
There is no legislative body at present in ex- 
istence there. An election held in one day in 
the State of Texas under the present State law 
would be simply a farce. 
impossibility to poll at one- place the entire 
vote of a county, even if the people could be 
gathered at the place in one day: 


It is a matter of | 


The old | 


For the last five years but one place of voting 
has been authorized in each county, and four 
days have been allowed in. which to poll: the 
votes; 

_ The passage of this bill is an absolute neces- 
sity in order to secure a full and fair election 
in Texas. No legislative change can be made 
in the State Jaw between now and that time 
from the fact no Legislature can convene. 
The time allowed the Legislature has expired. 
There is no legislative body in Texas, and 
none can convene until one is elected in 
November next, and by the State Jaw that 
election shall occur at the same time as the 
election for presidential electors. 

‘The bill was ordered to u third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COX. l demand a division on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
84, noes 7. i 

The SPEAKER. No further count being 
demanded, the bill is passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and aiso 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, ` 
reported back a bill (H. 2. No. 1891) to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish the De- 
partment of Justice, and for other purposes,” 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, amends ihe twelfth 
section of the act to establish the Department 
of Justice, and for other purposes, approved 
June 22, 1870, so as to read as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the Attorney Gon- 
oral to make to Congress, at the commencement af 
each regular session of Congress, a reportofthe busi- 
ness of said Department, for the last preceding fiscal 
year, and of any other matters appertaining thereto 
that ho mny deom proper, including a statement of 
tho savoral appropriations uow, or whicb may hero- 
after be, placed under its control, tho amount ap- 
propriated, anda detailed statement of the amounts 
used for defraying the expanses of the United States 
courts in cach judicial distriet; also the statisties of 
crime under tuo laws of the United States, and, as 
tur as practicable, under the laws of the sevoral 
States. 

The second section authorizes and requires 
the Secretary of the Interior to furnish to the 
head ofthe Department of Justice, from tine to 
time, asthey may be pubished, a sufficient num- 
ber of the copies of the Statutes of the United 
States, and the Reports of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, tò be by him distributed to 
such officers of the courts of the United States 
ag are now or may hereafter be by law entitled 
to receive them; and all laws or parts of laws 
authorizing the distribution of such Statutes 
and Reports of the Supreme Court to the ofh- 
cers of the courts of the United States by the 
head of any other executive department of the 
Government be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 

The third section provides that a register of 
such books shall be kept, under the authority 
of the head of the Department of Justice, 
showing ihe quantity of cach kind received by 
him in pursuance of this act; and it shall be 
his duty to cause to be enteredin such register, 
and at the proper time, when, where, and to 
whom the same, or any part of them, have 
been distributed and delivered, and to report 
the same to Congress in his annual report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J move to add the follow- 
ing words to the first section, ‘Sand the num- 
ber of causes, civil and criminal, pending dur- 
ing the proceeding in the several courts of the 
United States.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not see any objec- 
tion to it. If it occurs to any member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary there is objection 
to it I should like him to suggest it. Ido not 
see there is any. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 


system of precinct voting has been broken up. | engrossed and. read a third time; and being 
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engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MARSHALL 0. ROBERTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H, R. No. 1896) for 
the relief of Marshall O. Roberts, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Marshall O. 
Roberts, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $7,075, 
the same being money paid by said Roberts 
into the Treasury of the United States for real 
estate purchased by him at Government sale, 
the title to said real estate having failed. 

Mr. HOAR. I raise the point of order that 
this bill contains an appropriation and must 
have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is aspecial appropria- 
tion of a specific fund paid into the Treasury 
of the United States by the petitioner, Mar- 
shall O. Roberts, in purchase of property 
sold by the United States, the title to which 
has failed by judicial proceedings. The return 
from the Treasury Department is that the pre- 
cise amount of money provided in this bill 
has been paid by the petitioner into the Treas- 
ury, and it strikes me, froma sense of justice 
and equity which I know has weight with my 
friend from Massachusetts, it might be well 
enough to waive that point of order. I respect- 
fully refer it to my friend. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam satisfied the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
will persuade the Committee of the Whole 
„House on the Private Calendar when he gets 
before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill therefore goes to 
the Committee ofthe Whole House. 


WASHINGTON NATIONAL MONUMENT SOCIETY. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1600 ) to 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to incorporate 
the Washington National Monument Society,” 
with amendments. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that there shall be elected annually, 
on the second Tuesday of March in each year, 
from members of said corporation, a board 
of directors consisting of five in number, in 
addition to the secretary and the treasurer, 


who shall also be directors, whose duty it shall’ 


be to take a general supervision of ail the in- 
terests of the society, the work to be done, 
materials furnished, &c., and all contracts for 
work and materials, and approve or reject the 
same, as to them may seem just and proper. 
The second section provides that any per- 
son who shall hereafter pay to said corpora- 
tion the sum of five dollars for the purposes 
named in the charter shall reccive from the 
secretary thereof a receipt for the same, and 
shall be eligible to hold any office in said 
Corporation save that of president, and shall 
e entitled to vote on all questions, including 
the election of officers, and shall be entitled to 
enjoy all the rights and privileges granted to 
the original corporators of said corporation. 
The following amendments were reported 
y the committee: 
Add as a new section the following: 
SEC. 3. And the said board of directors and officers 
shall report annually, on or before the Ist day of 
anuary, to Congress the whole amount of money 
received for said purpose, and a full account of the 
expenditure thereof. F 
ter the word ‘“‘ members,” in line four, scction 
One, insert the following: “of the Washington 
National Monument Society.” 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to know if this bill is 
printed ? 
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The SPEAKER. Itis, 

The amendments reported by the committee 
were agreed to. : 

Mr. HALE. As we cannot find this bill 

upon our files, I should like the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BincHam] to make some 
explanation in regard to it. 
, Mr. BINGHAM. It is simply a bill to 
incorporate the National Washington Monu- 
ment Association, and to require them to 
report annually the amounts that may be con- 
tributed from time to time by the people, and 
the appropriation of the same. That is about 
the amount of it. 

Mr. HALE, Will the gentleman inform 
the House what is the present condition of the 
association which now has the Washington 
monument in charge, and also whether this bill 
makes any change in the law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill contemplates 
this change: that under the authority of law 
the people of the United States shall be noti- 
fied of the amount of money which this cor- 
poration receives and the use they make of it 
in the completion of the monument. I have 
not looked beyond that to inquire what change 
it makes. My own impresssion is that there 
is no corporation now existing. 

Mr. HALE. Does the bill create a new 
corporation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itdoes, and the corpora- 
tion it creates I suppose will be the only 
existing corporation after the bill shall have 

assed. 

Mr. HALE. Lunderstand that there is some 
kind of an association now in existence. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that it is 
an association which is not required to report 
to anybody. This bill, as 1 have stated, re- 
quires the corporation to report annually to 
Congress a detailed statement of the money 
they receive and the use they make of it. 

Mr. HALE. In whom is the title now? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I cannot answer the gen- 
tleman anything further aboutit. [Jaughter. ] 

Mr. HALE. If there is any gentleman on 
the committee who does know something about 
it I should like to receive some further explan- 
ations. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Years 
ago, as is well known, a volunteer association 


; of gentlemen got up a grant of land from one 


of the public reservations to build a monu- 
ment to Washington, and they collected money 
and monumental stones from the various States 
and benevolent associations and built the mon- 
ument so far as we now see it. The sudden 
burst of patriotism which started the matter 
went out and the monument came to a stand- 
still. It is now proposed to revivify the work, 
but thereis no organization that can carry iton. 
They have therefore asked that they may be 
organized under the laws of the United States, 
and made responsible to Congress, being re- 
quired to report to Congress, and they are 
asking Congress to aid them in building the 
monument. 

The ground on which they put their call 
for aid is that in 1799, the year of Washing- 
ton’s death, there was a resolution passed 
through Congress to build the monument for 
him, and fixing a very considerable sum of 
money—I forget now exactly how much. That 
money never has been appropriated; but the 
resolution stands now as it stood ever since 
the year of his death. 

Now, this association proposes to become 
incorporated, and become responsible to Con- 
gress; and then, when there are responsible 
hands into which to put the money, they pro- 
pose to ask Congress to appropriate money 
enough to finish the monument; and there 
will then be an organization by which it can be 
finished. That is the position of the matter. 

I would ask that for the information of the 
House the bill, as amended, be again reported. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
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engrossed and read a third time; 
engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL, ETC., APPROPRIATION ACT OF 1841. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2773) to amend 
section five of an act entitled ‘‘ An act making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year 1841,” 
approved March 3, 1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill was read. Tt provides that the pro- 
visions of the fifth section of the act entitled 
‘An act making appropriations. for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year 1841,” approved March 8,.1841, 
which established and limited the compensa- 
tion of collectors of customs, shall be amend- 
ed and shall be construed to apply to all sur- 
veyors of customs ports performing or having 
performed the duties of collector of customs, 
who shall be entitled to receive the same com- 
pensation as is allowed to collectors by the 
said act for like serviced, provided that the 
fees, commissions, and emoluments prescribed 
by law and collected by them shall amount to 
such maximum allowance, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope I may be allowed 
to enter a motion to commit this bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It seems to 
me that this is a matter of legislation which 
more appropriately belongs to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the gentleman 
will not press that motion when he comes to 
consider this is a question merely of construc- 
tion of existing law upon which the judiciary 
has already put a construction. The Treasury 
Department have hitherto construed the law, 
in the judgment of the tommittee, erroneously, 
and the report of the committee sustains ex- 
actly the conclusions of the committee. I ask 
that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows : 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referrod the momorial of R. LL Stephenson, sur- 
veyor of the port of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying an 
amendment declaratory of tho true construction of 
the fifth section of an act passed March 3, 1841, reg- 
ulating tbo compensation of surveyors of customs, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year 1841,” having considered the same, 
report: 

That the eighth section of an act passed March 3, 
1857, entitled “An act making appropriations for 
certain civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1858, (see 1] Statutos-at- Large, 
page 229,) provides that section five of the act of 
1841, “ which established and limited the compensa- 
tion of collectors of customs, shall be construed. to 
apply to surveyors performing or having performed 
the duties of collector of the customs, who shall be 
entitled to thesame compensation as is allowed to 
collectors for like services in the settlement of their 
accounts.” y 

This language, plainly, would seem to apply to all 
“ surveyors performing, or having performed, the 
duties of collector of the customs,” and to have the 
force of giving to them “tho same compensation 
for like services ” as is allowed to collectors, and 
which would seem to be manifestly just. 

The construction of this section, however, and 
the allowances made under it by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department have hitherto 
been limited as applicable only to the surveyors of 
the principal ports of Boston, New York, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Charleston, Savannah and New 
Orleans, under the ninth section of the customs act 
of 1822. 

Other surveyors, including those of the large inte- 
rior ports of Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, Chicago 
and Detroit, have been excluded from its benefits by 
reasonof this construction of the law. These are 
ports of extensive importation and commerce, where 
the duties and responsibilities of the customs oih- 
cers are equally laborious and important. They 
discharge the duties of surveyor, collector, and of 
Government depositary for their ports respectively. 
The attention of the committee has been called to 
the fact that in a litigation involving the construe- 
tion of this section, in the southern district of Ohio, 
in 1866, United States ve. McLean, surveyor, tho 


and. being 
the third 
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circuit court held that the surveyor of the port of 
Cincinnati, when performing the duties of collector 
of customs, was entitled, under the law, to the same 
compensation as provided for collectors. i 

It therefore seems equally important that the legal 
construction of the statute should be established for 
the guidance of the accounting oflicers of the Treas- 
ury as to do justice to the surveyors of the interior 
ports mentioned. They have heretofore, in some 
instances, been deprived of the maximum compen- 
sation to which they were by law entitled. The 
business of other ports, itis believed, is not sufi- 
cient to bring additional Officers within the purview 
of the section, so that its amendment and exten- 
sion will be confined to those ports mentioned or to 
others of the same class. 

To reform. therefore, this misconstruction of the 
law, to establish a uniform practice in the settle- 
ment of surveyor’s accounts, and to award just com- 
pensation to those officers, the committee report the 
fullowing bill, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I would be glad to know 
what effect this bill would have on the salaries 
of the surveyors of these ports. It is a ques- 
tion really of salaries, and I trust the gentle- 
man from Ohio will explain the provisions of 
the bill and the extent to which the salaries 
of these surveyors will be increased by the 
operations of the bill, and also whether the 
bill is retrospective as well as prospective in 
its operations. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I answer the gentleman 
that the bill is neither more nor less than the 
construction of a statute that is recited in the 
report, and which is the authority for paying 
surveyors of ports. The bill recites in the 
body of it the words of the statute itself, and 
the report notifies the House that the Treasury 
Department have construed this statute hith- 
erto to the exclusion of such ports as Cincin- 
nati and Chicago. ‘The bill simply provides 
that the statute shall be construed as it has 
already been construed by the circuit court. 
of the United States for the southern district 
of Ohio. In further answer to the gentleman 
I have this to say to him, that the bill has this 
further limitation in it, to wit: 


Provided, That tho fees, commissions, and emolu- 
ments prescribed by law and collected by them shall 
amount to such maximum allowance. 


Mr. HOLMAN. And how much is the 
maximum ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I cannot recollect the 
amount, but it is the precise amount intended 
by the statute and none other. Now the sur- 
veyor at the port of Cincinnati, as is well 
known to the Secretary of the Treasury, comes 
within the express provision of the law as an 
officer discharging the duties of collector, and 
he is entitled tothe pay under the judicial con- 


struction which bas been put upon the act by j 


the circuit court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the Secretary of the 
Treasury holds that the surveyor of a port is 
not under any circumstance entitled to the 
same pay as a collector. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I refer the gentleman to 
the language of the statute: 


“That the eighth section of an act passed March 
3, 1857, entitled © Au act making appropriations for 
certain civil_expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1858, (see 11 Statutes-at-Large, 
page 22).) provides that section five of the act of 
1841, which established and limited the compensa- 
tion of collectors of customs shall be construed to 
apply to surveyors.performing or having performed 
the duties of collector of the customs, who shall be 
entitled to the same compensation as is allowed to 
collectors for like services in the settlement of their 
accounts.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. It is very desirable that 
we should know what will be the effect upon 
the salaries of these surveyors. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amount is limited 
to five or six thousand dollars at the highest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible, from 
hearing the report read, to form an accurate 
judgment of the effect of this bill upon the 
salaries of this large body of officers. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It does 
not affect them at all, but only provides that 


when they are performing the duties of col- | 


lector they shali receive the salary and com- 


pensation of collector. 
Mr. HOLMAN. They perform the duties 
of collectors in all these ports. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir, 
unless the collector is absent. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That would depend upon 


“whether there was simply a surveyor in a port, 


or a surveyor and a collector. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Those 
two offices are never held by the same person. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course I do not oppose 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now call the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN K. WANNAY. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported, with a recommendation that 
the same do pass; House bill No. 714, for the 
relief of John K. Hannay. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. The preamble sets forth 
that John K. Hannay, of Chicago, Miinois, 
was the owner of the following described 
United States Government coupon bonds, 
commonly known as five-twenties: No. 40659 
of the first series of bonds of 1862, dated May 
1, 1862, for $100; also, Nos. 4133, 45792, and 
45793, (number of series unknown,) act of 
1862, for $100 each; also No. 22129, act of 
June 30, 1864, for $100; also Nos. 19798, 20280, 
and 20282, act of March 8, 1865, for $100, 
each coupon payable in May and November, 
which said bonds were destroyed by fire in the 
city of Chicago aforesaid, on the Mh of Octo- 
ber, 1871, The bill therefore authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to redeem all the 
above-described bonds which he can identify 
by the above description, and to issue to the 
said John K. Hannay for the remaining bonds 
which he cannot identily by the above descrip- 
tion, certificates of their dates, amounts, and 
numbers, which certificates shall be redeem- 
able by the Treasury, with interest, if the 
bond or bonds of the number they represent 
is missing from any one alphabetical letter or 
series, or does not appear at the Treasury for 
three months after the corresponding num- 
bered bonds of all the other outstanding alpha- 
betical letters or series of the same date and 
issue are redeemed, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there are two objec- 
tions to this bill. The first is that we have 
passed a general bill on this subject, and that 
bill is now before the Senate. That bill was 
very carefully considered first by the Committee 
of Claims of this House, and afterward by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I submit 
that if it is proper to pass any law on this sub- 
ject, it should be a general bill. I wish to 


i call the attention of thechairman of the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary [Mr. Bineuam] to the 
fact that a general bill came from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means a short time since. 
So important was it considered by the House 
that they declined to passit until it was printed 
and could be properly considered. My first 
objection, therefore, is that there is already 
pending a general bill on this subject. 

My second objection is that if there were 
no general bill, this bill shows upon its face 
that some of these bonds cannot be identi- 
fied, or do not adinitof description, It seems 
to me altogether impossible that duplicate 
bonds should be issued for bonds which it is 
impossible to identify. Those are the two 
objections I have to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill is reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary upon tes- 
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timony entirely satisfactory to them. I think 
it is sufficiently guarded. If the gentleman 
thinks he ean make it better, I have no objec- 
tion. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. These bonds cannot be 
described so as to be identified. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the attention of 
the gentleman to what this bill does provide: 


That the Secrotary of the Treasury be authorized 
to redeem al} the above-described bonds which he 
can identify by the nboyo description, und to issue 
to the said John K. Hannay for tho remaining 
bonds which he cannot identify by the above de- 
scription, certificates of their dates, amounts, and ` 
numbers, which certificates shall be redeemable by 
the Treasury with interest, if the bond or bonds of 
the number they reprosent is missing trom any one 
alphabetical letter or series, or does not Appear at 
tho Treasury for three months after the correspond- 
ing nuinbored bonds of all tho othor outstanding al- 
phabetical letters or series of tho samo date and 
issue aro redeemed, 

In the preamble, which is part of this bill, 
and which becomes part of it by relation, by 
reason of the very words incorporated in the 
text which I have just read, the bonds are 
described as follows: 


United States Government coupon bonds, com- 
monly known as five-twentics, described ay follows, 
to wit: No. 40659 of tho first series of bonds of 1862, 
dated May 1, 1862, for $100; also, Nos, 413%, 45792, 
and 40793, (number of series unknown) net of 1862, for 
$100 each; also, No, 22129. act of June 30, 1864, for 
$100: also, Nos, 19793, 20280, nnd 20282, act of Mareh 
3, 1865, for $10), cach coupon payablo in May and 
November, which said bonds were destroyed by fire 
in the city of Chicago aforesaid, on the 9th of Octo~ 
ber, 1871. 

Now, all I have to say is that if the gentle- 
man thinks the general bill will cover thig 
case—I have no recollection of such a bill~[ 
have no objection to allowing this maiter to 
lie over till to-morrow. But [ think the gen- 
tleman will find, when he refers to the proof 
before the committee, that there is not the 
Jeast doubt in the world that the party named 
in this bill was the rightful owner of the bonds 
deseribed in the preamble, and that they did 
perish in the fire at Chicago as preseribed in 
the preamble. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. That general bill 
certainly does cover just such cases. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. If it does, [ have no 
objection to withdrawing this bill. 

Mr. FINKELNBORG. It was intended 
to cover just such cases, Besides, sir, it does 
not appear from this bill that there is to be 
any bond to indemnify the Government in 
case any of these coupon bonds should ever 
turn up. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Such a bond is not neces- 
sary when you consider the words at the end 
of the bill. But tam willing the bill shall be 
passed over until to-morrow evening; and 
meanwhile I will look into the matter.” Prob- 
ably the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Hor- 
MAN] and the gentieman from Missouri [Mr 
FINKELNBURG] are right in their recollection 
of the provisions of the general bill, though 
I had forgotten such a bill had been passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 do withdraw it. 

REPEAL OF ‘TENURE-OF-OFFICE ACT. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back, with a recommendation that it 
pass, a bill which has already passed this House 
fourtimes. It is House biil No. 908, to repeal 
several acts relating to the tenure of civil 
offices. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act 
entitled “An act regulating the tenure of cer- 
tain civil offices,” passed March 2, 1867, and an 
act entitled “An act to amend an act regulating 
the tenure of certain civil offices,” approved 
April 5, 1869, be repealed; provided, that the 
repeal of said acts shall not affect the suspen- 
sion or designation of any civil officer hereto- 
fore made bythe President, except so far as to 
prevent the restoration to office or pay by vir- 
tue of such acts of any person suspended under 
their provisions. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish 
only to say that this bill, in substantially the 
same language, and I believe the identical 
words, hag passed the House three times cer- 
tainly, and 1 think four. 

Mr. HOLMAN. - Mr. Speaker, this seems 
to be a bill similar in characterto bills hereto- 
fore passed by the House, on motion, I believe, 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The bill 
has certainly been passed three times before 
by the House. 

»Mr. HOLMAN. ButI think the former bill 
was an unconditional repeal. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
it was in the same words as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now that the general 
impression exists in the country that execu- 
tive patronage should bein someform reduced 
rather than increased, there would seem to 
be some reason, if there be no constructional 
objection in the way, why this fragment of the 
original law should remain in force. I am 
aware that the House has heretofore favored 
the passage of this bill in this form; and I 
suppose it will again. And yel, after three 
efforts have been made on the part of the 
House to secure this repeal, it seems. to me well 
enough that we should let this matter rest 
until the Senaie thinks proper to inaugurate 
a measure for repeal. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I differ 
with the gentleman. I think itthe duty of the 
House of Representatives to do their part 
toward relieving themselves, and the Execu- 
tive, and the country from a law which, if not 
unconstitutional in its provisions, yet takes 
away a large portion of the proper power and 
responsibility of the Executive. The Senate 
have appeared unwilling to pass this bill be- 
cause it takes away a portion of their power. 
That I suppose is the reason why the Senate 
have not acted upon the subject. But I want 
the Representatives of the people to keep the 
question before the Senate at each session. 
No measure of this kind is now before the 
Senate. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not the bill still 
more clearly and fully relieve the Executive 
from all restraints in the disposition of exec- 
utive patronage; and, so far as it is constitu- 
tional to do so, is it not desirable that the 
executive patronage should be rather dimin- 
ished than increased? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The act 
which this bill proposes to repeal does not 
relieve the Executive of a single appointment 
in any form. ‘The passage of this bill will 
restore the Government in this respect’ to 
where it was from the time of Washington 
down to the time of Andrew Johnson, when 
we had to pass, or supposed we had to pass, 
laws to restrain him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman thinks 
that the legislation designed to restrain Mr. 
Johnson was properly enacted, however un- 
constitutional is may have been, but that it 
should now be repealed. , 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
it necessary to restrain a mad dog in any way 
you can; when you have him restrained, you 
can then come to a normal condition of things. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under such circumstances 
as existed in Mr. Johnson’s time the gentle- 
man has no objection to violating the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
not said that the act which we now propose to 
repeal is unconstitutional, but only that it is 
of doubtful constitutionality. I call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion wasagreed to. 


OFFICERS ACTING AS ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2774) to prevent certain officers of the United 
States. and Territories from practicing as attor- 
neys or solicitors in the courts of the United 
States in certain cases ; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that no clerk, assistant, or deputy 
clerk ofany territorial, district, or circuit court, 
or of the Court of Claims, or the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or marshal or dep- 
uty marshal of the United States, within the 
district for which he is appointed, shall act as 
solicitor, proctor, attorney, or counsel in any 
cause depending in either of said courts, or in 
any district for which he is acting as such 
officer. The second section provides that 
whoever shall violate any provision of this act 
shall be stricken from the roll of attorneys by 
the court upon complaint, upon which the 
respondent shall have due notice and be heard 
in his defense; and in the case of a marshal 
or deputy marshal so acting, he shall be 
recommended by the court for dismissal from 
office. 

The bill was ordered to be.engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW TRIALS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, from the 
same committee, also reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 630) in relation to new trials in 
the Court of Claims, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, so alters and 
amends the second section of the act of Con- 
gress approved June 25, 1868, entitled ‘An 
act to provide for appeals from the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes,’’ that here- 
after every motion for a new trial in any Case 
decided by the Cuurt of Claims shall be pre- 
sented to said court if in session, or to a 
judge thereof in vacation, together with the 
evidence and proofs upon which said motion 
is founded, within six months after the rendi- 
tion of judgment in said case by said Court 
of Claims, and not afterward. And if upon 
said evidence and proofs the said court or 
judge shall be of opinion that fraud, wrong, 
or injustice has been done in the premises, the 
said court or judge shall order said motion 
and proofs to be filed of record in the case, 
and a rule shall be granted to show cause why 
a new trial should not be granted. The said 
court or judge may at the same time, if 
deemed necessary and proper, grant an order 
staying the payment of the judgment until 
after the final determination of a new trial, or 
until further orders in the premises. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Provided, That in any case wherein the judg- 
ment in the Court of Claims_has been already ren- 
dered the above limitation of six months shall com- 
mence from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, from the 


|| same committee, also reported back a bill (H. 
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R. No. 681) to amend an act entitled “ An act 
regulating proceedings in criminal cases, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1866, 
with the recommendation that it pass. 

` The bill, which was read, provides that sec- 
tion two of the act entitled An act regulating 
proceedings in criminal cases, and‘ for other 
purposes,” be amended to read as follows: 
ital ‘ofense, the defendant: shall be ondiuled “ts 
twenty and the United States to five peremptory 
challonges. On the trial of any other felony tho 
defendant shall be entitled to ten and the United 
States to three peremptory challenges; and in all 
other cases, civil and criminal, each party shall be 
entitled to three peremptory challenges; and in all 
cases where there aro several defendants or sey- 
eral plaintiffs the parties on each side shall be 
deemed a single party for the purposes of all chal- 
lenges under this section. All challenges, whether 
to the array or panel, or to individual jurors, for 
cause or favor, shall be tried by the court without 
the aid of triers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Speaker, I’ do not 
know to what extent the bill changes the pres- 
ent law. In capital cases for treason the num- 
ber of challenges the defendant is to have is 
seven and the Government three, and in other 
cases, such as for murder, by this provision 
the Government is to have three challenges 
and the defendant ten. My recollection of 
what the Government is entitled to is different. 
I believe in most of the States of the Union 
the number of challenges the Government is 
entitled to is greater than is here provided. 
Can the gentleman from Massachusetts recall 
any instances where it is desirable that the 
Government shall, for the purpose of securing 
a fair trial, have such a number of challenges? 
There does not seem a very good reason why 
there should be any discrimination. Ido not 
press that, But there does seem a very good 
reason why the difference should not be so 

reat. I hope the gentleman will state what 
is the object of making the reduction. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We have 
not made a reduction. This is the state of the 
law: in treason there are allowed to the de- 
fendant twenty and to the Government five 
peremptory challenges. In other cases this 
bill allows the Government three peremptory 
challenges, and in trials for felony we give the 
defendant ten. We enlarge the right of chal- 
lenges of the Government because we have got 
so many other crimes besides treason in 
which the Government is interested. 

In the great right of trial by jury it was not 
originally provided that the Government should 
have any right of challenge. A man had a 
right to be tried by his peers. But it was 
found necessary to modify that in many of 
the States, and this is a much more liberal 
provision than exists in some of the States. 
The bill provides, further, that where either 
party has a peremptory challenge in civil 
cases, the Government shall have three, and 
the other side shall have three. If, as some- 
times happens, it should be the case of a dis- 
tiller, for instance, a distiller might get on 
the jury who wight be in the same position 
as the defendant. In civil cases in cities, 
where frequently we get a merchant on the 
jury, he may be as much interested as the 
man whose case is being tried, and itis neces- 
sary to get him off the jury. We therefore 
amend the law by entitling each party in such 
cases to three peremptory challenges. 

We have also provided, what is not now pro- 
vided for, who shall decide upon the chal- 
lenges for cause or favor. We provide that all 
challenges shall be decided by the court, and 
not by triers. In some circuits they are tried 
by the court, in other circuits by triers, We 
attempt to simplify all that. za 

We have given greater liberty to the citizen 
for challenge, so as to preserve all his rights. 
We have endeavored to preserve the rights of 
the Government, and atthe same time to pre- 
serve the great right of trial by jury intact, 
For one, if there is anything Í reverence I 
have been taught from my youth up to 
reverence this right of trial by jury. ‘There 
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have been faults in the system, but there 
is nothing else so faultless, for the purpose of 
securing justice, in the world. What we aim 
at here is to get a fair jury. And after discuss- 
ing the matter with the judges the committee 
have come to the conclusion to make the 
number of challenges as they are in the bill. 

We ‘give the defendant more because the 
defendant is sometimes oppressed by the whole 
power of the Government; sometimes he has 
the whole power ofthe Government down 
upon him. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I should like to ask the 
gentleman a question. I should like to hear 
hig opinion as to the matter of trial by mil- 
itary commissions which was so much iu vogue 
some years ago. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
always glad to answer any such questions 
which may be put to me. When there was a 
time of war, and the life of the nation was at 
stake, then I believe it was proper to have 
trials, by miNtary commissions, of spies, and 
of men who were acting the part of traitors. 
The first man in this country who everissued 
a commission for a military trial was George 
Washington, who instituted the military com- 
mission for the trial of one André. 

Mr. NIBLACK. We have had military 
commissions since the war closed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Not except 
as arising from a state of war. We had mili- 
tary commissions while the war existed, where 
they were required precisely as we are bound 
to have fire-engines where there is a fire, 

Mr. NIBLACK. Jf military commissions 
are so much more efficient for these extraor- 
dinary occasions, I would ask the gentleman 
why we should not use them on ordinary 
occasions in order to secure justice? 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
not use a twenty-four pounder to demolish a 
pig-sty. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. NIBLACK. If itcould be done more 
efficiently by the fire of a large gun than a 
small one why not? [Laughter.] The principle 
is the same. The question turns upon the 
efficiency of the tribunal. I would also ask 
the gentleman how it is that he can pay so 
high a tribute to the right of trial by jury, 
when he approves of its being suspended on 
great occasions? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ah! it 
is to be suspended when the country is in such 
an abnormal state that all the jurors may be 
confederates of the man to be tried. I call 
the previous question, as I do not want to dis- 
cuss military commissions now. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the same committee, reported back with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute the 
bill (S. No. 473) to further the administration 
of justice. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I willask 
that the substitute be read, and considered sec- 
tion by section for amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. GAR- 
FIELD, of Ohio, in the chair.) Ig there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. TI object to anything of 
the kind. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I did not understand 
precisely what the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts proposed when he suggested that the bill 
should be acted on section by section. If the 
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Speaker knows what that is, I withdraw my 
objection. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If there is 
no further objection, the bill will be acted on 
section by section. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I hope the Speaker 
will explain what he means by acting on a 
bill section by section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is that 
the section shall be read, and if no amend- 
ment is offered to it it shall be passed over 
and the next section read, and then when all 
the sections have been disposed of the bill 
itself ig to be acted on. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. GORHAM, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed a bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘* An act to amend an act approved May 
31, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights 
of citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses.’”? 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, 


The Clerk resumed and completed the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
was some misunderstanding among the mem- 
bers of the committee as to the seventh sec- 
tion of the bill; aud I will therefore move 
that it be stricken out for reasons which I will 
State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section 
will first be read. : 

The section was read, as follows: 


Src. 7. That in causes other than equity and ad- 


miralty in tho circuit and district courts of the 
United States, the plaintiff shall be entitled to sim- 
ilar remedies, by attachmentor other process against 
the property of the defendant, which aro provided 
for hy the laws of the State in which such court is 
held, applicable to the courts of such State; and 
tho party recovering judgmentin such causo shall 
bo entitled to similar remedies upon tho same, by 
execution or otherwise, to reach the property of the 
judgment debtor, as are now provided by the laws 
of tho State within which such district or circuit 
courts shall ho held in liko causes: Provided, Lhat 
similar preliminary affidavits or proofs, wad sim- 
ilar security as required by such laws, shall be first 
furnished by the party seeking such attachment or 
other remedy. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire to 
say that there is a dilference of opinion in the 
committee about this seventh section, in this: 
we all agree that it would be a good section, 
but we are a little doubtful whether being so 
good a provision, it will not load down the 
courts of the United States too much. Jt as- 
similates the whole proceedings in the circuit 
and district courts of the United States to the 
proceedings in the highest courts of the State, 
giving the writ of attachment and other pro- 
cess provided by State Jaws. It was supposed, 
however, that that would overload the Federal 
courts, and for that reason I desire that this 
section may be stricken from the bill. : 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It was agreed incom- 
mittee this morning, on my motion, that this 
section should be stricken out. 

Mr, BU FLER, of Massachusetts. I so be- 
lieve; inr must have got into the bill by a mis- 
prision of our Clerk. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. COMINGO. I move to amend the 
substitute by adding thereto the following 
section: 

That in all cases, either eivil or criminal, that 
may be tried in any of the circuit or district courts 
of the United States, the judgo theroof, when re- 
quested by the attorney or attorneys on either side, 
shall give writton instructions to the jury, embracing 
the law of the case, before the argument to the jury 
by the counsel in the cause. 

I have offered this at the request of gentle- 
men who have been practicing in the courts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We can- 
not accept that amendment.. In another bill 
passed by this House, and now before the 
Senate, it is required that the judge in any 
ease in the circuit.or district courts of the 
United States shall, at the request of either 
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party, certify any question of law that may be 
raised, so as to give the party his rights before 
the Supreme Court, or for further revision, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is confined, how- 
ever, to criminal cases of the grade of capi- 
tal or penitentiary offenses, This proposed 
amendment would extend it to civil cases. 

Mr. PETERS. Itis too lumbering a pro. 
vision, l 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to it myself. 

Mr. COMINGO. The object of this amend- 
ment is to enable attorneys to understand the 
court's view of the lawof the case before the gr- 
gumentismadeto the jury. It very frequently 
happens, I may remark, that members ofthe bar 
take one view of the law of the case and the court 
takes a very differout view in giving instruc- 
tions to the jury after the argument is made. 
In many courts it is the practice that the Jaw 
shall be declared to the jury before the argu- 
ment is made. That is the object of this 
amendment; nothing more. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Burien] a 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Much of this bill as read is 
not the original Senate bill as printed, and 
therefore I have understood it but imperfectly. 
As 1 understand the reading of the bill, where 
a man is only constructively summoned, exe- 
cution issues against him and his property is 
sold as though he was personally sammoned, 
and no time is given him afterward to open 
that judgment or revise it, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. He has 
the same right to appeal for two years that 
anybody else has. But this is only to enforce 
a civil jien against property, not against him 
at all; it only touches the property on which 
the lien ig found. Itis like a proceeding in 


rem. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is no personal 
judgment whatever entered in the case unless 
there is a personal service. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, No, sir. 
By the original text of the Senate bill there 
was a personal judgment; we have struck that 
out and left simply the lien on the property. I 
now call the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main qnestion ordered; and under the 
operation thervof the substitute as amended 
was agreed to; and the bill, as"amended, was 
ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reéonsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARSHALL O, ROBERTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] who objected to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Mar- 
shall O. Roberts, has- been good enough to 
say to me that he withdraws his objecuion, so 
that the bill may pass. IJ beg leave to repeat 
to the House that the bill proposes simply to 
repay to Mr. Roberts without interest his own 
money paid into the Treasury of the United 
States for and on account of property sold 
under an order of the United States for the 
non-payment of taxes and redeemed in pursu- 
ance of our own law. This money remains in 
the Treasury to the precise amount slated in 
the bill, and is so certified from the Treasury 
Department. The bill proposes to pay no in- 
terest. I should think that this man, after 
having been deprived of the use of his money 
thus long, ought now to have it back. We 
have always passed such bills without objec- 
tion. There is no mistake about the facts in 
this case. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] having withdrawn his objection, 
Í again report from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with a recommendation that it pass, 
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the bill (H. R. No. 1396) for the relief of 
Marshall O. Roberts. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Marshall O. 
Roberts, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $7,075, 
the same being money paid by Mr. Roberts 
into the Treasury for real estate purchased by 
him at a Government sale, the title of the real 
estate having failed. : 

- Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order that 
this bill makes an appropriation, and must 
receive its first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. The bill must go 
tothe Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. HALE] to consider that 
in every instance heretofore the House bas 

assed these bills when recommended by the 

Treasury Department. 

Mr. HALE. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUKL B. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, reported 
from the Committee on tbe Judiciary, with a 
recommendation thatit pass, abill (H. R. No. 
2775) for the relief of Samuel B. Eliott, late 
acting purser of the United States vessel-of- 
war the Flirt; which wasread a first and second 


time. 

The bill directs the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to allow to Samuel B. 
Elliott, late acting purser of the United States 
véssel-of-war the Flirt, in the adjustment of 
his accounts, the sum of $556 58, payable out 
of any money now or hereafter to be appro- 
priated for the payment of officers or seamen 
of the Navy, that beingthe amount due for his 
services as acting purser, after deducting the 
amount paid to him as midshipman in the 
Navy for the same period. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I can state 
in a moment what this billis. Itwas referred 
to us from the Committee on Naval affairs. 
It is cnly tocorrect a mistake of law. I do 
not think anybody will object to it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

_Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


* JOHN GRAHAM. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, with 
& recommendation that it pass, a bill (H. R, 
No. 2776) to provide for the adjudication of 
the claim of John Graham; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
claim of John Graham for the detention of his 
three steamships in the harbor of New York 
by order of the President, under provision of 
the neutrality act, be referred to the Court of 

laims, to award him just indemnity for such 
oss as he may necessarily have sustained 
thereby; provided it shall appear to said court 
there was no reasonable ground for the deten- 
tion of said vessels. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


I withdraw my point of order. 


passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


S. F. MARKS, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2777) for the relief of the sureties of $. 
F. Marks, former postmaster at New Orleans ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
sureties of S. F. Marks, formerly postmaster 
at New Orleans, Louisiana, be released from 
all claims on their bonds as such sureties ; pro- 
vided they shall respectively discharge their 
aliquot proportion of the principal, without 
interest, according to the number of sureties 
on said bond. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope it will not be at- 
tempted to pass this bill without giving the 
House some explanation of the reason for it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The case 
is this: Marks was before the war postmaster 
at New Orleans. He was a defaulter. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do not insist on any 
explanation, asI understand from friends here 
that it is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I raise objection to the 
passage of the bill without explanation. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman’s objection 
comes too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish an explanation of 
the bill, first, for the reason that it comes from 
a committeé which does not seem naturally to 
have jurisdiction over such subjects. 

Mr. PETERS. That is all right—it was 
referred to the committee, and they have acted 


on it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And in the next place 
committees of less pretension are expected to 
submit grounds for asking the passage of such 
an extraordinary bill. : 

Mr. PETERS. It is a just bill for relief 
which ought to be passed. It is to relieve a 
Greeley man. [Laughter.] a 

Mr. HOLMAN. That makes it the more 
imperative. We should have some explana- 
tion why this bill should pass. We ought not 
to allow this bill to pass in such improper 
haste and without fair consideration. We 
have not been in the habit of passing bills of 
this unusual character without knowing the 
exact facts in each case. There is no report 
from the committee accompanying the bill, 
and I trust we shall at least have some state- 
ment why such an extraordinary bill should 


ass. 
P Mr. HALE. I hope the gentleman will not 
insist when he remembers the fate of the ob- 
jection to the Marshall O. Roberts bill. Iam 
told it is outside of the domain of facts, and 
I trust the gentleman will let it go through. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it is outside of the 
domain of facts let us have the theory on 
which it is based. 


Mr. HALE Ido not object to that. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I can 
state this case in one monient. I have all 


the papers, which I propose to send to the 
Senate with the bill. The case is this: S. F. 
Marks was postmaster at New Orleans before 
the war. He was a defaulter. Some of his 
sureties have died and some are bankrupt. 
One or two have some means. One of them, 
Mr. Pike, was sued in 1862 on this bond, and 
he heard nothing more about it until some six 
months ago, when the suit was called up and 
he was mulcted in the whole amount of the 
bond. What we provide in the general bill 
does not touch this case, but after ten years 
nearly this bill provides that if he pays his 
share of that bond he shall be relieved. That 
is all there is of it. All the rest are dead or 
insolvent. We agree if he pays his aliquot 
proportion he shall be relieved. We do not 
think it will be fair to ask him to pay the 
interest during these long ten years, but that 
if he will pay his proportion as a solvent man 
he shall be relieved. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Leaving the others where 
they are? ; i 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
leaving the others where they are. 

Mr. SHELDON. The books of the post 
office in New Orleans were destroyed and lost 
during the war, and it is impossible to tell 
whether really there is any default or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this relief to be given on 
account of the extraordinary delay on the part 
of the Government? ; 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Without 
accounting for the extraordinary delay; I will 
say that Mr. Marks has died and his widow 
cannot find his papers. If the Government 
prosecuted it is more than probable they would 
not find any testimony, the war having inter- 
vened. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These laches on the. part 
of the Government certainly ought to be con- 
sidered. In that light this proceeding may be 
justifiable, but [ donot think it would be justi- 
fiable on any other ground. 

~Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That is 
the ground on which I putit. I call the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third ‘time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsiderthe voteby which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Prrers.] 


PENALTIES AGAINST CONGRESSMEN, ETC, 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1028) 
to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
members of Congress, heads of Departments, , 
and other officers of the Government,” ap- 
proved June 11, 1864. 

‘The bill was read. It extends the provisions 
of an act entitled ‘An actrelating to members 
of Congress, heads of Departments, and other 
officers of the Government,” approved June 
11, 1864, so as to apply in all respects to Dele- 
gates from the Territories and the District or 
Territory of Columbia. 

Mr. PETERS. I will explain in a word 
that this is a bill which extends the statute 
making it penal for a member of Congress to 
take a pecuniary consideration for services 
rendered at the Departments, so as to make it 
applicable to Delegates from Territories and 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So much confusion pre- 
vailed in the Hall when the bill was read that 
I must ask to have it again’ reported. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. AMBLER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, it was not agreed to. 2.2 | 

STENOGRAPILERS FOR CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. PETERS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. Nos, 2778) to provide 
stenographers for the cikeuit courts of the 
United States, which was read @ first and 
second time. : , 

The question was on orqering the bill to be 


engrossed and read a thir time. | 
The bill was read. It provides that at 


Yes, sir, 
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any term of the several circuit and district 


courts of the United States, the court shall | 
have the authority to appoint a stenographer | 


for such term, who shall be a sworn officer of 
the court, and whose duty it shall be, under 
the direction of the court, to take full notes of 
all oral testimony and other proceedings in 
the trial of causes during such term, and fur- 
nish for the use of the court a fair, legible, 
long-hand copy of so much of his notes as the 
presiding judge shall direct. 

In the second section the bill provides that 
the said stenographer shall receive compensa- 
tion to be allowed by the court, not exceeding 
eight dollars per diem while employed, and in 
addition thereto six cents a mile for actual 
necessary travel, and ten cents for every one 


hundred words of the long-hand copy of his | 


notes furnished for the use of the court, to be 
paid by the marshal on the certificate of the 
judge presiding, to be allowed in the settle- 
ment of said marshal’s accounts the same as 
payments to jurors. 

The third section provides that said stenog- 


rapher shall furnish to any party to such trial, | 


upon request, a copy of the evidence and other 
proceedings taken by him on such trial, or 
such part thereof as may be required, on pay- 
ment on behalf of such party of ten cents for 
every one hundred words of the copy so fur- 
nished. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
be again reported. 
The first. section of the bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desireto movean amend- 
ment to that section. 

Mr. PEERS. I did not yield the floor to 
the gentleman to move an amendment; but 
Lam willing to hear it read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that I have 
the floor. I will yield it again to the gentle- 
man from Maine (Mr. Perens] after I have 
offered my amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. Ihave not surrendered the 
floor. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hormax] merely rose to ask that a portion of 

_ the bill be read again and reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Perers] is recognized 
as having the floor. 

Mr. PETERS. 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by add- 
ing at the end of the first section the follow- 
ing words, “to be taxed against the losing 
party.’? I hope the House will not pass 
this bill without attaching this amendment 
to it. 

Mr. PETERS. 
that amendment. . 

The object of the bill is to allow a judge of 
a Federal court to employ a stenographer. 
Almost all the States of the Union already 
have statutes upon that subject, authorizing 
the employmentof stenographers in the courts, 
and those members who have had experience 
of the working of the system know that it 
saves a great deal of money to the treasuries 
of the States where it is in use. 
not occupy half the time in the examination 
of witnesses which they did previous to the 
employment of stenographers. It is of ines- 
timable importance to the parties that the tes- 
timony may be properly perpetuated, and no 
advantage can be taken by counsel of each 
other or of counsel by the court. I believe 
nearly twenty of the States have already stat- 
utes similar to the provisions of this bill. I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. BROOKS. Who is to pay the bills of 
the stenographers ? 

Mr. PETERS. They are to be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States, and money 
will be saved by doing it. 

Mr. BROOKS. And there will be a stenog- 
rapher to every United States court in the 
country. 

Mr. PETERS. Only where the judge deems 
it wise to employ one. 


I ask that the first section 


I will hear the gentleman’s 


I do not yield the floor for 


Counsel do | 


Mr. BROOKS. The judge will always deem 


wise. 

Mr. PETERS. We employ them in- the 
courts in every State in New England, in New 
York, in New Jersey, and in some of the 
western States, and the universal testimony is 
that itis a vast saving of money to the treasuries 
of the States. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where stenographers are 
employed in Indiana the cost is always taxed 
against the losing party. 

Mr. PETERS. That is utterly impracti- 
cable. 1 insist upon the previous question, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the House should not 
second the previons question, will it bein order 
to move to recommit the bill? 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman knows, of 
course, what will be the answer to that ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 

The question was put upon seconding the 
previous question; and there were—ayes 55, 
noes 82; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, Perers and 
Mr. Homan were appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I protest against this ont- 


it 


Tt will be in 


rage on my own constituegts, in compelling. 


the poor men I represent to pay the fees in 
such cases as these. 

The Honse divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 105, noes 17. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J now move to lay the bill 


j upon the table. 


The question was put; and there were—ayes 
18. noes 92; no quorum voting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
65, noes 68. 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Prrenrs and 
Mr. Hormax were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 44, nocs 43. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House 
(at ten o'clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BROOKS: The memorial of the 
New York Chamber of Commerce that the 
bill in relation to the tobacco bonded ware- 
houses be passed. 

Also, the petition of E. D. Morgan, Jobn T. 
Johnston, and others, to change the New 
York custom-house from Wall street to the 
Battery. 

By Mr. COBURN: Petitions of soldiers and 
sailors of Newburg, New York; of North 
Attleborough, Massachusetts; of Wrentham, 
Massachnsetts; of Cumberland, Maryland ; of 
Fabius, New York; of Penn Yan, New York; 
of Bellona, New York; of Dresden, New 
York; of Tremont, Pennsylvania; of Wolcott- 
ville, Connecticut, and of Chicago, Illinois, 
asking for the passage of a bill to provide 
industrial homes, &c., for the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Union 
Army. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Mrs. 
A. A. Slack, widow of the late Daniel Slack, 
of Batavia, Ohio. for certain relief. 

By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of 
E. Morris, James H. Fordyce, Peter A. Hight, 
and 17 others, discharged soldiers. citizens of 


T > banter 
Greene county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 


passage of a bill allowing $8 334 per month 
to every honorably discharged soldier. 

By Mr. WALDRON: ‘The petition of H. 
H. Baker, S. Fowler, and 70 others, citizens 
of Amboy, Michigan, asking that Congress 
preserve inviolate the guarantees of religious 
liberty now contained in the Constitution of 


May 14, 


the United States, and thatit resist, all amend- 
ments which would overthrow the complete 
separation of church and State on which it 
was established by its founders. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The 
petition of Hon. Millard Fillmore and 120 cit- 
izens of Buffalo, New York, for aid to the 
suffering poor of Persia. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, May 14, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. B. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 

TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed, as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(S. No. 881) to provide for the abatement or 
repayment of taxes on distilled spirits in bond 


‘destroyed by casualty, Mr. Smermay, Mr. 


Wricat, and Mr. BAYARD. 

` Mr. SHERMAN. I am informed that Sen- 
ator Bavar of Delaware will not be here for 
some days, so that some else should be sub- 
stituted in his place on the committee of con- 


ference. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Dela 
ware was compelled to leave to consult a 
physician about his eyes, and it is not prob: 
able he will be here for several days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
appoint his colleague { Mr. Sautssuny] in bis 
place. 

ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimons consent 
to bring upon the floor of the Senate ex Gov- 
ernor Hiland Hall, of Vermont, a very old 
gentleman, who was a long time a member of 
Congress and Governor of our State, a man 
of high position, who has not been here for 
many years. I should be glad to have the 
Senate permit him to come on the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont asks unanimous consent to introduce 
on the floor of the Senate ex-Governor Hall, 
of Vermont. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask unanimous consent 
that Mr. A. H. Rice, of Masgachusetis, who 
served so long as chairman of she Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, may be admitted on the floor of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection it will be so ordered; and it is so 
ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 2313) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the tide- water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine, was 
read twice by its title. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘That is a little matter, but 
yet important to the parties interested, and I 
hope the Senate will allow the bill to pass. It 
has received the consideration of the House 
committee, and passed that body unanimously. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has it been to a com: 
mittee here? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir, It is simply fora 
bridge across a little creek that is navigable 
only with boats. They are building a railroad 
there, and all the people of the vicinity ask 


for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no doubt it isa 
very proper thing, but I ask the Senator if he 
thinks it ig best to establish the practice of 
passing bills without a reference in that way? 
Is it not safer to refer all bills? If this is 
done in this case, some one else will ask fer 
it; the Senator will dislike to object, and I 
shall dislike to object. It seems to me it is 
very dangerous, particularly at this stage of 
the session. A bill comes in; some Senator 
asks to have it passed without a reference; it 
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+ įg unpleasant to object; and bills are passed 
:: jn that way without consideration. I think we 
< ought not to doit. Iam not going to make a 
positive objection to throw this bill over on 
the ground of an objection; but I appeal to 
~ the Senator from Maine, who I think agrees 
: with me in regard to the passage of bills in 
this way, whether he had better not let this 
bill go to a committee, 

» | Mr. HAMLIN. Let it goto the Committee 
¿son Commerce. That adds a little tape to it 
and does no good. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Commerce have this evening for the con- 
sideration of their reports. Will there be 
objection to their reporting this bill this even- 
ing? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not at all. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 

Commerce. 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2761) to remove political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth article 
of the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know whether 
there is any object in referring that, because 
the committee have reported repeatedly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, but I think there is as 
much occasion for it as in the other case. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it go, then. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No. I would not let it go. 
There is no necessity in this case, and there 
was not in the other. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The other was a new 


bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This is a new bill, and has 
different provisions in it from any bill which 
has come to us before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘Then let it be referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN.’ There is no earthly neces- 
sity for referring it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
if it is not referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly; there 
is no objection to the bill going on the Calen- 
dar, and it will be placed there without being 
referred. 


It goes on the Calendar 


DARIEN EXPEDITION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 8th instant, Commander 
Selfridge’s report and maps of the survey of 
the Isthmus of Darien; and a motion of Mr. 
Hamran to print the papers was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire also to make a 
motion to print an extra number of copies. 
The committee can judge much better than I 
can the proper number, and I will not there- 
fore fix any number. I move that a blank 
number of copies be printed, and let that 
motion also be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. : aT 

The motion was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WEST. I desire to give notice that on 


Thursday, after the expiration of the morning | 


hour, I shall ask the consideration of the Sen- 
ate to the bill making appropriations for the 
military service of the United States. —— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that Thursday has been assigned for 


reports of the Committees on Indian Affairs || 


and Public Lands, and the evening for the 
Post Office Committee. Friday has not been 
assigned, 

Mr. WEST. I made the remark more with 
a view of ascertaining the orders. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Friday has not 
been assigned. 


Mr. WEST. Then I give notice that on 
Friday I will call up the Army appropriation 
ill. 


SALE OF COAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. The coal bill is now, I 
believe, in condition to be passed; the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Taurman] has perfected some 
amendments in which I concur, and if after 
the morning hour the Senate will allow it to 
be voted upon, I shall be much obliged. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We can decide that 
after the morning business is over. Let us 
go through with the morning business. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois objects, and petitions are in 
order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COLE presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of California, asking 
for the establishment of a signal station at 
the city of Sacramento; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military A fairs. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the memorial of 
General George G. Meade, James Pollock, 
Henry C. Carey, George H. Stuart, and a num- 
ber of others, calling attentionto the National 
Homestead at Gettysburg for the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors of the United States, 
stating that it is now sheltering and educat- 
ing soldiers’ orphans who are natives of the 
States of New York, Connecticut, Vermont, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Florida, 
Tennessee, Ohio, and Michigan, and asking 
that an appropriation of $50,000 be made for 
perfecting the academical and industrial de- 
partments and enlarging the buildings of that 
Institution. I also present another memorial 


from a number of other citizens on the same 


subject. I move that both be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. NYE presented a petition of the chicfs 
and councilmen of the Shawnee tribe of In- 
dians, praying for the repeal of the fourteenth 
section of an act entitled ‘An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending J une 80, 1871, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 15, 
1870, and asking that all proper conveyances 
of lands from said Indians may be speedily 
approved and patents issued in the premises ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 


Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
555) regulating the distribution of prize-money, 


|| reported adversely thereon; and it was post- 


poned indefinitely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2565) 
to provide for the issue of bonds in leu of de- 
stroyed or defaced bonds of the United States, 
have instructed me to report it back with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute ; and 
as this covers a great number of bills now pend- 
ing of a private character I ask to have it read, 
and if any Senator objects to it I will not then 
urge its present consideration. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is an important 
bill. Is it printed? : ee 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir, it is printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think we ought to see 
that bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the Senator 
that this is abill of agencral character, reported 
from the Committee on Finance, modifying the 
House bill. It provides simply by general law 
the circumstances under which a person may 
get duplicate bonds in a clear case of the 
destruction of the original bonds. If the 
Senator objeets to it, I will not ask its consid- 


eration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [do not know that I 
shall object to it; but I think that is a very 
important bill, and it ought to be strictly 
guarded. If it can be so guarded as to protect 
the Treasury I certainly should favor the bill 


if we can safely pass it, as it will save some 
trouble in regard to special bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will allow 
me, I will state further that this same bill was 
passed by the Senate at the last Congress, but 
was not reached by the House. Since then 
the House have taken up the subject and 
passed this bill. This bill of the House was. 
sent to the Secretary. of the Treasury, very 
carefully examined, some modifications sug- 
gested by him, and adopted by the Commit- 
tee on Finance; so that the bill as it now 
stands is as carefully guarded as we can 
guard it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is this the precise bill 
we passed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is more stringent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to look 
at it before it is considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
objects. The bill will be printed and placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned cannon 
balls to certain organizations for monumental 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R., No. 2136) to auw 
thorize an appointment in the Inspector Gen- 
eral’s department, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Finance to report back 
the bill (S. No. 1086) to change the location 
of the Railroad National Bank of Lowell, 
Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. This is a brief bill, and I think 
there will be no objection to it. I ask that it 
be passed at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bili will be 
reported, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, ‘There is no special 
importance in that, and I want to try this 
morning, if I can, after the morning business 
is through, to get up the bill to establish a 
eourt in the Indian country and see if it can- 
not be passed. I think I must object to all 
bills until the morning business is through. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Calvin A. Laws, reported a bill (S. No. 1113) 
granting a pension to Calvin A. Laws; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 1107) for the relief of William Wilson 
Bowlly, collector of internal revenue for Ore- 
gon, reported it without amendment. : 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Sallie 
Gay, praying for the pay of her late husband, 
Ebenezer Gay, from the 3d June, 1869, to 
February 7, 1870, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
memorial of William Trevitt, of Ohio, pray- 
ing compensation for services as consul of the 
United States at Valparaiso, in tue republic 
of Chili, from September 380, 1859, to Febru- 
ary 19, 1860, when be was transferred to a 
different consulate, and that the amount paid 
for clerks at Valparaiso and Callao may be 
refunded to him, and that he be allowed for 
extra office rent, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1114 
to repeal section. fourteen of an act entitle 
“An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
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ending June 30, 1871, and for other purposes ;”’ 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. NYE. I move the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That bill ought not to 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. Its 
title does not disclose whatit is; butit relates 
to Indian matters, and the Committee on the 
Judiciary does not have charge of those mat- 
ters. 

Mr. NYE. Iam told that the only question 
in the bill is a question of the legal construc- 
tion of existing laws. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary is not organized for the purpose of 
investigating legal questions unless they relate 
to judicial matters. ‘The Committee on Indian 
Affairs disposes of those matters, but we are 
not familiar with them. The bill ought not to 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary, becanse 
the Judiciary Committee is not familiar with 
these Indian transactions, and it is a great 
deal of labor to examine into the treaties and 
rights of the Indians by a committee that is 
not familiar with those matters. The Indian 
Committee will understand all about it at 
once. [ think it ought to go to that com- 
mittee, 

Mr. NYE. I was requested to move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to amend the motion and 
refer it to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
instead of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NYE. Iwill state the reason why it 
ought not to go there. As I understand, the 
honorable Senator from Iowa, the chairman 
of the committee, reported a bill on this sub- 
ject the other day, and this bill is diamet- 
rically opposed to the conclusion to which they 
have come, and the person interested in itand 
who requested me to introduce it stated that 
as a reason, and wanted it referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That statement is con- 
clusive as to where it ought to go. It seems 
the subject has been under the consideration 
of the Committce on Indian Affairs, and they 
have reported upon it, but somebody is not 
satisfied with their report aud now wants to 
refer the same subject to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. NYE. The Senator does not under- 
stand me, and I do not propose to be put in 
that light. I do not understand that this bill 
presents a new question, but a simple question 
of law. Iwill move that the bill le on the 
table for the present. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada now moves that the bill be laid 
upon the table. 

The inotion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1115) to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
increasing temporarily the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes ;’’ which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLAIR snbmitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (I. 
R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and 


for otber purposes; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 
COURT IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 628, which is a bill to establish a 
court in the Indian country. 

The motion was agreed to; andthe Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 628) authorizing 


| 


terms of the United States district court to 
be held at Fort Gibson, Indian territory. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I presume it is not 
necessary to read the original bill, The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have reported an 
amendment as a substitute. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the committee, which was to strike out all of 
the bill after the enacting clause and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 


That there shall bo held by tho judge of tho district 
court of tho United States for the western district of 
Arkansas two terms of said court in cach year, on 
the first Mondaysof April and October, at Fort Qib- 
son, in the Indian territory; and that such public 
buildings at said place as the judge of snid court 
shall designate bo, and arc hereby, set apart for the 
use of said court; and terms of the circuit and dis- 
triet court shall continue to be held at Fort Smith, 
as now provided by law, 

Sro. 2. That all male persons over twenty-one 
years of age residing in said district shall be com- 
petent to serve as jurorsin said court held in said 
territory: Provided, That the judge may, in his dis- 
cretion, strike from tho jury list or exclude from the 
panel any person deemod by him unfit to serve, eithor 
on account of bad character or for other cause, 


Sxe. 3. That hereafter the counties of Benton, | 


Boone, Carroll, Pepe, Newton, Washington, Madi- 
son, Johnson, Franklin, Crawford, Sebastian, Sarbe, 
Scott, Polk, Pike, Sevier, and Little River, in the 
State of Arkansas, and the Indian territory west of 
said State, shall be deemed and bo the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas, and the residuo of said State shall 
bo deemed and be the eastern district of Arkansas; 
and the judge of the eastern district shall hold the 
terms of the United States district court now required 
by law to be held at thecity of lelena, in said State. 


Mr. HARLAN. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair, may not this amendment be treated as 
the original bill for the purposes of amend- 
ment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would prob- 
ably be better, and that is sometimes done, so 
that the Senate may not be fettered in offer- 
ing amendments to amendments. ‘The Chair 
will state that if this amendment be agreed to 
as an amendment the power to amend it will 
then be restricted, because having been agreed 
to, no part of it can be stricken out until the 
bill is reported to the Senate. It will be 
treated as the original bill if the committee 
have no objection, so that it will be subject to 
amendment and amendments to amendments. 

Mi, TRUMBULL. T have no objection 
at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
regarded. and is open to amendment and 
amendments to amendments. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire at the proper 
time to offer an amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Suppose the Senator 
presents his amendment now. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I offer the following 
amendment, to be inserted as section four: 


Sec. 4. That the circuit court for the castern and 
western districts of Ar sas shal} hereafter be held 
at Little Rock, in said State, at the times now fixed 
by law for holding the circuit court in said eastern 
district of Arkansas. Said circuit court shall bo 
called the circuit court in and for the castern and 
western distriets of Arkansas, and shall be composed 
of the justice of the Supreme Court assigned to said 
circuit, the circuit judge for the circuit of which 
Arkansas forms a part, and the two judges of the 
eastern and western districts of Arkansas, but may 
be held by any two or more of said judges in tho ab- 
sence of the remainder. Said justice of theSupreme 
Court, or, in his absence, the circuit judge, and in 
tue absence of both the oldest in commission of said 
two district judges; shall be the presiding judgo of 
said circuit court:.and in case of any division of 
opinion among the judges of said circuit court, the 
opinion of the presiding judge shal! prevail and be 
the judgment of the said circuit court; bat on any 
appeal to said circuit court from one of the said dis- 
trict courts, the judge of the district court from 
which such appeal was tuken shall not sit in said 
circuit court on the trial or decision of the case so 
carried by appeal to said circuit court. Whe clerk 
of the circuit court for the eastern district of Arkan- 
sas shall be and remain the clerk of thecireuit court 
as modified by this act. The district attorney and 
marsbal for the present castern district of Arkansas 
shall act as such district attorney and marshal in 
said circuit court; but the process of said, circuit 
court may be directed to the marshal of either of 
said eastern or western districts of Arkansas, and 
shall be executed only by the marshal to whom it is 
directed, or by his duly appointed deputy in his 
district: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall affect or alter the jurisdiction of the said dis- 
trict court as now established by law over the Indian 
country, and crimes committed therein. 


The object of this amendment, as shown on | 
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its face, is to establish the circuit courts at 
Little Rock. Little Rock is not only the geo- 
graphical and commercial center of the State, 
but it is the center of communication. Under 
the present law the circuit court for the east- 
ern district is held at Little Rock, and the 
judge of the western district, I believe, has 
circuit court powers. The court for the west- 
ern district is held at Fort Smith, which is a 
point rather inaccessible, and the cireuit judge 
would not probably be able to visit that point. 
The object of this amendment is to have the 
circuit court held at Little Rock, where the 
circuit judge can preside and participate. If 
this is not done, in case of appeal from the 
judge of the western district it would be taken 
up before himself. I will state in connection 
with this matter that the leading members of 
the bar of Arkansas have memorialized Con- 
gress for this amendment, and I hope it will 
be adopted. 

Mr. RICE. Iwish to say a word on this 
amendment. The amendment is not very 
material to the present condition of affairs, 
the western district having circuit court juris- 
diction, and it has been so for nineteen years 
I believe. I have never heard a word of com- 
plaint from anybody living within the western 
district. If anybody has complained at all, it 
is the bar of Little Rock who want to consolid- 
ate all the business there. Fort Smith, where 
the court is now held, is central for the west- 
ern portion of the State, and has communica- 
tion with that section more than Little Rock 
has; and as there is no complaint from the 
western district in regard to the cireuit court 
powers given to the district judge of that dis- 
trict, I see no reason in the world for making 
achange. There is no change demanded in 
the district. 

Mr. NYE. 
ment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
TRONY in the chair.) It is. 

Mr. NYE. Then I move Senate bill No. 
653 as an amendment to the amendment pro- 

osed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator offer it as a substitute or as addi- 
tional sections? 

Mr. NYE. I do not care which. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It would be a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. NYE. Very well; I offer it as a sub- 
stitute. 

The bill that I offer as a substitute for the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas is a bill which reorganizes that, 
entire territory where these difficulties have 
occurred. The peculiar circumstances of that 
country and the startling announcements that 
have recently come from there have induced 
me to offer this amendment to this bill with a 
view of presenting the wkole subject for the 
consideration of the Senate. In my opinion 
the remedy proposed by the bill introduced 
by the honorable Senator from Illinois is 
entirely inadequate to what the circumstances 
surrounding those tribes demand, I know 
that we have got in the habit of justifying 
Indian massacres and Indian murders, and it 
awakes no sympathy at allin the hearts of 
many to read in the morning papers of the 
massacre of our public officials iu a manner 
most abhorrent and cruel. 

But, sir, the surrounding circumstances at 
the present moment demand at the hands of 
the Congress of the United States mere potent 
and more direct legislation. ‘The substitute is 
a bill for the reorganization of that Indian ter- 
ritory, and to organize it under the name of 
Oklahoma. In presenting it I ask the candid 
judgment of the Senate and their attention for 
a few minutes. 

Circumstancesexist which render action upon 
this measure at once important and desirable. 
it is well known that this Indian territory hes 
right across the pathway of commerce between 
the East and the West. It was set apart and 


Is an amendment to the amend- 
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esignated asthe home of the Indian away back 
nthe daysof Andrew Jackson and the younger 
dams. The treaty, I think, was commenced 
nder Adams and concluded by General Jack- 

n as President of the United States. At that 
ime the eye of the most imaginative of states- 
én did not reach forward to the time when 
he white settlements would intrude or obtrude 
pon that, at that time, distant spot. But, sir, 
in the mighty, rapid progress that-has come 
pon us we find ourselves now confronting 
hat territory with three great lines of railroad, 
nd the Indians stand there as a stubborn 
bstacle to the progress of the age. 

Mr. President, I have too often spoken on 
his subject in this Chamber to have it under- 
tood for a single moment that I have anything 
ut the kindest feeling for the Indians. If 
‘there has been anything in. our history cal- 
ulated to impress me as having been wrong. 
t has been our conduct sometimes toward 
he Indian tribes. But, sir, the rule of action 
f the American people is that whether white 
an or black own property that lies in the 
‘pathway of the good of the whole, he must 
iget out of the way. They treat your property 
n the same way, being a natural-born Ameri- 
an citizen, that they do the property of the 
Indian. 

“Coupled with this necessity there is at the 
present moment, as I consider, a mistaken no- 
ion in regard to whatis humane, andin regard 
‘to what is our duty in the present emergency. 
"At the time of the making of this treaty there 
ere almost fourteen hundred miles of un- 
broken forest between the Atlantic coast and 
“that great garden of the West where the hon- 
“orable Senator who reports this bill resides. 

‘That has disappeared, and with its disappear- 
ance has come a flood-tide of progress and of 
mprovement which makes it to-day but the 
tip of a few hours to reach that beautiful city 
of the West, Chicago. Improvements have 
leaped over that mighty prairie and over the 
‘Mountains until they have now reached the 
‘home of these tribes of Indians. I am told 


shadowed by a bill introduced by the honor- 

< able chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs—is that this large territory, about three 
hundred miles across, should be kept for the 
home of the Indians irrespective of the neces- 
sities of the hour and the progress of improve- 
ment. 

Sir, is that best in any humanitarian view in 
‘which it can be considered? I hold that civil- 
ization and Christianization can only be brought 
about and find a lodgment and a home with 
tribes not so well informed as our own people, 
by mingling with and coming in contact with 
them. Sir, the world can never be Christian- 

_ ized by a single missionary. Away off in dig- 
tant China the experiment has been tried, and 
your coffers and mine have been taxed to sup- 
port a distant missionary among the crowded 
millions of far-off China. What has been the 
result? Never until that heathenism and 
paganism have been reached by the tide of our 
commerce and by the intermingling of our 

` people has civilization or Christianization ever 
obtained, or will it ever be able to maintain a 
footing among the pagan millions. 

Sir, there are sixty thousand, in the whole, 
‘of these half-civilized tribes; I think that is 
a liberal estimate ; and they occupy a space 
of country prolific in its character, abundant 
in its productions, most desirable in its locality 
of any portion of the United States. Improve- 
ments have ran up against it. 

„This bill proposes to be exceedingly liberal 
with the Indians. Itgives to each Indian, old 
and young, male and female, one hundred and 
sixty acres of land in fee, to be made alienable 
or inalienable as Congress shall prescribe. 
My own notion is that it should be made 
inalienable for a few years until they learn the 
advantages of a home of quiet to a roaming, 
dissatisfied existence. Therefore, you see there 
18 no idea of taking what this treaty meant to 


“that the policy of the nation—indeed it, is- 


` Kansas they see it in its perfection. 


give to these Indians, a permanent and abid- 
ing home, but to transform it from the home 
of the roaming savage to the quiet home of 
civilized and Christianized life. What a met- 
amorphosis will it work! We are told by some 
that in order to do that you must keep them 
in a state of isolation and not allow them to 
mingle with refined, cultivated society. J 
regard that proposition as entirely objection- 
able, because it is not true. Take twenty 
thousand men to-day in the State of Massachu- 
setts—and I turn to that State because she is 
notably one of the most cultivated States of 
the Union—put them into the condition of the 
Cherokees where there is no property in sev- 
eralty, no motive or incentive to ambition to 
accumulate, where the earth is so prolific that 
it yields, uncultivated, their support almost, 
and knowing that what they lack will be made 
up by a generous Government by donation; let 
them change places with the Cherokees, and 
you will see the inhabitants of Massachusetts 
dwindle to the condition of the Cherokees, and 
the Cherokees will rise to the standard of Mas- 
sachusetts enlightenment. 

Sir, the problem is not doubtful. The the- 
ory, in my judgment, is not sound that isola- 
tion ever civilized or Christianized a human 
being. Teach religion by precept! The world 
tried that experiment in vain unaccompanied 
by the more potent Teacher, the example of 
the Teacher himself. 

Therefore, Mr. President, in behalf of the 
Indian, in behalf of what is due in a humani- 
tarian sense from Congress to these distracted 
tribes, we should mingle them with enlighten- 
ment, we should mingle them with Christian 
society, we should plant school-houses where 
now they roam without object, and rear 
churches where now the temple is unknown. 
Our duty to these fifty or sixty thousand 
people of these half civilized tribes is a most 
important duty, and it is time that it was met 
in a spirit of frankness on the part of the Con- 
gress of this nation. I hold the theory to be 
entirely untenable that by massing wildness 
together tameness will be the result. T hold 
the doctrine to be entirely untenable that if 
you would make the savage like the cuali- 
vated citizen you must keep him a savage in 
order to bring him up to that standard. No, 


sir, let him mingle in this flood-tide of pro-. 


gress; let him mingle with civilized and 
Christianized people; let him see their ex- 
ample, and learning therefrom, he will soon 
begin to court, love, and Jearn civilization as 
the last and best boon of his existence. 

Sir, the whole experiment of erowding In- 
dians on to reservations I stand here to-day to 
pronounce a failure. It has cost us more 
blood and more treasure than any other ex- 
periment that has ever been tried. Look at 
your annual Indian appropriations; and while 
we are told by committees and told by com- 
missioners that the Indians are all the time 
improving, yet there ig not a mail comes to 
our hands but bears within its pages rumors of 
terrible massacre. How is that to be pre- 
vented? It is by letting civilization step along, 
knowing no boundaries but the boundaries of 
the ocean—and that is not a boundary now— 
knowing no boundary, but stepping along in 
its pride and glory to the achievement of the 
redemption of the whole race of mankind. 

Therefore, sir, were I an Indian, were I a 
Cherokee or a Choctaw, I would beg of Con- 
gress to adopt this rule that plants civilization 
within our borders never again to be uprooted. 
Sir, were I the wildest Indian of the plains, I 
would ask that I might be brought into con- 
tact with the civilized man. Now, passing 
over their boundary into the State of Missouri, 
they bebold there civilization, Christianiza- 
tion, cultivation, and when they step into 
The day 
is not far distant when looking beyond their 
western boundary they will see the fair fields 
of civilization right up to them. Then why 
keep this dark spot unenlightened? Why keep 


them longer in a position that they do not 
deserve? It is, I assert, upon a false theory 
of humanity. It is humane, it is noble, it is 
elevating to see a man taken from the depths 
and degradation of savage life, casting aside 
the wampum and the blanket and assumin 
the habiliments of civilization. Do that, ane 
you will see where now is ruin and murder 
and destruction living temples as proofs of 
civilization. 

Mr. President, the evil that we complain of 
cannot be cured by any additional spread 
of that spirit which has kept this territory 
isolated. Why, sir, look to the last murder 
of three, four, or five of your Government 
officials; what purpose had it, in the very 
temple of justice itself? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are you sure it was 
murder? s 

Mr. NYE. It was killing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They may be quite dif- 
ferent things. 

Mr. NYE. I confess that there is a dis- 
tinction between killing and murder ; bat the 
man is just as dead when killed as though he 
was murdered. Let my friend from Vermont 
cipher on that a little. These men were killed 
in the very temple of justice itself, and under 
the jurisdiction of the very circuit that the 
honorable Senator from Illinois seeks to en- 
large. Sir, has it come to this, that before the 
majesty of the law, and in a temple reared 
for its administration, the public officers of 
this nation are to be cat down worse than 
savages ‘and not excite our special wonder?” 
ls there no sympathy left for men who take 
the errand of their Government dnd are bid 
to go to these distant places? Is there no 
sympathy rising in the human heart for them ? 
There seems to be none, They had invaded, 
we are told, a territory set apart for Indians; 
but they had invaded the very territory over 
which the United States exercised control. 
Under their own vine and fig tree they were 
cut down. 

To me, Mr. President, this shows that some- 
thing adequate to the exigencies of the time 
should be done. It is a demand over which 
we can no longer slumber with impunity. 
It is a question whether the means shall there 
be placed to tuke man away from the rav- 
ages of the assassin’s blade and cover him 
with the shield of the law in the temple of 
justice itself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Nevada will please suspend. The morn- 
ing hour has expired and the bill amend- 
atory of the enforcement act is before the 
Senate, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
TRUMBULL, ] upon which the Senator from Indi- 
ana {Mr. Morron] was entitled to the floor 
yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know how 
long the Senator from Nevada designs speak- 
ing, but unless his remarks should be some- 
what protracted, I hope, by unanimous con- 
sent, we shall let the other matter pass by. 
I wish to make a statement which will not 
occupy more than five or tea minutes. 

Mr. NYE. ‘This bill will take the rest of 
the day; several want to speak. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I had hoped the Sen- 
ator would withdraw his amendment when he 
saw what this purpose and object of the bill 
reported by the committee was—not extend: 
ing a new jurisdiction. The Senator from 
Nevada, perhaps, has not examined the bill. 
I hope that by unanimous consent the Senator 
may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. NYE. I understand the bill to be to 
establish a new court there. Fae 8s 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; it isin this district 


now. 

Mr. NYE. But you propose to pnt the 
court in the Indian territory. I propose to 
show that it is not needed at all while the offi- 
cers of the court are cut down in their court- 
house. . 
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Nr. TRUMBULL. The Senator is entirely 
mistaken. It was not a United States court 
that was being held at all. It was an Indian 
court that he was talking about. 

Mr. NYE. What will the Senator’s court 
be but an Indian court? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the un- 
finished business on the table for the purpose 
of finishing this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves that the bill amendatory 
of the enforeement act be laid on the table, 
for the purpose of continuing the considera- 
tion of the court. bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
from Indiana in his seat. 
be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana has just stepped out. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a matter that 
ought to be acted upon. 

The motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 19, 
noes 26. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. I ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up and dispose of the 
report of the couference committee on the 
deticiency bill. Many Senators have been 
importuuing me to bring it up and have it 
disposed of. J think no one will feel like 
objecting to it. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope we sball proceed 
with this bill. I think it is very bad economy 
to lay one bill aside and take up another. I 
think we can dispose of this bill ina short 
time. and then take up the report alluded to 
and finish it. 

CANAL NEAR DULUTH. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Solicitor General and 
acting Attorney General, communicating, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
April 23, 1872, information in relation 10 pro- 
ceedings which have been taken in the judicial 
courts to restrain the digging of a canal across 
Minnesota Point, near Duluth, inthe State of 
Minnesota; which, on motion of Mr. CARPEN: 
TER, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requected: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2763) to provide a build- 
ing suited to the use of the custom-house, 
post office, the pension and revenue officers, 
and the judicial officers of the Uuited States 
in the city of Memphis, ‘Tennessee ; 

A bill (I. R. No. 1982) to provide for hold- 
ing a circuit court of the United States in and 
for the western district of Missouri ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2764) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a marine hospital 
at San Francisco; 

A biil (H. R. No. 2762) providing for a lfe- 
size marble statute of the late Senator Edward 
Dickinson Baker; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2765) granting a pension 
to Julia Cosgrove ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2766) granting a pension 
to Mary Whalen: 

A bill (H, R. No. 2767) granting a pension 
to Ardella D. Warfield and Lindsley N. War- 
field; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2768) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Dodd; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2770) granting a pension 
to Mary li. Shelton. 

‘The message also announced thatthe House 
had passed the bill (S. No. 845) to authorize 
the construction of certain bridges across the 
Mississippi river, and to establish the same as 
post roads, with an amendment; in which con- 
currence was requested. 


I do not see the Senator 
I hope that will not 


The message also announced that the House 
bad passed a resolution for the printing of 
extra copies of the preliminary report of the 
commissioner of the United States to the in- 
ternational penitentiary congress of London. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. LOGAN. Senate bill No. 845 has just 
been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives, with an amendment providing that the 
bridge shall be commenced within eighteen 
months. I hope the Senate will allow it to be 
concurred in now. 

Mr: CORBETT. I think that is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois asks unanimous consent that the 
Chair be allowed to submit the House amend- 
ment to the bill in regard to the construction 
of a bridge at Quincy. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri objects. The Chair, therefore, 
under the rule, will submit it at the opening 
of to-morrow’s session. 

Mr. LOGAN subsequently said: I believe 
the Senator from Missouri has consented to 
withdraw his objection to the consideration of 
the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Quincy bridge bill, and T hope it 
will be acted upon now. 

Mr. BLAIR. My attention has been called 
to the amendment, and it is not what I sup- 
posed it to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider it at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 845) to 
authorize the construction of certain bridges 
across the Mississippi river, and to establish 
the same as post roads, which was to add at 
the end of the last section the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That tho construction of the bridgo 


mentioned in tbis section shall be commenced with- 
incigh cen months from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled 
“ An act to amend an act approved May 81, 
1870, entitled ‘ An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other 
purposes,” the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. TRUMBULL. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope this amendment 
will be voted down, = If it is adopted, theeffect 
will probably be to defeat this bill, upon 
which we have been engaged some two or 
three days, and which I think itis very im- 
portant to pass. We have had enough votes 
of the Senate, and the experiment has been 
tried often enough for us to understand per- 
fectly well that if this amnesty amendment is 
passed and adopted the civil rights bili will 
be put upon it, and then the friends of am- 
nesty willagain vote against the whole bill, as 
they have done repeatedly. As I am anxious 
to secure the passage of this bill, which we 
have been engaged upon for two or three days, { 
hope it will not be loaded down in sucha way 
as past experience sbows will kill it. I there- 
fore hope that the friends of this bill in regard 
to elections will vote down this amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. The Sen- 
ate has never been full when we have taken a 
vote upon amnesty. The votes have been ties 
frequently, There are several members pres- 
eut who were not present before, and if those 
in favor of amnesty will stand by it we can put 
amnesty On and carry it, and cau keep what is 
called civil rights, or in other words the social 
equality bill, off. - 

Mr. MORTON. Iwill not discuss the ques- 
tion of social equality. Ihave heard the Senator 
from Illinois argne time and time again that a 


bill which required only a majority vote could 
not be putas an amendment upon a two-thirds 
bill. Now the Senator seeks to put upon a 
bill that requires only a majority vote as an` 
amendment a bill that requires a two thirds 
vote. The effect of it will in all probability be 
to kill this bill. I ask now that we shall pro- 
ceed and pass this bill in its present form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be very easy, I“ 
can tell my friend from Indiana, to get out of 
the difficulty that is suggested about embarrass- 
ing the two meusures by having them together, 
because I have no doubt it is the intention 4 
of the Senator from Illinois, or some other ., 
Senator, the moment this amendment is agreed __,, 
to, to move to strike out the first part of the ; 
bill, and then we shall have amnesty alone, 
and that he thinks everybody will go for. He , 
has not shown such a very strong admiration ` 
for this election bill during the discussion we , 
have had upon it as to lead me to suppose 
that he is desiring to strengthen it by this 
movement of amnesty. So that I should ad- y 
vise any Senator who really believes in the | 
election bill and wants to have it become a law, |; 
however much he may be in favor of amnesty, |, 
to keep the two measures separate, when we ., 
can take care of them béth. Ido not want to ` 
go into a discussion of the matter of amnesty “ 
until I see that it ig put in committee, when | 
I may have something to say. j 

Mr, ROBERTSON. Mr. President-——~ < ć * 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tie Chair will | 
state that the pending amendment is now the “ 
amendment to the amendment offered by the * 
Senator from Ilinois yesterday afternoon, ` 
striking out the second exception, which was * 
moved by him forthe purpose of enab ing him 
to speak again on the amuesty proposition, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope the Seuator 
from Hlinois wiil not persist in this amend- 3 
ment, To be consistent L shail bave to vote " 
agaiust it, 1 have been the consistent friend * 
of amnesty for over three years; but to attach 4 
it toa bill which requires only a majority to. 
pass would jeopardize both measures. [voted | 
against attaching civil rights to the amnesty 8 
bill for the simple reason that I did uot think | 
the amendment germane to the bill. For the # 
same reason I propose to vote against this # 
amnesty amendment to this bill, as much as I 1 
am in favor of amnesty. Lhope thatthe friends i 
of amnesty will not vote to attach it to this 8 
measure, it not being germane to the bill. 8 

Mr. SAWYER. I rise for the purpose of « 
asking a question which 1 would like to have + 
some Senator who is versed in parliamentary i 
Jaw and other law answer. Suppose that the % 
amnesty bill is attached to the bill uow pending + 
as an amendment, and that it passes both i 
Houses of Congress and goes to the President, & 
and the President sees fit to veto it; I want to è 
know if the amnesty part of the proposition i 
will not nevertheless be the law? ê 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isay no, for one. a 

Mr. SAWYER. It is not necessary at all « 
for the President to sign a bill granting relief $ 
from disabilities; that part of itis not neces- 4 
sary to goto him; but the amnesty bill is put j 
upon this bill ; it passes; it goes to the Presi- i 
dent; he chooses in consideration of some- y 
thing in some part of the bill to veto it; I 4 
want to know if the relief of disabilities is not, > 
under the terms of the fourteenth amendment, 4 
still effected ? j 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator assumes the : 
very thing which is denied. He assumes that ;, 
it is not necessary that the amnesty bill should $ 
go to the President. X 

Mr. SAWYER. Iassume, what has been y 
asserted here a dozen times, that the propo- ; 
sition for the relief of disabilities need not go 
to the President for his signature. j 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In reply to the Sen 4 
ator from South Carolina, I will say thatit is, 
my opinion tbat it would be effective. I do; 
not think a bill removing political disabilities . 
need go to the President at all. I thought , 
it was very improper, as the Senator from ; 
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“Indiana says, to unite a two-thirds bill with 


a majority bill, and I gave that as one of the 
reasons for my course previously; but unfor- 
tunately a majority of the Senate did not agree 
with me, and they decided that it was proper to 
vat together, and the Senator from Indiana has 
Pelped to put together, legislative bills and bills 
removing disabilities. Now, when he returns 
upon me and says that this is inconsistent with 
my action, I have only to say tbat I am con- 
forming to the regulations of the Senate. The 
Senate has decided that these bills may go 
together. Of course I have to conform in 
pusiness to the rules adopted by the Senate. 
Twas of a different opinion; but the Senate 
decided that a two-thirds bill and a regular 
legislative bill could go together. Having so 
decided, of course I conform to the decision 
and vote in accordance with it. 

Tam sorry that my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ropertson] has abandoned amnesty 


' on the present occasion and has appealed to 


the friends of amnesty to go against it. The 
friends of amnesty will vote for it everywhere ; 
and if the Senator from South Carolina, who 
has so often been for amnesty, now comes in 
and appeals to his friends to vote against 
amnesty, I do not know when he will get it. 
We must vote for it under all circumstances 
till we get it. If he is disposed to unite with 
those who want to kill amnesty, thatis for him 
todo; but the effect of his vote isto destroy 
amnesty. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, when an 
amnesty bill was before us early in the session, 
and a motion was made to attach what is 
known as the supplementary civil rights bill 
to it, those who voted against coupling those 
two bills were charged with being hostile to 
the civil rights bill. It is well known to every 
man who knows’ anything about it, that such 
was not the fact. It is perfectly well known 
to any Senator who knows anything about it 
that Senators who voted against attaching the 
civil rights bill to the so-called amnesty bill 
on that occasion were the real friends of the 
civil rights bill; and the Senator from IIli- 
nois at that time took that ground. He knew, 
or he believed at that time that the civil rights 


bill was offered to the amnesty bill for a | 


double purpose, one of which, and not by any 
means the least important, was to kill the 
amnesty bill 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did. f 

Mr.SAWYER. And now the Senator from 
Illinois repeats the tactics which were adopted 
by the advocates at that time of attaching the 
civil rights bill to the amnesty bill. He desires 
to kill the bill which 

Mr. SUMNER rose. 

Mr. SAWYER. One moment. He desires 
to kill the bill which is before the Senate to- 
day, and therefore he seeks to put upon ita 
proposition which requires two thirds of the 
Senate to pass. 

Mr.SUMNER. Does the Senator mean to 
say that I moved the civil rights bill in order 
to kill the amnesty bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. I say the effect of that 
motion was well understood to be to kill the 
amnesty bill. ; 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator’s allegation 
was different; it was broader. He said it 
was moved to kill the civil rights bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I said it was offered for a 
double purpose. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, sir, I am ready to 
move the civil rights bill at any time I can 
get an opportunity. 
_ Mr. SAWYER. ; 
it on this bill, I will vote for it, because 1t can 
pass here by a majority vote. Ido not think 
the Senator meant to kill the amnesty bill; 
ls purpose was different. MAS 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator said it was 
moved to kill: tbe amnesty. bill, Now, I 
moved the civil rights bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I donot mean that. I do 


If the Senator will move |; 


H 


five minutes have expired, 


not mean that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts moved it with that purpose; but it was 
put on with that purpose, and the Senator is 
aware of it as well as Iam. 

Mr. SUMN ER. The Senator is not aware 
of it. There may have been certain Senators 
who voted with that intent, but I am happy to 
believe, and until Senators rise and correct me 
I shall hope to linger in the illusion, that Sen- 
ators voted honestly for civil rights ; that they 
believe that tbere are civil rights which are yet 
denied to the colored race, and that they are 
willing to seize the first opportunity to. vote 
for them. That is my illusion at least. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is not an illusion. I 
share the illusion with him, if it be one, that 
there are rights whick ought to be secured by 
the adoption of the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and I shall vote for it at all 
times when I can help it by voting for it, in 
my opinion, The attachment of it to any 
proposition which requires a two-thirds vote 
does not help it; it has not helped it in the 
past, and will not help it in the future, but will, 
on the contrary, imperil its passage through 
the two Houses of Congress at this session. 
Our experience justifies me in making that 
declaration. The Senator cannot have had 
his eyes open unless he has come to that con- 
clusion. And now I repeat, the Senator from 
Illinois pursues—I question not his motives— 
a policy leading to the same end. He par- 
sues a policy which is calculated, whether so 
intended or not, to defeat the pending measure 
and not to help amnesty. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I said yesterday, in 
reply to that very question from the Senator 
from Vermont, that if amnesty was put on this 
bill I should vote for both together. 

Mr. SAWYER. But the Senator was well 
aware that there were enough votes in this 
Chamber outside of his own to kill it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should hope not. I 
should bope the friends of amnesty would 
stand by it; but it seems Iam mistaken. The 
Senator from South Carolina is only for am- 
nesty at some other Lime. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator cannot throw 
the responsibility for his action upon other 
people. The Senator knows very well that an 
amnesty bill cannot pass coupled with this 
bill, whatever views he may himself entertain, 
however he himself may vote. He cannot 
mislead or deceive the country on that issue. 
There is not an intelligent man in the country 
who does not know that amnesty and this bill 
cannot pass and become a law together. It is 
all (however intended) a palpable sham to 
every man of common sense. 

Now, Mr. President, I am for amnesty. I 
believe it important to the interests of this 
country that the disabilities under which a 
large portion of our people labor shall be 
removed. I am for the civil rights bill. I 
believe that the colored man should have the 
same right to the privileges which belong to 
citizens of the United States as the white man. 
J will go as far as the farthest in securing those 
rights to the colored man; but I am not to be 
induced to vote to couple together measures, 
one of which can be passed by a mere majority 
and the other of which requires a two-thirds 
vote, by the threat of being held up to the 


|| country as opposed to amnesty and opposed 


to civil rights. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator's 
and a little bit over, 
as the Chair did not desire to interrupt him in 
the middle of a sentence. 

Mr, STEWART. I donotcare about speak- 
ing on this question of amnesty, for I have 
already spoken sufficiently on the question ; 


i pat I desire to remark that I appreciate the 


force of the consideration presented by the 
Senator from South Carolina, that we cannot 
secure amnesty by putting it on this bill. I 
deprecated the putting of the two bills to- 
gether the other day. I thought the effect 


of it was certain to defeat amnesty, and :to 
defeat the other bill; that they could not pass 
together. That, I believe, we ail now recog- 
nize. Now, if we put amnesty on this bill, 
we simply defeat amnesty and defeat this bill. 
However other Senators may pursue that course 
with regard to putting the civil rights bill on 
the amnesty bill, I shall not follow that exam- 
ple. [believe it is a bad one. I do not care 
how large the majority was; I do not believe 
that is the way to legislate; and notwithstand- 
ing I have been overruled, I still remain of 
the same opinion, that it is notin order to unite 
propositions requiring a two-thirds vote and 
propositions requiring a majority vote. Jt is 
certainly not orderly. It is not founded on 
any principle, and I shall not follow any such 
example. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I listened to the some- 
what warm remarks of the Senator from South 
Carolina just now. I should like to ask that 
Senator, who bas so much to say about sham 
friendship for amnesty, how he voted on the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to put the civil rights bill on the amnesty bill? 

Mr. SAWYER, When? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask how the Senator 
voted when the civil rights bill of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts was fastened on the 
amnesty bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. On what occasion? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Recently. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was out cf the Senate, 
and was paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Buatr,] and I did not vote to 
couple amnesty with civil rights or civil rights 
with amnesty. 

Mr. CASSERLY. J will ask the Senator 
if he knows how his vote was disposed of on 
that subject? ; 

Mr. SAWYER. I made a personal explan- 
ation on the morning of my reiuro, stating 
that the Senator from Missouri misundersiood 
me as to my position on that point. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator state 
what his position was ? 

Mr, SAWYER, My position was this, if 
the Senator will allow me: I was in favor of 
substituting for the amnesty bill pending the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and dispose of it alone. ` When the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts subsequently moved, 
that motion having been defeated, to attach 
his bill as an amendment to the amnesty bill, 
as an addition to it, thus requiring action upon 
both together, I was against that measure, aud 
so expressed myself in the Senate. I have 
been consistent in that throughout. I have 
not given a vote which tended to do that. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I simply asked a ques- 
tion. 1 do not want all this taken out of my 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California has two minutes remaining. 
{[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator confesses 
that he favored and had he been here would 
have voted for a movement which he knew, 
which everybody knew, whatever the motive 
of it was, was a flank movement to destroy 
amnesty for this session. 

Mr. SAWYER. Not at all. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Very well, sir. I was 
here; the Senator was not. I think it was 
pretty well understood on both sides of the 
Chamber that the effect of it was precisely 


that. . 

Mr. THURMAN. “Myr. President, I shall 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, and I wish to say one word in ex- 
planation. I made the question of order that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from ` 
Massachusetis, called the civil rights bill, to 
the amnesty bill was not in order. The Chair 
—then occupied by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Axtnoxy]—decided against my 
point of order. I appealed to the Senate. Ít 
was argued. The Senate sustained the de- 
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cision of the Chair, and decided that it was in 
order. With great respect for the majority 
who made that decision, I entertain precisely 
the same opinion now that I did then, that 
that amendment was not in order; but that 
does not settle the question at all whether the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ili- 
nois is in order. The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to the amnesty bill, 
as I maintain, was out of order because, 
although I admit that the general rule of parlia- 
mentary law which prevailsin the Senate does 
not require that an amendment shall be ger- 
mane to the bill, but, on the contrary, you 
may move the most incongruous proposition 
for the very purpose of defeating the bill, yet 
I maintain that the Constitution itself, the 
highest law, makes the case of an amnesty bill 
sui generis, and requires that all amendments 
to it shall be germane to that subject. That 
was my proposition. The majority of the 
Senate thought differently. 

But suppose I were right in that proposi- 
tion ; the only effect of it would be that when 
anamnesty billis before the Senate you can- 
not attach to it any proposition that is not 
germane to that subject, you cannot attach to 
it any proposition of ordinary legislation. But 
it by no means follows that when a bill of 
ordinary legislation is before the Senate you 
may not attach to it any other measure what- 
soever, for the Constitution does not come in 
there to make that bill of ordinary legislation 
sui generis. That stands on the general par- 
liamentary law of the Senate which admits 
the most incongruousamendments to be made 
even for the very purpose of defeating the 
pending bill. It is therefore perfectly com- 
petent, in my judgment, to move the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from IHinois, and 
I shall vote for it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Ohio, for information, 
if the amnesty bill is put on this election bill, 
will it not then require a two-thirds vote to 
pass the bill? 

Mr. THURMAN, Jt will. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then the friends 
of the election law can bardly be expected, I 
take it, to vote for the amnesty bill. 

Mr. RICE. Iam for the bill that is before 
the Senate, and I am for amnesty. I have 
had snflicient experience in putting together 
two bills, both of which I'am for, not to 
attempt the same experimentagain. Iwas for 
civil rights and I was for amnesty, and I voted 
every time to put them together, and the result 
has been to kill both. l do not propose to 
repeat that. experiment here and kill both bills 
that I am for. I prefer rather to take one that 
I can get. and trust to time to get the other. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I donot feel the embar- 
rassment which seems to affect so many mem- 
bers here who find it necessary to apologize 
for voting against what is misnamed the 
amnesty bill. I am in favor, for the reasons 
that were so well stated by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] when the bill was 
before the Senate pricr to the holidays, of 
restoring to their forefeited rights some few 
persons who are still laboring under disabili- 
ties. and who, under any other Government, 
would have been severely punished, and many 
of whom, under our own laws, ifthe laws had 
been executed, would have been capitally 
punished. 1 do not believe, as some Senators 
seem to believe, that the principal object for 
which we are assembled is to pass what is 
called an amnesty bill. Ido not believe that 
restoring unrepentant rebels to their forfeited 
rights is the whole object for which we are 
assembled. the chief end of man, and the glory 
of God. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KELLOGG. I am in favor of am- 
nesty, and as it is quite fashionable to say 
something in explanation of votes, I pro- 
pose to say only that I prefer the bill that 
has come from the House, and I intend to 


move it upon the judiciary bill which the Sen- 
ator from Illinois proposes to take up imme- 
diately after this bill is disposed of. ‘This is a 
very important bill; it has been discussed for 
a good while, and I want to see it passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment, offered 
by the Senator from IHinois, to strike out the 
second exception from the amnesty bill. The 
Chair supposed that the Senator moved that 
amendment pro forma yesterday in order to 
enable him to speak. 

Mr: TRUMBULL. Let a vote be taken 
upon it. Iam in favor of striking it out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the country will be 
under obligations to the Senator from Ilinois 
for exposing these professed friends of am- 
nesty who have always contrived to defeat it 
while professing to be for it, and who are now 
prepared to vote it down absolutely when it is 
proposed as an amendment, following their 
own example in proposing other amendments 
to the amnesty bili itself when it was before 
the Senate. I rejoice very much that the 
Senator from Illinois has proposed his amend- 
ment, and I shall vote for it. E not only re- 
joice that he has proposed it, but that he has 
been the means of exposing the ‘professed 
friends of amnesty in this Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask my friend 
from Missouri, if we should vote for amnesty, 
and the friends of amnesty should put this 
amendment on the election bill, would he then 
vote for the election bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I shonld do so without any 
sort of hesitation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is frank. Now, I 
will state in a word why, in my judgment, this 
amendment ought not to be thrust in upon 
this bill. That the amnesty bill will pass there 
is no doubt. Several votes of the Senate have 
shown that there is a large majority honestly 
in favor of amnesty. Senators are not doing 
justice to themselves an4 their associates when 
they impute any doubtful motive. There is 
no doubt that there is also a determination in 
the Senate that the civil rights bill shall be 
voted upon by the Senate, and by the House, 
if possible, accordtng to the rules of parlia- 
mentary law; and [am justinthat predicament 
myself. I am ready at any time to vote for 
amnesty, for liberal and generous amnesty; 
but at the same time I will exercise my parlia- 
mentary power to induce the passage of that 
other bill connected with it, that kind of twin 
sister that ought to go with it, the civil rights 
bill. I think in doing that we are doing what 
we are perfectly justified in doing, what we 
are justified by parliamentary law in doing. 

My opinion is strengthened by a vote taken 
yesterday in the House of Representatives, 
and to that we have a right to allude; a vote 
of 113 to 77 upon suspending the rules to take 
up the bill in regard to civil rights, indicating 
that a very large majority of the House were 
desirous of passing that bill, “Under those 
circumstances I think we have a parliament- 
ary right, anditis our duty, to send them the bill 
in such a form thatthe majority may act upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the votes in the other House are not 
by parliamentary law to be referred to to in- 
fluence the action of this House in any way. 
The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, to strikeout the second exception 
from the amnesty bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
recurs to agree tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois,[ Mr. TRUMBULL, ] asamended 
by adding the second section of the House 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding the following as addi- 
tional sections: 


Suc. —. That no citizen of the United States shall, 
by reason of race, color, or previous condition of 


servitude, be excepted or excluded from tho full and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or. privilege furnished by innkeepers; a 
common carriers, whether on land or water: by’ 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or: 
other places of public amusement; by trustees, com: 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, and other offic ‘ 
cers of common schools and public institutions of 
learning, thesame being supported py moneys derived 
from general taxation or authorized by law; also of.: 
cemetery associations and benevolent associations 
supported or authorized in the same way: Provide 
That private schools, cometerics, and institutions o 
learning established exclusively for white or colored 


| persons, and maintained respectively by voluntary 


contributions, shall remain according to the terms 
of the original establishment, 

Sec. —, That any person violating any of the pro- 
visions of the foregoing section, or aiding in their 
violation, or inciting thereto, shall, tor every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the per- 
son aggrieved thereby, to bo recovered in an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall also, for every 
such offense, be deomed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less 
than $500 nor more than $1,000, or shall be imprisoned 
not Joss thra thirty days nor more than one year: 
Provided, Thatthe party aggrieved shall not recover 
more than one penalty; and when the offense is a 
refusal of burial, the penalty may be recovered by 
the heirs at law of the person whose body has been 
rofused burial. 

Src. —. That thesame jurisdiction and powers are 
hereby conferred and the same duties enjoined upon 
the courts and officers of the United States in the 
execution of this act as are conferred and enjoined 
upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act to 
protect all persons in the United States in their 
civil rights, and to furnish the means of their vindi- 
cation,” passed April 9, 1866, and these sections are 
hereby made n partof this act; and any of the afore- 
said officers failing to institute and prosecute such 
proceedings herein required shall, for every such 
offonse, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the per- 
son aggrioved thereby, to be recovered by an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall on conviction 
thereof be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be 
fined notloss than $1,000 nor more than $5,000. 

Src. —. That no citizon possessing all other qual- 
ifications which nro or may be preseribed by Jaw 
sball be disqualified for service as jurorin any court, 
national or State, by reason of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude; and any officer or other 
porson charged with any duty in tho selection or 
summoning of jurors who shall exclude or fail to 
summon any ¢citizon for the reason above named 
shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and be fined not less than $1,000 nor 
more than $5,000. 

Sse. — That every discrimination against any cit- 
izen on account of color by tho use of the word 
“white,” or any other term in any law, statute, 
ordinance, or regulation, is hereby repealed and 


j annulled. 


Perhaps I may be a little premature in offer- 
ing thisamendment. [wish to offer this amend- 
ment to the enforcement bill, and not as an 
amendment to the amnesty amendment. 

. The VICK PRESIDENT. . The amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois is not yet dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I withdraw this 
for the moment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to my friend that 
the civil rights bill should be moved after action 
on the amnesty amendment, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Sonth Carolina was about stating that. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I gave notice yester- 
day that when the vote was finally taken on 
the amnesty bill, I should be ready to move 
the civil rights bill, Ido not wish to attach 
it to the amnesty bill, requiring a two-thirds 
vote, if I can attach it to a mere majority bill. 
I thought the amnesty amendment had been 
voted down. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
disposed of. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Ilinois that in 
accordance with the agreement 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to make a 
motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has a right to move to amend further. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend the 
present amendment by adding to it the amend- 


Tt is not yet 
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-ment just offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

C0 The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to amend the pending 
“amendment by adding the so-called civil 
< rights sections moved by the Senator from 
< South Carolina. 

c0 Mr. TRUMBULL. It is known that Iam 
opposed to this social equality bill, but I want 
“to see now who is for it. I want to see 
* whether the Senate is for it, or whether Sen- 
ators are simply using it to defeat amnesty, 
> This will give us a direct vote on it. Let us 
see now those in favor of this social equality 
pill. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Before taking my seat; I wish to say that in 
moving the amendment, I do it for the very 
purpose of seeing who is disposed to vote for 
guch a proposition by itself, where we can get 
a distinet vote upon it. I shall vote against 
it, I have merely offered it for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. And, Mr. President, I too 
shall vote against it—-— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I amvery glad to hear it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Because I will not vote for 
a proposition which I know is made with evil 
intent. That is the point. I am in favor of 
civil rights, and I am not going. to see them 
sacrificed. ‘Therefore, sir, I shall vote against 
this proposition now; but when the Senator’s 
motion for amnesty is voted down, then [ am 
ready to move the civil rights bill, and I will 
ask all who really are in earnest for civil rights 
to record their names in its favor. I am for 
what is practical. The proposition of the Sen- 
ator is not practical ; it is to sacrifice the bill, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Well, Mr. President, it 
is the very thing the Senator has done time and 
again. He has moved it as an amendment to 
the amnesty bill time and again for the purpose 
of defeating amnesty. Now let him vote against 
it end admit what his object was. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. When [ first made the 
motion my object was to get this amendment 
on to the enforcement bill which would become 
a law by a mere majority vote; but I moved it 
as an amendment to the amnesty bill. There- 
fore I do not wish to be misunderstood in my 
‘action. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was not surprised at 
the objections of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the motion of the Senator from Ili- 
nois. The Senator from Illinois moves the 
civil rights bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis upon this bill. This bill is a majority 
bill; and being a majority bill the two meas- 
ures may pass by the same vote; but more 
than that, it is not the amnesty bill. Hence 
the objection of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. That Senator can correct me if I am 
wrong ;. but I have watched his course with all 
the attention and interest due to him as a 
‘prominent and distinguished member of this 

ody, and my recollection is that not once 

id the Senator from Massachusetts, in the 
course of the long struggle, protracted over 
weeks and months, move his civil rights billon 
any bill but the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Of course I have not. I 

ave had no opportunity. 

Mr, CASSERLY. © Of course!” 

Mr. SUMNER. I have had no opportunity. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ob! 

Mr. SUMNER. And I do not move it now 
on the amnesty motion. I wait for the action 
of the Senate on that. Ifthe amnesty motion 
should prevail, my friend from California may 

e sure he will have an opportunity of voting 
on the civil rights bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly! 

Mr.SUMNER. I shall moveit, and when 
the amnesty motion is out of the way I shall 
give him also an opportunity of voting upon it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Therefore, sir, he puts 
death upon amnesty; he puts upon amnesty 
& Measure that he knows in this body will 

€stroy it. That is all I have to say, sir. 


| , The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on amending the so-called amnesty propo- 
sition by adding the so-called civil rights 
proposition. [Laughter.] The question is 
on that amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [I call for the yeas and 
nays to show who will vote for this civil rights 

ill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I understand the 
amendment is offered by the Senator from 
Ilinois. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis —. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I shall vote against 
this amendment to add the civil rights bill so 
called upon the amnesty bill so called, [laugh- 
ter,] and then I shall vote against both of 
them and vote for passing the bill before the 
Senate just as itis, without these amendments. 
If it has come to this that, when a Senator 
gets his face Set that a particular measure 
shall pass, he will move it upon every bill 
of ordinary legislation having no connection 
with the subject whatever, then it bas come to 
this, that not another bill can pass here. The 

-next bill reported by the Judiciary Committee, 
which the Senator from Ilinois offers, for eg- 
tablishing a court, for changing the terms of a 
court, or anything else, will have to encounter 
all these contested measures, and the whole 
session may be wasted without passing another 
ill, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I am a 
friend of the civil rights bill, as I have shown 
by a good many votes; but when the civil 
rights bill is offered by one of its enemies, not 
for the purpose of securing its success, but for 
the purpose of securing its defeat along with 
the defeat of the measure we have been en- 
gaged upon for several days, I shail vote 
against that as an amendment to the amnesty 
amendment, and I hope the bill will be passed 
without having anything of the kind attached 
to it. Itis an important bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 6, nays 50; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Caldwell, Clayton, Edmunds, Har- 
lan, Pomeroy, and Sprague—6. 

NAYS—Mesers, Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Boreman, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of Wost Virginia, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Kelly. Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, 


Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, ‘Trumbull, Wilson, and 


Windom—50. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Chandler. Conkhng, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Howe, Lewis, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Spen- 
cer, Stewart, Vickers, West, and Wright—18. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, which is to add the amnesty proposi- 
tion as generally known in the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. ALCORN. I protest against placing 
the proposition to grant amnesty to the 
southern people on the back of any other bill. 
I do so for the reason on which I should pro- 
test against the introduction of the Lord’s 
Prayer into the Constitution of the United 
States—in deference to the fitness of things. 
The fitness is outraged in the case before us 
to the extent of dealing out in a spirit of bar- 
gain and sale the nation’s sovereign grace. 
And amnesty should, I submit, be in the pro- 
priety of things free in fact and in form, so as 
to maintain the condition under which alone 
it constitutes a stroke of statesmanship—the 
condition of an appeal of gracious generosity 
to a responsive gratitude. Up to the present 
time reconstruction has gone on the basis of 
a bargain—it was so with the thirteenth, the 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to the 


Constitution. Amnesty should, ifextended, be |) vitude, be excepte! 
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granted to the southern people in the form of 
an appeal, which will not have been made in vain 
by a free gift, a royal largess of the nation. In 
behalf of the people I represent I propose to 
receive it in no other form. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Del- 
aware [ Mr. Bayarp] has gone homesick. He 
is paired with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
CHANDLER. ] 3 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 83; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Cass 7 $ 
Davis of West Virginia, gate Clayton, Conor, 
Goldthwaite, IIamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Joh Norwood, Ransom, 


ohnston, Kelly, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 


Thurman, Tipton, and Traumbull—22, 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron. Carpenter, Cole, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rico, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Sumner, West, Wilson, Windom 
ASRA Messrs. Anth 

SN T—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow 
Caldwell, Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Nye, Patterson, Spencer, Stowart, 
and Vickers—19, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now send to the Chair 
an amendment which I desire to come in at 
the end of the bill. It is known as the civil 
rights bill. Itis the same that has been read 
just now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the last final 
amendment as perfected the other day? 

Mr. SUMNER. Substantially. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The amendment was 
just now read when offered on my motion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Itwillnot be read 
unless some one calls for the reading. 

Mr. SAWYER. This seems to me to be the 
first real opportunity we have ever had to pass 
the civil rights bill, and I hope we shall avail 
ourselves of it, and attach it to this bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Heretofore the friends 
of amnesty and civil rights have come in cop- 
flict with each other as to passing those two 
measures. Now, sir, we are to have a fair 
and square vote on the amendment as offered 
by myself this morning, and we shall see who 
are the friends of equal rights. . I proposed it 
in order that we might determine the ques- 
tion by a majority vote. The friends of equal 
civil rights should support this amendment 
now, put it here, and not put it upon a meas- 
ure that requires a two-thirds vote to become 
a law, and thereby jeopardize it. I wish 
simply to express the hope that we shall have 
a fair, square vote, and that equal rights will 
be established, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to add the sec- 
tions known in the Senate as the civil rights 
proposition. 

r. SUMNER called forthe yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I move to strike out in 
the first section all after the word ‘ amuse- 
ment’? in the ninth line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia moves to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts by 
striking out the words which will be read by 
the Secretary. 

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to strike 
out the following words: 


By trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
teachers, and other officers of common schools and 
public institutions of learning, the same being sup- 
ported by moneys derived from general taxation or 
authorized by law; also of cemetery associations and 
benevolent associations supported or authorized in 
the same way: Provided, That privateschools, cem- 
eteries, and institutions of learning established eg- 
clusively for white or colored persons, and main- 
tained respeetively by voluntary contributions, shall 
remain according to the terms of the original estab- 
lishment. 

So that the section will read: 


That no citizen of the United States anelh by fed 
, color, or previous condition = 
iade pe axoep dor excluded from the full and 
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= 


equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege furnished by innkeepers; by 
common carriers, whether on land or water; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of public amasement. Y 


Mr. BOREMAN. I have but a word or 
two to say in regard to the motion I have 
made, That portion of the section which I 
have proposed to strike out includes institu- 
tions of learning and cemeteries and benev- 
olent institutions, I have no objection to in- 
corporating in this bill a provision authorizing 
all persons to have equal rights in what are 
actually public institutions; but here it is 

roposed to require that all laws in the several 
Braten providing for common schools and sep- 
grating the races shall be nullified; that all 
shall be allowed to associate together in the 
same schools. My sense of right, if I may be 
allowed to use that word in this connection, 
my sense of propriety, will not allow me to 
support the proposition. It seemsto me that the 
opinion of the members of this body represent- 
ing the southern States, who are as friendly to 
the colored race as any of the professed phi- 
lanthropists of this body or anywhere else in 
this country, should have some weight on a 
question of this sort. We have been told by 
almost every Senator from a southern State 
(whose professions have been not merely words 
but have been actions; who have borne the 
burden and heat of the day in order that the 
colored people in the South might be put upon 
an equality with the white race of this country) 
that this tequirement will be of great practical 
disadvantage. I say that their counsel and 
their advice should have some weight with this 
body. When Senators representing the south- 
ern States, with one or two exceptions, tell you 
and tell the Senate that the course now pro- 
posed to be pursued wiil be utterly destructive 
of the common-school system, I think it ought 
to go for something. lt will not do to ran off 
upon theories. We want something practical. 

You may say, Mr. President, that this is 
prejudice. There is something in that, I ad- 
mit; there is a good deal of truth in it; itis 
prejudice growing out of education; but never- 
theless the fact exists, and our people need a 
little more of this education before they can 
be brought to the point now intended by this 
bill, it will come around after awhile, per- 
haps. If the friends of this measure will 
possess themselves in patience for a time, our 
people will be educated up to this point, I have 
no doubt, in due time. 

The great mass of the colored people of the 
southern States are not demanding this meas- 
ure; and, as my time is limited, I will come 
down to what I know to exist as a matter of 
fact in my own State. We have provided, as 
they have in most of the southern States, that 
the white aud colored children shall be edu- 
cated separately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
time has expired. 

Mr. BORMAN. A word or two more. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
desires to occupy a ew moments further. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BOREMAN. So far as I know this is 
satisfactory to both races, and not only satis- 
factory but preferred by them. ‘The colored 
people, with whom F consult frequently, do 
not demand any such thing as this. They are 
proud now that they have their own schools 
to which they can send their own children. 
We provide them teachers, we set apart a fund 
for their education, and they are satisfied that 
it is so; they are glad that it is so. They 
attend their own churches, and they go to 
their own schools, and they are being edu- 
cated, Itis not because we want to do them 
injustice; it is not because we are treating 
them unkindly or intend to treat them unkind- 
ly ; but we wish to provide for them, and we 
believe two separate schools are a better pro- 
vision for them than one mixed school where 
they might be treated unkindly and receive 
less attention than when they are taught 


The Senator’s 


separately. I will not trespass on the Senate: 
further. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was about to ask the 
Senator a question before he sat down. Much 
is said about the fact that the colored people 
themselves prefer separate schools. Now, 
there are various classes of colored people. 
There is the black man of the pure African 
race; there is the mulatto, or. half-breed ; 
there is the quadroon, or one who has a quar- 
ter African blood, and so on, diminishing down 
to a shade so slight that it cannot be perceived 
by the eye and is not described in the law. 
Now, I want to know why there does not exist 
the same reason for making a distinction be- 
tween the mulatto and the black man as there 
is for making a distinction between the mulatto 
and the white man. ‘The: mulatto is just as 
far from the one as from the other, and just as 
near to one as he is to the other. 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. BOREMAN ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Massachusets. 

Mr. BOREMAN, 

Mr. SUMNER. 
his five minates? 

The VICK PRESIDENT, He has. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I merely wished to re- 
spond to the question propounded to me by 
the Senator from Sonth Carolina. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I wish to 
say that the motion of the Senator from West 
Virginia is one to deprive the bill of a large 
part of its character and usefulness, It is to 
despoil it of the clause which is to expel caste 
from the common schools of the country. Now 
I hope the Senate will to that proposition say 
“no,” and with such a voice that no one here- 
after will ever undertake to vindicate caste in 
the education of the young. If there is any 
place from which it ought to be expelled, it is 
the school-house. 

Mr. FERKY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I should like to have the amendment 
reported, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amendment, 
in brief, is to strike from the first section of 
the civil rights bill that provision relative to 
schools and cemeteries. The whole text will 
be read. if the Senator desires. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Itis notneces: 
sary. I have but a word to say. The brief five- 
minutes debate which is allowed on a proposi- 
tion of tnis kind is altogether too short for an 
expression of the briefest argument against 
the proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia, because I believe 
from the depths of my inmost convictions that 
the passage of the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, so far as it relates to common 
schools, will be the very destruction of the 
entire system of common school education 
throughout the whole southern portion of our 
country, where that common-school education 
is now most needed. 

l have rejoiced, I have thanked God for 
recent events, if for any cause more than for 
any other, because I saw the northern and 
eastern systems of common-school education 
having the highways southward opeued to 
them, and because I thought I could behold 
the blessings which descended upon the North 
and the Hast during the last four or five genera- 
tions coming down upon the people of the South. 
But, in my judgment, the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will blast all these hopes. 
It is nousense, sir, to talk of the necessity of 
educating youth in tae same building in order 
to give them equal facilities, advantages, im- 
munities, rights. What matter whether they 
be in the same building or in different build- 
ings, so that the educational facilities bestowed 
upon them are identical? Butif inattempting 
to bring them into the same building you are 


The Senator 


I wish to answer-—— 
Has not the Senator had 


to dash that system agaiust a rock of prejudice, 
| although it be prejudice—a rock which is as 


stable as centuries can make it—it is not the 
part of any wise statesman to encounter such 
a hazard as that, and the man who will not 
look at a prejudice like that standing in his 
way, and legislate in regard to it, is unworthy 
of the name of statesman. Cultivate the feel- 
ings, educate the prejudices, if need be, of 
the people of the South for another generation, 
and the time will come and I believe will come 
when their youth can gather into the same 
buildings and together enjoy educational facil- 
ities. But now to force it upon them by con- 
gressional legislation, in my judgment will be 
fatal to the best interests of both races in the 
attempt to bestow upon both that which there 
is equally needed by both, a common-school 
education. . 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, when I 
hear it so earnestly said that the South is to 
be ruined, it really causes me to reflect seri- 
ously. The zeal, the emphasis, the manner, 
the ability of the distinguished Senator who 
has just spoken prompt me to canvass in my 
mind to know whether Iam upon the brink 
of destruction or not. 

He says it will not do touse force. Itis too 
late, Mr. President, to hesitate upon the banks 
of the Rubicon; you have plunged in, and it 
will not do to undertake to retreat. ‘ For- 
ward!” isthe word. ‘Liberty!’ The distin- 
guished Senator plays upon the word ‘ lib- 
erty.” Ab! liberty in its purity isa jewel, 
and itis one that all who love that Creator 
whom he seems to invoke on this occasion 
will always stand by. And what does liberty 
contemplate? Liberty contemplates to equal- 
ize, to do only that feebly which God who 
created man did originally, and that was to 
make all free and equal. i 

But itis well known to Senators here, it is 
well known to civilized ntan, that if the decree 
were to go out from high Heaven to-day that 
at ten o'clock to-morrow morning the high 
and the low, the rich and the poor, in a pecun- 
iary point of view, should be equalized, that 
no given sum owned by any one should be 
made equal and all be uniform, what would 
the consequence be? Why, sir, before noon 
the same day millions would have parted from 
one to another. Brains will tell. It is so 
ordered by nature, and it is practiced and 
known to man. 

‘* Liberty and equality” is the motto so far 
as I am concerned; that has been my rule; I 
propose to adhere to ituntil some light greater 
thau that which has been given to us by the 
illustrious Senator from Connecticut in his 
brief remarks on the present occasion shall 
show me that I am in error, and the moment 
Í ascertain that, I will veer around and try to 
get on the rightside. T understand, however, 
that liberty is not calculated to injure men; 
and if the black man has a right to all the 
privileges kuown to the white man, is that to 
destroy us? Certainly not. We have no evi- 
dence tending to that point—none under the 
sun; but let them all be equalized, and let 
them take their chances for the future, and 
merit ultimately will tell. It cannot be said 
that we propose to do anything that does not 
contemplate, in the fullest extent, that word 
“ liberty.” 

But we are told this is “social equality!” 
I might talk longand say much upon that sub- 
ject. There are a thousand things that 
could be said; but facts are known to be 
such that to those divested of prejudice, 
social equality regulates itself. You cannot 
regulate it to the utmost degree by Jaw. 
What is it that law can perfect? Our penal 
laws that we are enacting here, that have been 
enacted since civilized nations have been organ- 
ized, do not perfect everything. Men commit 
homicide; they are responsible; the conse- 
quences are upon them ; but still it is neces- 
sary to have penal laws. We only give the 
colored race now in the civil rights bill that 
which they are entitled to as freemen, as free 


ce 


| citizens of the United States. They have 
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nned not. What have they done? It can- 
not be visited upon them that they have done 
anything improper. _Give them an opportun- 
ity, and if tney do not enjoy them we shall 
shave acquitted ourselves weil, 

J will vote for the civil rights bill upon this 
and all occasions. I will vote for amnesty 
upon all occasions. 

Here the hammer fell. | 
r. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think 

this is another illustration of the danger of 
adopting by unanimous consent what is called 
~ the five-minutes rule. Ido not suppose that 
< any Senator, certainly not any half dozen Sen- 
ators, supposed when we agreed to take the 
vote at two o’clock yesterday on the pending 
“Dill, and the debate was to be limited to five 
minutes on new amendments, that any one 

would attempt to introduce such a measure as 
* this civil rights measure to be discussed in 
five-minute speeches, and I do think that the 
introduction of such an amendment absolves 
every Senator from any obligation to adhere 
to that five-minutes rale, and although I do not 
* intend to claim that absolution myself, I shall 
$ acquit any Senator of any breach of faith or 
> of bis honorable obligation if he sees fit to 
speak upon the subject just as long as his duty 
inclines him to speak. Itis not right, when we 
make these agreements to limit our debate by 
n unanimous consent, to introduce a wholly 
foreign subject and then say that our tongues 
shall be tied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
nestion? 

Ir, THURMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. EDMONDS. I wish to.ask him how 
Jong it is since, when the Senator from Illinois 
introduced amnesty on this main bill, he voted 
to put it on? 

Mr. THURMAN.. I voted for it, but I did 
not seek to limit anvbody’s debate on it, and 
ifthe Senator from Vermont had said that he 
felt absolved from the five- minutes obligation, 
I should have said, ‘‘ Yes, you are absolved.” 
My vote on that had nothing to do with the 
question of time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How could Ibe absolved 
from the tive- minutes obligation when this very 
circumstance of the possibility of amendments 
of any kind being offered was brought to the 
attention of the Senate, and everybody under- 
stood who read the Globe that people must 
take their chances upon that question? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; I quite deny 
that. I remember an instance here in which 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr] an- 
nounced that he would no longer be bound by 
the five minutes engagement, because of the 
raare of an amendment that was offered to a 

ill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking of what 
took place when this particular understanding 
took place. 

„Mr. THURMAN. There was no such in- 
timation that I ever heard, and I was in the 
Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What does the Senator 

rom Vermont claim took place? 

Mr. THURMAN. lf this all comes out of 
my five minutes I shall have to violate the 
rule pretty quick. [Laugbter. } 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ishould like to know 
what the Senator from Vermont claims took 
place? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will tell you presently. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I mean to say that uo 
such understanding as the Senator from Ver- 
mont seems to have referred to was had, and 
nothing was said that was heard by me, or by 
any one on this side, to warrant or excuse the 
introduction of thisamendment. I agree with 
the Senator from Ohio that no Senator is 
bound by an agreement to confine his debate 
to five minutes, for the simple reason that 
that agreement manifestly had reference to 
such amendments as were within the general 
purview of the measure before the Senate. 
Mr. THURMAN. Ihave only to say that 


May I ask the Senator 
a 


| 


x H 
I do not pretend, until somebody who is 


bolder and stands more on his rights than I 
do does it, to set the example of speaking 
beyond the five minutes; I will not say to vio- 
late the rule, for it would be no violation of 
rule, 

Ionly want to make this remark : when this 
subject was under discussion before I called 
upon tbe Senator from Massachusetts to point 
out some provision in the Constitution that 
authorized Congress to pass such a bill as 
this; I never have received an answer to that 
question yet. I never have found anybody 
who could point out one single line of the 
Constitution that gives Congress authority to 
pass such a measure as this. 

„Now, sir, since that debate took place, I 
wish to say to the Senate that the very ques- 
tion has been before the supreme court of my 
State, composed of five judges, every one of 
whom is a Republican, the question whether 
the law of Ohio requiring the schools for col- 
ored children and white children to be kent 
separate is constitutional or not; whether it 
is aviolation of any provision of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and that court 
has just decided by a unanimous vote that 
that law violates no provision whatever of the 
Constitution of the United States, nor any 
law of Congress passed in pursuance of the 
Constitution of the United States. If that 
decision be sound, and of its soundness [ do 
not think any good lawyer can doubt for a 
moment, there is an end of all pretense of 
constitutional foundation for this bill. 

‘The question was made in that court directly 
on an application to the court fora mandamus 
to compel the directors of a school for whites, 
a public school supported by public money, 
to receive the child of a colored man living 
within the school district. It was a question 
which the colored people made. ‘The father 
did not send his child to the colored school, 
but demanded his admission into the white 
school. He being a resident of the school 
district, a tax-payer there, made the demand 
for the purpose of trying the question, and 
applied to the supreme court for a mandamus 
to compel the directors to receive the child ; 
and the court, by aunanimous vote, decided to 
refuse the mandamus, on the ground stated in 
a learned and able opinion, that the law of Obio 
which excluded that child from that school 
violates no provision of the Coustiiution of 
the United States, or of any law of Congress 
passed in pursuance of the Constitution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will now inform the 
Senator from California what I meant in what 
I saida few moments ago. When the ques- 
tion was pending as to this agreement the other 
day, the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Tuurmay] 
said what I will read, with the colloquy that 
ensued: 

“Mr. THURMAN. I wich to have one understand- 


ing about this: that no amendments are to be 
offered after tivo o'clock. | 

“Mr. Epmunps. That is not the usual under- 
standing. 3 g 

“Mr. Taurwayx. Because they might amend this 
bill by sticking something entirely new on it after 
we had agreed to vote. 

“ Mr, Borean. I suggest that any member offer- 
ing an amendment shall have five minutes to speak 


ou it. 

“ Mr. Tuurman. Let us have it understood that 
no amendments are to be offered after two o’clock. 

“ Mr. Casseryy. The usual rule is that as to new 
amendments there may be five-minutes debate. Is 
that the understanding? 7 

“The Vick Presipent. The Senator from West 
Virginia suggested, xs an addition to the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana, that in regard to 
amendments offered after two o’elock the five-min- 
utes rule should apply. , : 

* Mr. THURMAN. I suggest for the consideration 
of the Senate another rule that I think is better 
than that. That five-minates rule does not operate, 


J think, very well always. You can always avoid it | 


by offering an amendment,” &c. 


There is no further reference to the topic | 


of which I spoke, and that is merely that the 
Senator from Obio himself called attention to 
the fact that amendments entirely new might 
be stuck on the bill after we had agreed to 
vote. 
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While I am up on the main question, al- 
though I am sorry the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has offered his amendment to this bill 
for tactical reasons, not for reasons of merit, 
I wish to call attention to what is taking place 
in the State of Georgia at this moment on the 
subject of the refusal of equal rights to col- 
ored people; social rights to colored people, 
as the Senator from Illinois calis them; ‘privi- 
leges to colored people, as he styled them, 
as distinguished from rights, the other day, 
although the Constitution secures privileges 
in respect to agricultural colleges founded by 
Congress under land grants to support them by 
Congress, scrip, money. The president of thd 
Atlanta University addressed a letter to the 
president of the agricultural department of 
the State University at Athens, to which the 
State of Georgia had devoted this agricultural 
college donation, asking him when the income 
of the agricultural college scrip granted to 
the State University was to come in, and 
whether it was understood that the university 
could make provision for the admission of 
colored as well as white students. First, 
however, he addressed a letter to the Governor, 
and I will first read the reply to that ; 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMRNT, State OF Grorata, 
ATLANTA, April 11, 1872. 


Sir: His Excelloncy, the Governor, directs me to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant, and in answer thereto to say thatin granting 
the income of the agricultural fund to the Univer- 
sity of Georgia he carefully retrained from any 
action, except such as he deemed absolutely neces- 
sary to prevent the grant from ceasing under tho 
actsof Congress. To sccure tho benefits of the fund 
to the State it was necessary to organize n college, 
such as is described in the act granting the dona- 
tion, before July 2. 1872; but to organize such a col- 
lege, which the univeisity had authority to do under 
its charter, it was not required that the Governor 
should determine the question proposed by your 


t servant, 
W. ALEXANDER, 
Secretary Lcecutiwe Department. 


Mr. E. A. Warn, President of Atlantic University. 
Professor Ware then addressed the same 
inquiry to Professor W. Leroy Broun, presi- 
dent of the agricultural department of the 
State University, to which the following reply 
was received : 


letter. 
Respectfully, your opeaien 


UNIVERSITY OF Gronata 
Atunys, April 12, 1872 


Dear Sir: In answer to your inquiry whether 
colored students, if they apply, will be admitted to 
the agricultural dopartment of the State Univer- 
sity, I bave tho honor to reply, they will not be 
admitted under the present provisional organization, 

No income is receivable from the proceeds of the 
sale of the land scrip under a year, and then there 
will be available the interestolf only afractional parte- 
In about two years and a half from the present time, 
according to the terms of sale made by Governor 
Conley, the income of the whole fund will be avail- 
able. Hence, you perceive in this preparatory or- 
ganization we are not using funds appropriated by 
the United States Government, and therefore the 
question you propose does not properly arise at the 
present time. Tho Legislature or the trustees will 
decide in reference thereto berenfter, and I have no 
means of knowing what this decision will be; tbere- 
fore my individual opinion about it would be of no 
value. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

i W. LEROY BROUN, 
E. A. Ware, 


President Board of Trustees Atlanta University. 


So you see, Mr. President, when we have 
given this money to the State of Georgia and 
it has organized an agricultural college under 
one of its other colleges, an agricultural depart- 
ment, and those interested in the higher edu- 
cation of the colored race in that State apply 
to have students admitted to this agricultural 
department, to be supporied by the Congress 
of the United States, they arc met with @ pos- 
itive and flat refusal, and told that by and by, 
when the income from that money may come 
in, as they have only got about filly thousand 
dollars, two years hence or so, it wil be time 
enough to determine, by the Legislature or. 
otherwise, what they are going to do about it. 
In other words, as sundry other quotations 
from the Georgia papers show, it is already 
determined that the colored people shall not 
have the benefit of education in that-college 
founded under the authority of Congress and 
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supported by the funds that Congress provides 
for that purpose. To be sure, I suppose that 
is a social right, and they have no business to 
have social rights. Being a social right, as 
the Senator from Illinois says, or if it is not 
that, if it is a privilege, what business has a 
colored man with privileges when white men 
are around? But Pao think it is time for the 
Congress of the United States at the earliest 
proper opportunity at least to go so far as to 
protect its own grants of money and of lands 
for the purposes of education, and give the 
citizens of the United States an equal right 
in them. 

- This shows the great benefit, in the restora- 
tion of good feeling among all the races in the 
South, of making great haste to remove the 
disabilities of people, I may add. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I will state to 
the Senator from Vermont that the annual 
meeting of the board of trustees of the Uni- 
versity of Georgia takes place in the month of 
August of every year. I cannot undertake to 
say for that body what they will do any more 
than the Senator himself can. As yet there 
has not been a single building erected nor an 
acre of ground purchased for the University of 
Georgia in connection with the agricultural 
fund. Nothing has been done. ‘They have 
employed Professor Braun to preside over the 
agricultural department. Ihave a slight ac- 
quaintance with him. He comesinto the State, 
and is immediately addressed by the president 
of some colored educational institution at At- 
lanta to know whether colored people will be 
admitted to his department. ‘There seems to 
be a very great degree of impatience about the 
matter. Hardly had the fund been applied by 
the Governor to the State University for the 
purposes prescribed in the act of Congress— 
and it wasonly done when it was done by the 
Governor to avoid its lapsing—before this in- 
quiry came. It is remarkable with what 
promptness the inquiry is made. It is some- 
what akin, I think, to the movement in the 
State of Ohio, and very nearly akin to that 
degree of captiousness that marks this whole 
legislation. ‘l’hereis a vast amount of hum- 
buggery about this thing, which will, one 
day or other, be revealed, and if my judg 
ment of human nature is worth anything at 
all, I venture the prediction it will recoil in 
the North and the Hast of this country upon 
those who agitate it most. There are nien 
now living who will lament the extreme and 
wild philanthropy that they now so much 
vaunt on this floor. It will come. Sir, if I 
knew that it would overwhelm and crush me 
forever I would not yield (call it prejudice, 
or call it what you please) my common sense 
to this clamor which has sprung up in the 
country during the last seven years. 

When I meet a southern man, an old slave- 
holder, who has lived to see sixty years of 
life, and hear him say that he rejoices in the 
destruction of the institution of slavery, though 
held on to it to the last day that he was per- 
mitted to hold it, he must pardon me if I ex- 
press some doubts of his candor. I never 
made anything out of the institution of sla- 
very myself. I was always called a negro 
spoiler. I spoiled everything, if indulgence 
could do it, that was around me. It was the 
great weakness of my nature. Personally, I 
do not think I suffered by the emancipation of 
my slaves. I recall a time when they were 
standing around me, while Sherman’s guns 
were thundering upou Atlanta, and some of 
them asked me what it all meant? I told 
them, ‘It means you will be a free people; 
prepare yourselves for it;’’ and that was nearly 
a year before they were free. 

Men are always apologizing for the institu- 
tion of slavery. I make no apology for it. 
was old enough, matured enough, had reflected 
enough, to know whether the institution was a 
curse, or whether it was a blight upon my own 
conscience and character that I tolerated it. 
If I had thought that I debased myself by so 


doing, I would have scorned to hold on to it, 
as I did do. No, sir; with all the evils that 
surrounded slavery, it had its redeeming fea- 
tures. Like war, it was a great crucible in 
which character was tried. There was the 
amplest opportunity for the display of many 
of the noblest virtues of the human heart. 

Sir, in my advanced age, I should hate to 
have to go back and become the nurse that I 
have been of the poor dependent people who 
were once my property. It has caused me 
too much pain, too much anxiety, too much 
solicitude, to have so many friends, so many 
human creatures dependent upon me. But 
have I any apology to make to anybody for 
the past? None upon earth. Have I under- 
gone the extraordinary transformation that 
enables me to behold through the acts of this 
Government wrongs I could not see before? 
Do they convince me that the black man and 
Isprung from the same great progenitor, and 
that he and I are equals in all respects; that 
I can distinguish no superiority of race on 
my own part above his? No, sir; I no more 
see all that to-day than I did in the days of 
slavery. Call it prejudice if you will; it is 
the white man’s prejudice this world over! 

There has been a class of men through 
all ages who have sung in beautiful strains 
the glories of universal freedom. These were 
the poets who have delighted mankind through 
all time; but for all that, the practical world 
has continued to regard their effusions more as 
the dreams of enthusiasts than as solid truths 
to guide philosopbersand statesmen. Human 
servitude may change its form, but will soon 
reappear in another shape. 

I shall never undertake to delude the black 
man of my State—and I live in a section over- 
whelmingly black, and am a friend of all that 
are deserving—by endeavoring to persuade 
him that a new light, as miraculous as that 
which broke upon Saul of ‘Tarsus, has fallen 
upon me ; that the scales have dropped from 
my eyes, and that I now behold Rim an ele- 
vated being, my peer, and the peer of the 
proudest in the land, when the time was that I 
could not see it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets 
to state to the Senator that his five minutes 
have expired. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Texas that by the 
rule each Senator is to speak but five minutes 
on any amendment. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 
speaking that long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has already spoken once. The Senator from 
Texas asks consent to speak again upon this 
amendment. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Ishould not have risen 
but for the fact that my distinguished friend 
from Georgia says that whenever he sees a 
man who owned a number of slaves and ex- 
presses himself as thanking his God that they 
have been liberated, and all that kind of thing, 
he questions his candor. I will state to him 
that itis a matter of very small consequence 
as to his estimate of me. I om over sixty 
years of age; I owned a great many slaves, 
and I have come very near saying what he 
spoke of. Whether he alluded to me or not 
Ido not know. If he did not, he drew a very 
pretty portrait. [Laughter.] As to his con- 
clusion, it is a very small matter to me. I 
am responsible for my own sincerity. I have 
been the colored man’s friend first, last, and 
always. I was one when I owned them; I 
wag a Henry Clay man in his views upon that 
question. We never disagreed. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me one 
word right there? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is aware that 
though Henry Clay was in the abstract opposed 


I have no idea of 


| to the institution of slavery. he died the owner |i lated to advance the cause of education. 


ofaslave, Mr. Clay consented to own a slay: 
up to his death. He did not emancipate whe 
he could have emancipated. : 
_ Mr. FLANAGAN. Do I understand thè: 
Senator to say he could have emancipated ? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir 
_Mr. FLANAGAN. Where? 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Clay could have emanci 
pated his slave by the laws of Kentucky. : 
Mr. FLANAGAN. No, sir; I think not. 4e 


Mr. HILL. I think he could, gi 
Mr. FLANAGAN. No, sir; I think not ind 
Kentucky. y 


Mr. HILL, Iwill inquire of the Senator 4 
from Kentucky; but such is my recollection. # 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I think I know about p 
that as well as you do. a 
Mr. HILL, Ido not see the Senator from p 
Kentucky in his seat; but [ think that is true, xi 
Mr. LOGAN. I think the question between gl 
these two Senators in reference to whether w 
Henry Clay could have emancipated his slaveg {i 
or not is not pertinent; for the maiu question gj 
is, how many did he own? {Laughter.] i 
Mr. HILL. Jom not particular about that. wi 
He owned some. > ; 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I owned enough toi 
have made my friend from Illinois tolerably: y 
rich if he had been there. 
Mr. LOGAN. ‘They would not make any- sy 
body very rich now. 7 
Mr. FLANAGAN. No, and I am not; 
aggrieved at the loss of their value. But, 
sir, this is a very small matter, 1 am in favors 
of the passage of the civil rights bill. As my 4 
friend from Illinois says, it does not matter ,,, 
how many slaves were owned by individuals in 
in the Senate. I was always, as I was remark- p 
ing, the friend of the black man, and [am yet, 4, 
and many of those that I owned and who were 
raised with me aud by me are upon my lands h 
now, free and easy and doing well. They ride 
where they please whenever they can raise the’ 
money to carry them, and I am gratified that: 
they have that privilege, and I want to see it 
extended to them to the very fullest extent, 
and Į will give my vote for it upon any and 
all occasions. ` 
Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I do not i 
rise to continue the discussion of the slave * 
question. That quesion has been decided. I 2 
am one of ‘the old slaveholders,’’ barring 
the ‘fold’? part, who to-day says in trath, ` 
(and he thinks he speaks his heart when he ™ 
gays it) he is gratified that the institation of 
slavery exists no longer. It was a cancer 
upon the body of the nation. Yr has been cut 
out. Jt produced a flow of blood that was 
alarming in the operation, but I am thankful ' 
that the patient gives evidences of recovery. 
T held slaves. [ was no more responsible for è 
holding slaves than was the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts or the Senator from Vermont. ‘The 
nation authorized me to do so. It was an in è 
stitution that belonged to the country. There 
were many in the South who held slaves who 
would have been glad if that institution had 
been removed, and it was not inconsistent for 
those people to resist what they conceived to 
be an aggression upon the part of the North to 
despoil them of their property, for they be- 
lieved slavery was right of itself. 

I wished, however, to speak with regard to 
the practical operation of that part of the bill + 
with regard to schools. You may say to the ; 
passions of the people ‘‘ lie down,” but they 
will not, and they assnme the form of facts 
when they are presented before legislative as- 
semblies. The father who brings his son into 
the world and refuses to educate him inflicts 
an injustice upon society; and that Govern- 
ment which does that which will retard educa- 
tion and enforce ignorance does a wrong to 
society and to itself. Every man in this Cham- 
ber and in this nation is interested in the 
education of the children of the land, white 
and colored, and be should pursue that course, 
without regard to party, which is best calcu» ; 
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In the State of Mississippi, I stated the 
other.day, and I repeat, with the permission 
of the Senate, the fact, such is the organiza- 
tion of the races, the colored people residing 
in one section of the State upon the rich lands, 
“and+the white people in the interior of the 
country, that in any election which may be 


had hereafter, under any just apportionment, | 


or under the present apportionment, the white 
“people, upon a question of race, will hold the 

house of representatives, and the colored peo- 

ple will hold the Executive and the senate. 

Seeing this, it was necessary, in organizing 
“that State, to observe the fact and to legislate 
accordingly. A compromise was agreed upon. 
-Fhe colored people had their schools. We do 
“pot say there by law that the white child shall 
“ot go into the colored school, nor that the 
--golored child shall not go into the white 
school; but we leave that for the local authori- 
‘ties to regulate for their own convenience and 
in their own way; and that is proper. We 
“established a university for the colored youth, 
¿shaving one for white youth already. We 
endowed by law that institution with $50,000 
‘a year, established chairs, and endowed those 


‘the college land scrip we gave three fifths 
| of the college land scrip to the colored uni- 
“versity and two fifths to the white university, 
‘That was not in proportion to population; 
‘but it was for the reason that the white uni- 
‘versity at Oxford already possessed lands, and 
` the whole of that ten per cent. of the amount 
“which Congress authorized to be invested in 
. the purchase of land was given to the colored 
‘university of the State of Mississippi. 
We are now going forward without any con- 
ict between the races in the State of Missis- 
ippi, and we will go joyously and prosper- 
ously forward if we are not interfered with by 
“those who live abroad. As a friend of the 
ducation of youth, white and colored, | pro- 
est_ in the name of the people of Mississippi 
igainst this legislation here to-day; and I say 
hat whenever you establish a system of com- 
imon schools in the State of Mississippi, you 
ill have to legislate by Congress to enforce 
hat school system ; and you will have to take 
be bayonet there to keep it in operation. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax- 
“THONY in the chair.) The Senator’s time isup. 


Mr. ALCORN. I regret that it is up. I 
wanted to say more on this subject, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


on is on the amendment to the amendment. 
t- Mr. BLAIR. The effect of this legislation, 
‘ifit be adopted by Congress, will be to de- 
¿stroy the public schools throughout a large 
imumber of the States ofthis Union. The effect 
¿will be to prostrate the system of education 
throughout alltbose States. Ido not believe 
hat in any of the western States, or in any of 
he southern States, the public school system 
ould stand for one moment if this bill should 
jass and its constitutionality be maintained. 
t any rate, if the system was allowed to 
tand, there would be hundreds and thou- 
ands of white children driven from those 
chools. It would have the effect of depriving 
undreds and thousands of white children in 
ithe. country of education—all those whose 
“parents could not afford to give them educa- 
ön at private or select schools. 

This is the direct tendency of this measure. 
nd I am astonished that Senator’s should 
ersist in a course which they must know will 


oes know that there is'a prejudice against 
Mingling the colored and white children to- 
gether. Every Senator is aware of it. None 
f them can possibly disguise it from them- 
selvés. Whether they consider that this preja- 
dice is a proper one or not, they know of its 
existence. They know that it will absolately 
‘deprive a large number of children of educa- 
tion, because their parents will withdraw them 
from the schools. They will withdraw them 
as quickly on account of colored and white 
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hairs; and when it came to the question of | 


ave such a result, because every Senator here | 


children being mingled in the same schools 
as if there was small-pox or plague in the 
schools. 

Senators may regard this as very unreason- 
able; they may affect to think lightly of it, 
and say, ‘We will conquer this prejudice, and 
it is our duty as legislators to put it down, to | 
prevent such a prejudice existing ;? but they | 
know, and if they are men of sense ought to 
recognize the fact that it exists; and it is a 
question whether they will pass a law the 

irect tendency of which is to deprive white 
children of the benefits of the common schools. 

When we go further and consider the fact 
that the white people pay almost entirely the 
whole sum by which these schools are main- 
tained; that they submit to it as longas the 
children can be educated separately and apart; 
that they desire it; that they feel ittobe a duty 
to givethe negro education; after they have 
paid forthe support of the schools; after they 
have contributed ali that goes to make up these 
schools, it seems to me itis going a little tao 
far to say to them in effect that they shall 
not have the benefit of the schools which thoy 
themselves have established and paid for. 
That is the result of this legislation, 

As a political movement 1 do not fear the 
consequences of this measure. If I were 
guided entirely by my political inclinations | 
should liketo see Senators pass this bill and 
force it upon the country; but I profess to be 
guided by very different views and motives 
bere. I desire, if possible, that this source of 
agitation and source of antipathy between the 
races should not be pressed. Nobody can 
doubt the political result of this movement if 
itis passed intoa law. It will unquestionably 
be adverse to the party which is making the 
movement, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have voted, 1 believe, on 
several occasions to unite the amnesty bill 
and the civil rights bill so called. 1 did so 
under the impression that perhaps it was the 
wisest and best method of progressing in our 
legislation. Iam, however, satisfied that L voted 
wrongly, and I now mean to vote for each 
measure separately, and to keep the one dis- 
tinct from the other on every occasion when 
they are presented here for ouraction. 1 shall 
say nothing of the motives of Senators who 
offer the amendments. The effect is vicious 
in connecting them in any way at all; and from 
this time on I propose to vote to keep each of 
these measures distinct by itself and to vote 
upon each by itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Troseat the same moment 
with the Senator from Maine to appeal to the 
Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw this 
amendment. ` I feel precisely like the Senator 
from Maine so far as the adding of this propo: 
sition to whatever bill is proposed in the Senate 
is concerned. ‘The bill now pending is a bill 
that relates to elections, to guard the purity 
of elections. It isa bill that seems to me in 
the interest of that great object, with very little, 
perhaps no political significance in it, none 
that I can see. The bill that is now proposed 
as an amendment is entirely different, upon a 
a different subject-matter. , 

There is a great deal of force in what my 
colleague said a moment ago. When the 
members of the Senate make an agreement, 
it must bean agreement made in relation to 
the subject-matter that is pending before the 
Senate. It is at least a pretty harsh thing 
(although it is within the parliamentary rule) 
to introduce a new subject and require Sena- 
tors to act upon it without any opportunity of 
debate. I therefore would not myself vote 
for a proposition that was entirely distinet 
and separate from the proposition before the 
Senate, entirely inconsistent with the proposi- 
tion before the Senate, under an agreement of 
that kind. ' 

The Senator from Massachusetts gains no 
advantage by pressing hia, amendment to this | 


The Sen- 


i 


bill. This, after all; is but a Senate bill. I 
voted for his proposition. before as an amend- 


| ment to a House bill, and there isa connection 


between an amnesty bill and the civil tights 
bill that does not exist between this election 
law and the civil rights bill, I appeal, there- 
fore, to the Senator from Massachusetts not 
to interrupt, as it is clear that this will inter- 
rupt, not only the agreement that hag been 
made in the Senate, but the progress of public 
business. There are three or four bills of an 
important character that are now waiting the 
final vote of the Senate. One is the deficiency 
bill, for the want of which the action of the 
courts in many of the States is suspended, and 
this bill which has been debated for two or 
three days, and other bills which have been 
set especially for tu-morrow and next day, I 
trust, therefore, the Senator will forego the 
opportunity of pressing his amendment at 
present, 

Mr. SUMNER, I know the sincerity with 
which the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suenman] 
has supported the civil rights bill, and how 
effectively he has done it; I also know his 
familiarity with the rules of both Houses, and 
l cannot listen to his appeal without feeling 
its force. I see that by attaching the civil 
rights bill to the pending measure it doos not 
obtain the advantage in the House of Repre- 
sentatives which it would have had if attached 
to the other measure which was under gon- 
sideration two or three days ago. Therefore, 
yielding to his appeal, and also to the sugges 
ions of other friends in the Chamber, I now 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.  L thought the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. Roserrsox] offered 
this amendment, 

Mr. SUMNER., I offered it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina first offered the amend- 
ment, and withdrew it, and it was renowed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. J understood the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to offer it after the 
vote on the amnesty question, 

Mr. ROBERTSON, T offered it thinking 
the amnesty question was disposed of, but 
finding it was not disposed of, L withdrew it for 
the moment, intending to renew it after the 
amnesty question was disposed of; bat the 
Senator from Massachusetts renewed it before 
I could get the floor. 1 now renew it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That brings it before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. LU hope the Senator will 
not do that. I hope he will allow it to be 
withdrawn, and let us bring it to a vote on 
some other proposition where we shall have 
the cordial support of all its friends. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. J always listen with a 
great deal of pleasure to what my honorable 
friend from Massachusetts says. i am willing 
to withdraw it if he will ouly promise to put 
it on some bill where it will require but a 
majority vote to pass it. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend, I think, will 
do me the justice to suppose that I shall not 
fail to put it on any bill where I can. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator 
from South Carolina will not withdraw it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then let us put it on 
this bill where it will require only a majority 


vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts withdraws the amend- 


ment. 

Mr, ROBERTSON. I renew it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina renews the amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. SUMNER, I hope-he will not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Am I. entitled to the 


floor ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the 
amendment to have been renewed by the Sen- 


3426 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 14, 


ator from South Carolina, and on that I desire 
to say a word or twoin reply to what was said 
by the Senator from Vermont. 

I am sure the Senator from Vermont left 
the impression upon the minds of Senators 
thatin Georgia the means appropriated by the 


Government of the United States for educa- į 


tion were not applied to the education of col- 
ored children, or rather that colored children 
were denied the benefit of the appropriations 
made by Congress. I think no other inference 
could. have been drawn from his remarks than 
that such was the case. The letter which he 
read does not sustain that inference. It ap- 
pears from the communications which the Sen- 
ator read thatin the State of Georgia the fund 
is not yet available, and this application of 
some persons to know if colored students 
could besent to the agricultural department 
of the university in Georgia is answered by 
informing the applicant that the agricultural 
department of the University of Georgia has 
not yet been put into such operation as to avail 
itself of any portion of the fund appropriated 
by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I interrupt my 
friend? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend from Illinois, 
without meaning it, evidently takes the same 
view which the gentleman did who wrote that 
letter—that the State could take the money 
and avoid the application of it until it actually 
received the benefit; it might sell its lands 
on twenty years’ credit if it pleased; but the 
original act of Congress provides, and they 
stand on the same principle precisely, ouly 
this runs until July, 1872, that “any State 
which may take or claim the benefits of the 
provisions of this act,” as Georgia has, ‘shall 
provide, within five years atleast, not less than 
one college, as described in the fourth section 
of this act, or the grant to. such State shall 
cease.” Now, then, this provision of an 
agricultural college, as provided in the fourth 
section, ig one where the students shall be 
taught. The law says it shall be maintained 
as an operative and existing institution which 
is to give education. Now, the State has set 
up this college end has to carry it on, as it is 
said, with its own means until it realizes from 
this fund, and in the mean time colored chil- 
dren shall not come in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The State of Georgia 
may have violated the act of Congress. I am 
not going into that question at all. The State 
of Georgia has not yet availed itself of this 
fand. ‘The language is— 

“No income is reecivable from the proceeds of the 
sale of the land scrip under a year, and then there 
will be available the interest of only a fractional 
partes) Ra Ree ieee *' Hence, you perceive 
in this preparatory organization we are not using 
funds appropriated by the United States Govern- 
ment, and therefore the question you propose does 
not properly arise at the present time.’ 

Then all that they have done in Georgia 
thus far is not to deny to colored persons the 
benefit of the act of Congress, because up to 
the time this letter was written, and according 
to the evidence the Senator from Vermont 
himself furnishes, it appears they are not using 
any portion of this fund for the purpose of 
educating either whites or blacks. Whether 
they ought to have used it or not, is a ques- 
tion I do not propose to go into. In point of 


fact they are not using it, and the Senator's’ 


own testimony shows that. 
So much for the attempt to create the im- 


pression that there was a distinction made | 


between whites and blacks in the State of 
Georgia in the education provided under any 
appropriation made by Congress. 
date no such distinction has been made, and 
they have got no means for educating anybody, 
and the statement of the president of the uni- 
versity shows that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish to ask 
the Senator from Illinois whether he thinks 
such a distinction ought not to be made? 


Up to this | 


have the benefit of our appropriation, and I 
think, too, in regard to money raised for schools 
by taxation, celored people should have it as 
|| wellas white people. [ have always thought so. 
J entertain no different view about that. But I 
do not believe in legislation forcing them into 
the same schools, or in our undertaking to 
control how they shall go to school by act of 
Congress. I believe myself that you should 
not tax the colored people for schools to edu- 
cate white persons exclusively. Lbhave nosuch 
idea as that. 

Now, I desire to correct another misappre- 
hension of the Senator from Vermont. He 
speaks of my having said that the right to go 
to school was not a civil right. Well, I did 
say so. Whatis meant by a civil right? A 
civil right is the right appertaining to a citizen 
as such, belonging to the citizen, that goes 
with him everywhere, that he has a right. to 
exercise as a citizen. That rightis nota right 
to go to school. For instance, the Senator 
from Vermont has no right to go to one of 
the District schools here. I have no right to 
go to a District school. That does not belong 
to me as a citizen. But these are rights that 
are created by legislation in the various locali- 
ties and States, if you please, just like the right 
to sit upon a jury. That is not a civil right, 
and it is a misnomer to call these civil rights, 
because civil rights are the rights which apper- 
tain to the individual as a citizen, and which 
he has wherever he gocs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
i| ator’s time has expired, 
i} Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, what is 
ii the pending question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
quesiion is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out all that relates to schools 
and cemeteries. 

Mr. SUMNER, But I have withdrawn the 
amendment, I beg the Chair to notice, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina renewed it in the 
position in which it was before it was with- 
drawn, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. After a consultation 
that I have had with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts I will withdraw the amendment and 
permit the bill to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
| ator from South Carolina withdraws the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
question now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereis no 
amendment pending. 

Mr. MORTON. [desire to offer an amend- 
ment of which I gave notice yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I have the floor. 
| IT wish to speak on this bill for a minute, 
| Mr. MORTON. I did not intend to inter- 
| rapt the Senator. 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. I know that. This bill 
There is 


What is the pending 


is a bill to protect civil rights. 
enough analogy between political and civil 
| rights to enable me to go into a little argu- 
! ment upon that subject, but I do not intend to 
i take up the time for that purpose. I only 
| wish to show that my friend from Hlinois is a 
i little wide of the mark in the defense which 
i he has made for these Georgia people. Now, 
| I repeat to him and to the Senate in all sin- 
| cerity that the act of Congress 

| Mr. ROBERTSON. l rise to a point of 
i 

H 


order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


| tor from South Carolina rises to a point of 
| order, which he will state, . 
| Mr. ROBERTSON. The amendment is 
i| withdrawn, and debate is not in order. 

Vhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is speaking to the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking tothe 
bill, and shall not be long, I assure my friend 
| from South Carolina, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is the bill open to de- 


Mr. TRUMBULL, I think all persons should | 


bate? Ihave no objection to the Senator pro- 
ceeding ; but as we are acting under a special 
rule, let me inquire whether the bill is open to 
debate? I thought. only amendments were ‘to 
be debated for five minutes. : i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is corrected. The bill is not open to debate. 
There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. T have no objection to 
the Senator from Vermont going on. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Ido not want to go on 
in that way. I will allow my friend from 
Indiana to offer his amendment. 

Mr. MORTON., I desire to amend the first 
section of the bill by adding after the amend- : 
ment originally proposed by the Senator from 
‘Texas [Mr. Hamrox] the words which the ` 
Secretary will read. : 

The Cuter Clerk. It is proposed to add at = 
the end of the proviso to the first section the ` 
words ‘except those authorized to be ap: 
pointed by the act to which this is an amend- ` 
ment, in cities having twenty thousand inhab- 
itants or more;’’ so that the proviso will rend: < 

Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed ` 
to the suporvisors herein authorized to be appointed, 
except those nuthorized to bo appointed hy tho net ~ 
to which this is an amendment, in: cities having 
twenty thousand inhabitants or more, ‘ 

Mr. MORTON. I will merely explain how: > 
this amendment becomes necessary. When 
the Senator from ‘Texas offered his amend 
ment, which was accepted, it was understood © 
that it did not affect the compensation an- 
thorized by the original bill to those supervisors ` 
appointed in cities having twenty thousand.“ 
inhabitants or more, but on examination of tbe 
amendment it was found thatin effect itrepealed | 
the second section of the original bill, so that © 
all supervisors, even those in the cities, will be © 
appointed under the provisions of this bill, | 
this bill taking the place of the other. There- 
fore, to save the compensation of those super- ` 
visors to be appointed in cities, it is necessary . 
to adopt this amendment, Jt is simply to ~ 
carry out the will of the Senate as before ` 
expressed by a vote. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am in favor of this: 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana for “ 
the following reasons: I wish to say to the = 
Senator from Illinois, as I was about to say ~ 
awhile ago, that the act of Congress provides 
that any State which takes this fund that we 
give shall provide within five years an agricul- 
tural college in which there shall’ be taught, 
not excluding other scientific and classical 
studies, but including military tacties, such 
branches of learning as are related to agricul- 
ture and the mechanic arts. ‘Therefore, the 
State of Georgia was bound by this law to 
provide a college in which teaching of that 
kind should go on within the five years. We 
authorized her to sell her lands on a hundred 
years’ credit if she pleased; but within five 
years from the time her right accrued, she was 
bound to provide a college which should be 
open to those who applied for admission, and ` 
in which should be taught those branches of 
education so necessary to the people. There- 
fore, itis no answer to say that she has not 
received any income yet from the fund we | 
gave her. She took the fund. She disposed 
of it according to her own will. She was 
aware of her obligation to teach these branches 
within the five years, and therefore under the 
authority of her Legislature, the Governor has 
designated this State university as the one in 
which these branches should be taught ; other- 
wise, her right to the grant would be forfeited. 
In order to save that forfeiture, she took up 
an existing university instead of founding a 
new one, which could not go into operation in 
season to save the grant. 1 take it it is her 
duty, or it will be on the 1st of July, when the 
time comes, to provide instruction in the me- 
chanie arts and in agriculture. Now, then, 5; 
when colored people apply she says no, she 
has not got anything yet from the funds of the 
United States. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from 
ermont tell us how many of the States had 
ricultural colleges in which they were giving 
nstruction within five years from the passage 
of that act? 

ihe. EDMUNDS. I can tell the Senator 
of one. 

=“ Mr. THURMAN. I think I can name five 
that have not for one that has. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I do not know 
Sihat that helps the case any. They had one 
‘in Vermont; I can tell the Senator that. 
Mr. THURMAN, There is none in Ohio 


yet. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. They had one in Ver- 
ont in which, without distinction of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude, call 
Jita social right, or civil right, or political 
`“ right, education was given to all who applied. 
“Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me 
“one word 
Co Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, for I have not 
“the time; that is my only reason. F have one 
word yet to say in reply to the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to give the Senator a 
little piece of. information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont declines to yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Illi- 
nois says he is in favor of having the funds of 
Congress applied to equal education, if I 
understand him, of blacks and whites, and in 
the same institution ; that they are entitled to 
the benefits of these agricultural colleges upon 
an equal footing with white persons; but when 
it comes to the State taxation, then he is not, 
it seems. How he distinguishes them I do 
not know, 

The Senator tells us no man has a civil 
right to go to school. Hasa man a civil right 
to sue in a particularcourt? Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if you can establish separate schools 
you can establish separate courts. You are 
not bound to say that every man shall sue in a 
particular court. According to the Senator's 
argument, and under his civil rights bill, he 
ought to have provided that this right to sue 
in every court of the United States, and of 
every State, which he says belonged to the 
black man because he was a citizen, should 
be enforced by providing a separate court for 
colored men, so that they should not disturb 
the pride or the prejudice, or whatever you 
please to call it, of white people who choose 
to attend other courts as suitors. If that is 
what is called civil equality, then it is better 
to understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While the Senator is 
preparing the amendment to the amendment, 
I wish to say that I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. I cannot see why the numer- 
ous supervisors and deputy marshals appointed 
in the city of Chicago should be paid five dol- 
lars 4 day and those at Springfield in my State 
should work withoutany pay. I do not know 
any reason why in the city of Philadelphia 
they should be paid five dollars a day by the 
thousand, if you please, and in the city of 
Harrisburg should work without pay. That is 
the provision that the Senator from Indiana 
now proposes to put upon this bill, to give the 
extravagant, price of five dollars a day to dep- 
uty marshals ad libitum. The marshal is auw 
thorized by this bill to appoint just as many 
special deputies as he pleases and to pay them 
five dollars a day for ten days in cities of 
twenty thousand inhabitants and over, and 
supervisors are also to be appointed in cities 
of twenty thousand inhabitants, and they are 
to be paid five dollars a day, if this amendment 
obtains, while in cities of less than twenty 
thousand they are to work for nothing. Tn 
Boston they are to have five dollars a day, in 


i ment of the Senator 


Worcester and Springfield, if Springfield has 
Jess than twenty thousand inhabitants, they are 
to work for nothing. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding: 
And the fees or compensation payable to super- 


visors or deputy marshals under the acts to which 


tiis is an amendment, are hereby reduced fifty per 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish the effect of the 
amendment that has been made to the bill and 
the effect of the bill, should it pass, would be 
to abolish this office of supervisors, as the 
Senator from Indiana supposes it will; but I 
do not think that will be the effect at all. I 
am therefore very sorry to say that without his 
amendment these supervisors in cities will get 
their pay. Why will they get their pay? The 
section that will become the second section of 
the bill, should the present measure pass, does 
not provide for supervisors in cities. That is 
all very true. It providesfor supervisors else- 
where than cities, or rather it does not provide 
for supervisors in cities alone. That is very 
true. Then comes the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Texas, that they shall not 
receive pay. But that does not affect the 
other section, unless indeed it be true that the 
supervisors who may be appointed in cities 
will be appointed under the bill which is now 
before the Senate. If thatis the case, then 
the Senatoris right, and possibly that is the 


case. 

Mr. MORTON. I will say to the Senator 
that the first section of this bill by its terms 
takes the place of the second section of the 
old bill, so that all the supervisors will in effect 
be appointed under this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then the Senator is right, 
and I hope his amendment will not be adopted 
and that these supervisors in the cities will be 
allowed to stand on precisely the same footing 
with supervisors elsewhere. No reason can 
be given why the one should serve without 
compensation, and the other should be com- 
pensated—not a single reason in the world. 
What is the reason that you propose to give 
them no compensation in the country or in 
towns of less than twenty thousand? On the 
theory that you will get better men by taking 
men who will perform the service without com- 
pensation, that you will not get a set of office- 
seekers; that you will get better men, respect- 
able men. If that is true in the country, it is 
still more true and has still greater weight 
when you come to agreat city. No reason 
can be conceived of why you should give these 
men pay in the city, when you refuse to give 
them pay in the country. I hope, therefore, 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana 
will be voted down and that the bill, if it shall 
pass, will have the effect of doing away with 
this compensation for supervisors altogether. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Ohio 
of course is right in his view, and I voted in 


favor of an amendment which wonld have, 


carried out that view. ‘That amendment, 
however, was not adopted. I suggest to the 
Senator from Ohio that if he wishes to reach 
the point that he has in his mind, it will re- 
quire some express words to be added to the 
measure now before the Senate. There are 
two sections that relate to this question of 
supervisors in the former acts. One of them 
is displaced by section two of this bill. The 
other fixes the compensation of supervisors 
appointed in towns containing twenty thousand 
inhabitants or more. That is a separate sec- 
tion. It will require, therefore, an amend- 
ment to repeal that section or to repeal so 
much of it as provides for their compensa- 
tion, in order to accomplish the view of the 
Senator from Ohio. 
the course would be to vote down the amend- 
from Indiana declaring 
their rightto compensation. He seems to con- 
sider that necessary to prevent any possible 
ambiguity which may arise from the passage 
of this measure. Therefore I will ask the Clerk 


Regularly, I presume, ; 


! 


1 


i 


to withhold my amendment until itis known 
what disposition the Senate will make of the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from California withdraws his amendment 
for the present, and the question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. One word, Mr. President. 
It was not the purpose of this bill to change 
the law as it now stands so far as cities of 
twenty thousand inhabitants are concerned. 
We do not propose to disturb the law as it 
applies to them. 

There is a reason, and a very clear reason 
for providing compensation for officers in the 
cities that would uot apply to corresponding 
officers in the country. You can get a class 
of men to perform these duties in the country 
while the corresponding class in the cities will 
not even go to the polls at all, perhaps. Ihope 
the amendment will be adopted. The simple 
effect is to leave the old law just as it now is 
in this respect; it does not propose to change 
that. That was adopted after great considera- 
tion, and I see no reason for changing it. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana, 

Mr. CASSERLY. This is a question of 
some importance, and I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. Bayarp,] who is absent, is paired 


| on this subject with the Senator from Michigan, 


(Mr. Cuanpien. ] 
The result was announced—yeas 87, nays 
18; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hitehoock, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumnor, West, Windom, and 
Wright—37. . ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Lipton, and Lrumbull—18, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Chandler, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Fonton, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Haran, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Rice, Sherman, Vickers, and 
Wilson—19. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Lask the Clerk now to 
read the amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment just adopted will be reported. 

The Cimer Cierx. The amendment just 
agreed to is as follows: 


At the end of,tho proviso to the first section of the 
billtadd: 2 

Except those authorized to be appointed by the 
act to which this isan amendment in cities having 


| twenty thousand inhabitants or more. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Now I offer my amend- 
ment, and ask the Clerk to read that. 

The Crier CLerk. Atthe end of the amend- 
ment just agreed to it is proposed to insert: 

And the fees or compensation payable to super- 
visors or deputy marshals under the acts to which 
this act is amendatory are hereby reduced fifty per 
cent. 

Mr. CASSERLY. IfI could hope that any 
amendment would be adopted by the Senate 


| which would have the effect of rendering this 


pill less oppressive—I speak, of course, from 
my own point of view, not intending to reflect 
upon the motive of any Senator—I should 
feel confident that this amendment would be 
adopted. 

Mr. President, we know that some of the 
worst creatures that ever disgraced humanity 
have been appointed in the large cities of 
the Union supervisors and deputy marshals 
under the acts to whicli this act is an amend- 
ment. More than once in this body lists have 
been read of those persons by name, with their 
descriptions in full, also the crimes for which 
they had been convicted aud the terms they 
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had served in various penitentiaries and State | 


prisons throughout the country. That was a 
list published in one of the leading jour- 
nals in New York for several days. No 
dénial of such extraordinary statements was 
ever made, I find here the name of one man 
appointed a supervisor in the city of New 
York, William Lewis, who was-arrested for 
stealing personal property, one gold watch 
and chain, one locket, bracelets, ear-rings, and 
breast-pins, all valued at $195, and the stolen 
property found in his possession, and he was 
committed for trial, but the war being then 
raging he was released on condition of enlist- 
ing in the Army—not a very valuable addi- 
tion, I should say, to the brave men who were 
then risking their lives for us all in the field. 

. Another supervisor of the eighteenth ward 
was arrested as accessory to the murder of one 
Guernsey, a grocer: Another supervisor was 
a principal in a murder in a saloon, and ran 
off to escape arrest and punishment. I find 
the name of a prominent deputy marshal, 
Allen, who served a term of five years in the 
Connecticut State prison. He was sentenced 
to five years more in the State of New York 
to the State prison there, but appealed his 
case, and while waiting for the decision of a 
higher court got out on bail and found it con- 
venient to disappear. 

I could occupy the time of the Senate for 
ten times the five minutes allowed to me in 
reading similar details. In my own city many 
men succeeded in imposing themselves on the 
circuit judge and being appointed as super- 
visors to whom no man in his senses would 
give five dollars a day; any man who would 
regard them as worth half that amount would 
thereby establish his liability to have a com- 
mission of lutiacy appointed on him. 

You do not give your jurors, the men who 
are the chosen men of the community, the 
good and true men, the lawful and discreet 
men of your community such compensation 
as is to be paid to these men, You are mak- 
ing a job of the whole thing; you are making 
this law, inquisitorial and extraordinary at the 
best, an instrument for oppressing the people 
by the taxation which it will produce. 

I hope, sir, that my amendment will be 
adopted, putting these people on a level at least 
with honest laborers in their compensation. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, if there is 
to be compensation allowed at all, I think that 
allowed in the law as it now stands is not too 
high. The object isto get men who are qual- 
ified morally and intellectually to perform these 
duties. Therefore, Iam opposed to the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from California. 

Bat he says that bad men have heretofore 
been appointed in New York, and he reads 
some names and describes some characters. 
Why, Mr. President, in the city of New York 
men have been elected by the people, and 
have been appointed by the mayor aud com- 
mon council of that city, who in the course 
of about three years stole $120,000,000; and 
the whole world knows it. Is that a good 
argument for abolishing elections by the peo- 
ple? Is that a good argument for depriving 
the city governmentof New York of all power? 
It would be a good argument if that made by 
the Senator from California is a good argu- 
ment against this law. He cannot impeach 
the excellence of a law by showing that it may 
have sometimes been abused, or that bad men 
may sometimes have been appointed under it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator from 
Indiana allow me to ask him a question with- 
out trespassing on his time? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator con- 
sider that because bad men stole millions of 
dollars in the city of New York, as he says, 
graduates of two State prisons in as many dif- 
terent States should be paid five dollars a day 
as supervisors or deputy marshals to insure 
purity of elections? 


Mr. MORTON. Even the graduates of 
State prisons may sometimes go where they 
are not known and be appointed to office or 
be received in respectable society. I have 
heard of that. Butwhat I mean to say is this: 
if these exceptional cases that the Senator re- 
fers to have oecurred—which, verbaps, he 
cannot prove; they may be entirely apocryphal 
for all we know, aud I presume they are, for I 
think they are among the exaggerations of 
politics—even if it were so, it would form no 
good argument against the law any more than 
the existence of Tammany thieves would form 
a good argument against electing the officers 
of cities by the people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
lion is upon the amendment offered by the 
Senator from California. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against 
this whole bill when it comes to the final vote. 
I am opposed to the appointment of these 
supervisors of election, and consequently I am 
Opposed to paying them anything. Now, I 
should like to know what business it is of Con- 
gress how the people of any State conduct their 
elections. Are you going to strike down every 
right of the States? A few moments ago you 
had a bill pending in this House, advocated 
by many Senators, that proposed even to take 
from the parents of children the right to de- 
termine how they should go to school and how 
they should educate their own children. You 
proposed in that bill to take from the people 
the right to say where they would bury their 
dead. Now you come here with this ‘bill of 
abominations"? and propose to supervise the 
elections of the people in their own States. I 
am opposed to your whole bill, and conse- 
quently I say 1 am opposed to any compensa- 
tion whatever, 7 

If Congress mean to interfere with the rights 
of the electors, why do they not take a manly 
course and say ‘‘ Congressintends to usurp the 
powers which the people themselves have 
heretofore exercised to determine their own 
elections and rule at their own polls?’ Why 
do you propose now to come in with congres- 
sional interference, to appoint scalawags to 
superintend the manner in which honest men 
shall cast their votes? What the Senator from 
California read as being true in the city of 
New York was true in many other States, In 
my own State parties were sent for to Philadel 
phia, as | have understood, to go into one of the 
election precincts and to appear there and claim 
to beappointees ofthe marshal and superintend 
an election ; but the good people of that neigh- 
borhood said to them, “ Sirs, the sooner you 
make tracks the better; there are limbs and 
rope in this neighborhood, and you had better 
leave;’? and I hope and trust that whenever 
an attempt is made by scalawags to interfere 
with the elections of the people they will read 
to them their death-warrant unless they leave 
the place in short order, 

\ Sir, the people ought not to submit to it. 
If the people of this country do submit to be 
divested of all their rights, then their liberties 
are gone, unless to shame the coward spirit 
of their sons, the swords of patriot sires shall 
leap unbidden from their rusty scabbards and 
strike down the despoilers of American liberty. 

For one, I protest against this whole thing 
asan infringement upon the rights of the peo- 
ple, and I shall therefore oppose giving any- 
thing to any of these scalawags that may be 
sent into my State or any other State for the 
purpose of supervising elections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That will pay them 
$2 50 a day, if it is adopted. I think that is 
enough. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On this question I am 


[Mr. Raysom,] who would vote “yea” if 
present, and I should vote “nay.” Tam xe 


quested to state, also, thatthe Senator from - 
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Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] is paired with the ` 


Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Stockron. } 
Mr. Stocxron would vote “yea”? 
and Mr. Ramsey “ nay.” 
The qaestion being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS~Messrs. Al A ir, 
Davis of West vier are eS HY, Pooper, 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Nor- 


wood, Saulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, Thurman, Tips 
ton, Trumboti, and Windom—I8, : 


AYS—Messrs, Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Baok- ; 


ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter; Clayton, Colo, 
Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Counceticut, Berry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frolinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Kel- 
loge, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pool, Robertson, Suwyer, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, 

and West—29, : 
ABSENT—Mossrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Chandler, 
Edmunds, Fonton, 


Conkling, Davis of. Kentucky, 

Hamlin Hin, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maino, Patterson bere Pratt, Ramsey, 
Ransom, Rico, Sherman.Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 


Vickers, Wilson, and Wright—27. 
So the amendment was rejected, 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
bill by adding :_ 

Sro. —. That all appointments of supervisors of 
election, or deputy marshals, or persons appointed 
by court commissioners to eoxcoute process, made 
under this act, or tho acts to which it ig amendatory, 
shall be mado in writing upon the written recom- 
mondation of at least two reputable citizens who 
are qualified as jdrors under the Jaws of the State, 


if present, 


I move to amend the ` 


and also qualified as voters in their respective elec- 


tion or voting precincts; and such recommendation 
shall bo filed with the appointment in the office of 
the olork of the cirouit court, : ; 


The amendment is confined to supervisors 
, 


deputy marshals, and that large body of offi- 2 


cers denominated ‘ persons” in the act, who 


are appointed by the court commissioners to ` 


execute process, It seems to me that those 
officers are invested with powers so large that 


some special care should be used in the mune | 


ner of their appointment. 

Mr. CARPENTER, 
me to make a suggestion’to him ? 

Mr. CASSIERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I suggest that his 
amendment is unconstitutional. The appoint- 
ment of every. Pederal officer must be made 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, by the heads of Depart- 
ments, or bythe courts of law. Now, you can- 
not provide that a court of law shall appoint 
men recommended to them by somebody else. 

Mr..CASSERLY. The Senator from Wis- 
consin is a known friend’ and champion of 
civil service reform, I am, therefore, not at 
all equal to the task of coping with him ons 
question of this: kind which relates to the con- 
stitutional power of officers charged with the 
duty of appointments to make appointmeuts 
upon the best information or guarantee that 
they can obtain. I do not sec how my amend- 
ment, however, conflicts with the Senator’s 
view of the Constitution. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It substantially puts 
the appointing power in the two persons. who 
make the recommendation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; the provision 
is that the supervisors shall not. be appointed 
unless they have such recommendation. Jt 
does not say that the man. who has that recom- 
mendation shall be appointed. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I thought it read that 
he should be appointed upon the recommend- 
ation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No. 

Mr. CARPENTER. What is the phrase- 


ology? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read, : 

The Cuizy Cuerxk. The amendment is as 
follows: 


Thatall appointments ofsupervisors of elections,or 
deputy marshals, or persons appointed. by court com- 


missioners to executo process made under this act or. 


the acts to which it is amendatory, shall be wade in 


writing upon the written recommendation of at least 
two reputable citizens. who. are- qualified ag jurers `: 
A i Si ; under the law of the State, and also are qualified as 
i paired with the Senator from North Carolina, ii 


voters in their respective clection or voting pre- 


Will the Senator allow 
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--@incts, and such recommendation shall be filed with | 
the appointment in the office of the clerk of the | 
: cironit court. | 

:Mr. CASSERLY. That does not limit the | 
appointing power of the court at all. If it, 
does, of course Iam willing to change itin any | 
way that will make it satisfactory. The pro- | 
vision simply is that before any supervisor can | 
“be appointed by the court he shall bave the | 
“recommendation of two reputable citizens. 
The court is not bound to appoint any man | 
who brings that recommendation. It may 
insist on the appointment of some other man 
‘who. will have a like recommendation, or the 
third or fourth man who comes forth with a 
similar paper. ; 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to make a 
suggestion —— 
` Mr. CASSERLY. The difficulty is, if the 
Senator will allow me just one moment, that 
the civil service reform of which the Senator 
has had occasion to speak more than once in 
this body did restrict or undertake to restrict, 
the appointing power of the President to such 
and such persons as a board might report as | 
qualified. i 
Mr. CARPENTER. Now, if my friend 
will permit a suggestion, suppose some dis- 
reputable person gets the recommendation of 
two individuals from'a town fifty miles dis- |j 
tant, takes it to the jadge aud demands his 
appointment, and the judge knows him to be 
uiterly disqualified. By law he must make the 
appointment. He knows fifty men in the | 
town fit for it and knows this man is not fit; | 
and yet, if the section has any validity, he is 
bound to appoint this bad man. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; he is not. 

Mr. CARPENTER. He must make the 
appointment; he cannot make it without the 
recommendation of two persons in writing, | 
and this is the only man recommended. How 
is he to help himself? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The result of that would 
be, that, according to the view of the Sen: 
ator from Wisconsin, the very first person who 
offered a recommendation of two reputable 
citizens would have to be appointed by the 
circuit judge. He would have neither choice | 
in the selection nor could he have any time to | 
consider the applications of others similarly 
fortified. I do not think the provision is | 
amenable to any constitutional objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is į 
on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the amendment | 
will not be agreed to. It would only compli- 
catethe law to no purpose. 

The question was put, and the Chair de- 
clared that the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret very much that 
the Senator from Indiana feels called upon to 
demand the rejection of every amendment. I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the Senator is late. When the Chair states | 
“the ayes appear to have it? or “the noes 
appear to have it,” and no Senator challenges 
that declaration, it is not in order to rise to 
debate the proposition and then call for the 
yeas and nays, because, according to parlia- 
mentary law, the Chair pauses but an instant 
to allow his own judgment to be challenged. 
But the Senator from California asks for the 
yeas and nays, and the Chair will entertain the 
call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 

West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton 
of Texas, Johnston. Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, 
Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, and Thurman—l4. 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Back- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Kellogg, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart. Sumner, Windom, and Wright—3l. 

ABSENT—Mesers. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Davis of Ken- 


tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwai 
Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, jeg titi 
Pratt, Ramsey, Riog, Robertson, Saulabury. Spencer, 
ue, Tipton, Trumbull, Vi à 
Sprague, T ull, Vickers, West, and 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Iloffer another amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Sec. —. That it shall not be lawful for any supor- 
visor of election, or deputy marshal, or person ap- 
pointed to execute process by court commissioners, 
to call out or have any authority over any portion 
of the land or naval forces of the United States, or 
of the militia, under this act, or the acts to which 
this act is amendatory. 


Mr. President, whatever may be thought by 
some of the supporters of this measure, who 


| seem determined to vote down all amend- 


ments, I wish to say for myself, that after 


| being at the trouble of preparing and offering 


these amendments, it is with an earnest desire 
on my part to do something to make this a 
fair bill. The Senator from Indiana declared 
that to be his purpose in the beginning. Iam 
quite willing to test that declaration, but it 
is not for that object alone, or in any great 
degree even, that I offer these amendments. 

Now, I call the attention of the Senate, or 


! of such Senators as probably have forgotten 


the fact, that by section ten of the original act 
still in force the commissioners of the courts 
were authorized to appoint persons from time 
to time to execute process issued by the com- 
missioners in the performance of their duties 
ander the act. Then follows this most enorm- 
ous provision, I believe perfectly unheard of 
in any civilized Government in this world 
besides this: 

“ And the persons so appointed to exceute any 
warrant or process as aforesaid shall have authority 
to summon and call to their aid the by-standers or 
posse comitatus of the proper county, or such portion 
of the land or naval forces of the United States, or 
of the militia, as may be necessary to the perform- 
ance of-the duty with which they are charged.” 

Of which they are to be the judge, both of 
the necessity of employing them and of the 
extent to which it is necessary. Now will any- 
body seriously contend that such a provision 
is defensible, or even excusable? What does 
it do? It commits the most critical power 
that the highest officer of this Government can 
wield—that is, the employment of the Army 
and Navy—to the hands of any one, of a hun- 
dred, or a thousand, or two thousand, or ten 
thousand irresponsible persons appointed by 
court commissioners to execute process. Why, 
sir, ncither in France nor in Russia, and cer- 
tainly not in the countries of Hnrope which 
boast free institutions, at least free in some 
measure, could any minister or any minisiry 
venture to propose such a provision of law. 
Why, sir, consider; the commissioners are not 
infallible; these appointments are very numer- 
ous, made in the heat of a contested election. 
Will you commit the peace and the security 
of a whole community to any one of those men 
who in the execution of such process as is 
given to him is armed with the power of call- 
ing to his side the Army and Navy of the 


| United States? 


The Senator from Indiana undertook to 


' make light of this list of supervisors and dep- 


| nial of these charges. 


uty marshals appointed in New York for the 
election of 1870; he said it was apocryphal. 
How does the Senator know that? le was 
published in a leading journal there not once, 
but twice or three times. Where was the con- 
tradiction? I never saw any contradiction of 
it. The specifications are minute ; the name 
of each man is given, his occupation, the dis- 
trict for which he was appointed, and where 
he was charged with guilt; the time and place 
of the charge was mentioned. Where he was 
charged with being recently at the State pen- 
itentiary or the State prison, all particulars 
were furnished. I repeat, I have seen no de- 
And it is to men like 
these, one of them a graduate of two State 
prisons in as many different States, that you 
propose to give that tremendous power, in a 
time of high excitement, to call out the Army 


and the Navy of the United States according 
to their discretion! It isa frightful thing to 
contemplate, sir. Iam sure it was adopted, 
as some other provisions in the original law 
were adopted, improvidently and without such 
consideration as the subject demanded. The 
section is section ten of the first law—the law 
of 1870. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is the bill that 
the Democrats perfected the details of here for 
all one night. 

Mr. CASSERLY, No, sir; the Senator 
from Wisconsin and his associates were so much 
in love with their ill-featured progeny that they 
sat here and forbade any correction or amend- 
ment of the production. They listened to our 
debate, noted down everything, and themselves 
stood like dumb sheep, I will say, without at- 
tempting to defend, or to apologize, or to ex- 
cuse the deformities of their offspring. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator's 
time has expired. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to an incongruity in the 
original act on this subject. I agree with what 
has been said by the Senator from California, 
The proposition is to allow any one of these 
deputy marshals to require the Army to come 
to his aid. Of course, under the provisions 
of this act, the military officer is bound to 
obey; otherwise the call amounts to nothing. 
The idea that any deputy marshal may call 
upon General McDowell, or some subordinate 
of General MeDowell’s in the city of New 
York, to take away the troops of the United 
States to use as a posse, and that that is all in 
the diserction of any one of these deputy mar- 
shals, themselves irresponsible, and appointed 
by an irresponsible power, is to my mind as 
shocking a thing as you can possibly conceive, 

Bat here is what] want to call the attention 
of the Senate to: that while this power is 
given to these deputy marshals, the law does 
not intrust such power to the President him- 
self, but only authorizes him to use the mili- 
tary or naval forces when it is necessary to 
execute judicial process. ‘Those who were 
here when the original act was passed will 
recollect that that was not the way the section 
was originally drawn. The section as originally 
drawn gave to the President complete power 
to use the Army and the Navy for the purpose 
of enforcing any of the provisions of the act; 
but upon the fight which was made on that 
bill, the bill was apparently too strong even 
for the majority themselves, and it was finally 
amended so as only to confer upon the Presi- 
dent the power to use the Army or Navy in 
order to execute judicial process, and that is 
embodicd in the thirteenth section of the act. 
But while the President cannot exercise this 
power, cannot call on the Army or the Navy 
except to execute judicial process, here is the 
tenth section, which provides: 

“ And the better to enable the said commissionors 
to execute their duties faithfully and _elliciently, in 
conformity with the Constitution of tbe United 
States, and the requirements of this act, they aro 
bercby authorized and empowered, withia their dis- 
tricts respectively, toappointin writing, under their 
hands, any one or more suitable persons, from time 
to time to executeall such warrants and other process 
as may be issued by them in the lawful performance 
of their respective duties; and the persons so ap~ 
pointed—” 

That is, these persons appointed by com mis- 
sioners (for the commissioners are appointed 
by the judges) to execute process— 


“and the persons so appointed to execute any 
warrant or process as aforesaid shall havo authority 
to summon and call to their aid the by-standers or 
posse comitatus of the proper county, or such portion 
of the land or naval forces of the United States, or 
of the militia as may be necessary to the perform- 
ance of the duty with which they are charged, aud 
to insure a faithful observance of the fifteenth 
amendment tothe Constitution of the United States, 
and such warrants shall run and be executed by said 
officers anywhere in the State or Territory within 
which they are issued.” $ 

It does seem to me a most extraordinary 
proposition that a mere appointee of a commis- 


sioner of a circuit court of the United States, 
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a man who is not.a responsible man at all, | 
who is merely a special appointee to serve a | 
process, should have the power which you | 
will not confer upon your President himself | 
to call forth the Army or the Navy of the | 
United States to assist him, and to do what? | 
To enforce “the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution.” That is a most extraordin- 
ary provision in the law. I say that it ought į 
to be stricken out. It is monstrous that it | 
should be here at all. I once more remind | 
the Senate that if it amounts to anything, the 
General of the Army and all the Army within 
his reach are bound to obey the mandate of 
some little petty special bailiff appointed by a 
little petty special commissioner of the circuit | 
court of the United States! i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. | 

Mr. THURMAN. On that let us have the 
yeas and nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say that the j 
provision alluded to does not refer to any duty 
performed by a supervisor under this act, but 
refers to an officer appointed to execute pro- 
cess; a different thing entirely. 

‘Mr. CASSERLY. I did not hear the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON. I said that the section 
alluded to by the Senator from California does 
not refer to any duty performed by a super- 
visor appointed under the provisions of this | 
act; but the duties to be performed by an 
officer appointed to execute process issued by | 
a commissioner appointed by the circuit court 
of the United States, a very different thing. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator under- 
stand that my amendment does not cover those 
persons so appointed by the commissioners to 
execute process? They are specified in my 
amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Ohio 
was discussing that section. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the amend- 
ment be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. Casseruy. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On this question Lam 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Sauuspury.] If he were here he would vote | 
‘yea,’ and I should vote “nay.” 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted-—-yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: | 

YUAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, | 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of | 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, | 
Norwood, Ransom, Sprague, ‘Stevenson, Stockton, | 
Thurman, ond Lipton—17, j 

NAYS—Messrs. Aines, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- | 
eron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, | 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- | 
huysen, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morrill of | 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, | 


West, Wilson, and Windom—30. | 
ABSEN'T—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- ! 
ham, Caldwell, Chandler, Conkling, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Ham- | 
lin, ILH, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Patterson, Pratt, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Sher- | 
man, Stewart, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—27. 


So the amendment was rejected. i 
*Mr. CASSERLY. I move another amend- 


on, Nye, Usborn, || 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Sawyer, Spencer, Sumner, |} 


ment, toinsert the following additional section: | 


Suc. —. That no, person shall be appointed under | 
this act as supervisor of election who is not at the | 
tine of his appointment a qualified voter of the: 
election district or voting precinct for which he is | 
appointed. No person shall be appointed deputy : 
marshal under this act or the acts to which this is | 
amendatory who is not a qualified voter at the time | 
of his appointment in the precinct where he resides. | 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senate has treated | 
me so well in adopting that amendment that I 
shall not offer any more amendments. [Laugh- | 
ter. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
mised upon that basis some time ago. [Langh- 
ter. J 

Mr. SPENCER. 
ment will be reconsidered. 


We would have compro- | 


I hope that last amend- 
In the State: 


i 
I 
} 
j; 
$ 
Í 
i 


which I have the honor in part to represent, 
itis the law for all voters to vote anywhere in 
the county in which they reside. They are 
not confined to precinets. i 

Mr. COLE. It merely requires him to be a 
voter in the precinct in which he resides. 
Let it be read again, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
retary will report the amendment., 

Mr. THURMAN. The amendment has 
been adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. 
may see what it is. 

The amendment adopted on Mr. CASSERLY’ S 
motion was again read. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move to amend by in- 
serting the word ‘county’? before the word 
tí election,” so as to require him to be a res- 
ident of “the county, election district, or 


Let it be read, that we 


| precinct.” 


Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is onthe amendment of the Senator trom 
Alabama. 

Mr. THURMAN. T hope the Senator will 
see that there is no necessity for that. 

Mr. COLE. ‘The impracticable part of the 
proposition isthis: that the officer will be on duty 


|| not in one precinct but oftentimes in several 


precincts. It would not do to confine a dep- 
uty marshal to duty, for example, in a little 
precinct of the city in which he happened to 
reside. It ought to be allowed to put him 
upon duty in the whole city. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague misappre- 
hends my amendment. In regard to supervis- 
ors the amendment requires the. supervisor 
to be a voter of the precinct for which he is 
appointed; but in regard to deputy marshals 
it simply requires that they be qualified voters 
of the precinct where they reside, not where 
they ure to act. Residence and suffrage go 
together under our laws almost universally. 

Mr. COLE. Perhaps I may not have un- 
derstood the designation of the officer. Call 
him a supervisor, for illustration, is he to be 
a resident of the precinct for which he was 
appointed? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. He will be on duty not in one 
precinct but in many? 

Mr. THURMAN. Notatall. The super- 
visor can only act in one precinct, He is to 
be at the election. 

Mr. COLE. Very well. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think there is no ob- 
jection to the amendment as adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we ought to in- 
sert the word ‘‘ county.”’ 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to insert “parish”? 
as well as county. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. IT supposed the amend- 
ment was mine. I may not have any objec- 
tion to the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont or that of the Senator from Ala- 
bama; but [ would like to know what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment of the 
Senator from California was agreed to. Now 
the Senator from Alabama moves further to 
amend by inserting the word ‘ county,’ before 
the words ‘‘ election district,” where they now 
occur in the bill as amended—that is all; 
and the Senator does not see any objection to 
it. The Senator from Louisiana suggests that 
in Louisiana they have no counties, but the 
divisions are called parishes, and therefore, as 
descriptive, the word “ parish” ought also to 
be in, and J think he is right about it, and 
he moves that amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama, who 
accepts it, so that the pending question is 
on inserting in the bill the words ‘‘ county, 
parish,’’ so that it will read, ‘‘ county, parish, 
election district, or voting precinct.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the idea embraced in 
this amendment is so exceedingly brilliant as 


I accept that amend- 


to be an absolute monopoly, I will withdraw ` 
parish’? (Nol?! Nol] Very well... 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I wish is tounder- © 
stand the nature of the amendment uow pros- 
posed. Is it an amendment proposed in 
regard to the deputy marshals? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yos, sir. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then I have no great 
objection, although I think it would be much 
better the other way. 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. It would make the law 
inoperative in certain States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the section as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator from Alabama, 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That no person shall be appointed under this act 
as supervisor of clection who is not at the time. of 
his appointment a qualified voter of the county, 
parish, election district, or voting precinct for which 
he is appointed. No person shall be appointed 
deputy marshal under this act, or the acts to which 
this is amendatory, who is not a qualified voter at 
the timo of his appointment iu the county, parish, 
district, or precinet whero he resides. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I understood that the 
amendment applied only to deputy marshals. 
When you come to apply it to supervisors it 
seems to me that it becomes quite improper. 

Mr. THURMAN. I can make a sugges- 
tion to my friend from California that he will 
see upon reflection that the amendment is not 
out of the way., In some of the States all the 
votes of the county are taken at one place. 
Then the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Alabama would properly apply. -There 
are going to be two supervisors appointed, then, 
for that’ county. Ido not know how it is in 
Louisiana, but it may be that all the votes in a 
certain parish are taken at one place. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then there is really no 
necessity for applying the word ‘‘ parish ;”” but 
that makes no great difference. What I suggest 
to my friend from Californiais that these words 
are to be taken singula singulis, as lawyers say, 
and onany fair interpretation, where the elec- 
tions are all held at one place in the county, it 
is sufficient that the supervisors should be elect- 
ors in the county ; but where the elections are 
held in the precincts of the county the words 
must be taken to mean that the supervisors 
must be electors of that precinct, and not of 
some other partof the county, ‘That would be 
the true interpretation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | I do not think it would. 

Mr. MORTON. Itis suggested to me that 
this amendment offered by the Senator from 
Alabama should have a wider scope; that 
it should be sufficient if he was a resident 
of the county without being required to be 
a resident of that particular voting precinct, 
for this reason: itis said that there are many 
voting precincts where the voters are all of one 
party, and it has happened a great many times 
in the South in the last two or three years 
that men of a particular party were afraid to 
go to the polls in a particular precinct or 
township, and that men of @ particular party 
would be afraid to accept such appointments, 
That, perhaps, is one of the reasons that have 
made this law a necessity. Therefore the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Alabama should perhaps receive the construc- 
tion that if a man is a resident of the county 
and a voter in the county, it should be suffi- 
cients 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama, as modified. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time, 

Mr. THURMAN. On the passage of the 
bill L ask for the yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the five-minnteg 
rule extend to this stage of the bill? [‘* Oh, 

s ! 7 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was only five-min- 
utes debate on amendments. 


Mr. CASSERLY. WhatI mean is, can the 
pill be debated five minutes at this stage? 
. The PRESIDING-OFFICER. The Chair 
“thinks not at this stage. 
> Mr. ANTHONY. The bill cannot be de- 
bated at all. 
-| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sothe Chair 
© uoderstands, j 
as Ma Cesena. -What motion is now in 
¿ order 
= : The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
“cannot be amended except by unanimous con- 
> gent. It may be laid on the table or post- 
poned, or any motion of that character may 
` þe made ; but the bill cannot be amended. 
Mr. STOCKTON, (to Mr. Casszrty.) You 
can move to amend the title, 
Mr. CASSERLY. The title cannot be 
amended until the billis passed. j 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthe Senator wants to 
speak five minutes I hope he will be allowed 
to do so. 
, Mr. EDMUNDS. [I think the Senator from 
Illinois called me to order for speaking out of 


time, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I merely reminded the 
Senator; but I promised not to make any 
question. 

~The PRESIDING OFFICER. Except by 
unanimous consent the Senator from Califor- 

- nia cannot discuss the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘There is one amend- 
ment to this bill that I should liketo hear read, 
and that was the amendment of ‘the Senator 
from Indiana in regard to the appointment by 
the circuit judge of a district judge or judges 
in his circuit to act in his place under certain 
circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment referred to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the third section of the aat to which this is 
an amendment beso amended as to authorize each 
of the judges of tho circuit courts of the United 
States to appoint one or more of the judges of the 
district courts of the United States within his cir- 


cuit to discharge the duties contemplated by this 
act and the act to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Is it in order to amend 


that? Na 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. 


The bill cannot be amended at this stage. The 
question is on the passage of the bill, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ot this bill I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Saurs. 
BURY.] If he were here he would vote “ nay,” 
and I should vote ‘yea. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On this bill and all ques- 
tions connected with it I have been paired with 
the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD. ] 

Mr, TRUMBULL. 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. SCHURZ] to say 
that he is paired with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [ Mr. SUMNER.] If the Senator from 
Missouri were here he would vote against the 
bill, and the Senator from Massachusetts forit. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 86, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamlin, Howe, a 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman. Spencer, Stewart, West, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—36. g 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston,Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Ransom, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, and ‘Trumbull—17. . 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Davis of Ken- 
tueky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Har- 
lan, Lill, Hitchcock, Lewis, Patterson, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sumner, ‘Tipton, and Vick- 
ers—21, 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
title by inserting at the end of the title the 
words *‘ approved the 28th of February, 1871.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not care to inter- 


I am requested by the | 


Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of | 


fere with it, but I think those long titles are very 
objectionable. It is simply an amendment to 
the act to enforce the right to vote, and to say 
that would be sufficient. 

Mr. MORTON. I think that is sufficient. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection, 
but I merely suggest that a short title saying 
that this is a bill amendatory of the various 
acts, if there are several, relating to the right 
to vote, would be sufficient. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I willstate to the Senator 
from Illinois that that would suit bim just as 
well, but it would not suit the friends of the 
bill; for the way the title stands now it is no 
bill at all. It is essential that these words 
should be inserted. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think that the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana is conclu- 
sive about the friends of the bill. They have 
had all that they wanted pretty much thus far, 
and I think the Senator from Minois ought 
not to interpose any objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The friends of any bill 
generally get all they want if they stick. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not make any 
objection. i 

The amendment to the title was agreed to, 
so as to makeit read: ‘A bill to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to amend an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘ An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote in 
the several States of the Union, and for other 
purposes,” ? approved February 28, 1871.” 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 


Ordered, That James M. Ellison have leave, to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate his petition 
and papers. 


MARY ANN MONTGOMERY——VETO. 


Several messages were received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Porter, 
his Secretary. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following veto message : 


Yo the Senate of the United States: 

I have the honor to return herewith tho bill (S. 
No. 955) entitled “An act granting a pension to Mary 
Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgom- 
ery, late captain in Texas volunteers,” without my 
approval, inasmuch as the concluding phrase, “and 
in respect to her minor children under sixteen years 
of age,” has obviously no meaning whatsoever. 

Tf it were the intention of tho framer of the bill 
that the pension thereby granted should revert to 
said minor children upon the remarriage or death 
of the widow, the phrase referred to should read as 
follows: “and in the event of her remarriage or 
death, to her minor children under sixteen years of 
age.” I thereforo return the bill for proper action. 

U. S. GRANT. 

ExrcuTive MANSION, May 14, 1872. 


S. 955. 
Forty-s iD CONGRESS OF THE 
UNITED States OF AMERICA, 
AT THE SECOND SESSION, 

begun and held at the city of W ington on Mon- 

day, the 4th day of December, 1871. 

An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Mont- 
gomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, lato 
captain in Texas voluntecrs. 

Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to placo on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann 
Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late captain of Texas volunteers, and to pay her a 
pension, from the passage of this act as a captain’s 
widow, and in respect to her minor children under 
sixteen years of age. : 

J. G. BLAINE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
Vice President of the United States, and 
President of the Senate, 


Icertify that this act std gen nen Fhe Gree 

Secretary. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not see the chair- 

man of the Committee on Pensions in his seat. 

I suppose that bill came from that committee. 

It had probably better be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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The message was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ISRAELITES IN ROUMANIA, 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message: ` 


To the Senate 

In answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 8th 
of March last I transmit herewith copies of the cor- 
respondence between the Department of State and 
the consul of the United States at Bucharest, rela- 
tive to the persecution and oppression of the Teracl- 
ites in the principality of Roumania. 

U.S. GRANT, 
Wasuincron, May 14, 1872. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the message 
be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message: 


Yo the Senate and 
Howse of Representatives of the United Statea: 

In my message to Congress at the beginning of its 
present session allusion was made to the hardships 
and privations inflicted upon poor immigrants on 
shipboard and upon arrival on our shores; and a 
suggestion was made favoring national legislation 
for tno purpose of effecting a radical cure of the 
evil. 

Promise was made that a special message on this 
subject would be presented during the present ses- 
sion should information be received which would 
warrautit. E now transmit to the two Houses of Con- 
gress all that has been officially reecived singe that 
time bearing upon the subject, and recommend that 
such legislation be had as will secure, first, such 
room and accommodation on shipboard as is neces- 
sary for health and comfort, and such privacy and 
protection as not to compel immigrants to be the 
unwilling witnesses to so much vice and misery ; 
and, second, legislation to protect them upon their 
arrival at our sen-ports from tho knaves who are 
ever ready to despoil them of the little all which 
they are ablo to bring with them. Such legislation 
will bein the intorestsof humanity, and seems to be 
fully justifiable, Theo immigrant is not n citizen of 
any State or Torritory upon his arrival, but comes 
here to become a citizen of a grent republic, free to 
change his residence at will, to enjoy the blossings 
of u protecting Government where all ‘are equal 
before the law, and to add to the national wealth by 
his industry, 

On his arrival ho does not know States or corpor- 
ations, but confides implicitly in the protecting arm 
of tho great, free country of which he bas heard so 
much before leaving his native land, Itis a source 
of scrious disappointment and discouragement to 
those who start with means suflicient to support 
them comfortably until they can choose a residence 
and begin employment for a comfortable support, 
to find themselves subject to ill treatment and every 
disconfort on their passage here, and at the end of 
their j 


journey seized upon by professed friends, 
elaiming legal right to take chargeof thei for their 
protection, who do not eave them until all their 
resources are exhausted, when they are abandoned 
in a strange land, surrounded by strangers, without 
employment, and ignorant of the means of securing 
it. Under the present system this is the fate of 
thousands annually, the exposures on shipboard 
and the treatment on landing driving thousands to 
lives of vice and shane, who, with proper humane 
treatment, might become useful and respectable 
members of society, 

Í donot advise national legislation in affairs that 
should be regulated by the States, but I see no sub- 
ject more national in its character than provision 
for the safety and welfare of the thousands who 
leave foreign lands to become citizens of this 
Lepublic, 

When their residence is chosen they may then 
look to the Jaws of their locality for protection 
and guidance. 

The mass of immigrants arriving upon our shores 
coming, as they do, on vessels under foreign flags, 
makes treaties with the nations furnishing these 
immigrants necessary for their complete protection. 
For more than two years efforts have been made on 
our part to secure such treaties, aud there is now 
reasonable ground to hope for success 

. GRANT. 


Executive Mansion, May 14, 1872. 

Mr. COLE. I move that that message be 
printed and lie on the table. The Committee 
on Commerce have reported a bill affording 
the remedy called for in the message. , 

Mr. CASSERLY. It may be a question 
whether, to make any regulations satisfactory 
and efficient, conventions with the Govern- 
ments from whose ports the ships sail with 
immigrants might not be necessary. 4 sug- 
gest that with regard to the reference of this 
message, whenever it shall be referred I am 
inclined to think it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It might be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
but the Chair thinks the Committee on Com- 
merce have had charge of legislation with re- 
gard to immigrants. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I merely throw out the 
idea, as it occurs to me that nearly all the ves- 
sels carrying immigrants are European ships, 
sailing from European ports under European 
flags, and it may be a question whether the 
whole subject ought not to be made a matter 
of regulation between this Government and 
the respective. Huropean Governments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
colleague has moved that the message be laid 
on the table. Does the Senator insist on that 
motion? 

Mr. COLE. I am not particular about it. 
It is a subject of a great deal of importance; 
and I inquire of the chairman or of some 
members of the Committee on Commerce if 
they have not reported a bill on that subject? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The subject has 
been before that committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The message ought to 
go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COLE. I believe that committee have 
a time set ahead for the consideration of their 
bills, and probably this very bill will be one 
of those considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
California changes his motion, and moves that 
the message be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. i 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not wish to raise a 
contest about the reference. The Senator 
from Michigan was not in when I made the 
suggestion that as this immigration is carried 
on almost entirely in foreign ships, sailing 
from foreign ports under foreign flags, it 
might perhaps be necessary in order to make 
the regulation for the benefit of immigrants 
efficient all around, to do it by conventions or 
treaties with those Governments. Of course, 
I feel that. the subject is one of great interest, 
I am glad the Committee on Commerce are 
looking into it. What I said was by way of 
suggestion on the message. 

Mr. CHANDLER. LI am willing it should 
go to the Committee on Foreigu Relations, 
but heretofore all such matters have been re- 
ferred to tha Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not wish to make 
any contest about it. 

The message was ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. No, 2208) making appro- 
priations for the repair, preservation, and com- 
pletion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes; whieh was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, submitted an |! 


amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (8. No. 693) to provide for the 
farther endowment and support of colleges for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts, and the liberal and practical education 
of the industrial classes in the several pur- 
suits and professions in life as established 
under an act of Congress approved July 2, 
1862; which was ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the resolution 
of the Senate to print extra copies of the 
report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast Survey for 1871. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


and | 


| No. 1191) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1878, and 
for other purposes, and had agreed to other 
| amendments of the Senate to the sgid bill, 
| with amendments; that it asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Bucenr HALE 
of Maine, Mr. G. W, Scorretp of Pennsyl- 
vania, and Mr. Srevenson ARCHER of Mary- 
land, managers at the same on its part. 


PENITENTIARY CONGRESS REPORTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following resolution from the House 
of Representatives; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate coucurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies of the preliminary report of the com- 
missioner of the United States to the international 
| penitentiary congress of London, with accompany- 
ing documents, one thousand copies to be for the 
use of the Senate, two thousand for the use of the 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate proeceded to consider its amend- 
ments tothe bill (H. R. No. 1191) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to other amendments of. 
the Senate to the said bill. 

On motion of Mr. COLE, it was 

Resolved, That the Sonate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and disagree to the amendments of the House to 
other amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference agked by tho House of Representatives 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
| ., Ordered, That the conferees on the part of tho 
| Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


EXTENSION OF THE KU KLUX ACT. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
| ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
| 656, to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, in 
regard to extending the writ of habeas corpus. 
Mr. SPIGVIENSON. Let that bill be read 
| for information, 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows : 


Be it enacted, That the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, entitled 
“An act to enforcetbe provisions of the fourteenth 
| amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
| and for other purposes,” shall coutinue in foree 
until the end of thenext regular session of Congress, 

Mr. SPEVENSON. I ask the Senator 
| fro Pennsylvania does that propose to gon- 
tinue the suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus? 

Mr. SCOTT. The purpose of it is to con- 
tinue the right in the President until the end 
of the next regular session of Congress. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
| tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
| Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas und 
| nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CITANDLER. 1 am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. SAULSBURY. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 40, nays 19; as follows: 
|| YHAS—Mexssrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
: ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, 
| Cole, Corbet, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michi- 
| gan, Fianagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Hitchcock, 
| Howe, Kellog, , Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
i of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 7 ) 
i Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, West, Wilson, Win- 
| dom, and Wright—40. i 
| NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
| Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
| 
| 
{ 

i 
J 


Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 


' Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stoekton. Thurman, Tipton, and Trambull—19, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLI. I hope we may have time now 
il to consider the deficiency appropriation bill 
il conference report. 


House, and two thousand for the State Department? 


Mr. STEWART. - I wish we could have/a 
vote on the coal bill. — -~ 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to speak upon the 
bill which has just been taken up, but the 
remarks which [will make would probably 
occupy a longer time—lI feel sure that. they 
would—than will intervene. between this time 
and the hour fixed for the recess. The con- 
ference report that I understand the Senator 
from California appeals to me to have taken. 
up, I suppose, could be disposed ‘of in that 
time. ; 

Mr, COLE. Easily, I have no doubt. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1f Tean retain the floor and 
have this remain the unfinished business, I 
will yield for the consideration of that report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At half past 
four o'clock the Senate takes a recess until 


| half past seven, the unfinished business of the 


afternoon being the unfinished business of the 
day, and the evening session being devoted to 
reports from the Committee on Commerce. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania yields to allow 
the conference report on the deficiency bill to 
be taken up on condition that he shall resume 
the floor at half past four o'clock, so that he. 
shall be entitled to the floor to-morrow to open 
the debate on this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I appeal for five 
minutes to pass the coal bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. It cannot be passed 
in five minutes. : 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Nevada 
has requested the Senate a great many times 
to allow him a few minutes to pass the coal 
bill, and whether we favor this bill or not, I 
think he ought to have it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I objected yesterday, 
and was the cause of the Senator from Nevada 
not getting his bill up. I did it because I did 
notunderstand it. I bave since studied the 
subject, I believe pretty fully, and now I hope 
that his bill will be taken up, As I was the 
cause of putting it off yesterday, L feel bound 
to say that I hope the bill will be taken up, 
and, with amendments, it ought to be passed. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to say that the defi- 
ciency bill is one of paramount importance. 
The marshals from the various districts in the 
laud ure crying aloud to Congress, saying that 
they have exhausted their means and their 
credit to sustain the action of the courts. Some 
of them have borrowgd as much as $10,000; 
and they have renewed their notes at great 
sacrifices, Everybody is in favor of passing 
the bill, I believe, and it seems to me. we can 
digpose of it in a very few. minutes, and then 
take-up the bill of the Senator from Nevada, 
and pass that also. 

Mr, CORBETT. I think the deficiency bill 
ough? to be passed now, ‘The United States 
district judge in my State bas written me urging 
it. He says that for the last quarter of 1871 
he has not received his pay, and he receives 
asmall enough salary at any rate. 1 think 
that bill ought to be passed. He urged me 
the first of the session to get it up as a sepa- 
rate bill. It seems to me we ought to concur 
in the deficiency bill, pass it, and then take 
up the coal bill and pass it. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The conference 
report on the deficiency bill is before the Sen- 
ate, the Senator from Pennsylvania having 
yielded to allow it to be called up on condition 
that he resumes the floor at half past four 
o'clock. The question is on concurring in the 
conference report. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi was entitled to the floor yesterday upon 
it. Does he now claim the floor? 

Mr. ALCORN. If there is no opposion to 
it, I will not claim the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 

Mr. ALCORN. I will follow the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very happy to have 
such a good follower, I am sure.. [ Laughter. ] 


1872. 


Iwish to have the provision the conference 
2 commiite have agreed upon touching cotton 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read that part of the conference report 
yelative to the so-called Morrill amendment. 
«The Chief Clerk read the last item of the 
-seonference report as follows, on the deficiency 

pill H. R. No. 1654: 


That the House recede from their amendment to 
` thoe sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate and agree 

to the same with the following amendment: substi- 

tate for said Senate amendment the following: ‘that 

the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
* -guthorized and directed to pay to the lawful owners, 
or their legal representatives, of all cotton seized 
after the 30th day of June, 1865, by the agents of the 
Government unlawfully and in violation of their 
jnstructions, the net proceeds, without interest, of 
the sale of said cotton actually paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States: Provided, That the receipts 
thereof shall be taken and received in full satisfac- 
tion of all claims against the United States for or on 


account of the seizure of said cotton; and a sufti- 


cient sum for such payment is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated: And provided further, That the forego- 
ing provisions shall not apply to any claim now 
pending before the Court of Claims, nor to any claim 
not filed in the Treasury Department within six 
months after the passage of this act; and the sum 
of $20,000 is hereby appropriated for the payment 
of the necessary expenses of defending the United 
States in respect to claims for said proceeds, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inquire wheth- 
erit is in order to move that the Senate recede 
from its origival amendment upon which this 
proposition of compromise hangs? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
reply that in the present condition of the bill, 
it would not be in order. If the House of 
Representatives had made no amendment to the 
provision called the Morrill amendment, then 
jt would bein orderat this stage for the Sen- 
ate to recede; butas they proposed an amend- 
ment, the Senate must act upon their amend- 
ment to the Senateamendment, and they must 
therefore disagree to it, or agree to it, or agree 
toit with an amendment, as proposed by the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being the case, I hope 
the Senate will not agree to this report of the 
committee ofconference. Here isa proposition 
which was not discussed inthe Senate at all, an 
entirely and totally different subject from the 
one we spent days upon; as different as two 
subjects can be, except that they relate to cot- 
ton—that is the only connection they have— 
falling under entirely different provisions of 
law ; and we agreed to one proposition, which 
we understood on all sides. Of course there 
was a great difference of opinion as to what 
ought to be done, but we all understood what 
we were about. We sent it to the House, and 
they proposed to strike that out and do a to- 
tally different thing. We disagreed to that. 
Now comes the conference, which’ changes the 

' substance of what we passed to an entirely 
different subject, for an entirely different pur- 
pose, a subject that we have not had any re- 
port upon from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
a subject that we know nothing about except 
as we get it in debate, stating that there is 
cause in a certain degree for this or that pro- 
ceeding on the subject, without any investiga- 
tion as to how the facts really stand about it, 
and giving an unlimited draft, as you will per- 
ceive, upon the Treasury for anybody who 
chooses to make a claim, which in respect to 
any other claim would not be allowed to come 
into the Treasury at all, but all claims are 


obliged to come here and be considered. You | 


are going to put the people whose property 
was picked up after the end of the war upon 
a footing that you would not put the citizens 


of any other States of the Union for a mo- | 


ment whose property may have been unlaw- 
folly taken at any time during the war or after 
the war, and give an unlimited draft upon the 


Treasury, and leave it entirely to the discre- | 


tion of the Treasury officers how much money 
they shall pay out of the Treasury. 


I say it is most dangerous legislation. I say 
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it has no precedent, and it never ought to bea 
precedent or have one. No man would think 
of proposing in respect to claims arising in 
favor of any other people since the war that 
they should be turned loose uponthe Treasury 
to go there and prove such claims as they 
could, and that the Treasurer should pay them 
without any investigation by the law-making 
power of the Government, or by some court. 
The thing was never heard of or proposed before. 
You have just as much right to turn over all 
the cases that come to the Committee on Claims 
to the Treasurerand say, '*You will investigate 
whatever claims may be made on the Govern- 
ment, and you have unlimited authority to 
draw warrants in cash on the Treasury to pay 
for them,”? 

I hope, therefore, the Senate will disagree 
to the report, and stick to it until the House 
leave us, if they do not choose to take our 
amendment, where we must stand, and have no 
provision of law on the subject until Decem- 
ber, when we can have a careful inquiry into 
this condition of affairs and see where we 
stand. 

Mr. SAWYER. In the first place, in reply 
to the Senator from Vermont, I say that the 
Treasury Department know perfectly well 
where they got this cotton, every bale of it; 
that they took it from certain specified people, 
and have an accurate and careful record of 
the facts. In the next place, this provision 
requires that the proceeds of the cotton shall 
be given up to the lawful owners of the cotton, 
and makes it incumbent on the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make inquiries as to who were 
the lawful owners, and not give it up to any- 
body else. In the third place, this cotton is 
well understood to bave been taken in viola- 
tion of law and with no more propriety than 
it would be taken in the State of Georgia or 
South Carolina to-day; that it was taken in 
absolute violation of the instructions of the 
head of the Treasury Department himself after 
the war had ceased, after regulations had gone 
forth forbidding any more taking. A com- 
plete record of all the circumstances, of the 
amounts which the cotton brought, all the 
particulars in every case, is in the Depart- 
ment; and the only hardship about it is not 
one to the Government, but to the men from, 
whom the cotton was taken uvlawfully, when 
there was no right to take it, no pretense of 
right to take it, and when it was sold for not 
over thirty per cent. of its value in the hands 
of-the owner at the time. And now, when, 
seven years after the time it was taken, it is 
proposed to give back not that thirty per cent, 
with interest, but certainly not exceeding 
thirty per cent. of the value at the time it was 
taken, we are met with the assertion that this 
is a raid upon the Treasury. Why, sir, we 
have heard this time and time again here. 
There are three or four bills now pending in 
the Senate and in committees of the Senate 
which have been bere not merely this Con- 
gress, but the last Congress, and it is hopeless 
to get consideration of them. I hope the Sen- 
ate will concur in this report. It is not new 
matterin avy proper sense. 

Mr. COLE. 1 wish to have read at the desk 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
bearing directly on this subject, and dated 
May 10, which was addressed to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Claims, and was 
handed by the Secretary, as I was informed, 
to a member of the conference committee, 
which throws a good deal of light on the sub- 
ject, and I think it ought to go into the Globe. 

Mr. MORTON. [I desire to say one word 
before thai letter is read. I know what it is. 

Mr. President, I was in favor of the Mor- 
rill amendment, and am sorry if was not 
agreed to by the House. There may be some 
technical objection to this amendment offered 
here by the conference committee, as not hav- 
ing been considered ; but aside from that it 
seems to me there ought to be a remedy for 


the property taken after the close of the war. į 
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When peace was declared and property was 
unlawfully taken, there ought to be a remedy, 
and parties ought not to be subjected to the 
delay and expense of working a bill through 
Congress. It is something of a hardship to say 
that where property was. taken after the war 
was over, unlawfully seized, the party now is 
simply:allawed to get the principal without 
interest. I am in favor, at least, of some 
remedy in a case of that kind, 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) If there be no 
objection, the Secretary will now report the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill simply say in reply 
to the Senator from Indiana, that the answer 
I gave to that yesterday was that for two years 
and a half this money was subject to any 
claim made by any of these parties, and two 
millions of it was paid. 

Mr. FLANAGAN, Mr. President. I shall 
be very brief—— 

Mr. COLE. Before the Senator proceeds I 
desire to have that letter read as a part of my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Treasury Devarrnent, May 10, 1872. 

Sir: Lhavethe honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of tho 27th ultimo, concerning a bill 
authorizing the Seeretary of the Troasury to pay 
claims for tho proceeds of cotton seized after tho 
30th of Juno, 1865, tho substanco of which has 
been put into the deficiency appropriation bill by 
the llouso as a substitute for the so-called Morrill 
anecndment, although they relato to distinct classey 
of claims, the former almost wholly to claims of 
which the Court of Claims cannot tuke jurisdiction, 
solely because of the expiration of the time al- 
lowed by statuto for filing such claims; the Jatter 
to claims properly pending in said court. 

In response to communications from several Sen- 
ators and Representatives, I have expressed the 
opinion, to which E still adhero, that it would, be 
preferable to reopen the Court of Claims for a lim- 
ited time to the claimants of cotton seized after the 
30th of June, 1865, by agents of tho Government in 
violation of thoir instructions, than to provide for 
the adjudication of such claims in the Treasury 
Department. 

In view of the possibility that such claims may 
be remitted to this Department for adjudication, I 
deem it proper to suggest several amondinents to 
the section as adopted by the House in the nature 
of safeguards for the protection of the Treasury 
against improper claims. 

By inserting the words ‘in violation of their in- 
structions’? after the words “by tho agents of the 
Government” the Department would be relieved 
from the consideration of claims forthe large amount 
of cotton sold or contracted to be sold to the con- 
federato government and found in the bands of the 
original owners or those to whoin they had attempted 
to dispose of it in fraud of the rights of the Gov- 
ernment, 

The innumerable controverted questions of law 
and disputed facts tbat must inevitably arise in tho 
consideration of this important subject, involving 
four or five million dollars, render it highly proper 
that they should be examined and determined by a 
competent judicial tribunal. F 

Jn compliance with instructions of the President 
and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, issued after the 
30th of June, 1805, large quantities of cotton were 
also seized as the property of certain corporations 
or organizations entitled, exporting and importing 
companies which were formed for the purpose of 
running the blockades, and were mere auxiliaries to 
the so-called confederate government in its efforts 
to subvert and overthrow the Government of the 
United States. The agents of the Government were 
instructed to take charge of and treat such property 
“as property which was used to aid the rebellion, 
and therefore belonging to the United States by the 
rightofcaptare.” Unless thesuggested amendment 
is made, the Secretary of the Treasury may be re- 
quired to allow this class of claims. 

As an additional amendment I should also sug- 
gest that claims now pending in the Court of Claims 
for cotton seized after the 30th of June, of which 
there ars a considerable number, be excepted from 
the provisions of the section under consideration, 
otherwise it is probable that claims for a large 
amount would be withdrawn from that tribunal to 
be prosecuted before the Department, where, from 
the necessity of the case, it is impossible to apply 
the impartial and necessary rules of law governing 
judicial investigations, y P 

There should also be some limitation to the time 
for filing claims in the Department, and, as in all 
ex parte examinations, there is & possibility that a 
claim may be apparently well founded when in 
fact a claimant having a better title muy subse- 
quently appear, it seems to be desirable that all 
diaimants should be required to file their claims 
before any awards are made. The interests of the 
Government and the rights of conflicting claimants 
can thus be best protected. ln this view of the 
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matter it is suggested. that six months from the 
parsuge of this act.would give ample time for all 
claimints to appear. $ 

the duty of adjusting these claims is to bẹ do- 
volved upon the Secretary.of the Treasury, I deem 
it indispensable that an appropriation be placed 
under ‘his direction for the propor defense of the 
United States in respect to such claims, ‘The sum 
of $20,000, I think, would be adequate for the pur- 
pose, : 

I inclose thesection as adopted by the House, with 
the suggested amendmont added thereto in brackets. 

In addition to the cotton collected as the property 
of the confederate government, and that claimed by 
blockade-running companies, considerable quanti- 
ties of privatecotton were also seized after the 30th 
of June, in many cases on mere suspicion of boing 
tainted or liable to forfeiture, or on other pretexts 
by over-zealous if not reckless agents or parties 
having contracts for collecting such property, intor- 
ested in. making large seizures for the sake of the 
percentage they were allowed for such collections. 

The net proceeds of the cotton seized after the 
30th of June, 1865, are estimated to execod $5,000,000, 
of which possibly half a million would be returnable 
under the section amended as I have suggested. 

As those amendments would limit the operation of 
the section to claims for private property seized 
contrary to the instructions of the Government, 
after the rebellion had ceased, it would be unjust to 
discriminate against such claimants us were disloyal. 

Ithink the provision to refund the net proceeds 
willamply protect the Government against payment 
for the gross value. I desire to cuil your special at- 
tention to the debate on the subject in the House on 
the 7th instant, to be found in the Globe of the fol- 
lowing day. In the course of the debate several 
erroneous statements were made, doubtless through 
inadvertence, which I here refer to so fur us they 
are not corrected by, the preceding statement, 7 

By reference to Executive Document No. 113, 
Forty-First Congress, third session, House of Rep- 
resentatives, it will be seen that the balance of pro~ 
ceeds of abandoned and captured property remain- 
ing in the Treasury on tho 9th of February, 187], 
amountedin round numbers to thesum of $22,600,000, 
which included the proceeds of products of insur- 
rectionary States purchased for the United States 
under the eighth section of the act of Congress of 
July 2, 1864, amounting to $2,400,000. Deducting 
this last amount the balance at that date applica- 
ble to claims of every kind against the captured and 
abandoned property fund was $20,200,000, 

The amount since paid on judgments of the Court 

_ of Claims is $1,300,000. The amount required to pay 
judgments of the Court of Claims rendered at the 
present term will amount to about nineteen hun- 
dred thousand dollars. The probable amount that 
will be required to satisfy future judgments of the 
Court of Claims and awards of the American and 
British claims commission will be about fourteen 
million dollars; leaving, torepresent all other prop- 
erty seized and collected, including the cotton of 
the confederate government, the sum of $3,000,000, 

The statement that “there are now, not in the 
Court of Claims, but before the Secretary of the 
Treasury, adjudicated claims settled and allowed 
for the proceeds of cotton,” merely needing an ap- 
propriation, if intended to mean other claims than 
those adjudicated by the Court of Claims, is entirely 
erroneous. 

The assertion that the present ‘Secretary of tho 
Treasury holds the action of the agents of the Gov- 
ernment in seizing those cottons was without author- 
ity of law” should be limited to such of the cotton 
seized after the 30th of June, 1805, as was seized in 
violation of tho instructions of the Government. 

Such seizures have not been the subject of a decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court, as intimated.” The caso 
involving tho legality of such seizures to which ref- 
erence is probably intended, (McLeod vs. Callicot,) 
was decided_in the United States circuit court, at 
Charleston, South Carolina, by Mr. Chief Justice 
Chase and a jury, in favor of the plaintiff; but for 
some reason unknown to me the case was not sub- 
mitted to the Supreme Court for revision. 


al GEO. S. BOUTW ELL, 
Secretary of the Preasury. 
Ilon. T. O. ows, United States Senate. 

Mr. COLE. All the amendments that were 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as safeguards to the Treasury are adopted 
in the report that is recommended by the 
conference committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He recommended that 
you should not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. COLE. I say, all the amendments that 
he recommended for the protection of the 
Treasury have been agreed to by the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But he recommended 
that we should not enter upon this method of 
doing it at all. 

Mr. COLE. At first he recommended that 
all these claims should be sentto the Court of 
Claims; but then he proposes certain amend- 
ments to the amendment of the House which 
have been adopted, as I have said, by the com- 
mittee of conference and are a part of the 
report. 


| tor from Texas has the floor, and declines to 


| from all responsibility for any bale of cotton 
i 


! the premises of A, B, or C, with his armed 


į will not do. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,: I desire to know: 
from the Senator from California: whether I 
understand that letter aright. I understand 
the Secretary as advising the Senate and Con- 
gress distinctly not to adopt the measure which 
is now reported. 5 

Mr. COLE. The letter speaks for itself. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, [hope we shall 
not adopt it. 

Mr. COLE. I ask unanimous consent to 
extend the time for taking a recess fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. COLE. . It is important that this bill 
should pass as soon as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble. about that 
is that everybody will be gone to dinner, and 
we shall only find a very thin Sénate here, and 
I think a matter of this importance ought to 
be determined by a full Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia had better give way to ine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont objects to the proposition of 
the Senator from California. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say one word 
right on this point. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 1 believe I shall go 
through with my remarks, and then I shall be 
happy to hear my friend from South Carolina. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a word in 
reference to the closing sentence of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury which con- 
tained an error. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Very well. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Secretary says in his 
letter that the case of McLeod vs. Callicott 
was not subjected to the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. It is a fact that that case was 
brought to the Supreme Court, and was dis- 
missed on the motion of the solicitor of the 
United States. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, the high 
regard I have for the Secretary of the Treas- 

ry—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the time for taking 
a recess will be extended fifteen minutes, to 
see if this report can be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Vermont bas objected to that proposi- 
tion. Does the Senator from Vermont with- 
draw his objection to the extension of the 
time ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, I do not. I 
intend that this matter shall be determined, 
if possible, by a full Senate. - 

Mr. STEWART. Ifthe Senator from Texas 
has not time to finish his remarks, I will move 
to lay aside this conference report and extend 
the time fifteen minutes, in order to enable me 
to pass the coal bill. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 
tedious. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


Iam not going to be 
The Sena- 


ield. 

4 Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, I will 
say very briefly that I object entirely to the 
ideas conveyed to the Senate by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in the letter which has 
just been read. The line is clearly drawn 
by him that would relieve the Government 


that they had seized, no matter how unright- 
eously. For instance, an officer went upon 


posse, aud by force took the cotton there. As 
a matter of course the Government would | 
not recognize that that was properly done, and | 
would not pay for it. That is the idea pre- 
cisely that is advanced in that letter. That 
We cannot afford—— | 

Mr. COLE. Let me appeal to my friend 
to allow me to ask the Senate foran extension | 
| 


i 


of the time for five or ten minutes, in order to 
allow my friend from Nevada, to whom | am 
bound by promise to do so, to pass his coal 
bili.. I appeal to the Senate to do that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 


| people. 


from -California asks, unanimous consent to 

extend the time for the purpose of taking up 

the bill regulating the sale of coal lands. 
-Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Objection 

is made by the Senator from South Carolina, 

Mr. STEWART, I. move, then, that the 
time be extended. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
now recognizes the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Scorr.) He yielded on condition 
that he should resume the floor one minute 
before half past four o'clock, That time has 
arrived, and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
is recognized. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the time be 
extended fifteen minutes in order to allow me 
to dispose of the coal bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 1 object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That. motion is not in 


order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made, and the motion is not in order, The 
Senator from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. SCOTT. I resume the floor simply for 
the purpose of having the floor to-morrow at 
twelve o'clock, when the unfinished business 
will come up, being Senate bill No. 656. 

Lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
fixed for taking a recess having arrived, the 
Senate will now take a recess until balf past 
seven o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p, m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) By order of the 
Senate, the evening session is devoted exclu- 
sively to reports from the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

DUNSTAN RIVER. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on 
Commerce have directed me to report back 
withoat amendment, House bill No. 2313, to 
authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
tide-water of Dunstan river, in the State of 
Maine, and to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to cov- 
sider the bill. It provides that the inhabitants 
of the town of Scarborough, Cumberland 
county, Maine, may. be licensed to build as in 
their judgment may be or may become neces- 
sary to facilitate intercommunication, a bridge 
or bridges either for railroad or ordinary travel 
over the tide-water of Dunstan river at or 
above the steep banks so called on that river 
without any draw in the bridge or bridges so 
constructed. 

Mr. POMEROY. That has not got the safe- 
guards that we usually put into bridge bills. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let me tell the Senator 
that nothing of the kind is necessary. I know 
itis all right. ‘This is alittle creek over which 
there is no commerce in the world; but it is 
tide- water, and therefore the consent of Con- 
gress is necessary. It is petitioned for by the 
There is no navigation on the river. 

Mr. POMEROY. That may all be so; but 
if J were to draw a bill I would draw the bill 
right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


DAVENPORT AND ST. PAUL RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
1672. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1672) 
granting to the Davenport and St. Paul Rail- 
road Company the right of way. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the 
bill with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section one, 


(1872. 
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: Jine six, to strike out the words ‘‘superstruc- 
ture of the’’ before the word *‘ bridge ;’’ so as 
ï to read: ; : 
|: That the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
. Company, a corporation existing under the laws of 
- the State of Iowa, be, and is hereby, authorized, 
~ypon the payment of one third of the cost of the 

pridge over tho main channel of the Mississippi 
; river at Rock Island, and shall also be liable for and 
< pay one third of the cost of keeping the same in re- 
pair, to pass the cars of the said Davenport and 
St. Paul Railroad Company over said bridge, 
with the same rights and privileges, and subject to 
the same restrictions, that are or may be exercised 
or enjoyed by any other railroad company. 


` The amendment was agreed to. 


: The next amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was in section two, line two, after the 
words ‘‘ United States,” to insert the words 
tone half of; in line three, after the word 
tact,’ to insert the words ‘and the payment 
to the Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacific Rail- 
road Company of the remaining half of said 
sum of money;’’ and after the word ‘‘ direc- 
tion,” in Jine eleven, to insert the words “and 
shall continue under the control;”’ so as to 
read: 


That upon the payment into the Treasury of the 
United States of one half of the money referred to 
in section one of this act, and the payment to the 
Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany of the remaining half of said sum of money, 
said Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
shall be authorized to construct and maintain its 
own track and bridge from theeast end of the bridge 
first above mentioned to the city of Rock Island, in 
the State of Illinois: Provided, however, That the 
same shall be done without any expense to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and under the direc- 
tion and shall continue under the control of the 
Seeretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section three, 
after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line ten, to insert: 


And when completed any other railroad company 
or companies shall be permitted, under thedirection 
of the Sceretary of War, to pass their trains of cars 
oversaid last-named bridge and track andapproachos 
thereto upon paying to the parties then in interest 
their proportionate share of the cost thereof, and of 
keeping the same in repair: And provided further, 
That nothing contained in this act shall be so con- 
strued as to interfere with any right or claim of the 
United States to control so much of the original line 
or bridge as is located east of the main channel of 
the Mississippi river. 


So that the proviso will read: 


And provided also, That said track and bridge 
shalt be completed within two years from the pas- 
sage of this act; and whencompleted any other rail- 
road company or companies shall be permitted, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as section 
four the following: 


Src. 4, That the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company shall have the right to use the approaches 
to said bridge, and in ease the parties hereto cannot 
agree upon the terms for using said approaches to 
said bridge, then, and in that case, the same shall be 
fixed by the Secretary of War, upon such terms and 
in such manner as he may deem just and proper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
if these amendments obviate the objections 
that were made by the Chicago and Rock 
Island Company. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir, entirely. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendmeuts be 
engrossed, and the bill read a third time. The 

" bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES., 


Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 986) to settle land titles in the State 
of Iowa, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1015) to quiet 
the title of certain lands in the State of Iowa, 
reported it with amendments. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. Crixron Luoyp its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 531) to preseribe the time for 
holding the election for choosing electors for 


President and Vice President for the State of 
Louisiana for the year 1872, in which it 
requested the.concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLUED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia. 

A bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burchfield ; and 

A bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the con- 
struction of certain bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river, and to establish the same as post 
roads. 

QUARANTINE ON SOUTHERN COAST. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of House 
joint resolution No, 82, . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) 
providing for a more effective system of quar- 
antine on the southern and Gulf coasts. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the 
joint resolution with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was in line six, after the word ‘ Mex- 
ico,’’ io insert the words ‘and the Atlantic 
coast.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line twelve, 
after the word ‘‘ towns,” to strike out the words 
“and the proper means to prevent such out- 
breaks,” and to insert ‘‘and whether any sys- 
tem of quarantine is likely to be effective in 
preventing invasions of yellow fever, and if 
so, what system will least interfere with the 
interests of commerce at said ports.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution, as amended, reads as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War he, and is 
hereby, directed to detail one -or moro medical 
officers of the regular Army, who sball, during tho 
coming season, visit each town or port on the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic coast, which 
is subject or liable to invasions of yellow fever, and 
shall confer with the authoritics of such port or 
town with reference to the establishment of a more 
uniform and effective system of quarantine, and 
who shall ascertain all facts having reference to the 
outbreaks of this disease in such ports or towns, and 
whether any system of quarantine is likely to be 
effective in preventing invasions of yellow fever; 
and if so, what system will Jcast interforc with the 
interests of commerce at said ports; and shall make 
also a detailed report on this subject to the Secre- 
tary of War, through the Surgeon General, on or 
before the assembling of the third session of the 
Forty-Second Congress, in December, 1872. 

The joint resolution was reported to the 
Senateas amended, and theamendments were 
coneurredin. It was ordered that the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the resolution read 
a third time. The joint resolution was read 
the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. HARLAN. Ought not this resolution 
to be changed to an act? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a House 
jointresolution. It isso received and recorded, 
and will have to be considered as it is. 


PENINSULA IN LAKE ERIK. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 677. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsula in Lake Erie, opposite 
the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to receive and accept from the marine hos- 
pital of Pennsylvania, a corporation duly incor- 
porated by the Commonwealth of Pennsylva- 
nia, the title to a piece or parcel of land, being 
the peninsula lying to the northward of and 
inclosing the Bay of Presque Isle, and contain- 
ing two thousand and twenty-four acres, more 
or less. to be held by the Government of the 
United States for the protection of the harbor 
of Erie; but the deed conveying the same is 


not to be received or'accepted until the title 
is complete and indefeasible, nor unless the 
acceptance thereof shall be recommended by 
a board of officers appointed by the President. 

The Committee on Commerce reported an 
amendment, which was in line fourteen to 
insert after the word ‘officers’? the words 
‘tof the corps of engineers,” l 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


COASTING TRADE, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 799. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 799) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to regulate the foreign and 
coasting trade on the northern, northeastern, 
and northwestern frontiers of the United 
States, and for other purposes.” 

The Committee on Commerce reported an 
amendment, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert the 
following: 


That the first section of an act ontitled as above 
approved July 1, 1870, be, and -horeby is, amended 
to read as follows: * That the master of every ves- 
sel enrolled or licensed to engage in the foreign and 
coasting trado on tho northern, northeastern, and 
northwestern frontiers of the United States shall, 
before tho departure of his vessel from a port in one 
collection district to a port or place in another 
collection district, presont to the collector at 
the port of departure duplicate manifests of his 
cargo, or, if he have no cargo, duplicate manifests 
setting forth that fact, which manifests shall bo 
subscribed and sworn to by the master before 
the collector, who shall indorse thereon his certifi- 
cate of clearance, retaining one for tho files of his 
office, and delivering the other for the use of the 
master. And the master of any vessel enrolled and 
licensed as aforesaid, destined from a place in one 
collection districtof the United States, where there 
may bo no custom-house, to a port or placo in 
another collection district, shall have on board a 
manifest subscribed by himself, setting forth the 
cargo ladon at the place of departure, or ladon or 
unladen at any intermediate place, or, if he bavo no 
cargo, setting forth that fact; and such manifest 
shall be presented for certification to the propor 
vflicer of tho customs at the first intermediate port 
at which such vessel may arrive, And ifany vessel 
clearing or departing from a port or place to a port 
oy place in another district as herein botore wen- 
tioned shall touch at any intermediate port or place 
in the United States and there discharge vargo taken 
on bonrd at an American port or place, or at such 
intermediate port or place shall take on board cargo 
destined for an American port or place, the master 
shall enter such Jading or unlading on his manifest 
obtained or provided at the original port or place 
of departure; and if such vessel touch at an 
intermediate port, the master shall report such 
lading or unlading to the collector or other proper 
officer of the customs of such intormediate port, 
by filing with such officer a manifest of the cargo 
taken on board or unladen at,such intermediate 
port, or if the master shall neither receive nor de- 
Jiver any cargo he shall so report, certifying to that 
fact, and the collector shall indorse upon the 
original manifest his certificate of clearance, and re- 
turn the same to the master: Provided, That such 
vessels touching at avy intermediate port or ports, 
and reporting to the collector as herein provided 
for, shall not be required to pay any additional fees 
for so reporting, And the masterof any such vessel 
sailing as aforesaid shall, within twenty-four hours 
after arrival, deliver the manifest retained by him 
as aforesaid to the proper officer of the customs at 
the port of destination specified in such manifest, 
or at the portatwhich the unlading of the cargo may 
be completed; or if such uulading be completed at 
a place where there may be no custom-house, the 
master shall deliver such manifest to the proper offi- 
cer of the customs at the port at which the vessel 
inay next arrive after leaving the place of destina~ 
tion specified in such manifest: Provided further, 
That the foregoing requirements shall not apply to 
steam-vessels engaged in regular navigation and 
constituting a part of aline between certain ports 
where there may be custom-houses, when stopping 
at intermediate ports to take onor discharge pas- 
sengers, baggage, or goods, wares or merchandise, 
not immediately destined ter or received, from 
any foreign port or place; but the muster of such 
steamer shall enter such lading or unlading on 
his manifest obtained at the original port of de- 
parture, and shall forward a manifest subscribed 
and sworn to by himself, of such lading or unlad- 
ing, to the proper officer of the customs at such 
intermediate. port before his departure, there- 
from, or within twenty-four hours after arriving at 
the port of destination specified ip his original 
manifest: And provided further, That the master 
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of any vessel with cargo, passengers, or baggage, 
from any foreign port or place, shal! obtain a permit 
and comply with. existing ‘laws before discharging 
or landing the same: And’ provided further, That 
nothing in this section ontained shall exempt 
masters of vessels from reporting, as now required 
by law, any goods, wares, or merchandise destined 
for any foreign port: And be it Surther provided, That 
no permit shall. be required for the unlading of 
cargo brought froni an American port.” 

EC. 2. That the second section of the act above 
referred to, approved July 1, 1870, be, and is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: “that the master -of 
every vessel enrolled or licensed asa foresaid, destined 
from a pert or place in a collection distriet of the 
United States to another port or place in the same 
collection district, shall have on board a manifest, 
subscribed by himself, setting forth the lading of 
what kind soever on board such vessel, which mani- 
fest shal) be delivered to the proper officer of the 
customs at the port at which the unlading of the 
cargo may be completed, or if such unlading bo at 
a piaco having no custom-houso, to the collector or 
other proper officer of the customs at the next port 
at which the vessel may arrive after such unlading. 
Aud all manifests required by this act to be carried 
on any vessel shall be exhibited by the master for 
the inspection of any oficer of the revenue when 
thereunto by him required, And so much of the act 
entitled ‘An act for enrolling and licensing ships or 
vessels to be employed in the coasting trado and fish- 
ories, andfor regulating thesame,’ approved February 
18, 1793, as relates to the manifests of cargoes of ves- 
sels, is hereby declared inapplicable to the cargoes 
of vessels enrolled and licensed as aforesaid; and 
the first section of the act entitled * An aot to further 
provide for the collection of the revenue upon the 
northern, northeastern, and northwestern frontier, 
and for other purposes,’ approved July 14, 1862, and 
all acts and parts of acts conflicting with the pro- 
visions of this act, are hereby repealed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

PUBLICATION OF MAPS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 888, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 888) to provide for the publication of cer- 
tain maps of survey of the upper Mississippi 
and the Minnesota rivers, was read the second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to appropriate $7,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
publication of one thousand copies of the 
maps of survey of the upper Mississippi and 
the Minnesota rivers, made under the super- 
vision of Major G. K. Warren, corps of en- 
gineers, United States Army, in 1866 and 
1867, under the direction of the War Depart: 
ment, 

Mr. POMEROY. Should not that go to 
the Committee on Printing? Do we not always 
send such questions to the Committee on 
Printing under our rules? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a recommend- 
ation from the War Department. The sur- 
veys have been made and maps drawn that 
have been quite useful for commerce, and we 
wish to order one thousand copies. 

Mr. POMEROY. Do not our rules require 
the reference of all such propositions to the 
Committee on Printing? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If they do, let it go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The printing of the 
usual number need not. go to that committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is a question of print- 
ing maps. I have never been able to get 


them printed from the Committee on Pub- | 


lic Lands, except by sending them to the 
Committee on Printing. The Commissioner 
if the General Land Office reports every year 
the necessity of printing a certain number of 
maps,and we always have to send them to tke 
Committee on Printing. Ido not care to make 
the point if the Senator does not choose to 
make it himself. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. : 

Mr. HARLAN. This makes an appropri- 
ation, as [ understand it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let the bill be read 
again. . 


Mr. HARLAN. -The'work:ought -pethaps 
to be done at the Printing Office. : 

The Chief Clerk read the bill.. i 

Mr. CHANDLER... I do. not think it is 
necessary to send that to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
necessary under the rules. 

Mr. HARLAN. But is it a good thing to 
get our printing done elsewhere when we have 
a vast Government establishment ? 

Mr. POMEROY. It ddes not come under 
the rules strictly speaking, I see, but I think 
after all it should go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. We have 
some law which provides that any amount 
beyond a certain sum shall be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not think this has any 
earthly connection with the Committee on 
Printing. ‘his is a direct appropriation fora 
map to be provided by the engineer corps. It 
is where we order printing to be paid. for out 
of our own funds that the proposition goes to 
the Committee on Printing; but here is an 
appropriation which takes it away from that 
rule. 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. I inquire of 
the Senator from Maine, why should this work 
goaway from the Public Printing Office? Why 
not have it printed there ? 

cal HAMLIN. They do not print maps 
there. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Oh, yes they 


o. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It goes to another branch 
of the Government, the engineer department, 
does it not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not think it should go 
to the Committee on Printing, because it does 
not take any money from our contingent fund. 
That is the object of referring it to our com- 
mittee, ‘ 

Mr. HARLAN. No doubt Congress can 
pass a luw sending any job of printing any- 
where else. It is merely a question of expe- 
diency. If this bill passes, of course avy 
oflicer having the work in charge can hire it 
to be done at any private establishment. I 
suppose the Government Printing Office was 
established and we are paying the men to keep 
it up with a view of economizing. It is only 
on that view of the case that I have made the 
suggestion that I did, that this work ought to 
be done where other work of the kind is done 
under the Government. They print every- 
thing at the Government Printing Office. Of 
course it will have to be lithographed. They 
do map printing there. 

Mr. SCOTT. I observe that the bill simply 
provides for the publication of the maps with- 
out making auy provision for their distribution 
after publication. How are they to be dis- 
tributed ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. By the engineer depart- 
ment. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there by 
no objection, the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. That reference is 
ordered. 

PROTECTION OF ILARBORS, ETC. 


| 
Mr. CHANDLER. Imove that the Senate ! 


It is not 


proceed to the consideration of Senate bill į 


No. 1072. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to |i 


consider the bill (S. No. 1072) for the better 
preservation of harbors, havens, roads, chan- 
nels, navigable rivers, lakes, and other naviga- 
ble waters within the United States. 

It provides that no master or owner, or any 


person acting as master, of any ship, lighter, 

steamboat, or other vessel whatsoever, being | 
or riding within any barbor, haven, port, | 
road, or. channel within the United States, į 


shall cast, throw: out, or unlade, or-canse to be 
east, thrown-out, or unladen, nor shall there. 
be cast, thrown out, or unladen therefrom, 
any ballast, rubbish, gravel; earth, stone, 
wreck, or obstruction whatsoever, whereby 
navigation of such harbor, haven, port, road, 
or channel may be impaired or impeded: Any 
owner, master, or person acting as master of 
any ship, lighter, steamboat, or other vessel 
whatsoever, violating any of these provisions, 
is to be liable to a penalty of not less than 
fifty dollars and not more than $500 for each 
offense, and in addition thereto to pay the 
expense of removing the ballast, rubbish, 
gravel, earth, stone, wreck, or obatruction 
so cast, thrown out, or unladen from and out 
of such ship, lighter, steamboat, or other 
vessel; which penalty and expense shall be a 
lien on the ship, lighter, steamboat, or other 
vessel, her cargo, tackle, apparel, and furni- 
ture, and may be recovered, collected, and 
remitted in like manner, and under the same 
regulations, restrictions, aud- provisions as 
have heretofore been established for the recov- 
ery, collection, and remission of penalties and 
forfeitures to the United States by the several 
revenue laws. But nothing in this act con- 
tained is to be construed to either permit or 
prohibit the construction of piers, bridges, 
bulk-heads, or other structures, or the filling 
in of flats on the borders of navigable waters. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time,and: passed, 

BRIG BALEAR. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 1099. 

Tbe motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1099) granting an American. register to 
the British bark Balear was read the second 
time, and considered as in Commitee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
port in that case ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The facts are 
that more than three fourths of the cost of the 
vessel was expended in her repairs. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Was she s 
foreign-built ship? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; sbe is an 
American sbip, one of the oldships American 
built, and she is to be taken back, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then she is 
under a British register at present ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir; she changed 
her register, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

f TUNNEL AT BUFFALO., 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 1958. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize 
the city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a 
tunnel under Niagara river, and to erect and 
maintain an inlet pier therefrom, for the pur- 
pose of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure 
water. 

Mr. POMEROY. Why does it require an 
act of Congress to run under that river? 


Mr. CHANDLER. ‘They have to erect a 


pier. , 

j Mr. POMEROY. Congress has jurisdiction 
over the navigable waters, I know, but what 
jurisdiction has it got under that river? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The people of Buffalo 
think it important to have the authority of 
Congress for going under there. They have 
to erect this pier to protect their water-works 
out in the lake. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
side, of course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On the American side 
seven hundred and fifty feet from the shore, 


Is there a re- 


That is the American 
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SMr. POMEROY. They do not have to 
have any act of Congress to erect a pier. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have to get an 
act of Congress for fear that building this pier 
or bulkhead might interfere with navigation. 
“Mr. POMEROY. I do not object to the 
pill; I only wonder why it came here, that is 


all. 
“Mr. FENTON. The bill is in accordance 
>with the request of the common council of 
“the city of Buffalo, and approved by the War 
Department. 
“ The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
` toa third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
S HAWAIIAN BARK FLORENCE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to proceed now 
to the consideration of House bill No. 2093. 
. The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2098) to grant 
an American register to the Hawaiian bark 
Florence. The bill grants authority to the 
Seeretary of the Treasury to issue an Ameri- 
‘gan register to the American-built Hawaiian 
bark Fiorence, wrecked in the waters of the 
United States, purchased and repaired and 

. now owned by citizens of San Francisco, 
California, if it shall be proved to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the repairs put upon the vessel were equal to 
three fourths of its cost when so repaired. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


YACHT RED MOT., 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now meve to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 2841. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow 
the pleasure-yacht Red Hot to take the name 
of Addie Parker and be registered under that 
name, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SHIPPING OF SEAMEN. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move now to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 2044. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R, No. 2044) to author- 
ize the appointment of shipping commissioners 
by the several circuit courts of the United 
States, to superintend the shipping and dis- 
charge of seamen engaged in merchant ships 
belonging to the United States, and for the 
further protection of seamen. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the 
amendments to the bill be concurred in, if it 
be the pleasure of the Senate, as the bill is 
read. It is in charge of the Senator from 
Connecticut,-and if it is agreeable to him, J 
suggest that the amendments of the committee 
be acted on as we go on. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendments will 
be acted on as the bill is read. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
to insert at the end of section twelve the fol- 
lowing proviso: 


Provided further, That this sectionshall not apply 
to masters of vessels where theseamen are by custom 
or agreement entitled to participate in the profits 
or result of a cruise or voyage, nor to masters of 
coastwise and lake-going vessels that touch at for- 
eign ports; but seamen may, by agrecment, serve 


on board such vessels a definite time, or on there- | 


turn of any vessel to a port inthe United States may 
reship and sail inthe same vessel on another voyage 
without the payment of additional fees to the ship- 
ping commissioner by either the seamen or the 
master. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The -next amendment was at the end of 


section fourteen, to strike ont the following 
proviso: 


And provided further, That no captain shall re- 

core on Poara ochig kes seaman, any person 
ile in a state of intoxication, unde: l 

not exceeding $1,000. aren 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided further, That in case of desertion, or of 
casualty resulting in the loss of one or more soa- 
man, the master may ship a number equal to the 
number of whose services he has been deprived by 
desertion or casualty, and report the same to the 
United States consul at the first port at which he 
shall arrive, without incurring such penalty, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line six of 
section twenty-seven, to insert the word 
‘‘shall’’ before the word ‘‘sign,’’ so as to 
read: ‘‘in the presence of the shipping com- 
missioner, shall sign a mutual. release. of all 
claims for wages,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add at the end 
of section thirty-five the following proviso: 


Provided, That this section shall not apply to the 
masters or owners of any vessel whore the seaman 
is entitled to share in the profits of the cruisoor 
voyage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty, 
line six, after the words ‘*Good Hope,’’ to 
insert ‘for engaged in the whale or other fish- 


eries, or in sealing ;’’ and in line twelve, after 
Y to strike out the 


the words ‘ ]lemon-juice, 
words ‘tor other such articles aforesaid ;’’ so 
that the section will read : 


That every ship belonging to a citizen or citizens 
of the United States, as described in section twelve 
of this act, shall be provided with a chest of medi- 
cines; and every, sailing ship bound on a voyage 
across the Atlantie or Pacifie ocean, or around Capo 
Horn or the Cape of Good Hope, or ongaged in the 
whale or other fisheries, or in sealing, shall also be 
provided with and cause to be kept, a suficient 
quantity of lime or lemon-juice, and also sugar 
and vinegar, or other antiscorbutics, as Congress 
may sanction, to be served out to every scaman as 
follows, that is to say, the master of every such ship, 
as jast a(éresaid, shall serve the lime or lemon-juice, 
and sugar and vinogar, to the crow, within ten days 
after salt provisions mainly have been served out to 
the crew, and so long afterward as such consump- 
tion of salt provisions continues, the limo or lemon- 
juice and sugar daily at the rate of half an ounce 
each per day, and tho vinegar weekly at the rate of 
half a pint per week for cach member of the crew. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
one, line seven, after the words ‘“lemon- 
juice,” to strike out the words ‘or other 
articles,” and insert “and” before *‘sugar;”’ 
and after the word ‘‘sugar,’’ in line eight, to 
strike out ‘Sor’? and insert ‘and; so that 
the section will read: 

That if on any such ship as aforesaid such medi- 
cines, medical stores, lime or lemon-juice, or other 
arficles, sugar and vinegar, as are hereinbefore 
required, are not provided and kept on board, as 
hereinbefore required, the master or owner, shill 
incur a penalty not exceeding $500; and if the 
master of any such ship as aforesaid neglects to 
serve out the lime or lemon-juice, and sugar and 
vinegar, in the case and manner hereinbefore di- 
rected, he shall for each such offense incur a penalty 
not exceeding $100; and if any master is convicted 
in either of the ‘last-mentioned penalties, and it 
appears that the offense is owing to the act or de- 
fault of the owner, such master may recover the 
amount of such penalty, and the costs incurred by 
him, from the owner, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was jn section forty- 
two, line nine, to strike out “should? and 
insert ‘shall’? before the word ‘‘also,”” and 
at the end of the section to strike out the 
words ‘for the forecastle use of seamen”? and 
insert ‘‘and a safe and suitable room in which 
a fire can be kept for the use of seamen 7" so 
as to read: 

That every master shall keep on board proper 


weights and measures for the purpose of determin- 
ing the quantities of the several provisions and 


articles served out, and shall allow the same to be 


used at the time of serving out such provissons and | 


articles, in the presence of a witness, whenever any 
dispute arises about such quantities, and in default 
shall, for every such offense, incur a penalty not 
exceeding fifty dollars. And every vessel bound on 
any foreign port shail also be provided with at least 


‘was omitted in the printing of the bill. 


one suit of woolen clothing for each seaman for use 
during the winter months, and every auch vessel 
shall be provided with fuel and a safe and suitable 
room in which a fire can be kept for the use. of 
seamens 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I wish to offer an 
amendment to the bill which was proposed in 
and adopted by the committee, but by accident 
it 
is on page 10, section thirteen, line twenty- 
five, after the word "that to insert while 
“sober and not in a state of intoxication. ”! 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have two or three 
verbal amendments to offer. On page 1, sec- 
tion one, line six, I move to strike out the 
words ‘commissioners ;’’ also to strike outthe 
word ‘the’ and insert ‘‘each;’’ in line seven 
to ie out the words ‘or ports;’’ so as to 
read: 


That the several circuit courts of the United 
States, in which circuits there is a sea-port orgen- 
ports for which there is a collector of customs, or in 
which there is a port of entry, shall appoint a com- 
misionon for each sea-port within thoir respective 
circuits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. On page 2, section 
three, linc two, after the word *‘elerk” I 
move to insert the words ‘or clerks.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. On page 8, section 
three, line four, after the word ‘clerk? I 
move to insert the words ‘or clerks,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. In thesixth line of 
the same section before the words ‘ such 
clerk’? I move to insert the word ‘ every,” 
and in line nine of the same section I move 
to strike out the word ‘the’? and insert the 
word ‘‘a” before the word ' clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM On page 9, sec- 
tion twelve, line thirty-eight, after the word 
++ coastwise’? I move to strike out the word 
“and” and insert ‘f nor to masters of.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, thesource 
from whence this bill comes assures me as 
well as every other Senator that the object of 
the bill is such as is stated iu its title. The 
title of the bill is: 

An act to authorize the appointment of shipping 
commissioners by the several circuit courts of the 
United States to superintend tho shipping and dis- 
charge of seamen cueaged in merchantships belong- 
ing to the United States, and for the further protec- 
tion of seamen, 

J do not rise to object to the bill; Ido not 
know that I shall object. to it; but it is a bill 
of fifty pages. J rise simply for the purpose 
of asking the Senator who has charge of it if 
the bill has been carefully considered, and if 
we tay take it for granted, not having an 
opportunity ourselves of examining it, that 
the members of the committee have examined 
it sufficiently in all its particulars to state that 
it is really for the benefit of seamen, and can 
do no injury to our merchant marine? 

It is fifty pages of a code of laws to govern 
the merchant marine. It is an alteration of 
the rules of courts of admiralty. It is an al- 
teration of the contracts between seamen and 
their employers. It is certainly prepared with 
the intention of protecting and benefiting the 
poor seamen; but I have not been able my- 
self, in a hasty readiug of it, to ascertain 
whether there may not be matters in it which 
bave not been carefully considered. I do not 
intend to object to the bill, but I desire to ask 
a question or two in regard to it, Jn the first 
place I should like to ask. if it is not improper 
for the committee to tell me, how this bill 
originated, what was the object of the bill, 
whether it originated from complaints made 
by seamen or anything of that character, 
which would satisfy myself and other Sena- 
turs that this measure came from those who 
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really were interested. For example, I find 
on the first page of the bill-thatit provides — 
. That theseveral circuit courts of the United States, 
in which circuits there is a'sea-port or sea-ports for 
which thereis a collector of customs or in which there 
is a port of entry, shall appoint a commissioner or 
commissioners for the sea-port or ports within their 
respective circuits, such commissioners to be termed 
shipping commissioners,” &c 


The bill, in section four, page 3, commences 


to define their duties as follows: 


„And the general business of a shipping commis- 
sioner shall be, first, to afford facilities for engaging 
seamen by keeping a register of their names and 
characters; secondly, to superintend their engage- 
ment and discharge in manner hereinafter men- 
tioned; thirdly, to provide means for securing the 
presence on board atthe proper times of men who 
are so engaged; fourthly, to facilitate the making 
of apprenticeships to the sea service, and to per- 
form such other duties relating to merchant seamen 
and merchant ships as are hereby or may hereafter, 
under tho powers herein contained, be committed to 
him. 

Then it specifies that they are to receive 
certain fees. They are to keep a record of the 
character of the seamen. They are to make 
engagements for them. It ig taking the busi- 
ness of hiring the crew of aship out of the hands 
where it always has been and putting it into the 
hands of officers appointed by the United 
States, who are to have a fee. This may be 
right. It may be right that a record of the 
character of seamen shall be there kept by an 
officer pppointed by the Government. It is 
possible, I think, that a great deal of injustice 
might be done in that way. To register a 
man as an unfit man might do him a great 
deal of injury, and might be very unjust. It 
is possible, it seems to me, that such a power, 
which appears to be the main power of the bill, 
might work unjustly. If the subject has been 
carefully considered, of course | shall make 
no objection to it. J turn again to page 6, 
section nine and read as follows: 

That every shipping commissioner appointed 
under this actshall, if applied to for the purpose of 
apprenticing boys to the sea service by any masters 
or owners of ships, or by any person or persons 
legally qualified, give such assistance as is in their 
power for facilitating the making of such appren- 
ticeships; but the shipping commissioner shall as- 
certain that the boy has voluntarily consented to be 

ound, and thatthe parents or guardian of said boy 
have consented to said apprenticeship, and hag at- 
tained the age of twelve years, and is of sufficient 
health and strength, and that the master to whom 
the boy is to be bound is a proper person for the 
purpose. 

The power of apprenticing is given to these 
commissioners until the apprentice arrives at 
the age of eighteen years. I turn again—I 
simply noticed these matters as the bill was 
read—to page 26, section forty two, beginning 
in the eighth line of that section, as follows: 

And every vessel bound on any foreign port shall 
also be provided with at least one suit of woolen 
clothing for each seaman for uso pes winter 
months, and every such vessel shall be provided 
with fuel and a safe and suitable room in which a 
tire can be kept for the use of seamen, 

A landsman might have added to that, that 
whenever the night shall be dark there shall 
be a lantern on the deck of the vessel. My 
impression is that a lantern on the deck of a 
vessel would be just about as injurious to the 
seamen as the fire provided for them in some 
safe place in the ship. ‘The exposure to cold 
weather that seamen have to bear as a general 
thing, if they have good clothing, protects 
them against the necessity of fire to some ex- 
tent, and making’a fire may-be dangerous to 
the ship, may be dangerous to them, and in 
all human probability will be very injurious to 
their health, just as a light would make them 
blind. They learn to know where the ropes 
are, and to find them in the dark, and one 
single light on the deck of a vessel would 
make every member of the crew perfectiy 
helpless. 1 simply ask if this provision has 
been carefully considered. Here is an abso- 
Jute obligation on every ship going to sea that 
it must have a fire for the use of seamen, This 
is an absolute change. It is taking the com- 
mand of the ship away from the captain and 
obliging him to do all these things, 
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If it has been. well considered, if it will be 
for the benefit of seamen, if seamen have 
examined the bill and approve. it, or if the 
committee have sufficient information from 
seamen in regard to it, I certainly do not 
object, for I do not know much aboutit. I 
only snggest that we are changing the whole 
code; we are preventing crews from being 
hired by the captains or owners of ships; we 
are appointing agents to hire them for them; 
we are changing the admiralty laws which 
control the contracts and which put the 
responsibilities on the seamen for their con- 
tract, and on those who hire them for theirs ; 
and a code of this kind, changing the whole 
laws of the mercantile marine, a code of fifty 
pages read quickly by the Clerk, and put 
through in a night session without a quorum, 
may be a serious matter. 

Now here is a clause in section fifty-one, a 
very long clause in reference to the discipline 
of seamen-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If my honorable friend 
from New Jersey desires more time to consider 
this bill, of course 1 will consent that it may 
lie over, and let us take up some other bill. 
He evidently has not examined the bill. My 
friend from Connecticut can answer his ques- 
tions and assure him that the bill has been 
very thoroughly considered; but I should pre- 
fer to let it go over this evening and enable 
my friend from New Jersey to have an oppor- 
tunity to give it a more thorough examination 
and allow us to take up some other bill, 

Mr. STOCKTON, “I shall occupy but a 
moment more of the time of the Senate. I 
appreciate entirely that it is not delicate or 
proper when a gentleman is here at the head 
of a committee, putting through his business, 
for others to mate avy objection that is un- 
necessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. I did not mean to intimate anythin 
of that sort. I simply said that if he desire 
time to examine the bill [ was perfectly will- 
ing to give it to him and let the bill go over. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I stated when I rose 
that I did not rise to object; and if some 
other Senator does not object, I shall not. 

J desire to call attention to one other clause, 
which will be found on page 49, at the end of 
the bill; 

Substitutes: 

One ounce of coffee, or cocoa, or chocolate, may 
be substituted for one quarter ounce of téa; molas- 
ses for sugar, the quantity to be one half more; one 
pound of potatoes or yams; one half pound flour or 
rice; one third pint of pease or one-quarter pint of 
barley may be substituted for cach other. When 
fresh meat is issued, the proportion to be two 
pounds per man per day, in lieu of galt meat. Flour 
rice, and pease, beef, and pork, may be substituted 
for each other, and for potatocs onions may. be 
substituted. 

That is of course in the interest of the sea- 
men, It is putin there for that purpose; but 
it is quite likely that it will be a very bard 
task to supply the particular things mentioned 
in this schedule in all parts of the world; and 
then penalties are imposed upon the officers 
if they do not supply them in that way. 

Now, sir, I make no motion in regard to the 
bill. I have simply felt it proper to suggest. 
that it was too important a bill to be hurried 
through. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Jam very glad that 
the Senator from New Jersey has made the 
suggestions which he has. Many of them I 
think could be auswered in such a manner as 
would be perfectly satisfactory to hima. ButI 
should be very sorry to have a vote taken in 
the Senate to-night if there is any doubt about 
the passage of the bill. I will simply say that 
it has been well considered by men better 
qualified to judge of its merits than Iam. It 
is a bill that passed the Senate. during the last 
Congress substautially, and has also been well 
considered by the House. But I would prefer 
to have it go over that Senators may have more 
time to consider it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tf there be 
no objection, the bill will. be considered. as 
postponed until to-morrow: 


BRIDGE AT MOUNT VERNON, INDIANA, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 662, authorizing the construction of a 
railroad bridge across the Ohio river at Mount 
Vernon, in the State of Indiana. f 

The Cuter OLerk. This bill was amended 
and passed on the 25th March, and on the same 
day a motion was entered by Mr. Scott to re- 
consider the vote on the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ques- 
tion is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SCOTT. The reason I entered tho 
motion to reconsider was that that bill, and I 
think another one referring to another bridge 
in Indiana, had omitted one of the provisions 
contained in the general law recommended by 
the engineer department for the regulation of 
bridges across the Ohio river, and also omit- 
ted those portions of that general bill which 
related to bridges above the mouth of the Big 
Sandy. I desired to secure the passage of tha 
general law before any special laws were passed 
which. omitted the provisions of that general 
Jaw, as I deemed them essential for the pro- 
tection of the navigation of the Ohio river, 
I presume that that general law, if not taken 
up to-night, willbe taken up very soon. It was 
only for that reason thut I entered the motion 
to reconsider in this case and another one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. | If the Senator objects 
to the—— 

Mr. PRATT. Ido not understand that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania objects to the con- 
sideration of this bill. Iwill state that the 
Committee on Commerce have agreed to amend 
the bill since this motion to reconsider was 
entered so as to confine the provisions of the 
bill to a single bridge across the Ohio river at 
Mount Vernon, 

Mr. SCOTT. If the chairman of the com- 
mittee will say that they have added such 
amendments as to make this bridge conform 
to the proposed provisions of the generel law, 
I shall withdraw my motion to reconsider, 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the case. I 
only ask the Senate to pass this one bridge 
bill to-night for my honorable friend from 
Indiana; but this bill, as amended, conforms 


exactly to the provisions of the general law. 
Mr. SCOTT. Then let those amendments 


be put on the bill, and J am willing it shall pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to reconsider, the Chair understands, is with- 
drawn, Í 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; it will be necessary 
to put on the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that no amendments have been 
made to the bill since it passed. It has been 
pending on the motion to reconsider, 

Mr. SCOTI. That is why. I state that if 
the amendments which will make this bill con- 
form to the general bill are now made, as I 
understand the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce to say are here proposed, | will 
withdraw the objection. But I desire those 
amendments to be added to the bill before it 
passes, I will not withdraw the motion to 
reconsider unless that is the understanding. 

Mr. PRATT. If my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania will attend to the amendments as they 
are reported, he will sec that they conform 
| exactly to the provisions of the general bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest that we had better 
let the motion to reconsider prevail, and then 
the biil can be taken up and the amendments 
acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania to reconsider the vote ou the passage of 
| the bill. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
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‘no objection, the vote ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading will also be re- 
considered. The bill is now before the Senate 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the bill be read as 
the committee propose to amend it. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the bill so as to make it read: 


That the Cincinnati, Rockport, and Southwestern 
Railroad Company, the Chicago and Illinois Rail- 
yoad Company, and the St. Louis and Southeastern 
‘Railway Company, or any one or more of them, 
and such other corporation-or corporations, if any, 
as may hereafter associate for that purpose with 
said railroad corporations, or any one or more of 
them, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct a 
-yailroad bridge across the Ohio river, from some 

oint on the Indiana shore, within the city of Mount 

ernon, in the State of Indiana, or within two 
miles of the corporate limits of said city, to the 
opposite side of said river, within the State of Ken- 
tucky: Provided, That said bridge shall have at 
least one span of a height of not less than one 
hundred feet above low water, and of not less than 
‘forty feet above highest water, measured to the 
. bottom chord of the bridge; that this high span shall 
give a clear opening of at least four hundred fect 
between the piers, measured at right angles to the 
current at every stago, and that it shall be placed 
over the main channel of the river used by boats 
during ordinary stages of water: Provided, further, 
That in case this high span is not over the low- 
water channel, suitable arrangements be made else- 
where to permit the passage of single boats under 
the bridge at low water; that said bridge shall have, 
in addition to, the high spaa prescribed above, a 
pivot draw, giving two clear openings of one hun- 
dred and sixty feet each, measured at right angtes 
to the current at the average stage of water in the 
river, and located in a part of the bridge that can 
be safely and conveniently reached at that stage; 
and that said draw shalt be opened promptly, upon 
reasonable signal, for the passage of boats whose 
construction shall not be such as to admit of their 
passage under the permanent spans of said bridge, 
except when trains are passing over the same; but 
in no case shail unnecessany delay occur in opening 
the said draw before or after the passage of trains. 

Sro. 2, That the piers of the high span and the 
piers of the draw shall be built paralicl with the 
current at that stage of the river which is most im- 
portantfor navigation; and that no ripraps or other 
outside protection for imperfect foundations will be 

permitted in the channel-way of the high span, or of 
the draw openings, That the said companies or cor- 
pores shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 

nis examination, a design and drawings of the bridge 
and piers, and a map of the location, giving, for the 
space of at least one mile above and one mile below 
the proposed location, the topography ofthe banksof 
the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the 
direction of the current at all stages, and the sound- 
ings accurately showing the bedof the stream, and 
shall furnish such other information ns may be re- 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of 
the subject by the Secretary of War; and if the 
Secretary of War is satisfied that the provisions of 
the law have been complied with in regard to loca- 
tion, the building of the piers may be at once com- 
menced; butif it shall appear that the conditions 
prescribed by this act cannot be complied with at 
the location where it is desired to construct the 
bridge, the Secretary of War shall detail a board, 
composed of three experienced officers of the corps 
of enginecrs, to examine the case, and may, on their 
recommendation, authorize such modifications in 
the requirements of this act as will permit the con- 
struction of the bridge, not, however, diminishing 
the width of the spans contemplated by this act: 
Provided, That the free navigation of the river be 
pot materially injured thereby. i 

Sxc. 4. That all parties owning, occupying or oper- 
ating the said bridge shall maintain, at their own 
expense, from sunset to sunrise throughout the year, 
such lights on their bridges as may be required by the 
Light- House Board for the security of navigation; 
and all persons owning, occupying, or operating the 
said bridges shall, in any event, maintajn all lights 
on the said bridges that may be necessary for the 
security of navigation. f 

Sre. 5. That any bridge constructed under this act, 


and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful” 


structure, and shall be recognized and known as a 
postroute.upon which, also, no highercharge shall be 
made for the transmission over a 
the troops, and the munitions of war of the United 


States, than the rate per mile paid for the transport- | 


ation over the railroads or public highways leading 
to said bridge, and the United States shall have the 
right of way for postal telegraphic purposes across 
said bridge; and in case of any litigation arising 
from obstruction or alleged obstruction to the navi- 
gation of said river created by the construction of said 
bridge, the cause or question arising may be tried 


before the district court of the United States in or | 
opposite to which any portion of said obstruction | 


or bridge touches; and that all railway companies 
desiring touse thesaid bridges, or any 
have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges 
in the passage of the same, and in the use of the 
machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the ap- 
proaches thereto, under and upon such terms aud 
conditions as shall be preecribed by the Secretary of 
War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the 
parties, in cage they shall not agree. 3 
Sec. 6. That the right to alter or amend this act 


the saine of the mails, | 


of them, shall į 


so as to prevent or remove all material obstructions 
to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of said bridge, is hereby expressly reserved without 
any liability of the Government for damages on 
account of the alteration or amendment of this act ; 
and the said bridge shall be built under, and subject 
to, such regulations for the security of the naviga- 
tion of said rivor as the Seerotary of War shall pro- 
scribe; and if any change be made in the plan of 
construction of said bridge during the progress of 


such change shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of War; and the said bridge shall be, at 
all times, so kept and managed as to offer ronson- 
able and proper means for the passage of vessels 
through and under it; and the said bridge shall be 
changed or altered in construction or location atthe 
cost and expense of the owners thereof, from timo to 
time, as Congress may direct, so ag to preserve the 
free and convenient navigation of suid river; and 
the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall 
besubject to revocation or modification by law when- 
ever the public good shall, in the judgement of Con- 
gress, so require. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. CORBETT. I should like to have that 
provision read again about the change and 
alterations from time to time at the expense 
of the bridge-owners, to see how it is. 

The Chief Clerk read section six. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think that is the usual 
provision. What I notice in the bill is that it 
provides that every bridge which shall be built 
by virtue of this law shall be a high bridge at 
least forty feet above high-water mark and one 
hundred fect above low-water mark. Then il 
provides that every bridge shall have a draw 
in it, You do not want any draw in a high 
bridge. You do not want to build it so high 
that your steamboats can run under it and 
then oblige them to put a draw in it. You 
want a draw in a low bridge; but you make 
this bill so that you have a high bridge one 
hundred feet above low water and then pro- 
vide that the bridge company shall build a 


draw. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I understand that this 
bill applies to one bridge alone. It is nota 
general law. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know it applies to but 
one bridge ; but it provides that this bridge 
shall be a high bridge and not a low bridge, 
and yet it provides fora draw. You do not 
want a draw ina high bridge. You build it 
high to avoid a draw. You do not build a 
bridge ove hundred feet high and then put 
a draw in it, because it is one hundred fect 
high to avoid the necessity of a draw, A low 
bridge, not to obstruct navigation, must have 
a draw to let anything through; but this pro- 
vides for both a high bridge and a draw. 1 
never saw one before. 

Mr. CHANDLER It has been in every 
bill that has been passed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CALDWELL. 1 wish to suggest to my 
colleague that the bill only provides, that the 
bridge shall be forty feet above high-water 
mark. It is too low for some boats to go under 
without a draw. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘There are a great many 
steamboats with pipes not over forty feet high. 

Mr. CALDWELL, 
many with pipes sixty fect high. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘They will need a draw in time 
of high water. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘Then there is no use of 
putting it up one hundred feet. 

Mr. PRALT. L will say to my friend from 


bridge are satisfied with these conditions. 
1 Mr. POMEROY. isfies 
| they may have it. I would not have it if I 
bad anything to do with it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
li third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
i STEAMBOAT LAW, 
| Me CHANDLER. I move now that the 


i| bill No. 2116. 

i| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
|| consider the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to amend 


the work thereon, or before the completion thereof, ` 


Kansas that the companies interested in this | 


But there are a great | 


If they are satisfied, 


Senate proceed to the consideration of House | 


an act entitled “An act to provide for the bet- 
ter security of life on board of. vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved February 28, 1871. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will suggest that if 
there be no objection, the amendments of the 
Committee on Commerce be concurred in as 
they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There is one amend- 
ment that I hope will not be concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When we arrive at that 
amendment, the Senator can reserve it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan proposes simply that, as the 
bill is read, the amendments be acted on as 
they are reached in the reading. ` 

Mr. NORWOOD. I would inquire of the 
honorable Senator if he has not got a shorter 
bill than that to take up? That bill is about 
ninety pages. It will take two or three hours 
to read it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithink we shall be able 
to get through with the bill, It will not take 
more than an hour. We can get through with 
it in an hour. It is very important the bill 
should pass now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
does the Senator aay ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. An hour [think will do. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Why, itisa bill of ninety 
pages. lt cannot be read in less than two 
hours. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am willing to stay 
here until it ‘is read. It is a very important 
bill. There is almost a revolution in some of 
our western cities because their steamboats 
cannot sail, although they are loaded at the 
dock and ready to sail, but await the passage 
of this or some other bill on the subject. 

Mr. SAWYER, I would like to remind the 
Senator from Georgia that the bill has got to 
be read some time, and I do not know auy 
better time to read it than now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No better time than 
now. I hope there will be no objection to 
going on with the bill. 

Mr. COLE. I shoutd like to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committce on Commerce if 
he has any other bill besides this in his budget? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If we can pass this, it 
will answer for to-night, 

Mr. COLE. Ifthe Senator hasin his budget 
any bill relating t0 commerce generally, and 
for the benefit and promotion of commerce, L 
think he ought to bring it forward, and I really 
hope he will do so, This is the second even- 
ing spent on bills fromthe Committee on Com- 
merce, and J have not yet discovered any bill 
for the promotion of commerce. All we have 
had thus far relate to mere details of no very 
great national importance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘That is the very kind 
of bill J am after now. ‘This bill is for the 
promotion of commerce. The bill [ now want 
to take up and pass is for the promotion of 
commerce, 

Mr. COLE. In the judgment of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce it may 
be of that character, but it is not according 
to my recollection of it. [have vot examined 
it very closely, but I have looked atit, aud Í do 
not sce in it much by which the commerce of 
the country will be benefited. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘This bill involves the lives 
of thousands and thousands of people who 
travel and uncounted millions of commerce 
that floats upon the waters in these boats. If 
it be not a bill in which commerce is interested 
I should be glad if any Senator would tell me 
what that bill is. Jt is true it is nota bill to 
originate commerce, but it is precisely that 


How long 


‘| which has an intimate and direct connection 


with it, and the exigencies of the times demand 
that Congress shall do something. lam will- 
ing to stay here until midnight to act upon 
this bill. 

Mr. COLE, The provisions of this bill are, 
part of them at least, embodied in the laws 
at present in regard to steamboats. I again 
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remind the chairman of the Committee on | 
Commerce that our commerce is constantly 

declining, that so far as it is carried on in | 
American vessels if is.constantly going down, | 
and those of England are taking their place. | 
J think something ought to be done in this | 
country (and the chairman of the Committee | 
on Commerce is the most responsible man) | 
for the purpose of saving our commerce. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will 
allow me, I will pass a bill in an hour that will 
aid commerce; but I cannot unless he will 
consent, | 

Mr. COLE. We cannotspend an hour better, | 
certainly, than to have such a bill passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I hope the Sen- 
ator will allow us to proceed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
before the Senate as'in Committee of the 
Whole, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 
the amendments reported by the Committee 
on Commerce being stated as they were reached 
in their order in the reading. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one, lines eight and nine, to strike 
out the words “ complying with the terms of,” 
and inserting ‘‘ such license, register, or en- 
roliment, or without the inspection required 
by; and in line twelve, after the word “ of- 
fense,’’ to insert ‘‘ one half for the use of the 
informer;’’ so that the section will read: 

That no license, register, or enrollment shall be 
granted, or other papers issued, by any collector or 
other chief officer of the customs, to any vessel pro- 
pelted in whole or in part by steam, until he shall | 
have satisfactory evidence that all the provisions of 
this act havo been fully complied with; and if any 
such vessel shall bo navigated without such license, } 
register, or enrollment, or without the inspection re- 
quired by this act, the owner or ownors thercof'shall 
forfeit and pay to the United States the sum of $500 
for each offense, ono half forthe use of thoinformer, 
and for which suim the steamboat or vessel so en- 
gaged shall be liable, and may be seized and 
proceeded against by way of libel in any district 


court of the United States having jurisdiction of the 
offense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment, was in line six of sec 
tion two, after the word “fastened,” to insert 
‘fso as to prevent it from being moved or | 
overthrown; ”’ and at the end of the section to | 
add ‘‘and before granting a cortificate of in- 
spection the inspectors shall require all other 
necessary provisions to be made throughout 
such vessel to guard against loss or danger 
from fire;’’ so as to make the section read: | 

That every steamer so propelled, and carrying 
passengers, shall be provided with suitable pipes 
and valves attached to tho boiler to convey steam 
into the hold, and the different compartinents there- 
of, to extinguish fire; and every stove used on board | 
of any such vessel shall be well and securely fas- , 
tened, 80 as to prevent it from being moved or over- | 
thrown, and all wood-work or other ignitible sub- 
stances about the boilers, chimneys, cook-houses, | 
and stove-pipes exposed to ignition shall be thor- 
oughly shielded by some incoinbustible material in 
such a manner as to leave the air to circulate freely 
between such material or wood-work or other igniti- | 
ble substance; and before granting a certificate of 
inspection, the inspectors shall require ali other | 
necessary provisions to be made throughout such : 
vessel to guard against loss or danger from fire. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section three, | 
line four, after the word ‘than,’’ to strike out 
“eighty” and insert ‘ one hundred ;’’ and in 
line ten, after the word ‘‘in,’’ to strike out | 
7 good”! and insert ‘ thorough ;” so that it will | 
read : 


That every steamer, except as hereinafter specified, i 
shall bo provided with two good double-acting fire- | 
t 
i 
1 


pumps, to be worked by hand; each chamber of said 
pumps shall be of sufficient capacity to contain not 
less than one hundred cubic inches of water; said | 
pumps shall be placed on suitable parts of the vessel 
for efficient service, having good hose of suitable | 
diameter to each pump, of sufficient strength to 
stand a pressure of one hundred pounds per square | 
inch, and in length at least equal to One half the 
vessel’s length on deck, the whole to be kept at all 
times in thorough working order, and at least fifty 
feet shipped up, ready for immediate use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will call the attention of the Senator from 


Oregon to the nineteenth line, ‘but the capa- l 
! city of eighty cubic inches.” 


To correspond 

with the amendment made in the fourth line 

; eighty” should be changed to ‘‘one hun- 
red. 

Mr. CORBETT, Pass that over. I will 
examine that, 

The next amendment was in section three, 
line thirty-two, after the word “all,’’ toinsert 
the word ‘passenger;”’ in line twenty-four, 
after the words ‘‘equal to,” insert the words 
‘a single-acting pump of;’? in lines thirty- 
three and thirty-four, to strike out the words 
“ora pump driven by the doctor or donkey 
engine ;”’ and at the end of the section to add 
the words ‘one of which pumps shall be suit- 
ably arranged to test the boilers ;’’ so that the 
remaining part of the section will read: 


On every such steamer not exceeding two hundred 
tons burden one of such pumps may be dispensed 
with, and oach fire-pump thus provided for shall be 
supplied with water by moans of a suitable pipe 
connected therewith, and passing through the side 
or bottom of the vessel so low as to bo at all times 
under wator when the vessel is afloat, and: no such 
fire-pump shall be placed below the lower deck of 
any such vessel; but the capacity of eighty cubic 
inches, as heroin required, shall not apply to steam- 
ors now in service. And in addition to such hand 
firo-pumps, thero shall be provided on all passen- 
ger steamers, except as hereinafter specified, a good 
double-acting steam fire-pump of-a capreity equal 
to a single-acting pump of one cubic inch for every 
three tons measurement of vessel: Provided, how- 
ever, That in no cago shall such steam fire-pump 
have a capacity of Jess than ono hundred cubic 
inches, nor is it required to be more than five hun- 
dred cubic inches: said pump to have one pipe of 
suitable dimensions to carry the water to the upper 
decks, fitted with proper valves and nozzles for at- 
taching hose, both between decks and the uppor 
deck, and with hoso as required for each band firo- 
pump; n rotary pump, when drivon by an engine 
independent of the main onginoe, if of the capacity 
to discharge water as herein specified, or a siphon- 
pump of like Seed shall be deomed a sufficient 
compliance with the requirement of this section; 
but on all vessels hereafter built, all of said fire- 
pumps shall have their suction-pipes so arranged as 
that they may be oporated as bilge-pumpsin case of 
necessity; and it shall be the duty of tho engineer 
to seo that all feed and fire-pumps are constantly 
kept in order and roady for immediate service, ono 
of which pumps shall bo suitably arranged to tost 
tho boilers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section four, 
line one, after the word ‘unless, to insert 
the words ‘when used at stated times;” in 
line four, after the word “ benzole,’’ to insert 
© coal-oil,”? and after the word ‘‘crade,” and 
before t‘ petroleum,” in the same line, to insert 
‘or refined;’’ in line five, after “ burning- 
fluids,’* to insert the words ‘or dangerous 
articles ;’’ in linesix, afterthe word ‘ freight,” 


| to insert ‘or used as stores ;’’ after the word 


© passengers,’’ in line seven, to insert “except 


where there is no other public means of con- 
veyance, and in such cases its transportation 
shall be under such rules and regulations as 
the board of supervising inspectors may pre- 
scribe, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury ;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 4. That except on ferry-boats, no loose hay, 
(untess when used at stated times for feeding stock 
on board,) loose cotton, or loose hemp, camphene, 
nitro-glycerine, naphtha, benzine, benzolo, „coaloil, 
crude or refined petroleum, or other like explosive 
burning fluids or dangerous articles, shal! be carried 
as freight.or used as stores on any steamer carrying 
passengers, except where there is no other publie 
means of conveyance, and in such ‘cases its trans- 
portation shall be under such rules and regulations 
as the board of supervising inspectors may prescribe, 
with the approval of the Seerctary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CORBETT. On line five of section 
four, after “or,” the word ‘‘like’’ ought to be 
inserted; so as to read, ‘‘ or like dangerous arti- 
cles. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 

The next amendment was in section four, 
line eleven, after the word ‘‘cotton,’’ toinsert 
the words ‘‘orhemp ;’’ in line fifteen, after the 
word ‘‘baled,’’ to insert the words ‘ cotton 
or;’’ in line seventeen to strike out ‘‘securely’’ 
and insert ‘‘thoroughly;’’? in line. eighteen, 
after the word ‘‘ hay,” to strike out the words 
“that may ;’’ and in the same line, after “on,” 
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to strike’ out “fon; in line nineteen, after 
 steamboats,”’ to strike. out the words ‘that 
is” and insert ‘andj’ and in line twenty, 
after the word “ steamboat,’ to strike out the 
words ‘tobe.’ and insert the words “ without 


being ;’’ in line twenty-three, after the word 


i “navivating,’’ to strike out the words.“ the Mis- 


sissippi river?’ and insert the words ‘¢ sounds, 
bays, rivers;’’ in line twenty-four, after “and,” 
to strike ont ‘its’? and insert “ their; and in 
line forty-two, alter the word “writing,” tòin- 
sert “and no product of petroleum shall: be 
used on any steam vessel for stores or illumin- 
ating purposes that will ignite at a lower 
temperature than one hundred and sixty de- 
grees of Fahrenheit ;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion from line ten to the end read: 


Nor shati balod cotton or hemp be carried on 
such steamer unless the bales aro compactly pressed 
and covered with bagging or similar fabric, in good 
morohantable: shipping order, and secured with 
good rope or iron bands; nor shall baled cotton or 
hemp be carried on tho deck or guards thereof, un- 
less the bales are compactly’ pressed and thoroughly 
covered with bagging or a similar fabric; nor saall 
hay be transported on steamboats and stowed on 
the forecastle, on the guards, ox in the deck-room 
of any steamboat without being baled and secure) 
sheltered from sparks with. tarpaulins: Provided, 
That this provision shall only be applied to steam- 
boats navigating. sounds, bays, rivers, and thoir 
tributaries: nor shall gunpowdor bo carried on 
any such vessel, except in case of spocial license 
granted by inspectors, as hereinafter provided ; 
nor shall oil of vitriol, nitric, or other danger- 
ous chemical acids bo carried on such steamers, 
except on the decks or guards thereof, Refined 
petroleum, when in wetallic cases, securely packed 
in boxes or casks, or when in iron-bound bar- 
rols, and: plainty markod with the manufacturer’s 
name, the name of the article, the temperature 
at which the same will ignite, which shall not be 
less than one hundred and ten dogrees of Vahren- 
heit; oil or spirits of turpentine, mastic and other 
varnishes when in metallic gases or in casks or bar- 
rels well and securely bound with iron; and fric- 
tion matches, when securely packed in strong, tight 
chests or boxes, the covers of which are well secured 
by looks, screws, or other reliable fastenings, may bo 
carried onthe decks, guards, or forecastle of any such 
stomper at Asecure distance from any fire or heat, or 
in such other part of the steamer as tho local in- 
spectors shall designate in writing; and no produet 
of petroleum shali be used on any steam: vessel for 
stores or illuminating purposes that will ignite at a 
lower temperature than one hundred and sixty de- 
grees of Vahrenheit: Provided, That the Secretary 
ot the Treasury may grant permission to the owner 
of any steam vessol for the use of any invention or 
process for the utilization of petroleum or other 
mineral oils or substinces in the production of mo- 
tive-power, and he shall have power to make and 
enforce regulations concerning the application and 
use of the same for such purposes, such permission to 
bo granted upon the certificate of the inspector of 
steamboats for the district wherein eaid vessel. is. 
registered, and othersatisfactory proof that the use of 
the same is safe and eflicient, and upon sach proof, 
and the approval of such certificate by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, a special license for the use of such 
process or invention as aforesaid shail issue under 
tho seal of tho Treasury Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section five, 
line sixteen, after the word “same, ” toiusert 
‘Cor shall deliver the same to any vessel as 
stores ;’’ so that the section will read: 


Src. 5. That all gunpowder, nitro-glycerine, cam- 
phene, naphtha, benzino, benzole, coal-oil crude or 
refined petroleum, oil of vitriol, nitric, or other 
dangerouschemival acids, oil or spirits ortarpon tine, 
friction matches, and all other articles of like ehar- 
acter, when packed or put up for shipment, shall be 
securely packed and put up separately from each 
othor, and from all other articles; and the package, 
box, cask, orother vessels containing thosame shall 
be distinetly marked on the outside with the name 
or description of the article contained therein; and 
every person who shail pack or put up, or cause to 
be packed or put up, forshipment, any gunpowder, 
nitro-glycerine, catnphene, naphtha, benzine, ben- 
zole, coal-oil, crudo or refined petroleum, oil of vit- 
riol, nitric, or other dangerous chemical acids, oil or 
spirits of turpentine, friction matches, or other arti- 
cles of like character, otherwise than as aforesaid, 
or shall knowingly ship or attempt to ship the same, 
or shall deliver the same to any vessels as stores, 
unless packed and marked as aforesaid, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon convie- 
tion thereof by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
shall be punished by fine not exceeding $2,000, or 
imprisonment uot exceeding eighteen mouths, or 
both, one half of the fine to go to the informer, 
and the articles to be liable to seizure and forfeiture, 


m 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was-to strike out see 
tion six in the following words: 
, That every vessel so propelled by steam navigat- 
ing gulfs, lakes, bays, sounds, or rivers, eyccpt 
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rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, and their 
tributaries, and carrying passengers, when on a pas- 
sage, shall, between sunset and sunrise, keep a 
watohman, other than the officers on duty, in each 
of the eabins and on each deck, excepting only the 
hurricane deck, to guard against fire or other dan- 
gers, and to give alarm in case of accident or disas- 
ter, or danger of the same; and all sea-going steam- 
ers, when on a voyage and carrying passengers, shall 
X have one watchman, or more, if deemed necessary 
- py the supervising inspectors, on duty at all times 
during the night, in each cabin and in the steerage, 
And all steamers navigating the waters flowing into 
the Gulf of Mexico, and their tributaries, and carry- 
ing passengers, when on passage, shall have on duty, 
between sunset and sunrise, two watchmen, whose 
places of duty shall be designated by the officers in 
charge of the steamer: Provided, That ferry-boats 
on such waters carrying passengers shall be required 
to have but one watchman. And for every neglect 
to comply with the requirements of this section the 
license of the officer in charge of the vessel for tho 
time being shall be revoked; and if any owner of 
such, vessel shall neglect or refuse to furnish the 
requisite number of men to keep watch, as herein 
yequired, he shail be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000, And all steamers carrying passengers to be 
provided with not less than one good and efficient 
portable fire-extinguisher for each deck, excepting 
on the upper or hurricane deck. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That every vessel so propelled by steam and carry- 
ing passengers during the night-timo shall keep a 
suitable number of watchmen in the cabins and on 
each deck to guard against fire or other dangers, 

. and to give alarm in case of accidentor disaster; and 
for every neglect of this duty the license of the officer 
incharge of the vessel for the time being shall be re- 
voked; and the board of supervising inspectors may 
require every such steamer, and also steamers carry- 
ing freight, to be provided with such number and 
kind of good and efficient portable fire-extinguish- 
ers as in the judgment of the board may be necessary 
to protect them from fire when such steamers are 
moored or lying at a wharf, without steam to work 
the pumps; and if any owner of such vessel shall 
neglect or refuse to furnish the requisite number of 
men necessary to keep watch as herein required, he 
shall be fined $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
seventh section in the following words: 


That every steamer (except ferry-boats and canal- 
boats, which shall be equipped with boats as here- 
inafter provided) navigating rivers only shall have 
at least one good, substantial wooden workin 
boat, with lines and detaching-hooks attached, an 
preperly supplied with oars, and kept in good con- 
dition at all times ready for immediate use; and in 
addition thereto, every passenger steamer navi- 
gating seas, lakes, bays, sounds, or rivers, (except 
rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, and their 
tributaries,) of less than four hundred tons meas- 
urement, shall have one metallic life-boat, in 
all respects a good, substantial, and safe sea-boat, 
with life-lines and detaching-hooks attached, 
and properly supplied with oars, and so fitted 
as to be at all times ready for immediate use; 
and every such vessel of four hundred tons, and not 
exceeding eight hundred tons, shall, in addition 
to said working boat, have three boats, two of 
which shall be metallic life-boats; and every such 
vessel excecding cight hundred tons, and not exceed- 
ing one thousand tour hundred tons, shall, in addi- 
tion to said working boat, have four boats, two of 
which shall be metallic life-boats; and every such 
vessel of more than one thousand four hundred tons, 
and not exceeding two thousand tons, shall, in addi- 
tion to said working boat, have five boats, three of 
which shall be metallic life-boats;.and every such 
vessel of more than two thousand tons, and not ex- 
ceeding two thousand eight hundred tons, shall, 
in addition to said working boat, have six boats, 
three of which shall be metallic life-boats; and 
every such vessel excecding two thousand eight hun- 
dred tons, in addition to said working boat, have 
eight boats, fourof which shall be metallic life-boats; 
and the length of each of such boats, except the 
working boat, shall not be less than one tenth the 
vessel’s Jength on deck, (but in no case shall such 
boat or boats be less than twelve feet in length,) 
and shall be otherwise properly proportioned and 
well and substantially constructed. Of the boats 
required, at least one half the numbershall be hung 
to cranes or davits, with lines and detaching-hooks, 
ready for immediate use: Provided, That if the 
owners preter, in any special case, they may sub- 
stitute for the boats herein required a larger num- 
ber of boats of smaller dimensions, (but no boat 
shall be less than twelve feet in length,) so that 
their total capacity shall not be less than herein 
required, All steam ferry-boats of over fifty tons, 
and not exceeding three hundred tons, shall carry 
one good, substantial, wooden boat, not less than 
sixteen feet in length, and otherwise properly pro- 
portioned, with lines and detaching-hooks attached, 
and properly supplied with oars, and kept in good 
condition at all times, and hung to cranes or davits 
ready for immediate use; and all such ferry-boats 
exceeding three bundred tons measurement, and 
not more than cight hundred tons, shall carry two 
such boats of not Jess than sixteen feet in length 
and so equipped, one of which shall be a metallic 
life-boat: and all such ferry-boats exceeding eight 
hundred tons shall carry three such boats, not less 
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than sixteen feet in length and so equipped, one 
of which. shall be a metallic life-boat, aad one 
of which shall be a working-boat: Provided, That 
where, from the character of the navigation or other 
eause, in the opinion of the inspectors appointed 
under the provisions of this act, a part of the metal- 
lic life-boats may be dispensed with, they may 
exempt any such steamer from carrying the samo, 
and substitute therefor wooden boats, metallic or 
other rafts. And every steamer, except ferry-boats 
which are hereinbefore provided for, navigating 
the waters flowing into the Gulf of Moxico, shall bo 
equipped with one good yawl-boat, at least ane 
tenth the length of the vessel, or with two yawls 
equivalent in capacity; but in no case shali said 
yawl be less than eighteen feet in length, and of 
proportionate depth and width for effective useful- 
ness, provided with oars and life-lines, and one 
metallic life-boat at Icast one tenth tho length of 
the vessel. or two of equivalent capacity equipped in 
like manner: Provided, That all steamers already 
constructed and fitted with yawls and life-boats 
under the provisions of former laws, may continue 
to use the same, conditioned that any deficiency in 
capacity of the same under this section may be made 
up by additional boat or boats, And every steam- 
vessel navigating the oceans, lakes, bays, or sounds 
of the United States shall be provided with a drag 
or floating anchor, strongly constructed. Such drags 
may be connected to tlie ship’s cable by a bridle of 
iron rods or chains and shackles, and shall bo kept 
at all times in good order, ready for efficient uso, 
and accessible in case of emergency. Such drags 
shall have dimensions not less than, tor steamers of 
four hundred tons and under, twenty-five super- 
ficial feet; for steamers of over four hundred tons, 
and not exceeding six hundred tons, thirty-six 
superficial feet; for stoamers of over six hundred 
tons, and not exceeding one thousand tons, fifty 
superficial feet; tor steamers of over one thousand 
tons, and not exceeding one thousand five hundred 
tons, eighty superficial feet; for steamers of over one 
thousand five hundred tons, and not exceeding two 
thousand five hundred tons, one hundred superficial 
feet; for steamers exceeding two thousand five hun- 
dred tons, in the proportion of ono superficial foot 
to each twenty-five tons measuromont. And each 
and every steamer shall bo provided with good and 
suficient anchors and chains, suitable in sizo, 
weight, and number to the sizo of the steamer and 
to the trade in which she may be employed. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That every steam vessel navigating rivers only, 
(except ferry-boats, freight-boats, canal-boats, and 
towing-boats of Jess than fifty tons, ) shall have at 
least one good, substantial boat, with lines attached, 
and properly supplied with oars, and kept in good 
condition at all times and ready for immediate 
use; and, in addition thereto, every such steamer 
carrying passengers shall have one or more metal- 
lie life-boats, fire-proof, and in, all respects good 
and substantial boats, of such dimensions and ar- 
rangements as the board of supervising inspectors 
by their rules and regulations shall prescribe, which 
boats shall be carried in the most convenient man- 
ner so as to be brought into immediate use in 
case of accident: Provided, That whero the char- 
acter of the navigation is such that in the opin- 
ion of the supervising inspector the metallic life- 
boats can be dispensed with, he is herchy author- 
ized to exempt any such steamer from carrying tho 
same, or may require a substitute therefor, at his 
discretion ; and every steamer navigating the occan, 
or any lake, bay, orsound of the United States, shall 
be provided with such numbers of life-boats, Boats, 
rafts, and life-preservers, also drags when necessary, 
as will best secure the safety of all persons on board 
such vessel in case of disaster; and every sea-going 
vessel carrying passengers, and every such vesscl 
navigating any of the northern or northwestern 
lakes, shall have the life-boats required by law, pro- 
vided with suitable boat-disengaging apparatus, so 
arranged as to allow such boats to be safely launch- 
ed while such vessels are under speed or otherwise, 
and so as to allow such disengaging apparatus to be 
operated by one person, disengaging both ends of 
the boat simultaneously from the tackles by which 
they may be lowered to the water, And it shall be 
the duty of the board of supervising inspectors to 
fix and determine, by their rules and regulations, 
thekind of life-boats, floats, rafts, life-preservers, and 
drags that shali be used onsuch vessels, and also the 
kind and capacity of pumps or other appliances for 
freeing the steamer from water in case of heavy 
leakage, the capacity of said pumps or appliances 


| being suited to the navigation in which the steamer 


js employed; andif the owners of any such steamers 
neglect or refuse to provide such drags, life-boats, 
floats, rafts, life-preservers, pumps, or appliances, 
as shall be required by the board of supervising 
inspectors, and approved by the Scerctary of the 
Treasury, such owners shall be fined $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section eight, 
line two, after “a,” insert ‘* sufficient supply 
of;” in line three, to make t Hfe-preserver ”? 
read ‘life-preservers ;"’ and in line seven, 
after the word “arms,” to insert “ and there 
shall be provided at least one sach life-pre- 
server ;’’ so that the section will read: 

That every steam vessel, except ferry-boals and 
canal-boats, carrying passengers shall be provided 
with a sufficient supply of good life-preservers, con- 


taining not less than six pounds of good cork blocks, 
or other approved lito-preservers of equal efliciency, 
capable of sustaining, when immersed in water, 
eighteen pounds of iron, such life-preservers to be 
adjustable to the body under the arms: and there 
shall be provided at leastone such life-preserver for 
each enbin passenger which, by the certificate, the 
vessel is permitted to carry; also, a good lifo-pre- 
server for each deck orstoerage passenger which tho 
inspector’s cortificate shal! allow her to carry, and 
including the officers and crew, which life-preserv- 
ers shall be keptin convenient and accessible places 
on such vessel in rendiness for immediate use in enso 
of accident. And evory such vessel of legs than one 
hundred tons suall keep at least twelve fire buckots 
and three axes; and every such vessel of one bun- 
dred tons measurement, and not exceeding four 
hundred tons, shall keep at least eighteen fire 
buckets and twe barrels, and shall have not less 
than four axes; and every such steamer of over four 
hundred tons, and less than seven hundred tons bur- 
den, shall carry not less than twenty-four buckets, 
four water barrels, and six axes; and every such 
steamer of seven hundred tons and over shall carry 
not less less than thirty-five buckets, six water bar- 
rels, and eight axes. Tho buckets and barrels shall 
bo kept in convenient places and filled with water, 
to be in readinoss in case of fire, and the axes shall 
be kept in good order and ready lor imincdiato uses 
Provided, however, That tanks of suitable dimen- 
sions and arrangemont, or one half greater number 
of buckets, may be substituted for barrels. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section of nine, 
line four, before the word ‘escape,’ to strike out 
“the”? andinsert ‘' their ;’’ in line six, to strike 
out the words ‘‘no freight upon such deck ;” 
in lines eight and nine, to strike out the words 
“there may be passenger cabins’? and insert 
“passengers may be carried; in line teu, 
after ‘fore and aft,” to insert t ample; and 
in the same line, after ‘‘passage-way,’! to strike 
out “to and from said cabins;'’ so that the 
section will read: 

Suc. 9, That every such vessel carrying passen- 
gers on tho main deck shall be provided with per- 
manent stairways and other, sufficient means cone 
venient to such passengers for their escape to tho 
upper deck, in ease of the vessol sinking or other 
accident endangering life; and in the stowage of 
freight upon such deck, no freightshall be stowed in 
such manner as to interfero with such means of 
escape: and on any deck where passengers may be 
carried, thero shall bo afore and nft amplo passage- 
way, also an athwartship passage from side to side, 
sufficiently large to allow perons to pass freely 
through them; and it shall be tho duty of the eap- 
tain, mate, or clerk of such vessel to assign to all 
deck passengers, when taking passage, n sufficient 
space on deck which they may occupy; nor shall 
freight be stowed about the boilers or mmuehinery in 
such manner as to obstruct or prevent the onginecr 
fromreadily attending to his dutios; and for every 
violation of this section relating to the carriage an 
accommodations of passengers, tho owners of tho 
vessel shal! pay a fine not excecding $300, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section eleven, 
line twenty-five, to strike out, after the word 
“yy, ? the word tthe”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the second 
clause of the eleventh section, prescribing the 
duties of local inspectors, line seventy-one, to 
insert, after the word ‘arranged,’ the words 
“one of which may, if necessary, in the opin- 
ion of the supervising or local inspectors, to 
secure safety, be taken wholly from the con- 
trol of all persons engaged in navigating any 
such vessel, and be secured by the inspect- 
ors; in line seventy-six, to strike out the 
words ‘tallow no greater’? and insert ‘‘re- 
lieve the boiler at the;’’ in line seventy-seven, 
after the word ‘pressure, ”? to strike out the 
words ‘tin the boilers than the amount;’? in 
line seventy-eight, to strike out the words 
“inspection” and insert “inspectors p” and 
in line ninety-seven, to strike out the words 
Gbe disapproved’? and insert “not be ap- 
proved;’’ so that the clause will read: 


Secondly. They shall also inspect the boilers of 
all steamers before the same shall be used, and once 
at Jeast in every year thereafter, subjecting them 
to the hydrostatic pressure prescribed by this 
net, and satisfy themselves, by thorough examina- 
tion, that the boilers are well mado of good an 
suitable material; that the openings for the passo 
of water and steam, respectively, and all pipes and 
tubes exposed to heat, are of proper dimensions and 
free from obstruction; that the spaces between and 
around the flues are suflicient, and that the flues are 
circular inform aad the fire-line of the furnar Is 
at icasi two inches below the prescribed minimun 
water-Jineof the boilers; and thatthe arrangement 
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for delivering the feed-water is such that the boil- 

ers cannot be injured thereby; and that such boil- 
ers, and the machinery and the appurtenances, may 
be safely employed in: the service proposed in the 
written application without peril to life; and shall 
also satisfy themselves that the safety-valves are of 

suitable dimensions, sufficient in number, and well 
arranged, one of which may, if necessary, in the 
opinion of the supervjsing or local inspectors to 
secure safety, be tuken“wholly from the control of 
all persons engaged in navigating any such vessel, 
and bo secured by the inspectors; and that the 
weights of the safety-valves aro properly adjusted 
so as to.relieve the boiler at the pressure prescribed 
by the inspector’s certificate; that there is a sufi- 
cient number of gauge-cocks properly inserted 3 
and, to indicate the pressure of steam, reliable and 
approved steam-gauges, one of which is to be placed 
in cach fire-room and ono in the engine-room, and 
which shall at alt times be subject to the inspection 
of passengers; and reliable wator-gauges and a 
suitable steam-whistle; and that fusible metals are 
properly inserted, except on sea-going steamers, 80 
ns to fuse by the heat ofthe furnace whon the water 
in the boilers shall fall below its prescribed limits; 
and that adequate and certain provision is mado for 
an ample supply of water to feed the boilers at all 
times, whether such vessel isin motion or not, so 
that in all boilers the water shall not be less than 
three inches above the top of the flues; and also 
that means of blowing out are provided, so as to, so 
faras practicable, thoroughly remove the mud and 
sediment from all parts of the boilers when they 
are under pressure of steam: Provided, however, 
'Yhat no kind of instrument, machine, or equipment 
for the better security of life, provided for by this 
act, shall be used on any vessel carrying passengers 
which shall not bo approved by the board of super- 
vising inspectors, and also by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
third clause of the eleventh section in the 
following words: 


Thirdly. That in subjecting boilers to the hydro- 
static tests, inspectors shall rate the working power 
of all boilers, whether old or new, according to their 
strength; and in all cases the test applied shall ex- 
coed the working allowed in the ratio of one hun- 
dred pounds pressure per square inch to seventy- 
five pounds per square inch; or the allowed steam 
pressure be three fourths the number of pounds to 
tho square inch on vessels carrying passongeors, and 
four fifths on all other boats, to which the boilers 
shall have been subjected by the hydrostatic test 
and found sufficient therefor; but should such in- 
sectors bo of the opinion that said boiler, by reason 
of its construction or material, will not safely allow 
so high a working pressure, they may, for reasons to 
be stated specially in their certificato, fix the work- 
ing pressure of said boiler at less than three fourths 
of suid test pressure; and all boilers used on steam 
vessels carrying passengers, and constructed of iron 
or steel plates, inspected under the provisions of this 
act, shall besubjected to a hydrostatic test in the 
ratio ofone hundred pounds to the square inch to 
soventy-five pounds to the square inch of the work- 
ing steam power allowed; and no boiler or pipe, or 
any of the connections therewith, shall be approved 
which is made, in whole or in part, of bad material, 
or is unsafe in its form, or dangerous from defective 
workmanship, age, use, or other cause. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Thirdly. That in subjecting to the hydrostatic 
tests boilers called and usually known under the 
designation of high-pressure boilers, the inspector 
shall assume one hundred and ten pounds to the 
square inch as the maximum pressure allowable as 
a working power for a new boiler forty-two inches 
in diameter, made in the best manner, of inspected 
iron plates, one fourth of an inch thick, and of a 
quality required by law, and shall rate the working 
power of all high-pressure boilers, whether old or 
new, according to their strength, compared with 
this standard, and in all cases the test applied shall! 
exceed the working power allowed in the ratio of 
one hundred and sixty-five to one hundred and ten; 
and in subjecting to the test uforesaid that class 
of boilers usually designated and known as low- 
pressure boilers, the said inspectors shall allow as a 
working power of each new boiler a pressnreof only 
three fourths the number of pounds to the square 
inch to which it shall have been subjected by the 
hydrostatic test, and found to be sufficient therefor; 
but should such inspectors be of the opinion that 
said boiler, by reason of itsconstruction or material, 
will not safely allow so high a working pressure, 
they may, for reasons to be stated specially in their 
certificate, fix the working pressure of said boiler at 
less than three fourths of said test pressure ; but all 
boilers used on steam vessels, and constructed of 
iron or steel plates, inspected under the provisions 
of section thirty-six of this act, shall be subjected to 
a hydrostatic test, in the ratio of one hundred and 
fifty pounds to the square inch to one hundred 
pounds to the square inch of the working steam 
power allowed; and no boiler or pipe, or any of thé 
connections therewith, shall be approved which is 
made, in whole or in part, of bad material, or is un- 
safe in its form, or dangerous from defective work- 
manship, age, use, or other cause, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in the fourth clause 


of section eleven, line one hundred and sixty: 
eight, to strike out the word “approval” and 
insert ‘' disapproval ;’’ so as to read: 


Fourthly. When the inspection is completed and 
the inspectors approve the vessel and her equipment 


throughout, they shall make and subscribe a certifi- | 


cate to the collector or other chief officer of the cus- 
toms of the district in which such inspection ismade, 


in accordance with such form and regulations as the i 


board ofsupervising inspectors shall prescribe, which 
certificate shall be verified by the oaths of the in- 
spectors signing it before the chief officer of tho eus- 
toms of the district, or any other person competent 
by law to administer oaths; and in case the said 
inspectors refuse to grant a certificate of approval, 


they shall state in writing, signing the same, their | 


reason for such disapproval. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wasin the fourth clause 
of section eleven, to strike out from line one 
hundred and sixty-nine to the end of the clause 
in the following words: ` ` 


And such certificate, when so granted, shall con- 
tinue in forco for one year from the date thoreof: 
Provided, That the condition, arrangements, and 
outfit of such steamer shall not havo been materially 
changed from that at the time such certificate was 
granted. Whenever such certificate shall be granted 
as aforesaid, it shall, in any and every court, be 
prima facie evidence that exch and all the provis- 
ions of this act respecting the building, condition, 
parts, equipment, tackle, apparel, furniture, or ap- 
purtonances of steam vessels wore complicd with at 
the time it was granted, and tho production of such 
certificate shall bo proof of itsawn authenticity. If 
in any suit, action, or proceeding, it shall be claimed 
that upon any vessel there has been any nun-com- 
pliance with any provision of this act, as to any 


-matter last aforesaid, whilo a certificate of inspec- 


tion of such vessel was in force, if theowner or own- 
ers, or any officers of such vessel, shall show that. ag 
to the matter or matters complained of, the vessel 
remained substantially in the same condition as 
when the certifieato was granted, such non-compli- 
ance shall not be deemed unseaworthiness or ovi- 
dence thereof, nor shal] the vessel, or owner or own- 
ors of the same, or any part thereof, or any officer 
thereof, be in any manner liablo for loss, damago, 
or injury of or to life, person, or property, for, or on 
account of, or arising from, or causod by, such non- 
compliance. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the fourteenth 
section, line three, after the word ‘ vessels,” 
to strike outthe words *‘ carrying passengers ;’? 
so as to make the clause read; 

That the inspectors shall liconse and classify the 


captains, chief mates, engineers, and pilots of all 
steam vessols. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section sixteen, 
line two, to strike out after the words ‘‘ steam 
vessels” the words “carrying passengers ;’’ 
and in line four, after the word ‘ knowledge,” 
to insert the word ‘skill;’? so as to make the 
clause read: : ; 


That when any person shall apply for authority 
to be employed as chief mate of steam vessels, the 
inspectors shall require satisfactory evidence of his 
knowledge, skill, and experionco in tho menage- 
ment and navigation of steam vessels, and ability to 
perform the duties of the station in which he seeks 
employment, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wag in section eighteen, 
linetwenty-five, after the word ‘‘license,’’ to 
insert the word +‘ issued.” 

The amendment wag agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 
one, line sixteen, before the words ‘ local in- 
spectors,”’ io insert the word ‘ the.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 
three, line ten, after the word ‘ the,’’ to insert 
“inspector general and the ;’’ in line twelve, 
after ‘‘least,’’? to insert ‘and,’? and after 
t such,” in the same line, to insert the word 
“other; in line thirteen, after the word ‘ re- 
quire,” to insert the words ‘‘ and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall direct ;’’ in line twenty, 
after * effective,’’ to strike out the words “ and 
economical ;’’? in line twenty-four, after the 
word ‘ duties,” to insert ‘any or all of said 
rules and regulations shall take effect upon re- 
ceiving the official sanction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury ;” in line twenty-nine, before 
“unless,” to insert the words ‘‘ more than 


once in two years ;’? in line thirty-two, before: 
tt report,” to insert ‘ written ;’? and in line 
thirty-eight, before “fitness,” to insert ‘ prac- 
tical knowledge ;’’ so that the section will 
read: 


That in order to carry. this act fully into execution 
the ten supervising inspectors vow in office shall 
continue in comutission; and whenever a vacancy 
ovcurs, from death, resignation, or removal, the 
President of the United States shall, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, fill the vacancy by ap- 
pointing a successor, who shall. be selected for bis 
knowledge, skill, and practical experience in the 
uses of steam for navigation, and is a competent 
judge of the character and qualities of steam ves- 
sels, and of all parts of the machinery employed in 
steaming. ‘Tho inspector general and the said super- 
vising inspectors shall assemble together as & board, 
once in each year at least, and at such other times 
and places as the interests of the service may re- 
quire and the Secretary of the Treasury shal) direct, 
for joint consultation, which meetings shall be open 
to all interested, and shall assign to each of the sup- 
ervising inspectors, respectively, the limits of ter- 
ritory within whieh he shall perform his duties; and 
the said board shall establish all necessary rules and 
regulationsrequired to carry outin the most effective 
manner the provisions of this act for thesatoty of life, 
also rules and regulations tor theirown government 
and thatof the several boards of local inspectors in 
the performange of their official duties; any or all 
of said rales and regulations shall take effect upon 
receiving the oficial sanction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury: Provided, however, That the supervising 
inspector for the district embracing the Pacilic coast 
shall not be under obligation to attond the moetings 
of the board more than ance in two years unless the 
exigencies of the servico require it; and when he 
does not attend such mectiugs, he shall make his 
communications thereto, in the way of e written 
roport, in such manner as the board shall prescriba, 
‘The supervising inspector general now jn offiee shall 
coutinue in commission, and whenever a vacancy 
shall occur from death, resignation, or removal, the 
President of the United States shall, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, fill the vaeane, 
by appointing asuccessor, who shall besclected with 
reference to his practical knowledge, fitness, and 
ability to systematize and carry into effect all the 
provisions of law relating to the steamboat inspoc- 
tion servico, whose duty it shall be, under tho direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to superintend 
the administration of thesteamboat inspection laws, 
preside at the meetings of tho board of supervising 
Inspectors, receive all reports of inspectors, and 
receive and examine all accounts of such oflicers, 
report fully at stated poriods to the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon all matters pertaining to his oficiat 
duties, and produco a correct and uniform adminis- 
tration of the inspection laws, rules, and regula~ 
tions; and the said supervising inspector general 
shall be paid for. his services at the rate of $3,500 
per annum, and his actual and necessary traveling 
expenses, not Lo exceed ten conts per wilo, Incurred 
in the discharge of his official duties, to be allowed by 
the proper accounting officer upon proper vouchers 
and verified by oath, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would suggest, in order to facilitate the read- 
ing of the bill, as Senators have printed copies 
of it before them, that-only those sections to 
which amendment are proposed be read. Lf 
there be no objection that course will be par- 
sued. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Secretary will so read the bill. ; 

‘The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section twenty-six, line 
seven, after the word “boards,” to insert the 
words “as far as practicable ;’? so that the 
section will read: 

Sec. 26. That it shall be the duty of such supor- 
vising inspectors to see that, the said several boards 
within their respective distriets executo their duties 
faithfully, promptly, and, as far as possible, uui- , 
tormly in ali places, by following out the provisions 
of this act according to the true intent and meaning 
thereof; and they shall harmonize differences of 
opinion when they exist in diferent Jocal buards as 
far ag practicable.. And the said local boards shall 
uniformly carry out faithfully the rules and reguli- 
tions of the supervising board of inspectors, except 
thesame bein contravention of the provisions of this 
act, in which case the local board shall appeal 
through the supervising inspector gencral to the 
Secretary of tho Treasury to have such rule re- 
scinded : and the decision of the Secretary shall be 
final and binding upon both the supervising inspect- 
ors and the local boards. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion twenty-nine, in the following words: 

Sec. 29. That all coasting, steam, and sail vessels, 
and all such vessels navigating lakes, bays, rivers, 
inlets, sounds, and harbors, other than the waters 
flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their tributaries, 
shall, when meeting and passing cach other, oe 
with the following directory rules already estabe 
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lished by the board of supervising inspectors and 
pow in use, namely: i 

Rus 1. When steamers are approaching each 
other ‘head and head,’ or nearly so, it shall be the 
duty of each steamer to pass to the right, or on the 
port side of the other, and the pilotof either steamer 
may be first in determining to pursue this course, 
cand thereupon shall give, as a signal of his inten- 
tion, one short and distinct blast of his steam-whis- 
tle, which the pilot of the other steamer shall answer 
‘promptly by a similar blast of his steam-whistle; 
and thereupon such steamers shall pass to the right, 
or on the port side of each other. But if the course 
of such steamers is so far on the starboard of each 
other as not to be considered by the pilots as meet- 
ing “head and head,” or nearly so, or if the vessels 
are approaching each other in such a manner that 
passing to the right as above directed is deemed un- 
safe by the pilot of either vessel, the pilot so first 
deciding shall immediately give two short and dis- 
tinct blasts of his steam-whistle, which the pilot of 
the other steamer shall answer promptly by two 
similar blasts of his steam-whistle, and they shall 
pass to the left, or on the starboard side of each 
other. 

RULE 2 When steamers are approaching each 
other in an oblique direction, they shail pass to the 
right of cach other, as if meeting “ head and head,” 
or nearly so, and the signals by whistle shall be 
given and answered promptly, as in that case speci- 

ed. 

Ruge 3. If, when steamers are approaching each 
other, the pilot of either vessel fails to understand 
the course or intention of the other, whether from 
the signals being given or answered crroncously, or 
from other causes, the pilotso in doubt shall imme- 
diately signify the same by giving several short and 
yapid blasts of the steam-whistle; and if the vessels 
shall have approached within half a mile of each 
other, both shall be immediately slowed to a speed 
barely sufficient for steerage-way, until the proper 
signals are given, answered, and understood, or 
until the vessels shall have passed each other. 

Rute 4. Whenever a steamer is nearing a short 
bend or curve in the channel, where, from the 
height of the banks or other cause, a steamer ap- 
proaching from the opposite direction cannot be 
seen for a distance of half a mile, the pilot of such 
a steamer, when he shall have arrived within half a 
mile of such curve or bend, shall give a signal by a 
general alarm by the steam whistle; which signal 
shall be answered in a similar manner by the pilot 
of any approaching steamer that may be within 
hearing. Should such signal be so answered by a 
steamer upon the further side of such bend, then the 
usual signals for meeting and passing shall immedi- 
ately be given and answered, Butif the first alarm 
signal of such pilot be not answered, he is to con- 
maer tke channel clear, and govern himself accord- 
ingly. 

Ruru 5. The signals, by blowing of the steam- 
whistle, shall be given and answered by pilots in 
compliance with these rules, not only when meeting 

Lead and head,’ or nearly so, but at all times when 
passing or mecting at a distance within half a mile 
onek other, and whether passing to the starboard 

r port. 

Ruin 6, When steamers are running in a fog or 
thick weather, and the pilot elects to lay by, or, as 
it is usual to say, drift; or if at anchor, with steam 
up, in the fairway of other steamers, it shall be the 
duty of the pilot to cause three distinct blasts of the 
steam-whistle to be sounded at intervals not exceed- 
ing three minutes: Provided, however, That nothing 
herein shall be construcd to, in any way, conflict with 
section forty-seven, regulating fog-signals when 
under way, 

Ruux Y. When steamers are running in the same 
direction, and the pilot of the steamer which is 
astern shall desire to pass on the right or starboard 
hand of the steamer ahead, be shall give one short 
blast of the steam-whistle as a signal of such desire 
and intention, and shall put his helm to port; but 
if he desires to pass on the left or port hand of the 
steamer ahead, he shall give two short blasts of the 
steam-whistle, putting his helm to starboard, and 
the pilot of the head steamer shall be required to 
recognize and answer the signals thus given, as re- 
quired by the rules for meeting, and afford every 
estan for the safe passage of the steamer first sig- 

aling. 

RuLm 8. When steamers are moving from their 
dock or berth, and other steamers are liable to pass 
from any direction toward them, they shali give a 
long blast of the steam-whistle; but immediately 
after clearing the berth so as to be fully in sight, 
they shall be governed by the regular signals, 

And all steam and sail vessels when navigating the 
waters flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their 
tributaries, shall, when mecting and passing each 
other, comply with the following directory rules now 
established, namely: X 

Rure 1, When steamers are approaching cach 
other, the signal for passing shall be one sound of 
the steam-whistle to Keep to the right, and two 
sounds of the steam-whistle to keep to the left; 
these signals to be made first by the ascending steamer. 
If the dangers of navigation, darkness of the night, 
narrowness of the channel, or any other cause, render 
it necessary for the descending boat to take the other 
side, she can doso by making the necessary signals, 
and the ascending steamer must gover herself ac- 
cordingly; these signals to be observed by ali steam- 
ers, either day or night. X . 

Rux 2, Should steamers be likely to pass near 
each other, and these signals should not be madeand 
answered by the time such boats shali have arrived 
at tho distance of cight hundred yards from each 
other, the engines of both boats shall be stopped; or 


| time, deem nee 


should the signal he given and not 2 
stood from any cause whatever, oil at ant ka 
backed until their headway shall be fully checked 
and the engines shall not be again started ahea 
until the proper signals are made, answered, and 
understood. Doubts or fears of misunderstanding 
signals shall be expressed by several short sounds of 
the whistle in quick succession. - 

Rue 3. When two steamers are about to enter a 
narrow channel at the same time, the ascending 
steamer shall be stopped below such channel until 
the descending steamer shill have passed through 
it; but should two steamers unavoidably meet in 
such a channel, then it shall be the duty of the pilot 
of the ascending steamer to make the proper signals, 
and, when answered by the descending steamer, to 
lie as close as possible to the side of the channel the 
exchange ofsignals may havo determined, as allowed 
by rule one, and cither stop the engines or move 
them so as only to give the steamer stcerage-way, 
and the pilot of the descending steamer shall cause 
his steamer to be worked slowly until he has passed 
the ascending steamer, 

Rur: 4. When a steamer isascending and running 
clase on & bar or shore, the pilot shall in no case 
attempt to cross the river when a descending steamer 
shall be so near that it would be possible tor a col- 
lision to eneuc therefrom. 

Ruin 5. No pilot of a descending steamer shall 
run down any island chute which is not the usual 
channel of the river, except such chutes as are 
designated by these rules, or may hereafter be 
designated by the board of supervising inspectors, 

RuLrö. When any steamer, whether ascending or 
descending, is nearing a short bend or point, where, 
from any cause, a steamer approaching in an op- 
posite direction cannot be seen at a distance of six 
hundred yards, the pilot of such steamer, when he 
shail have awived within six hundred yards of that 
bend or point, shall give as a signal a general alarm 
by the steam-whistle as a notice to any steamer that 
may be approaching; and should there be any ap- 
proacbing steamer within hearing of such signal, it 
shall be the duty of the pilot thereof to answer such 
signal by asimilar alarm by the steam-whistle, when 
both boats shall he navigated with the proper pre- 
cautions, as required by preceding rules. 

Ruiz 7. When a steamer is running in a fog or 
thick whether, it sbali be the duty of the pilot to 
sound his steam-whistle at intervals not exceeding 
one minute, 

RULE 8. When steamers are running in the same 
dircetion, and the pilot of the boat which is astern 
shall desire to pass cither side of the boat ahead, 
he shall give the signal as in rule one, and 
the pilot of the boat ahead sbail answer by the 
same signal: or if ho prefer to keep on his course he 
shall make the necessary signals, and the boat 
wishing to pass must govern herself accordingly ; 
butthe boat ahead shall in no case attempt to cross 

her bow or crowd upon her course. : 

Roxie 9. When steamers are moving from their 
dock or berth, and other boats are liable to pass 
from any direction toward them, they shall give one 
long blast of the stcam-whistle; but immediately 
after clearing the berth so as to be fully in sight, 
they shall be governed by rulo two. | 3 

Rue ld. Steamers descending the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi rivers, between Louisville, Kentucky, and 
New Orleans, Louisiana, shall not run down any 
island chute, either by day or night, except those 
herein or hereinafter designated, unless such chutes 
are the usual channel of the river. 

Rupe ll. The following island chutes may bo 
navigated by descending steamers on the Ohio river, 
between Louisville, Kentucky, and Cairo, Illinois, 
when the river shall be sufliciently bigh for them to 
do so with safety, namely: Blue River Island, Din- 
mond Island, Golconda Island, Sister Isiands, Stew- 
art’s Island, and Cumberland Island, either by day 
or night, and Wabash Island chute, by daylight 


only. . 
RUE 12. The following island chutes on the Mis- 
sissippi river, between Cairo and New Orleans, may 
be navigated by descending steamers during day- 
light. when the river shall be sufliciently high for 
them to doso with safety, namely : Islands Numbers 
Bight, Thirty-four, Chict five, Forty, Forty-one, 
called Paddy’s Hen, Forty-six, or Presicent’s Island, 
Sixty-five, Seventy-five, or Ozark Island, Seventy- 
six, Ninety-three, Ninety-seven, One hundred and 
nine, or Palmyra fsland, One hundred and ten, or 
Big Black Island, One hundred and sixteen, or 
Glasscock’s Island, or one hundred and twenty- 
three, or Profit’s Island. | s 
Rue 13. The following island chutes may be navi- 
gated by desccuding stcamers during the night, when 
siently high for them to do it 


the river may bo sufiic A ( 
with safety, namely: Islands Numbers Hight, Thirty- 
Sixty-five, Seven- 


four, Forty-one, or Paddy’s jen, $ 
ty-six, Ninety-seven, Ove hundred and nine, or 
Palmyra Island, One hundred and ten, or Big Black 
Ysland, One hundred and sixteen, or Glasscock’s 
Isiand. 

RULE d4. Ascending steamers 
from running any island chutes. . 

The board of supervising inspectors may establish 
such rules and regulations to be observed by steam 
vessels or steam and sail vessels in passing, each 
other, not in conflict with any proviston of this act, 
orof the act entitied * An act fixing rules and regu- 
lutions for preventing collisions on the water,” ap- 
proved April 29 is6d, as they shall, from time to 
ry for safety; two printed copies 
of which rules and regulations, as. well as of the 
rules and regalations herein described, signed by 
suid inspectors, shall be furnished to each of such 
vessels, and shall etall times } 


sk 
ous places in such vessels, Which rules shall be ob- 


are not prohibited 


opt wp iuconspicu- | 


| 
{ 
t 
i 


served both night and-day. Should-any pilot, engi- 
neer, mate, or master of any steam vessel neglect or 
willfully refuse to observe such regulations s0 es- 
tablished, he shall be liable to a penalty of fifty 

dollars, and to all damages done to any passenger 
in his person or baggage by such neglect or refusal, 

and shall be disqualified from holding any position of 
trust and responsibility on board any steamer in- 
spected under the provisions of this act, for a poriod 
of not exceeding one year. i 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following : 


Sec. 29, That it shall be the duty of the board of 
suporvising inspectors to establish such rules and 
regulations to bo observed by all steam vessels in 
passing cach other as they shall from time to timo 
deew necessary forsafety, two printed copios of which 
rules and regulations, signed by said inspectors, 
shall be furnished to each of such vessels, and shall 
at all times be kept up inconspicuous places in such 
vessels, which rulos shall bo observed both night 
and day, Should any pilot, engineer, mate, or master 
of any steam vessel neglect or willfully refuse to 
observe such rogulations so established, any dolin- 
quent so neglecting or refusing shall be liable of a 
penalty of fifty dollars, and to all damages done to 
any passenger, in his person or baggage, by such 
neglect or refusal, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next Amendment was on page 62, to 
strike out section thirty-six, in the following 
words: 


That iron or steel plates to beused in the construc- 
tion of stenmbont boilers shy! ho inspected and may 
be tested in such manner as shall be prescribed by 
the board of supervising inspectors and approved by 
tho Scerctary of the Treasury; and no iron or stool 
plates shail be used in the construetion of such boit- 
ers which have beon found to be imperfect, rajected, 
or disapproved. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following : 


That after six months from the passage of this act 
every boiler-plate used in the construction of hoil- 
ers to be employed on steam vessels, and which shall 
be subject, when so employed, to n tensile strain, 
shall be carefully examined hy ono of the inspectors 
appointed under the provisions of this act, snd suid 
inspector shall sce that every plate so examined is 
tree from visible defects; ho shall also seo that tho 
stamps required by this act are properly made on 
each plato, and shall keep a record of the same; and 
itshall be his duty, at reasonable intervals and under 
such regulations as shall be established by the board 
of supervising inspectors and approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, to test the tensile strength, 
homogeneousness, toughness, and other qualities of 
such plates produced by every manufacturer thereof, 
so as to enable him to detect budly-manufactured or 
fulsely-stamped plates that have boen so manufac- 
tured and stamped with intent to deccive; and every 
such plate so tested shall be taken promiscuously 
from any lot of plates made for the construction of 
boilers to be used on steam vessels: Provided, That 
before any such plates shall be shipped to any part 
of the United State where thero is no local bowrd of 
inspectors, or where it is inconvenient or impracti~ 
cable for any inspector to examine or Lest such platos 
properly, upon application they shall, bofore being 
shipped, be examined, and, if need be the test shall 
be applied by one of tho inspectors in the district 
from whieh they may be shipped: and such inspect- 
or shall make and subscribe a certificate to the ship- 
per of the same, i copy of which shall be sent to the 
supervising inspector ot tho district, in which such 
plates aro to be used, and said certificate shall set 
forth a description of the quantity of such plates 
and the correctness of the stamps thereon 5 and he 
shall keep a record of the same in his ofico. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
inquire of the Senator who seems to have this 
bill in charge about the phraseology of this 
section. Esee that these plates are to be in- 
spected before they are shipped. Now, may 
it not happen that these plates may be carried 
from the coast of the Atlantic to some of the 
western rivers, and not be shipped at all? 
How are they to be inspected if they go by 
land? , 

Mr. CORBETE. They are to be inspected 
where they are to be used in that case, where 
there are local inspectors. This section 1s to 
provide for cases where there are no local 
inspectors. ‘There are but few such places. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. "or instance, 
if anything were made, say at Philadelphia, 
for the Ohio river. Now, it seems to mie, in 
getting it from Philadelphia to the Ohio river 
it would not be shipped at all. . 

Mr. CORBETT. There are local inspectors 
on the Ohio river to test the plates. |, 

I move to amend the amendment in Jing 
thirty-six by striking out the word quantity 
and inserting the word “quality.” t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifi- 
cation will be made, if there be no ohjection. 


Mr. POMEROY. 1 wishin passing to make 
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one remark on this amendment, and it applies 
to the bill generally. It provides for more 
officers and more inspectors than any bill of 
the kind I have ever seen. We are to have 
an officer to inspect in every port, at every 
manufacturing establishment, aod at every 
place where they make iron, and you have 
taken the resposibility off the steamboat men 
entirely and put it on the inspectors. The 
Government officers under this bill have got 
to bear the responsibility if there are any 
mishaps. 

Mr. CORBETT. The Senator is mistaken 
in that. This is substantially the old Jaw re- 
stored. The steamboat men objected to this, 
and wanted other provisions made, which the 
committee would not agree to. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘This bill will suit the 
steamboat men very well. ‘That is my judg- 
ment about it. Those whom I call steamboat 
men are the captains and men who run them. 

Mr. CORBET. They object to the pro- 
vision we have put in here, which we think is 
better than what they wanted. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then, again, you have 
provided that they may substitute wooden life- 
boats for metallic life- boats, and that ought 
never to be done. They never should be 
allowed to have anything but metallic life- 
boats. The galvanized-iron life-boats are the 
only ones fit-to be used, and the only ones that 
onght ever to be used; and yet I observe in 
this bill that the inspector, at his pleasure, ig 
to allow them to substitute wooden for iron 
life-boats. 

Mr. CORBETT. In some cases on the 
rivers that is the case; but 1 think on the 
ocean, as a general thing, the Senator will find 
the bill is properly guarded in that respect. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask my 
friend if he does not think in case the session 
is prolonged much longer we shall be without 
a quorum? (Laughter. ] 

Mr. CORBETT. There are plenty here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not think there is 
the least danger of that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Tere is a 
large number here now, I know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. And a large number 
are coming in. [Langhter.] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam a little 
apprehensive that there will not be a quorum 
utter awhile. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendinent to the thirty-sixth 
section of the bill. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion thirty-seven in the following words: 
_ Sec. 37. That every such plate of builer-steel or 
jroo made for use in the construction of steam 
vessels’ boilers shall be distinctly und permanently 
stamped by the manufacturer thereof, at the diago- 
nal corners, at a distance of about four inches from 


the edges, and also about the middle of the sheet, as | 
follows, to wit: on all steel plates with the name of | 


the manutacturer and the place of manufacture, and, 
if desired, the name of the works or trade-mark may 
be stamped; and in addition shali be stamped with 
the following marks, indicating the character and 


tensile strength of the plates per square inch of sec- 


tion: 


S. M.—2-10 


{ i c. s.—2-10 oa p.-2-10 
or of ys oe emer: 
70 Lon f 70 


the first stamp, O. C. S., indicating crucible cast steel 
having less than two tenths of one per cent. of 
carbon, and having a tensile strength of seventy 
thousand pounds (or such other number of thou- 
sands of poands as tie minufacturer shali guaranty) 
per square inch of seetion with the grain of the 
plate; the other stmups indicating, B.S. for Besse- 
mer steel, S.S. for semi-steel, S. M. for Seimens- 
Martin steel, aud C. 8. for chrome steel; S. C. P. 
indicating steel carbonized in and worked directly 
from the puduling-furnuce; the two tenths indicat- 
ing in each case that the steel contains less than tivo 
tenths of one per. cent. of carbon, and the other 
figures the number of thousands of pounds tensile 
strain, with the grain of the plate, the steel is guar- 
antied by the manufacturer to sustain prior to actual 
use ina steam-boiler:; and on all iron plates there 
shall be stamped the naime of the manufacturer and 
the place of manufacture; and if desired, the name 


CAA -m fB. an {£ -= 
a UF Sener or Pomers or 
70 1 To 70 i 


May 14, | : 


of the works or trade-mark may be stamped, and in | 
addition shall be stamped with the following marks, 
indicating the character and tensile strength of the 
plates per square inch of section, namely: 


+e as me } letters denoting wholly charcoal pig iron 
worked solely under the hammer until it receives its 


final and only rolling; and the figures indicatin 

the number of thousand pounds (fifty-five thousand 

pounds) of such other number of thousand ‘pounds 

tensile stength, whon tested with the grain of the 

plate, which the plates are guarantied to sustain by 

tho madufacturor, prior tothe actual uso in a steam 
oiler. 


{ G; Be H. 
treblo worked, figures indicating as before. 


{ G Ba s+} letters denoting that the top and bottom 
of the pile are of charcoal-hammered blooms, and 
the filling of the pile of select scrap iron, figures 
indicating as before. 

CIL letters denoting that the plates are rolled 
55 

from wholly charcoal blooms, or from piled charcoal 
bars, figures indicating as before, 


} letters denotiug charcoaliron, double or 


{oP} letters denoting iron from admixtures of 


charcoal, iron either hammered or piled, and pud- 
dled iron, figures indicating as before, 
{ R } letters denoting refined puddled iron, either 
from rolled bars or hammered or rolled blooms, and 
treble worked, . 
Whenever the cross + (plus) is placed between 
the letters of stamp, thus: A 
Cte. \ 
50 


{a = feta. a.) {= f 
— ON Sa Or: or 
55 tUs j 55 


this additional symbol! indicates that coke iron or 
blooms have been used in the place of charcoal iron 
or blooms inthe different kinds of iron deseribed 
above; and whenever the dash — is placed between 
the letters of the stamp, thus: 


CH. H. (CH. s. ~H. CP, 
— bor - ors —— por 
55 55 55 50 


this additional symbol indicates that anthracite 
iron or blooms have been used in the place of ehar- 
coul iron or blooms in the different kinds of iron 
described above, No other kind of puddled-iron 
plates shall be used in tho manufacture of boilers 
fur steam vessels than indicated by the stamp (R. p.) 
ns above; and such other valuable inventions or 
processes of manufacture of iron or steol suitable 
for boiler material shall bo indicated by x formula 
and stamp corresponding to those provided for in 
this section, as the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Sceretary of the Navy sball, from time to time, 
prescribe; and all foreign iron or steel plates for 
usc in the construction of such steam-vegsel boilers 
shall be stamped in accordance with the provisions 
of this section, and any importer or dealer in such 
iron, or steel, or plates, shall be subject to the pen- 
alties imposed by the provisions of this vet in re- 
spect to fraud or deception in the character, quality, 
or grade of the plates so imported, Numerals No. L, 
No, 2, No, 3, &., may be added to indicate the 
grade of iron of the several characters indicated 
by the stamp; and all such stamps shall be deemed 
a guarantee by the manufacturer that the plates are 
of the character and quality represented. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 

See. 37. That every such plate of boiler-iron or 
steel made for uso in the construction of boilers for 
steam vessels, and which shall besubject toa tensile 
strain when so used, shall be distinctly and perma- 
nently stamped by the manufacturer thereof, which 
stamp shall bemmade upon not less than three places 
of every such plate, giving the name of the manufac- 
turer, the place where manufactured, and the num- | 
ber of pounds of tensile strain it will bear to the see- 
tional square inch; and there shail also be stamped 
upon such plates such other marks, denoting the 
quality of the plates, as may be prescribed by the 
board of supervising inspectors and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and the inpectors shall 
keep a record in their office of the stamps upon all 
boiler-plates, and boilers made under the provisions | 
of this act, which they shall inspect. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ifyou are going to sub- 
ject the manufacturer to all those provisions, 
you have got to protect him with a high tariff. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section thirty- 
eight, line sixteen, after the word “fraud,” to 
strike out the words ‘ or deception.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 
thirty-eight the following proviso: 

Provided, That this section shall not relieve the 
owner or owners of any steam vessel from liability 
in damages to any person who may be injured or 
damaged by explosion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wgs in section thirty- 
nine, line one, to strike out the word “two” 


l before ‘months’ and insert ‘six; aud in 


line six, after the word “exceed,” to strika 
out ‘Sone fifth’? and insert ‘tone sixth ;’’ so 
as to read: 

That after six months from the passage of this act 
no iron or steel plates shall be used in the construc- 
tion of boilers for steam vessels unless they have 
been stamped and approved in accordance with the 
provisions of this act; and the working steain-press- 
ure atiowable on such boilers when gingle-riveted 
shall not produce a strain to exceed one sixth of the 
stamped tensile strength of the iron or steel plates 
of which such boilers aro constructed; but where 
tho longitudinal laps of the cylindrical parts of such 
boilers are doubio-riveted, an addition of twenty 
percent. tothe working pressure provided for single- 
riveting may be allowed; and if in addition to the 
double-rivetins of such seams the rivet-holes are 
fairly drilled instead of punched, an addition of 
twenty-five per cont. to the working pressure of 
singlo-riveting may be allowed, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
c=) 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
line eighteen, to strike out “three fourths”? 
and insert two thirds;” in line nineteen, after 
the word “pressure,” insert ‘applied ;’? in line 
twenty-one, after the word “exceeding,” strike 
out ‘twelve thousand pounds” and insert 
tt nine thousand two hundred pounds on boil- 
ers made of iron;'’ so as to make the proviso 
read: 3 

Provided, That all other parts of such boilers shall 
correspond in strength to the additional allowances 
so made. And in iron boilers already constructed 
with single-riveted seams, the working pressure 
allowed shall be two thirds the hydrostatic test 
pressure applicd; in no caso, however, shall the 
working pressure allowed produce a tensile strain 
per sectional square inch exceeding nine thousand 
two hundred pounds on boilers made of iron, and 
thirteen thousand pounds on boilers made of steel; 
but in caso of double riveting of the longitudinal 
scams an addition of twenty per cent, may be added 
to the working pressure allowed for singlo-riveted 
seams; aud if in addition to the double riveting of 
such scams the rivet holes are fairly drilled instead 
of punched an addition of twenty-five per cont, tu 


the working pressure for single riveting may bo 
allowed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. T ask the 


distinguished Senator who has this bill in 
charge, as this seems to refer to boilers made 
of iron, what the test is of boilers not made of 
iron? 

Mr. CORBETT. 
boilers made of steel plates. 
for in the bill 

Mr. POMEROY. It requires a test of 
thirteen thousaud pounds on boilers made of 
steel. Inever knew of a steel boiler, 

Mr, CORBETT. There are a few made of 
steel. 

Mr. POMEROY. As the bill stands, it is 
nine thousand two hundred pounds on boilers 
made of iron, and thirteen thousand pounds 
on boilers made of steel. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Thereis another 
term there that J do not fully understand. 


‘There is a higher test of 
‘That is provided 


What is the exact meaning of “tensile 
strength? Į desire the Senator from Oregon 


to explain the exact meaning of the phrase as 
there used, 

Mr. CORBETT. I think the tensile strength 
is a test by which a machine is applied to test 
the strength of the boiler plate and see the 
strength of its parts—a machine prepared for 
that purpose. So Lam informed by those better 
acquainted with it than lam. I can refer the 
Senator to the same gentleman from whom E 
obtained my information and who satisfied me 
that this was proper. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The explan- 
ation is perfectly clear. 1 am satisfied. 

The next amendment was in section thirty- 
nine, line thirty-four, to strike out the word 
“or,” between ‘owner’? and “master,” and 
insert “and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line forty-eight, after the word ‘‘safety- 
valve,’ to strike out ‘ anless the arrangement 
is such as to preclude the possibility of shut- 
ting off the communication of any boiler with 
the safety-valve or valves employed.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment wag in line sixty, se¢- 
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tion thirty-nine, to strike out “thirty” and 
insert ‘f twenty-six ;° so as to read: 

And no boiler to which the heat is applied to the 
outside of theshell thereof shall be constructed of 
iron or steel plates of more than twenty-six one hun- 
dredths of an inch in thickness, the ends or heads of 

_ the boilers only excepted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line sixty-two, 
section thirty-nine, to Strike out the word 
“employed,” after “‘hoilers,’’ and insert the 
word “‘used;’’ and before the word “ tribu- 
taries,’’ inline sixty-three, to strike out “the” 
and insert ‘‘ their ;’’so as to read: 

And every such boiler used on steamersnavigat- 
ing rivers flowing into the Guif of Mexico, or their 
tributaries, shall have not less than three inches 
space between and around its internal flues, and the 
feed-water shall be delivered into the boilers in 


such manner as to prevent it from contracting the 
metal, or otherwise injuring the boilers, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in section thirty- 


nine, line eighty-three, to insert the word | 


“all,” before ‘ ship-joints.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty, 
line ten, after the word ‘‘ prescribed,” to 
strike out ‘‘ or safe;’’ in line twelve, to strike 
out ‘‘such,’’ before “persons,” and after 
“person,” to insert the words ‘concerned 
therein, directly or indirectly ;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

That if any person shall intentionally load or ob- 
struct, or cause to be loaded or obstructed, in any 
way or manner, the safety-valve of a boiler, or shail 
employ any other means or device whereby the 
boiler may be subjected to a greater pressure than 
the amount allowed by the certificate of the inspeet- 
ors, or shall intentionally derange or hinder the 
operation of any machinery or device employed to 
denote the state of the water or steam in any boiler, 
orto give warning of approaching danger, or shall 
intentionally permit the water to fall below the pre- 
scribed low-water line of the boiler, it shall, in any 
such case, be a misdemeanor, and any and every 
person concerned therein, directly or indirectly, 
shall forfeit $200, and may, at the discretion of the 
court, be, in addition thereto, imprisoned not ex- 
ceeding five years, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
one, line three, to strike out the word “of” 
and insert ‘‘in;’’ and after the word “ act,” 
in line five, to strike out ‘‘ with respect to 
inspection, construction, or equipment ;’’ so as 
to read: 


That all steamers navigating the ocean, lakes, 
bays, inlets, sounds, rivers, harbors, or other naviga- 
ble waters in the United States, when such waters 
are common highways of commerce, or open to gen- 
eral or competitive navigation, shall be subject to 
the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
one, line eight, after the word ‘“‘ or,” to insert 
“vessels,” and after “countries,” to insert 
“nor to boats propelled in whole or in part 
by steam when navigating canals;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the same shall not apply to pub- 
lic vessels of the United States or vessels of other 


countries, nor to boats propelled in whole or in 
part by steam when navigating canals, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
two, line ten, after the word ‘‘case,’’ to insert 
“both ;”’ in line eleven, after the word ‘‘he,’’ 
to insert “and the owners of such steamer ;”’ 
and in line fifteen, at the end of the section, 
to insert “or said owners ;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That if the person in command shall, 


after being so admonished by either of such officers, 
elect to pursue sueh voyage, he may do the same; 
but in such ease both he and the owners of such 
steamer shall be answerable for all damages which 
shall arise to the person of any passenger, or his 

aggage, from said causes in so pursuing the voyage, 
and no degree of care or diligence shall in such case 
be held to justify or excuse the person in command 
or said owners. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I ask the Clerk to 
read section forty-three of the bill. I have 


an amendment to offer to that section. 
Mr. CORBETT. I suggest to the Senator 


that we pass over that section until the Senate 
is fuller. 

Mr. STEVENSON. _ No, sir; I wish to 
offer an amendment to it now. 

The Chief Clerk read the section, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 43. That the provisions and limitations of 
the act entitled “An act to limit the liability of 
ship-owners, and for other pur oses,” approved 
March 3, 1851, except the fourth section of said 
act, are hereby extended and applied to all vessels 
required to be inspected by this act, and the owner 
or owners, charterer or charterers, officers and 
mariners thereof, and shall have the same force and 
effect as to such vessels, owner or owners, charterer 
or charterers, officers and mariners, respectively, as 
such provisions and limitations now have as to the 
ships or vessels, owner or owners, charterer or 
charterers, officers and mariners, respectively, to 
which or whom the said act now applies, 


Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend that 
section by striking out the words ‘except the 
fourth section of said act.” The object of the 
amendment is this: as it is proposed to apply 
the act whole of 1851, which is the general 
act under the admiralty jurisdiction, to all 
vessels and steamboats upon the lakes and 
elsewhere, I desire that this section shall not 
be exclusive. If the committee are willing to 
accept the amendment, I shall say no more on 
the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CORBETT. I doubt whether those 
words ought to be stricken out, but I will not 
object. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section forty-four, line one, 
to strike out ‘steamboat’? and insert ‘steam 
vessel ;’’ in line seven, to strike out ‘ steam- 
boat’? and insert *‘ steam vessel.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
six, line one, afterthe word t‘ barge” to strike 
out the words ‘' employed for.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line seven, after the word ‘‘ show,” to 
insert ‘both ;’? and in line eleven, to strike 
out ‘‘stern’’ and insert ‘ stem ;’’ so asto read: 


One red light on the out-board side of the port 
smoke-pipe, and one green light on the out-board 
side of the starboard smoke-pipe, these lights to 
show both forward and abeam on their respective 
sides ; and steamers towing vessels of any kind or 
rafts on said waters shall, in addition to the signal- 
lights already provided for, carry a white light at or 
near the stem of the steamer, to show through an 
angle of not less than ninety degrees, and at such 
height above the water that it may be plainly vis- 
ible to approaching vessels, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, in the clause relating to ferry-boats, 
line fifty-eight, to insert the word ‘‘as’’ before 
“wilh? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line sixty-one, to strike out ‘or’ and 
insert ‘‘nor;’’ so as to read, ‘‘all steamers 
not carrying sail, nor rigged for carrying 
sail, ? &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line seventy-one, to insert the word 
“hand-power’’ before ‘‘ horse-power.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line ninety-one, to strike out ‘‘a’’ and 
insert “an” before the word “uniform.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, in the clause in relation to steamers 
not carrying sail, nor rigged for carrying sail, 
line ninety-nine, to strike out the word ‘‘rig- 
ging? and insert ‘rigged ;’’ so as to read, 
“shall not be construed to apply to other than 
ocean-going steamers and steamers carrying 
sail or rigged for carrying sail,” 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 


seven, line one hundred and twenty-two, to 
strike. out ‘a’? and insert “at” before 
“ least?! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This verbal 


correction will be made, 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line one hundred and forty-two, in the 
clause in relation to sailing vessels when nav- 
igating rivers, &¢., to strike out and” and 
insert “or; and in line one hundred and. 
forty-six, after the word “such,” to insert 

‘vessels ;” so as to make it read : 

Sailing vessels, except when navigating rivers, or 
when laden with hay, wood, or other like combusti- 
ble urtieleson deck, shall, at all times, on the ape 
proach of any steamer during tho night-time, show a 
lighted toreh, aud such vessels when so laden, and 
such vessels when navigating rivers, shall show a 
clear white light in a lantern not less than eight 
inches diameter, which toreh or light shall be ox- 
hibited upon that point or quarter lo which sueh 
steamer shall be approaching. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, under the heading of ‘ fog-signals,”? 
in the clanse in relation to sailing vessels, or 
steamers not having steam on, in line one 
hundred and eighty, to insert the words “a 
long blast of” afier the word “sound 3’! so us 
to read: 

And all steamers navigating in a fog or thick 
weather shall sound a long blast of their stern- 
whistle at intervals of not more than one minute. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment, was in section forty- 
eight, line ten, after the word ‘dollars’? to 
insert the words ‘and five dollars for each 
passenger carried exceeding such number ;” 
so that the clause will read: 

And for every violation of this provision the 
master and owner, or either of them, shall be lable 


to a penalty not exceeding $100, and five dollars for 
each passener carried excoeding such number, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert nb the 
end of the forty ninth section the following 
proviso: 

Provided, however, That a bond may, as y 


in other casos, be given to secure tho salisi 
the judgment. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


seribed 
action of 


The next amendment was in section fifty, 
line five, to strike out the word “ unreasou- 
ably” before “refuse.” 

The amendinent was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section fifty- 
one, line seventeen, to strike out the word 
“annual? and insert ‘annul.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section fifty- 
two, line five, afier the word ‘shall’? to insert 
“not,” and in the same line after the word 
“be” to strike out the word “disapproved”? 
and insert ‘approved; so that clause will 
read: 

That all steamers shall ho provided with such 
numbers of life-boats, floats, rafts, life-preservers, 
drags, and pumps as are required by the provisions 
of this act. But no kind of appliances Jor the pres- 
ervation of life shall be used which shall net bo 
approved by the board of supervising inspectors, 
and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
proviso to the fifty-second section, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Provided, That any such a pphance or instrument 
additional to what is preseribed in this act shall, be- 
fore being adopted or ordered to be u ed by such 
vessels, be fully tested in actual practice, on not less 
than three vessels, during a period of six months, then 
to be submited to the supervising inspectors, then 
tested bya board ofoflicers appointed by the Seerctary 
of the Navy, and by him approved, as well as by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

And to insert in Heu thereof: 


Provided, That any such appliance or instrument 
additional to whatis prescribed in this aet shall, 
before being adopted or ordered Lo be used by suelh 
vessels, be fully tested daring a period of six months, 
in such manner as the board of supervising iuspect~ 
ors may prescribe and the Secrewry of the Treas- 
ury approve. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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: The next amendment was in section fifty- 
five, line two, to insert the word ‘steam’? 
before ‘‘ vessel;’? and in line four, to strike 
out the words ‘any steamer” and insert the 
words ‘‘such steam vessels;’’ so that the 
clause will read: 

That if any licensed officer engaged to serve on 
board any steam vessel shall, to the hinderance of 
commerce, wrongfully or unreasonably refuse to 
serve in his official capacity on such steam vessel ag 
. authorized by the terms of his certificate of license, 
or shall fail to deliver to the applicant for such ser- 
vice at the time of such refusal, if the same shall bo 
demanded, a statement in writing, assigning good 
and sufficient reasons therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section fifty- 
seven, line three, to strike out the word ‘as;'? 
in line five to insert the words ‘‘ safety-valves, 
gauge-cocks, steam-gauges, and fusible plugs, 
attached in conformity to law ;’’ in line seven, 
to strike out the word ‘‘ already’’ and insert 
“therein ;’’ in line nine, to insert the word 
‘approved’? before ‘ life-preservers ;”’ in line 
eleven, after the word ‘‘ passengers,” to insert 
“except when navigating canals exclusively ;’? 
and in line sixteen, after the words “ life-pre- 
servers,’’ to insert “approved by the inspect- 
ors ;’’ so that the section will read: 

That the hull and boiler, or boilers, and machinery 
and appurtenances of every ferry-boat shall be in- 
spected as required for passenger steamers in section 
eleven, and shall be furnished with boats and steam- 
pumps, safety-valves, gauge-cocks, sterm- gauges, 
and fusible plugs, attached in conformity to law, as 
thercin prescribed, and shall be supplied with fire- 
buckcts and axcs as required for passenger steamers, 
and shall also be equipped with such number of ap- 
proved life-preservers as may be prescribed by the 

ocal inspectors. And all steam canal-boats carry- 
ing passengers, except when navigating canals cx- 
clusively, and a Hat al dar pl shall be inspected, 
as respects hull, boilers and machinery, pumps, 
boats, fire-buckets, and axes, as required for pas- 
senger steamers in sections three, seven, eight, ten, 
and eleven, and shall also carry cork or other equally 
efficient life-preservers, approved by the inspectors, 
equal in number to the number of persons carried 
on board such yacht or canal-bout; and no ferry- 
boat shall be navigated without a licensed pilot and 
engineer, who shall be subject to the same regula- 
tions as officers navigating passenger stcamers. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was in section fifty- 
eight, line fifteen, to insert the word ‘ap- 
proved” before ‘‘ life-preservers.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. There is just one line on 
the cighty-first page of the bill, at the end of 
the filty-eighth section, which I am going to 
move to strike out. It reads: “and wooden 
boats may be substituted for metallic life- 
boats.” I do not believe we ought to substi- 
tute wooden boais for metallic hle-boats. In 
hot climates wooden boats will shrink, and 
are hardly ever fit for use. They are not half 
as good as the metallic boats anyhow, and I 
therefore move to strike out that line. 

Mr. CORBETT. That proviso now reads: 

Provided, That on tug, freight, and towing boats, 
navigating waters flowing into the Gulfof Mexico, 
and their tributaries, wire tiller-ropes, iron rods or 
chains shall not be required, and wooden boats may 
be substituted for metallic life-boats, 

Mr. POMEROY. But in that climate the 
wooden boats shrink and are rarely ever fit for 
use. Ifyou are to have life-boats at all, let 
them be metallic boats. One metallic boat is 
worth a dozen wooden boats. 

Mr. CORBETT. I have no objection to the 
amendment, 

The ameudment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section fifiy-nine, line thir- 
teen, to strike out the word ‘five’? and inser 
“ten; and in line fourteen, to strike out the 
word ‘‘three’’ aud insert “five; so as to 
make the clause read: 


And each captain, chief engineer, and first-class 
pilot, licensed as herein provided, shall pay, for 
every Gertideate granted by any inspector or in- 
Spectors, the sum of ten dollars, and for every 
renewal thereof the sum of five dollars. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in section sixty- 


two, line eight, to strike out the word ‘only’? 
where it occurs the second time. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section sixty- 
five line three, to insert, after the word t amend- 
atory,”” the words ‘except as hereinbefore 
provided ;"” so as to make the section read : 

That all fees, ponalties, and revenues arising 
under the provisions of this act, and of the act to 
which this is amendatory, except as horeinbetore 
provided, shall be paid into the ‘Treasury, and all 

isbursements of money for carrying into effost the 
pravisions of this act, and of the act to which it is 
amendatory, shall be madeonly upon specific appro- 
priations, for which the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall submit annual estimates. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was at the end of 
section sixty-seven, to add the words ‘one 
half for the use of the informer ;’’ so that the 
section will read: 

That tho penalty for tho violation of any provis- 
ion of this act that is not otherwise specially pro- 


vided for shall bo a fino of not exceeding $500, one 
half for the use of the informer. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section sixty- 
eight, line nineteen, to strike out the word 
“not? and to insert “nor” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next. amendment was in section sixty- 
nine, line seven, toinsert, after the word tact,” 
the words “and all fog-horns required by the 
provisions of this act shall be such as can be 
heard at a distance of at least one and one half 
miles in still, clear weather.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike ont the 
soventy-first section of the bill, in the following 
words: 

Serc. 7l. This act shall tako effect on the Ist day 
of May, in the year 1872. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
seventy-second section, in the folowing words: 


Sec. 72. That nothing in this act shall apply to 
Sailing vessels of less than twelve tons burden. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the uwmendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘This is a very important 
hill, and the Senate is quite thin now. [ think 
it would be better to let it go over. 1 there- 
fore move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before put- 
ting the question on that motion, the Chair 
will state that the billcalled up by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, prior to the recess this 
afternoon, will be the unfinished business 
after the morning hour to-morrow, 

Mr. SREVENSON. When wiil this bill 
come up again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
cannot tell. 
Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This is a very import- 
ant bill, demanded by the best interests of 
this country, and if we are going to postpone 
it now, it may be a week before we reach it | 
again. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky appeals to the Senator | 
from Iowa to withdraw bis motion to adjourn, 
and allow the bill to be passed on account of | 
its importance. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest to the Sen--/ 
ator that the bill will have to go back to the 
House, and it will probably result in the 
appointment of a committee of conference 

Mr. POMEROY. Some Senators may he | 
absent who may wish to offer amendments. | 

Mr. HARLAN. The suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky makes it necessary that I 
should state that. some Senators who were not | 
able to remain during the whole of the session | 
this evening desired to see the bill, as amended, | 
before it was fiually passed, with a view pos- 


The Chair 
That will be at the option of the 


sibly of offering some amendments to some | 
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portions of it, and as the Senate is thin, I 
think it would be. better to let it go over.’ It 
will occupy but a few minutes probably some 
morning hour. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN, Iam afraid those few min- 
utes will never be had. 

Mr. POMEROY. -I move that the Senate 
do now adjonrn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kansas renews the motion to adjonrn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and (at: ten 
o'clock and forty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, May 15, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a, m. 
L rayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, 

. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. MeCRARY. I ask unanimous con- 
gent that the further reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with, 

Mr. BEATTY. T object. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the resd- 
ing of the Journal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to go into Commit- 
teo of the Whole on the tariff bill, 


STENOG RAPH ERS FOR CIRCUIT COURTS. 


The SPEAKER, That motion is not. in 
order at present, as the pending question is 
upon the bill reported last evening from the 
Committee on the Judiciary by the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Perens,] being bill H. R. 
No. 2778, to provide stenographers for the 
circuit courts of the United States, upon which 
the previous question had been seconded. ‘The 
question was upon ordering the main question 
to be put, pending which the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr, Horman] moved to lay the bill 
upon the table, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was it not the under- 
standing, when night sessions were given to 
the Judiciary Committee and other commit- 
tees, that the business should not Jap over on 
to the following day? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that was the ex- 
press understanding. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it was, 
unless the previous question were seconded. 

Mr. STEVENSON, The Chair so stated, 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, the gentleman will 
withdraw that, ~ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this bill cre- 
ates a number of new officers with large sal- 
aries, { must insist upon my motion. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
38, noes öl; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN, With the understanding 
that the yeas and nays shall be called upon 
the passage of the bill, I will withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. PETERS. We will agree to that. 

The main question was ordered; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, i 

‘Lhe question recurred upon the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 113, nays 63, not vot- 
ing 73; as follows: 

YEHAS—Messrs, Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Barber, 
Barry, Betty, Beek, Bighy, Bingham, Austin Blois, 
Buckley, Buflinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
E. Butier, Carroll, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, 
Dawes, Dickey, Dounan, Dox, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, 
Hames, Eldredge, Farnaworth, Farwell, Finkeln- 
burg, Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield, Golladay, Hato, 
Hambicton, Harmer, Harper, John. T. ilarris; {la~ 
vens, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, Hoar, Kelley, Kel- 
logg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lynch, Mo- 


I ask for the yeas and 


1872. 


Crary, McJunkin, McKee. Merriam, Mitchéll, Mon- 
roc, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, 
Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C, Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Ellis H. Roberts, Roosevelt, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A, Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevensou.Stough- 
ton, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Thomas, Washing- 
ton Townsend, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Vaughan, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Willard, Williams 
of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, 
and Winchester—1138. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Bell, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Brooks, Campbell, Comings. Cotton, Cox, 
Crebs, Crossland, Davis, Getz, Giddings, Griffith, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Herndon, Hibbard, Hol- 
man, Kendall, Kerr, King, Leach, Lewis, Marshall, 
McCormick, McGrew, McIntyre, MeNeely, j 


€ Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, Randall, Bead, 


Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Robinson, Seofield, 
Shanks, Slater, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Storm, 
Swann, Terry, Van Trump, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Whitthorne, and Williams of Indiana—58, 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams; Archer, Averill, 
Banks, Barnum, Beveridge, Biggs, Boles, Bright, 
Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Conner, 
Crecly, Criteher, Darrall, De Large, Du Bose, Bl- 
liott, Ely, Forker, Henry D, Foster, Wilder D. Fos- 
ter, Garrett, Goodrich, Haldeman, ILalsey, George 


E. Hars, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Ha- 


zelton, Hill, Hooper, Houghton, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lansing, Lowe, Manson, Maynard, McUleliand, Me- 
Henry, McKinney, Mercur, Merrick, Moore, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Porter, Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rogers, Sessions, 
Shellabarger, Shober, Shoemaker, Slocum, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snyder, Stevens, Stowell, St.John, 
Taffo, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Whiteley, Wood, 
and Young~ 73. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend the title 
of this bill so that it will read: ‘‘ A bill to cre- 
ate eighty new Federal offices at an expense 
of $200,000 a year.” 
` The amendment of the title was not agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL., 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported back the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
1661) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1873, with a recommendation 
that some of the amendments be concurred 
in and others non-concurred in by the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendments will be 
read, and the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be regarded as 
agreed to unless objection be made. 

An amendment of the Senate was read, to 
strike out ‘+ $5,000’? and insert ‘t $8,000 in 
the following clause: 

For the expenses of the Board of Visitors, $5,090. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ibope thisamendment of 
the Senate, and all others reducing appropri- 
ations, will be concurred in, 

Mr. MARSHALL. ‘The Senate made a 
similar amendment last year to the Military 
Academy appropriation bill, and the House 
concurred in the anyendment. ‘The result was 
that this year we had to appropriate $2,000 to 
supply the deficiency. Therefore the commit- 
tev 
ment, If the Senate insist upon it, we may 
recede from our disagreement, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 never knew the Senate 
to make a mistake in that respect. f 

The amendment was not concarred in. 

The amendments having all been acted on, 

Mr. MARSHALL moved that a committee 
of conference be requested upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy. 

The mozion was agreed to. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BELL. 


Mr. SWANN, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported back the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill (IL R. No. 1823) making 


recommend non-concurrence in this amend- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3447 


appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
servien of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for other purposes, with a 
recommendation that the House concur in 
some and non-concur in others of the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be 
read, and the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will be regarded as 
agreed to if no objection be made. 

The first amendment of the Senate was to 
strike out the words “also accredited to,” 
after the word ‘t Nicaragna,”’ and before the 
words ‘* Guatemala, Costa Rica, and Han- 
duras.” 

Mr. BROOKS. I would suggest that the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Swann] tell 
us the principal differences between the Senate 
and House on this bill. 

Mr. SWANN. I will ask the Clerk to read 
the report of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. The report simply recom- 
mends concurrence in some amendments and 
non concurrence in others, the amendments 
being indicated by numbers. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man, what has been done with regard to the 
Central American missions? 

Mr. SWANN. We concur with the Senate 
in retaining all those miastons. 

Mr. BROOKS. TI hope the House will not 
tuke the back traek in regard to these Central 
American missions. I stated before in da bate, 
and J will restate it now, that according to the 
Congressional Directory there is not now in 
this city a single representative from any of 
these Central American States, while we are 
sending lve or six or seven representatives of 
our country, at an expense wholly unnecessary, 
to those small States, not having a population 
so large as that of Nebraska. ‘There can be 
no object in keeping up those missions except 
the maintenance of unnecessary officials, 

Mr. SWANN, Mr. Speaker, the Senate voted 
to restore all the missions strack ont at the 
instance of the honorable gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Brooxs;] and upon conferring 
with the State Department on the subject, [find 
the opinion of that Department is in accord- 
ance with that of the Senate of the United 
States. Some of these missions are important. 
There are American interests in those coun- 
tries which require protection. In addition to 
that it js important that our Government 
should havc in those States some official to rep- 
resent, as has been done heretofore, the prin- 
ciples of this Government. We know that in 
all these Central American States there has 
been more or less interference trom abroad, 
Persons are sent there for the purpose of alien- 
ating those different. Governments from the 
relations in which they stand to the United 


Siates, which, at this tine, are relations of 


cordiality. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, we have other inter- 
ests there. There is the great interoceanic 
canal. Our Government has recently appointed 
a commission of distinguished officers to de- 
cide upon the proper route to be taken in case 
the policy of consiructing that canal should be 
adopted. ] 
should preserve our friendly relations with ail 
these Governments, More than that, we should 
give protecion to American citizens within 
their limits. 
tions which I think shoud outweigh any con- 
siderations of economy that might induce my 


honorable friend from New York [Mr. Brooks] | 


to desire the discontinnance of these missions 


à . S 
at the present time, We have, therefore, upon 


cousultation with the committee and also with 


ihe State Department, agreed to concur in the 


Senate amendment retaining these missions 
as they stood originally. [ask the House to 
concur in the amendment of the Senate. 


Mx BROOKS obtained the floor, and yield- | 


ed to 


Mr. BANKS. I desire to say a word on 


ft is very important to us that we | 


‘These are important considera- | 


this subject, if there is any question about con- 
curring in the Senate amendment. If it can 
be concurred in by general consent I do wot 
desire to say anything. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair was about to 
submit the question. i 

Mr. BANKS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I should 
scarcely feel I bad done my duty if I did not 
say a word on the subject of this amendment. 
I àm in favor of concurring in the report of 
the committee of conference reéstablishing 
these missions. When the bill was before the 
House I consented to the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] which reduced our diplomatic rép- 
resentation in the Central American States. 
I did so because this proposition for reduction 
had been repeated for five or six years, and I 
had grown tired of opposing it. But I believe 
that these missions are necessary. The Cen- 
wal American States are a most important 
part of the American continent; and altoough, 
as the gentleman from New York says, some 
of these Governments have no representatives 
here, yet it is nevertheless true that we ought 
to have representatives there. It is not mate- 
rial to Costa Rica and other States that they 
should be represented at Washington; no 
great interests touching their existence as 
republics require them to be represented here; 
and being somewhat limited in their resources, 
they find it, perhaps, inconvenient to spare 
from their treasury the expense. But the case 
is not the same with us, ‘This is a rich and 
powerful country; it has great interests in all 
the Governments of North and South America. 
And it would be far better for us to withdraw 
every one of our representatives from Hurope 
than to withdraw our representatives from the 
republican Governments in Central and South 
America, We want to know what the European 
Governments are doing in that part of the 
world, There is no method of obtaining that 
information except by having capable, patriosic, 
and energetice men to investigate and report 
the course of events there, Nothing can be 
more important, 

Í will not weary the House by any further 
remarks on this matter, except 1o say that 
notwithstanding my acquiescence in the ameud- 
ment adopted when the bill was originally be- 
fore the Flouse which reduced these repre- 
sentatives, | think we ought now to agree to 
the report of the committee which reéstab- 
lishes them, 

Mr. Speaker, } ask to read fora moment a 
portion of a dispatch from the minister of 
foreign affairs of Costa Mica, one of these 
republics, fi is addressed to the American 
minister as he was about to leave + 

[Translation.] ” 
NATIONAL Panaci, San Josh, April 13, 1872, 

SIR: ee * Æ Drom the cireumsi 
or the deelaration of the House of Represen : 
of the United States for suppression of the Amer- 
ican legation in Costa Riun my Government fears 
honorable sir, your return will only be to prese 
your letter of recall. 

I embrace this opportunity to submit to your high 
consid ion some observations in case you find it 
conver tio coonnuuicato them to the Beerelary 
of the United States. ‘Phe idea of the Nicaragua 
attention of the whole word. 
will net only be of Nicaragua, but of 


Ebe treats 
two repubti 
Witting yor 

Buropean 


liga amd 


thlishes this frot. 
s make offers separate to Costa 
sragua, apd ai the time offer 
jointly tothe two republies the y around 
for the undertaking. The Washington inet tas 
also fixed its iiustrious atteution on our isthmus, 
and by its order important scientific studies ere 
beng made. - i 
At tbis time, for these reason legation of the 
jui in Costa Rica isn ny. 
abolish iL now, ity dosoin the ve 

* 3 kd kid 


phe LORENZO MONTUPAR. 
Hon. Jacon B. Beark, Minister Hesident of the 
United States of Amerion in Conta Lica, 
Now, sir, here is a statement from the min- 
ister of one of these Governments of the im- 
portance of onr baving a representative at 


-moment 
* 
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Costa Rica at this time with reference to the 
great interests there in which we as a Govern- 
ment are so deeply concerned, and for the 
purpose of observing if not circumventing the 
movements of European capitalists and Gov- 
ernments, 

Mr. BROOKS. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if these are of so much 
importance to Costa Rica, why Costa Rica does 
not honor the city of Washington with some 
representative? 

Mr. BANKS. I have stated the reasons. 
They have not the same interests here we have 
there, and their Government is not as able to 
support a minister as we are. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, in further 
reply, let me say that the House did not pro- 
pose to take away all of the missions to Cen- 
tral America. It proposed to leave one to 
Nicaragua. If it is preferred he should be 
located in Costa Rica, then let him be located 
in Costa Rica. The House left one represent- 
ative, but not six representatives, as the Senate 
bill proposes. Idonot propose to do away with 
all connections with the smaller Central A mer- 
ican States. I propose to leave consuls in all of 
them. There are consuls in all of them now. 
They can take care of the business of the 
United States there as well as they do in other 
parts of the world. We have only a consul at 
Singapore, in the East Indies, where we have 
twenty thousand times more commercial inter- 
ests than wehave in Central America. Why not 
as well, then, have ministers instead of consuls 
at Singapore and Caleutta? Why not as well, 
too, insome other parts of the world as in Cen- 
tral America? Originally, sir, the Central 
American States were but one Government, 
one republic. By numerous revolutions they 
have been divided into six or seven petty re- 
publics. These missions have been established 
apparently for no other purpose than to give 
places to these gentlemen. Six or seven mis- 
sions have been established in different parts 
of Central America merely for the purpose of 
giving places. 1 appeal to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Swany] whether it is not 
beneath the dignity of the American Govern- 
ment to honor every petty Spanish-American 
State, half Indian and halt savage, with a min- 
ister of the United States? J ask whether it is 
not beneath our dignity to recognize every 
revolution there and every little petty division 
as a great republic? 

Let me read to you the list of our missions 
to the Central American States as it is to be 
found in the Congressional Directory: 

“Costa Rica, Jacob B. Blair, minister resident, 
San José, 

“Guatemala, S. A. Hudson, minister resident, 
Guatemala city. 

“ilonduras, Henry Baxter, minister resident, 
Tegucigalpa. ? X 
Le Nicaragua, Charles N. Riotte, minister resident, 

“Salvador, Thomas Biddle, minister resident, San 
Salvador.” 

Now, Great Britain has interests there as 
great as ours, if not greater, in her desire to 
cut through this continent in some way or 
other, iu order to do away with the influences 
of our Pacific railroad and to connect her 
commerce with the Pacific. Her interests 
there are at least as great as ours. But she 
does not send ministers resident, diplomatic 
representatives, to all these petty Spanish- 
American States. She is content with having 
one minister, and has her consuls represent- 
ing her in those various Central American 
republics. 

‘Why, then, should we continue this policy, 
when the interests of our country do not re- 
quire it; when, in my judgment, nothing re- 
quires it but the interests of several gentlemen 
who hold office there? I trust the House will 
take action upon this question in the interests 
of economy, I went with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] and he went 
with me, ii increasing the salary of the im- 
portant missions to Japan and Russia, with 


the distinct understanding, as I thought, upon 
his part and upon the part of others, that when 
we increased our diplomatic expenses in our 
intercourse with the great Powers of the world 
we should do something to economize, as in 
this case, where these missions are totally 
nnnecessaty beyond onein Nicaragua or Costa 
ica. 

Mr. BANKS. Itis true, as the gentleman 
from New York has stated, that I acquiesced 
in his amendment when the subject was for- 
merly before the House. I stated in my 
former remarks that I did so. But since that 
time the Committee on Foreign Affairs has 
received from the Secretary of State the de- 
claration which I have read to the House, in 
which the minister of foreign affairs of Costa 
Rica stated the necessity of a minister or rep- 
resentative of the Government of the United 
States in that republic. 

Thegentleman from New York [Mr. Broors] 
asks why we should not establish a mission in 
every Asiatic country. The gentleman must 
be aware that there is no proper analogy be- 
tween the two cases. We have asserted as a 
fundamental American doctrine the declara- 
tion that we will not regard with indifference 
the movements of any European Government 
on this continent. Andit has been held by 
every Administration since 1824 that we have 
a right, and that it is our duty to sympathize 
with all the republican Governments cn the 
continent, and that it is our duty under some 
circumstances to resist the operations and 
machinations of European Governments upon 
this continent. And now, sir, this being the 
policy of our Government, and when it is 
essential to the interests of the United States 
that we should be represented in those Central 
American States, the minister of foreign affairs 
of Costa Rica also having notified us that 
European capitalists are bringing influences to 
bear on those Governments with their money, 
separately and together, for the purpose of 
obtaining advantages which must be against 
this Government, Í ask is it wise for us, for 
the sake of saving a few thousand dollars, to 
withdraw our representatives from those Gov- 
ernments? I think not. 

Mr. SWANN. I was sorry on a former 
occasion to be obliged to differ with my hon- 
orable friend from New York [Mr. Brooks] 
in reference to these missions. I took the 
ground that, before taking the action which 
was urged by my honorable friend, it was 
proper that we should get more information in 
regard to these various missions than is new 
before the House. My further examination 
of the subject, in connection with the amend- 
ment of the Senate, confirms me in the belief 
that the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations as it stood in the original bill was 
the proper action in reference to this subject. 

Now, sir,.J am of opinion that if you aggre- 
gate the whole amount appropriated for these 
missions, it would not represent the indignity 
that might be offered to a single American 
citizen, who would be at the mercy of the for- 
eign interposition which is going on from day 
to day, if we were left without proper repre- 
sentation in these Central American States. 

Now, sir, it must be conceded by the gentle- 
man from New York, in view of the great and 
important interests that are represented by the 
American people in that quarter—for there is 
not one of these Governments that will not be 
more or less affected by the action which we 
may take in this case of the interoceanic 
canal—that it is necessary that the good will 
of these people should be retained, and that 
we should have the coöperation of these Gov- 
ernments in any measure which may be de- 
termined on in order to carry out American 
interests in that particular. In this view Í am 
satisied that the action of the committee as 
it was originally reported to the House, an 
action that has been indorsed by the Senate 
on full consideration of the subject, should be 
sustained by the House. Iam further of the 


opinion that it would be very unwise to under- 
take by summary process to strike down so 
many missions, although commercially they 
may not be very important at this time. I am 
of the opinion that it would be quite impolitic ` 
to follow the suggestions of the gentleman 
zom New York. I therefore hope that the 
House will concur in the amendment; and I 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of my 
friend from Maryland I will simply say one 
word. I hope the House will stand by its 
own resolution. There is no reason why we 
should not have only one minister there to 
do all the work, and perhaps to do it more 
efficiently. That was the intention of the 
House in passing this economical clause in 
the appropriation bill. If the House will 
recur to our old experience, when we hada 
minister to Turkey who took charge of the 
whole affairs of the Mediterranean, including 
Greece, they will find that we got far more 
efficient services then than we did when we 
had a minister to Greece who had nothing 
to do. So it is in Paraguay, Uruguay, and 
Brazil, where our minister to London, General 
Schenck, made the best treaty ever made by 
any country. There is no reason why we 
should not economize in the South American 
missions; and the interoceanic canal, I will 
say to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banxs,] will be better cared for by some oue 
able, conspicuous minister, than by balf a 
dozen ministers who are never to be found 
when wanted, and who only go there for the 
purpose of spending money and of enjoying a 
little ofiwm cum dignitate. 

The question was put upon concurring in 
the Senate amendmeut; and there were—ayes 
76, noes 81; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for ihe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negalive—yeas 86, nays 92, not voting 
61; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, 
Beatty, Bell, Bingham, Boles, Bulinton, Burebard, 
Burdett, Clarke, Conger, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, 
Dickey, Duell, Dunvell, Eames, Elliott, Farens- 
worth, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Wale, Hambleton, Ifarmer, 
Harper, George B. Harris, John W. Hazelton, Hil, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Lynch, McGrew, Me~ 
Junkin, McKee, Merriain, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, 
Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Aaron F, Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Blis IM. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, H. 
Boardman Smith, Snapp, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Swann, 
Thomas, Washington ‘Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, 
Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and John T. Wilson—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Beek, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James GQ 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Coburn, Co- 
mingo, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Davis, Donnan, Dox, Duke, Eldredge, 
Finkeluburg, Getz, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Join 
T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, May, Hays, Hereford, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, Kotebam, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
McCormick, McCrary, McIntyre, McNeely, Mer- 
tick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Orr, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Perce, Eli Perry, Rainey, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Robinson, Scofield, Sherwood, Slater, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Storm. Suther- 
Jand, Terry, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Walden, Wells, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of 
New York, and Winchester—-92, 

NOT VOLTING—Messrs.. Acker, Ames, Barnum, 
Beveridge, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Cogblan, 
Greely, De Large, Du Bose, Ely, Farwell, Forker, 
Henry D., Foster, Garrett, Giddings, Golladay, 
Grifith, Haldeman, Halsey, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hooper, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lowe, Marshall, Maynard, McClelland, Mellenry, 
McKinney, Mercur, Moore, Niblack, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Prindle, Ritchie, Wiliam R., Roberts, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessions, Shellabarger, Shober, 
Slocum, Sloss, John A. Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snyder, Stowell, Sypher, Tafe, Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Waddell, Walis, Warren, W hite- 
ley, Wood, and Young—6l. 


So the House refused to concur in the first 
amendment of the Senate. 
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= Mr. DAWES. How many more amend- 
“ments are there? 
“~The SPEAKER, There are twenty-one. 
-Mr. DAWES. I must move then to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do. not think 
“that there will be any more debate. 
= The SPEAKER. If any further debate 
“prises the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
to make his motion. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well; then I yield for 
‘the present. 

The amendments. having all been acted 


upon, 

Mr. SWANN moved to reconsider the vari- 
ous votes by which the House concurred or 
non-concurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

. Mr. SWANN moved that a committee of 
conference be requested upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Honses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that the rules 
be suspended and the House resolve itself. into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff and tax 
pill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. T rise to 
a privileged question, and submit the resolu- 
tion I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be, and are hereby, authorised to 
adjourn this session of their respectivo, Houses on 
the 29th of May instant, at twelve meridian, until 
the last Wednesday of November next, at twelve 
o’clock meridian. , 


Mr. DAWES. That, of course, will cause 
debate, and I hope my colleague will withdraw 
it for the present. Does this resolution super- 
sede my motion to suspend the rules and go 
into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would; 
it is of very high privilege, second only toa 
motion to adjourn finally. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
withdraw the resolution for the present, but I 
give notice that I will renew it to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Iask the House to give 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs Thursday 
evening of next week for the consideration of 
reports from that committee. We have had 
no opportunity so far to make reports. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ScoriELp] not to press his 
request at this time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Task the gen- 
tleman not to press it now. We have a very 
large appropriation bill yet for the House to 
act upon. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 
ing of next week. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know; but 
we cannot get the miscellaneous appropriation 
bill up before next week, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. ‘The gentleman knows 
that the House will notactupon appropriation 
bills in night sessions. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
about that. 

Mr. DAWES. One thing is certain; if the 
resolution of my colleague [Mr. Burirr] 
should be adopted for adjournment on the 
29th instant, it would be impossible to get 
through with the appropriation bills and the 
bill which I have in charge without working 
on them evenings. [ insist upon my motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawgs] to allow 
some time for debate on the pending section 
of the tariff bill. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Is there objection to my 
request? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garriztp] 


I ask for Thursday even- 


I do not know 
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and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] to object. 

Mr. SCOFIBLD. I did not understand 
them to object, but merely to request me not 
to press it now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I object. 

_ Mr. HEREFORD. If we are to continue 
in session for some weeks longer, what is the 
use of having night sessions? If we are to 
adjourn soon, I have no objection to meeting 
evenings. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] to suspend 
the rules and go into Committee of the Whole 
upon the tariff and tax bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask that we may 
have half an hour for debate upon matters 
not contained in the pending section. 

Mr. DAWES. There is nothing in my sub- 
stitute that I did not give notice beforehand 
of my intention to offer. Now, I wish to say 
this in reply to the very unkind charge which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
made against me yesterday, and his unfairness 
in refusing in the next breath to allow me to 
state a fact which probably he did not kuow. 

Mr. BROOKS. I take it all back. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I do not want to 
discuss the question of fairness with any gen- 
tleman who does not appreciate the quality of 
fairness any more than that. I only want to 
state the fact that I did not offer anything that 
is in my substitute without having given notice 
of it before debate was closed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Task the gentleman 
to allow half an hour for debate. I assure 
him it will facilitate action on the substitute. 


Mr. DAWES. You can vote down the sub- 
stitute if you do not like it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that debate 
be extended for half an hour. 

The motion to extend debate was not agreed 
to, upon a division—ayes 59, noes 72. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It will take much 
longer to get through with the pending para- 
graph than to take half an hour for debate. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE was granted leave of 
absence for ten days. 

TARIFE AND TAX BILL, 

Mr. DAWES. I now insist upon my motion 
to suspend the rules aud go into Committee of 
the Whole upon the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Cominittee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
ScorreLp in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No, 2322) to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, he pending amend- 
ment is one offered by the gentleman from 
Hlinois [Mr. Farnsworrn] to the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Dawss.] The Clerk will read the amend- 


ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “on lumber and manufactures of 
lumber” add the following: 3 , 

Provided further, That no duties shall bo levied 
or collected upon lumber and timber imported to be 
used in building ships or for fencing, 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to press on with 
this bill as much as possible. Jf we can pass 
from this section J will withdraw my substi- 
tute altogether. 

Mr. KERR. I hope that will be done, 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere any objection? 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read 
the next section. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire whether I 
am right in assuming that we now stand upon 
the action of the committee in its amendments 
to the text of the bill, unchanged by either of 


these substitutes. i 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the understand- 
' ing of the Chair. ee 
Mr. KERR. One other inquiry. Has the 


item of steel, which was embraced yesterday 
in the provisions of the previous substitute, - 
been struck out? 

Mr. DAWES. It is in the bill, as I under- 


stand. 

The CHAIRMAN. All the amendments 
adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
remain in the hill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That on and after the day and year when 
this act shail take effect, in lieu of the duties here- 
totoro imposed by law on the articles mentioned in 
this section, there shall be lovied, collected, and paid 
on tho goods, wares, and merchandise in this section 
enumerated, imported from foreign countries, the 
following duties and rates of duties; that is to say: 

On all burlaps and Hike manufactures of flax, jute, 
or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the 
component matorial of chief value, excepting such 
as may bo suitable for uso as bagging for covering 
cotton or for tho uses to which such bagging is ap- 
plied, thirty per cent. ad valorem; on all oil-cloth 
foundations oy floor-cloth canvas, made of flax, jute, 
or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the 
component material of chief value, forty per cent. 
ad valorem; on all bags, cotton bags, and bagging, 
and allother like manufactures not herein otherwise 
provided for and not suitable for uso ag bagging for 
covering cotton, composed wholly or in part of fax, 
hemp, jute, gunny cloth, gunny bugs, or other mato- 
rinl, forty per cent. ad valorem, 

On fine flix, dressed, unmanufactured, suitable for 
shoo-thread and tailors’ throad, valued at twenty- 
five conts per pound or moro, throe fourths of a cent 
por pound. 

On boards, planks, staves, Inths, seantling, spars, 
hewn and sawed timbor, und timber used in building 
wharvos, ton per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend by shikitig 
out the last paragraph read by the Clerk an 
inserting in lieu thereof the following, which is 
taken fromthe bill already passed by the Senate: 

On sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 
of hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, and basy-wood, 
one dollar per thousand feet board monsuro, 

On all other varieties of sawed lumber, two dollars 


per thousand feet board measure: Provided, That 
when lumber of any sort is planed or finished, in 


addition to the rates herein provided, there shall be 
levied and paid, for each side so planed or finished, 
one dollar per thousand foet; and if planed on one 
sido and tongued and grooved, two dollars por thou- 
sand feet; and if planed on two sides and tongued 
and grooved, $2 50 per thousand foot, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Lyxcu] increases the duties upon 
lumber, 

Mr. LYNCH. Not upon pine lumber. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir. It pro- 
poses to make the duty upon pine boards un- 
dressed two dollars per thousand feet. The 
present duty is twenty per cent, ad valorem, 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘The present duty on lumber 
is lower than upon any other manufactured 
article into which so mnch labor enters as 
into the production of lumber. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The present duty 
on pine boards undressed is twenty per cent. 
ad valorem. Two dollars per thousand feet is 
more than that, as the statistics will show. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iam willing to modify my 
amendment by inserting pine among the 
classes of lumber paying one dollar per 
thousand feet. The proposition 1 have sub- 
mitted, which is that of the Senate bill, makes 
a considerable reduction of the present duty 
upon lumber, 

Mr. KERR. Lwish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Maine whether his proposition in- 
creases the duties on any kind of lumber or 
timber, 

Mr. LYNCH. Ido not understand that it 
does. On the contrary, L understand that it 
reduces the duties considerably. The duty on 
lumber under the present tariff is, as [ have 
said, lower than on any other manufactured 
article into which so much labor enters. In 
the article of lumber the labor is about eighty 
per cent. The percentage of duty proposed 
by my amendment would not be over fifteen 
per cent., and much less on pine luwber, 
while the duty on coal, a raw material, is, 
even at the reduced rate now proposed, over 


forty per cent. 
the CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 


-the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 


as now modified. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


On sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 
of pine, hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, and bass- 
wood, one dollar per thousand feet board measure : 
Provided, That when lumber of any sort is planed 
or finished, in addition to the rates herein pro- 
vided, there shall be levied and paid, for each side 
so planed or finished, one dollar per thousand feet; 
and if planed on oneside and tongued and grooved, 
two dollars per thousand feet; and if planed on two 
sidos and tongued and grooved, $250 per thousand 

Mr. BROOKS. I hope this will not be done. 
Trees, like air, ought to be free. The bill 
gives ten per ceut. ad valorem to cut down 
every tree in our forests, when the true policy 
is to give ten per cent. ad valorem for every 
piece of lumber which comes from Canada 
and Nova Scotia, to make them cut down their 
forests and preserve ours. There are only 
three States interested in this, while there are 
thirty-four States interested in having limber 
as free as air, as free as water. T think the 
duty of ten per cent. ad valorem is enough. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Fask the committee to 
give me the privilege of amending the third sec- 
tion of this bill, the paragraph preceding this. 
I was on my feet all the time, but was misled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wiil give 
the gentleman the floor to ask unanimous con- 
sent of the committee to go back after the 
pending amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Brooxs] tells the 
House there are but three States in the Union 
which furnish lumber for the Union, and be 
cause there are but three States he appeals to 
this House to pass a bill which shall ruin the 
industries of those three States and bankrupt 
the people of those States by thousands. Sach 
an appeal, | venture to say, will not be made 
to gentlemen of the House successfully. Be- 
cause thirty-four States may wish to get their 
lumber for nothing, is the great interest of 
three States to be ruined? If [thought such 
a motive would have weight with the House I 
should turn away in despair of ever having 
any just legislation here. But, sir, there are 
fificen Staves in the Union which have lumber, 
fifteen States in the Union whose people are 
interested in having the products of their 
forests bring a fair remunerative price aud 
not be subject to the Muctuations which the 
influx of the foreign product may have upon 
them whenever the price of lumber may war- 
rant its introduction, 

Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Maine reduces the duty on lumber 
over one third of its present duly. It is a 
proposition which the gentleman from Maine, 
in my hamble judgment, ought not to bave 
made to this House. It is a proposition which 
would barely save, if at all, the lumber inter- 
esis in the lumber Siates. I wish to say to the 
committee that iu the three limber States of 
Michigan. Wisconsin, and Minnesota the fires 
of Jast tall have swept over those States, de- 
stroying the forests. It is an absolute neces- 
sity to make the lumber there at ouce in order 
to save it from being destroyed by worms, to 
save it from being rendered utterly worthless 
and valueless to anybody. ‘The necessity, 
therefore, compels them to come to market 
this year with one half more lumber than would 
otherwise be thrown upon the market. Aud 
the gentleman proposes at this very time, 
when our States have been swept over by fires 
and burned, and scorched, and blackened ; 
when the fires have swept over our forests and 
our farms, at this very time, I say, the gentle- 
man from Maine proposes to revise the duty 
on lumber and to permit Canadian lamber to 
be thrown into our market to destroy our lum- 
ber interest, and to ruin the people engaged in 
it. ls that fair or just, and especially alter 
the House has extended its liberality to a city 
which also suffered by the fire? Shall we so 
act here ag to destroy the interests of these 
States? Should we not rather in every way 
seek to save them? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and a mes- 
sage in writing was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Mr. Porter, one 
of his Secretaries. 

TARIFF. 


The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. COX. I wish to move an amendment 
that all lumber used in ship-building, fencing, 
and buildings of all kinds shall be exempt 
from duty. ; 

Mr. PETERS. I raise the point of order 
that that subject cannot be reached until we 
come to the free list. f 

Mr. COX. That is no point of order. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘The point of order is that 
the gentleman’s amendment is not in order. 

Mr. COX. If the point of order is sus- 
tained, I will move to strike out the last word, 
to enable me to offer afew remarks. Does 
the Chair rule that the amendment is out of 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has 
not yet been sent to the Chair. ‘The getitle- 
man can make his remarks on the amendment 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. COX. I offer that amendment. I 
think it is very generally conceded that with 
a view to ihe common interest the body of the 
people should have cheap transportation. I 
do not think thet this House is aware of the 
immense amount of timber which is now con- 
sumed by the railroads of this country. ‘There 
is a sum equal to $38,500,000 used actually in 
the erection and repair ef railroad buildings, 
which comes into the cost of transportation. 
‘The timber on an area of one hnndred and 
fifty thousand acres is cut every year for the 
purpose of supplying railroad sleepers alone. 
There is wood to the value of some fifty-six 
million dollars per annam consumed by the 
running of locomotives in the form of fuel; 
and that is one of the reasons, L believe, which 
induced my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
HALDEMAN] to bring in his bill Lor the protec- 
tion of our forests. 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, even this ten per 
cent, duty ad valorem on lumberis a tax upon 
every man, woman, and child in this country 
who lives ina house and under a roof; and L 
propose hereafter to move to except not only 
timber for houses, but all kinds of fencing, as 
was proposed and as passed the House yes- 
terday. Why should this not be done? If 
we cannot succeed in tbat L propose to cut 
down the duty to five per cent., and if that 
is adopted every householder will thank this 
Llouse for it. 

Mr. CONGISR. Willthe gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGEER. I ask the gentleman if he 
knows that fencing is more expensive in its 
manufacture and requires more labor than 
other kinds of lumber? And yet the gentle- 
man would have it ires. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is speaking of 
picket fencing, | suppose. 

Mr. CONGR. No, sir; I am speaking 
of strips. 

Mr. COX. I know this, that where you add 
to the tarif on any article you add to its price ; 
I know that is an axiom in political economy ; 
avd if L cau cut down this duty to five per 
cent. ad valorem, to that extent I help the 

cople who live in houses. 

Mr. CONGISR. No, sir; you will not. I 
will tell the gentleman that if he destroys 
our mills and lumbermen, the man who bays 
fencing or lumber of any kind will have to pay 
double for it in the course of two years’ time. 

Mr. COX. We will not dispute about that 
jast now. Ido not see why these gentlemen 
from Maine, Michigan, and Wisconsin are so 
solicitous to keep up a high tax, specific or ad 
valorem, on lumber, unless it puts money in 
their pockets, and where does this money come 


| feom? 


Mr. CONGER. 
that is what it does. 

Mr. COX. I do not propose by congres- 
sional legislation to regulate the prices of com- 
modities in this country. We have enough to 
do to mind our own business. I am in favor 
of allowing Canadian lumber to come in. 

Mr. CONGER. [know it. 

Mr. COX. And it is as good lumber as 
ours, and must be a good deal cheaper. Our 
forests are being fast cut down, aud as my 
colleague from New York [Mr. Brooxs] bas 
well said, there should be a premium, if we 
legislate at all, on the importation of lumber, 
for the protection of our forests. L am 
opposed to taxing what furnishes as shelter 
from the elements. Gentlemen can reduce 
the taxes on tea, coffee, sugar, and the like; 
why not on the shelter of the roof which 
covers our households? 

Mr, PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague [Mr. Lyxom] ig 
for the purpose of avoiding contest on this 
question of Jumber. After full examination, 
those interested in this production have come 
to the conclusion that one dollar per thousand 
upon lumber is about equivalent to the ten per 
cent. in the bill, but probably slightly better. 

Now, while the present tariff on all articles 
is on the average about forty-seven per cent, 
the tariff upon lumber is only twenty per cent, 
ad valorem. While those who are engaged in 
the business of lumbering are paying taxes 
and burdens of all descriptions, we have very 
little protection on this interest in which so 
large a portion of the people of my State are 
engaged, 

Now, look at it, Ina portion of Maine we 
carry on lumbering upon opposite sides of the 
same river with the people of New Bruns- 
wick. The competition goes on between 
Maine and New Brunswick on the very banks 
of the St. John and its great tributaries. If 
we could go into that province and buy our 
lumbering supplies, which we eannot do, as 
under our tariff we cannot afford to buy a dol- 
lax’s worth there, we would ask no tariff on 
lumber. We camnot go into that province or 
into Canada to buy our provisions, to buy our 
grain, to buy our clothing. Our merchants and 
Jumbermen are not allowed to go to Quebec 
and Montreal to purchase the supplies for the 
woods on account of our high tarif on the arti- 
cles, but they have to go through the provinces 
to Chicago and Detroit and other places in 
the West to make such purchases. 

We have heretofore refused to continue a 
reciprocity treaty with Canada and the other 
provinces, and the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] and others on the 
floor will be equivalent to giving our provin- 
cial neighbors our markets without a treaty of 
reciprocity, and we to have no reciprocal retas 
tions with them, and no use of their markets. 

Why, sir, if you reduce this duty to the 
smallest amount claimed as reasonable on the 
other side of the House, it will be direcuy 
protecting the industries and enterprises of 
the provinces, and take all sorts of protection 
from us. It seems to me to be a very pal- 
pable thing that while the lambermen are pay- 
mg so large taxes, and in so many dierent 
ways, and in such varicty of form, under the 
general tariff rates, they ought to have some 
protection in return, Sir, while we are pay- 
ing our proportion of the great national debt, 
large State taxes, county taxes, and corpora- 
tion taxes, our neighbors of New Brunswick, 
our principal competitor, hardly know what 
taxation means. Their labor is cheaper than 
ours, poorer in all respects than ours. It is 
not fed as well as ours. Labor there does 
not fill the churches and schools, Like ours. 
I claim that as an equivalent for ali these 
burdens and disadvantages the lumbermen of 
this country should have a reasonable protec- 
tion, 

Mr. STORM.. In my opinion the amend- 
ment. of the gentleman frou. Maine {Mre 


It keeps an even market; 
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Lyxou] is an improvement on the text of the 
pill, and I am rather surprised to see any one 
of the friends of the bill of the committee 
seeking to raise opposition to the amendment. 
Qn all the cheaper kinds of lumber the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine is a 
reduction. 

Sawed hemlock, in my district ranges from 
fifteen to eighteen dollars per thousand; the 
committee’s bill, which establishes the duty 
on lumber at ten per cent. ad valorem, in- 
ereases such lumber to all who use the same 
for fencing or for building purposes from $1 50 
to $1 80 per thousand, while the amendment 
I am discussing places the duty at only one 
dollar per thousand. 

Then it is well known that most of our pine 
forests have heen cut down; that pine lumber 
is chiefly obtained in the provinces. The duty 
on pine lumber is really a revenue duty, and 
therefore should not be opposed by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerx,] who has 
argued in favor of a tariff for revenue. We 
manufacture in this country very little pine 
lumber; it comes almost entirely to us from 
the provinces. 

Dodge & Co., the largest manufacturers of 
lumber in this country, have almost forsaken 
their pine-lumber interests in Pennsylvania and 
have gone over into the provinces for the man- 
ufacture of pine lumber. Pine lumber can 
scarcely be said to come in competition with 
that kind of lumber now mannfactured in 
Pennsylvania. Therefore I think the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Lyxcu] is better than the text of the 
bili, and I hope it willbe adopted, Under the 
present bill the price of dressed flooring wili 
be enhanced to builders about four dollars and 
a half per thousand, while the amendment in- 
creases the price only $2 50 per thousand, 

Mr. HALE. ‘The representatives of the 
lumber interest realize that this bill has for its 
purpose the reduction of duties, and they 
assent to the proposition that the tarif on 
lumber should be reduced. This amendment 
which is offered by my colleague [Mr. Lyncu] 
jsin that direction. And when gentlemen look 
at it and see the extent of the reduction that 
it makes { am sure that further opposition to it 
will cease, unless percbance there may be some 
here who will contend that lumber shall be 
placed on the free list. 

Now, judging from what I have heard said 
by gentlemen around me, the reduction pro- 
posed here is wore than is generally appre- 
hended. The present rate of duty upon lum- 
ber is twenty per cent. ad valorem. By the 
act of March, 1857, the duty upon lumber was 
fifteen per cent., by the act of 1846 it was 
twenty per cent., and by the act of 1842 it was 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. Now, this duty 
of one dollar per thousand would not be equal 
to more than ten per cent. ad valorem, a re- 
duction of fifty per cent. of the present duties; 
not a reduction of ten per cent. of the present 
duty, as you provide in the ten per cent. clause 
that we have been considering and hammering 
upon forthe last two days, but itis a reduc- 
tion from the present rate of twenty per cent. 
to what is only about ten per cent. ad valorem ; 
the half of the present rate is taken off. 


Now, will gentlemen of this committee, on: 


this concession by the lumber interest, still 
insist that while we have made simply a ten 
per cent. reduction of the present rate of duty 
upon other articles that should be included 


with this upon the same process of reasoning | 
and fairness, we shall cut down the duty upon | 


lunher more than fifty per cent. of the present 
rate of duty, to reduce the. duty from twenty 
per cent. ad valorem to ten per cent. ad valo- 
rem? Could anything fairer be proposed in 
regard to the lumber interest than the propo- 
sition of my colleague, [Mr. Lyxcu? ] i 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. Chairman, the deep in- 
terest which my State feels in the subject now 
under discussion is my excuse for adding my 
yoice to that of the other members of the 
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Maine delegation. In my action upon the 
question now before the Committee of the 


‘Whole, Iam governed by no selfish interest 


for my State. I am governed by one single, 
simple motive, and that is the equalization of 
labor and capital, and I shall rejoice as much 
as any living man when there shall no longer 
be any need of tariff legislation for that equal- 
ization ; when the laboring man of Europe 
shall be lifted by the advance of civilization 
up to the platform upon which the laboring 
man of Maine, of New England, of this coun- 
try, stands to-day; when the capital of those 
old countries shall be where the capital-of this 
country is to-day. Sir, on this question of 
lumber I am governed by that interest, by that 
purpose, and by that motive only. 

Why, sir, how much labor enters into the 
manufacture of lumber? Let me tell gentle- 
men of this House that the stumpage in the 
State of Maine to-day will not average over 
$1 50 for spruce and hemlock lumber, while 
the manufactured lumber will bring in the 
market fourteen to sixteen dollars a thousand. 
Deducting profits and commissions, over eighty 
per cent. of the price of lumber to-day in the 
United States is made up of the bone and 
muscle of the country; and with my princi- 
ples I never could consent to a vote which 
should reduce the wages of that bone and that 
muscle. 

Sir, where ten thousand men are at work in 
the woods of Maine to-day there are right with- 
in the sound of their axes ten thousand more 
men across the St. John river. On the one 
side wages are two dollars a day; on the one 
side are children and schools ; on the one side 
is good food; on the one side are intelligent 
men. On the other side are no common schools; 
on the other side you have ignorance and mean- 
ness of every description. Sir, I vote not to 
pay a bounty to the men on the other side. I 
vote to keep the wages of our own citizens 
where they are to-day. This principle gov- 
erns me in my action, whether Missouri, Hli- 
nois, Indiana, or Maine, be the Siate immedi- 
ately interested. If I know my own heart, 
my voice shall be raised, or at least my vote 
shall be given, every time to keep the dignity 
of the laboring man of my country on the plit- 
form it to-day occupies—to raise it, if I can; 
and by the influence of our institutions to bring 
up the laboring men of Europe to the same 
platform. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] one 
question before he takes his seat. Why do 
not ihe men on the other side of the St. John 
river come over and get two dollars a day? 

Mr. FRYE. Thank Heaven, they are com- 
ing over by thousands. Í received yesterday 
a letter from my own State saying that within 
three months five hundred Canadian French- 
men with their families have immigrated into 
the city of Lewiston to earn the wages that are 
paid there. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine by 
striking out one doilar and inserting fifty cents; 
by striking out two dollars and inserting one 
dollar; and by striking out $2 50 and insert- 
ing $1 50. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, so far as it proposes to fix 
the rate of daty on pine lumber at one doilar, 
is, it seems to me, fair and reasonable, and L 
am willing to vote for it. But for lumber 
planed or finished, one dollar additional per 
thousand feet istoo much. The duty of two 
dollars additional per thousand feet on lumber 
planed on one side and tongued and grooved 
is also too high, the price for planing lumber 
at the mills being only about two dollars per 
thousand feet. ‘Pwo dollars additional in the 
way of duty is too large a protection ; and 
$2 50 is too much on lumber planed on two 
sides and tongued and grooved. 

Mr. LYNCH. I want to say to the gentle- 


man. from Illinois [Mr. Burcuarp] that- his 
proposition would not. allow more than five 
per cent. ad valorem on the dressed lumber, to 
which he proposes to apply it. That quality 
of lumber, dressed and tongued and grooved, 
when brought to market is worth from fifty to 
sixty dollars a thousand, and it would. not be 
invoiced at leas than forty dollars a thousand 
on the other side. The duty proposed in the 
bill agreed to by the gentleman himself would 
make a duty of more than one dollar and fifty 
cents a thousand onthe average, a rate higher 
than is proposed in my amendment, which is 
taken from the Senate bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. What kind of lumber 
does the gentleman say is worth fifty dollars a 
thousand? 

Mr. LYNCH. Lumber dressed and tongued 
and grooved is selling at from fifty to sixty 
dollars a thousand in the market; and in 
Canada on a fair invoice the price would not 
be less than forty dollars a thousand. In the 
amendment just offered, the gentleman re- 
duces by more that one half the rate proposed 
in the bill which he originally supported. 

Mr. BURCHARD. What is the 
lumber worth? 

Mr. LYNCH. Spruce lumber would prob- 
ably be worth from seven to nine dollars a 
thousand. A duty of twenty per cent. would 
be about $1 80. The price of pine lumber, 
taking the average, would probably be from 
twelve to fifteen dollars a thousand, so that a 
duty of ten per cent. would be about $1 60 
per thousand. 

Pine lumber will enter under the proposi- 
tion submitted to my amendment at a duty of 
less than ten per cent. 

Mr. BURCHARD. ‘This is au interest 
of the State of Maine, with which Í am not 
amiliar. I know western lumber has no such 
difference. 

Mr. LYNCH. If the gentleman from Ili- 
nois will look at the quotations in the news- 
papers of his own State, he will see ping 
lumber quoted at from forty to fifty dollars, 
The pine lumber which is planed and tongued 
and grooved ig the very best quality of pine 
lumber. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does thegentleman 
from Maine pretend that it is the dressing of 
the lumber which adds this immense value 
rae 


other 


oit? 

Mr. LYNCH. I pretend that the quality 
of the lumber which is dressed is the very best, 
and that a duty of only ten per cent. ad valo- 
rem is not the duty which ought to be imposed 
upon that lumber imported into the country, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman is not 
discussing the point. Because lumber comes 
in he says it can come in planed and tongued 
aud grooved, 

Mr. LYNCH. [am referring to the advan- 
tages the Canadian lumbermen have over the 
lumbermen of Maine. There is another ad- 
vantage which the Canadian lumbermen have. 
By dressing it at the mills, by finishing it there, 
by planing and tonguing and grooving it, he 
saves in freight and many other incidental ex- 
penses. They have every advantage in bringing 
it toour market. Their lumber comes into sharp 
competition with our finished lumber. The 
duty L propose is both fair and just. No other 
article on the tariff list which inyolves the 
same amount and kind of labor for the pur- 
pose of producing it is put down at as low a 
duty as that 1 have proposed in my amend- 
ment, I have offered it only as a compru- 
mise. : 7 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTLL I renew it. 

Mr. COX. What becomes of my amend- 

ment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’ s amend- 
ment was to strike out the last word, and was 
considered to be pro forma, and as having 
been withdrawn, 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
should like to support the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine so far as it makes the 
duty specific on lumber in which the West is 
interested. I think it is better for the revenue 
to be specific than ad valorem. But I think 
the gentleman’s amendment makes the specific 
duty on dressed lumber entirely too high. 
The price for dressing Inmber, for planing and 
touguing and grooving lumber for flooring is 
about twenty shillings a thousand; and he 
proposes to levy an additional duty of over 
two dollars. Of course, it costs something to 
do it there. 

But I desire to say a word, Mr. Chairman, 
with reference to the subject of duty on lum. 
ber. 1 do not take back ‘a single word I have 
heretofore uttered on this floor on the su bject 
of removing duties eutirely on lumber, I 
believe we ought to come to free trade in lum- 
ber; that lumber should be as free as anything 
else. I believe it will be for the interest of 
the whole country. It will be eventually for 
the interest of Maine and Wisconsin and Mich- 
igan, and all the lumber regions where trees 
are standing. It will be to their interest that 
the trees should be cut down in the British 
possessions, that the forests should be felled 
there and the lumber brought over here while 
our forests are being nursed, except of course 
being cut down for necessary purposes of our 
own. livery year, then, these timber lands in 
Michigan and Wisconsin and Maine would be 
increasing in value, 

Now, on the whole subject of the material 
used iu the West, [ wish to read a letter which 
I have received from a wagon-maker in my 
district. It is from a firm which manufactures 
a large number of wagons and carriages an- 
nually, What he says in regard to iron is 
applicable also to wood : 

“Dear GENERAL: I have always been a tariff 
man, and for a’ protective tariff’ But I confess the 


conduet of the pig-iron mon of Pittsburg and the 


West has gone far toward mukiug me go back on 


my former record, I am now for a-revenue tariff 
and no more, and I think you would meet the views 
of the manufacturers of your district, as far as I 
have talked with them, if you would voto for a large 
reduction in the tariff on foreign iron, and urge 
others todo the same. Last Wednesday I met ixl 
the large manufacturers of wagons at Chicago, (rep- 
resenting an annual manufacture of over filly thou- 
suud wagons,) and all were of my opinion,” 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That has nothing to do 
with the pending amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [make this applica- 
ble to wood also. Now, Mr. Chairman, there 
are other interests in this country, other labor- 
ing interests beside the manufacture of pig 
iron and those who are engaged in the cutting 
down of lumber. There are other laborers 
and other mechanics to be fostered. Here ig 
the manufacture of fifty thousand wagons annu- 
ally, beside small manufacturers who make 
a few wagons at the cross-roads. Here are 
the blacksmiths, who shoe horses and meud our 
wagons. Here are the shocmakers and the 
tailors, who are equally entitled to protection, 
Here are manufacturers and mechanics of 
every kind, the honse-carpenter and joiner, 
the men who make your agricultural imple- 
ments. I havea town in my district where 
more agricultural implements are made than 
in any other town in the world, They make 
more reapers and mowers and other agri- 
cultural implements, and they have to pay 
these taxes, these bounties, and get nothing 
back, They ship their agricultural implements 
to Europe and compete with the manufacturers 
there after paying the high bounties which 
they are obliged to pay on the iron and the 
wood which enter into their manufacture. 

Mr. LYNCH. 1f the gentleman will allow 
me, I will say that on every pound of iron 
that goes into an agricultural or any other 
implement there is a drawback for the fall 
amount of money paid upon it, under the pres- 
ent law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Oh, no! 

Mr. LYNCH. On every article composed 
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of foreign manufactures in this country and 
exported, there is a drawback. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Our manufacturers 
use American iron, and cannot keep separate 
accounts of home and foreign materials. 

Mr. LYNCH. For the iron and steel there 
is a drawback, notwithstanding that the manu- 
facturers use American wood, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The point made by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lyycu] has 
nothing whatever to do with what I am point- 
ing out. The manufacturers of agricultural 
implements cannot keep separate accounts. 
They buy iron at Pittsburg, the price of which 
is enhanced by the tariff. They buy their 
timber, the price of which is enhanced by the 
tariff. They keep no separate accounts. When 
they manufacture a large quantity of reapers 
they do not know which are for export and 
which are for home sale. But orders come 
from abroad and they answer those orders 
with the reapers they may have on hand. 
Still, Mr. Chairman, I am inclined, on the 
whole, to support the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Lyycu.] as l stated 
to gentlemen representing the lumber inter- 
ests, before the amendment was offered, that 
I would do so for the purpose of having this 
question settled. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to detain the 
committee; but a query came up in my mind 
when the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Farns- 
wort] was reading what his manufacturer of 
wagons threatencd to do. The query was, 
what in the world would he do for a market 
for his wagons? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Our wagon-makers 
do not sell a wagon in Massachusetts or Penn- 
sylvania, 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to be inter- 
rupted bythe gentleman. He would not yield 
to me; and he will not even let me talk in my 
own time. [Laughter.] A predecessor of the 
gentleman in this House, coming from Chi- 
cago, once gotup angrily in this House and 
said he owed it to the interests of the wool- 
grower to carry on a war to the knife on the 
wool manufacturer; and when I asked him 
what then he would do with his wool, he said 
be had not thought of that. {Laughter.] I 
knew a man once who said that when all 
the rest of the world was dead he was going 
to keep store. And when the manufacturer 
of wagons wants to put down the men who use 
wagons, and thinks he ean prosper in that way, 
all I have to say is that he is purblind. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER, I renew it. 

Mr. PETERS. Would it be in order to 
offer a substitute for the amendment of my 
colleague, [Mr. Lyxcu?] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There are two amend- 
ments now pending, 

Mr. CONGER. I renew the amendment 
which was withdrawn; and Il wish to make 
some remarks upon it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wished to ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] 
a question before he sat down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts had some time left. Does he 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Tt might take fifty 
thousand wagons to transport the buttons, 
nutmegs, and other small wares manufactured 
in the State of Massachusetts; but I never 
heard of our wagon-makers selling one of 
their wagons to that State or to Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAWES. Without the buttons made 
in New England, the gentleman would have to 
run out of this House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I can get a wagon 
to carry me out. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the gen- 
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tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farwswortn] with- 
raws his amendment, and I wish to move an 
amendment, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot withdraw 
the amendment without the consent of my 
colleague, [Mr. Burcward,] who offered it 
originally. 

Mr. CONGER. 
drew it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Iam willing to with- 
draw it on condition that the gentleman will 
renew it. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well, sir, I renew it 
pro forma, and I wish to say to the commit- 
tee, and I wish the attention of the gentleman 
from Ilinois, not the free-trade gentleman, 
[Mr. Farwsworrn,] bat the liberal gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Burcuann,} who professed 
to be in this committee and in this House the 
professed especial advocate and friend of labor 
and of laborers, to the fact that he makes an 
amendment which cuts down the duty which ig 
for the benefit of labor and laborers. The gen- 
tleman knows that he makes an amendment 
which cuts down the duty which is for the bene- 
fitof labor and laborers. The gentleman knows 
the planing, the tonguing and grooving, which 
is all labor, and nothing but labor, that hig 
amendment will affect. He knows that it costs 
here three dollars per thousand at least to do 
this work, and that it is all labor, 

Now, if the gentleman offered this amend- 
ment in ignorance, my people will forgive him, 
but if he did it knowingly, willfully, and with 
malice prepense against labor, let the laborers 
forgive him if they will, but I never will, 

Now, L want the gentleman to know, and I 
want the House to know, that this advocate 
of labor proposes to cut down the duty which 
protects labor and laborers. His remarks are 
printed, and I call the attention of the com- 
mittee and of the laborers of the country to 
the fact that he reduces to a mere nominal 
sum the protection to their labor, and gives it 
to Canadian labor. I want to spread that fact 
before the country, that the consistency of thig 
professed friend of labor may be apparent. I 
will carry the war into Africa on that subject. 
I appeal to his record that he does not protect 
labor or laborers by this amendment. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me say to the gentle- 
man that I intend to vote his way notwith- 
standing he was against the letter-carrier, 

Mr. BURCHARD. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I desire to say a word here. In the 
motion that [make I desire to afford reason- 
able protection to labor, 

Mr. CONGER. 1 thought the gentleman 
wanted to ask a question. ` 

Mr. BURCHARD. I will not interrupt 
the gentleman if he does not desire it, but will 
seek an opportunity to reply to him hereafter. 

Mr. CONGER. `I tell the gentleman again 
that eighty per cent. of the expense put into 
the manufacture of lumber is labor, and he 
has made an attack upon it. If an attack 
were made on the duties on wheat and flour 
and the beef and cattle and the other products 
of his agricultural constituency, and he were 
to support such an-attack, they would drive 
him from their constituency. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONGER. By the permission of the 
gentleman from Hlinois I withdraw the amend- 
ment. ; 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to take the sense of 
the House on an amendment asa substitute for 
that of my colleague. It is as follows: 


I understood he with- 


That on all lumber and manufactures of lumber 
the duty shall be ninety per cent. of the existing 
duties. 

The existing rate is twenty per cent. ad 
valorem, and I wish to test the sense of the 
House on a reduction of the duty on lumber, 
like the reductions on articles heretofore voted 
by the House in voting for a horizontal reduc- 


tion of ten per cent. This, if adopted, will 
leave the duty eighteen per cent. ad valorem. 
Now, a single word in reply to the gentleman 
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from New York [Mr. Brooxs] and the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Farysworrn,] that 
we ought to postpone thé felling of our forests 
a half a century, or a longer period of time. 
Let me ask those gentlemen what are the sev- 
eral hundred thousands of population in my 
State who are engaged in this interest going 
to do while they are waiting a half century, or 
a decade even, for our forests to grow, and 
we are using only the foreign production? 
What would become of our immense invest- 
ments in mills and other property but to allow 
them to fall into rottenness? What will be- 
come of our laborers? We are educated in 
the business of lumbering ; our property is in- 
vested in the business; our lives, as it were, 
are in the business. We have not depended 
upon profitable agricultural pursuits. Ag I 
said before, we goto the West for much of our 
agricultural supplies. Do you want us to post- 
pone all duty on lumber for a decade to come ? 
Then repeal the duty on iron for a decade ; 
take the duty off of agricultural productions 
for ten years. Let us have ten years during 
which to go to the provinces for our clothing 
and all else we want without paying duty. Do 
that, and we will ask no duty on lumber for 
the same period. 

But iron cannot wait a decade without some 
protection; wool and woolens cannot wait; 
cotton cannot wait. And we who are actively 
and industriously engaged in this enterprise, 
in which we are educated and skilled and 
situated for life, and who have no opportuni- 
ties to engage in other industries and pursuits, 
cannot wait any more than can these other 
interests wait. I hope, and, if it is not an im- 
proper term, I do pray that the Committee of 
the Whole will sustain this amendment, and 
stand by us for the reduction I have proposed 
to eighteen per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Thus far, Mr. Chairman, 
I have remained silent during the very inter- 
esting discussion we have had upon the tariff. 
I did not intend to participate in it at all, for 
the reason that my mind has been rather 
brought to the conclusion that we shall not be 
able to pass any tariff bill at all through the 
present Congress. J am favorable to the 

roposition of the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. 

Lyxcu, } and I will briefly give my reasons. 

The theory of our Government as I under- 
stand it is that its laws shall be equal; that 
you shall not select any particular branch of 
industry and legislate to its disadvantage, with 
a view to promote the interests of any other 
interest. Now, so far as my district is con- 
cerned, it would be advantageous to it to. have 
lumber free. But L shall not give my vote 
to make lumber free, simply because it will 

. redound to the advantage of my constituents, 
when 1 feel sure that it will strike down a very 
important interest in a very remote part of the 
country. Sir, there are but two States, I 
believe, that are now largely interested in this 
lumber business, and they are the States of 
Maine and Michigan. I feel an interest in 
giving a vote, and in exercising the power of 
my voice for the protection of their industries, 
as I would in the protection of my own con- 
stituents. 

Now, why should we strike down this lum- 
ber interest in Maine? It is to some extent 
an agricultural interest, because the lumber 
is the property of the farmer. What have 
you done by your tariff to protect the interests 
of the farmer in any section of the country ? 
T hold in my hand the New York Tribune, said 
to be the organ of the protectionists of this 
country. I suppose its utterances will have 
more significance just now for the reason that 
One of the Republican candidates for the 
Presidency of the United States was until yes- 
terday its editor. It says in the beginning of 
an article ‘‘ Our tariff is eminently a farmer’s 
tariff’? “A farmer's tariff!” Sir, I chal- 
lege gentlemen on either side of the House to 


show me wherein it isa farmer’s tariff. The 
average of duties upon the products of the il 
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soil are only about ten percent. The duty 
upon lumber, that is manufactured in many 
instances by the farmer who owns the timber, 
is now only twenty per-cent. ad valorem. Is 


These very protectionists tell us, in advo- 
cacy of the doctrine of protection, that by these 
high duties upon iron, upon steel, upon woolen 
and cotton goods, you built up a home mar- 
ket for the farmer, that is the theory; that 
you built up a home market for the farmer, 
yet you practically give the benefit of that 
market to the farmers of a foreign land. It 
has been said that the farmers pay none of 
your taxes. Sir, when you were at war, when 
your flag was in danger, when the rebellion 
broke out, upon whom did you call to go to 
the field of battle and to lay down his life in 
his country’s defense? Who rallied more 
readily during the late troubles than did the 
farmers of Maine and Michigan? Yet after 
they have fought the battles necessary for the 
salvation and preservation of the country, 
for the very existence of the Republic, after 
they have fought the battles that enable you 
to be here to-day to legislate, you propose to 
strike down their interests by making lumber 
free, at the same time pretending, as protec- 
tionists do, that you are building up a home 
market for the farmers. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, 
you have no more right to select the lumber 
interest and strike it down than you have to 
strike down the iron interest of Pennsylvania. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Perurs, | which proposes to insert 
the following: ` 

On all lumber and manufactures of Inmber tho 
duty shall be ninety per cent. of the existing duties. 

Mr. COX. May I offer an amendment at 
this time? 

The CHAIRMAN, No further amendment 
is in order. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand my colleague 
is in favor of my substitute. 

Mr. LYNCH. I shall vote for my col- 
league’s substitute in preference to my own 
amendment. I offered my proposition at the 
suggestion of several gentlemen as a compro- 
mse. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is the proposition of 
the geutleman from Maine [Mr. Periers] a 
substitute for the proposition of the gentleman 
from Maine, (Mr. Lyxcu?] 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it not in order 
to amend a substitute ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Tt is in order to per- 
fect a paragraph proposed to be inserted, as 
well as a paragraph proposed to be struck out. 
The paragraph proposed to be struck out is 
the text. The paragraph proposed to be in- 
serted is offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Lyxcu ;] and the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Perers] proposes as an amendment to 
that his substitute, which is an amendment 
in the second degree. If the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Perens] be 
voted down, another amendment can be offered 
to perfect the substitute of the gentleman from 
Maine, Mr. [Lyncu.} ; 

The question being taken on the substitute 
offered by Mr. PETERS, there were—ayes 54, 
noes 44. 

Mr. KERR called for tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

So the substitute of Mr. Perers for the 
amendment of Mr. Lyxcu was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsoy, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
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the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making appropria- | 
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tions to supply deficiencies.in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for former 
years, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate bad insisted où its amendments, disagreed 
to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 1191) 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 80, 1878, and for 
other purposes; had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to other amendments of 
the Senate ; had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votesof the 
two Houses, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate, Mr. Core, Mr. Cra- 
GIN, and Mr. Stocxroy. 

The message also anounced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, bills of 
the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the 
city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a tun- 
nel under Niagara river, and to erect and 
maintain an inlet pier therefrom for the pur- 
pose of supplying the city of Buffalo with 
pure water; 

An act (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the Hawaiian bark Florence; 

An act (H. R. No. 2318) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the tide-water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine; and 

Anaet(H, R. No, 2841) to allow the pleasure- 
yacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, and be registered under that name. 

TAREE, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BURCHARD, I move to insert “ ex- 
cept on lumber used in ship-building and for 
fencing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman . from 
New York [Mr. Cox] has given notice of his 
intention to offer such an amendment, and it 
has been held in abeyance in compliance with 
a suggestion of the Chair. The Clerk willread 
the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


„ Provided, All lumber used in fencing, ship-build- 
ing, and buildings of all kinds, shall boexempt from 
uty. 


Mr. DAWES. Why do you want to put this 
on the free list? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I would 
not wish to discuss this question any farther 
if it were not for the fact that the remarks of 
gentlemen here seem to be somewhat of a 
personal character. So faras anything I have 
done or said on this floor, I have endeavored 
not to permit personal feelings to imerfere 
with my convictions of duty. in submitting a 
proposition to reduce the daty on lumber, L 
have felt no desire to make any personal raid 
on any member or any interest or any industry 
of the country. 

The admissions of the Representatives of 
Michigan have in some degree, if not in this 
House, elsewhere, influenced my judgment as 
to the rate and necessity fora duty. i will send 
to the Clerk’s desk the testimony of a gentle- 
man whose statements I have here. 1 think 
they are entitled to great weight from the fact 
that he is one of the representatives of this very 
lumber interest. Mr. Ferry, of Michigan, 
states that the duty on lumber should be main- 
tained on account of the greater cost of stump- 
agein Michigan. ‘This is for the interest of 
eastern capitalists and land-owners, rather than 
for the laborers in the lamber States. The 
benefit inures to men who own the pine lands, 
and not to the lumbermen. It is to the inter- 
est, not of the lumbermen, but of the capi- 
talists, that the duty should be high on the 
Canadian lumber. i 

Mr. Ferry tells us that there is a great dif- 
ference in the stumpage. He states that the 
stumpage on pine in Canada is forty cents, and 
in the States it averages about three dollars 
and a half. It is a question of stumpage, 
therefore, and not a question of protection. I 
ask the Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


“Mr. Ferry, of Michigan. I presume the Sonator 
wants to state this case fairly, As it isa fact that 
the stumpage on pine in Canada is forty cents, and 
in the States the average about three dollars and 
fifty cents, would he by the remiovai of the duty of 
two dollars a thousand on Canadian lumber place 
the manufacturers of Michigan and Wisconsin at a 
disadvantage in the market?” 

Mr. PETERS. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman from Ilinois is quoting 
from the debates of the Senate. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not state where 
that was uttered. 

Mr. HOAR. I insist on the point of order. 
This is manifestly an invasion of the rule. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not state where it 
occurred, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the poiut of order. l 

Mr. BURCHARD. When I read that it 
convinced me thata reduction of duty ought 
to take place. To keep up the present rate 
of duty on lumber is only to keep up the price 
the lumber-owners ask for the timber as it 
stands in the forests. It is evident reduction 
may be made without affecting labor at all. 

The gentleman says it costs three dollars a 
thousand to planeand tougue and groove lum- 
ber, and therefore the additional duty should 
be $2 50 a thousand. I think he is mistaken 
when he says it costs any such price. Iam 
assured by lumbermen who understand the 
manufacture that it does not cost more than 
two dollars and fifty cents. He puts it at three 
dollars, which would give a duty of nearly a 
hundred per cent. on the additional value. 
The point is not whether it is better timber. 
The same timber can be brought in. Gentle- 
men say this is lumber of a better quality and 
greater value; it is clear lumber. But lum- 
ber of the best quality could be brought iu 
at one dollar per thousand duty, unplaned, 
while if planed at a cost of not exceeding two 
dollars or two dollars and fifty cents per thou- 
sand the duty is doubled and trebled. I do 
not oppose discriminations in adjusting the 
rates, but F object to such unreasonable and 
excessive protection as this would give. . 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, Iam not com- 
mitted by my amendment to any proposition 
offered either by the majority or the minority 
in the Committee of Ways and Means. I am 
not committed to any horizontal tariff, and I 
have the right whenever an item comes up 
here to make my own amendment, notin the 
interest of any class of men, but of the peo- 
ple. And that is our duty here. There are 
not more than one hundred thousand men en- 
gaged in the.lumber interest. My honorable 
friend from Ohio [ Mr. CampsE.y] would give the 
soldiers who came from Michigan and Maine, 
the men who fought so nobly and well, not 
only bounties, and pensions, and lands, but 
he would also give them something here. 
That is a new sort of argument it seems to 
me for the purpose of carrying out free-trade 
opinions, or even tariff notions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will he please explain 
to the committee the reason why iron should 
be protected fifty per cent. and lumber only 
ten per cent. ? 

Mr. COX. I cannot do that just now. I 
have already referred to that in the general 
debate. I was much struck by the astuteness 
of my friend from Maine [Mr. Prrsrs] in 
arguing this question. He said, “We would 
not ask this high tariff on lumber were it not 
that there is such a high tariff on cotton and 
on iron, and on other articles; so that we must 
all take something, that we may all be pro- 
tected one with the other; if we are to raise 
the revenue by the tariff, let it be by a fair, 
square tariff, and not by a tariff which dis- 
criminates in favor of one set of men against 
another.” Now, fiy thousand lambermen 
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are not the forty million people of the United 
States. We have all fought for the country 


| in one sense or another. 


But the gentleman from:Maine, [Mr. Fryk, | 
who spoke so eloquently a short time ago, 
said, "We do not want to encourage the 
labor across the border; they only pay the 
lumbermen there $1 25; and they are a mean 
set of men anyhow.” And yet he thanked 
God that these men were coming to Maine. 

Mr. PETERS. ‘hey will be improved by 
coming to us. 

Mr. COX. I know they will be improved 
by association with my friend from Maine, 
as I know that I have improved since I have 
been with him in this House. But the point 
I want to make is, that if wages across the 
border are $1 25 in gold, and on this side 
two dollars in currency, they can buy more of 
the real necessities of life with $1 25 in gold 
than you can bay with your two dollars in 
paper. That is where the trouble is. As I 
showed the other day in addressing the House 
ou the Clyde, in Scotland, with the same hours 
of labor, workmen can buy more of the neces- 
saries of life than in this country—more of all 
the articles which enter into the consumption 
of every family. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Lhave just about finished, and 
my time is almost exhausted. 

Mr. CONGR. 1 would ask the gentleman 
why should we not be allowed to go across the 
border and buy these things as cheaply as the 
laborers there do? 

Mr. COX, ‘The gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Concer] knows that I am opposed to 
all these tariffs which protect. [ believe that 
every load of lumber which comes by car or 
ship, bears on it a label of good will. I 
believe that free trade, whether with the peo- 
ple across the border or between nations, is 
the shuttle in the loom that makes concord 
and prosperity among the nations of the earth. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question, What sort of tariff 
is that which does not protect to the extent 
of the duty it imposes? If it is only a tariff 
of ten per cent., is it not a protective tariff ? 

Mr. COX. J have not a half minute left, 
and I cannot go into that question with the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I should think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted 
on the pending amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] to withdraw 
it that I may renew it. 

Mr. COX. I desire to have a vote on my 
amendment. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. [ererorp] also asks me to with- 
draw the amendment, that he may renew it, 
and I cannot yield to both gentlemen, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If [ renew it the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Hurzrorp] 
can also speak to it. 

Mr. COX. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment, that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Farxsworri] may renew it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.  Lrenew the amend- 
ment. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel any per- 
sonal interest in this matter of lumber. My 
constituents are no more interested than the 
constituents of other gentlemen around me. 
My constituents are no more interested in the 
price of lumber than are the people of Con- 
necticut, or the people of portions of New 
York, or of large portions of Pennsylvania and 
Indiana and other States. They are no more 
interested in this than are the constituents of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camppe.t,] 
who isin favor of this high duty on lumber. 
My constituents are not so much interested in 
the subject as the constituents of some of my 
colleagues from my own State. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] 


agrees with gentlemen from Maine because he 
says that we should put lumber upon the tame | 
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dead level as the other articles upon which we 
have made reductions of ten per cent. Well, 
Mr. Chairman, that is ‘only in the line of thig 
agreement, this ring, this arrangement, and 
by the same arrangement the gentlemen from 
Maine dare not vote for free coal or for cheap 
coal. Why? Because if they do the high- 
coal men will vote for cheap lumber. On the 
same principle the gentlemen who represent 
the salt interest do not dare vote for cheap 
lumber, because if they do they dislodge the 
high-tariff luambermen, and they will turn 
round and vote for cheap salt; and so it goes 
all around. You go to men of the South, the 
interest of whose constituents is clearly and 
directly in favor of reducing the tariff on some 
of these articles, and you will fix them up 
and induce them to vote even to the prejudice 
of their constituents, and get them into the 
same ring. 

Gentlemen talk about the lumbermen, and 
the gentleman from Ohio talks about the patri- 
olism of the soldiers of the lumber interest. 
Why, sir, a high tarif upon lumber does not 
affect the men who chop the wood, does not 
affect the men who run the mills. Reducing 
this to ten per cent., or putting it up to twenty 
per cent., does notaffect in the least these men 
who do the labor; it aflects the men up in 
Wisconsin or Michigan who have purchased 
their hundreds of thousands of acres of pine 
lands ; it affects the men up in Maine who 
have got a large domain of timber; it affects 
them, and we must put up the tariff on this 
article, not for the purpose of putting money 
into the pockets of the men who do the labor, 
not for the purpose of putting money into the 
‘Treasury, but for the purpose of putting money 
into the pockets of those who have large do- 
mains covered with timber. These are the 
only men who are benefited by it. 

‘Lhere would not be the slightest appreciable 
difference in the wages of the men who work 
in the lumber districts. ‘he difference is 
simply in the value of the timber. Why, sir, 
there are jands in Michigan which but a few 
years ago went begging at twenty cents an 
acre, which are now worth fifty to a hundred 
dollars an acre. Who owns them? The sol- 
diers? No, sir; it is the capitalists who live 
in the cities, and who are able to go and pur- 
chase large bodies of land because of the tariff; 
and, sir, the Treasury gets but a million and 
a half from the tariff on lumber. 

Mr. PETERS. Because the duty is too low. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir; if the duty 
was very low they would import more; but 
they do not. Our Treasury gets scarcely any- 
thing. Why, sir, the cost of manufacturing 
Jumber does not exceed from five to seven 
dollars a thousand ; and when there is tweuty 
per cent, duty onthe value of the timber your 
‘Treasury gels nothing, the poor man gets noth- 
ing ; but the manufacturer who uses wood, every 
man in the United States who builds a house 
or any other building, every man who uses a 
wagon is affected by this bounty which we are 
required to pay to the men who own the tim- 
ber lands. ‘That is the effect of the high tariff 
on lumber. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I oppose the amendment, 
and I will only take a moment. I wish to ask 
the House whether twenty per cent. is a high 
rate, and whether the gentleman from Illinois 
exclaiming and repeating and vociferating that 
it is, makes it a high-tariff duty. I say, sir, 
that twenty per cent. is a low-tariff duty. The 
average of the duties proposed is about forty- 
seven per cent. | presume there is hardly a 
dutiable article imported but what pays over 
twenty per cent. ‘There are very few that pay 
ten per cent., some few that pay twenty, but 
most of the dutiable goods pay more than 
twenty per cent. Sir, it is a low tariff; it is 
no more than a mere revenue tariff; it has 
uo tendency to prevent the provincials from 
supplying our market with all the lumber they 
have to spare from their production after sup- 
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plying their own consumption. And we pro- 
pose to cut down an already low duty, making 
it only eighteen per cert, instead of twenty per 
cent. ad valorem. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. FARNSWORTH] says that itis the owners 
of the land who will be affected by this. Sir, 
I deny it. I myself know better. 

The price of stumpage has been nearly. uni- 
form in the State of Maine for the past twenty 
years, with scarcely any increase beyond the 
general rise in prices. How was it when we had 
a treaty of reciprocity, under which the prov- 
inces introduced their lumber free? ‘Thestump- 
age was then as much in proportion to other 
prices as it is at the present time. Sir, I tell 
you that when distress is felt in this industry 
it first and principally falls most keenly upon 
the laborer, because he is thrown out of an 
opportunity to labor, while the man who owns 
‘the domain’? spoken of by the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Farwsworru] has ‘the 
domain’? and money and means enough to 
keep him from suffering. Every gentleman 
knows that whenever any industry is struck 
down by temporary misfortune it strikes first 
and. most heavily the laborer, because he has 
no surplus to support him. 

Now, I wish to say in addition but one thing, 
and that is that lumber and all lumber mate- 
rials used in ship-building are already on the 
free list, and placed there two years ago. 
‘Therefore, that portion of the gentleman’s 
amendment is unnecessary, and the other por- 
tion of his amendment is only a proposition 
in an indirect way to put lumber upon the free 


ist. 

I will yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Griryrrn] 
if I have any left. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Irenew it. The logie 
of gentlemen on this floor who favor a bigh 

rotective tariff is very strange to my mind. 
Bat the other day we heard gentlemen on the 
opposite side of the House say that we should 
have free salt, because it was a matter of uni- 
versal use. Now, to-day, the same gentlemen 
say they must have a high tariff on lumber, 
which is also of universal use, upon the boards 
and planks and laths and scantlings that shel- 
ter the poor from the pitiless storm. 

Where is your consistency? If salt should 
be made free, because itis of universal use and 
consumption, why should not lumber, if possi- 
ble of more universal use, be also free? Give | 
the poor man free boards, free scantlings, and 
free laths to shield his family from the falling 
snow in the cold of winter. Give the poor 
man a cheaper plow, a cheaper wagon, and 
such articles as are of universal use. Yet to- 
day we hear those gentlemen say that you 
must have a high protective tariff upon the 
very lumber that is to shield the poor from 
cold and storm. Sir, go home and tell the 
common people that you are in favor of their 
rights, and that you want to put a high pro- 
tective tariff upon the lumber that is to 
‘shelter them and their children from the cold, 
and they will say, ‘God save us from such 
friends.” R 

Mr. LYNCH. Was the gentleman in favor 
of free coal? 2 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time 
has expired. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I understand that under 
the Constitution of our country we have but 
two modes of raising revenue—direct taxation, 


I withdraw my 


: : i 
and indirect taxation or tariff, necessary to 


defray the expenses of the Government. I | 
have heard but ope gentleman on this floor 
advocate direct taxation, and I believe there 
are no others here in favor of that system. 
We then from necessity come back to the sys- | 
tem of indirect taxation, or a tariff on imports. 
That has been the uniform policy of this Gov- 
ernment from its organization to the present | 
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day. The wisdom of that course has been fully 
illustrated by the different revulsions that have 
come over this country during the different 
tariffs we have had, when low duties were 
imposed and financial and business revulsions 
and distress followed. If any gentleman will 
study the history of his country carefully he 
will draw from that history the most conclu- 
sive argument in favor of encouraging home 
industry. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] has spoken of the condition of England. 
We are told how much more of the necessa- 
ries of life the poor man can purchase in s 
foreign country, for a given sum, than he can 
in the United States, Six, on that one simple 
circumstance, the greater purchasing power 
of money in Europe than in this country, is 
based one of the strongest arguments for pro- 
tecting labor here. We are told, “Give the 
poor man cheap fuel, cheap food, cheap lum- 
ber, cheap clothing, cheap everything.’ Now, 
what has the poor man to give in exchange for 
his fuel, his clothing, and the other necessaries 
of life? Has he anything to give besides his 
labor? Has he anything but his daily toil? 
Has he anything but the product of his hands ? 
And will you destroy the purchasing power of 
his labor? Will you destroy the market for 
that labor, so that the poor man shall not have 
wherewith to buy food, or lumber, or clothing, 
or fuel, at any price? I say no; emphatic- 
ally no. 

l say, Mr. Chairman, that a protective tariff 
is altogether in the interest of labor. You 
may analyze it as you choose; you may take 
the products of the farm, the forest, the fur- 
nace, the forge, or the mill; and I say that 
the man who proposes to reduce the tariff 
strikes at the interest of the laboring man, 
diminishes his means of supplying himself and 
family with the necessaries and comforts of 
life, and thereby inflicts upon him a great 
injury, a grievous wrong, and the laboring 
men of this country understand it, 

Tell me, Mr. Chairman, how many petitions 
have we had from laboring men of the United 
States against the tariff? Not one; but. thon- 
sands in favor of it, and yet we have gentlemen 
here professing all the time to speak in the 
interest of labor and the laboring men, and 
advocating free trade. Yet whenever the 
laboring men speak for themselves, as they 
have in their petitions presented to Congress, 
they say, ‘‘ Give us the tariff; protection to our 
industry; to our Jabor.” Gentlemen assuming 
to speak here for the laboring men do so 
without authority when they urge us to strike 
down the tariff and admit foreign articles— 
goods, wares, and merchandise—composed, as 
they are almost entirely, of foreign labor, duty 
free; thus destroying and degrading American 
labor and driving it out of market; thus 


depriving the poor man of the only means of 


supporting himself and family, Talk to him 
about cheap lumber, cheap fuel, cheap cloth- 
ing, and cheap food, and then deprive him of 
the only means he has of purchasing these 
necessaries at any price, however cheap! 
What the poor man, the laboring man needs 
and must have is plenty of work at fair and 
remunerative prices; and this can only be 
secured to him by encouraging and diversify- 
ing, enlarging and developing American 
industry, and then he will take care of him- 
self. I assure you l am in favor of protecting 
the lumber business because it is protecting 
and encouraging American industry, Amer- 
ican labor. . 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateis exhausted on 
the pending amendment. — 

Mr. HERELPORD. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. x 

Mr. HAY. I willrenew it. 

Mr. DAWES. Iobject to the withdrawal 
ofthe amendment. 1 wish to be understood 
as objecting to the withdrawal of any amend- 
ment hereafter. 


amo 


_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, is 
it not in order to amend the original text? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr.. FARNSWORTH. I move then to 
amend the original text by striking out “five”? 
and inserting *‘ ten.” Lyield to my colleague, 
[Mr. Hay.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. Grirvirn] 
spoke of nobody here being in favor of direct 
taxation. Now, sir, with the limited oppor- 
tunity allowed us here for debate on the prop- 
ositions coming before us, there is no time to 
be given to the discussion of abstract princi- 
ples or theories. We are now speaking with 
reference to the present duty of twenty per 
cent, upon lumber. Iam perfectly surprised 
that gentlemen from Maine should stand up 
here and advocate that all duties upon salt 
be removed, and at the sume time ask that a 
duty of twenty per cent. be continued upon 
the article of lumber. I can sce no reason or 
consisteney in any such position. There is 
scarcely anything of more universal use in 
this country than lumber. Every man who 
needs shelter is a consumer of lumber. Indeed, 
Mr. Chairman, it is hard to conceive of auy- 
thing more universally used than lumber. If 
T *ould have my way 1 would make it free. 
All I can do now is to insist that we shall 
place the present duty upon lumber as near a 
revenue basis as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, this whole question on the 
duty of lumber was up in discussion in the 
other end of the Capitol, Senators represent- 
ing lumber-producing States defeuded that 
interest as it has been defended here to-day, 
and one of them had the boldness to stato 
before the Senate that if the duty were re- 
moved it would cost the people of the United 
States $20,000,000. When called upon to 
state how it would cost the people of the Uni- 
ted States $20,000,000, the admission was 
made thatthe duty paid into the Treasury on 
lumber imported is only $1,500,000. So, 
then, of the duty on this article of lumber 
only $1,500,000 is paid by the great body of 
consumers into the Treasury of the United 
States, while the remaining $18,500,000 of 
the $20,000,000 spoken of goes into the en- 
hanced price to these Jumbermen. This 
enhanced price goes nearly all to the benefit 
of the rich eastern owners of these forests. 

Do gentlemen on this floor know to-day 
that four hundred thousand of their fellow- 
citizens are engaged in the manufacture of 
articles from wood? very one engaged in 
these manufactures is interested to-day to sce 
this duty taken off of lumber. ‘They are not 
here crowding the lobbies, forcing their way 
into the Ways and Means Committee, asking 
that duties shall be imposed for their benefit, 
They know full well the manufactures in which 
they are engaged can derive no protection by 
the imposition of these high duties. Every 
one of them engaged in these manufactures 
from wood is interested in the removal of this 
duty from lumber. All you derive in the way 
of revenue is $1,500,000 out of $20,000,000, 
and that shows it is as near a bounty as it cau 
well be made. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish to say I 
shall vote here at all times to place the duty 
on lumber as near a revenue duty as possible. 
I believe it will be found—and the more every 
member here investigates it the more surely 
he will come to the sume conclusion—that to 
the extent we reduce these high protective 
duties the greater will be the increase of rev- 
enue. Every cent taken off of these high 
duties increases the revenue instead of reduc: 
ing it, as we are constantly reminded will be 
the result. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] AS 

Mr. KILLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Hilinois, [Mr. Burcuarp.] J shall oppose 
all such propositions; aud i suail do se on 
the broad principle that it is my duty as a pro- 
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tectionist to protect the industry of Maine, of 
the laboring men who labor in the forests of 
Maine, equally with the industry of my own 
State. What I wish. specially to call attention 
to in this connection is the strange anomaly 
which the delegation from Maine presents on 
this question, Some of them are for free salt 
and free coal. They bring in propositions: to 
let coal in duty free. They bring in proposi- 


tions to let salt in free. Yet both salt and 
coal represent more than ninety per cent. of 
labor. And while they do this in reference to 
coal and salt, they come here and ask us who are 
earnest and consistent friends of protection to 
stand by them to protect the products of their 
forests, to protect the lumber dressed in the 
State of Maine. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to support 
the proposition to legislate in favor of the 
American laborer rather than the laborer of 
Nova Scotia. I believe in the American 
system, which is to build up American indus- 
try at the expense of foreign industry. If I 
thought with the gentleman from Hingis [Mr. 
FARNSWORTH] that it was a log-rolling system, 
I would say 1 approve it entirely. Unfortun- 
ately some members seek only protection for 
their section, and do not act from broad, com- 
prehensive principle on this question. > 

This isa large country, of diversified inter- 
ests, of different climates, of varied pursuits. 
We have coal, we have iron, we have lumber, 
and we have many other productions. In 
order to protect the great industries involved 
in their production and manufacture we must 
protect. them against foreign competition. We 
are justified in doing so to stand together. Our 
interests are identical, and, looking to the 
prosperity of the whole country, 1 am for 
maintaining them all, I regret gentlemen 
from New England do not act consistently, 
and stand together with us. I should prefer 
to see them here acting upon principle, rather 
than see them actuated merely by local and 
selfish interest. I would not see them vote 
for protecting the lumber interest because it 
affects their people, and against all others; 
but I would prefer to see them in favor of pro- 
tecting every branch of American industry. It 
is only by sustaining the great principle that 
underlies this sort of legislation that we can 
justify many of these duties, We are not self- 
ish nor exclusive in my State in maintaining 
our positions, and we think we have a right 
to ask our friends from Maine to stand here- 
after by the protective principle in all its 
parts. X 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the debate will now 
be closed. 


Mr. COBURN. ‘The gentleman withdraws 
the amendment, and I renew it. 

Mr. PETERS. I move that the debate be 
closed after the gentleman from Indiana has 


been heard. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is right; the 


gentleman from Indiana has not yet been 
heard. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well; then let the debate 
be closed after the speech of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kiuiincen] has 
been arguing in favor of continuing the tariff at 
ahigh rate upon lumber, upon the ground that it 
afforded protection to American industry. It 
strikes me that if the gentleman had thought 
very long upon the subject he would have come 
to the conclusion that if we have a protective 
tariff that will keep out the lumber sawed in 
foreign countries, in a short time we will have 
no lumber industry whateverin this country to 
protect. If 1 wanted effectually to ruin the im- 
dustry of manufacturing lumber I would put on 
a probibitory tariff. Why do I say that? The 
amount of forest ın this country is limited. 
You may go out from this point westward, and 
when you strike the Wabash river there is not 
any timber worth talking about from there to | 
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the tops of the Sierra Nevada mountains; no 
pine lumber, no hard wood. Why, sir, I live 
in a State which had the finest oak, walnut, 
and poplar forests in America. 

We had vast amounts of heavy forests of 
hard-wood lumber, and we have stripped it 
almost all off. It has been burned up, de- 
stroyed, sawed, and the lumber interests of 
Indiana and Ohio are worth very little now. 
Why is this? Itis because for years, not hav- 
ing a supply from abroad, we have cleared it 
off our farms and used our lumber sawed near 
home. Our only supply from a distance came 
after the construction of railroads, made to 
the pineries of Michigan and Wisconsin. 
Most of the building lumber we now use in 
all of the western States is procured from the 
pineries of Wisconsin and Michigan. And 
the price is going up and up all the time, and 
those forests in a short time, like our own, will 
be cleared off. I speak in the interest of 
American industry and of the protection of 
the laboring men of our country, and of the 
poor men, when I say that I would throw 
down the tariff on lumber and let it in from 
Canada, where they have inexhaustible forests, 
without any limit whatever. 

I hope that if we cannot do so now, we 
shall within a very few years adopt a policy 
which will preserve our forests. How many 
days ago was it, sir, that we had here before 
us day afier day, and were gravely considering 
a proposition to force men to set out trees, 
and to compel the protection of our forests? 
If the attention of the country has been called 
to anything in connection with this matter 
more than another lately, it has been to the 
enormous destruction and waste of our for- 
ests. They are swiftly melting away, and 
soon we must go abroad for lumber. 

Mr. GRIFPITH. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. COBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. How does the gentleman 
expect to protect American labor by bringing 
in lumber from Canada? 

Mr. COBURN. The labor that is expended 
on the sawing of lumber is not the whole 
labor connected with lumber. ‘Tens of thou- 
sands of hands in this country are employed 
inthe making of furniture, the building of 
houses, in the erection of mills, in the making 
of bridges, and in the construction of myriads 
of articles out of lumber, besides those that 
are employed in saw-mills. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grirrirn] stands by 
the men employed in.the saw-mills, and I 
stand by every other laboring man in the 
country. The saw-mill year after year is 
rapidly wiping out our noble forests and soon 
we shall have none to which to resort. Both 
mills and forests will disappear. 

l hope to see the day when we will have 
lumber free, instead of any duty upon it, and 
then we will have a better protection upon all 
the branches of industry interested in this 
matter than we ever had before. I withdraw 
the amendment. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Cox’s 
amendment, to add to Mr. Lyxcu’s substitute 
as amended the following: 

Provided, That all lumber used in fencing, ship- 
building, or building of any kind shall be cxempt 
from duty. 

The question was put; and the amendment 
was disagreed to—ayes 45, noes 81. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Lynen’s 
substitute, as amended by Mr. Purers’ amend- 
ment, which was as follows: 


That on all lumber and manufactures of lumber 
the duty shall be ninety per cent. of the existing 
duties. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
that by adding ‘‘ except upon pine lumber, the 
duty upon which shall be one dollar per thou- 
sand feet.’ - 


The question was put; and the amendment 
was disagreed to—ayes 40, noes 82. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH., Imovetoadd “‘ex- | 
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cept spruce lumber, which shall be admitted 
free.” x 
The amendment was rejected. 
The question recurred upon Mr. Lynen’s 
substitute for the original paragraph of the 


bill as amended; and being put, there were— 


ayes 84, noes 41. 3 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I eall for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Farnsworru 

and Mr. Perers were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellera’ re- 
ported—ayes 77, noes 49. 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I now ask unanimous 
consent to go back to the last paragraph but 
one. I move to amend it by striking ont in 
lines twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and thirty the 
words ‘‘excepting such as may be suitable for 
use us bagging for covering cotton, or for the 
uses to which such bagging is applied ;” so 
that the paragraph will read: 


Src, 3. On all burlaps, and like manufactures of 
flax, jute, or homp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp 
shall be the component material of chief value, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem p on all oil-cloth founds- 
tions or floor-cloth canvas, made of flax, jute, or 
hemp, or of which flax, jute. or hemp shall be the 
component material of chief value, forty per cent, 
ad valorem: on all bags, cotton bags, and bagging, 
and all other like manufactures, not berein other- 
wise provided for, and not suitable for use as bag- 
ging tor covering cotton, composed wholly or in 
part of flax, homp, jute, gunny-cloth, gunny-bags, 
or other material, forty per cent. ad valorem. 


I want to state the fact that I was on my 
feet ready to offer that amendment when the 
paragraph was passed, 

Mr. KERR. 1 object to going back. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it but fair that the 
gentleman should be permitted to go back. 

Mr. PERCE. l appeal to gentlemen to 
allow us to go back. L had an amendment 
prepared to this part of the bill, but was mig- 
led because the sections are not divided and 
numbered in the printed bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that the gentleman from Alabama stated at 
the time that he supposed he was stiil acting 
under the order of the House by which the 
Committee of the Whole was to consider sev- 
eral paragraphs as one. Is there any objection 
to going back? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. T would like to know 
what he wants? 

Mr. DAWES. The Chair told the gentle- 
man from Alabama that after the lumber para- 
graph was through he would admit his amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. No, the Chair informed 
the gentleman from Alabama that he would 
give him the opportunity to ask what he has 
now asked, unanimous consent to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I object. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Is not the gentleman sat- 
isfied that thirty or forty per cent. is on his 


bagging? 
Mr. BECK. Tam satisfied that itis not six. 
Mr. BUCKLEY. It is sixty-one and a 


fourth per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the committee 
rise, that the House may direct the committee 
to go back to this section. E 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to rise is 
not debatable. The Chair would inform the 
gentleman that most likely the Speaker will 
rule that such a motion cannot be entertained 
in the House. That is a mere guess on the 
part of the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole. He does not know what the Speaker 
would decide. 

Mr. PERCI. Then Iwill allow the Speaker 
to make that ruling, and I insist on my 
motion, 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
29, noes 93. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


On insulators made of carthenware, or other 
materials, except glass, for use exclusively in telo- 
graphy, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr, KELLEY, I move to amend that 
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paragraph by striking out the words ‘ or other 
materials, except glass,’’ so as to make the 
section read, ‘‘on insulators made of earth- 
enware, for use exclusively in telegraphy, 
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.” I make 
that motion because it was brought to the at- 
tention of the Committee of Ways and Means 
that a new insulator made of earthenware had 
been ‘nvented, which is not manufactured in 
this country, on which a daty is laid; bat the 
clause, ‘or other materials, except glass,” is 
inexplicable. We do not know what it will 
admit; we do not know what they may be 
made of; we do not know but what there may 
be some new forms of insulators. Therefore, 
as no gentleman on this floor knows what the 
words mean, I move to strike them out. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to reach the same 
end as the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Keruey.] if {remember aright, the difficulty 
in fixing the rate of duty upon this particular 
insulator is because we could not tell exactly 
what it is made of. Itis made partly of earth- 
enware, and partly of something else. 

Mr. KELLEY. The earthenware one is 
clear enough; but the other, we do not know 
what it is. 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest the substi- 
tution of this phraseology: ‘‘ made in whole or 
in part of earthenware.” I dislike to put any 
knowledge I have upon this subject against 
that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KeLLeyY,] but I certainly understood that the 
difficulty about this particular case was that 
this insulator was made of a compound partly 
of earthenware. 

Mr. KELLEY. The insulator brought to 
the committee-room was an insulator of earth- 
enware, and I think that ought to be admitted 
under this duty. But to put in the words 
“made of earthenware or other materials’’ is 
to open a door for the admission of what no 
gentleman on this floor can foretell. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not oppose the amend- 
ment, but I do not think it covers the case. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think it does cover the 
case; I mean it to do so. 

Mr. STEVENSON. What would be the 
rate of duty without this paragraph? 

Mr. KELLEY. [think it would be some- 
thing like double the rate proposed here. It 
is a reduction of the duty to admit of an 
improved insulator; and that I approve of. 
It affects no American industry; but I do not 
want to open a door by which anything, I do 
not know what, may be imported at twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. š 

The question was then taken upon the 
ameudmeut moved by Mr. KeLLEY; and upon 
-a division there were—ayes 70, noes 51. 

Beforethe result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. STORM called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered ; there being twenty- 
one in the affirmative; not one fitth of a 
quorum, 

So the amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to further ansend 
the paragraph so that it will read, “on insu- 
lators made of earthenware and other mate- 
rials, for use exclusively in telegraphy, twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem.” 1 desire to say 
that i had hoped the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] would 
stand by his own bill. 

Mr. DAWES. J never was in such a fix, 
like the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Brooxs,] that I thought Icould not improve 
upon myself. [am striving to get this bill in 
such a shape as to carry out exactly what the 
committee meant. 

Mr. BROOKS. I never supposed the gen- 
tleman would get into such a fix that he would 
have to unfix himself on every item of the bill 
which he reported. 

Mr. DAWES. I never get into such a self- 
satisfied condition that I thought I could not 
improve upon myself. I will say that we bad 
before us the president of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company. 
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Mr. BROOKS. I have not spoken on my 
amendment yet; but I will take the floor after 
the gentleman is through. 

_ Mr. DAWES. No; make your speech now 
in support of your amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. I did hope that in the 
matter of intelligence, in the circulation of 
knowledge, in e ectricity, in lightning, there 
would not be this effort to tax for some un- 
known purpose whatever instruments may be 
used for the diffusion of. useful knowledge. 
This bill provides in this clanse for aduty upon 
insulators used “ exclusively in telegraphy.” 
and for no other purpose. Suppose some 
insulator or other should be invented not made 
of earthenware; why should it not be ad- 
mitted at twenty-five per cent. ad valorem, if 
used exclusively for telegraphy? Is not that 
rate high enough? Is not that a sufficient 
tax upon the diffusion of knowledge. by tele- 
graphy? 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Ways and 
Means had before them the president of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company, who ex- 
hibited a particular kind of insulator which he 
said the company was desirous of trying as an 
experiment. The Department could not tell 
exactly what rate of duty it should bear under 
the existing law, but had decided upon a rate 
which would render it impossible for the com- 
pany toimport enough for au experiment. The 
company, therefore, asked through its presi- 
dent that the duty might be fixed at twenty- 
five per cent. ; and we all agreed to have it so. 
But I do not know exactly what the insulator 
is made of. Itis my impression that itis made 
of a mixture of various materials, wherein con- 
sists its peculiar character. But my experi- 
ence in the committee-room has taught me— 
it has not had that effect upon my associate, 
[Mr. Brooxs]—that there are a good many 
people among importers who have a way of 
getting round the phraseology of our laws; 
and | have become a little suspicious of them. 
The effect I know has not been the same on 
my colleague on the committee; but such is 
the case with me. I cannot help it; it is my 
nature, I suppose. This is the reason why I 
acquiesced in the greater experience of my 
other colleague upon the committee, [Mr. 
Ketiey.] Lhope l did not commit an un- 
pardonable offense in the eyes of my friend 
from New York. I want to reach the same 
thing he does. I want to carry out the wish 
of the president of the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company. 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Brooks, it was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes twenty-three, noes not counted. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I move to amend 
by striking out in line forty-six the words 
t made of earthenware.” The reason why 
this paragraph was put into the bill was that 
it was stated an invention had been made 
abroad of insulators that resembled earthen- 
ware. Insulators of that class have not been 
used in this country by reason of the high cost, 
which is inereased by the high duty. The 
telegraph company will probably try the 
experiment of using these insulators, if the 
duty be put down; but the company cannot 
say that the insulator is made of earthenware. 
They do not know of what it is made. If they 
knew how it is made they could make is in 
this country. Tt is a fcreign invention. The 
phraseology reported in the bill was designed 
to cover this particular case. Ifthe insulator 


made abroad shall be found upon experiment | 


to be successful, it will at once be made in 
this country. The effect of this rate of duty 
is simply to introduce a new article. oe 
Now, the phrase ‘or other materials 
might in some cases lead to fraud, as my 
good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Keviey] 
suggests. But these articles, if imported, 
must be for use exclusively in telegraphing; 
and how can there be any special opportunity 
for fraud? If we are not willing to give facil- 


ities for experimenting with new articles, how 
are we ever to advance? I would prefer the 
form of phraseology as agreed to, I believe 
unanimously, by the committee. -But siace 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has been adopted the same result 
will be reached if the phraseology be modified 
in accordance with my amendment, so as to 
provide for ‘‘insulators for use exclusively in 
telegraphing.”’ 

Mr. KELLEY. I agree with the gentleman 
whose amendment we are considering, and 
with his colleague, [Mr. Brooxs,] in a desire 
to do all [ can to promote cheap telegraphing. 
At the same time [think the language of a 
tariff law ought to be precise. I heard the 
statement of my miend the president of the 
Western Union Company, and a more intelli- 
gent gentleman I do not know. He held be- 
fore us an earthenware insulator which he told 
us had come into use in England, which was 
less liable to the effects of frost than glass, and 
which, owing to the slight development of the 
pottery trade in this country, was not produced 
here, nor likely to be produced. The article 
was a cheap, coarse article, and I agreed wish 
the other members of the committee that tke 
duty should be fixed at the low rate of twenty- 
five percent. It is not to be tested in this 
country, for we were assured that it had been 
brought into general use in England. 

Now, sir, what I object to is that in doing a 
right and proper thing like this, you may insect 
in your bill phraseology which may be taken 
advantage of. ‘The good Book tells us, at least 
if we accept Ecclesiasticus as part of it, “The 
merchant shall not keep himself from doing 
wrong, and the huckster shall not be free from 
sin;” and we have learned from the testimony 
taken before the Committee of Ways and 
Means that there are many tricks known to 
the trade which we consider hardly reputable 
here. When we had the same duty on lead 
we have now statuary was free, and whole 
cargoes of leaden Franklins and leaden Wash- 
ingtous came in, and they were claimed to 
come in as statuary, although thrown into 
boxes in such a manner that their noses looked 
like juvenile base-ball players flattened down 
on their faces. Some wanted an ear, and some 
had the ears pressed out into all sorts of 
shapes. The claim was made that they came 
in free because they were statuary, and not 
Jead. Here it is provided that it may be of 
this article or other material. What other 
material? What is to prevent them from using 
any other kind of material which may be now 
subject to duty? ; 

Mr. B. H. ROBERTS. Does my friend 
from Pennsylvania know what materialentered 
into the insulator exhibited before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. KELLEY. It was said to me that it 
was common earthenware, If it be true, us 
stated then, cryolite enters into it; for the 
china made of cryolite’ is advertised as hot- 
pressed stoneware. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Common earthenware paya 
but little duty. It is only twenty-five per cent. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 67, noes 10; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOAR demanded tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objec- 
tion the amendment will be considered as 


|| adopted. . 
Mr. DICKEY. There was no quorum 
voting. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware of 
that fact. 

Mr. DICKEY. Then I insist on tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Kerey and 
Mr. E. H. Ronerrs were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 80, noes 41. 

So the amendment of Mr. E. H. Ropeats 
was agreed to. 


Mr. Ie. H. ROBERTS, IL move to insert 
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after the word “telegraphy” the words ‘“ ex- 
cept those made of glass.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

The Clerk read as follows : 

On freestone, sandstone, granite, and all building 
or monumental stone, except marble, seventy-five 
cents per ton. 

Mr. UPSON. I move to strike that out. 
Under the existing tariff the duty on those 
articles is $150 per ton. The duty is a mod- 
erate one, being not more than twenty per 
cent. ad valorem. It was imposed by the 
act of 1870, and has been in existence only 
two years. It is proposed to reduce it one 
half; and I see no good reason why this 
discrimination should be made against this 
interest of Ohio, Virginia, and other States. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the committee will 
listen to me fora moment they will be satis- 
fied this paragraph ought to be stricken out. 
Jn the first place it excepts marble from the 
reduction. The duty on other stone now is 
only seventeen per cent. on freestone and 
twenty on granite, while on marble it is more 
than three times as much. Marble should be 
reduced with it, if any reduction is made, for 
that is now subject to a duty of over seventy 
per cent. č 

Two years ago the parties interested in this 
business went before the Committee of Ways 
and Means and asked for a duty of three dol- 
lars a ton. The committee unanimously gave 
them two dollars. In the committee of con- 
ference afterward it was made $1 50, which 
is but seventeen per cent. ad valorem. This 
patgeraph proposes to cut that down one 

half, leaving it with a duty less than nine per 
cent, That will allow an unjust competition 
between the industry engaged in this works 
across the line in Nova Scotia and New Bruns- 
wick with our own. Their wages are from 
seventy five cents to one dollar and ten cents 
a day, while here they are from two to three 
doliars for dressing stone. Besides, they can 
get transportation to New York cheaper than 
we can get it down the Connecticut river. 
The duty now stands at seventeen per cent., 
and I trust the committee will strike out this 
paragraph, 

It singles out an interest, now subject to a 
very low duty, and proposes to strike it down 
by taking off one half of that duty, The 
wages of our own workmen must come down 
to a level with the workmen in Nova Scotia if 
the free-trade advocates on this floor destroy 
the little protection they have now. They 
may: thank the majority of the Democratic 
members here if this protection is taken away 
from them. The cat in the meal-tub is this: 
that a company in New York city own quar- 
ries in Nova Scotia or New Brunswick, where 
they can get cheap labor, and they seek to 
take off this duty, and bring our own labor 
down to the same rate of wages. 

One of the leading and best-informed men 
in my district writes me as follows upon this 
subject: 

“This reduction of duty will most effectually crip- 
ple our business. The New Brunswick and Nova 
Scotia quarries are close to our doors, and the cost 
of freighting stone from their quarries to our 
Atlantic ports is but a little more than the cost of 
freighting our products to the same ports. They pay 
for labor in quarrying, from seventy cents to one 
dollar and ten cents per day; we pay from two dol- 
lars to three dollars per day for the same labor. 
They pay six dollars per ton for hay; we pay from 
thirty to thirty-five dollars per ton; (we use fifteen 
hundred tons of hay anuually;) they pay no duties 
on their iron and steel; we use $10,000 worth an- 
nually, and, of course, pay duties. The taxes on 
the Portland quarries last year were over thirty 
thousand dollars; the taxes on the quarries in the 
British provinces ure a mere trifle.” 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 55, noes 48; no quorum voting. 

Mr.BROOKS. Isthe subject open for debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints Mr. 
Brooks and Mr. Upson tellers. 

Mr. BROOKS. Iam opposed to striking it 

- out. I rise to debate the question. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The committee is di- 

viding. ll 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out *‘ freestone,” 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is divid- 
ing, and debate is not in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido not desire to act as a 
teller until 1 know more of the position of the 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] as teller 
in place of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Brooxs.] 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 61, noes 71. 

So the motion to strike out the paragraph 
was not agreed to. $ 


Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following 
amendment to the peuding paragraph : 

~Strike out all after the word “ stone,” in line fifty, 
and ingert ** ninety per cent. of the existing duties ;” 
so that it will read; 

On freestone, sandstone. granite, and all building 
or monumental stone, ninety per cent. of the exist- 
ing duties. 

I simply offer the amendment, and will not 
detain the committee with any further remarks 
on the subject. g 

Mr. BROOKS. I desire to say just one 
word. I hope the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. KeLLOGG] will be content with this duty 
of seventy-five cents per ton as a protection to 
this interest in his district. We have not 
touched his cutlery. He is all right upon that. 
And we who live in New York, Philadelphia, 
and Albany, and the country surrounding 
those and other large cities, want the privilege 
of building our houses for the rich and for the 
poor with materials made as free as possible. 
I putit to the gentleman that I will not seek 
to interfere with his cutlery, if he will let my 
poor people have stone not heavily taxed. I 
ask the committee not to lay a high tariff on 
stone. I think that it onght to be made free. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wiil reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York in one word. 
supposed it would do the gentleman from New 
York or any of his neighbors one dollar's 
worth of good, without injury to others, I 
would cheerfully concede what he asks. But 
this paragraph is simply so much in favor of 
the cheap labor of Nova Scotia, and it will 
not make the stone one cent cheaper, but will 
enable them to break our business down, 
and then raise prices. There is now a duty 
of seventeen per cent., not more than one half 
what it shouid be. And there bas been a 
strike during last winter, as some gentlemen 
here know, in my district, because the em- 
ployers were not able to pay the men the 
necessary wages they were cntitled to, in their 
judgment, consistent with the profits of the 
business. It is no sufficient protection now, 
and it would afford no benefit to New York 
or any other city to cut down this duty; for 
when you destroy this business at home, the 
Nova Scotia companies will have no compe- 
tition, and will put up their prices. 

Mr. BROOKS. If cutting down the duty 

will not make the article any cheaper it would 
not hurt my friend; and why, then, does he 
resist it? 
Mr. RITCHIE. I object to this system of 
New York free trade that practically takes the 
interests of Nova Scotia under its wing. Ido 
not understand, sir, why this discrimination 
should be made, why the marble palaces of 
New York should be protected, or why the 
capitalists of New York interested in New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia quarries should be 
protected. I would like to see the principle 
of free trade applied equally or the principle of 
protection applied equally. And with that view 
Í shall vote against this discrimination in favor 
of Nova Scotia, because I am for equal protec- 
tion upon coal, stone, and everything else. 

Mr. KILLINGER. That is good Greeley 
doctrine. 

The question being taken on Mr. KeLLoae’s 
amendment, there were—ayes 50, noes 81. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On coal-tar reduced, or asphalt, pitch, bitumen. or 
cement, manufactured from coal-tar or its residuum, 
one fourth of acent per pound. 


Mr. BANKS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to this paragraph : 

Strike out the words “one quarter of a cent per 
pound ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ ninety per cent, 
of the existing duty.” ` 
e Mr. Chairman, the present duty on this 
article is twenty per cent., amounting to about 
seventy-five cents a ton. The duty proposed 
by the committee is $5 50 u ton, a very great 
increase. The articles in this paragraph are 
not a manufacture. They are strictly speaking 
the result of manufacture. The reduction of 
coal for the purpose of making gas, leaves 
coal tar, and the distillation of coal tar for the 
purpose of getting certain oils, leaves the sub- 
stances enumerated here. These substances, 
then, strictly speaking, ure not a manufacturé 
but a residuum, a raw material, For several 


years no use was made of it. Butof late years . 


it has been applied to many uses which are of 
almost universal advantage. It is used in my 
own neighborhood in the manufacture of root 
ing. Itis used also for roads and walks, In 
most of the cities and prosperous towns of 
New England a bounty is offered to citizens 
who will use asphalt, bitumen, &c., in making 
sidewalks er roads, the cities and towns con- 
tributing as much for the improvement of their 
lo@alities in this way as the individuals who 
avail themselves of the bounty. 

Now, sir, there is enough coal-tar mad 
by the gas companies of this country to satisfy 
all the demands, and, sir, there never has been 
any importation of the article at all until very 
lately, when it appears a combination bag 
been made for the control of the coal-tar pro- 
duced in this country by which the price has 
been advanced something like one hundred 
per cent., and that has afforded an opportunity 
to bring in one or two cargoes of this material 
from abroad. It costs abroad from $38 26 to 
$3 75 a ton, and the freight and other charges 
make the entire cost $5 59, so that the ex- 
penses of the importation make a protection 
of from one dollar and seventy cents to two 
dollars, with twenty per cent, duty. Now, if 
you increase the duties, as proposed here, to 
$5 60, you will make importation impossible, 
and it gives to a few individuals in this country 
a power to control the price of the article. Of 
course the committee cannot undertake to force 
in such a manner and for such a purpose such 
an inerease of duty, and I hope there will be 
general consent either that the old duty shall be 
retained, or that this article shall be included 
in the reduction of ten per cent. proposed by 
the committee. f move to strike out ‘fone 
fourth of one cent per pound”? ou the articles 
mentioned in this paragraph, and insert in 
lieu thereof “ ninety per cent. of the present 
duties.”’ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What is the 
pregent duty? 

Mr. BANKS. Twenty per cent. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the distilla- 
tion of coal-tar is a comparatively new and 
important branch of industry in this country, 
israpidly developing, aud has sprung up almost 
wholly since the last general revision of the 
tariff. Ten years ago three fourths of the pro- 
duction of the gas-works of the country were 
suffered to run to waste, To-day, fully three 
fourths of the coal-tar are consumed, employ- 
ing over one miilion dollars of capital and the 
labor of some thousands of workmeu. Lt has to 
compete with the cheap labor of Europe, as 
the average of wages paid in Hugland is five 
dollars per week; average paid in this country, 
fifteen dollars. The cost of raw material in 
England is at least ity per cent. less than in 
the United States. A large amount of coal is 
used in its manufacture, and costs much more 
here than in Europe. Iam informed by one 
who has manufactured largely, that its pro- 
ducts enter into the building, painting, glass- 
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making, roofing, paving, India-rubber, varnish- 
making, and malleable-iron manufactures, the 
preservation of wood, and many other promi- 
nent industries. The principal demand, how- 
ever, is for the oils distilled from the coal-tar, 
they being in the proportion of one and a half 
gallons of light oil and eight gallons of keavy 
oil to the barrel of tar. The balance, twenty- 
eight gallons, is termed “‘piteh,”’ “ bitumen,” 
or '*cement.’’ The latter is not all consumed, 
but. on the other hand, has accumulated in 
large quantities, a fair selling price for which 
has only been maintained by our manufacturers 
by carrying heavy stocks. 

The contract prices for coal-tar in the United 
States are from one hundred to two hundred per 
cent. higher thar in England or on the conti- 
nent ; hence the cost of the products is higher. 
The oila meet with a comparatively ready sale 
in Europe, but here the ‘* pitch,” or “ asphalt?’ 
as it is termed by many, has accumulated in 
immense quantities. In a recent visit to 
Europe this gentleman says he saw thousands 
of tons in Dublin, Glasgow, Edinburgh, New- 
castle-on-l'yne, Manchester, Liverpool, Lon- 
don, Paris. and other continental cities. It 
was offered to him then at sixteen shillings 
per ton, and it is now quoted at thirteen shil- 
lings per ton, which is less than coal-tar costs 
in the tanks at the gas-works in this country. 
The present duty is nominally twenty per cent. 
ad valorem, (‘* unenumerated articles.) It 
is asked by this bill that this be changed to 
a specific duty, making the foreign ‘asphalt’ 
or “ pitch”? cost as nearly as possible what it 
costs American manufacturers. A duty of one 
quarter of one cent per pound upon “‘asphalt,”” 
“ pitch,” “bitumen,” ‘cement,’ or ‘re- 
duced coal-tar,’’ will meet the matter, for by 
these terms the residuum from the distillation 
of coal iar is known in commerce. 

lu is very clear that this duly asked for in 
this bill is right and justto the American man- 
ufac:urer. No one opposes the duty proposed 
inthis bill unless it be a few importers, who 
desire it left off that they may realize large 
profits to the detriment of the large manufac- 
turing interests of the country now engaged in 
it as well to the injury of the working classes 
and consumers. Within a few months two 
cargoes of this t‘ pitch” or coal-tar ‘asphalt ”’ 
from England have been landed in New York 
as ‘reduced coal-tar,” entering free of duty, 
and has already entered into competition with 
the American manufacture, 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, the duty proposed in 
this bul will pass, and this indastry be pros 
tected from large importations of the foreign 
production. | have two of these factories in 
my district, and if this duty is not imposed it 
will simply close them both and throw out of 
employment many hands, and destroy a new 
and important branch of American industry. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last word. I 
believe the motion of tue gentleman from 
Massachusetts ought to prevail. I do not wish 
to occupy time, but I will simply say that this 
would be a very material increase of duty 
which was not inteuded to be made by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I was not 
aware that it was agreed upon. 

Mr. DAWES. The last remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois rather surprises me, as 
we had three or four hearings on this subject. 
Gentlemen confound asphalt with coal-tar. 
Coal-tar is just as free as water, abroad and 
here. Asphalt is a manufacture of coal-tar. 
lt is one of the many results produced out of 
coai-tar—results from experiments in chemical 
Operations which have astonished the mechan- 
ical world. Qut of it have come carbolic 
acid aud aniline dyes in all the colors of the 
rainbow, and various other articles; and every 
year there are great and material results of 
the labor upon this work. The committee do 
not propose to put any duty upon coal-tar, but 
to admit it as a raw material. It comes in 
free, but on the many results of coal-tar, for 


the sake of the labor performed on them here, 
for the sake of the result that here in this 
country as well as abroad, and here in compe- 
tition with those abroad, have been wrought 
out of coal-tar, they have put upon these 
manufactures a simple duty of $1 25 per ton. 
Coal-tar, so far as this bill is concerned, or 
any desire of the committee is concerned, is 
free. This does not interfere with coal-tar, 
In coal-tar in this country there can be no 
more monopoly than in the water which flows 
down the hill side. It rans waste in England, 
and is utilized in no way, while it can be 
brought here, and nobody would ever under- 
teko the folly of attempting to make a monopoly 
of it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I withdraw the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BANKS. I renew the amendment. I 
am not mistaken in this matter ; I understand 
perfectly well that coal-tar in itself is not the 
subject which we have in view. Coal-tar re- 
duced is the result of the distillation of gas from 
coal; and it is coal-tar reduced we are consid- 
ering. The distillation of this coal-tar reduced 
for the purpose of obtaining chemical products 
resulting therefrom leaves the asphaltum, the 
bitumen, the pitch; they are the residuums. 
They are not manufactures in the strict sense 
of the term, but they are residuums. The 
manufacture, in the first place, is the gas. In 
the second place, the asphaltum and bitumen 
and the pitek are the residuums. The naphtha, 
the carboli¢ acid, and other things of that kind 
are the results of the manufacture. 

There has been a monopoly in these articles, 
For a long time the gas companies had no use 
for them whatever. But intelligent men have 
applied them now to a great many uses, and 
their use has received encouragement in all 
parts of the country. The increase of this 
duty from seventy-five cents to five dollars and 
sixty cents a ton is for the benefit of the ring 
of men who control these residuums. That is 
the point of objection which we wake to this 
duty. 

Mr. DAWES. To whom does the gentle- } 
man allude when he refers to ‘‘ the ring?” 

Mr. BANKS. To those people who are 
urging this. 

Mr. DAWES. Who are they? 

Mr. BANKS. I cannot tell you. 

Mr. DAWES. Every manufacturer that 
uses naphtha or aspbalt in this whole country 
presented his papers before the committee for 
this protection of their industry. 

Mr. BANKS. I do not understand that at 
all. On the contrary, the parties who use this 
article in my section of the country protest 
against it very strongly. 

Mr. DAWES. We have had this urged 
upon the committee from Boston, New York, 
Cincinnati, New Orleans, from everywhere all 
over this country. 

Mr. BANKS. It is impossible that any 
such general claim can be made to increase 
this duty from seventy-five cents to $5 60 a 
ton, or more than five or six hundred per 


cent. 

Mr. DAWES. Five or six hundred per 
cent upon what? Upon what the coal-tar 
costs in England, and it is not worth anything 
in England. ; 

Mr. BANKS. Upon these very articles 
imported. 

Mr. DAWES. I will read to my colleague 
the names of those who have asked for this pro- 
vision in this bill: Page, Kidder & Fletcher, 
No. 10 Warren street, New York; J. C. Sto- 
rey & Co., 10 State street, Boston; Bar- 
rett, Arnold & Kimball, 280 East Monroe | 
street, Chicago, Illinois; St. Louis Coal-Tar 
Company, by G. H. Parsons, secretary; Page 
& Co., 98 Camp street, New Orleans; Balti- 
more Coal-Tar Manufacturing Company, by C. 
Hart Smith, president; Mica Roofing Com- 
pany, Maiden Lane, New York; Ready Roof- 
ing Company, 64 Cortland street, New York, 
by A. Robinson, treasurer. 


Mr. BANKS. My celleague asked me who 
composed the ring—— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me read some more of 
the names that I have here: Scrimshaw Pave- 
ment Company, Brooklyn, New York, by Johu 
P. Crawford, president; New York Roofing 
Company, 205 Broadway, New York, by H. 
A. Cheever, secretary; C. E. Evans, Brook- 
lyn, New York; Evans Concrete, Company, 
Washington, District of Columbia; Abbott 
Pavement Company, Brooklyn, New York, 
and Washington, District of Columbia, by H. 
L. Crawford, superintendent; W. W. Joyce, 
Troy, New York; Jonathan Taylor, pavement 
contractor for New York, Brooklyn, Philadel- 
phia, Washington, New Orleans, Vicksburg, 

c.; the American Nicolson Pavement Com- 
pany, New York. 

Mr. BANKS. Very well; these are the 
men who constitute the ring. Idid not know 
who they were before. I thank my colleague 
for giving me their names and addresses, 

Mr. DAWES. Those are the men who buy 
this article. 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir; those are the meu 
who controlit in this country. As I have under- 
stood, and I have the papers before me, they 
have made arrangements by which they con- 
trol all this article in this country. And they 
have induced my colleague and his associates 
of the Committee of Ways and Meang to 
increase the duty from seventy-five cents to 
five dollars and sixty cents per ton in order 
that they might make the price of this article 
just exactly what they pleased. They are tho 
ring that has done this, and it is only one of 
the rings in the country for controlling the 
necessaries of life. 

Mr. KERR. For one, as a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, I desire to 
say that I want the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Bangs] to be 
adopted. I believe all he says to be true. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BANKS. I ask consent to read a 
letter on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. BANKS. A letter which I hold in my 
hand states that— 

“The parties who are asking for an inoreaso 
of duty on coal-tar, rednead asphalt, bitumen, or 
cement, L am credibly informed, wasted last year 
by filling in streets forty thousand barrels of thoir 
asphalt. Itis known and can be proved, if negos- 
sary, that they proposed to their seniors in business 
that the two concerns should unite in the control of 
all the coal-tar of this country and keep up the price 
to the consumers, wasting the surplus, which prop- 
osition was rejected,” 

Mr. DAWES. What is the name of the 
writer of that letter? 

Mr. BANKS. Well, sir; I know his name. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Banks, there were—ayes 86, 
noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On acids, namely: acetic, five cents per pound; 
carbolic, liquid, ten per cent. ad valorem; gallic, one 
dollar per pound; sulphuric, fuming, (Nordbausen,) 
one cent per pound; tannic, one dollar per pound; 
tartaric, ten cents per pound, 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out in the 
first line of the paragraph just read the words 
‘acetic, five cents per pound,’’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

Acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous of specific grav- 
ity 1.047 or less, five cents per pound; acotic, ace- 
tous, and pyroligneous, of specific gravity over 1047, 


thirty cents per pound. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. What is 
the present duty? ‘ 

Mr. KELLEY. The present duty is twenty- 
five cents a pound on one and eighty ceuts on 
the other. 1 propose to reduce it to five cents 
on one and thirty on the other. f 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido not think this House 
is a proper place to pursue chemical studies. 
It is impossible to legislate intelligently upou 
a matter so obscure. 


3460 


Mr. KELLEY, I will explain the amend- 
ment to the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman may explain 
it to the House, but it will be very hard for 
him to explain it to me. 

Mr. KELLEY. The duty on these acids 
was fixed when the rate of spirit tax was two 
dollars. That tax having now been reduced 
to fifty cents, it is felt that the duties on these 
acids should be reduced proportionately. A 
proposition was submitted to the Committee 
of Ways and Means to reduce that which now 
pays twenty-five cents per pound to five cents 
a pound, and that which now pays eighty 
cents to thirty-five cents, which would be very 
nearly a restoration of the duties existing be- 
fore the war, allowing simply for the present 
spirit tax. 

Mr. BROOKS. Let me ask the gentleman 
why be did not bring this matter before the | 
Committee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. KELLEY. It was brought before the 
Committee of Waysand Means, and was agreed 
to by that committee. 

Mr. BROOKS. Why, then, was it not 
reported? 

Mr. KELLEY. How it happens not to 
have been reported I do not know; reference 
to the records of the Clerk would, I appre- 
hend, show. The gentleman himself will rec- | 
ognize the little pamphlet which [ hold in my 
hand, embodying the reductions which ought 
to be made in acids and chemicals in view of 
the reduced rate of spirit tax. The language | 
of my amendment is taken from that pamphlet, | 
of which each member of the committee had | 
several copies. The rates proposed by me 
were agreed to unanimously in committee. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

' Mr. BURCHARD. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he withdraw his amendment, and 
let the proposition be considered by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to-morrow morn- 


ing. 
Mr. BROOKS. I concur in that suggestion. 
The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Keuvny, it was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On acetates of ammonia, twenty-five cents per | 
pound; baryta, twenty-five cents per pound; iron, | 
twenty-five cents per pound; lead, brown, five cents 
per pound; lead, white, ten cents per pound; mag- 
nesia, twenty-five cents,per pound; potassa, twenty- 
five cents per pound; soda, twenty-five cents per 
pound ; strontia, twenty-five cents per pound; zine, 
twenty-five cents per pound. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘lead’’ before ‘white, in 
line sixty-four. This amendment is merely 
verbal, making the language clear, without | 
changing at all its purport. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On blue vitriol, three cents per pound. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move) 
to strike out the paragraph just read. I make } 
this’motion principally for the purpse of ask- 
ing my colleague, the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, why the duty on ; 
this article has been reduced two fifths? I; 
would be glad to know on what ground the! 
reduction has been made. There is here a 
large reduction of forty per cent. There is 
not the same reduction on copper; and there 
ought to be this reduction here, this being the 
sulphate of copper. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not understand it to be 
but fifteen per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
itis as I stated. 
Mr. KERR. 

er cent. 

Mr. DAWES. When the bill was reported 
frora the Committée- of Ways and Means the 
duty on blue vitriol'was fixed at four cents a 
pound; but when the bill was reported back | 
it was put in at three cents per pound. It} 
was originally in the old bill at four cents a | 
pound. 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
H 
| 
$ f 
Yes, sir, | 
| 


Tt is but a reduction of twenty | 


| 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
modify my motion, then, so as to strike out 
“three”? and insert ‘four;’? so as to make 
the duty on blue vitriol four cents per pound. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 41, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
tellers. This is what it should be, and what 
the committee originally reported it. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair ap- 
pointed Mr, BUTLER of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
Kerr. 

The House again divided; and there were— 
ayes 55, noes G7. 

So the amendment of Mr. Burer, of Mas- 
sachusetts, was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On quinia, twenty-five per cent, ad valorem, 

Mr. CONGER. I moveto strike out “‘twenty- 
five per cent’? and insert ‘ften per cent.” 
Mr. Chairman, that is the basis of a medicine 
universally used in this country, and is not pro- 
duced in this country at all. Quinia I say is 
the basis of a medicine in universal use. 

Mr. KERR. Especially in Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. It is used by the poor of 
ourcountry, and is a universal necessity where- 
ever there is sickness and disease in the land. 
I ask that it may be reduced to ten per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
not be made. 

Mr. CONGER. In the salubrions and 
healthy region where [ dwell it istimmaterial 
to me and my constituents generally whether 
this amendment be adopted or not; but from 
the countenances of gentlemen around me and 
from the region they represent, ] know this is 
the basis of a medicine which with them is a 
necessity. It is the basis of a medicine needed 
in every section of the country by nearly all 
the people who may suffer from sickness or 
disease. Itis not produced in this country. I 
desire the constituents of my friends who dwell 
in sickly regions to have this medicine us 
cheaply as possible. ; 

Mr. KELLEY. I was on the floor when 
the gentleman finished his first speech. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the present duty on 
quinia is forty-five percent. advalorem. The 
Dill proposes to reduce it to twenty-five per 
cent. {tis one of the most valuable of medi- 
cines, and one involving a great deal of care 
in its preparation. It is one which pays very 
heavily the spirit tax, tbe present rate of 
spirit tax adding about twenty cents an ounce 
to qninia. There are but few houses in the 
world whereit is manufactured—two in France, 
two in England, aud two inthe United States. 
Gentlemen may speak of its being a monopoly. 
If so it is divided equally between England, 
France, and the United States. The article is 
selling cheaper to-day in the country than it 
can be imported ; and, as [have said, an ounce 
eannot be produced without paying from fif- 
teen to twenty cents on the existing spirit tax. 
I think, therefore, a larger reduction than from 
forty-five to twenty-five per cent. would be ex- 
tremely injudicious, aud peril the production 
of one third of the article produced in the 
world by closing up the American establish- 
ments and throwing us upon those of France 
and England. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Are not 
the spirits in which Peruvian bark is macerated 
redistilled ? 

Mr. KELLEY. To some extent, yes; but 
the spirits are volatile. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
than aleohol. 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, yes; I mean to say 
this, that it is the purest alcohol which can be 
obtained, and the alcohol while saturated with 
it is put into heating furnaces or exposed to 
the heat of the sun when the wind will permit, 
and the spirit is exhaled; so that you canuot 
produce an ounce of it under the sixty-live or 
sixty-eight cents tax paid by spirits, equiva- 


I hope that reduction will 


Not more 
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lent to the $1 30 on alcohol, without paying 
spirit taxes to the amount I have described. 

_ Mr. FARNSWORTH. In all the discussion 
that has taken place upon this bill to-day and 
heretofore one thing is very remarkable; and 
that is the absence of all allusion to the rev- 
enue, and the usefulness of the article which 
itis proposed to tax. The eutire discussion 
is directed toward somebody somewhere who 
can make more or less money if the tariff is 
high or low. The whole drift of it is in that 
direction. And even when you come to the 
subject of medicines, of quinine, which men 
must have when they have the ague, a medicine 
which is as necessary to have as a drink of cold 
water when a man is parched with fever, the 
only discussion upon it isin regard to the 
effect it will have upon some fellow who is 
manufacturing the bark into quinine. Some 
people in this country would levy a tax upon 
fever. ‘They tax ague. 

A Menger. Could we not have a prohibit- 
ory tax on ague ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They would tax 
disease, provided only they could thereby fill 
the pockets of some manufacturer somewhere}; 
as if a man is not shaken enough with the 
chills, but you must seize him by the throat 
and shake a little money out of him, making 
him pay more for the quinine, which will stop 
the chills, and all for the benefit of some fek 
low up in Philadelphia who grinds this bark. 
It is a pretty commentary upon this whole 
system of grab which constitutes your tariff. 
In using that word I ouly quote the language 
of another, a distinguished member of the 
House. The word ‘grab?’ is not original 
with me, Or it may be described, as the gen- 
tleman from New York called it the other 
day, as a system of petty larceny. Ido beg 
gentlemen, for God’s sake, to keep hands off, 
and not steal the quinine from sick men. You 
may steal on iron, you may steal on lumber, 
you may steal on salt, you may steal on all 
those things; but, for God's sake, do not steal 
on quinine. Do not put a duty on that, Do 
not enhance the price of an article which the 
cadaverous-looking, yellow-faced, saffron col- 
ored poor devil of a fellow must have in order 
to stop his chills. 

Mr. McCORMICK of Missouri. I wish to 
say to the committee that L believe that with 
the exception of Rosengarten & Sons, and 
Powers & Weightman, there are no manufac: 
turers of quinine in the United States. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Where are they? 

Mr. McCORMICK of Missouri. Both of 
these manufacturers, I believe, have their 
establishments in the city of Philadelphia ; 
oue of them may be in New York. 

l desire also to say, Mr. Chairman, that in 
the valley of the Mississippi river, iu my opin- 
ion, quinine costs the people more money than 
all the other family medicines used in this nar 
tion. Of all preparations for the cure of ague 
of which I have any knowledge, the principal 
curative agent, the patent nostrum, is quinine, 
It has to be provided in almost every family 
in all the malarial districts of this country, It 
ig an article of prime necessity, aud if it is 
proper that salt should be pat upon the free 
list, if it is proper that the health and life of 
this nation should be protected by any action 
of this Congress, they shouid put this article, 
indispensable to the bealih and life ofthe 
American people. upon the free list. I there- 


| fore move that quinine be put upon the free list. 


The CHAIRMAN. That motion will be 
in order when the free list is reached. The 
question is now upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Coyaer] to 
substitute in this paragraph ‘ten per cent.” 
for ‘¢ twenty-five per cent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish my friend to wait five 
minutes until half past four o’elock, the regu- 
lar time for rising. 


1872. 


Mr. DICKEY. TI insist on my motion. We 
have done a great deal of business to-day. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 
75, noes 70. 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Dickty were appointed. . 

The. committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 64, noes 54. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
WHEELER reported that, pursuant to the order 
of the House, the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to re- 
duce duties on imports and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Irise to a gues- 
tion of privilege, and present the report of 
the committee of conference on the deficiency 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (A. R. No, 1654) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deticiencies in the appropriations for the service 
ef the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1872, aud Jur former years, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and tree conference bavo 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recedo from their amendments 
numbered 20, 27, and 57, 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 5,7, 28, 30, 35, 37, 58, 56, and 62; and agros 
tothe same, o 

That the Senate recede from their first amendment, 
and agree to the amendment of the House to said 
amondment, 

That the Nouse recede from their disagreement 
to the third amondment of the Senate, and agree to 
the same with the following amendments: in lino 
two of said amendment, strike out the following 
words “to pay the,” and insert in lieu the words 

‘that the payment of; ” and in the same line, insert 

the word “actual” after the werd “for;” and 
strike out of said amendment all after the word 
“President,” in line five, down to the end of line 
six, aud insert in licu thoreofthe following words: 
“is hereby authorized ;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the TTouse recede from tho first clause of 
their amendment to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate. 

Aud that the Sonate recede from their disagree- 
ment tothe second clause of the amendment of the 
House to said amendment and agree to thosame, , 

That the Senate recede from so much of their 
twenty-fifth amendment as proposes to insert 
words; and the Louse agree to said amendment as 
s0 modified, : 

That the Mouse recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-sixth amendment of the Senate, and 
ugreo to the same with the following amendment: 
in line five of said amendment, strike out tho word 
tone” and insert in licu thereot the word ‘‘two;” and 
the Senate agree to the samo. J vgs 

That the Mouse recede from their disagreement 
to the thirty-first amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
restore tho word “three” to the bill; and in line 
soven on page 13 of the bill, strike out the words 
“and filty;” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the Mouse recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-second amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with tho following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out by, 
mont, insert the words “and twenty-live;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. n te 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 


the thirty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree | 


to the same with the following amendment: in 
licu of the words inserted by said amendment, insert 
the following words, “six hundred and twenty-five; 
aud the Senate agree to the same. , 

‘That the Senate recede from their forty-second 
amendment, and agree to the amendment of the 
House to said amendment. : 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-eighth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in lieu 
the words stricken out by said amendment, insert 
the following words: } 
priation shall continue available until June 39, 18733” 
and the Senateagreetothesame. | 

That the Sonate recede from their disagreement 
to the several amendments of the House to the 
eleventh, twenty-fourth, thirty-sixth, thirty-eighth, 
forty-first, furty-third, forty-sixth, forty-ninth, and 
fiftieth amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
Bale, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I call the par- 
ticular attention of the House to the portion 


by said amend- ! 


~“ Provided, That this appro- | 
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of the report which is about to be read, as it 


was the subject of chief disagreement between 
the two Houses. 


The Clerk read the following: 


That the Ilouse recede from their amondmen 
the sixty-fourth amendment of the Sonate, had 
agree to tho same with an amendment, as follows: 
substitute in licu of said Sonate amendment the 
following: “That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay to the Jawful owners, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, of all cotton seized after the 30th day 
of June, 1865, by the agents of the Government 
unlawfally and in violation of their instructions, 
the net proceeds, without interest, of tho saies of 
said cotton actually paid into tho Treasury of tho 
United States: Provided, That tho receipt thereof 
shall be taken and received in full satisfaction 
of all claims against the United States for or 
on account of the seizure of said cotton, And a 
sufficient sum for such payment is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Troasury not otherwise 
appropriated: And provided further, That the fore- 
going provisions shall not apply to any claim now 
pending before the Court of Claims, nor to any 
claim not filed in the Treasury Departinent within 
six months after the passage of this act; and the 
sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated for tho pay- 
ment of the necessary expenses of defending tho 
United States in respect to claims for said proceeds, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury ;” and tho Senate agroo to the same, 
CORNELIUS COLE, 
J. L. ALCORN, 
Managers on the purt of the Senate. 


JAMES A. GARFIELD, 

LUKE P. POLAND, 

8. S. MARSHALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


I concur in the recommendations of tho con- 
ferees except—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That will do. 

Mr. RANDALL, I call for the reading of 
the whole. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


I concur in the recommondations of the con- 


ferecs except to that in tho sixty-fourth amendment 
of the Senate, to which I respectfully dissent. 
JOUN SHERMAN. 


Mr. DICKEY. I move that that part last 
read be expunged. : 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I was about to 
arrest the reading of it, because 1 do uot 
believe that it makes any part of the report 
whatever. A conferee may sign or may not 
sign; but it makes no difference in this case, 
because two names of the Senate conferees 
are signed in full, making it a conference 
report. It has passed the Senate, and only 
the action of the House is needed. I will say 
in reference to the chief point that the Senate 
receded from the Morrill amendment and 
agreed to the House amendment, with modi- 
fications suggested by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, and which have been heard in the 
reading of the report. They consist first iu 
putting in after ‘seized’? the words ‘“unlaw- 
fully and in violation of their instructions ;”’ 
second, in limiting the time within which 
élaims for this property may be filed; and 
third, in appropriating $20,000 for the pay- 
ment of necessary expenses of defending the 
United States in respect to claims, &c. Unless 
some gentleman wishes to ask a question Í 
wiil move the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will not 
be asked to act upon a report of a committee 
of conference where so many amendments 
have been in question without more full con- 
sideration. 

Mr. DICKEY. L 
inquiry, and it is whether if a gentleman 
chooses to prefix a few remarks to his signa- 
ture to the conference report they are to go 
into the Globe or be journalized ? 

Mr. COX. [think we had better leave it 
alone. 

Mr. DICKEY. I make a parliamentary 
inquiry. One geutleman has signed the con- 
ference report with qualifications. I wish to 
know if that is to go into the Globe or to be 
journalized ? 
Mr. SARGENT. The only difficulty about 
the matter is that it may be used as a prece- 
dent, which ought not to be done. 

The SPEAKER. Neither the House of 
Representatives nor the Senate can have a 


I rise to a parliamentary j 


division of a conference report; it must bo 
accepted as a whole or rejected as a whole. 
The Chair, therefore, thinks it is irregular for 
any conferee to sign a report of a committee 
of conference with a condition. It is hig right 
to sign it or to decline to sign it; but he has 
no right to sign it with a qualification of his 
signature. That is a right which the entire 
Honse does not reserve to itself. The House 
of Representatives does not reserve to itself 
the right to receive a report of a committee 
of conference with a condition. At the same 
time, as this report has come from the Senate 
without any objection on this ground, the Chair 
hopes that no point will be made upon it here. 
If it were a House member of the commit- 
tee of conference who had undertaken to sign 
this report with a qualification, the Chair would 
feel like insisting upon the point,- But as it 
has been done by a senatorial conferee, the 
Chair hopes that no further notice will be 
taken of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A conferee unquestion- 
ably has a right to say why he cannot ugree to 
the whole or any portion of the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER, That is not the point. 
No conferee has the right in the report to say 
why he does not agree to it or any part of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isnot said in the report, 
It is merely attached to the paper upon which 
the report is written. 

The SPEAKER. There is no precedent 
whatever for any member of a conference 
committee attaching to the paper on which 
the report is written the reason why he does 
not sign it, or does not concur in any particu- 
lar portion of it. le has the undoubred 
right to state that reason in the body to which 
he belongs as a member of that body, but 
he has no right to take to himself personally 
a privilege which the entire House dues not 
possess. le must either assent to the repont 
as a whole or dissent from it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It would be 
manifestly improper for me, as one of the 
conferees on the part of the Louse, to state to 
the, Senate my objections to the report of a 
committee of conterence. That objection I 
can state here in the House of which I am a 
member. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Was 
there ever a parliamentary precedent for a 
report from a minority of a committee of con- 


| ference? 


Mr. DICKEY. You cannot stick a stump 
speech in a couference report. 

The SPEAKER. The report of a commit- 
tee of conference must have the signatures of 
two members ofeach branchassenting thereto ; 
that makes the report. The third member of 
either branch may or may not agree to the 
report. If he does not sence to it, he has the 
right, in the body of which he is a member, to 
state his reasons for his dissent. But he has 
no right to give his reasons for dissenting on 
the report itself; he bas no right to assent to 
one portion of the report and dissent from 
another portion, for the reason that by so 
doing he would take to himself what the aggre- 
gate body of which he is a member has not the 
right to do. The Chair explains this matter 
only because, as was suggested, it might other- 
wise be taken as a precedent. It is the un- 
doubted right of a couferee to withhold his 
assent, but it must be withheld altogether. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Jn this case, what the con- 
feree has put upon the paper as‘his reason for 
not signing the report is no part of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has had as 
long an experience in this House as the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] bas had. 
But it has never been within the kuowledge 
of the Chair that a conferee has signed a report 
agreeing to a portion of itjánd disagreeing to 
another portion of it. 

Mr. PETERS. Is it anything more or less 
than a mere speech? 


The SPEAKER. Tho Chair considered 
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that the chairman of the Committee on Ap- | 
propriations was right in stopping the reading | 
of the report when the names of the two sena- 
torial signers had been read, because those | 
two signatures completed the report, the ma- 
jority of the conferees having agreed to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I raised the point be- 
cause I knew of the conditional signature, 
and I wanted it settled whether it amounted 
to anything or not. 

Mr. DICKEY. As that conditional signa- 
ture is a nullity, I hope it will not go either 
upon the Journal of the House or into the 
Globe. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say, 
in justice to the Senator whose name is ap- 
pended to the report, that it was not put there 
at his own suggestion. After the conference 
had been concluded and the report signed, a 
request was sent to us that the report be sent 
back, as there was a desire on the part of the 
chairman of the Senate conferees that the dis- 
senting Senator should write on the report 
that he had no objection to any other than 
that single point. The Senator who has thus 
signed his name there informed me that he 


did so upon this request from another Senator. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 


there is another case arising sometimes upon į 
a conference report which does not partake |! 


of the same character as this, though it may 
have been confused with it in the minds of 
some members. 
of a conference committee to report that they 
have agreed upon a certain uumber of amend- 
ments, and have not been able to agree upon 
other amendments. In such a case, if the 
report be adopted, the two Houses are brought 
together upon the amendments on which the 
conferees have agreed. But on all such 
amendments the conferees must sign without 
conditions, leaving still to be adjusted those 
amendments on which they have not agreed. 
But such a case as that presents altogether a 
different phase from the one now before the 
Honse. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As this addi- 
tional signature is no part of the report, Lask 
that only the names of those who do agree to 
the report shall be printed in our records, 

Mr. DICKEY and others. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct, 
unless some gentleman raises a farther ques- 
tion, that the conference report shall be en- 
tered upon the Journal of the House as signed 
by the three House conferees and two sen- 
atorial conferees, which makes a perfect 
report. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now call the 
previous question on the adoption of the 
report. d 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main quéstion ordered. 

Mr. SLATER. I desired to call the atten- 
tion of the House to one of the amendments, 
and | understood the gentleman from Ohio 
had agreed to yield to me. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is true, 
but so much time has already been occupied, 
and it is now so late, that unless the gentleman 
can proceed by unanimous consent I cannot 
yield. 

Mr. SARGENT and others objected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
now take a recess. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
BON, one of its clerks, announced that the | 


It is within the competence | 


ft 


Senate had passed with amendments a bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 1672) granting to the 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right of way; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing 
fora more effective system of quarantine on 
the southern and Gulf coasts. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

An act (S. No. 662) authorizing the con- 
struction ot a railroad bridge across the Ohio 
river at Mount Vernon, in the State of Indi- 
ana; 

An act (S. No. 677) to authorize the Secre- 
tury of War to accept the peninsula in Lake 
Erie, opposite the harbor of Brie, in the Siate 
of Peunsylvania ; 

An act (3. No. 799) to amend af act enti- 
tled ‘An aat to regulate the foreign coasting 
trade on the northern, northeastern, and 
northwestern frontiers of the United States, 
and for other purposes;”’ 

An act (S. No. 812) to provide for furnish- 
ing trusses to disabled soldiers; and 

An act (S. No. 1099) to grant an American 
register to the British brig Balear. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the 
House take a recess till half past seven o’clock 


p. m. ; 

Tbe motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at five o'clock p. m.) the House took a 
recess till half past seven o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House, at half past seven o’clock p. m., 
resumed its session, Mr. WHeeLer in the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
meets this evening in obedience to the order 
of the House to receive reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back a bill (H. R. No, 
1017) to prevent and punish the obstruction of 
the administration of justice in the courts of 
the United States, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that if 
any person or persons shall corruptly or 
maliciously, or by threats or force, endeavor 
to influence, intimidate, or impede any grand 
or petit jury or juror, witness, or officer in 
any court in the United States in the discharge 
of his or their duty, or shall corruptly, 
maliciously, or by threats or force, influence, 
obstruct, or impede, or endeavor to influence, 
obstruct, or impede, the due administration 
of justice therein, every person or persous so 


| offending shall be liable to prosecution there- 


for, by indictment or information, and shall, 
on conviction thereof, be punished by fine not 
exceeding $8,000, or by imprisonment. not. 
exceeding three years, or by both, according 
to the nature and aggravation of the offeuse; 
and such offense sbail also be deemed a con- 
tempt of court, and may, in the discretion of 
the court be summarily punished as such. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out these words: “and such offense shall 
also be deemed a contemptof the court, and may, in 
the discretion of the court, be summarily punished 
ag such.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which tbe bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF ORIERS AND BAILIEFS, 


Mr. PETERS, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 452) regu- 
lating the compensation of criers of the United 
States courts, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that criers 
of the United States courts shall be entitled to 
receive the same compensation for travel and 
attendance which jurors in said courts are 
entitled to. 

The amendment was read as follows: 


After the word ‘‘ oriers,”? in line three, insert the 
words ‘and bailiffs.” * s 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETERS moved to amend the title by 
adding the words ‘‘and for other purposes.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

CRIMINALS TO TESTIFY IN THBIR OWN BEHALF, 

Mr. PETERS, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 21) to 
allow persons accused of crime to testily in 
their own behalf in the courts of the United 
States, with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in 
criminal trials the respondent, at his election, 
may be a witness in hisown bebalf in all cuges 
tried in the United States courts held withia 
any State where, by the statules thereof, per- 
sons accused of crime are allowed such privi- 
lege ; and in case such respondent offers him: 
selfasa witness he may also be cross-examined 
by the Government, but in no case shall an 
omission by any such person to testify in hig 
awi bebalt be regarded as any evidence of hia 

uilt. 

Mr. PETERS. We have passed a bill by 
an overwhelmmg majority allowing the privi- 
lege without qualifications. As there is some 
doubt whether the bill will pass the Senate, 
this provides for extending it only to the Uni- 
ted States courts where the same privilege is 
allowed in the State courts. 

The bill was ordered to ba engrossed for a 
third reading; and being eugrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, und passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; aud also inoved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LAKE ERIK PENINSULA. 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, moved 
to take from the Speaker's table a bili (8. No. 
677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsula in Lake Brie, opposite 
the harbor of Erie, in the State of Penusyl- 
vania, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
empowers the Secretary of War to receive and 
accept from the marine hospital of Pennsylva- 
nia, a corporation duly incorporated by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the tile to a 
piece or parcel of land, being the peninsula 
lying to the northward of and inclosing the 
Bay of Presque Isle, and containing two thou- 


jsand and twenty four acres, more or less, to 


be held by the Government of the United 
States for the protection of the harbor of 
Erie, provided that the deed conveying the 
same shall not be received or accepted until 
the title to the same is complete and inde- 
feasible, nor unless the acceptance thereof 
shall be recommended by a board of officers 
appointed by the President. ; 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire whether 


that implies or requires the necessity of any 
-expenditure on the part of the Government? 
Mr. PETERS. Notatall. The land was 
~ considered valueless, and given by the State 
of Pennsylvania to the present corporation. 
It has been feared it might injure the harbor, 
and the Pennsylvania Legislature has taken 
action. The Attorney General saysit is neces- 
sary for us to accept the deed. It will cost 
nothing. ; 

Mr. CONGER. It may cost nothing, but 
there is certainly connected with this acquisi- 
tion by the General Government the necessity 
of closing a large breach which has been made 
from the lake into the harbor. 

Mr. PETERS. 
of land is covered with a grove, and there was 
a proposition to cut it down, but the engineers 
thought it would be injurious to the harbor to 
do so, The idea is to let the grove remain, 
and by resisting the wind it will have the 
effect of protecting the harbor. The question 
is whether we will accept the gift. 

Mr. CONGER. I should wish that there 
was-a distinct understanding on the point to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Let the bill be again re- 
ported. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwill only further say that 
when there is a demand for an appropriation 
from the Committee on Commerce next win- 
ter I shall call upon these gentlemen to remem- 
ber what has been stated to-night. 

Mr. PETERS. They do not ask for any 
money, and never will ask it. 

Mr. SHANKS. Would it not be well to 
say so in the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. That would not bind 
anybody. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Peters] whether 
there is any objection to incorporate in this 
bill a provision that the acceptance of this 

rant shali impose no obligation upon the 
nited States ? 

Mr. PETERS. Not the least objection in 
the world. Put it in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire, then, to add these 
words to the bill: 

Which rcceptance of said grant shall not impose 
any obligation on tho United States. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Any lawyer would know 
that it could have vo such effect. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is an obligation on 
the part of the Government to receive it. The 
amendment would be meaningless, and if not 
meaningless, it would be mischievous. 

Mr. PEFERS The genilemen around me 
think that the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman from Indiana would be either mis- 
chievous or meaningless. I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist on offeringit. There is no 
obligation imposed on the United States by 
this bill; but if those words were inserted 
they might be construed to imply something 
that was not intended. Of course there is au 
obligation imposed on the Government to 
receive the gift. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question was ordered. 

The amendment offered by Mr. HOLMAN 
was agreed to. 

The bill. asamended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OATHS OF OFFICE. 


Mr. PETERS. I am instructed by the Com- 
mitteeon the Judiciary unanimously to report 
as a substitute for. the bill H. R. No. 18, and 
the bill H. R. No. 521, a bill to repeal what 
is commonly called the iron-clad oath. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection 
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I understand that this piece | 
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Pee reported as a substitute will alone be 
The bill (H. R. No. 2779) to repeal certain 

statutes prescribing an oath of office was 

received, and read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, 

The bill was read. It repeals an act enti- 
tled “ An act to prescribe an oath of office, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 2, 1862, 
and an act entitled “An act prescribing an 
oath of office to be taken by persons from whom 
legal disabilities shall have been removed,” 
approved July 11, 1868. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF MARSHALS, ETC., IN -THRE SOUTA. 


Mr. PETERS. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report a joint 
resolution to amend the joint resolution ap- 
proved March 2, 1867, as a substitute for a 
joint resolution referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The substi- 
tute alone, if no objection is made, will be 
read. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 152) amend- 
ing the joint resolution approved March 2, 
1867, was received. and read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The question was on ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides 
that the joint resolution prohibiting payment 
by any officer of the Government to any per- 
son not known to have opposed the rebellion, 
aud in favor of its suppression, approved March 
2, 1867, shall not be construed to apply to any 
sums due for services rendered prior to April 
1, 1861, under contracts made with the Post 
Office Department for carrying the mail, nor 
to any sums due for services rendered before 
April 1, 1861, by marsbals or enumerators in 
taking the eighth census; provided, however, 
no such sums shall be paid so far as compen- 
sation for the same may have been made to 
any claimants by the governments of the States 
lately in rebellion. 

Mr. CONGER. T dislike to oppose this res- 
olution now, because I dislike to call for a 
quorum, but certainly I do not feel satisfied 
that the resolution should pass. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw it until the House is 
fuller. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, the United 
States owes certain marshals or census enum- 
erators for services prior to the war, and they 
owe certain postmasters and mail carriers for 
services rendered prior to the war. The confed- 
| erate government paid them in part, and per- 
haps largely, but there is a balance due them. 
It is for services performed before the rebellion 
and while they were loyal citizens; and the 
Committee on the Judiciary have come to the 
! conelusion, without dissent, that old scores 
ought to be rubbed out; that the time has 
come to pay the bill which we honestly owe, 
whether to foreigners or citizens, to southern- 
ers or northerners, or anybody else. It is not 
a large sum that is involved ; it is money due 
in a great many instances and in small sums. 

Mr. KILLINGER. What isthe aggregate? 

Mr. PELERS. Between one and two hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. 1 can inform the gentle- 
man that it willnot exceed $70,000. 

Mr. PETERS. Daring the war there was a 
resolution passed suspending the payment of 
‘such claims. It was right then and politic. 
It is not right now in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, and I hope no gentleman will oppose 
| the passage of the resolution. It is urged not 


only by our friends on the other side of the 
House, but by all our southern friends on this 
side of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave already expressed 
my regret that I feel it necessary to oppose 
this joint resolution; but I will say to the 
gentleman that if he will make an amendment 
providing that no payment shall be made to 
any person found to be indebted to the United 
States, I will withdraw my objection, 

Mr. PETERS. Allow me to say that the 
rule of all the Departments is never to make 
payments to anybody without deducting whut 
that individual owes the Government. The 
accounts are kept here and the offset is always 
made, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


W. W. GRIFFITH. 


Mr. PETERS, from the same committee, 
reporteda bill (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief 
of W, W. Griffith ; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill directs the proper accounting ofti- 
cers of the Treasury to audit and pay W. 
W. Griffith, of Santa F6, New Mexico, the 
sum of $4,350, for services rendered as com- 
missioner under the laws of the United States, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it wus 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘Lhe latter motion was agreed to 


ASIATIO COMMEROIAL COMPANY 


Mr. PETERS also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H, R. No. 2209) 
to incorporate the Asiatic Commercial Com- 

any. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WILLARD. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that this is sub- 
stantially the same bill that was reported to 
the House some weeks ago from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; was considered by the 
House, and laid on the table by a decided 
vote. [notice that one or two sections are 
either stricken out or modified. The objec- 
tions J have are not to the details of the bill 
particularly, although I think some of the 
details are open to objections, I was of the 
opinion then, and it is my judgment now, 
that whether Congress has the constitutional 
power or not to make a corporation of this 
sort, it is exceedingly unwise to do it. This 
is an act incorporating a company simply as 
a commercial company. It may just as well 
operate under an incorporation from the 
State of California, or the State of New 
York, or any other State, as to act under this. 
This bill gives them corporate powers; they 
can get those corporate powers by the legis- 
lation of any State. Now, this is a step in 
the direction of using the Federal power to do 
all this class of legislation. If it is proper 
for Congress to pass such an act as this, it is 
entirely competent for Congress to pass an act 
to incorporate a railroad company in the State 
of Maine, and running wholly within that 
State. This company has, to be sure, or it 
may have, one of its offices in the District. of 
Columbia. It is also provided here that it 
may have one of its offices in the city of San 
Francisco. : 

Now, it seems to me obvious that if the 
scope of the Constitution warrants such an 
act as this, it warrants, as I have just said, an 
act of incorporation for any purpose whatever. 
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In other words, we are extending, and vastly 
extending, the powers of the Congress by 
the passage of this bill. It will be remem- 
bered that in the last Congress a bill was 
brought in to incorporate an express company, 
which was doing business, I suppose, or in- 
tended to do business, between the several 
States of this Union. It was objected to that 
bill, and I thought very properly, that it was 
a business that Congress at least ought not to 
take in charge. Now, the only possible ex- 
cuse that can be given here for such an act of 
legislation as thìs is that this is a commercial 
company, and in connection with other busi- 
ness proposing to do business abroad. 

Well, any mereantile house in New York 
does business abroad. Mercantile houses in 
New York city trade with China, with Japan, 
with the’ Hast Indies, with the countries of 
Europe and Asia. They do not need acts of 
incorporation of this sort for that purpose; 
they get along just as well without it. So far 
as any protection to be given by the Govern- 
ment of the United Siates to its citizens trad- 
ing with foreign countries is concerned, it 
would be or ought to be given just as much 
without such an act of incorporation as with it. 
In fact, it is an interference, and a decided 
interference, it seems to me, with the commer- 
cial business of merchants in San Francisco, 
of merchants in New York, of merchants in 
Philadelphia, who are to-day engaged in this 
foreign trade. Ti gives’ this company—if it 
gives them anything—some superior right, 
some superior advantage. And undoubtedly 
we shall find if this bill is to pass that in 
subsequent Congresses, and perhaps hereafter 
in this Congress, we will have applications 
from other parties to be incorporated for the 
purpose of carrying on commerce with these 
foreign nations. I know it may be said that 
it is very desirable to cultivate commercial 
relations with these countries, But this bill 
contemplates thet this company shall do busi- 
ness abroad, that it may in connection with its 
business, ‘under the authority of the Govern- 
ments of China, Japan, and of the other coun- 
tries of Asia, engage in publie works which 
may be necessary to develop and increase the 
business and commerce thereof, and to facil- 
itate commerce between them and the United 
BStates.”? 

In the last Congress there was a project 
before the House, or before some of its com- 
mitrees, to incorporate a mouster company 
for the purpose of doing business in Mexico. 
We shall soon have applications to incor- 
porate companies to do business in South 
America, in Russia, in England, in the East 
Indies. By and by, we may have a proposition 
to incorporate a wonster commercial com- 
pany for all the world. 

Mr. PETERS. Do be short, if yon please. 

Mr. WILLARD. At the suggestion of my 
friend from Maine [Mr. Perens] I will be as 
short as I can, J simply want to call the 
attention of the House to the scope of this bill. 
Jt seems to me that we are going very much too 
far; that this company can accomplish all thatit 
ought to accomplish by an act of incorpora- 
tion in the State of New York or iu any other 
State. : 

Mr. PETERS. I have a word or two 
of explanation which I think will satisfy 
any member of the House. This bill in its 
present form was not befure the House on 
a former occasion, but a bill wag before the 
House reported from the Commitiee on Com- 
merce. 1 have endeavored to subject this bill 
to every criticism made on the floor of the 
House in the debate upon that bill. In the 
first place, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts behind me [Mr. Hoar] thought they 
ought not to have any power to deal in real 
esiate; I have stricken that provision out 
of this bil. The bill was killed before upon 
the proposition that it appeared in a certain 
secion of the bill that they had banking 
powers; I have stricken that from this bill. 


-I have been here, 


Then the objection was made that they could 
not be sued in the States; I have made this 
company expressly suable in any State and 
upon any notice that a court of competent 
jurisdiction shall say is sufficient. Then it 
was objected that there were some provisions 
in the bill that would be in conflict with some 
of the statutes of some of the States; in this 
bill it is expressly provided that the company 
shall be amenable to all the statutes of all the 
States, 

Mr. HOAR. Where is the provision? 

Mr. PETERS. It is substantially in the 
last section of the bill. 

Mr. WILLARD. They are made amen- 
able wherever they are doing business. 

Mr. PETERS. Well, if there is any place 
where they are not doing business, they ought 
not to be made amenable-there. The last 
section of this bill is as follows: 

That said company may besued in avy State where 
they may do business, and jurisdiction obtained by 
such notice as any court of competent jurisdiction 
in such State may order, and nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to grant exemption from 
taxation in any State wherein said company may 
do business, nor shall this act be construed to author- 
ize anything in conflict with the laws of any such 
State. 

Tn this bill there is no ‘ cat under the meal.” 
A gentleman by the name of Rice, who was a 
consul in Japan for seventeen years, and who 
is a citizen of the State of Maine; a gentleman 
of my acquaintance, (and that has given me 
my connection with this bill;) a gentleman 
known to, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] who has been out to Japan and 
knows something of his associations among 
business men; a man of fine business capacity, 
who holds the confidence of that community, 
finds that the business of purchasing teas and 
transferring them to this country has become 
a monopoly in the hands of some German and 
English houses, and he thinks that by acom- 
bination of American capital he can subvert 
that business and get the possession of it under 
our flag. 

No subsidy is asked for this company. Bills 
of a much more significant character have 
been passed by this House and Congress since 
The proposition is a very 
simple one. These men ask to be allowed to 
do business between this country and that, and 
to do itthere with permission of the local Gov- 
ernment. We have been fast becoming the 
friends of the people and mercantile com- 
munity of Japan. Here isa chance for Amer- 
ican enterprise. Will you let this business be 
monopolized by German and Inglish houses, 
or will you let American citizens compete for 
it and get it if they can? The constitutional 
provision giving Congress power to ‘regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the 
severul States” is sufficient authority for the 
passage of this bill. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, as I understand, had no question 
upon that point. 

I wish to move an amendment in the first 
section to provide that the corporators and 
their successors shall he American citizens. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman 
states that he has tried to obviate all the 
objections made to this bill when it was ppe- 
viously before the House. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. One of the objec- 
tions made was that it creates a perpetual 
corporation. 

Mr. PETERS. I am perfectly willing that 
‘perpetual’ shall be struck out and ‘for 
twenty years’’ inserted. — - 

Mr. PINKELNBURG. `I would never, 
under any form of government, create a perpet- 
ual corporation. 1 think it right that at cer- 
tain intervals of time these questions sliould 
be submitied to the judgment of the people. 

Mr. PETERS. Let the term of incorpora- 
tion be twenty years. If the company cannot 
get rich in that time, let it be broken up. 
[Laugbter.] ; 

On the suggestion of the gentleman from 
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Ohio [Mr. Binenaar] I modify the amend- 
ment l was about to offer, so as to read, 
‘shall be citizens of the United States.” 

I wish to make but a single additional ro- 
mark, as the committee is mach pressed with 
other business in which gentlemen are inter- 
ested. A charter from the State of New York 
or the State of Maine will not answer the 
purpose nearly so well. The people in that 
country know that the English houses are in- 
corporated by the British Parliament and that 
the German houses are incorporated under 
German acts. ‘They have no idea of States, 
They would have no confidence in a company 
incorporated by State authority. Letus create 
a company which shall be sanctioned by the 
authority of the United States, and then see 
whether our flag cannot get a foothold on 
those seas. 

Mr. WILLARD. I know that other Gov- 
ernments are very ready to create corpora- 
tions of this sort; but the Government of the 
United States is constructed on an entirely 
different principle from any other Govern- 
ment. It exists for specific purposes; and 
whether it be technically true or not that the 
bill comes within that clause of the Constitu- 
tion giving the Congress of the United States 
authority to “ regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States,” the bill 
is hostile to the entire spirit of the Constitution 
in every particular. It proposes simply to 
incorporate a body of men to do business in a 
foreign country. That is the whole scope of 
the bill. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar} wants to offer an 
amendment, after which I shall ask the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by adding 
to the bill the following: 


Provided, That said corporation shall be sabject 
to such amendments of this act or such general laws 
regulating their proceedings and liabilities as Con- 
gress may proscribe, and that this act may be ro- 
pealed at the pleasura of Congress. 


Mr. PETERS. There is no objection to 
that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be considered 
as ngreed to, Tbe Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I believe in the 
object of this bill; but I believe the Judiciary 
Committee before making a precedent of this 
character ought to very carefully guard the 
public in one particular, and that is against 
the establishment of corporations which may 
acquire a false credit, a large credit, and whose 
stockholders shall not be restrained, or whose 
officers shall not be restrained by any individ- 
ual liability. 
get itself into debt $1,000,000. The corpor» 
ators may divide that $1,000,000 among them- 
selves and fail, and no law will reach their 
individual property. Knowing the character 
of this corporation and the honest reputation 
of the corporators, I do not insist that this 
corporation shall wait antila general system 
shall be enacted by Congress. Í will vote for 
the bill, as the amendment reserves the right 
to Congress ut any time to complete such reg- 
ulations hereafter. 

Mr. PETERS. Idemand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
amendment, 

Mr. PETERS. I will hear it read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to tho first section the following; 

That the stockholders of sa'd company shall be 
jointly and severally liable fur all the debts and 
contracts of said corporation as joint partners 
would be, 


Mr. PETERS, ` I do not admit of that 
amendment. There is no State in the Union 
which exacts such requirements. I insist on 
my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WILLARD. J move that the bill be 
-laid on the table. 


I desire to submit an 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 
48, noes 57. 


A corporation of this kind may - 
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Mr.. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PETERS. I have no objection to con- 
sider pennn g the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motion is pending to 
Jay on the tuble, and I demand the regular 
order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
78, nays 54, not voting 112; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Beatty, Beck, 
Bird, James Q. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, 
Campbell, Carroll, Cotton. Crebs, Criteher, Dar- 
yall, Davis, Donnan, Dox, Finkelnburg, Henry D. 
Foster, Getz. Giddings, Griiith, Haldeman, Hian- 
cock, Uandley, Ilanks, Harmer, Lay, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, Killinger, King, 
Manson, Marshall, McCormick. MeGrew, McIntyre, 
Mckee, MeNeoly, Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. 

toyers, Morey. Morgan, Perce, Eli Perry, Prico, 
Randall, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Robin- 
gon, Shanks, Shoemaker, Shiter, John A. Smith, 
Stevens, Storm, Strong, Terry, Thomas, Turner, 
Tyner, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams ef Indiana, 
apd Young—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barry, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, 
Buckley, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, Cox, Duell, 
Duke, Dunnell, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
poe Goodrich, Harper, George E. Harris, Jobn P. 

Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Lamport, Lynch, Moore, Morphis, Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer. Palmer, Isaac C. 
Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Peters, Rogers, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Shober, LI. Boardman Smith, Snapp, 
Thomas J. Specr, Sutherland, Latfe, Twichell, Wal- 
den, Waldron, Warren, Whecler, and Jeremiah M. 
Wilson—54. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Archer, 
Arthur, Averill, Banks, Barber. Barnum, Belt, 
everidge. Biggs, Austin Blair, Brooks, Burchard, 
urdott, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Conner, Creely, 
rocker, Crossland, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Du 
ose, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Firnsworth, 
Parwell, Porker, Garficld, Garrett, Golladay, lale, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Hays, Mill, Hooper, Loughton, 
Seteham, Kinsella, Lamison, Lansing, Leach. Lewis, 
owe, Maynard, McClelland, MeCrary, MeLenry, 
deJunkin, McKinney, Mercur, Mitchell, Monroe, 
iblack, Hosea W, Parker, Aaron #, Perry, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Read, 
John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Roose- 
velt, Rusk, Scofield, Sessions, Sheldon, Shella- 
bargor, Sherwood, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, 
Swann, Sypher, Dwight Yownsend, Washington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, 
Wells, Whiteley, Williams of New York, John T. 
Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—l12. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved toreconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported adversely in the following 
cases. and the same were laid upon the table, 
namely; . 

A bill (H. R. No. 1596) to grant a certain 
tract of land to the city of Shreveport, in the 
Siate of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2188) for the relief of ©. 
W. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. No. 404) to pay for quarter- 
master’s and commissary stores, when par- 
chased and receipted for, withoutrequiring an 
oath of past loyalty ; 

A bill (H. B. No. 1025) to define the term 
of civil offices; and 

The petition of F. Holliday, United States 
commissioner for the southern district of 
Ohio, praying the passage of a law em powering 
the United States commissioners to enforce the 
collection of seamen’s wages. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the adverse reports in those cases 
were laid upon the table; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PLUASURE-YACHIT ELLIS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Lyxcu] to report a bill from 
the Committee on Commerce, provided it gives 
rise to no debate. 


Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2340) to chan ge the 
name of the pleasure-yacht Ellie, of Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

The bill was read. Jt gives authority to the 
owner of the schooner Ellie, a pleasure-yacht 
ofthe port of Boston, State of Massachusetts, 
to change the name of said vessel to that 
of Falcon, by which said pleasure-yacht shall 
be hereafter known and registered. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. LYNCH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY A. T. WORTH. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reporteda bill (H. R. No. 2781) for 
the relief of Henry A. T. Worth; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Henry A. T. Worth $200, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
services rendered as a first-class clerk in the 
office of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, 
from the Ist of May to the 1st of July, 1869, 
and not otherwise paid for. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


-~ ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


‘Mr. CONGER. If there be no business from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, E ask unani- 
“mous consent to report the aërial telegraph 
bill from the Committee on Commerce. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. ARCHER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion thatthe House adjourn was not 
agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANTES, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back the 
following resolution, which was referred to the 
committee, with the recommendation that the 
same do lie on the table, that the committee 
be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that the Secretary of the Interior be noti- 
fied thereof. À ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will report the resolution which was referred 
to the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas under an act of Congress of July 2, 1862, 
a subsidy in lands_and bonds was made, among 
others, to the now Kansas Pacifice Railroad Com- 
pany and to the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad 
Company, and by the act of Congress of July 23, 
1886, a grant of land was made to the State of Kau- 
sas for the use and benefit of the St. Joseph and 
Denver City Railroad Company; and whereas it is 


' claimed by the Atchison and Dike’s Peak Railroad 


Yompany, now called Central Branch Union Pacific 
noad Company, thattheliannibal and St. Joseph 
Railroad Company made in 1865 an assignment to It 
of all its rights and franchises created by said act of 
Congress of 1862; and whereas it is claimed by the 
two other said companies that said assignment is 
absolutely null and void, and that it was fraudu- 
lentiy made, and that improper and corrupt means 
were employed to secure the making thereof; and 
whereas the said Atchison and Pike’s Peak Railroad 
Company, now known as the Central Branch Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, is now claiming a large 
part of the Iands granted to each of sald other coim- 
panies, and demanding United States patents there- 
for from the Secretary of the Interior: Now, there- 
toras it resolved, That the matters herein set forth 
are hereby referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary forexamination and report; that said com- 
mittee is hereby empowered to send for persons and 


pavers. and to examine witnesses under oath: and is 
hereby directed to examine into all tho ciroum- 
stances touching the alleged assignment aforesaid: 
and further to examine into the question of the 
validity of the claim of tho sald Atchison and Pike’s 
Peak Railroad Company, now called Central Branoh 
Union Pacific Railroad Company, to any of tho 
tands as aforesaid, and report by bill or otherwise, 

And be it further resolved, That a copy of this 
resolution be delivered to tho Secretary of tho-Tute- 
rior; and ho is hereby requested to suspend any 
and all action within. the Deparitmont of the Into- 
rior touching the issuing of patents to either of the 
aforesaid companies to any of the lands about the 
right of which any controversy exists until nfter 
tho said Committce on the Judiciary shall have 
madcitsreport to this House upon the mattors horein 
specified and the report shall have been Gually acted 
upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will now report the resolution reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary with reference 
to the Fouse resolution just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committoo on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 
said resolution, and that the same do lio upon the 
table, and the Secretary of the Interior notified 


heroof. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
chairman of the committee yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman 
for an inquiry. Ido not yield the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I want 
the floor for more than an inquiry. There will 
be something more than an inquiry before this 
is disposed of. Ido not desire this land steal- 
ing to be transferred from Congress to the 
Interior Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
tleman. 

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the re- 
port concluding with the resolution which has 
just been read, that the Committee on the 
Judiciary be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the House resolutior, which has 
also been read, that the same do lie on the 
table, and that the Secretary of the Interior 
bo notified thereof, is the report of the major- 
ity of the Committee on the Judiciary, ‘Lhe 
minority, at the time when the matter was 
decided some months ago, signified that they 
might desire to make a minority report. Of 
course there is nothing iu my motion to pre- 
clude them from doing that now, or any other 
time, [make the suggestion that they may 
make the minority report if they see fit now, 
and I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire, 
Mr. Speaker, to say that the minority propose 
to make a report which will bring before the 
House a very important question in regard to 
the railroad policy of the Government. That 
report was to bave been drawn up by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Vooruses.] Upon 
inquiry why it was not drawn up, he informed 
me that the counsel of one of the roads had 
taken from the committee-room—inadvert- 
ently, I suppose; but the fact was, had taken 
from ibe committee-room—the papers, and 
when he wrote for them he had not been able 
to get an answer. Whether the counsel was 
from home, or where he was, I do not know. 
For that reason the minority are not ready to 
present their views, and [ therefore move to 
recommit the report, and upon that question £ 
will address some remarks to the Llouse. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I did not yield the floor 
to the gentleman to proceed with an argument, 
{ wish to say to the House thatif the minority 
of the cominittec are not ready to make their 
report, I know of no papers that have disap- 
peared. 

Mc. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I shall 
have to make my remarks upon the question 
of recommitting the report. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I informed the gentle- 
man that Í had not surrendered the floor to 
him to make his remarks at the present timo. 

Mr. are of Massachusetts. I under- 

od that yon did. 
SoC BINGHAM. I yielded to the gentle- 
man to make a minority report. 


I do not yicld to the gen» 


3466 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 15, 


O [Haaiaaaaaaaaaamaemaniaaaimmeemmet esses 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, that is a question between you and 
the gentleman from Ohio. You told me that 
he had yielded the floor to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I stated distinctly that I 
yielded to the gentleman to make a minority 
report if he thonght fit. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
making it now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. A minority report is not 
made orally ; it must be in writing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Ohio yielded to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for the purpose of making a 
minority report. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I was 
stating the reasons why I could not prepare 
one, and the gentleman from Ohio knew very 
well that I had not a minority report to 
present. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I knew very well that 
one of the members of the minority of the 
committee told me a month ago that he did 
hot. know whether they would make a minority 
report or not. 


I am 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That 
was Mr. VOORHEES. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, he 


is here to speak for himself. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I spoke to him on the 
subject nearly a month ago, and told him I 
was authorized to make a report, and asked 
if he desired to submit a minority report, and 
he said tbat he did not know whether he 
should make any minority report. and I heard 
no more about the matter until last night, 
when the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Bur.er] asked me to let the matter lie over 
until this evening, which ! did. I do not 
know what papers they wanted, but I desire to 
say this now and in this connection: that I had 
no desire to exclude them from making any 
report they chose to make. The majority of 
the committee have made a report which 
covers a single page, and which states that 
the ground on which we rested the action of 
the committee has been decided by more 
decisions than one of the Supreme Court. 

The House has no business with this ques- 
tion. Now, as the matter stands, we decide 
nothing in favor of anybody except of the 
right of the country that the authority of the 
Jaw shall be administered exactly in the mode 
and manner in which the law prescribes. As 
for the resolution, it affirms nothing ia favor 
of any one of the conflicting parties. We 
find nothing in favor of either party, We 
reler the matier back to the Department, 
where the law places it; aud. we notitied the 
Department that they can proceed with the 
duties prescribed-by law in deciding the mat- 
ters which are brought in question in this con- 
troversy, and if the parties are not satisfied 
with the decision of the Departments, they can 
go iuto the courts and settle it there, and 
finally they can carry the matter up to the 
Surpreme Court, and where the United States 
and all the parties can havetheir rights determ- 
ined finally and forever. 

But, sir, I wish to say in reference to certain 
papers which gentlemen claim have disap- 
peared that I know nothing about it. T only 
know of a brief, a copy of which was handed 
to me, and | believe to each of my colleagues, 
the brief of one of the committee, Mr. Nich- 
ols; I had a copy of it here last night, and have 
it to-night. It is quite at their disposal; but, 
sir, I am not disposed to press this matter 
now if ihe House will agree to set apart some 
day next week after the morning hour for the 
consideration of the matter, 

There is nothing in this question that I am 
not ready to meet ou behalf of the majority of 
this committee, because I insist ihat every- 
thing that pertains to the duty of this House 
is settled already by the decisions of the court. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I sug- 
gest the first Monday in December next. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman has not 
the floor yet to make that motion. And as 
the gentleman undertakes to be witty, I un- 
dertake to say that he is engaged here in an 
unseemly purpose to undertake to postpone 
indefinitely the question whether the law of 
the United States shall be administered in the 
mode and manner in which the law expressly 
requires it shall be administered. I am ready 
to make it appear here, as the majority of 
this committee have found, that there never 
was any paper before them or before this 

ouse 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it is possible for the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bixcuam] to yield 
the floor for a moment, as he has made a state- 
ment in regard to me, | beg him to do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave made no statement 
pening to the gentleman; but I will yield to 
him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not complain of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bixcuam] occu 
pying all the time, last night and to-night, too, 
on the business of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, while the rest of us were sitting out 
yonder in the rear, with a few bills we would 
like to get clear of. Ido not make any com- 
plaint on that score. ButIdo complain some 
when a statement is made calculated to make 
& wrong impression in regard to myself. When 
this question, which is one of greatimportance, 
one involving the interests of this Govern- 
ment—though I need not enter into the discus- 
sion of it now—when this question came up 
for consideration | was absent in the city of 
New York on important business. When I 
returned I found the question had been pre- 
sented by a great array of talent on both sides. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On three sides. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well. on three sides, 
on all sides. {L donot know but it is octagonal, 
for it has many sides. Among other modes of 
presentation, printed briefs and written state- 
ments had been resorted to. One side of this 
question had withdrawn its brief and written 
statement before L had any opportunity at all 
to examine them. 

I addressed a note tó the attorney present- 
ing that side of the case, asking for his brief 
and bis argument. I called the attention of 
the Committee on the Judiciary to the neces- 
sity I was laboring under of having that argu- 
ment before Ð eould pass upon the matter. I 
failed in every attempt to get it back before 
the committee, and there were reasons assigned 
by that interest why they did not wish to pre- 
sent their views asain, but desired to recall 
them, From that hour to this I have never 
been able to get hold of that side of the ques- 
uon. 

When the gentleman from Ohio [Mi Biye- 
HAM] some weeks ago approached me upon 
the subject with his usual kindness to me—and 
certainly Í reciprocate it all in our personal 
intercourse—and asked me whether a minority 
report would be made, [ told him that I did 
not know whether it would or not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is all I meant to 
say, 

Mr. VOORHEES. The reason I said that 
was because | did not know yet whether we 
would be able to get these papers or not; and 
if I did obtain them I could not say to what 
conclusion they would bring me. They have 
brought the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Butter] and the gentleman from Wis- 
cousin [Mr. ELDREDGE] to a conclusion in 
favor of a minority report. I confess Í am 
strongly prejudiced in favor of a minority 
report also because of the course that has been 
pursued. 

I conceived it but justice to myself to make 
this statement. I now suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the fair way upon this 
question would be either to recommit this mat- 
ter to the Committee on the Judiciary or to 
leave it open with permission to file a minority 
report if we oa ee it best for the public 
interest to do so when we get the papers. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will please 
say to me whether the paper he refers to wag 
the argument of Mr. Nichols, who appeared 
in behalt of the central branch of the 
Pacific railroad. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I tried to inform the 
gentleman last night that that argument was 
with my files, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There ig 
more than that, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; there were more 
than that, It was not merely the absence of 
the paper, but the desire on the part of the 
interest before the Judiciary Committee to 
suppress that view of the case. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There was the official 
correspondence between this attorney, Mr. 
Nichels, and the United States which was 
taken away. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That isall accessible. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It was upon that, I 
suppose, the gentleman from Ohio made up 
his opinion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It was upon that we 
ought to make up our opinion; it was put 
before the committee to enable them to make 
up their opinion, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Inever took away any 
of the papers. 

Mr. BLDREDGE. I do not charge the 
gentleman with any such thing; he is incapa- 
ble of anything of the kind. But these papers 
are gone; it was upon these papers that judg- 
ment was expected to be pronounced by the 
committee, if any judgment at all should be 
pronounced. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from In- 
diana has done me entire justice in his state- 
ment. It is what | sought to say, and what I 
think the reporter’s notes will show I did say. 
I only ask him to take notice that I did say I 
desired the minority shoud have an oppor- 
tunity to make a report, and that, with the con- 
sent of the House, this case might be laid over 
until a future day of this session that such a 
report might be submitted ; and [ desire that 
argument may be heard upon it. I hope, how- 
ever, that this question may not be postponed 
until December, for the reason (and I appeal 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts to’ con- 
sider it) that the case has been under examin 
ation and argumentin the Interior Department, 
in obedience to the express requirement of law, 
upon which examination, first and last, no 
matter in what order, all these parties contest- 
ant did appear. A decision was made by the 
Secretary of the Interior. Some of these par- 
ties, not satisfied with that decision. asked him 
to open the case for reargument or rehearing. 
That was on a Saturday in January last; and 
on the following Monday morning, without any 
notice to the House of this action between 
these parties or of the connection they had 
with it, a resolution was presented here (un- 
doubtedly in perfect good faith) by an bonor- 
able member of the House. the reselution 
which has been alluded to, aud which instructs 
the Secretary of the Interior for the time being 
tosuspend action, Four monthsor more have 
passed since that was done. This cuse pending 
for hearing under your laws before the Interior 
Department stands suspended. The sugges- 
tion of the gentleman trom Massachusetts is 
to suspend it till next December, . 

do. not understand that to be the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
VoorHeEs.] He wants an opportunity to 
make a report if he should see fit afier exam- 
ining the papers. I say to him that I have 
here the argument originally presented by Mr. 
Nichols, aud it is at his disposal. I will hand 
it to him; I have no need for it, 

Mr. VOORHEES, I cannot examine it 
now, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido notexpect that; but 
I ask the House now to adopt my proposition 
and let this matter be set down for a hearing 
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after the morning hour, say, on Friday of next 


week. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Has the gentleman 
from Ohio in his files the official correspond- 
ence presented by Mr. Nichols as having 
passed between himself and the officers of tbe 
Government of the United States? 

- Mr. BINGHAM. Al that I remember ever 
having anything to do with, or hearing any- 
- thing of, | believe I have here referred to in 


my votes, though the papers may be on file in- 


the Department. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Reference to the papers 
in the gentleman’s notes is not what we want. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I cannot answer the gen- 
tleman otherwise than I have done. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I understand that the 
papers presented by Mr. Nichols as the official 
correspondence between him and the officers 
of the Government are not on the files and 
are not in the possession of the gentleman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no occasion at 
all for saying that there is anything wanting 
here which cannot within a reasonable time 
be procured. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Will my colleague an- 
swer me this question: does he know why it is 
that Mr. Nichols took those papers away and 
declines to answer the letter of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Vooruess,] and return 
the papers? What motive has Mr. Nichols? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not know anything 
about that. I never had a word with him on 
this subject. I never heard of the matter ex- 
cept from the lips of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Voornsgs.] I yield to the gentle- 
man from Maine, [Mr. Peters. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to me? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will after a while. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
have been two speeches on that side and none 
` on this. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam not sure of that. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We must 
have a little fair play in this matter, or you 
will not carry this through to-night. i 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to make, very briefly, 
a statement of this matter as it appears to 
me. The resolution of inquiry was sent to the 
Committee on the Judiciary early in the ses- 
sion, and there was a prolonged argument by 
eminent and distinguished counsel in behalf 
of the twa contesting railroads. The commit- 
tee voted to ask the House to allow us to be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject several months ago, since which 
time l have not heard a word about this mat- 
ter in the committee from any source. 

Mr. Nichols, who has been alluded to, was 
one of the counsel who appeared for one of 
the railroads before the committee, and he 
read from a certain printed brief. I did not 
understand him to have submitted his brief to 
the committee, and he took it away. Ihave 
never geen it. That side of the case was ar- 
gued by Mr. Nichols and ex-Attorney Gen- 
eral Hoar, orally, and it was argued on the 
other side by a priuted brief, which was read, 
and also by oral argument of ex-Senator Hen- 
derson, of Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, the thing is in a nut-shell. 
The questionis, which of three railroads owns 
some lands, or does any of them own it, or is 
any of them entitled to it, or does it belong 
to the Government of the United States? As 
to the issue between those two railroads, it is 
a very nice qnestion of Jaw, which should be 
decided by a deliberate tribunal. It belongs 
to the decision of the Interior Department; 
and if either party is dissatisfied with the con- 
clusion there, they can go to the courts. ‘The 
counsel for both of these railroads said to the 
committee, in so many words, they did not 
desire our investigation. They said in my 
hearing, and 
them, both Mr. Hoar and Mr. 
they preferred we should let them alone, and 
they would go before the Secretary of the 


Why not 


in reply to questions I put to | 
Henderson, | 


i 


1 


i 


Interior, and if either party got an unsatisfac- 
tory result they would go farther. And I have 
been entreated, as one of the members of the 
committee, by counsel on both sides of the 
question, to make this report to the House 
and have an end of it; because the Interior 
Department will give it no consideration ; they 
will hear neither party, until we discharge our- 
selves from its consideration. : 

Mr. BINGHAM, and Mr. BUTLER of 
Massachusetts, rose. 

Mr. PETERS. Allow me to complete my 
statement; and [ will yield to nobody while I 
make it. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the position of these 
railroads. We are not fit up there in the com- 
mittee-room, in the haste and wantof deliber- 
ation, having a mass of business pressing upon 
our attention, to sit as a court and determine 
the nice question of law between these parties, 
nor do they want us to do it, but have be- 
sought us to take our hands off to let them goto 
the Department and the courts for their rights. 
In the beginning it was otherwise. Why? 
Because the Interior Department made a de- 
cision in the first place ex parte. They imme- 
diately receded from it on the request of the 
other party, and there is where they should 
have their status. It was rescinded on the 
application of Mr. Henderson. 

Now, one thing further. Supposing, Mr. 
Speaker, the land does not belong to either of 
these corporations, but belongs to the United 
States, the view of the committee is that the 
Secretary of the Interior is able to take care 
of our rights. If they get the land from us 
without legal title, they will get it from our- 
selves with our Department of the Interior, 
with our officers, with our Attorney General 
and other officers acting for us in our intorest. 
If I understand my friend from Massachu- 
setts—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. You did 
not understand me, for I had not been allowed 
to say a word. When I say something then 
you will understand me. 

Mr. PETERS. If I can understand from 
what he said before, bis object in the minority 
report is to pass a statute relating to the ques- 
tion between these railroads. The questionis 
whether you will take from the Department 
of the Interior the decision of questions which 
it has had from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment and give it to the Judiciary Committees 
of the House and Senate; that is the question 
as I understand it. The question beiween the 
railroads can be better decided elsewhere. 
We have not the time, and we have not the 
opportunity necessary for such deliberation. 
In the contest between the Government and 
the railroads before the Department of the 


| Interior and the courts the Government can 


it seems to me thatis a 


take care of itself. > 
which ought 


plain statement of the subject, 


-never in my judgment to have come before 


the House or been sent to the committee. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, addressed 
the House for ten minutes. [His remarks will 


be published in the Append 2 |; ; i 
Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield eight min- 
utes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Goopricn, ] a member of the committee. 
j| 


Mr. GOODRICH. Iris with some reluc- 
tance that | undertake to say anything upon a 
matter which divides the committee of which 
I am a humble member. The chairman of 


i the committee [Mr. Bineuan] undertakes on 


ihis occasion to make a report, in which he 
asks that the committee shall be relieved from 
the further consideration of the resolution that 
was referred toite Membersof the committee 
come forward now and claim that they should 
be allowed to make a minority report. As I 
understand, the chairman of the committee 
yields to allow them to make a minority 
report—— 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Oh, no; 


he does not. 


Mr. GOODRICH. And instead of making 


that report, those members of the committee 
who come here and ask that opportunity, are 

here to rediscuss the questions of fact and of 

law that were considered by the committee, 

and which were settled and decided by a 

majority of the committee, and the report 
now made through its chairman ia with the- 
sanction of a majority of that committee. 

The precise question which is now before 
the House, as 1 understand it, is whether the 
action ofa respectable committee of this House 
shall be thwarted in the manner that bas been 
here indicated. I do not know how that is in 
fact, but it seems to me that it ig not proper at 
all to undertake to discuss upon either side 
here the facts that appeared before the com- 
mittee. lf that were in order, and this were 
the proper occasion, it would give me great 
satisfaction, if time were allowed, to show, as 
Į undertake to say can be done most conclu: 
sively, that every member of the committee 
who has the slightest regard to propriety or to 
the regularity of proceedings by this body, 
would entirely agree that the decision arrived 
at by the majority of the committee was 
correct. 

Sir, it appeared before the committee that 
there were three claimants to these lands, aud 
each one of the three was a railroad company, 
and each one may be assumed to have or not 
to have friends either in this body or outside 
of this body. And each claimed the lands 
upon the ground that the first standing in the 
line of claims had failed to do what was essen- 
tial to emitle them to the lands. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it appeared perfectly 
clear to the committee that cach one sought 
the decision aud report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee merely as an aid to proceedings to be 
taken elsewhere. It is essential to proceed- 
ings to be carried on either in the courts or 
before the proper Secretary; and as the com- 
mittee did not feel itself ut liberty to be thas 
used, and thought that it was not due to decide 
the rights of either one of the parties, it 
simply decided that it ‘ought to be released 
from all further consideration of the matter, 
and remit each pariy back to the claim that he 
might have before any tribunal. And there 
the committee have left the watter. ‘Phere is 
no member of the House that can have any 
knowledge of the case that would vot see 
the propriety of the course taken by the 
committee. ‘fs there not ample opportunity 
for either claimant to make good its rght be- 
fore the proper Seeretary? And if it tails to 
do so, cach or either one of them can go tothe 
courts. Bat let neither have the sanction of a 
committee of a legislative body. The case 
belongs to the executive department and to 
the courts of the country, und one should have 
no more advantage given to it than the other. 

But that is not the question here. Tho 
question here is whether something in Heu of 
the minority report shall be ailowed to over- 
ride the action of one of the respectable com- 
mittees of this body. 1 may say that for my: 
self, as an bumble member of the committee, 
I listened attentively to everything that was 
said before the committee, | enrertained a 
conviction, as clear as any conviciion | ever 
entertained in my life, that it was precisely a 
case where a committee of a legislative budy 
had no mght tointeriere, and that interference 
was unjustifiable if not even worse, and in 
that opleion l stood by the side of the re- 
spected chairman of the committee. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr ELD- 
REDGE. | 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, it must be 
apparent to the House that this case involves 
questions of too much importance even to be 
stated in five minutes. ‘The committee, when 
this subject was first commined to them, 
started out ander embarrassment trom the 
fact that they were nob empowered to send 
for persons and papers. They were required 
to investigate certain facts which they could 
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not do as they ought to without the power to 
send for persons and papers, and authority 
to ascertain other facts which the committee 
showed were necessary. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
GooprIcH] tells us that there were three 
‘parties contesting before the committee. Sir, 
there were three parties, and there was a 
fourth party that ought to have been con- 
testing it before the committee. As one of 
the minority I insisted that it was our duty to 
represent the United States, especially when 
it appeared that all the Attorneys General 
employed in behalf of the United States in 
this matter are now employed in behalfofthese 
companies against the United States. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is a mistake. 

Nr. ELDREDGE. It is no mistake. The 
chairman of the committee will please not 
interrupt me in that way. It was claimed 
(and if this report shall stand just as it is made 
here it will be the fact) that the United States 
willbe concluded bythe acts of the Land Office 
upon this question. lt was claimed by the 
majority of the committee, and must be the 
fact in order to justify their report, that when- 
ever the Land Office shall decide that any one 
of these companies is entitled to any portion of 
the lands or any subsidy which they are author- 
jzed to have under certain circumstances, that 
is conclusive; that it is settled by the proper 
officer of the United States, and cannot be 
inquired into in any other way. The United 
States is, therefore, to be crushed between 
these three several millstones, if you please to 
callthem so, ‘I'wo of the parties, as was stated 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, when 
they found themselves somewhat embarrassed, 
withdrew from the contest and settled their 
controversy, as we supposed, outside of the 
committee. Then it was that they begged of 
us, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Perens] 
says, to let them alone and permit them to 
divide up the spoils. Jf we would permit them 
to distribute the landsand money of the United 
States, they would be content; and I have no 
doubt they did apply repeatedly to the gentle- 
man from Maine to have him make this report, 
that they might make a division and dispose 
of the interests of the United States. 

Now, this assignment which has been spoken 
of assigns the rights which were given by the 
United States to a railroad company upon 
certain conditions ; and this railroad company 
to which the assignment is made may be either 
solvent or insolvent, may be either able to 
perform the conditions or not able to perform 
them. Ir the assigument is held to be valid, 
and if the ollicer of the United States authorized 
to determine the question in the Land Office 
should determine in favor of this new com. 
pany, then, according to the chairman of the 
committee and those who concur with him, 
the United States is concluded. The question 
is res adjudicata, and cannot be inquired into 
further; if the United States shail see fit to 
recognize the company to whom the assign- 
ment is made, and grant to them the lands and 
the subsidy, that ends the mutter. That is the 
question; and that is why those parties wished 
to withdraw, and why this report was made: 
Ido not charge the committee with making 
the report in the interest of any railroad com- 
pany; bat the companies that applied to my 
friend from Maine [Mr. Perers] applied to 
him that they might have these questions set- 
tled between themselves; and the United States 
have in ho instance been represented before 
the committee. The questions examined have 
been examined simply with reference to the 
railroad companies. 

These are the questions which we insist 
should be inquired into; these are the ques- 
tions which have not been examined by the 
committee. They are the questions which 
were iguored by the majority of the commit- 
tee, but upon which we intended, if we had 
had an opportunity, and if the papers had not 


been taken away upon the settlement between | 


! decided by your Supreme Court. 


these two companies, to have made a minority 
report. 

This is all I desire to say upon this question. 
My opinion is that this matter ought to be re- 
committed and the committee authorized to 
send for persons and papers; that they ought 
tó examine into the whole question, not the 
question of the rights of these companies 
alone, but the more important question to the 
country, the rights of the United States with 
reference to the giving of these lands and sub- 
sidies to these several companies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, in the little 
I bave already said I have avoided so far as 
possible any discussion of the conflict between 
these several railroad companies. The reso- 
lution, misinterpreted or forgotten by my hon- 
orable friend [Mr. ELDREDGE] who has just 
taken his seat, authorizes the committee to 
examine witnesses on oath touching this busi- 
ness; but the committee never intimated any 
desire to examine anybody on oath. No 
motion of the sort was ever made. The case 
was not one requiring any examination upon 
oath. It was very clear that the question 
before us was simply whether under existing 
law it was the function or duty of the House 
of Representatives to entertain this case at 
all. 

Now, ifthe House will bear with mea moment 
I will vindicate very briefly the,action of the 
majority of the committee. Ifthe United States 
were withoutremedy in the event of an ignorant 
act on the part of the Department, in the event 
of a mistake that would amount to construc- 
tive frand, in the event of an actual fraud prac- 
ticed upon the Department, such as the hon- 
orable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Burier} seemed to intimate, then I would 
favor the suggestion of my friend from Wis- 
consin [Mr, Eiprever] to recommit this 
subject, with power to send for persons and 
pupers. 

But, sir, the Government of the United 
States is as competent to go into court on a 
billin chancery to set aside a decision of the 
Interior Department touching any land or 
lands to either of these corporations, as is 
any preémptor; and it has been so ruled and 
More than 
once, sir, they have set aside patents issued 
by the Interior Department. At the term of 
court just closed, in the case of Thompson, 
and one from the State of Nebraska, the 
Supreme Court of the United States set 
aside the order and decision and patent of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and declared the 
patentee was but the trustee of the rightful 
owner, And in the case of the United States 
vs. Stone the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case reported in 2 Wallace, sol- 
emnly ruled the United States might, by pro- 
ceeding in chancery touching a patent, set 
aside a patent issued by iself. That was the 
language of the distinguished justice of that 
court now no more, Mr. Justice Grier, that 
when the patent was issued in ignorance, or 
issued in fraud, or issued without authority 
of Jaw in the Department to issue it, it might 
be set aside. 

I read in the hearing of the House from the 
text of the opinion of the court as given by 
Justice Grier, which is enough to satisfy the 
House I am right on that subject, for that was 
precisely the case which was tried, the United 
States being the party against Stone. Justice 
Grier in delivering the opinion of the court, 
from which there was no dissent, proceeds to 
say: 

“A patent is the highest evidence of title, and is 
conclusive as against the Government, and all 
claiming under junior patents or titles, until itis 
set aside, or annulled by some judicial tribunal. In 
Evgland this was originally done by scire facias, 
but a bill in chancery is found a more convenient 
remedy. 

“ Nor is fraud in the patentee the only ground upon 
which a biil will be sustained. Patents are some- 
times issucd unadvisedly or by mistake, where the 
oficer has no authority in law to grant them, or 


where another party hasa higher equity and shouid 
have received the patent. In such cases courts of 
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| law will pronounce them void. Tho patent is but 
evidence of 2 grant, and the officer who issues it 
acts mninisterially, and not judicially.” 

Mr, Speaker, I say to the House the opin- 
ion of the court I have read to the House jg 
this: where the Interior Department issues a 
patent for lands without authority to do it, the 
court can set it aside on suitof the United 
States. When he issues it in mistake, or igno- 
rance, the United States by its own suit can 
set it aside. When he issues it through frand 
practiced on him by any party to the patent, 
or through fraud in which he is a participant 
himself, the United States by its own action, 
in its own tribunals, may setit aside. There 
is your own ruling. 

Mr. ELDREDGE rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do not interrupt me now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I donot dispute a single 
proposition of law laid down by the gentle- 
man from Ohio. . 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam glad the gentleman 
does not, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman has not 
met the proposition I have made to the House, 
that when the Land Office recognized one of 
these companies, or paid over subsidies to them, 
the House will not sabseribe to the opinion 
tbat it shall be conclusive on the Government, 
and the question cannot be raised elsewhere, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That isa total mistake. 
The court has decided the question can be 
raised. If he does it without authority of law, 
if he does it through friand or mistake, it can 
be set aside. So the court ruled thatit he does 
it through fraud, through ignorance, or through 
mistake, it shall be set aside. He wishes 
under the pretense of protecting, the Unite 
States, to have two hundred gentlemen sit down 
here and become triers of a case when, by the 
written Jaw, it is to be tried primarily in the 
Interior Department, and finally in the judi- 
cial departments of the Government. ‘Nhatis 
all the point between us, 

Tn regard to subsidies in money, that is all 
settled and not before the committee at all. 
In regard to lands, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, in the opinion he gave before this ques- 
tion came here, and that is a matter of record, 
refused one half of the lands claimed by one 
of these companies. Whether he allowed it to 
another I do not know. He refused it to one 
company, and decided the case pending before 
him. 

All I have to say about this is that ander the 
laws of the United States primarily in the 
administration of your laws touching the Post 
Office service that is to be done first through 
the Post Office Department. 

Under your laws touching the service of 
the Army, anything belonging to that is to be 
decided in the War Department primarily, 
Under your Jaws what is to be done in your 
naval service i$ primarily to be decided in the 
Navy Department, Aud so what is to be 
done in your courts, and through the officials 
of your courts, your judicial officers, belongs 
to the Department of Justice. But if, in any 
one of these Departments, acting under the 
guidance of your written law, there is igno 
rance, mistake, fraud, the denial of any of the 
rights of this Government or of the citizens 
of this Government, that isa matter for your 
courts. When it is a deprivation of the 
rights of a citizen, if there has been any at- 
tempted fraud or mistake, the matter is to be 
reheard, redecided, and corrected, if there 
has been any attempted fraud or mistake. 

Gentlemen come here and ask us to strip 
the Department of the Interior of the author 
ity with which itis clothed by law. They ask 
us to strip the judicial departments of the 
Government of the United states of the au- 
thority with which they are clothed by law, 
and to sit down here and decide whether the 
Central Branch or the St. Joseph and Denver 
Branch or whether the Kansas Branch is en- 
titled to the whole or any part of these lauds. 


I insist on it, sir, that the majority of the com- 
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mittee have done nothing but their duty in 
asking this House to discharge them from 
‘the further consideration of this subject, to 
‘remand it where it belongs under the written 
Jaws of the nation, and if the Secretary of the 
Interior does not do bis duty there are vigi- 
‘lant men enough in this House and ont of it, 
‘charged with the duties of this Government, 
to see to, it tbat any error he commits through 
“ignorance or mistaking the words of your 
> Supreme Court, or through fraud practiced 
¿cupon him or by himself, iu derogation of the 
“rights of any one, shall be reviewed, corrected, 
‘and reversed in the highest judicial tribunal 
of the nation. 

That is all, sir, there is in this case. - There 
is no money question about it. And if there 


be any private pretmptors, there stand half a | 


dozen cases ruled and settled, and questioned 
and challenged by nobody, in accordance with 


which a man wrongfully deprived of his vested |] 


rights under your law as a preémptor may go 
into your courts and have a decree securing to 
him his rights. 

Now, my proposition is simply that this 
resolution heretofore referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to investigate this ques- 
tion do lie upon the table, that the committee 
be discharged from the further consideratiou 
of this subject, and that the Secretary of the 
Interior, who has heretofore been notified tu 
stspend the discharge of his duties under the 
law, be informed of the action of the House. 
We decide nothing in favor of anybody at all. 
And if the House shall sustain the previous 
question, [ repeat again that it is my desire 
that. the House shail give these gentlemen 
Friday week, afier the morning hour, to hear 
anything they may have to say on this subject, 
as well as to present any minority report they 
may see fit to present. 

I now move the previous question on the 
resolution. 

Mr. TAREE. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a qnestion. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. With the consent of the 
House, | shall answer any question the gentle- 
man may ask me. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
the House will allow this matter to be dis- 
cussed, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam asking this House 
to allow it to be discussed. 

Mr. TAFFE. All thatthe chairman of the 
committee asks is that the committee be dis- 


charged from the further consideration of the | 


resolution, {will ask him if he will be witing 
to pass a resolution without that stump speech 
which he has injected into it? 

Mr, BINGHAM, There is no stamp speech 
in the resolution. The resolution is just what 
Thave had read. 

Mr. TAFPE. 
my question? : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the resolution be read. 
There is no stump speech in it. Will the gen- 
tleman state what he wants stricken out? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is upon lasing the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


Will the gentleman answer 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
turn, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a parliamentary question. If the motion to lie 
upon the table is pending, why has the Speaker 
allowed itto be debated all this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has 
been no debate on the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman did not move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not 
make it in that forim until he concluded his 
Speech. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now I ask that the 
resolution may be read tothe House. 

Mr. TAFF&. I ask the gentleman if the 


Oh, you will have your 


resolution is all the report of the committee ? |i 


l object | 
todebare; my turn bas come now. [Laughter.] | 


Mr. BINGHAM. The resslution is all we 
report to the House. 

Mr. TAFFE. I am willing to have that 
adopted; but not the stump speech in the 
report. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to a question of 
order. Idid not understand what the Chair 


‘said would be the first question in order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, that the commit- 


.tee be discharged from the further considera- 


tion of the resolution, and that it be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
that will be voted down. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I hope it will be 


T bope 


voted up. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I know 
you do. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then 
why do you debate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Is it in order now to 
move to recommit the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not 
until the question shall have been taken on the 
motion to lay on the table. i 
i Me. ELDRIDGE. Willit be in order after 
that‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tt will. 

Mr. TAFPE. 1 want to know whether this 
motion includes the preamble and the whole 
report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
understands that it includes nothing but the 
resulution. 

Mr. TAFEE. Iam willing that the resolu- 
tion shall be disposed of in any way; but that 
stump speech I ohjeet to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is nostump speech 
there. 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
lay on the table; and there was—ayes 33, 
noes 70, 

So the House refused to Jay the resolution 
on the table.- 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the report be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to speak upon that motion. I have the floor, 
now, Í believe. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, 
I will not detain the House more than a 
moment or two at this late hour, and that 
simply to say that as for me I do not care 
anything about the controversy between the 
railroads. Í call my associates upon the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to witness that what 
I desired was that a resolution be reported to 
the House directing the Attorney General to 
appear before the Department of the Interior 
and in this division of the spoils to represent 
the United States. That I was not permitted 
to do. I appeared for the United States in 
my humble way, and nobody else. I now 
desire that the report shall be recommitted, 
and I shall come in with a minority report if 
I cannot get the majority to agree to my views. 
I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the report was recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the report was 
recommitted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPEER, of 
Georgia, the House (at nine o'clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 
The following petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate 


comnnittees : $ 
By Mr. BIRD: The petition of citizens 


of Washington, New Jersey, remonstrating 
against so amending the Constitution of the 

nited States as to-allow a foreign-born citi- 
zen to become President of the United States. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of soldiers 
and sailors of Utica, New York, asking the 
passage of a bill to provide industrial homes, 
&c.,; for the orphans of soldiers and sailors 
who served in the Union Army and Navy. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Joseph: H, 
Demott, of Eastport, Maine, for arrears of 
pension. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of 26 in- 
ternal revenue gaugers of the cities of New 
York and Brooklyn, asking that their compen- 
sation may he fixed at ten dollars per day while 
actually employed. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Lydia 
Robinson, praying relief in consideration of 
the services of Captain John Douglas, who 
raised a company of men for the eleventh 
Pennsylvania regiment in the war of the Revo- 
lution. ` 

‘Also, the petition of Ann M. Tatem, pray- 
iog relief in consideration of services d sul: 
ferings of her father, James B. Ware, who was 
taken a prisoner with Commodore Bainbridge 
in the war with Tripoli. 

By Mr. SEELEY: The petition of officers, 
soldiers, &c., to make claims for homestead 
lands assignable. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The 
petition of Mary Jane Colton, widow of Martin 
S. Colton, for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, May 15, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. B. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Colambia. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the 


committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making 
appropriations for the naval service lor the 
year ending June 80, 1873, and for other 
purposes, Mr. Cors, Mr. Cracix, and Mr, 
STOCKTON. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had yesterday 
received the signature of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives: 

A bill (I. R. No. 2048) for tho relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burchfield ; and 

A bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the con- 
struction of certain bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river, and to establish the same as post 
roads. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILU. 

Mr. COLE. I wish to call up, subject to 
morning business, the conference committee 
report on the deficiency appropriation bill, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, it is so ordered, The Chair hears 
no objection. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills yesterday received from 
the House of Representatives were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: ; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2765) granting a pension 
to Julia Cosgrove ; ; À 

A bill (H. R. No. 2766) granting a pension 
to Mary Whalen; s ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2767) granting a pension 
to Ardella D. Warfield and Lindsley N. War- 
field ; g . 

A bill (H. R. No. 2768) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Dodd; and 
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as 


A bill (H. R. No. 2770) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Shelton. Š 

The bill (H. R. No. 2763) to provide a 
building suited to the use of the custom-house, 
post office, the pension and revenue officers, 
and the judicial officers of the United Siates 
in the city of Memphis, Tennessee, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2762) providing for a 
life-size marble statue of the late Senator Ed- 
ward Dickinson Baker was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1982) to provide for 
hold ng a circuit court of the United States in 
and for the wesern district of Missouri was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (LL R. No. 2764) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a marine hospital 
at San Francisco was read twice by its vue, 
and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

ELECTION IN LOUISIANA, 


The bill (H. R. No. 681) to prescribe the 
time for holding the election for choosing 
electors for President and Vice President for 
the Stare of Louisiana for the year 1872 was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. KELLOGG. | ask unanimous consent 
that that bill be now acted upon. It is the 
same bil that was passed by the Senate a few 
days ago, and I presume there will be no 
objection to acting on it, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think I shall have to 
ask that it take its course; that is to say, L do 
not wish itto go on the Calendar, but I think 
it should not interfere with the current morn- 
ing business, 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
morning business. i 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It will lie on the 
table to be examined. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I did notthink there would 
be any onjecrion to my request, and I suppose 
there woud not be trom any other Senator. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator sees my 
purpose. l wish to have the morning business 
disposed of. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. SUMNER. I presenta petition from 
a large number of citizens of New York, mem- 
bers of the Universal Peace Union, desiring a 
geveral disarmament throughout the worldand 
the substitution ofarbitration in the seitlement 
of difficuities. They say: ‘* Believing that the 
war provisions of our Government stand in the 
way, and that we cannot delegate to others that 
which is wrong for us to do ourselves, we 
respecifully petition for the repeal of the war 
Clauses of the Constitution,” [move the refer- 
ence of this petition to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the memorial of 
the American Steamship Company of Phila- 
delphia, praying for the adoption by Congress 
ofthe measure presented by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, recommending the passage of a 
law guarantying to persons who may employ 
in the foreign trade American-built first-class 
steamships of not less than two thousand tons 
burden, an annual payment of thirteen doliars 
per ton. for a period of five years. I move 
that this memorial be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRAGUE presented the petition of 
Hannah L. Lioyd, praying compensation for 
one fourth interest in the brig lanny, seized 
and solu by the United States marshal in New 
York in 1862; which was referred to the Com- 
mitree on Claims. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Cyrick Knoedler, praying arrears of pension; 
which wus referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


I will call it up after the 


Mr. SAULSBURY presented the petition 
of Jesse E. Peyton, attorney of Elizabeth 
Montgomery, heir of captain Hugh Mont- 
gomery, praying compensation for the services 
of her father in the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims. f 

Mr. POOL. I present additional papers 
connected with tbe memorial of James A. 
Harrold, praying compensation for property 
taken and destroyed by United States forces 
during the war of the rebellion, which was 
reported on unfavorably by the Committee 
on Claims because of the informality of the 
papers. I moveto have the matter rereferred 
to the committee with these papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GILBERT, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1078) referring to the United 
States Court of Claims a claim for the use of 
the Norton type-wheel dating and printing- 
machine, also the dating and canceling bond 
slamp, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on 
Patents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 924) for the relief of Sarah S. Trapp, 
executrix of William Trapp, deceased, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 935) incorporating the National Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Orphans Industrial Training As- 
sociation, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2706) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for 
the disposition of useless military reserva- 
tions,” approved February 24, 1871, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2698) to pro- 
vide forthe payment for certain property taken 
by the Government for the extension of the 
military reservation at Camp Mohave, in the 
Territory of Arizona, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands ; 
which was agreed. to. 

Mr. BOREMAN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to wnom was referred the petition of 
Mrs. Elizabeth B. McCormick, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, praying compensation 
for loss sustained in her business of keeping 
boarders and for extraordinary rents paid by 
reason of being suddenly dispossessed of the 
houses she was occupying by the military 
authorities, who took and held possession 
thereof for military purposes, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1945) for the 
relief of E. W. Whitaker, of Hartford, Con- 
necticut, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same commiitee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2040) for the 
relief of Redick McKee, reported adversely 
thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely, 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to have that 
bill go on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be placed 
on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee, 

TRUSSES FOR SOLDIERS. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
812) to provide for furnishing trusses to dis- 
abled soldiers, have instructed me to report it 
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without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider tbe bill. It provides that every soldier of 
the Union Army who was ruptured while in 
the lineof duty during the late war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion shall be entitled to 
receive a single or double truss of such style 
as may be designated by the Surgeon General 
of the United States Army as the best suited 
for such disability. The application for such 
truss shall be made by the ruptured soldier to 
an examining surgeon for pensions, whose 
duty it shall be to examine such applicant, 
and for every such applicant found to have a 
rupture, or hernia, shall prepare and forward to 
the Surgeon. General an application for such 
truss, without charge to the soldier, The 
Surgeon General is directed to purchase and 
procure the number of trusses which may be 
required for distribution to such disabled sol- 
diers at a price not greater than the same are 
sold to the trade at wholesale ; and the cost 
of the same is to be paid, upon the requisition 
of the Surgeon General, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SUMNER obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the 
consent of the Senate to take up a bill which 
involves almost a question of privilege, being 
the removal of the disabilities of Mr. Rogers, 


‘of North Carolina, who was elected to a seat 


in the House of Representatives, but cannot 
take his seat until his disabilities are removed. 
The bill has passed the House and has been 
on the table here for some time. I ask the 
consent of the Senate to take up that bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itrequires unani- 
mous consent, as the conference report on the 
deficiency appropriation bill was taken up at 
the beginning of this day's session and is 
now before the Senate, subject, however, to 
the routine morning business. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Epmunps] who sits beside me 
objected to that bill. 

Mr. MORTON. I was advised just now hy 
the Senator from North Carolina that he per- 
haps will not make any objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. He may have changed 
his mind ; but when the matter was presented 
to bim he did object decidedly. I happen to 
know that fact. 

Mr. POOL. I had rather the Senator from 
Vermont was here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itrequires unani- 
mous consent to take up the bill. The Senator 
from Massachusetts was recognized. 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about to ask the 
Senate to be good enough to take up the Dis- 
trict school bill in order to have a final vote 
on it. It has been debated, and I believe the 
debate is exhausted, and if we can have the 
final vote that bill may be taken off the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. PRATT. Isitin order to make reports ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be in 
order after the Chair asks unanimous consent, 
as he is compelled to do; but the Senator from 
California has risen, the Chair supposes, to 


object. 

Mr. COLB. Ido object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The remnant of 
the morning hour, by unanimous consent, was 
granted for the conference report of the defi- 
ciency bill. The Senator from Indiana rises 
with a report which the Chair will receive. 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of citizens 
of Puiladelphia, praying the passage of House 
bill No. 1738, allowing totally and partially 
disabled soldiers and seamen increased pen- 
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sion, have had the same under consideration, 
and directed me to report it back with a recom- 
mendation that the petition be indefinitely 


` postpoued, for the reason that the Senate has 


acted upon the subject-matter, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT, from the same committee, to 
whom were referred petitions of citizens of 
Minnesota, of Philadelphia, of Wyandott, 
Kansas. of Iowa, and of one hundred and 
sixty-seven citizens of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, making the same prayer, asked 
to be discharged Irom their further consider- 
ation. aud that they be postpoued indefinitely ; 
which wus agreed fo. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 


‘the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 


(S. No. 281) to construe sections two, three, 
four, five, and six of the Army appropriation 
bill, approved March 8, 1871, moved that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed, the subject 
having already been acted upon; which was 
agreed to. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary have instructed me to report back 
the bill (S. No. 480) concerning the circuit and 
district courts of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Kansas, with a recommendation that 
it pass. I myself am not in favor of the bill, 
but a majority of the committee instruct me to 
report it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 888) in relation to the office of attor- 
ney of the United States, for the district of 
Louisiana, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 should like to have that 
bill go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report of the committee. 

fr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 826) to regulate certain actions in the 
Court of Claims by loyal owners of. property 
seized under the act of March 12, 1863, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

He also, fromthe same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1843) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled ' An act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census,” reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the bill (S, No. 5G) for the better 
organization of the district courts of the United 
States within the State of Louisiana, and the 
bill (S. No. 838) for the better organization of 
the district courts of the United States within 
the State of Louisiana, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved their indeh ito postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the biil (8. No. 124) to establish 


‘the eastern judicial district of Kentucky, re- 


ported adversely thereon, and moved its in- 
detinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill-(S. No. 144) to create 
the southern judicial district of California, 
reported adversely thereon, and moved its 
indetinite postponement. 

Mr. COLE. Let that bill go on the Cal- 
endar, 

‘Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Commitiee , 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the | 


petitions of the Indian agents, Tatum and 
Darlington, praying the enactment of a law 
regulating intermarriages of white persons 
with Indians outside of any State or organized 
Territory, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary ; which was 
agreed to. 


i 


Mr. WILSON. The Committey on Milirary 
Affairs report back the bill (A. R. No. 2699) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to establish 
and protect nati ‘nal cemeteries,” approved 
February 22, 1867. This bili has only six 
lines, and I should like to have it put on its 
passage at once. 5 

Mr. COLE. T muat object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (3. 
No. 1116) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to purchase a site and erect thereon 
a building to be used as a marine hospital in 
Sioux City, lowa; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
PROTECTION OF ILARBORS, ETC. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the biil (3. 
No. 1072) for the preservation of harbors, 
havens, roads, channels, navigable rivers, 
lakes, and other naviguble waters within the 
United States, was passed last evening. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The motion to 
reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I merely wish to make 
the motion so that the bill shall be retained 
in the possession of the Senate. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
has sent to the office to see if the bill has gone 
to the House of Representatives, and if it has 
gone to the House a message will be sent 
asking its return. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the report of the committee of conference on 
the bill (R. R. No. 1654) making appropra- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 
on agreeing to the report, and declared that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think the Senate 
understand the question. I should like to 
have a vote by yeas and nays ou agreeing to 
this report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall not vote to con- 
cur in this report, for the reasons given by the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman.] I am 
unwilling myself io aliow these cotton chim- 
ants to go tothe Treasury of the United States 
and have their claims setiled by the clerks and 
subordinates of that Department. I am will- 
ing that these parties should have a proper 
opportunity to test their rights ina court where 
their claims can be judicially investigated. 
But i remember very well that we had a strug- 
gle here four or five years ago 10 prevent the 
plunder of this money that had been received 
trom the sale of captured cotton, I think it 
was one of the most corrupting funds ever in 
the possession of the Government. It was 
kept out of the Treasury for several years as 
a mere fund for ihe whole body of ciaimants 
to prey upon. Many millions were paid with- 
out any judicial investigation at all through 
the action of the Treasury Departwent. 
had a long struggle to get that muncy covered 
into the Treasury, which we finally succeeded 
in doing, where it cannot be taken out except 
in pursuance of an appropriation made bylaw, 
I think we did notget it covered in, if I remem- 
ber rightly, until 1868. 

Mr. SHERMAN. July, 1868. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. f 1 tw 
or three years to get their claims out of this 
fund. I think they had a reasonable time, lt 
seems some of them did not succeed in being 
paid. Now, I wish to say to the Sena‘e that 
I reported this morning from the Judiciary 
Committee a bili—and i hope Senators who 
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These parties had two į 
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think there are claimants whe have some 
rights will notice its provisions—anthorizing 
any of these. claimants to bring suit for six 
months in the Court of Claims, allowing them 
six months to bring suits and show that they 
have got a right to any of the proceeds of thia 
abandoned property. If they have, let thon 
establish it judicially. Talwogether prefer that 
to opening the Treasury and allowing these 
parties to go there and muke their setleinents 
on ex parte testimony. f 
in saying what I do I do not mean to cast, 
and do not wish to be understood as casting, 
any imputation on the Secretary of the Treas: 
ury. I have confidence in the integrity of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I do not mean 
in my remarks to cast any imputation upon 
him. But the proceeding before him will be 
ex parte; it will be like the proceedings before 
a committee of Congress, which I think is the 
worst sort of body to investigate a claim. I 
am willing, and have reported. as I say, this 
morning, a bill to allow these parties to go be- 
fore the Court of Claims any time within six 
months and establish their claims if they have 
any, and [ think that ought to be satisfac- 


tory. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let me call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the fact that the bill we 
have reported only applies to loyal men. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. = It only applies to loyal 
men, of course. 

Mr. CARPENTER, The statement made 
by the chairman might imply, that it included 
the cases of all persons claiming cotton under 
that act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am very glad to be 
corrected. I never was in favor of opening 
the Court of Claims for disloyal claimants to 
bring suits. The bill which we have reported 
is the bill whieh the Senator from Wisconsin 
introduced some time ago. We have reported 
it with an amendment, making it a little more 
specific in regard to the proof of loyally. I 
am willing to vote for the bill we have reported, 
and | hope the Senate will take it upand pass 
it; but 1 am unwilling to vote for this confer- 
ence report, which allows these parties to go 
with their ex parte claims to the Treasury of 
the United States. 

Mr. THURMAN. IfI understand the 
report of the conference commitiee, the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Hlinois does 
not touch the subject-matter of theamendingnt 
reported by the conference committee. They 
are upon wholly different subjects. The bill 
to which the Senator ulludes, and which he 
has just reported, relates ouly to property 
seized under what is known as the captured 
and abandoned property act. The provision 
in the report of the committee applies to prop- 
erty that was not seized ander that net, but 
seized in plain violation of the act. [think I 
am not mistaken about it; so that the Dill 
reported by the Senator does not touch the 
question that is now before us on the report 
of the couference committee; and I hope that 
delay will not intervene, or that the report 
will not be rejected under the idea now sug- 
gested that we can provide for it by the pas- 
sage of the bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee. They are upon wholly different 
subjects. 

The question now before the Senate is 
simply this and nothing more: without any 
right whatsoever, without any authority of 
any statute whatsoever, in plain violation of 
law and in atime of peace, after the war bad 
ceased, the property of the citizen was seized 
and sold, and the proceeds put into the Treas- 
ury of the United States; and now the only 
question is, whether we will keep that plunder 
(for plunder it is) or whether we will surrender 
itto its rightful owners. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? Iask him why not let 
the party establish those facts before a court 
that tbe property was taken in time of peace 
and afier the rebellion was over? Ido not 
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want him to go into the Treasury Department 
to establish it. 

Mr. THURMAN. You allow not simply 
the heads of your Departments, but you allow 
bureau officers to pass upon twenty times the 
amount of these claims every year. You have 
done it from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. . You permit them to audit and to allow 
upon their certificate the payment of ten times 
the amount covered by this amendment of the 
conference committee in other cases, and you 
have done it for seventy years. If you cannot 
trust them in such a matter as this, why not 
repeal all those laws; why have any Auditor 
of the Treasury at all; why have any Comp- 
troller of the Treasury? Why not compel any 
man who is entitled to money from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for services, or 
for any reason whatsoever, to go into the Court 
of Claims? Why, sir, we had before us but 
lately—I know it is a thing that the Senator 
from Illinois condemned, and I express no 
opinion upon its merits—the matter of an 
award of $93,000 by the Secretary of the Navy 
upon an old claim anda payment of thatclaim, 
Whether that was right or wrong, it is not for 
me to say. I have nut yet read a word of the 
testimony upon it, and I do not express any 
opinion upon it; but I mention it simply to 
show what the existing lawis. Nobody denies 
that he was a proper person to audit and allow 
thet claim if it was not prohibited bylaw. If 
the claim had not been fully paid, nobody 
denies that he was the proper person to audit 
aud allow it, So with your Secretary of War; 
so with your Secretary of the Interior; so with 
your Secretary of the Treasury; and how is it 
done? By a bureau officer ninety-nine times 
out ofa hundred. 

Now, it will not do to say all at once that 
you have no confidence in your Secretary of 
the Treasury, that you will not trust him to 
isis upon claims amounting to only about 

alf a million dollars, when every year not 
only he but almost every Secretary in the Gov- 
ernment passes upon ten times the amount of 
such claims. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I desire to 
say that I shall vote against agreeing to this 
report. I shall do so for two reasons. One 
is because I understand it to abandon entirely 
the amendinent which the Senate agreed to 
upon the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morritt.] I confess that I hear 
with reluctance that that amendment is to be 
abandoned. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
House. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand it was rejected 
by the House, and it is abandoned in this 
report of the committee if I am correctly in- 
formed. J*or that reason alone I should vote 
against agreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee; but I think we ought to hesitate, too, 
before we agree to the amendment adopted 
by the House of Representatives in lieu of 
that, 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] is 
entirely right, however, in saying that this 
property ought to be paid for. It was taken 
without law; it was taken in defiance of law; 
it was taken in defiance of orders. All laws 
which authorized the seizure of captured or 
abandoned property, and the sale of it, and 
paying the proceeds into the Treasury, ended 
when the war ended. The war ended, I be- 
lieve, in view of that act when we stopped 
fighting. IL always thought the war ended for 
all purposes at that particular date. The war 
ended and that statute ceased to operate. But 
the Secretary of the Treasury seemed to think 
he had aduty to discharge in reference to 
property down there after that period arrived. 
He admitted that he had no right to take the 
property of a citizen living down there, what- 
ever might have been his sentiments during 
the war; but he assumed that there was prop- 
erty there which had belonged, not to citizens, 
but to that organization known as the confed- 


It was rejected by the 


erate government; and he assumed that it was 
bis duty to get hold of that property in some 
way. That was not a duty charged by any 
statute upon anybody ; and when the Secretary 
issued his proclamation, telling these agents 
to stop collecting property under the seizure 
acts, he excepted from the operation of the 
proclamation that which belonged to the con- 
federate government. Under that exception 
these agents still kept their places. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He issued fresh orders 
after July. 

Mr. HOWE. My attention has not been 
called to those fresh orders; but there was an 
exception in his proclamation. They still 
kept their places, and they went on taking 
property upon the pretense that it was con- 
federate property. That property was sold 
and the money went into the Treasury. ‘The 
Senator from Ohio is entirely right in saying 
that we cannot keep that money. We have 
got to pay that out. We paid some out the 
other day, or at least passed a bill to provide 
for one of the persons whose cotton was taken 
upou the pretext that it belonged to the con- 
federate government. That is the only case 
we have provided for in the Committee on 
Claims. I do not know what action has 
been taken in other committees. Bat it 
seems to me—and this isthe point to which 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate— 
that you ought to make up your minds now 
and at once what your liability is ia refer- 
ence,to that matter. If you say that you 
have got to repay all these individuals what 
their cotton was worth because somebody in 
defiance of law and in defiance of all orders 
took and sold it 

Mr. MORTON, The amendment only pro- 
vides for paying back what the Government 
really received, not what the cotton was worth. 

Mr. HOWIE. I understand what the prop- 
osition here is; but I say the Senate ought to 
make up its mind what is the liability of the 
Government, and if you say the Government 
is liable to pay for that property what it was 
worth, then you can trust, perhaps, some one 
of your tribunals to go on and listen to these 
claims individually. But if you make up your 
mind that the duty only rests upon the Gov- 
ernment to repay to these citizens the money 
we got, then anotker consideration must not 
be lost sight of. You see that every one of 
these citizens who have lost cotton is inter- 
ested in this fund. No one of them can be 
paid what he has lost; they can only be paid 
pro rata; and in order to do justice, no mat- 
ter who undertakes to do it, the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, or the court, or the Congress, 
you ought to have all these parties Jetore 
you. ‘here is a specific fund, amounting to 
so many dollars, and each person who has 
lost cotton under these circumstances is en- 
titled to that share of the fund which the 
cotton that he lost bears to the whole cotton 
that was taken. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator for one moment. His principles 
are entirely right, if the fund is a limited fund 
and the claims exceed the fund, and if our 
liability is limited to that, there would have 
to be an apportionment of the fund. ButasI 
understand the facts—I am not going into any 
question about whether we oughtto make good 
the loss—the appropriation provided for by 
this conference report isvery far from exhaust- 
ing the fund. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let me ask my col- 
league as matter of fact do not the books of 
the Treasury Department show from what per- 
son the cotton was taken, and the amount 
which was paid.into the Treasury on each ; 
man’s cotton, and when it was taken? I ask 
for information, because I do not know what 
the fact is. 

Mr. HOWE. Toacertain exient, undoubt- 
edly, the books of the Treasury Department will 


show that; but the books will furnish very in- | 
adequate information in a great many particu- || 


lars. I call the attention of the Senator from 

Obio to the fact that the proposition before 

the Senate is based upon the assumption that 

the Government is liable only to the extent of | 
the money it has in its Treasury. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘hat is only hard on 
the claimant, for we give him no interest. We 
have got the money; we have used it; and all 
he asks is to be paid back his principal; to be 
paid back, too, what the cotton sold for, 
although, according to the information of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Saw- 
YER,] who investigated the subject, ic was sold 
for much less than it was really worth. 

Mr. HOWE. Tadmit that is hard on the 
claimant, but will you not make it harder on 
him if you say to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, ‘ You may take up these claims seriatim, 
consider the claims of Jones and Brown, and 
so on, and pass upon them individually ?” 
Then the men that grab first will be apt to 
come off best. When you have exbausted 
that fund, where are you going to come out? 

Mr. MORTON. It does not come out of 
any particular fund, but out of the ‘Treasury 
generally. 

Mr. HOWE. But the appropriation is lim- 
ited, if I understand-—— 

Mr. MORTON. Itis not. 
language to the Senator: 

And a suficient sum for such payment is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the ‘Lreasury nob 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOWE. A sufficient sum for what? 

Mr. MORTON. To pay these claims. 

Mr. HOW, What claims? 

Mr. MORTON. For cotton taken after the 
war was over, 

Mr. HOWE. 
ceeds? 

Mr. MORTON. The net proceeds of the 
colton taken after the war was over. 

Mr. HOWE. Precisely, the net proceeds ; 
what the ‘Treasury has got derived from the 
cotton taken, That is what you are to pay. 

Mr. MORTON, The appropriation is not 
confined to that at all. The appropriation is 
general; but the money to be paid is the net 
proceeds of the property taken after the war 
was over. 

Mr. COLE. It shall not exceed the amount 
of that. ` 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Indiana is 
unquestionably right in the supposition that 
we are not to pay those exact doilars; but he 
is unquestionably wrong when he supposes that 
the sum which we are to pay is not measured 
precisely dollar for dollar and cent for cent by 
the net proceeds of the cotton which was taken 
in this way. 

Mr. MORTON. Of course itis; but sup- 
pose that should have already been exhatsted 
by other claims, itis to be paid from the general 


I will read tha 


All cotton or only the pro- 


appropriation, l 
Mr. HOWE. You substitute an equal 
amount. Those dollars may have gone, but 


you are to substitute an equal amount for them. 

Mr. MORTON, Certainly, 

Mr. HOWE. Then I say again the fund is 
limited; and if the aggregate of that fund is 
$3,060,000, if that is aH those net procceda, 
when you have disbursed $3,000,000, the 
amount of the cotton taken vastly exceeds the 
amount of the proceeds of the Treasury. The 
claims will be filed here; Mr. Jones wiil come 
in and claim that he had so much cotton taken. 
The Secretary passes upon that claim, finds 
he had so much, and pays what the clerk ud- 
judges to be the net proceeds. He does not 
have anybody else there to say, “ You did not 
lose so much cotton.” Nobody makes an issue 


; with him but the Government, and the Gov- 


ernment has no interest, because it has money 
enough to pay the first man and the seceud 
man; but when ithas paid the full $8,000,100, 


j then it bas nota dollar to pay more, and the 


man who has not got his claim iu at ull gets 
nothing. ; , 
Again, I say, it is utterly impossible for any- 
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body to administer such a fund justly. Every 
lawyer will recognize the force of that at once. 

So, Mr. President, I should be obliged -to 
vote against this proposition: whether it re- 
. ferred the matter to the Court of Claims or te 
the Secretary of the Treasury, unless it pro- 
` vided for bringing all the parties before them. 
But as between the Court of Claims and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I ‘must say that I 
think the Court of Claims is safest, simply be 
cause of the forms of- its procedure, ‘not that 
I distrust the character of. the distinguished 
gentleman at the head of the Treasury De- 
partment, not that I have not as much con- 
fidence in his character as I have in the char- 
acter. of any of those on the bench of the 
Court of Claims, but simply because it is im- 
possible from the modes of procedure recog- 
nized in the Treasury Department that such 
business should be done as safely there as it 
is done in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, when I 
yielded the floor yesterday, it was with a hope 
that the vote could be taken on the report of 
the conference committee without further 
debate. I had no disposition to debate the 
question, for-it occurred to me that the ex- 
planation of the honorable chairman, with the 
report itself, made the matter so very plain as 
to remove all doubt as to the justice of the 
report. ‘here is but one point upon which 
there is an issue on the report, and that is the 
one in regard to the substitute of the House 
for the Morrill amendment, all other adjudica- 
tions of the committee being, by common con- 
sent, concurred in. I suppose that the report 
itself was so plain, so distinct, of such unques- 
tioned propriety, that there would not be a 
single Senator upon this floor who would 
object to its adoption at once, and without 
debate. ` : 

The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN, ] 
however, declared that with the objection he 
had to it he could not agree to it; and his 
principal objection was that this question had 
not been before the Senate, that it was a 
surprise. Iam amazed at the oblivionsness 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio. This 
question has been before the country and 
both Houses of Congress for the last two or 
three years. In truth from the time when the 
rebellion was suppressed, when peace was 
declared, at.the first meeting of Congress 
thereafter, and ever since, the question of 
cotton and cotton claims has been one of 
grave interest before Congress, and before the 
country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi will please suspend. The 
morning hour bas expired, and the bill (S. No. 
656) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, is 
before the Senate, upon which the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] is entitled 
to the floor. There is an antagonism in re- 
gard to other business which the Chair will 
state 

Mr. ALCORN. Iwill ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to proceed with the confer- 
ence report. 4 

Mr. COLE. I appeal to the Senate to 
allow the regular order to be laid aside inform- 
ally until we finish this report. It will take 
but a short time. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the unfinished business will be in- 
formally passed over without losing any of its 
rights, subject to a demand for the regular 
order. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. a 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

Mr. POMEROY. Itis very important that 
we should close this conference report. Itis 
on the deficiency bill. Bat 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report of 
the committee of conference on the deficiency 
bill is before the Senate, subject to a demand 
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for the regular ordet by any Senator if the | 


debate is a prolonged one. 

„Mr. COLE. Iam not disposed to interfera 
with the discussion, but I will state for the in- 
formation of Senators that the necessity for 
the passage of this bill is’ regarded: as. very į 
great; the courts of the United States: have | 
stopped in: some’ cases for the want of the 
passage of the bill. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis a debatable 
proposition, and debate is progressing on it. 
it will be.arrested by a demand for the regular 
order or by a vote. 5 

Mr. ALCORN. Ido not wish, and I gave 
evidence yesterday evening that I did not 
desire to go into the discussion of this mat- 
ter, for I yielded the floor with the hope that 
the vote would‘be taken without discussion on 
this question, and this is the first: opportunity 
1 have had of obtaining the floor since that 
time. But I am not willing that the Senate 
shall take the vote upon the representations 
that have been made with regard to the fea- 
tures of this conference report. Twelve months 
ago, in the last Congress, the question of these 
claims was referred to the Judiciary Commit: 
tee of the House of Representatives. It was 
referred to that committee by the House, and 
that committee through its chairman reported 
unanimously, and I desire to read what the 
chairman said: 

“Mr. Brxanam. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to report back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the jointresolution (AL 
R. No. 340) authorizing the Sceretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay certdin cotton claims, the net proceeds 
of which are at present covered into the Treasury, 
arising frow the sales of cotton unlawfully seized 
after the 30th June, 1865. 

_'* The joint resolution was read, The preamblo re- 
cites that the Secretary of tho Treasury of tho Uni- 
ted States issued a circular letter of instructions, 
bearing date June 27, 1865, in whieh United States 
Treasury agents were forbidden to seize any cotton 
after the 30th June, 1865. ‘The jointresolution there- 
fore directs the Secretary of the Treasury, without 
delay, to pay to the lawful owners the net proceeds 
of all cotton at present covered into the Treasury 
arising from the sales of cotton seized after 20th June, 
1865, such seizures being made in violation of the 
injunctions of the Treasury Department, and after 
the surrender of the armies of the rebellion and 
proclamation of amnesty by the President of the 
United States.” 

This was the report that was made by the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee in the 
House of Representatives twelve months ago, 
and a like report was made at the present ses- 
sion. Barly in the session, in the month of 
February, the Senator from Texas introduced 
into the Senate a bill proposing to restore the 

roceeds of this cotton in the terms set forth 
in the report of the Judiciary Committee of 
the House of Representatives. In the debate 
on the Morrill amendment the question came 
up, and the proposition was moved by myself 
as an amendment to the Morrill amendment, 
and it was discussed by the Senate, and no 
Senator in his place asserted for one moment 
that the Governmeut of the United States had 
the slightest claim to this property. 2 

The amendment of the Honse of Represent- 
atives is not the report of the conference 
committee. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives was more full, more just. 
The amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives was to require the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay over to the claimants the pro- 
eeeds of all cotton seized after the 30th of June, 
1865, in violation of law; but the amendment 
of the conference committee comes in and 
says not only that it shall have been seized in 
violation of law, but that it shall shave been 
seized in violation of the instructions of the 
‘Treasury Department. It is ‘known to be the 
fact that cotton belonging to citizens, on which 
the Government had no rightful claim, was 
under a misapprehension seized at the sugges- 
tion of interested agents. upon orders pro- 
cured by them from the Treasury Department. 
All such cotton, or the proceeds, the House 
amendment would have given to the owner ; 
but, sir, the conference committee, adopting 
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the suggestions of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, has cut it off. Is must now appear that 
the: cotton was not-only seizad in violation of 
law, but also in violation ofthe order -of the 
Secretary: of the Treasury, before it ean, under 
the conference report, be in any evenit autrea- 
dered up. ofl í 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam sorry to call the Sen- 
ator to order, but I desire to have one question 
settled before we proceed farther with this 
debate. I understand this to be the déticieney 
bill, and the -five-minutes rule ‘applied to all 
amendments toit: ‘he question now before 
us is nothing but an amendment’ to the def: 
ciency bill,and I think the five: minutes: ruleas 
to debate applies to it. I merely desire the 
decision of the Chair on that before the debate 
proceeds further, because my judgmentis that 
the rule limiting debate to five minutes applies 
to this amendment. - : 

Mr. ALCORN.: If that rule is established, 
I will then promise the Senate that [will not 
speak longer than five minutes, But F will 
await the decision of the Chair on that point, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chuir doubts 
whether he could so construe it by the text 
of the resolution. That may have been the 
intention, although it does not seem so -to 
appear. The Chair will read it: 

“ Resolved, That during the prosont sossion it shall 
boin orderatany time to movea recess apd, pending 
an appropriation bill, to move to confino debate on 
amendments thereto to five minutos by’ any Senator 
on tho pending motion.” i 

Now, whether on the deficiency bill this five 
minutes rule applied or not, the Chair’ does 
not now remember, i i 

Mr. POMEROY. = It did, ` 

The VICK PRESIDENT. But if it did 
apply, the Chair thinks it must have exhausted 
itself when the bill passed. {t then avsimed 
another stage, was referred toa conference 
committee, and the conference committee have 
reported it back, The Chair thinks the rule 
might apply to the report of a conference cóm- 
mittec on an appropriation bill, but it would 
require a specific vote of the Senate, the Chair 
thinks, to apply it to this conference report. 

Mr. POMEROY. It was said to the Senate 
that the question was on this specific amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill, which is an 
amendment to an amendment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That was so at 
a previous stage when it waa pending as an 
appropriation bill, but now it is a couference 
report. The Chair, however, will submit the 
question to the Senate if the Senator from 
Kansas desires it. The Chair would doubt 
himself the propriety of the Chair construing 
this restrictive rule beyond its language. 

Mr. POMEROY. I desire to say that I did 
not raise the point out of any opposition, to the 
Senator from Mississippi, but only to have the 
question settled. I should like to have the 
sense of the Senate on that question. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope that the Senator 
from Mississippi will give way for me a mo- 
ment until [can make a suggestion. When 
the morning hour expired, 1 objected to pro- 
ceeding with this business, but at the request 
of several gentlemen F withdrew the objection, 
upon the assurance that there would be no 
debate. There was a bill assigned for to-day 
at twelve o'clock which I think it very import- 
ant should be disposed of immediately. I feel 
certain, from the manner in which the debate 
is proceeding on this question, that it will 
occupy some hours, perhaps all day, and if I 
have the right to object, and I believe I have, 
Lam not willing to have the time thus oceu- 
pied to the exclusion of other business which 
{think more important. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania states that at twelve o'clock 
he objected to the further consideration of this 
report as the morning hour expired, but yield- 
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ed, supposing it would not give rise to any 
debate, and he nowdemands the regular order. 

Mr. ALCORN. I desire to submit a ques- 
tion to the Chair: . The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. rose- arid made: his objection. He 
yielded the floor to myself with the full knowl- 
edge that I had something to say on the re- 
port,- ‘Certainly I should not have sought the 
floor unless I thought I had something to say. 
Now he rises in his place while I have the 
floor; which I contend he cannot do, and pro- 
poses to stop me in the midst of a five-minutes 
speech, for I should have finished my speech 
long since if the Senator from Kansas and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania had let me alone. 
They rose in the midst of my speech, and are 
even now detaining the Senate to hear what 
I have to say on the point by interposing an 
objection to my going forward. I ask the 
Chair whether they can do so. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that when the unfinished business is 
passed over subject to a demand forthe regular 
order by any Senator that gives the right to 
any Senator to demand the regular order when 
he can obtain the floor. Whether a Senator 
conld then hold the floor for several hours so that 
the demand for the regular order could not be 
made, the Chair will not now decide. Butthe 
Chair will decide that the Senator from Kansas 
having made his point of order on the Sena- 
tor’s speech, he was at that time in his seat. 

When a point of order is made, the Senator 
occupying the floor must resume his seat until 
the Chair has decided that point of order. 
The Chair, however, decided it in favor of the 


Senator from Mississippi, at which time the | 
Senator from Pennsylvania rose, the Senator 


froin Mississippi being in his seat, aud addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. ALCORN. Task, whether, when the 
point of order was decided, I was not then 
entitled to the floor ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
would have been entitled to the floor, but the 
Senator from Pennsylvania first claimed it 
before the Senator from Mississippi claimed 
it. The Senator from Mississippi, the Chair 
supposes, however, is entitled to the floor. 
He was taken from the floor by the point of 
order, and he will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President 

Mr, ALCORN, ‘I decline to be inter- 
rupted. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think when I say just 
One word the Senator will hear me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Mississippi cannot be interrupted except 
with his consent by parliamentary law. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know that, but I am 
appealing now to the Senator from Mississippi 
to let me say one word by way of apology. 

Mr. ALCORN. I claim the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Mississippi claims the floor, and declines 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; let him go 
ahead. 

Mr. ALCORN. It is necessary that I 
should vindicate my right to be heard here. 
I wish to do so in no spirit or disposition to 
place myself in violation of the courtesies of 
this body. I never will do that knowingly. I 
have but little more to say. The Senator 
from Illinois proposes that the claimants of 
this cotton shall now be transferred, graciously 
permitted, he says, to go to the Court of 
Claims. Up to this time they have had no 
opportunity of going to the Court of Claims. 
The Senator from. Wisconsin, in the discussion 
had upon this question some time since, de- 
clared that there was no power or authority in 
the claimants of this cotton to be heard in the 
Court of Claims, They have been denied the 
right to be heard in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi yield to the Senator 
from Dlinois. 

Mr. ALCORN. No, sir; I do not yield to 
anybody. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I merely wanted to cor- 
rect the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi declines to yield. 

Mr. ALCORN. ‘The Court of Claims now 
has docketed over six thousand cases. They 
are able to dispose of about five hundred cases 
a year, and the Senator from Illinois will now 
graciously remit to the Court of Claims parties 
whose cotton was seized without authority of 
law and in violation of the instructions of the 
Treasury; in the language of the conference 
committee, seized and sold by the Govern- 
ment seven long years since. The conference 
committee then go forward and provide an 
appropriation of $20,000 for the Secretary of 
the Treasury to defend the Government in 
the possession of money which hag thus come 
into the Treasury in violation of every law 
that has ever been written and every code of 
morals that has ever been understood or ex- 
pressed by anybody. 

Now it is proposed that the claimants shall 
go to the Court of Claims; and when, oh when, 
shall we have the cases decided if they are 
sent to the Court of Claims? There are six 
thousand cases now upon the docket of that 
court. These parties have been held at bay 
for seven long years. The Government claims 
notthe property. No man has asserted that 
the Government is entitled to this property, 
No one will say to-day that the Government 
is entitled to this property. All agree that it 
was wrongfully taken, a wrongful seizure, 
which if the like had been done by any private 
persons or any other than the Government 
of the United States, would have been called 
open and bare-faced robbery. 

dir, if the Government were to go to-day 
and seize my horse or my cotton and should 
sell it and cover the proceeds into the Treas- 
ury, am Í to stand here for seven long years 
and petition Congress to give me the proceeds 
of the sale of my own property, and then at 
the end of that time would you transfer me to 
the Court of Claims, to be placed at the heel 
of the docket, where there are six thousand 
cases ahead of me? My God, sir, do not 
give these people any remedy at all rather 
than send them to the Court of Claims. If 
we do that, their legacy, their inheritance, 
their claims will be a curse to them and their 
posterity forever. Give them the money that 
we wrongfully hold, or say to them that you 
intend to keep it, and turn your hand upon tbem, 
and let them go home with the knowledge in 
their hearts that the Government by the strong 
arm of power, and in violation of the law of 
right, holds that which they have been vio- 
lently deprived of. 

Mr. President, I shall make but one more 
rematk. I desire to show the Senate how it 
is that these cases are disposed of, how these 
people are treated who come here with cotton 
claims. I have here an abstract from the 
report of the Treasury. I wish to show how 
much these people get, and whether they are 
complaining justly or unjustly. Here is a 
calculation made at the Treasury Department. 
The gross receipts of the cotton sold were 
$174,920 87. The actual expenses upon that 
$174,920 87 worth of cotton, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, made out to be 
$44,187 26. Then he charged the claimant 
of this property five per cent., not after deduct: 
ing the expenses, but five per cent. upon the 
gross amount, amounting to $8,746 04. Then 
he charges as Government tax $48,730 22, 
making an aggregate of $96,663 52. This was 
for a thousand bales of cotton, the proceeds of 
which were covered into the Treasury, although 
there were eleven hundred and fifty bales 
taken, The party comes here, his cotton brings 


$174,920 87, and they charge him $96,653 52 
expenses upon it, and pay him $78,257 35, 
and he goes away with that; and it is gaid that 


there is robbery by these fellows upon the 


Treasury ! ; 
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President—— 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
now state the antagonism of business for to- 
day. The bill before the Senate as the unfin- 
ished business is the bill (S. No. 656) to extend 
the provisions of the fourth section of the act 
approved April 20, 1871, on which the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania on the right of the Chair 
{Mr. Scorr] is entitled to the Hoor; bat some 
days since the following order was made, the 
Chair stating: 

“Tf there be no objection, the bill alluded to by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania in rogard to the de- 
potof the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
will bo assigned as a special order for Wednesday 
nextattwelveo’clock, subject to the unfinished basi- 
ness, and the Chair at that time will recognize the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, with the consent of the 
Senate, to move to lay on the tablo whatever unfin- 
ished business may then be pending, so thata major- 
ity of the Sonate may, if they desire, go on with the 
bill or may refuso to go on with it. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition? ° 

“Mr. Davis, of West Virginia. No; itappears to 
be fair, and Lugree to it. 
te: Vick Priston. Tho Chair hears no objoc- 

The Senator from Pennsylvania on the right 
of the Chair [Mr. Scorr] is entitled to the 
floor upon the unfinished business; but under 
the order of the Senate the Chair now recog- 
nizes the Senator from Pennsylvania on the 
left, [Mr. Cameron, ] to move to lay it on the 
table for the purpose of proceeding with the 
Baltimore and Potomac railroad bill, 

Mr. CAMERON. Before I make that mo- 
tion I wish to say a word somewhat apologetic 
to the Senator trom Mississippi for having 
interrupted him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
must ask unanimous consent to do that. The 
Chair under this order can only recognize him 
to move to lay on the table the unfinished 
business. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
desires to make a statement in regard to the 
colloquy between himself and the Seuaor 
from Mississippi. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is always in order 
I suppose. When I agreed to withdraw my 
objection to the consideration of this report 1 
did not know that the Senator from Migsis- 
sippi or any other Senator was going to speak. 
A Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
came to me and said, ‘¢ Withdraw your objec 
tion for a moment so that we may have a 
vote.” With that view I withdrew the objec- 
tion, not because 1 understood anybody was 
going to debate it at all. During my service 
here I do not think I have ever forgotten the 
courtesy which is due, not only to a Senator, 
but to a gentleman. Certainly no gentleman 
would interrupt another without proper cause 
when he was addressing the body, much less 
would a Senator to do so. [ think that much 
is due from myself to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, for whom I have the greatest regard. 

Now I make my motion to take up the 
House bill relative to the depot 

Mr. ALCORN. I was going to. remark, if 
the Senator will alow me—— 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALCORN. I certainly felt it was no 
discourtesy to me that the Senator made the 
motion, and I trust that no Senator will re~: 
gard anything as coming from me, in insisting 
on the floor, as discourteous. 1 had the floor; 
and Í proposed to occupy it, as was my right 
as I conceived. 

Mr. CAMERON. That was right. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to withdraw his motion for, say, fifteen 
minutes. 


Mr. CAMERON, 


I greatly prefer not. 
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Mr. COLE. I think we can finish this 
matter in fifteen minutes. 
Mr. POMEROY. This is a. conference 


report. 

Mr. CAMERON. And you. want. fifteen 
minutes? 

Mr. POMEROY. That is all. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. It is now 

twenty minutes after twelve. =. 
..Mr. SCOTT. When the morning hour ex- 
pired, being entitled to the floor on the unfin- 
ished business, I only refrained from making 
objection to the consideration of the report on 
the deficiency bill for the purpose of permit- 
ting the Senator from Mississippi to finish his 
unfinished remarks in consequence of his stat- 
ing that he had refrained from making them 
before in the hope of getting a vote, intending, 
in the exercise of my right to the floor, if the 
vote could not be had. on the deficiency bill at 
the conclusion of his remarks, to call up the 
unfinished business, and I did not intend to 
yield that to anything but the order of the 
Senate previously made to permit my colleague 
to test the sense of the Senate upon whether 
they would lay the unfinished business on the 
table for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the business which he has in 
charge. Having said that much, I merely 
wish to add that it will only be in obedience 
to the vote of the Senate that I shall yield the 
unfinished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania therefore objects to the 
extension of time. 

Mr. CAMERON. I make the motion, then, 
that the bill in charge of my colleague be laid 
aside for the purpose of taking up House bill 
No. 2187. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 
656 is now before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that it be laid on 
the table for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the Baltimore and Potomac 
railroad bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SIOCKTON. I desire, with the per- 
mission of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to 
make a statement to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
lay on the table is not debatable; but the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey asks consent to make a 
statement to the Senate. The Chair hears no 
objection, 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Bayarp] is on the Ku Klux Com- 
mittee—I use the word for brevity; it is the 
common language I believe—and he and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Biarr] are the 
only two Democratic Senators who were on 
the committee. They separated in their du- 
ties, the Senator from Delaware, I think, 
going to Georgia and to Florida. There are, 
I think, about eight thousand pages of printed 
testimony taken by that committee. I have a 
telegram this morning from the Senator from 
Delaware saying that he will be here on Mon- 
day next, and that he wishes to speak on this 
Ku Klux bill. 

Under these circumstances, considering the 
great importance of the matter, and as he is 
the only gentleman on one side who knows 
anything about a great part of the case, I do 
not think the chairman of that committee who 
has charge of the bill ought to push the bill 
until he returns. e 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont has demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the Senator from New 
Jersey has appealed to me, I will only state 
that J have every disposition to accommodate 
my colleague upon the committee, the Senator 
from Delaware; and were it possible for me 
to control the legislation of the session, which 
is now nearly approaching its end, I should be 
glad to accommodate him; but the statement 


is made that he does not expect to return 
before Monday. I hope that kefore that time 
we shall be able to-finish the consideration of 
the bill.: T should be glad to yield to him, and 
no doubt the Senate would yield to him. at 
any time for the discussion of this question. 
Bat as the chairman of the committee, with 
the rapidly approaching end of the session, I 
would not feel at liberty to defer the consider- 
ation of this bill until that time. The question 
of whether it is to be deferred to-day, as I 
have stated, is one to which I am compelled 
to submit by the order of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish, if there is no 
objection, to say a word. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair may 
be allowed to state in connection with this 
matter that to-morrow has been assigned by 
unanimous consent for the bills of three com- 
mittees: the day session for the Committees on 
Indian Affairsand Public Lands, and the even- 
ing session for the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, subject, of course, to the 
unfinished business, and the Senator from’ 
Louisiana [Mr. West] has given notice that 
on Friday at twelve o’clock he will ask for the 
consideration of the Army appropriation bill 
on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to occupy 
any of the time of the Senate, but having had 
something to do with this measure at the last 
session of Congress when it came from the 
Judiciary Committee, and having known then 
something of its importance to the country as 
it turned out, I feel more than usual interest 
in it. This bill to continue in force one of the 
most effective and useful sections of the pres- 
ent law until the next session of Congress has 
been reported for many weeks, I do not know 
but months, certainly many weeks. It is a 
bill that we ought to have passed or to have 
defeated; it ought to have been brought toa 
solution long ago. Now, it comes up to-day 
in the regular way, and ought to be proceeded 
with ; and I hope that no temporary conven- 
ience of my friend from Pennsylvania,no inter- 
est of a railway corporation, and no other con- 
sideration, will induce us to leave hold of this 
bill until it is disposed of now by a continuous 
sitting upon it, unless it may be necessary to 
adjourn over until to morrow. Let us, at any 
rate, dispose of it by continuous consideration ; 
I do not say to-day, for that I shall, of course, 
leave to the honorable Senator who has charge 
of it; but I think that nothing ought to stand 
in the way of discussing and considering this 
bill and voting upon it in one way or the other, 
because we have reason to suppose that if it 
should pass and go to the other House, it will 
take considerable time to consider it. there ; 
and therefore I regard it as of the highest im- 
portance and propriety that we should stand 
by it at this time without any interference, and 
for that reason I have called for the yeas and 
nays on this motion to displace it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to lay this bill on the table for the purpose of 
considering the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Delaware desires consent to make a 
statement. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 feel disposed to pay 
some deference to the wishes of my colleague. 
He is absent, from the necessity of the case. 
We all know that at present he is laboring 
under an affliction which causes him great 
concern. as it does many of the rest of us. 
He would be glad to be here to-day, but he is 
not able to be present. I think, having been 
a member of that committee, it is due to him 
and due to the country that he should be heard 
when this bill is acted upon, and I therefore 
think that courtesy is due to my colleague that 
he should be permitted to be here to parici- 
pate in the discussion of this bill before it 
comes to a final vote. ea 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 1s 


on. ordering the yeas and nays on the motion 
to lay on the table the pending bill. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 89, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn, Blair; Cat ~ 
eron, Carpenter, Casserly, handler” beatin 
Cooper, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Float 
agan, Gilbert, Goldtb waite, Hamilton of Maryland, 

artan, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis; Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Nyo, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robort- 
son, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 
Steyenson, Stewart, Stookton, Thurman, and Trum- 


Sawyer, Sumner, Tipton, and Wilson—18. 


So the motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON, Now I move to take up 
the railroad bill. i 

Mr. COLE. Irise to appeal to the Senator 
to allow a vote to be taken on the conference 
committee report upon the deficiency appro- 
priation bill. The Senator from Ohio on my 
left [Mr. Surman] very kindly proposes to 
decline making any speech on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the condition that 
no one else does. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ithink we ought to finish 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The most that I desire 
would be five minutes to state the reasons why 
I am opposed to the report. 

Mr, POMEROY. There is an urgency about 
the deficiency bill that does not exist about 
the railroad or anything else. Let us finish 
it. Besides, reports of committees of confer- 
ence are a sort. of privileged question here. 

Mr. CAMERON. When the Senator from 
California said to me that no speech would be 
made and that he wished only to take the vote, 
I was inclined to say yes, that I would give 
way ; but my experience here is that when one 
specch is made another will be made, and then 
that will bring on another. Now wô have got 
this bill right before the Senate, and I preter 
to go on with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill is not 
yet taken up. The Chair entertained the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to take 
up the bill which is now pending, but it is 
subject to a majority of the Senate whether 
they will take up this bill. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Peunsylvanin, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say 
that I think we ought to take up this bill, 
Surely the business of the nation cannot be 
of much importance as compared with tbig 
railroad bill, and I therefore hope there will 
be no struggle against taking it up. Why, this 
is the bill of the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road, owned in good share by the celebrated 
Mr. Scott, who was recently about to brought 
forward asa candidate for the Presidency at 
Cincinnati by a distinguished citizen of the 
State of my friend from Pennsylvania. Now, 
I hope in view of such considerations we shall 
not hesitate to throw aside any business that 
may belong to the nation and take up a meas- 
ure of this kind! 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- 
ident, will it be in order to move to take up 
the deficiency bill if this should be voted 
down? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I want to 
see whether Senators here are prepared to 
take up a local, private bill in preference to 
the deficiency bill, which concerns the country 
and every man in it; and therefore upon 
that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, E will not 
allow myself to lose my good temper to day, 
[laughter,] not even alter the very sharp sar- 
casn of my friend from Vermont, [Mr. Mor- 
RiLL.] I could if it were the proper time say 
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something in-reply. : All I have to say just | 
now is that this is an important question pitis) 
one which affects the whole of this countty, 

from the State of Maine.in.its eastern point to 

Texas and California, We wanta depot here 

which will enable the people of the southern 

country to come to Washington with their 

freight, with their persons, to be taken care 

of. I shall say not another word about this 

matter 

Mr. POMEROY. I wantto say distinctly that 
T shall vote to take up the railroad bill when 
the deficiency billis disposed of, but I will 
not before, because I consider the deficiency 
bill of great importance to the country. It 
came here under a recommendation from the 
Department of Justice, that the necessities of 
that Department were suffering for the want 
of some money, and it isa deficiency bill to 
make up that want. «Now, to proceed to the 
consideration of a railroad bill until this 
deficiency bill is disposed: of is ridiculous ; 
we ought not to do it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair will 
State to the Senate that upon examining the 
record made upon this case he finds that this 
railroad bill was made the special order for 
this day, Wednesday, May 15, at twelveo’ clock. 
It is now twelve o'clock of this day, though 
after twelve, the time having by unanimous 
consent been extended. The unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday having been laid upon the 
table the Baltimore and Potomac railroad bill 
is by the rules of the: Senate now before the 
Senate. It is subject, however, to be laid 
upon the table for the. purpose of proceeding 
with other business; but having been made the 
special order for this day and hoir, and the 
unfinished business having been laid on the 
table, it is now up by operation of the rule in 
regard to special orders. 

Mr. SUMNER. l have no desire to inter- 
fere with the purpose of the Senate. If the 
Senate is disposed to proceed with the railroad 
bill, let it proceed. I have never been able to 
bring my mind to the support of that bill, but 
J do think that there are reasons why it should 
be acted upon. The parties interested in it 
should have a decision one way or the other. 
To that extent, 1 am in favor of proceeding 
with the bill, or rather Iam pot against pro- 
ceeding with the bill unless there is imperative 
business of the Senate. 

Now | am disposed to think that the defi- 
ciency bill does come under that head. I 
think that ought to be finished and out of the 
way before we proceed with anything else, 
whether it be the railroad bill or the Ku Klux 
bill, and, asthe Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
TRUMBULL] suggests, particularly while the 
deficiency bijl haugs now on a conference re- 
port. li seems to me, therefore, it is not ad- 
visable for us to proceed with any business 
until the deficiency bill is out of the way. 

And now l make one other remark and 
shall sit down. Lask the Senate to covsider | 
how much easier itisto take up a railroad 
bill than a school bill to secure equal rights 
here in the District of Columbia? livery day 
l make an unavailing effort to bring the Sen- 
ate to a vote on a bill already considered sev- 
eral times, whose only simple object is to 
establish equal rights in the schools of the 
District of Columbia. You know, sir, how 
unavailing my efforts.are, and yet you have 
witnessed the agility with which Senators leap 
forward, to the number of thirty-nine, in favor 
of a railroad. I wish a bill for equal rights 
could find any such favor in the Senate. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Imove to 
lay the biil on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Baliimore 
and Potomac railroad bill being made the 
special order for this afternoon, and the unfin- 
ished business having been laid on the table, 
the railroad bill is before the Senate, and the 
Senator from Maryland moves to lay it on the 
table. 


Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland. I withdraw 


| my motion to enable the Senator from Ohio to 
make a suggestion. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that for awhile 
the deficiency bill, which is very important, 
and I know ought to be acted on, be taken up 
under the five-minutes rule. ‘There being but 
one. single question on it, no Senator would 
want to debate it longer than that. I think it 
can be disposed of in fifteen ortwenty minutes, 
and then we can take up other. business. 


sideration of the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road bill, the Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate résume the 


deficiency bill, under the five-minutes rule, 
leaving the special order to stand before the 
Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to saythat as there 
can be no amendment to a report of a confer- 
ence committee, I am perfectly willing to see 
the five-minutes rule applied to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘There cannot 
be any amendment to a conference report. It 
must be adopted or rejected as a whole. _ 

Mr. CAMERON. That all seems so rea- 
sonable that I shall assent to that, allowing 
half an hour for the disposal of it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Iwill con- 
sent to no limit of time. lam perfectly will- 
ing to withdraw my motion upon the preposi- 
tion made by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. But then in regard to limiting any 
time when you can call for the regular order, 
I object to that. We have got to get through 
with the deficiency bill—that is my under- 
stinding—under the five-minutes rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Then it can be 
done by laying the Baltimore and Potomac 
railroad bill on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; that is not neces- 


sary. f 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I do not 
object to the proposition of the Senator from 


io. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio now asks that the conference re- 
port on the deficiency bill be taken up under 
the five-mninutes rule. the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac bill to come up as soon as the deficiency 
bill is disposed of. £ 

Mr. CAMERON. In accordance with my 
promise that 1 intended to keep in good 
bumor all to-day, I give way for that purpose. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have a very great 
aversion to the five-minutes rule; and‘while 1 
think the deficiency bill ought to be taken up, 
I suggest to the Senator from Ohio whether 
he is not willing to wait awhile and see whether 
the report of the conference committee cannot 
be disposed of without the five-minntes rule? 
[think it can be; and I think half an hour 
will show it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is better all 
around to have the five-minutes rule, because 
the proposition is a single one, vot amend- 
able, presenting but a single point. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not want to say a 
word upon it, but Ihave very great objection 
to establishing a five-minntes rule in the Sen- 
ate. I object to it as a precedent. If we 
limit debate on this conference report to five 
minutes, the probabilities are that we shall 


minutes. I repeat, let us see whether we can- 
not dispose of this report in half an hour, or 


then for one I shall not object to the five- 
minutes rule being applied. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California, if he may 
be allowed to do so, that under the rule in 
regard to appropriation bills the majority can 
order the five minutes restriction of debate in 
regard to a conference report on an appropri- 
ation bill, because that concerns amendments 
to an appropriation Lill. The majority can 
order that five-minutes rule; but still the Sen- 
ator has the right to object now, because the 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the con- 


consideration of the conference report on the 


limit debate on all conference reports to five | 


three quarters, and if we cannot in that time, | 


E 


Baltimore and Potomac railroad bill is before 
the Senate. . i 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I. submit the motion, no 
one objecting to taking up the deficiency bill, 
that the fivesminutes rule be applied on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to passing over the Balti- 
more and Potomac railroad bill and taking up 
the report of the conference committee on the 
deficiency bill, and: the Senator from Ohio 
moves, the report being taken up, that the 
debate onthe ‘report of the conference com- 
mittee shall-be limited to five minutes by each 
Senator. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is suggested to me 
that my objection, if persisted in, may have 
the effect of preventing the conference report 
from being brought up. I have no such object, 
but protesting against the rule as insisted on 
by the Senator from Ohio, I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, | The Senator having with- 
drawn his objection 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no further objection, and the conference 
report is before the Senate with that réstric- 
tion of debate. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the report of the committee of conference 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 1654). making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be very glad in 
five minutes to state the objections I have to 
this amendment; and I rise now merely to 
correct a misapprebension of Senators in 
regard to the facts. 

All the cotton that was seized after the Ist 
of July, 1866, was seized in pursuance of 
special orders trom the Treasury Department, 
directing. the’ agents of the Department to 
seize confederate cotton or cotton belonging 
to certain corporations organized by the con- 
federate government to aid in the cotton 
loan. It is true that some private cotton was 
seized by these agents, They being largely 
interested in ‘the proceeds, did no doubt make 
some seizures that were unlawful, and are 
properly described as ‘unlawful and in vio- 
lation of the orders of the Treasury Depart- 
ment.” But here is a fact that Senators seem 
to overlook, that for two years and a half any 
claimant of this cotton who could show that 
his property was seized in violation of law 
had a right to appeal to the Treasury Depart- 
ment to have the proceeds of the cotton re- 
funded. For two years and a half every man, 
loyal and disloyal, claiming that property of 
his was taken, that it was not the property of 
the confederate States or companies organized 
to aid the confederate States, had his day in 
court.” During two years and a half hundreds 
and thousands of claiins were made and nearly 
two million dollars paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States on claims of this kind 
and of a similar kind. 

Besides that, every loyal claimant had a 
right until Augiast, 1868, to sue in the Court 
of Claims for this cotton. So that loyal and 
disloyal alike hada remedy. The disloyal had 
a right to appeal to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the lgyal had a right to appeal to 
either the Secretary of the ‘Treasury or the 
Court of Claims for two years and a half. 

There were gross abuses in the Treasury 
Department in the management of this cotton 
fund, and afler a long debate, whicli was par- 
ticipated in by many Senators, the Senate 
by a large vote agreed to carry this very fund 
over into the Treasury. and prevented the 
action ofthe ‘Preasury Department upon this 
class of claimants among others, the House 
of Representatives concirring in that action. 

Now this amendment is thrust here as an 
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amendment to one of our amendmenis to the 
appropriation bill in no way at all pertinent, 
and the Senate is now called on, to vote upon 
it without any chance to amend it. ; 
one amendment I want to make, that every 
‘Senator will see it is necessary to make. This 
section gives six months within which suits 
shall be brought for the recovery-of the pro- 
ceeds of this cotton; but when shall these 
claims be determined? There's no limitation 
as to the term durig which any Secretary of 
the Treasury in all future time may pass upon 
these claims. They have once been acted 
upon and decided by Secretary McCulloch. 
Now we open the door again®aud invite for 
six months all these claims to be preseuted ; 
but when shail they be decided? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It isan indefinite appro- 
priation to pay them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An indefinite appropria- 
tion limited only by the whole amount of the 
fund, $20,000,000. I say, therefore, it is not 
guarded, and the plan I propose is better. 
Let us dissent from this conference report and 
simply say to the House of Representatives, 
“ We are not prepared to act on this subject,” 
and let them abandon it as we have aban- 
doned the Morrill amendment, and this report 
can be disposed of in five minutes. If the 
Senate disagrees to the conference report, 
‘in ten minutes the bill may be passed and 
become a law, and then this class of claims 
can be referred ‘to the Committee on Claims, 
and the whole subject may be presented in a 
formal, orderly way. his is ail I desire to 


say. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I hope that the 
Senate will not agree to this report; and the 
first reason is because it is a very improper 
way of legislation, as I think every Senator 
here must perceive, The difference of opinion 
in reference to this subject, as developed here 
this morning, shows that we ought not to 
adopt such a law without full discussion. 

The next reason is this: as to each of these 
claims the owner must be ascertained. Great 
frauds, it is alleged, have existed heretofore 
in having that ownership determined, not 
‘judicially, but by Departments, so. that Con- 
gress, as has been stated; was obliged to inter- 
fere by law. 

But there is another objection, to which I 
call the attention of Senators, that has not yet 
been stated. As I understand that law, after 
the owner is ascertained it by no means fol- 
lows that he ought to have the cotton or the 
proceeds of it. That cotton may have be- 
longed to the southern confederacy ; and will 
any one insist if that cotton belonged to the 
confederacy, or if the persons who had it in 
possession had it in their possession as trus- 
‘tees for the southern confederacy. that by es- 
tablishing their ownership this Government 
ought to pay them the proceeds? And yetthe 
report as it is presented here actually calls 
upon the Senate of the United States to pass 
alaw to hand over to the southern confed- 
eracy, or to persons who were its trustees, 
property which we captured at the close of 
the war. 

These are the reasons; and in addition to 
them the fact that a bill has been introduced 
this morning from the Judiciary Committee 
which either does or if properly amended can 
be made to cover this whole question. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey is entirely mistaken in supposing that. this 
provides for paying’over the proceeds of any 
cotton which belonged to the southern con- 
federacy. It provides simply for paying the 
owners of cotton which was taken subsequent to 
June 80, 1865, in violation of instructions of 
the Department and in violation of law. The 
instructions required the agents to take the 
cotton of the southern confederacy; and the 
cotton that was thus taken which belonged to 
the southern confederacy was taken in accord- 
ance with the instructions, and therefore is 
not provided for in this amendment, 


There is. 


` Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. The Senator 
will permit me to say-that the instructions did 
not provide for taking the- cotton: of the con- 
federacy after 1865. l 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN The Senator from New 
Jersey is mistaken. Special instructions were 
issued to those agents'to take property that 
belonged to the confederate States-and to two 
corporations that were agents of the. confed- 
erate States, or agents’ for the holders of the 
cotton loan. - i 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Up towhattime? 

Mr. SHERMAN, At any-time. The order 
was not to take any private cotton, not to take 
any cotton which belonged to private persons, 
whether loyal or disloyal, but to take property 


of the confederate States or their agents. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, There the ques- 
tion at once comes up, whether the persons 
who had cotton in. their possession had it in 
their own right or as trustees for the confed- 
eracy. z 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very point.: 

Mr. BLAIR. The presumption of the Sen 
ator from New Jersey does not hold good. 
This simply provides for the repayment of the 
proceeds of the sales of cotton which was 
taken contrary to the instructions of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and contrary to law, 
after’ the war had ceased, the property of in- 
dividuals; and when we consider that this 
property has been in the hands of the Govern- 
ment for seven years and they are not required 
to pay interest for it, that itwas sold by agents 
of the Government for one third of its value, 
I think it does not justify the language of the 
Senator from Vermont who said that this was 
araid upon the Treasury. I think there is 
quite.a different phrase to be applied to this 
case; it was a raid of cotton agents upon the 
private property of individuals, in violation 
of law and of instructions of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which amouuted to simple plun- 
der, and that plunder has been put away in 
the Treasury of the United States, andis now 
held in violation of law and of the rights of 
these citizens, aud there can be no earthly 
justification for keeping it there. 

As for the bill the Senator from Illinois 
reported this morning, to provide for pay- 
ment of these sums of money, I do not see 
that that bill has any superiority over the pres- 
ent bill. I think the more. promptly this jus- 
tice is done the better it will be done. Ithas 
already been delayed too long. And although 
the Senator from illinois has reported such a 
bill, the very fact that he has reported such a 
bill from the Judiciary Committee ought to 
make the Senate vote for this conference report, 
which will effect the object of his bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays having been ordered on agreeing to the 
conference report, the Secretary will call the 
roll. 

. The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 34, nays 25;. as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Clayton, 
Cole, Cooper, Davis. of West Virginia, Flanagan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Har- 
lan, Jill, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Thurman, Vickers, and West—34. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin. Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Fre- 
lingbuysen, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Nye, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, 
Sumner, Trumbull, Windom, and Wright—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Johnston, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pratt, Stewart, Tipton, and Wilson—l5. 


So the report was concurred in. 
BRIDGE AT EVANSVILLE, INDIANA. 


Mr. MORTON. Before we proceed with the : 
railroad bill, I ask the consent of the Senator 


from Pennsylvania to have a formal vote taken | 
in order that a bill may be sent to the House. 
Sometime ago two bridge bills were passed 
authorizing bridges over the Ohio river, one at ii 


Evansville and one.at Mount Vernon. -T hey 
were both of the same character precisely, 

They have both been amended by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and the Mount Vernon 
bill was passed lust night. ‘The other was’not 
taken up omn account of my absence.’ | now 
ask thatthe vote to reconsider may ‘he form: 
ally considered'as takén, and then that the-bill 
may be passed as amended by thecommittee, 
Boas to make it like. the other Vill that: passed 
last night. po Neb ore dean : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr: Scorr 
in the chair.) Pending the bill in- regard to 
the Baltimore and Potomac railroad depot, 
the Senator from Indiana asks ananimous coh- 
sent that the vote may be taken on’ the bill to 
which he has referred. ‘Is there objection ? 

_ Me. CAMERON, Isha make no.-objec- 
tion’ if it-is simply to take a vote on ‘the. bill 
withòut debate.. - : t y 

‘Mr. MORTON. That is all, 
> The PRESIDING OFFICER. : The Chair 
hears no objection. Poci 

Mr. BOREMAN. | Ithink it probable that 
that is the bill: that-went overon’ my motion: 

I have no objection to the bill passing in the 
form suggested, ` If it: is to be like the‘one 
that passed last night, it will be all right 
_ Mr. MORTON, Yes, sir; it is jast like the 
other. ee i. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, thé vote dn. the final’ passage. of 
the bill (S. No. 589) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Ohio river 
at or near Evansville, in the State of Indiana, 
as well as on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill, will be regarded agreconsidered, 


rand the bill is now before the Senate and open 


to amendment. Z 

Mr. MORTON.. I ask that the vote be 
taken on the final passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire that the amendments be re- 
ported? ; po : 

Mr. MORTON. I presnme it is not neces- 
sary to read them unless some Senator desires 
it. They are thé same as those to the other 


bill, : . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 
tary has the amendments. Tf no Senator calls 
for the reading of the amendments the ques- 
tion will be on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the provision 
as to the height above low: water ? ; 

Mr. MORTON. dt is the same as before, 
but places the matter under the supervision 
of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. THURMAN, © Does it require a height 
of ninety feet above low water? 

Mr. MORTON. °Yés, sir. : 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think it is one hundred 
feet above low water, and forty feet above high 


water. 
:- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendments of the committee. 
The amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SPRAGUE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARTHA @. RUDOLPH, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that by unanimous 
consent the vote indefinitely postponing a 
little pension Dill, being House bill No. 2398, 
granting a pension to Martha G. Rudolph, re 
reconsidered, and that the bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Pensions, with the 
papers. Some additional evidence has been 


| furnished which may change the complexion 


of the case. beth 
By unanimous consent, the vote indefinitely 
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postponing the bill was reconsidered, and the 
bill was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HÖUBE. 


A message from the Honse of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: i 

A bill (H. R. No. 630) in relation to new 
trials in the Court of Claims; 

A bill (H. R. No. 681) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act regulating proceedings in crim- 
inal cases, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 8, 1865; 

A bill (B. R. No. 908) to repeal the several 
acts relating to the tenure of civil offices; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1028) to amend an: act 
entitled “An act relating to members of Con- 
gress, heads of Departments, and other officers 
of the Government,” approved June 11, 1864; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1896) for the relief of 
Marshall O. Roberts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1600) to amend an act 
entitled *‘An act to incorporate the Washing- 
ton National Monument Society ;” 

A bill (H. R. No, 1891) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to establish the Department 
of Justice, and for other purposes ;” 

A bill (H. R. No. 2312) to revise, consolid- 
ate, and amend the laws relating to pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2775) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Elliott, late acting purser of the 
United States vessel of war the Flirt ; i 

A bill (H. R. N. 2774) to prevent certain 
officers of the United Ståtes and Territories 
from ‘practicing as attorneys or solicitors in 
courts of the United States in certain cases; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2773) to amend section 


five of an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatie expenses 
of the Government for the year 1841,’’ ap- 
proved March 8, 1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2776) to provide for the 
adjudication of the claim of. John Graham; 

A bill (H. R, No. 2778) to provide stenog- 
raphers for the courts of the United States; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2777) for the relief of the 
sureties of S. F. Marks, former postmaster at 
New Orleans. 

The message further announced that the 


House had passed the bill (S. No. 816) to | 


amend an act entitled “An act to establish a 
uniform time for holding elections for electors 
of President and Vice President in all the 
States of the Union,” approved January 23, 
1845, 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills with amend- 


ments; in which it requested the concurrence | 


of the Senate: 

A bill (S. No. 468) to regulate criminal 
practice in the Federal courts; aud 

A bill (S. No. 473) to further the adminis- 
tration of justice. i 

The message also announced thatthe House 
had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1323) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes; that it had agreed to another 
amendment of the Senate to the said bill with 
an amendment; that it asked a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed Mr. Tuomas Swann of Mary- 
land, Mr. Frank W. Parmer of Iowa, and 
Mr, Janes Brooks of New York, managers 
at the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H.-R. No. 1666) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1873, asked a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Sauver S. Marsan of INi- 


nois, Mr. Wriitam L. Svoveuron of Mich- 
igan, and Mr. Winiiam: H. Upson of Ohio, 
managers. at the same on its part. 


POTOMAC RAILROAD DEPOT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2187) to confirm the action of the board of 
aldermen and common council of the city of 
Washington, designating a depot site for the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understand 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Cameron] does not desire to make any re- 
marks now, and I regret to be compelled to 
address the Senate when I am perfectly aware 
that a very large majority are already com- 
mitted to one sidv of this question. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will my friend allow me 
to interrupt him for a moment? There is 
reason fora business session of the Senate for 
executive purposes for about five minutes. 
I should like to ask the Senate to go into 
executive session. Ido not want to interfere 
with this bill. It is necessary to act on execu- 
tive business relating to the District of Colum- 
bia, which requires attention. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will yield 
to any wishes of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, I think we had better 
not do that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There seems 
to be general objection to the proposal of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and therefore I 
will proceed to say what J have to say. 

Mr. President, if I could obtain the ear of 
the Senate on this question, I am satisfied they 
would put poison into their coffee as quickly 
as to pass this bill. © Ido not expect, however, 
that l shall be able to obtain the ear of the 
Senate after the question has already been 
decided. But if i can obtain attention long 
enough to give some history and recital of the 
facts, I shall show that this railroad evangelist 
is like other railroad evangelists, is merely de- 
sirous of putting money in the pockets of his 
stockholders, and nothing more. His corpo- 
ration was gotten up and is managed for no 
other purpose. Why, sir, what was the position 
of the company when the New Jersey rail- 
roads were bought up, by which the stock- 
holders of the New Jersey railroads obtained 
at least $1,000,000 more than their property 
was worth, and a perpetual interest thereon of 
ten per cent.? How was this corporation in 
Pennsylvania to pay that heavy rental unless 
it was by some subsequent process to wring 
the increased amount out of the people of New 
Jersey? Ought they to have any particular 
friendship or regard for a corporation of that 
kind? Do they believe it is governed by any 
higher motive than that of an enlightened 
self-interest by which to make the most 
money? 

But I do not wish to discuss particularly 
this branch of the subject, although it is mooted 
throughout the country that tbis corporation 
controls $350,000,000 of capital, a sum of 
vastly greater magnitude than the old United 
States Bank, which some parties feared, on 
account of that immense amount of capital, 
would eventually control the political desti- 
nies of this country. 

But, Mr. President, this was an old railroad 
charter at first incorporated by the State of 
Maryland to give accommodations to the 
southern peninsula of that State. I want to 
show you the extravagance of its character; 
and it must be noted that Congress has already 
confirmed all of its privileges and immunities 
that it received under its original charter from 
Maryland. This is au old State charter, and 
is only revived, if revived at all, by Congress. 
I do not know for what purpose it was gotten up, 
whether for the real purpose of building a rail- 
road, or of putting money into the hands of the 
incorporators, as mere speculators at the time. 
It was incorporated May 6, 1858, and it was 


i 


to have a million in amount of stock, with the 
right to increase it to three millions, But 
mark you, it not only had that- right, but it 
had this further right~ 

“That the president and directors. shall have 
power to borrow money for the purposes of this act, 
and to issue bonds, certificates, or other evidences 
of such loans, and to pledge the property of the 
company for tho payment of the sume and its inter- 
est. 


That is to say, its power to make loans was 
entirely unlimited. “Then it still further was 
to have the right to consolidate all its in- 
debtedness at all times into its stock, so that ils 
stock is virtuglly unlimited, and the amount 
of its loans and bonds which may be issued 
being equally unlimited. Is not this rather a 
wide latitude for a branch road of twenty 
miles? 

Then it had the right to extend branches in 
any direction not exceeding twenty miles and 
lateral branches without any limit. Let me 
show you another extreme latitude given to 
the road. It had the power given to buy, 
build, own, and ran steamboats: 

. Shall havo all the rights and powers hereby 
given, in ordor to the construation and repair of the 
said principal road, and may also own and employ 
stoamboats or other vessels to connect the said rail- 
road or railroads with other points by water com- 
munication.” 

And it is to be remembered that there are 
water communications at both ends of the 
road. So we uot only are to have a railroad, 
but any amount of steamboating, all from 
sheer beneficence of this Pennsylvania com- 


pany. 

Now, Mr. President, we are told that this 
railroad evangelism is to give the people of 
this district and of the country hereabouts 
cheaper freight, cheaper prices for the carry- 
ing of railroad passengers; but be it noted 
that in 1858 the price for freight was fixed and 
put down at eight cents per ton per mile, a 
very extravagant rate, and for passengers four 
cents a mile, and Congress has confirmed it, 
and so far as the railroad comes iuto this Dis- 
trict, it is at liberty to charge more for shorter 
distances. For distances less than twelve 
miles they have the right to charge twelve 
cents a mile. This is the way the people here 
are to be favored. 

Then, again, this charter seems to be a very 
extensive one. It has the power to connect 
and to contract with any other roads to an 
unlimited extent, and that is just in the line 
of business of this company. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to show you 
the gradual processes by which this railroad 
has come into Washington and obtained one 
after another these wholly gratuitous privi- 
leges. ‘It reminds me of the Arabian fable. 
We have already had four or five different 
acts of Congress in relation to this road. It 
seems to have gradually approached, like the 
fabled camel,into the cabin of the cobbler. 
The cobbler was asked by the camel to exam- 
ine one foot, to see if it wassore, as the camel 
said, but the cobbler found no splinter there, 
nothing sore on the foot. Then the camel 
introduced another foot. The cobbler exain- 
ined that, and found nothing sore there; and 
so on until he examined the whole. Then 
afier the camel had gotten entirely into the 
cabin of the cobbler, the cobbler was very 
anxious that he should get out. But the camel 
said, “I am very well contented where I am ; 
if you are not, you may move out.” [Laugh- 
ter.] And that is the case with this railroad. 
It seems to have gotten into the District of 
Columbia, and is very well contented with 
that fact, and if we are not, we may move out. 
I ask the Secretary to read a portion of the 
first section of the act of February 5, 1867, the 
first act of Congress on this subject, which will 
be found in volume fourteen of the Svatutes- 
at-Large, page 387. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘ And the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 


Company are hereby authorized to exercise the 
same powers, rights, and privileges, and shall be 
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gubject to the same restrictions, in the extension and 
construction of the said lateral railroad into and 
within the said District, as they may exercise or are 
subject to under and by intent of their said charter 
or act of incorporation, in the extension and con- 
struction of any railroad within the State of Mary- 
land; and shall be entitled to the same rights, com- 
pensation, benefits, and immunities; in the use of 
said road, and in regard thereto, as are provided in 
their said charter, except the right to construct any 
Jateral road or roads within the said District from 
the said lateral branch or road hereby authorized ; 
it being expressly understood that the said Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company shall have 
ower only to construct from the said Baltimore and 
Potomac railroad one lateral road: within the said 
District to some point or terminus within the city 
and county of Washington, to be determined in the 
manner hereinafter mentioned.” ` ` 
„Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I cull atten- 
tion to this point for this purpose: it will be 
noticed in all the acts of Congress of this sort 
up to the present time we have carefully stipu- 
lated that-other roads should have equal and 
similar privileges provided they paid a fair and 
reasonable compensation therefor; but this 
road now comes in here asking for a lateral 
branch to dodge all the acts we have hereto- 
fore passed in relation to this subject, and has 
a lateral branch extending from Virginia ave- 
nue up to Sixth street and across and near the 
public park, where no other road is entitled to 
any privileges whatever. I assume it is for 
this purpose that this project is so persistently 
insisted upon, for the accommodations that we 
have given them are really better in my judg- 
ment as they now are than they will be after 
they get this legislation. It is forthe purpose 
of excluding every other railroad that now 
exists in the city or that may hereafter come 
in from having any accommodations or privi- 
leges except such as they choose to concede 
to them that they now insist upon this addi- 
tional and exclusive bill. 
I desire the Secretary also to read a portion 
of the third section of the act of February 5, 


867. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“But nothing herein contained shall be so con- 


strued as to authorize the entry by said company 
upon any part of any let or square owned by the 
Unised States within the city of Washington, for the 
purposes of locating or constructing the said road, 
or excavating the same, or for the purpose of taking 
therefrom any materials, or for any other purpose 
or uses whatsoever; but the said company, in pass- 
ing into the District aforesaid, and constructing the 
said road within the same, shall enter the city of 
Washington atsuch place, and shall pass along such 
publie street, or alley, to such point or terminus 
within the said city, as may be allowed by Congress 
upon presentation of survey, and map of proposed 
location of said road: Provided, That the level of 
said road within the said city shall conform to the 
present graduation of the streets, unless Congress 
shall authorize a different level.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Here it will 
be seen that there wag a solemn enactment 
that this company should not trespass or in- 
trude upon any of these public squares or 
grounds belonging to the park. It was an 
agreement on their part they would not do so. 
There was no purpose then manifested to do 
anything of the sort, or if there had been I can 
say very truly that the bill would bave stood 
a sorry chance of success in the Senate of the 
United States. It was only on the distinct 
understanding, and I might almost say the 
pledge, that that was not the object, and 
never would be, that the bill passed. è 

We again find this corporation knocking at 
the doors of Congress on tbe 18th of March, 
1869. They were here almost as soon as we 
opened our doors, for it is the second act that 
passed after the commencement of the session. 
Then we gave them the right to fix and 
determine upon their route into the city, and 
gave them the choice of two different routes, 
as will be found in the Statutes-at-Large, vol- 
ume sixteen, page 2.. Any one looking at the 
map which I have had brought into the Cham- 
ber will easily see the choice that was given 
them. The next time we legislated upon this 
subject we gavethem the choice of two routes 
into the city, not to enable them to get the 
right of way at a cheap rate, for that was made 


entirely free in any event. They were to pay | 


penance 


nothing, for we let them in our avenues and 
streets, public property. with which-wé. are 
always generous. J ask the Secretary to read 
whet Ihave marked in the act of. March 16, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


“First. Beginning at theintersection of Boundar 
street and North Carolina avenue; thence south. 
westwardly along said North Carolina avenue te 
south D street; thence along south D street west- 
wardly to Virginia avenue: thence along Virginia 
avenue northeastwardly to the intersection of south 
C street and west Ninth street; or, 

Second, Beginning at some pointon the northern 
shore of the eastern branch of the Potomac river 
between south L and south M streets: thence west- 
wardly between said streets to the intersection of 
Virginia avenue with south L and east Twelfth 
streets: thence along said Virginia avenue north- 
westwardly to south K street; thence along said 
south K street westwardly to south Fourth street; 
thence by a line curving to the right to the north 
bank of the canal, and thence along the said bank 
of the canal northwestwardly to Virginia avenue; 
thence along Virginia avenue northwestwardly to 
the intersection of south C and west Ninth streets.” 


_Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The next 
time that we were called upon by this railroad 
company was in 1870, and then we extended 
the time for building the road, and also gave 
them another option, as will be found in sec- 
tion two of the act. I ask the Secretary to 
read section two of the act approved March 
25, 1870. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“That the said company, if it shall so -elect, is 
hereby authorized to adopt a line in tho city of 
Washington from some point west of east Fourth 
street, in the line designated in tho act of Congress 
approved March 18, 1869, as passing along south K 
street, thence crossing to and passing along the 
south bank of the canal to south Capitol street, and 
thence northwestwardly to Virginia avenne, there 
intersecting and passing along the line described in 
said act approved March 18, 1869, as passing along 


Virginia avenue northwestwardly to the intersection 

of south C and west Ninth streots.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Thus it will 
be seen that we have already given three 
opportunities for their coming in here to the 
city of Washington and locating their depot. 
We have given them the option to take any 
line almost they might see fit. We have fixed 
the point of their depot as they desired. In- 
stead of requiring them to buy the land and 
pay for it, we have allowed them to come in 
on the streets free of cost, whereas if they had 
been compelled to pay for their land in the 
city it would have cost them more than half a 
million, and very probably a million dollars. 
Then, in addition to that, there is still another 
favor that we have granted this road of a very 
modest and. unpretending character, and that 
was done June 20, 1870. In a short time 
after the other act was passed they came here 
again, and we gave them a right then to go 
through the District, and we gave them a 
railroad bridge already constructed—saving 
to them a very large sum of money—on the 
condition, to be sure, that they should keep it 
in repair; but it will be noticed that in that 
act we have provided that ‘ said railroad 
company shall give other railroad companies 
the right to pass over said bridge upon such 
reasonable terms as may be agreed upon or 
Congress prescribe.”’ 

But, gir, this is not all. On tbe 3d of March, 
1871, we did fix upon the precise spot for their 
railroad depot by au act which I ask the 
Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

An act supplementary to An act to authorize the 
extension, construction, and use of a lateral branch 
of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
in, to. and within the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved February 5, 1867. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to erect over their tracks on Virginia 
ayenue, between west Sixth street and west Seventh 
street, in the city of Washington, a passenger depot 
building, covering the following-described area, to 
wit: commencing at the intersection of the building 
line of south side of south C street produced and the 
pbuilding line of east side of west Seventh street pro- 
duced, thence along last-mentioned line south ward 
to a potat, thence byline parallel with and forty feet 


distant aorthward from building line of southerly 
side of Virginia avenue to a point in building line 


of west side of west Sixth street produced, thence by 


ngage 
~ ee 


last-mentioned line ; 

by line maai mn cud tone ett Jenn Tar 

ward from buitding line of northerly side of Virginia 

avenue- to a point, thence northward by line parallel 
. With and eighty feet distant eastward from the build» 
ing line of east sido of west Seventh streot produced 
to a point in building line of south side of south C 
street produced, thence by last-mentioned line wost- 
ward to the place of-beginning; whioh shall be-of 
the same style of architecture as the depot of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company at the city of Lan- 
caster, in the State of Pennsylvania: Provided, 
That the assent of the municipal authorities of the 
city of Washington or of the District of Columbia 
be first obtained to the erection of said depot. 7 

Mr. MORRILL, of. Vermont... It will be 
seen that Congress gave them the right to 
construct a railroad depot at a point where it 
would cost them nothing for the land, and 
now it is proposed to give another and equal 
privilege on the public squares and grounds 
which at first they were expressly forbidden to 
enter and which they disavowed any purpose 
to ask for. Any Senator by. looking at the 
map will see that the railroad depotis to cover 
one half of the width across the public grounds 
and that there is to be a double track on a nar- 
row street for the remainder of the way. How 
is it possible that any Senator can pretend for 
a moment that that is nota total destruction 
and cutting off of the head from the body of 
the public park? Most certainly it ia a fatal 
decapitation, : 

I only feel the same interest jn this matter 
that other Senators ought to feel; it ia of 

urely public concern ;. but I have kept myself 
informed upon ibe subject because it was my 
duty to do so, from my position on the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

I ask Senators to look st what is proposed 
to be done here. Jf a railroad with any busi- 
ness should come in here, covering one half 
of the way across the public grounds, then. 
with a double track across the other half, with 
not less than fifty trains a day running over it, 
perhaps, as will be if they do auy considerable 
amount of business, and with railroad cars 
standing from time to time, when one train 
shall go out and another come in, upon these 
tracks, will any one pretend that all this will 
not be a total obstruction of any other travel 
across that street, and will jt not wring off the 
park at the neck ? i 

Mr. CONKLING. Which street? : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, Sixth street ; 
and hence a tatal prevention of moving from 
one end of the park to the other. Now, L 
desire to say here that the publie park, with- 
out any considerable appropriation of money, 
will be in the course of another year so far 
completed that it will admit of travel from one 
end to the other, with the exception of mak- 
ing proper connections and completing the 
roadway, perhaps, through the Botanic Garden 
and some other parts.. These grounds, as aa 
appendage to the Capitol, are to day of equal 
value with the public buildings thomse]ves- 
No gentleman, i think, who has studied the 
question will dispute the fact, Would any 
Senator allow before his own mansion a rail- 
road depot like this, with cars, coming and 
going all the time, ringing, whistling, and 
sercaming? And if he would not allow them 
before his own door, shall we. allow them right 
at the very door of the Capitol itself? 

Mr. President, I bave only desired to pre- 
sent the facts in this ease, and do not. wish to 
detain the Senate a moment longer than may 
be necessary to hear the documents, for J think 
the documents I have presented and shall pre- 
sent will show the facts sufficiently. plain to 
Senators without any further. comment from 
me. . 
Now I desire to call attention to what was 
done by Congress in 1833 in relation to this 
matter. It seems that in 1832, by some mis- 
take, Congress did grant this land to the city of 
Washington for the construction of a canal, 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator give me 
a reference to the book he reads from aud the 

age? 


| Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Lam reading 
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from thelaws of the District‘of 
lished in 1868, page 94. ~ 
We gave these lands then to the District, 
but it was soon found that the lands had been 
specially set apart and appropriated from the 
very {cundation.ofthe Government for a public 
park, and then, in the very next year, in 1833, 
we paid the city ‘of Washington $150,000 and 
took these lands back; and, by the way, in the 
first instance, the whole grant was to cease and 
determine provided they did not build the canal, 
(as they did not,) and keep it open and fit for 
use. In addition to that the second section 


Columbia, pub- 


especially sets these grourds apart for the pur- | 


pose of à public park. It is provided: 


“That the Commissioner of Publie Buildings ig 
hereby yuthorized to cause all the open grounds be- 
longing to the. United States, which in the original 
plan of the city were reserved for publie walks, 
lying between the Maryland and Pennsylvania 
avenues to be inclosed with’a wooden ferice, and to 
lay out the same according to such plan for the 
improvement thereof as the President of the Upi- 
ted States may approve, in grass, and intersected 
by suitable paths und roads for intercourse and 
recreation.”” 

lt cannot be denied thal this scheme of ruin- 
ing and destroying the park is not one of very 
considerable magnitude, nor is it a question 
whether we are to extend accommodations to 
this railroad, for we have extended vastly better 
accommodations than they will have if they 
come across on this line. We have ’spoiled 
them by giving them all they asked. There is 
ample room and verge enough for them ‘on 
Virginia avenue, where they themselves fixed 
upon the place tor their depot, and where it is 
now fixed by law, and there is besides’room 
there, where land is at a moderate price, for 
other roads; but there is where the trouble 
comes in. It is because this railroad wants to 
dodge any connection witi any other road that 
they insist upon the Congress of the United 
States passing this bill, and passing it without 
dotting an čor crossing a ¢, although any Sena 
tor who will examine the bill willfiud that it is 
one of the very crudest character, open to all 
manner of objections, and if it is to passit ought 
to be amended in very many particulars. It is 
such a bill as we would not allow to pass for a 
railroad vompany in the-remotest territory of 
the land, much less in a road leading into this 
District, and a road which the United States 
for the first time have undertaken to incorpor- 
ate in a State. The original charter did not 
permit them to come from Maryland into the 
city of Washington. It went lower down, 
some twenty miles below the Districtof Colum- 
bia, or to Port Tobacco, and the first law we 
have on: the subject only alludes to their rights 
as a claim that they pretended to have to come 
by a branch road: to’ Washington, and we 
assented toit. Itis in fact, I believe, the very 
first railroad charter that has ever been given 
by Congress to a railroad running almost en- 
urely in a State, and one Siate alone. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said about, all 
that I desire to ay, except this: I shall pro- 
pose what I believe to be a just and right 
proposition as a‘substitute for this bill, and 
that is, that the whole subject of the location 
of railroads shall be submitted to a commis- 
sion tö examine and report ag to all these 
railroads what ought to be done at the next 
session of Congress. If that should fail, then 
I have some amendments to offer to the bill, 
not one of them for dilatory purposes, or any- 
thing of that sort, but only such as | believe 
ought to be adopted if the bill should pass. 
First, however, L offer a substitute for the bill, 
which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was to strike out all afier the enacting 
elause of the bill and insert the following : 


‘That the chief officer of engineers of the Army of 
the United States, the engineer officer in charge of 


the public buildings and grounds in the city of | 


Washington, and the Quartermuster General of the 


Army are hereby constituted a comuiission to ex- | 


i yaa 
ifs s where all are equal belore the law. I 
entering the city of Washington, beth as to existing ji schools S are eg 


amine the whole subject of steam railway -tracks 


reads and those in course of construction, and 
especially as to connections, the location and con- 


struction of depots, so ‘as to avoid the obstruction 
of streets, avenues, and public squares, as far ag 
possible, and report a full and comprehensive plan, 
ewbracing all the above points and all matters 
properly connected therewith, to Congress, as soon 
as may be. 

Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont; I merely 
desire to’ say in relation to this améndment 
uhat the parties selected are all officers of the 
Army. I know not what their opinions: on 
this subject may be, but l believe they would 
do what is just and right in the premises. One 
of them is-the chief engineer of the Army, 
another the engineer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds, and the other, Quarter- 
master General Meigs, who is well known and 
who formerly had charge of the Capitol. I 
do not know of any persons in the whole 
country more proper to have charge of a sub- 
ject of this kind. J think they would do what 
would be just and right toward all parties. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before that vote is taken, 
I desire to say that I shall find it my duty to 
record my name in favor of the amendment. 
To my mind this bill is injudicious; and in 
saying this I give an opinion reached after the 
most careful consideration of it in the com- 
mittee. 1 think it ought not to be adopted by 
the Senate. I say this with reluctance, for | 
sympathize keenly with every improvement 
aud with every facility afforded to this growing 
and beautiful metropolis; and may I say, also, 
I find a personal sympathy with the distin- 
guished citizen of Pennsylvania particularly 
interested in this measure? And yet ap- 
proaching its consideration with those biases 
in its favor l was bound to conclude against it. 

Sir, L do not think that this privilege ought 
to be granted, and iny reason is precise and 
specific. it proposes to take a considerable sec- 
tion of land which if you look on-the map you 
will see properly belongs to the park of Wash- 
ington. lam unwilling at this early period 
in the history of this metropolis to begin by 
cutting out a slice from this inchosure set apart 
for the future. If you do it now where are 
youtostop? Will you not be called to cut 
out another slice next year or in five years, 
and may not the park be reduced from that 
form and those proportidns it promises to en- 
joy? This metropolis is now at its beginning, 
aud yet doublingina decade. Daring the last 
ten years its population has multiplied two 
fold, and in the coming ten years there is every 
reason to believe that the development wili be 
as large, if not larger. Of course with the in- 
crease of population is the demand fora park, 
especially in the central situation which that 
enjoys. I use the language of another when 
I say that parks are the lungs of a great city; 
but where will be the lungs of this metropolis 
if you begin now to reduce the park? Rather 
should we sacredly keep it all intact, so that 
hereafter, when you and I, sir, have passed 
away, and this metropolis has grown to a 
grandeur and beauty which imagination. can- 
| not now conceive, that park may remain in its 
entirety a blessing to the people, for which they 
themselves in turn will bless us. 

Sir, I was born in a eity which has the enjoy- 
| ment of such a blessing. ‘There ig in Boston 
what is known as the Common, set apart in 
the very earliest days of the old town, when it 
was in fact what the name implies, a common 
for the pasturage of caule; but though often 
assailed it has been preserved untouched. 
Railroad corporations and other companies 
have tried in vain to obtain a corner from it. 
The jealous city fathers have saved that beau- 
tiful piece of earth, till now it is the frst treas- 
ure of Boston, unless we except her common 


| bave often thought what would have ensued 


| i£ some time ago, yielding to corporation press- 
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ure in its various forms, the city had con- 
sented to sacrifice that beautiful inclosure, 
There-it is, the very apple of the eye to Bos- 
ton; and nobody now fears that it will be 
diminished by a foot. 

And should not Washington have a similar 
possession? Are you willing, sir, now at this 
early moment of her history, when she is just 
beginning to grow, or rather when her growth 
is just beginning to be apparent; to despoil 
her of this unquestionable attraction, where 
the useful and the beautiful comminugle? I 
think, sir, you will act improvidently if you 
do so. I think you will act against the best 
interests of the city, whether you look at’ 
health, beauty, or enjoyment, fora park min- 
isters to all these. 

Therefore, sir, would I keep it intact, By 
no consent of Congress would I allow any 
business interest or disturbing yailroad com- 
pany to fasten itself upou this inclosure. 
They should be excluded; and when I aay this 
I would not carry them off far. Let them 
plant their stations just the other side, They 
will then be perhaps a third of a mile from 
Pennsylvania avenue, traversing the center of 
population with conveniences such as railroads 
in no other city enjoy. With those open to 
them, why should we allow them to enter our 
pleasure-grounds? Jf there were no. proper 
place without going a long distance, a mile or 
two miles, there would be some reason per- 
haps for eulertainiug this question; but when 
I consider the facilities Which they may enjoy 
only the other side of the park line, with land 
there cheap and easy to be had, I am aston- 
ished that any one can be willing to sacrifice 
the park simply to bring them a few rodg 
nearer Pennsylvania avenue. 

And this brings me to the question of travel 
ou the avenue. If you puta railway station 
as is proposed, you will bring on the avenue 
all that glut and accumulation of carriages 
and of wagons always concentrated about the 
terminus of a great line of travel. T think it 
will be injurious to the avenue. That alone 
would be a reason with me against the bill. 

But as often as I think of the question, I 
come back to the park, which, say what you 
will, is destined to be one of the most import- 
ant possessions of this metropolis, and fur the 
special enjoyment of the people. They wiil 
enjoy this Capitol, for it is beautiful to behold; 
also the other public edifices, some of them 
excellent in style and grateful to the eye; but 
nothing of all these will be what we may expect 
that park to be—a place where the young and 
old will resort of an evening to enjoy innocent 
recreation and congenial society, while the 
Open air or the opportunities of exercise im- 
part to them that best blessing, health. Sir, 
that park should not be sacrificed; and if you 
have any doubt, let me lay before you the 
testimony of another place. l have already 
cited Boston; I now cail your attention to 
Philadelphia. You know the remarkable 
park which has been opened there. I stopped 
a day in Philadelphia last summer on my way 
home, especially to see and enjoy this mag- 
nificent resort, and [ was well rewarded. I 
beheld the most beautiful park, certainly in 
its promise, on this continent, and I doubt if 
there is one even in the European world of 
equal promise. But no one can enter its 
grounds without annoyance and trouble from 
the railroad crossings,and the perpetual sound 
of the steam engine with its shrill whistle, so 
little in barmosy with pleasure grounds. 

It requires no scientific knowledge, no prac- 
tical acquaintance with railroads, to see that 
those crossings are a positive nuisance, and 
that the bospitable park set apart for the 
population of a mighty city, and destined to be 
one of the most beautiful objects of the civilized 
world, actually suffers from the nuisance. I 
appeal to Senators who have visited it; 1 know 
that there is not one who wil say that 1 am 
notright. There isnot one who has ever entered 
those grounds, not even the Senator. from 
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Pennsylvania who. pioneers this bill, that will 
not say he regrets those railroad crossings and 
wishes them out of the way. But I shail not 
rely upon the authority of the Senator or my 
own testimony. ‘I have in my hand the last 
annual report of the commissioners, and I 
wish the Senate to hear what they say: = 

“At an earlier period of their organization ‘the 
commissioners addressed themselves to the solution 
of the very difficult problem of how to. attain the 
best approaches to the park, and they. have not at 
any time ceased to give that matter their earnest 
attention. If a former generation could have fore- 
seen mm $ A : 

Now, see, Senators, how this applies to the 
present case— 
“If a former generation could’ have foreseen that 


the liberal views which far-sighted men among them 
held on the subject of a park which should embrace 


both banks of the Schuylkill would finally ripen into | 


a fruition beyond what the mostsanguine could then 
have dreamed, the great railways which now run in 
close proximity to that stream wouid have reached 
the city by other routes, or at least would have been 
carried on tracks more remote from the river. At 
that day this could readily have been done without 
conflicting with any interest, but now that the con- 
ditions have been long established, and trado and 
travel settled in conformity to them, any violent 
change must be regarded as out of the question.’’ 

The commissioners then make certain rec- 
ommendations, which | will not take up time 
to read. But F come to a brief passage: 

“The commissioners, : therefore, respectfully but 
strenuously urge that steps shall be immediately 
taken to promote this most desirable ond. Aud they 
do this, not alone in the interest of the thousands 
whose vehicles are entangled at the railroad cress- 
ing, but much more in the interest of the hundreds 
of thousands whose principal enjoyment of the park 
has been and will be in that portion of it which is 
most exposed to these dangerous annoyances.” 

That is testimony. If this were a court of 
justice instead of the Senate, and if you, sir, 
-were a court aud the Senators now before me 
were a jury, that would be a testimony con- 
clusive in the case—testimony of experts, who 
know by experience what they testify, who 
have seen with their own eyes and felt in their 
own consciousness whenever they entered that 
park the nuisance against which I now protest. 
Sir, they testify against the present bill, Can 
you answer the testimony? Js it not clear? Is 
it not complete. 

Sir, I need no testimony. I only ask Sen- 
ators to look at the park. Let them pass 
through our Library and ‘take their stand on 
that unequaled portico, from which they may 
look dowu upon an amphitheater more like 
that of ancient Rome than that of any other 
capital, with a river beneath and hills in the 
distance—a river‘much larger than the ancient 
Tiber, and hills much more beautiful than 
those that stand about Rome, and a Capitol, 
too, but how much more beautiful than that 
which once gave the law to mankind. Stand 
on that portico, sir, and survey the amphithe- 
ater; your eye will then rest with satisfaction 
on the outline of this very park, stretching trom 
the Capitol beyond the Executive Mansion, 
and destined to be a breathing place for tne 
immense population of future generations. 
Stand on that portico and try to imagine what 
this park may be. ry 

And now it is proposed not only to diminish 
that breathing place, but to disturb it by the 
smoke of steam-engines, and to confuse it by 
the perpetual din of locomotives. I hope no 
such thing will be done. There is a place for 
all things, and this I know, the place for a 
railway station is not a public park. o. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I dislike 
very much 

Mr. SPOCKTON. Ifthe Senator from 
Pennsylvania will permit me I wish simply to 
make a remark to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who has just taken his seat. 

Mr. CAMERON. I yield the floor to my 
friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The allusion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the capitol of 
ancient Rome reminded me of the very inter- 
esting passage in a book published by a dis- 
tinguished fellow-citizen of his named Hillard, 
a little book entitled * Six Months in Italy,” 


one of the most readable books about Italy I 
Bave agon l-want to-read him a few lines: 

ut this supposes à fitting frame òf mind in the 
traveler himself. As Rome cannot be comprehended 
without previous preparation, so it cannot be felt 
without 2 certain congeniality of temperament. 
Something of the imaginativo principle; the power 
of going out of one’s self, and forgetting the actual 
in the ideal,.and the. present in the,past; the ca- 
pacity to sympathize with the dreamor, if not to 
dreain; a willingness tobe acted upon, and not to 
act—these must be wrought into the being of him 
who would catch all the inspirations of the place. 
The traveler must leave all his notions of progress 
and reform at the gates, or he will be kept ina con- 
stant state of protest and rebellion; as unlit to re- 
ceive the impressions which are around him ssa lako 
ruffled by the storm to reflect the heavens, He must 
try to forget such things asa representative govern- 
ment, town meetings, public schools, railways, and 
steam engines. e must loarn to look Upon Popa, 
cardinal, and monk, not with a Puritan scowl, but as 
parts ofan imposing pageant, which he may contem- 
plate without sejf-reproach, though without approv~ 
ing, as the man of peace may be innocently amused 
with the splendid evolutions of a review, He whose 
spirit is so restless and evanescent as to forbid 
repose, whose zeal for progress admits neither com- 
promise nor delay; who sees not the landscape, but 
the monastery which blots it; not the church, but 
the beggar on its steps; who in the kneeling peas- 
ant finds all idolatry and no devotion, may have 
many gvod and great qualities, but he is out of bis 
place in Rome, He is an exotic, and will only lan- 
guish and pine in its uncongenial soil.” 

That is the extract I wished to read. 

Mr. SUMNER, It is a very beautiful ex- 
tract from a very excellent friend of my own, 
and I always listen to anything of his with 
more than pleasure. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am not going to speak 
on this bill. The only reason of my reading 
this extract was that it struck me as a very 
beautiful thing, and it seemed to be applica- 
ble to this case, and showed just wherein Lthink 
the Senator from Massachusetts is mistakena 
That is this precisely. We may want a park, 
but we do not want a’park if the means of ob- 
taining that park and the conditions annexed 
doom this city to be a desolate city with none 
to enjoy the park. 

Why, Mr. President, it is but two years ago 
that in speaking before the Senate on this very 
park, I made an allusion myself to the beauty 
of the old Roman capitol, and [ called upon 
the Senate and the country at the time to 
assist the committee in building up this capital 
and making it worthy of a great nation, and 
there is no man who has been in Congress so 
short a time as I have been who has this more 
at heart than I have myself, and according 
to his ability has done more to develop our 
national capital. Glorious in its historic mem- 
ories, magnificent in its location, laid out on a 
grand scale, it needs only wise legislation to 
make it the pride of a proud and prosperous 
people. But, Mr. President, to build a Chinese 
walt around the whole of one side of this city 
and say, “Thus far shalt thou go, and no 
further,” cannot build up a capital for this 
nation, at least for this generation. — 

This is a practical question, and I look at it 
in no other light, if { know myself, than for 
the interests of this city and this nation. The 
town council, I see by the bill, have approved 
of the site here proposed. Many of the best 
inhabitants of the town have spoken to me in 
favor of it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey know that one branch 
of the District Legislature have repealed their 
asseut to this act. The legislative council 
have done so, and the other house has not 
acted. There are two houses hert that com- 
pose the District Legislature. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not know it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Itis the fact. 

Mr. SFOCK LON. Ihave no doubt of it, 
if the Senator says so, but that cannot alter the 
fact that they had assented to and approved 


of it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
Senator allow me farther to say that the grant 
by the common couacil was at the expiring 
hours of the late government, and not by the 
present government? The bill was passed at 
the very last hours of the government just | 
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‘going out of power, and it was introduced at 


the expiring hours of that government and 
forced through. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And it has 
been openly charged that the members were 
bribed. -> : 

Mr. STOCKTON, I wish when Senators 
speak to më in: the Senate and expect replies, 
they would speak so that I can bear them. 1 
do not think my hearing is worse than other 
people’s, but I cannot hear what they say; “Io 
response to the Senator from Maryland, the 
only one whose remark I heard, and who asks 
me so pointedly if I did not know that this 
was done in the expiring hours of the late 
local government, Í have simply to say that 
I do not. Iwas not aware of it. Butitisa 
matter of ‘no importance to me whether they 
have attempted to repeal it in one branch or 
both, or whether it was passed at the last 
hours of the session, I made no allusion to 
it for any other purpose than to say that my 
attention was drawn to this thing first by seeing 
that there was a considerable portion of the 
people who desired it, and that we were asked 
to confirm the action of the common council; 
that this led me to look into the matter myself, 
and to see what would be the result iu this 
city if all railroads and ways which might inter- 
fere with the benutiful parks that L myself 
desire to have laid out were prevented trom 
coming in. : 

I tried to make myself feel that it would not 
be such a necessity, because £ knew beyond 
peradventure if it was such a necessity the 
park would be a curse and no blessing to 
Washington. If so, the park ought not to be 
in that place; the park ought to be somewhere 
out in the country where people can get to it, 
and not on this side of Washington, cutting it 
off from ail cummunication, 1 do not believe 
so poorly of this plan which the chairman of 
the committee has described on which this city 
was laid out originally, as [ would be obliged 
to do if I agreed with him on this question, 
when this was laid out to be a great city, with 
broad highways, wide streets, the only city 
that ever wag laid out fur a great city; the 
only city on which the sun ever shone whose 
founders had foresight and wisdom to foresee 
its future, and which future, Mr. President, the 
obstructionists of progress will permanently 
destroy. f 

Other cities have grown by natural laws. 
This bas the capacity of being made the great- 
est city in the world, simply because it was 
laid out for a great city, but this necessarily 
checked rapid growth. This city bas struggled 
along without any development almost in a 
state of stagnation. Hor years and years it 
was laughed at as a city of ‘+ magnificent dis- 
tances.” Why? Because it was laid out for 
its future, and it seemed at one time as if that 
future would never come; but it has come, 
very, very slowly ; but witha little good sense 
its time is now. Now, to cut it off from im- 
provement, because, forsooth, at some distant 
day it is hoped there may be a great public 
park, is absolutely to bury it, and to bury it 
in the eternal stillness and silence that hangs 
to-day over Rome—to roll up a mummy. 

Mr. President, I have read to the Senator 
from Massachusetts the passage from Mr, Hil- 
lard’s work on Italy, his friend, Now, I say 
to him that | have beard the steam: whistle’s 
shriek arouse the bat and the owl from the 
palaces of the Cæsars, notwithstanding the 
stranger should forget progress when he en- 
ters Rome. I have stood on the dome of St. 
Peter’s and seen running there underneath the 
walls of that city the steam-engine with a long 
train winding its way down along the Tiber to 
the port of Kome at Civita Vecchia. There in 
that city where no house bas been built for 
hundreds of years, they have brought the lo- 
comotive, and ‘‘harnessed down with iron 
bands,” ii serves the work of progress in Rome 
itself. All the way from Civita Vecchia to 
Leghorn we arecarried on the wings of steam. 
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: They have absolutely for eight miles run‘ 


under the mountains to get access to and from 
Italy, when it took Napoleon years, with all 
the triumph of engineering the French had 
already accomplished, to. make a rough and 
precipitous mountain road over the mountains ; 
and all this in a country where there is no pro- 
gress; and. we, in a country of progress, while 
we are claiming to ourselves to be in advance 
ofthe. world in all such things, are to say, 
‘Nol let not a railroad come across; it may 
be a little inconvenience!” Shut out progress, 
railroads. Make a park that nothing shall be 
permitted to cross. Shut up Washington; build 
round it a Chinese wall. And then in the sum- 
mer, when Congress has adjourned, ride out 
to that lonely park, and you will feel as the 
last man would feel when all other human 
beings had left this world of ours. 

l say that 1 looked at this question with the 
hope that I would not be able to say that the 
park ought not to be there, where it was arranged 
originally that it should be, for it certainly 
ought not to be there if it is to prevent any 
progress whatever, and I have come to the 
deliberate conclusion (and I do not think any 
man who understands the subject and devotes 
his mind to it can fail to come to that conclu- 
sion) that the small inconvenience that can 
arise from running across this property under 
proper restrictions will be amply compensated 
by the advantage it will be to this city. They 
need not run on the same grade, and the 
passage across the park by omnibuses, bag- 
gage-wagons, trucks, and packages on a level 
are much more inconvenient than a single track 
on a different grade, with proper and elegant 
bridges crossing it. The property is held as 
trustees for the public good; the simple ques- 
tion is, is it for the public good? They need 
not go through on the same level. They 
may be obliged, as I believe they are in the 
bill, to come in under the control of certain 
engineers appointed for the purpose to see 
that they come in properly. If they are not 
obliged to do it by that, they are obliged to 
do it by the Jaw, and are under the control 
of the city authorities in the way they come in. 
They certainly can have no wish or desire to 
injure the park, and I say the company, by 
virtue of their charter, are to make their road, 
doing as little injury as possible to other 
people’s property, coming in properly, and 
the line can be brought in so as not to injure 
that part of the city, and absolutely to do it 
good and build it up. ; 

I did not intend to say a word on this sub- 
ject, Mr. President. I only move to disclaim 
the idea that a railroad depot would injure 
Washington. I lived in. Philadelphia, sir, 
when street cars were introduced, and joined 
in the outery against them ; and so it was here 
and everywhere where they have been intro- 
duced, but now we all see they are the people’s 
carriages, and save pain to many a weary limb. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I am quite 
at a loss to understand what my friend from 
New Jersey means by talking about a Chinese 
wall, or stopping progress or the growth of 
this city in case this bill shall notpass. Does 
this railroad company or anybody in Washing- 
ton think such a thing is necessary in order 
that this city may grow? When was it that 


this city has grown most rapidly? Does not | 


everybody know that it bas been within the 
last six or seven years? And does not every- 
body know that the growth of this city has 
taken place in its most rapid development since 
the depot of this road was fixed at the inter- 
section of Virginia and Maryland avenues? 
The company then did not think it was neces- 
sary that they should go to Pennsylvania 
avenue, the people of Washington didnot think 
it necessary, nobody thought it was necessary. 
The company asked that we should give them 
the privilege of making their depot at the in- 
tersection of those two great avenues, and 
Congress gave it to them. Congress did far 
more for this company. It authorized them 


to run up the canal, it gave them the land up 
the canal, it gave them the right of way, it 
gave them property worth a great amount in 
money. It gave it to them ‘ without money 
and without price,” and it gave them the 
right to a depot in one of the. most eligible 
points of this whole city, and it is simply un- 
reasonable to say that there is any ill-will to- 
ward this railroad or any opposition to the 
progress of the city if this new and voracious 
demand of this company shall not be granted. 
No, sir, there is not a railroad that enters the 
city of New York ; there is nota railroad that 
enters the city of Philadelphia ; there is nota 
railroad that enters the city of Baltimore; 
there is not one, I may say, that enters any 
city that will have a more eligible depot than 
this railroad company will have if it shall be 
confined to the privileges that have already 
been granted to it. f K 

But itis not content with that. The whole 
history of this railroad company has been a 
history of encroachment upon encroachment, 
perhaps it would not be too strong to say, or 
rather of procuring gravt upon grant. Every 
one who has looked into the grants that bave 
been made to it has seen how it has gone step 
by step, first to procure one privilege, and 
then after awhile to procure a better priv- 
ilege, until at last it demands of us that this 
public ground (which upon every principle of 
good faith we are bound to preserve as public 
ground and not grant it to a railroad company 
or to any other private enterprise whatsoever) 
shall be given to it ‘‘ without money and with- 
out price,” even though giving it should be 
the destruction of the public improvements, 
and of thy pleasure and comfort and health of 
this city. That is the truth about it, sir. 

I am no enemy to this road. As I said be- 
fore, nobody is an enemy to it. It is simply 
absurd to say that any member of the Senate 
is an enemy to either of the railroads that 
come to the city, or that are projected to it. 
But we have a duty to perform. ‘This prop- 
erty belongs to the United States. I say ad- 
visedly that it belongs to the United States. 
No man, I venture to say, has ever answered, 
or ever will. successfully answer, the legal 
opinion of Mr. Merrick upon that subject, 
showing that the title to the property is in the 
United States. It is a part of that property 
known as the Mall. It is a part of that prop- 
erty which was set apart and dedicated as a 
park in the very origin of this city, in the 
very plan of the city. Aud now I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to a fact which 
involves the good faith of the nation. 

The original propricétors of a large portion 
of the land on which Washington is situated 
did not demand that they should have pay for 
all the land they sold. On the contrary they 
gave about one half their property to the Uni- 
ted States without any price at all, and then 
they provided further that in respect to certain 
other lots they might be sold and the money 
stould go to the Government of the United 
States; in other words, that it should be a 
money donation. They gave thus a donation 
not only of land but of money, and that dona- 
tion amounts, as well as | can gather from the 
acts upon the subject, to more than one half 
of the property they owned ‘That is what they 
did. 

Upon the faith of what did they doit? Upon 
the faith of the Government that it would maiu- 
tain the seat of Government here according to 
the plan of the city, which had been approved 
by General Washington. ‘They could not do 
it otherwise. ‘They gave by lots the very lots 
marked on that plan, and the consideration 
that they expected was the advanced value of 
the lots that they retained, enhanced by what? 
Enhanced by the existence of a city upon the 
plan tbat had been adopted, and upon no other. 
By no other means could the value of the lots 
they retained be enhanecd. It was therefore 
a part of the consideration upon which they 
granted their property to the United States, 


and granted the proceeds of other property 
which they authorized to be sold, and the pro- 
ceeds paid into the Treasury, that the plan of 
this city should remain intact. Otherwise tho 
lots which they retained would not be bene 
fited. The whole value to them might ba 
destroyed if the. dedication made by the plan 
of the city could be violated and the publie 
grounds could be taken away and given to 
private individuals or to private companies. 

Sir, L hold in my hand an act of the State 
of. Maryland, recognizing these grants and 
confirming them ; and it shows this most ex- 
traordinary thing, too; the State of Maryland 
went so far as not only to coufirm the grants 
made by persons capable of making the grants, 
but to procure precisely the same thing to be 
done where the land was held by married 
women, by minors, or by insane persons. In 
other words, the State of Maryland absolutely 
condemned one half the property which be- 
longed to married women, who were not sut 
juris, and to infants, and to insane persons, 
and gave it to the Government of the United 
States upon these same conditions, that this 
city, as platted and planned and approved by 
the President of the United States, should be 
the capital of the United States. 

Now, sir, in face of these grants, in. face of 
the consideration that you have received, in 
face of the plighted faith of the nation, it is 
pretended that you can take the only public 
park in the city, the only thing that can be 
made into a public park, that you can cut it 
up and give it to a private railroad corpora- 
tion. Sir, if you can do that, you can give 
them this Capitol for a depot; and in answer 
to what has been said about the citizens of 
Washington being in favor of this proposition, 
I say if my friend from Pennsylvania wiil in- 
troduce a bill to give this Capitol to the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company for a 
depot and for the offices of the company, there 
will be plenty of citizens of Washington that 
will petition us to make the grant. That is no 
answer at all to me. We are not here simply 
to guard the interests of the city of Washing: 
ton; we are here to guard the interests of the 
United States. This tract of ten miles square, 
or what is left of it, isa piece of ground that be- 
longs to the citizens of Ohio as well as to the 
citizens of this District. It ig that in which 
the people of the whole Republic are inter- 
ested. They have a right that this as their 
nation’s capital shall be an honor to the na- 
tion, shall be the pride of the country, as it is 
already so far as its public edifices are con- 
cerned. 

But what is it that makes any American foel 
a sense of shame as he looks through this city 
of Washington? Whatis it that when he looks 
on this magnificent Capitol, the most beauit- 
ful building on tbe globe, makes him feel a 
sense of shame? Is it not that its surround- 
ings are so mean? Is it not that it is not sur- 
rounded, as it should be, by grounds suitable 
to the magnificence of the edifice? My friend 
from New Jersey felt that, and with that elo- 
quence which is always so effective in the 
Senate, and perhaps the more so because he 
can so seldom be induced to display it, always 
capable, but always modest; it was that very 
speech of his to which he has alluded which 
made us vote about three millions out of the 
Treasury, or what will be three millions, to 
enlarge the grounds around this Capitol. Now, 
he to whom this country will owe a debt of 
gratitude for that very thing, which may be 
referred to long after he and Í are gone as the 
thing which made this Capitol beautiful by its 
surroundings—he is willing that right in sight 
of the Capitol that park, that lone vista which 
will be delightfulto the eye and conducive to 
the healih and prosperity of the city, shall be 
cut up by being made the depot of one, and 
then another, and then another, and at last 
of half a dozen railroad companies. i 

I cannot help being surprised that my friend, 
who has large views on such subjects, who 1s 
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esthetic and poetic and beautiful in all hig 
thoughts and expressions, could for a moment 
tolerate such an idea. Sir, it ought not-to be 
tolerated at all. There is no necessity for it. 
It is not a Chinese wall that you are building 
up. If you preserve this property according 
to its dedication, it is no Chinese wall at all; 
itis no hinderance to the prosperity of this 
city; nothing of that kind. j 

Why, sir, if you allow this railroad com- 
pany to cat across this park, and give it prop- 
erty:of the United States that I have heard 
estimated variously as worth from one hun- 
dred.to three hundred or four hundred thou- 
. sand dollars; if you do that with this company 
and-bring their depot right on Pennsylvania 
avenue, for that will be the outcome of it, 
how can you refuse to do the same thing for 
other companies? You forced the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company off Pennsylvania 
_ avenue. You made it remove its depot and 
go back. from the avenue. -You would not 
have a railroad depot on the avenue, and 
yon forced that company off the avenue. 
Now, if you are to allow this company to 
come up substantially to the avenue, if you 
are to allow it to cut up the public park and 
destroy it, how can you refuse to do the same 
thing for the Baltimore and Ohio company? 
How can you. refuse to do it for the southern 
companies which are to come into this city? 
How can you refuse to do it for any railroad 
company ? 
` Oh, Mr. President, how beautiful this park 
lies for the convenience of these railroad com- 
panies! How beautiful it lies, right in the 
center of the city, and how much they would 
thank you if, abandoning all ideas of duty, 
scorning all ethetic thoughts as unworthy of a 
practical people, you were just to agree to sur- 
render all the public property from the Capi- 
tol to the White House in order that it might 
be converted into railroad depots! That would 
suit this practical age, that would suit the prac- 
tical man, that would suit a man who thinks 
that mankind were made and live for no other 
purpose in the world than to build railroads 
and put money in the pockets of their stock- 
holders ! 

But Í hope it does not suit the representa- 
tives of the people in Congress assembled, 
and I hope they are not prepared to destroy 
the beauty of this city by converting the only 
possible park in the city into a series of rail- 
road depots and railroad conveniences. ‘That 
is the whole question, for I defy any man to 
say, unless you intend to do the greatest in- 
justice in the world to other companies, that 
after you have given this company what privi- 
leges it wants, you can with any consistency 
refuse like privileges: to other companies. 
Will you say that this company shall have the 
advantage of two or three hundred thousand 
dollars’. worth of: the public domain, shall 
have aright to cross this park with its trains 
and cut it up; and then when the next com- 
pany, equally meritorious, comes andasks you 
for like facilities, and upon precisely the same 
reasoning, will you say, ‘No, you shall go 
into some remote part of the city?” Why, 
sir, Congress would thus make a discrimina- 
tion against them and in favor of the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company. 

Is the Senate prepared to do any such thing 
as that? Ifyou are not, if you intend to hold 
the scales of justice perfectly even and firmly 
balanced between these railroad companies, 
if you allow one of them to set up on this 
park you must allow every other one to do it; 
and then instead of having before this Capitol 
and before the Presidential Mansion in this 
city a park that will ornament the city, that 
will contribute not only to the pleasure of its 
inhabitants but contribute to the pleasure of 
every man, woman, and child in the Republic 
who comes here, and which will contribute to 
the health of the city, you will have before 
you a vast railroad depot, or a series of rail- 
road depots from. here to the White House. 


ido hope, Mr. President,. that. the Senate 
will never agree to any such thing. Ir there 
were no other place ia this city fora railroad 
depot, then we might consider the question 
whether the beautiful must- not give way. to 
the useful. If that were the case, if we were 
reduced to the stern necessity that we had to 
choose between that-which is. indispensable 
and that which is. merely beautiful and ornas 
mental, then I confess that beauty would have 
to go to the wall; but- we are reduced to no 
such necessity at all. There is no reason iu 
the world why this grant should be made to 
this. company, because. there is ample ground 
for it, even according to the grant that Con- 
gress has already made. 

Mr. President, I wish that every one could 
look at that map that is now exhibited in this 
Chamber and understand what it is that is 
asked here. I wish each Senator would look 
at that map and see where this railroad is 
to come in, whatis to be the effect of estab- 
lishing its depot at the place that it asks for, 
and then put the question to himself, can you 
honestly by your vote give this- company this 
superior advantage over other companies that 
come into the city? Can you honestly refuse 
to give like advantages to them? And if he 
says, as say he must if he is an honest man, 
that to have equal and exact justice to all he 
is obliged to give like facilities to all, then, 
sir, he surely will not vote for the destruction 
of the park in this eity, the most beautiful 
feature in it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to occupy 
time in this discussion, but I find it difficult-—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Ifthe Sen- 
ator will allow me, I wish to present a petition. 
Allusion has been made both by the Senator 
from New Jersey and by the Senator from 
Ohio to the wishes of the people. Through 
the courtesy of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I have here petitions from the 
people of the District. A large portion of 
them have spoken themselves, but I have a 
petition of the property-holders around and 
about the proposed depot grounds. There are 
five hundred and sixty-eight signatures against 
this bill; there are ninety-five in favor of it, 
and out of the ninety-five in favor of it nine- 
teen have withdrawn their names. Allusion 
having been made frequently to the people, I 
wanted the people to speak by their petitions. 
I send them to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Scorr 
in the chair.) Does the Senator desire that 
they be laid on the table? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. They be- 
long to the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN, I should like to have 
the petitions read. 

Me. STEWART. I think I had better be 
allowed to say my few words and then I shall 
be through. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I give no- 
tice that I will ask to have the petitions read 
when I get the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COLE. Ifthe Senator will give way I 
should like to submit a report from the con- 
ference committee on the Indian appropriation 


bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield for a confer- 
ence report if it does not involve discussion. 

Mr. COLE. Iam instructed by the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1192) 
making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department 
and for fulfiling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, to submit a 
report. I ask that it be read. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall not be likely 
to act upon that report until to-morrow, and [ 
suggest ‘that the report, which seems to be 
long, be printed, and then we can act under- 
standingly. 4 

Mr. HARLAN. Itis not a long report, and 
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I hope the Senator will- not insist on: its going 
over. ; a : ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does ‘the 
Senator. from Vermont. object to its present 
consideration ? : ae 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object.at this: moment. 
I do notunderstand it. I ask thatit-be printed. 
I do not want. to delay it, but 1 want to see it 
in print. ea ea er 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The railroad 
depot bill is pending, ; j 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave not examined the 
arrangement made with the original proprietors 
of this city, but I do not think any injury will 
be done them by allowing a railroad to come 
into the city. Railroads were not known in 
those days, it is true; but Ido not think the 
original proprietors of this city ever lost a cent 
by the capital coming here and improvements 
being made. A railroad must come in some- 
time. That argument would be good against a 
railroad coming into one part ofa city as well 
as another. Ido not think real estate here 
has been depreciated by the location of..the 
capital at this place. 

r. THURMAN, The Senator did not 
understand me as saying that it would be bad 
faith to let a railroad come into the city. 
What I say is that it would be bad faith to 
take this land, which by the very terms of the 
act itself is to be for the use of the United 
States, and give it to a private company. 
That is the thing that is bad faith. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think even.that 
in a pecuniary point of view would injure the 
value of real estate here, if the United States 
proposed to use it for adepot. JI have no 
difficulty on that score. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me read to the Sen- 
ator what the language is: 

“And that all the squares, lots, pieces, and pareola 
of land within thesaid city which havo been orshall 
be appropriated for the use of the United States, 
and also tho streets, shall remain and bo for the use 
of the United States.” 

That is a dedication forever. 

Mr. STEWART. And the United States 
have disposed of large parts of them already. 
They had a large portion given to them and 
have parceled it out. Of course they do not 
want to keep them all unoccupied. ‘That was 
not the intention. ‘The question is whether 
this is a legitimate use of this property. I 
have taken a little pains to look over this city. 
I do not think the ground on the south side of 
the canal is the most beautiful part of the city 
by auy means. In fact I think it is one of the 
least beautiful parts of the city, the least 
healthful. It can be more readily dispensed 
with than any other portion. Now, if you are 
to have depots where they will least incon- 
venience the residents of the beautiful portion 
of the city, and at the same time accommo- 
date the city and its business, any one would 
point to some spot where you cannot get any- 
body to build on account of the ague, some 
spot that you never have beautified, and from 
which everybody flees on the high ground, and 
yet which is near the business portion of the 
It seems to me if you should select any 
particular part where a depot would be least 
offensive, you would take the land by the canal 
and let railroads improve it. The portion of the 
city along that canal is most unseemly and has 
been allowed to remain so since the founda- 
tion of the Government. Itis the worst look- 
ing part of the city, the most loathsome part, 
and I think smoke and steam would help it 
some. 

Mr: DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the 
Senator allow me a moment? I presume he is 
aware that the depot grounds selected come 
within half a square of Pennsylvania avenue, 
right up to the hotels. ; . 

Mr. STEWART. Hf you will go half a 
square from Pennsylvania avenue, for two 
thirds of the length of it between here and the 
Presidential Mansion, you will find the most 
loathsome part of Washington. Nobody will 
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live there. Now, if you dedicate the hills | 
above here to the purpose of railroad depots, 
it would not be near as convenient for the peo- 
ple, and would inconvenience the residences 
much more. It does not injure business prop- 
erly so much as it does residence property to 
have railroads near it. 

It is admitted since railroads have been 
invented that there must be a place where they 
can come in, and I think there is no part of 
the city'so well adapted to the purpose with- 
out disfiguring the city as that portion of 
Washington south of the canal. You do not 
see a good residence put up, in that part of the 
city. Other parts of the city are selected, 
better drained, that have better air, &. You 
must dedicate some portion of it, and it is only 
a question of choice which part you will have. 
l iuvite any one here to look over the city and 
see what portion of it they could best dispense 
with for this purpose. All concur that rail- 
roads must come into the city somewhere. 

‘There are many places that are better for a 
park than this. Many places on the hills 
about here are perfectly beautiful for a park, 
high and dry, and free from miasma. . This 
low ground along the canal and near the Poto- 
mac is no place for the people congregating 
on an evening toride or walk, Itis suggested 
by my friend from New Jersey [Mr. FRELING- 
HUYSEN] that it will give them all the fever 
and ague. [Laughter.] They leave there for 
that very reason and go to the hills. Let us 
have the park in a more salubrious portion 
of the city or outside of the city, where we 
can have more ground. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to ask the 
Senator does he proposes to remove the Smith- 
sonian Institute, the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and the Observatory? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, 
Washington monument ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Does he propose to re- 
move them from a place that he says is totally 
unfit for habitation? Ifso, you ought to re- 
move the Smithsonian Institution, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and the Naval Observa- 


tory. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Naval Observa- 
tory there? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, a little beyond, 
but in the same line; and there is the White 
House, too. 

Mr. STEWART. One thing my friend had 
better do: he had better remove that loath- 
some part of the city, or remove the Smith- 
soniau Institution. 

Mr. THURMAN. Does not my friend 
know that the loathsome part of the city he 
speaks of is the part north of the canal and the 
canal itself? The moment you improve that 
canal in some way that will remove the nuis- 
ance ; that loathsomeness is at an end. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are filling it up 
now to make it all right. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘They are filling it up; 
but whether that will be the best remedy I do | 
not know. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator from Nevada that this loathsomeness 
of which he speaks was caused by an attempt 
to make the caual as an improvement; but 
through the improvement which the Senator 
and his friends are now advocating they will 
make it still more loathsome by another im- | 
provement, lt has been found necessary to 
remove une, and I think it will be found 
necessary to remove the other before it has 
been there long. 

Mr. STEWART. If by improvement we 
have made one place so loathsome that the 
people have leftit, let us keep the improve- 
ment in that loeality, and not destroy another 
portion by improvements at this time. I 
object to disfiguring any other portion. 

Now, I would like to have any person select 
a place for a depot that will not be more 
offensive than this; where it will not do more 
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harm ; where some people will not have more 
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just cause of complaint; where it will not 
injure the value of their property. The prop- 
erty on the high lands is held for residences; 
but property near.the depot site is not fit for 
residences. There is no place where put- 
ting the depot will not do more harm to prop- 
erty owners and to the beauty of the city. 
This place has already been ruined by improve- 
ment. Let the ruin stayin one place, and not 
ruin the whole city. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President. Idid not 
intend to say anything at all upon the bill; but 
I shall say a word or two in reply to some of 
the remarks made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morriuu.] 

The Senator laid a great deal of stress upon 
the various amendments which the charter of 
this company had received from Congress, and 
other Senators have spoken in the same way. 
Now, I wish to say to the Senate that this 
railroad company has never received one cent 
of money from Congress and not one cent 
from the District of Columbia. On the con- 
trary, it has conferred upon the District of 
Columbia great benefits ; it has conferred upon 
the members of Congress very great benefits 
in making the transit from their homes to this 
city much more easy than before. Before a 
charter could be obtained to make a railroad 
from Baltimore to Washington the travelers 
from the North and West and the Northwest 
were detained in Baltimore sometimes hours 
because of the want of connections. ‘The com- 
panies north of Baltimore strove for a long 
while to get an act of incorporation from the 
State of Maryland to make a railroad from 
that city to this city, but-they-were not able to 
accomplish it. There was always a power there 
which prevented any act of incorporation being 
passed to make an additional road between 
these two great cities. 

Fortunately they discovered that the people 
of the southern counties of Maryland, in their 
desire to get a communication through their 
country by rail between the city of Baltimore 
and Aquia creck, had got a charter long 
years ago for that purpose, with the right to 
make branches, Discovering that, the gentle- 
men who had advanced their money for this 
Potomac road bought that charter, came here 
to Congress, and asked the right to bring a 
branch road into the District of Columbia. 
They had a right to make branches, and they 
obtained afterward the right from Congress 
to come to the city of Washington. In doing 
that they had to expend a very large sum of 
money from the junction ‘of that road to 
Aquia creek, which is of no account to them, 
aud for that purpose they had the right to 
get steamboats and make steamboat connec- 
tions, out of which the Senator from Vermont 
endeavored to make a bugaboo. 

They have brought the road here at an im- 
mense expense. ‘They had to build a tunnel 
into this city of sixteen hundred and eighty 
feet long. They are compelled to make a 
tunnel through the city of Baltimore of nearly 
two miles in length. The tunnel is nearly 
finished at the Baltimore end ; itis completed 
here, and the road is now within a few days of 
entire completion. Coming here, they discov- 
ered that it would be their interest and the 
interest of the country south to make connec- 
tions beyond this city in a southern direction. 
They applied to Congress for the right. to use the 
old Potomac bridge. That bridge had cost Con- 
gress from twenty to twenty five thousand 
doliars a year to keep itin repair. This com- 
pany bound themseives to keep it in repair 
forever, and to keep up a common road bridge, 
in addition to the railroad bridge, free of cost 
to the Government for the use of anybody and 
everybody. They spent over five hundred 
thousand dollars in building that bridge, and 
it takes the place of the bridge beside it, which 
was built only a few years ago, but which was 
liable. to be broken down by every engine 
that should pass upon it. The new bridge 
is a permanent structure, In passing through 


their tunnel to the bridge they have built a 
depot for freight upon Virginia avenue, so that 
the depot they now ask Congress to give them 
the right to build is one for passengers, ‘The 
company will build not only a useful structure; 
but one of the most ornamental ones there is 
in the world... The railroad company have had 
men traveling in Europe for more than two 
years getting designs and making drawings of 
the best structures of the kind throughout 
Europe. They are prepared now to build that 
immediately, the moment you give them the 
right. 

I am authorized to say, too, that the Gov- 
ernor of the District of Columbia, the Board 
of Public Works, and the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings and Grounds, upon a carefut 
consideration of this bill as it stands to day, 
approve it, and desire that not an ¿ should be 
dotted or a £ crossed, so well are they satisfied 
with the bill. : 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the 
Senator allow me? 

Mr. CAMERON. I would rather not. I 
did not interrupt the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania declines to yield, and he 
will proceed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say also that 
the bill contains a proviso allowing Congress 
to remove the depot at any future time when 
they desire the ground for a park or any other 
purpose. The bill gives Congress the power 
to do it, and leaves it entirely in the control 
of Congress. 

Now, a wordaboat parks. The Senator from 
Massachusetts made a most beautiful oration 
upon that subject ; and if that were printed by 
itself without any reference to railroads, there 
is not a young maiden in the land but what 
would be delighted in reading it. It was beau- 
tiful; a picture could be made of it; but it 
has no reference to the question in hand, No 
man who desires to see. this country prosper 
would for a moment take into consideration 
the difference between this little bit of a park 
and the great benefits which a railroad like 
this is going to bring into the city. Men and 
women cannot live upon sentiment ; they must 
have business; they must have employment 
which brings them the comforts and luxuries 
of life. That the railroad will do for this city. 
Why, sir, this whole city is a park. Talk 
about parks here and lungs of the chy. It is 
all lungs. [Laughter. } 

Mr. KDMUNDs. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CAMERON. The streets of Boston 
are about forty to fifty feet wide. - Here the 
avenues are one hundred aud sixty feet wide. 
There is no street in Washington narrower 
than sixty feet, and some of the.streets are one 
hundred and twenty feet. At every angle you 
havea little park, besides this one here. In 
addition to that, the railroad company will 
make the park ornamental. Bridges will be 
built, under the direction of the Bourd of 
Public Works, passing over the railway, so 
that no wrong will be done there. No freight 
will be brought in over that park to interfere 
with the taste or the convenience or the pleas- 
ure of anybody. All the freight business will 
be done at the depot on Virginia avenne; and 
nothing will come in to this depot but passen- 
gers. They will reach the scuthern side of 
the depot, and pass out by the Pennsylvania 
avenue as they would out of a hotel. There 
will be no crowdiug of coaches there ; nothing 
at all to inconvenience anybody. 

it is very well to talk about the people who 
lived in this town when the Government was 
established here. What did they do for it ex- 
cept seil their land fora very high price? The 
city ought to have been built on this hill where 
the Capitol stands, but the owners of property 
here, less wise than the men who owned the 
swamp down yonder, knowing the property 
was: valuable, refused to sell it at any reason- 
able price, and thus the town was driven to 


So it appears here. 


1872. ` 


the west. It ought to have gone east, and-then 
you would have had, with all these beautiful 
surroundings, the most. magnificent and. the 
most healthy city in the world... If you want 
a park, as you will some day when this town 
has reached its proper height and population, 
go up on Rock creek, buy a thousand: or two 
thousand acres of land there where the millions 
of people who. probably .will ‘live here some 
day will go out and get the fresh air. You do 
not want drives here. Pennsylvania avenue 
is a drive, a better drive than any drive in any 
park in the world, and the cross streets, which 
last year have been improved by. improved 
pavements, make drives about this city. 
n- When I got up I only desired to say that this 
railroad has had no benefit from this city. They 
are coming here to confer a benefit upon it. 
Every man who owns a foot of ground south 
_ of Pennsylvania avenue will have bis property 
‘inereased one or two or three hundred per 
cent. in consequence of the railroad being 
made there. The bridge will be a permanent 
benefit to the city of Washington, becanse it 
will always be in-good condition and men will 
not be afraid to travel with their carriages and 
horses and wagons across it. There will be 
do danger of a railway train breaking down 
upon a ricketty thing such as that was before 
this company built the bridge, and there they 
will have a permanent road crossing this beau- 
tiful river. The bridge is now finished, and 
when you get this depot the connection will 
` be made, not only with New Orleans, but with 
Texas and California over the Southern Pacific 
railroad. 

I said here some time ago, and I repeat 
now, that in consequence of the railroad con» 
nections being made here, in five years after 
this no cotton will go by. water from New 
Orleans nor Mobile nor any of that country 
below us to New York. With these low-grade 
railroads, with no grade above twenty-five feet 
in the whole distance, the railroads will carry 
eotton cheaply, and wilh these advantages in 

_ addition to their much greater speed cotton 
will be carried from New Orleans to New York 
in fifty hours, and at a price so low that every- 
body will be compelled for his own interest to 
send his cotton in that way. Thatis what the 
railroad ig going to do here, and in securing 
the passage of this trade here this city is ben- 
efited as every city is by travel through it. 
Look at Baltimore. The night before last, 
when at Harrisburg, I got a telegram. stating 
that some business of importance wonld he 
the next day before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and | started at half past seven to 
come here. At half past eleven I was in 
Baltimore, and I'was compelled to wait until 
yesterday morning—the next morning at seven 
o'clock, before I could leave that city. Balti- 
more has been built up to some extent, but it 
loses by the railroad now in existence compel- 
ling people to remain there. i; 

l believe I have spoken more than five min- 
utes, and I will not detain the Senate longer 
than to say in regard to this park that the pro 
posed depot is to- be at the northeastern point 
of the park, and it occupies a very little space. 
The Agricultural Department, the Smithsonian 
Institution, and the Washington monument 
are away beyond it. This comes in below 
Seventh street, and all beyond that is -undis- 
turbed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it has already 
been stated by the Senator from Ohio that if 
this were a question of wheiher we should: 
exclude railroads entirely from the city none 
of us would hesitate. With our present light, 
the necessity of railroads for the convenience 
and prosperity of great aggregations of people 
is so well understood that no.one would hesi- 
late at all to concede to this company or to 
one other company a convenient place for a 

epot. 

But, Mr. President, thatis not the question. 

hey may have and have had already a con- 


cession made to them of a site for a depot as | 
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Convenient, perhaps, as any depot: possessed 
by any railroad in any other city of this -coun 

y. ; 2 

Mr. CONKLING. -Where is that? 

Mr. BLAIR. At the intersection of Mary- 
land and: Virginia avenues, in -the south part 
of the city. =- 3 E? 

Mr. CAMERON.. That is to be used for a 
freight depot, and-there, as: I stated, is where 
the freight will be loaded and unloaded. 

, Mr. CONKLING. What is the objection to 
it as. a passenger depot ?- : 

Mr. CAMERON. Because it is not con: 
venient to the town, and it is not large enough. 

Mr. BLAIR. This depot which was con- 
ceded to. this company, to which they now 
have title, is one very convenient in. its loca: 
tion. The access to it is through this park 
from all portions of the city. We know that 
in other cities when we go to railroad depots 
we generally go through the purlieus of the 
city, the outskirts, to reach them. Here the 
depot which has already been conceded to 
this company is approached from every por: 
tion of the city through this park by some of 
the different roads which cross it. It is not, 
therefore, a question of whether we shall 
build a Chinese wall around the city; it is not 
whether we shall afford ample facilities to 
railroad companies or not; but the question is 
a far different one. The question is whether 
we shall concede to this company that which 
will be in reality a monopoly of the business, 
because it gives them access to the very heart 
of the city, while excluding all other railroad 
companies from it. It has been well said that 
we cannot concede this to one road without 
in fairness and justice conceding it to others; 
and the result of such concession will end in 
yielding up the whole of this park and all this 
reservation for the purposes of railroads, 

Mr. President, not only bas this company a 
depot already assigned to it, but that depot is 
upon the line of its communication with the 
southern roads, and in order to reach the depot 
which they are now asking Congress to con- 
cede to them, they have to leave ube line of 
their connection with the southern roads and 
come half a mile distant into the heart of the 
city across the park. So that they stand not 
in the attitude in which they seek to present 
themselves here, as asking forsome conven- 
ience in their junction with southern roads 
for a depot for their traffic in this city. They 
are not denied either of thesethings. ‘hey have 
already been conceded to them with great gen- 
erosity. The depot ground was given to them 
by Congress, and not only that, but the bridge 
across the Potomac was given by Congress. 

Mr. CAMERON. lam not positive, but I 
think the depot ground was not given to them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isis at the junction of 
the two avenues. - 

Mr. CAMERON. Wasit conceded to them 
by Congress without anything being paid for 
it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, the junction of two 
public avenues. s 

Mr. BLAIR. I know that it isthe junction 
of two public avenues, but there is a large 
space, five hundred feet in one direction by 
three hundred feet the other, ample for a great 
union depot large enough for the use of all the 
railroads that come into this town, and in the 
very spot which places this road on a direct 
line with their southern connections; and for 
the purpose of enabling them so to communi- 
cate the Government of the United States has 
by a bill passed by Congress already given 


them the Long bridge over which to make that | 


connection. ‘Lhatis true. The Senator shakes 
his head, but Lknowit. Ihave seen the law of 
Congress. Does he not know that such a Jaw 
was passed giving them the use of the Long 
bridge for their connections? i 

Mr. CAMERON. Congress gave it to them 
on condition that they would keep it in re- 
pair. That bridge has cost the Government 


from twenty to twenty-fivé thousand dollars a 
year to keep it in repair. The Government 
rebuilt it, within my remembrance, I think 
some three or tour times. : i 

Mr. BLAIR, Would the Senator have the 
Government keep: it in repair for him ôr his 
railroad? : ag 
< Mr. CAMERON. I did not say that, I 
said that the Government gained by giving 
that bridge. They made a bargain by which 
they got clear of that expensé. -It was broken 
down then. ; i 

Mr. BLAIR. It may have been a bargain 
that benefited the Government, but the Sen- 
ator cannot deny that it bencfited the railroad 
company. 

Mr. CAMERON. Tt benefited the railroad 
company certainly, because it gave them ‘the 
most convenient place for crossing the Poto- 
mac river, 

Mr. BLAIR. Besides having à bridge to 
cross on. 

Mr. CAMERON. But the bridge was in a 
broken down condition when the Government 
gave it to the railroad. The Government, 
therefore, was benefited by its gift. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator informed us a 
few moments ago that the city had done noth- 
ing for this road and the road had done every- 
thing for the city, and that the Government had 
done nothing for it. Now, I assert that the 
Government has done very well forthem, for it 
has given them a depot, given them a right of 
way, given themabridge, und authorized them 
to charge other roads that go over the bridge,. 
and all they have to do is to keep the bridge 
which the Government has given them inrepair.. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘They have not only built 
a bridge, but they are compelled to keep up æ 
road-way over it free of cost by the conditions 
or he gift from the Government—a wagon 

ridge. : 

Me BLAIR. Tt was to their advantage. 

Mr. CAMERON. No; the old bridge was 
worn out and broken down. - 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a large portion of 
it certainly that was not broken down, that was 
filled up with solid masonry, If any portion 
of it was broken down, it was only at either 
end of the bridge; but much the larger portion 
of that bridge was built of solid masoury, and 
stands there to-day as it was built. 

The Senator trom Pennsylvania informs us 
of the immense sums of money that this com- 
pany has expended in order to come here and 
benefit the city of Washington. 1 think he 
said the railroad has cost $6,000,000. 

Mr. CAMERON. [think so. 

Mr. BLAIR, That is the statement made. 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. Whatever: 
it cost, if it cost double that, in my view itis 
not worth as mnch to the city of Washington 
as this park is which it seeks to destroy. There 
is not a city of this size in the country that has 
not built for itself a park and ornamented 
it. The city of New York has expended over- 
thirty million dollars fora park, and L pre 
sume the city of Philadelphia has expended 
quite or nearly half that sum on its grand 
park. Other cities are expending enormous | 
suins of money upon their public parks. 

This park is worth more to the city of Wash- 
ington and to the people of Washington, and 
to the sojourners in Washington. than this 
Baltimore and Potomac railroad. I do not 
undervalue this great public improvement, bat 
I know very well that the road was not built 
for the convenience of the people of Washing- 
ton. The men who have it in hand are too 
wise to expend their money simply for the- 
convenience of other people. As a matter 
of course the railroad was built for the profit . 
of the stockholders. Of course the building 
of it confers an immense advantage upon the 
citizens of this District; but all the con- 
veniences up to this time that that company 
could rightfully ask have been conceded to- 
them by the Government of the country. 


They have had the right of way, they have- 
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had depot grounds; they have had a bridge 
given to them to cross over and make their 
southern connection, I believe that to give 
them this park would be to inflict a far greater 
injury upon-the city than the city can be com- 

ensated by the. construction of the road, and 

believe that if it were left to-day to the in- 
habitants of this place they would prefer to 
have their park than to have the railroad, and 
I believe that because. the people of other 
cities have cheerfully expended much larger 
sums for their parks than has been expended 
for the construction of this road. 

Some gentlemen have spoken in regard to 
this park as if it was a myth, something that 
was to be in some future time, and we have 
been told that probably when the city beeame 
a city it would want a park, when it got to be 
as large as New York, and then the park 
ought to be out of reach; they ought to buy a 
park somewhere else where nobody could get 
to it except those who have horses and vehbi- 
cles, the wealthy! I think the great merit of 
this park is that it is the heart of the city, that 
it traverses the center of the town, that it is 
accessible from all sides oy pedestrians, all 
classes of people, accessible from that portion 
of the city which lies to the south, and that 
portion which lies to the north. Kven now in 
its unfinished condition, if the Senator will go 
down upon the Mall on Sunday, he will find 
it filled with people taking their pleasure. 

This railroad, if you look on the map of the 
city, you will see proposes to take eight hun- 
dred feet along Sixth street by one hundred 
and fifty feet in depth, which is just one half 
of the breadth of the park at that point, and 
with aline of road which continues across the 
other half of the park, any one can form an 
idea of what a destruction it will be, what a 
nuisance; notonly a nuisance to the sight, but 
it will put people in danger of their lives. No 
One Gan cross it on foot or in a vehicle without 
endangering his life. Any one will seeat once 
that such a nuisance, so dangerous to life, 
would put a stop to the use of this park asa 
pleasure ground. Nobody would go out there 
to take his pleasure when be was in danger of 
being run over by a locomotive. 

In this view | am opposed to the location 
of the depot at the point sought by this com- 
pany, I regret very much to be compelled to 
oppose anything that is asked for by the ven- 
erable Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cam- 
ERON, ]} but fam forced to do so. My sense 
of duty and of propriety compels me to give 
that vote reluctantly, as I always so vate 
against any wish of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, but I think it is intolerable that the 
only pleasure-ground in this city should be 
destroyed for the purpose of giving a monop- 
oly to one railroad company over another. I 
I know very well it is for the purpose of 
securing this monopoly, because it amounts 
substantially to a monopoly. You put this 
depot where it can be reached in a few min- 


utes’ walk and without the expense of a car- | 


riage, and if the other companies are excluded 


and their depots kept out of reach, every one | 


will as a matter of choice use this depot which 
has so much the greater advantage. There- 
fore, this is an attempt to get Congress to 
sanction a monopoly in favor of one railroad. 

The Senator from Nevada and other Sen- 
ators have sneered at this park which some of 
us desire to protect from invasion, and have 
represented it as loathsome. I admit that 
some abuses have been made of portions of it, 
not very creditable to us who have permitted 
it nor to the city; but, rightly looked upon, it 
is the germ at least of the finest park in any 
city in the world. It contains some three or 
four hundred acres; and among the decora- 
tions of this park is this noble building in 
which we staud. At the other end is the 
Presidential Mansion, with the publie build- 
ings that stand around it; and many of the 
other publie buildings belonging to the Gov- 
ernment stand in this park, and are among its 


decorations; and I may say, what I believe. to 
be true, thai this park, when cleared of the 
nuisances which make a portion of it so loath- 
some, with these magnificent architectural 
adornments, will. not-have a fellow in the 
whole civilized world. It can be now, with 
very little expense, made the most beautiful 
of all the parks that adorn any of the cities, 
not only of this country, but of Europe. 

But all this must give way before the utili- 
tarian idea. We must surrender it to be used 
by a railroad company, and, following the ad- 
vice of the Senator from Pennsylvania, buy a 
park in some inaccessible region! ‘he de- 
mand which is made upon us by this railroad 
company is one which Congress ought. not to 
countenance. This park ought to be preserved 
intact. The nuisances which have been put 
there in the name of improvement ought to be 
obliterated, for the canal to which the Senator 
from Nevada referred is a nuisance ; it was 
put there in the name and in the same interest 
which now seeks to put this railroad there. 
The canal is dangerous to health in one way 
and the railroad in another, and both of them 
are nuisances, and both ought to be excluded, 
especially as the railroad is amply and con- 
veniently accommodated elsewhere. 

This is not an isolated case of the grasping 
spirit of these monopolies. We have now pend- 
ing before this body a similar case from Cali- 
fornia, where the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany seeks to despoil the city of San Francisco 
of its harbor, to take an island that belongs to 
the Government of the United States set apart 
for the convenience of the city. A bill is pend- 
ing to give that island to a railroad company 
that has already been endowed with more 
than forty million dollars by this Government. 
That company will hardly be able to say what 
has been said by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania in favor of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, that it-has not bad the 
amplest and most enormous subsidies bestowed 
upon it by the Government. ‘The Senator 
from Nevada in urging this spoliation of the 
city of Washington, as he urges the spoliation 
and destruction of the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco in favor of another railroad, shows that 
he lets nothing stand in the way of a railroad 
company when it asks a favor. He gave us 
notice that he did not consider the people of 
this District entitled to consideration, because 
he thought their property had been enhanced 
by putung the capital here. I think nothing 
stands in his way when a railroad corporation 
wants to invest itself with what does not belong 
to it, 

For my part I trust the Senate will hesitate 
to confirm this grant, a grant which purports 
to have been made by the city of Washington 
of what everybody knows did not belong to the 
city of Washington. This projeet had its in- 
ception, therefore, in a fraud and a false pre- 
tense, and the title of the bill is a fraud and 
false pretense, for it purports to confirm a 
grant made by the city of Washington of land 
that did not. belong to the city of Washington, 
but which does belong to the United States; 
and thus we are to be induced to give away 
what belongs to the United States under the 
pretense that we are confirming a grant made 
by the corporation of the District of Columbia, 

I say I hope the Senate will refuse to con- 
firm it, but if it is confirmed I hope it will be 
after the subject has been considered as is 
proposed by the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont, who has moved an amendment 
to refer this matter to certain expert engineers 
to devise a proper plan not only for the ac- 
commodation of this road, but all other roads, 
putting them on an equality. Before taking 
thig step, if on_the plea put forward by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, the Senator from 
New Jersey, and others who have spoken in 
behalf of this bill, we are to give these privi- 
leges because of the immense advantages of 
railroads, if we are to confer them because 
these railroads which are the creators of so 


mach wealth and prosperity in our country 
must be properly considered and provided for, 
I think it ought to be done on mature consid- 
eration by persons who are expert in auch 
matters, and not. upon the demand of each 
interested railroad itself dr the corporators of 
each interested company ; that the rights and 
wishes and welfare of others ought also to be 
taken into consideration at the same time, and 
if we confer a privilege upon one road we 
ought to give the like privilege to all and in 
the same measure, 

For these reasons I shall vote cheerfully for 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West. Virginia. I have 
sent up to the desk some petitions from the 
people on this subject, and some Senators 
desire that they shall be read. I therefore ask 
the Clerk to read one of those petitions. Of 
course 1 do not ask for the reading of the 
names. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Lo the Senate and House af Representatives af the 
United States in Congress assembled è 

The undersigned, citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, respeotfully, but carmestly and emphatic- 
ally, protest against tho passago of the bill reported 
by tho District of Columbia Committee of the House 
of Representatives, granting the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad Company tho right to erect thcir 
depot upon the square bounded by Sixth and Sev- 
enth streets west and B street north. 

We make this protest because we believe that such 
location will intorfere with, injure, and forever mar 
the beauty of tho proposed park to be constructed 
out of the Government reservations west of the 
Capitol. 

We make this protest because we believe it inex- 
pedicnt and impolitie in the Government to give to 
a wealthy corporation the reservations which the 
wise foresight of Washington reserved for the bono- 
fit of all the people sojourning in the city bearing 
his name, 

Wo make this protest because we regard the run- 
ning of cars by stenin-power through a city, upon 
the grade of tho streots, ill-advised und full of dan- 
ger to life and limb. 

, We muke this protest because wo believe that a 
site for a railroad gepot might easily be found, 
which would not only be accessible and convenient 
to our citizens, but would amply accommodate all 
the railroads entering Washington. : 

We make this protost because we believe that 
Congress would never havo granted permission to 
have opened said street had it not been shown that 
it was necessary to do so to accommodate the great 
increase of business leading from Pennsyltvania 
avenue to the river. g 

We make this protest because wo bolievo it ma- 
terially interferes with the business community, 
particularly those doing business south of Ponnsyl- 
vanin avenue, from using said street, it being one of 
the five streets leading from the heart of the city to 
the river. 3 

For all these roasons.wo beg Congress not to pass 
the bill in question, which is antagonistic to the in- 
terest and desire of the very poople whom it pro- 
fosses to serve, 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, in 
order that full justice may be done to all par- 
ties, there is a counter petition in favor of this 
site which I ask to have read alsa. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“We,the undersigned, property-owners, and mer- 


chants doing businesson the north and south side 
of Pennsylvania avenue and in the immediate vicin- 


ity of the proposed depot of the Baltimore and 

otomac railroad, respectfully petition your honor~ 
able committee to ratify the action of our city 
councils in granting to thesaid Baltimore and Po- 
tomac railroad the reservation bounded by Sixth 
and B streets and the canal for the erection of their 
passenger depot, believing as we do that said loca- 
tion will redound to the advantage of both the busi- 
ness and traveling public.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. Pres- 
ident, these petitions were gotten up by the 
citizens here, as I.understand, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
I have gone over them hastily to-day through 
the courtesy of one of the members of the 
committee. I find that about six hundred 
property-holders aud business men of the city 
are opposed to the depot where it is now pro- 
posed. to be located, and in favor of the place 
previously designated. I find that ninety-five 
have petitioned for the depot where this bill 
proposes to locate it, but of those ninety-five 
nineteen have since withdrawn their names, 
and now oppose the proposed location of the 
depot. 
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I rose simply to make’: statement, not to 
attempt to make a speech. ‘The action which 
this bill proposes to confirm, as.I understood, 
passed the city councils. previous to the form- 
ation of the present District government, and 
was introduced and put through both cham- 
bers on the same night, so that the people here 
had no opportunity whatever to express their 
views on the subject. I understand. further 
that there has been a resolution introduced to 
repeal. what was done previously, and it has 
passed one of the. branches of the District 

egislature, and is now pending in the other; 
so that. so far as the citizens here are con- 
cerned, it appears that they are decidedly 
opposed to the location now proposed for this 
depot. l 
. The site fora depot already granted to this 
company is sufficiently large in every way. 
There 38 nothing to be lost by not passing this 
bill. This railroad company now has a site 
for a depot much larger than that which is now 
contemplated; a Site just beyond the park; 
but the intention is to cross through the park 
on Sixth street and get in this side of the park, 
between that and. Pennsylvania avenue, and 
eventually to come to the avenue, I suppose. 
r cet ae Ne 
The ground which it is intended to occupy 
belongs to the Government. This bill pro- 
poses to give it to a railroad company without 
compensation of any kind whatever. It is 
Government property, and of course it is for 
Congress to say what it may do with it. Dur- 
ing the present session we have appropriated 
$400,000 for the purpose of buying ground on 
either side of the Capitol building; now we 
propose, without compensation, to give to a 
railroad company ground in front of the Capi- 
tol. It appears to me to be all wrong and out 
of plese that we should be one day proposing 
to uy ground around the Capitol on either 
side of it, and the next. day giving away ground 
in front of the Capitol; 

Mr. President, I have here the proceedings 
of à public meeting which was held in this 

. city on this subject. I do not desire to take 
up the time of the Senate, and so I shall only 
ask the Secretary to read the first two resolu- 
tions adopted by that meeting. 

_ The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

* Whereas a bill, hastily passed by the House of 
Representatives, is now pending in the Senate of 
the United States which proposes to grant to the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company the 
privilege of laying a railway in Sixth Street west, 
from Virginia avenue northward to a point near 
Pennsylvania avenue, and also to make a donation 
to the said company of a public reservation worth 
at least three hundred thousand dollars, the location 
of which railway through the grounds reserved, in 
the compact with the proprietors of the land on 
which the city is built, for a public park, will inju- 
riously affect, if not destroy, the beauty and comfort 
of the park aswell as the original design of the city, 
as planned by the preéminently distinguished citi- 
zen whose name it bears, and afterward ratified by 
Congress; and whereas the passage of this bill by 
the House of Representatives appears from the de- 
bate in that honorable body to have been urged and 
defended in view of an ordinance passed March 20, 
1871, by the boards of aldermen and common coun- 
cil of the city of Washington: Therefore, 

“Resolved, That the said ordinance was passed and 
signed by the then mayor of the city in flagrant dis- 
regard of the wishes of the people and property- 
holders, and especially of those residing and owning 
property in what is known as South Washington, 
whose pecuniary interests and porsona eomifort will 

e very injuriously affected if the Senate shall sanc- 
tion this rash act of the late city council, which, 
having been introduced in the board of aldermen at 
alate hour in the night of the 20th of March, was 
rushed through that Body the same night with but 
a single negative vote, and the board of common 
council having in the mean time, at near midnight, 
taken a recess to receive the bill, in like manner, as 
soon as it was received, pressed to a final passage, 
with only one vote in the negative, which hasty 
proceedings in both boards plainly indicate the 
Strength of the lobby or other controlling influence 

y which so important a measure was carried.” 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I notice 
that the bill now before us does not in any 
way regulate the speed of the trains. So far 
as this bill is concerned, they may come in on 
Sixth street up to this depot at the rate of 
fifty miles an hour, if they choose to do 80, 
while other roads coming into the city are 
required from the boundary line to run only 
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at the rate of six miles an hout. At the 
proper time I shall offer an -amendment on 
that subject. I only state it now to show that 
the bill needs amendment in some particulars. 
There are several other: amendments’ that 
should be made, but Iname this now because 
the Senator from Pennsylvania has intimated 
there should be no amendment made. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Itis mani- 
fest, Mr. President, that there is a bill of no 
ordinary interest before this body. We are 
not now dealing with such subjects as the 
tariff, or internal revenue, or Indians, or the 
public lands; but there is now a railroad 
project here, a project to give up a very val- 
uable piece of land both as regards its pecun- 
iary value: and its value as connected with 
the public park of this city. It is a matter of 
so much consequence, in my judgment, that I 
deem it my duty to submit some observations 
in protest against such a scheme. 

As originally designed, we have this great 
city laid out before us. We have this beauti- 
ful strip of land lying west of the Capitol and 
extending to the Presidential Mansion. The 
question is presented here to-day whether we 
are willing to yield up any part of this land to 
private purposes, and to private purposes of 
the worst character so farasa park aud the 
uses of a park are concerned, 

Before I proceed to make any observations 
respecting the necessity of a park, allow me to 
refer for one moment to the remarks made by 
the honorable Senator from Penusylvania in 
respect to the railroad facilities to this city. 
The act under which this corporation now 
claims to come here was passed. by the State 
of Maryland in the year 1853, For seventeen 
long years did this charter lie here ready for 
any one to take advantage of it and to give 
railroad facilities to this city, und yet my 
honorable friend from Pennsylvania declaims 
against the State of Maryland and against the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad for antagonizing 
every railroad that looked toward a connection 
with this city and with Virginia besides its 
own. Itis not so. 

Iknow very well the causes that secured the 
passage of that charter, and the reason why, 
before that period and up to the present period 
of time, advantage was not taken of the facili- 
ties afforded by that charter, It was the de- 
sire on the part of the people of southern 
Maryland to acquire railroad facilities to Bal- 
timore and to this capital, and it was also 
the further desire of that people to make rail- 
road connections with southern Virginia, lor 
seventeen years did this charter sleep. It was 
because no railroad company wag willing, in 
order to secure a connection with this city, to 
comply with all the provisions of the charter, 
and thus give railroad facilities to southern 
Maryland as well as a connection with south- 
ern Virginia, 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me, I didnot say anything of the city of Balti- 
more or of che State of Maryland with regard 
to this Potomac road, except what the Sena- 
tor is now saying himself. I stated that this 
charter had been given by the Legislature of 
Maryland long years ago, without anybody on 
the route being willing to put his money into 
the road. Until this company came forward 
and subscribed the stock and made the road 
there was nothing done by the people of 
Maryland toward it. It had lain long years, 
as the Senator says, untouched, without any 
aid from Maryland, or a single citizen of 
Maryland offering a dollar to make that con- 
nection between the city of Baltimore and the 
city of Washington and Acquia creek. ; 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. So be it. 
I admit it; but that is no cause of complaint 
against the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. It 
antagonized nothing against that charter. It 
never opposed it. But the people of southern 
Maryland together with those of western 
Maryland and the people of Baltimore desired 
an additional communication with Washing- 


ton; and in connection: with that a railroad 
connection with southern Maryland and with 
southern. Virginia... ‘Therefore, there has been 
no illiberal spirit manifested against anybody, 
nor against any. railroad facilities to thie city 
by any human being within the limits of Mary- 
land. Only the other day there was a: bill 
presented to this body to. authorize the:con- 
struction of arailroad from-here to Harrisburg. 
Besides that we have in Maryland.a free 
railroad law. Anybody can’ construct a rail 
road there anywhere and to any point, There» 
fore, I regretted when the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania undertook to arraign the 
citizens of Maryland as being hostile. to any 
of these great enterprises. We are in favor 
of them all, I am gratified that this southern 
and western railroad is being constructed. [ 
hope it will be extended to Acquia creek, as it 
must be under the charter, from this city, 
and thence down to Point Lookout under 
another charter that is now being pat iuto 
operation, and I trust will be carried out, and 
thus we shall have in the whole southern limit 
of Maryland railroad access to all-its parts, 
Sir, Í am not opposed to railroad facilities. 
I always advocated a free railroad law in my 
State. I wanted railroads to go wherever the 
public demanded them, or their interests or 
their convenience required them; and there- 
fore, when I am here now speaking against this 
single proposition Ido not wish to be misun- 
derstood. I am not opposed to this railroad 
having a suitable location in this city for a 
passenger or freight depot. Tam for that. 
We so voted at the last session. When the 
Senator from Pennsylvania got up in this 
Chamber and prosented a bill here giving to 
this railroad company a location at the junc- 
tion of Maryland and Virginia avenues both 
for a freight and passenger depot, and asked 
the unanimous consent of this body to pass 
that bill, there was nobody to say no, I was 
present on that occasion. Nobody objected 
to it. There is a splendid place for a depot, 
right upon the highway south, with ample 
ground for all the requirements of the road, 
with awple facilities, as much so as any rail- 
road here. Right on this point, for it is an 
important one to all of us, E desire to call the 
attention of the houorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to the law we then passed and what 
this bill now proposes to do. By the act. of 
Congress passed March 8, 1871, it is provided: 
“ That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com~ 


pany be, and thoy aro hereby, authorized to erect 
over tlieir tracks on Virginia avenue, between west 


o 


Sixth street and west Seventh street, in tho city of 
Washington, a passenger-depot building, covering 
the following described arca.” 

It then goes on to give the area. 

“ Provided, That tho assent of the municipal 
authorities of the city of Washington, or of tho Dis- 
trict of Columbia, be first obtained to the orection of 
said depot.” 

It prescribes the style of architecture. It 
describes the ground, a larger piece of ground 
than that now proposed to be given, and afford- 
ing more railroad facilities. My friend from 
Pennsylvania having thus secured, by the 
unanimous approval of Congress, the passage 
of that act, and having possession of those 
ample grounds at that point, by the bill now 
before us proposes to repeal that statute. The 
very bill which provides for the confirmation 
of the city grant for this railroad provides for 
the repeal of the act of 1871: 

“ Provided further, That the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1871, granting a site for a pas- 
senger depot for said railroad company upon Vir- 
ginia avenue is hereby repealed, to take effect when 
suid company obtains possession of the, depot prop- 
erty on Sixth street, as deseribed in this act.” 

Now, I want honorable Senators around me 
to see where the trouble comes in: 

“And no passenger or other depot shall be con- 


structed by suid company on said site. 

Where is to be your freight depot? You 
provide in this very bill for the establishment 
of a depot for passengers and what you call 


i express freight. I do not understand pre- 
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cisely the meaning of the: term ‘express 
freight; ” but if Lam right—and I desire the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to correct me if 
J am wrong—where the Pennsylvania road 
hires the cars to individuals. and when so 
hired they are used to transport freight, it is 
called ‘‘ express freight.” 

Mr. CAMERON, Itis not exactly as the 
Senator from Maryland says. Everything is 
not ‘‘ express freight’? that may be carried in 
the cars. There are certain articles of small 
bulk and great value which are called express 
freight because they can afford to pay high 
prices for rapid transportation. Sometimes 
some companies hired the privilege to carry 
that sort of freight to other companies; others 
do not. Thatisa mere arangement of their 
own. They make such arrangements as will 
be most. profitable to themselves. The Sen- 
ator of course knows that. Living in Fred- 
erick, he sees these trains go by him con- 


stantly. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland.” It may be 
fast trains-——— 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Allow me to 
state that [ once received an Alderney calf by 
eXpress, sent all the way from Pittsburg to 
Vermont. Now, if one can go by express, why 
cannot a hundred? 


Mr. CAMERON. I will answer that. The 
Senator knows very well why that was. It was 


by Adams’ express, who carry anything for 
which they can get a high price. Ihave no 
doubt the Senator or his friends who sent the 
calf paid a greabdeal more for that freight 
than the calf was worth. I suppose it was a 
present to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I paid the 
freight. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, Mr. Pres- 
ident, L say that I am not conversant with 
transportation upon railroads, but ‘express 
freight’ is a very indefinite term. It may 
mean fast freight, or it may mean freight 
according to the manner in which the Peun- 
sylvania Railroad Company understands it. 
You undertake to repeal by this very bill 
before this body the provision to which | have 
referred. As Ì understand the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, he wants this bill passed with- 
ont dotting an 7 or crossing a. $, and it repeals 
the authority for a depot which we gave them 
last year, and provides for a passenger and 
freight depot right in the midst of the public 
grounds, and right in the midst of your park, 
and right upon the avenue, in fact. 

Mr. President, let members for a moment 
Hook at the map I have here on a small scale 
and see how it is. It is very easily under- 
stood. Any gentleman here who will exam- 
ine if will see the condition in which this 
depot will leave the public grounds. Stand- 
ing on Capitol Hill, looking west, you will see 
Ahat it cuts the park in twain. Right on the 
-highway south they are to make a turn. The 
honorable Senator talks about railroad com- 
smunieations south, You are going north. 
When you get down to the junction of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland avenues, instead of look- 
ing south, as my honorable friend would lead 
us to think that he is doing, he is beginning 
to look north. He turns a corner, and for 
‘what? Why would he spoil this beautiful 
-park, these beautiful grounds, when there is 
no occasion in his transit south? Why, Mr. 
President, I ask you? It is easily answered. 
J attribute nothing dishonorable to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania when I say it results from 
.a mean and selfish desire for pelf and for 
smoney. The mau who would come here and 
for the sake of getting a passenger more for 
his railroad than for another undertake to put 
.a depot beneath the shadow of your Capitol, 
is “ fit for treason, stratagem, and spoils.” 
‘It is “spoils” he is after, and not the public 
-eonvenience. It isa disgrace to human na- 
‘tare; it is dishonorable to man. These 
publie grounds have been dedicated to the 
people of the United States in laying out 


«wish to come here this evening. 


the capital of this great land. that is to re- 
main here, I trust, forever. These corpora- 
tors, these monopolists, come into this heart 
of the nation, and right within the shadow 
of this great Capitol seize a part of.our public 
property. You can vote it to them if you 
will. . 

Mr. CAMERON. -Will the Senator give 
way fora moment? - ; : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON. [I desire to make a mo- 
tion that the Senate take a recess at half past 
four o’clock, until half past seven. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will 
allow me to make a suggestion to him. I 
think we had better keep on, say until be- 
tween six and seven, and then adjourn. I 
doubt whether the Senate will have a quorum 
to-night. 2 

Mr. CAMERON. There will be no trouble 
about that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator con- 
sider? I know that he would not compel his 
associates to come here this evening need- 
lessly. 

No. 


Mr. CAMERON. 
Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better go 


on now. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me make a sugges- 
tion. This is not a very abstruse subject; the 
matter of it lies quite near; and I think the 
Senate must have made up its mind substan- 
tially. I suggest to the Senate tuat we had 
better fix an hour, and get consent, if we can, 
that the vote be then taken. ‘That will dis- 
pense with a recess, and relieve the Senator 
from Massachusetts and others who do not 
Now, say 
that an hour or two hence the vote be taken. 
lt is now four o’clock ; let us say that at five 
o’clock or half past five we begin to vote. | 
hope nobody will object to that. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ishall not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New York ask consent to an 
agreement that the vote be taken at five o’ clock? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; I propose that 
it be understood that at five or half past five 
we vole. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On the 
present amendment? 

Mr. CONKLING. That general debate 
cease, and we vote on this and all other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
to that. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ingnire of the 
Senator from Maryland, does he wish this 
bill to go over aud occupy another day? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I do not 
know. l think it is an important propdsition, 
and we have various ametdments to submit 
to this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I quite agree with the 
Senator, and Í only make the proposition in 
the interest of all views, without siding with 
either. Of course the Senator wants an 


I object 


| opportunity to have his amendments passed 


upon, not at an hour when the Senate wiil be 
thin, but atan hour when there will be a gen- 
eral attendance ; and in that view I submit to 
him that if he will agree to a time to vote he 
will lose nothing. I am quite willing, of 
course, to come here this evening if we be 
driven.to it. d hope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, if he cannot get an agreement, will 
insist upon an evening session, because this 
bill ought not to go over and occupy another 
day or two. i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I will say 
to the honorable Senator from New York that 
Lam always willing to do what is right and 
courteous about these maiters; but I do con- 
sider this bill of some magnitude, and there- 
fore | am for giving it some degree of consid- 
eration. This bill was passed through the 
House of Representatives, if I may allude to 
the House—and I do not desire to be unpartia 
mentary—without an opportunity of amend- 


ing itatall, without‘an opportunity for debate. 
Here we have had butoneday. As I maintain, 
a principle ofthis. kind goes almost to the very 
foundation of the present condition of things. 
Are corporations to come here and override 
all the legislation of the country? I attribute 
nothing improper to gentlemen; they have a 
natural influence-and power beyond that of 
ordinary men; they come here; they inspire 
sentiment and opinion and spirit and vitality. 
You see it all around you. If you were dis- 
cussing a tariff question, probably you would 
not have three. Senators here; if you were 
discussing a great revenue question, or a Ku 
Klux bill, probably there would be very few 
here unless, gentlemen supposed there was a 
vote to be taken. But these are personal 
bills, private bills, railroad bills, corporation 
bills; they have a power to excite interest. 
Ido-not object to any gentleman feeling an 
interest either for or against them; and while 
Lam willing to agree to anything reasonable, 
still I think we have had but a very short 
period of time to discuss this bill. Other gen- 
tlemen may want to speak in the time pro- 
posed to be allotted by the honorable Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is making 
his remarks chielly in reference toa suggestion 
which I believe I made. Therefore I ask his 
attention. Iam quite with him in the purpose 
to have deliberate and full consideration about 
this bill, which is an important one. Does -he 
think, in the view which he has been sug- 
gesting, that it will be better for him by an 
objection to bring on a night session, with 
those here feeling special interest in it one 
way or the other, but not with a very fall Sen- 
ate? Does he think that it will be better to 
do that, than to fix upon an hour when any 
amendment that he chooses to offer may be 
debated, and.when he will have an attendance 
not only of all those especially concerned who 
may have been addressed or appealed to, but 
also of the whole Senate? 

- Now, 1 suggest to the Senator from Mary- 
land that if his observations prove anything— 
and there is great force in them—it is that he 
ought to seek a time when the session will not 
be confined to those who may by reason of 
local interest, or acquaintance, or relationship 
of some sort, feel especial interest in the ques- 
tion, but when the whole Senate. is likely to be 
here, that he may have for the next two hours, 
and at the same time accommodate the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts and other Senators 
who are naturally averse to a night session 
unless it is necessary. 

E make this further suggestion to the Sen- 
ator: we have reached a stage in the session 
when no bill, although it may be an important 
bill, no bill whichis understood in its general 
bearings will receive the consent of a majority 
to drag from day to day in order that gentle- 
men may indulge in general debate, unless by 
reason of illucss or some inability to go on 
they appeal to the courtesy of the Senate. 
Here is an important matter, but a simple 
matter. Ihave taken no part in the debate. 
I promise the Senator that L will waste no part 
of the time if he agrees to fixing an hour to vote. 
But it seems to me if we would say that two 
hours hence we may begin to vote we shall 
get a much fuller consideration than we shall 
if the proposition be objected to and a recess 
ensues with a sitting out of the bill to-night, 
[hope the Senator will revise his objection 
and see if we cannot come to an.understand- 


ing. 

‘ Me HAMILTON, of Maryland. Tlook at 
itin this view: that this bill ought to take its 
chance. If we get through with the bill by the 
time it is proper to adjourn, so be it; I shall 
offer no objection to such a course as that. 
Bat why make this an extraordinary occasion ? 
Here is a private bill; and that it should have 
been made the special order. for this day by a 
vote of the Senate, to exclude the public busi- 
ness of the country, is remarkable enough. 


hat'we are to devote a day or two days or 
vee days to this bill is for the consideration 
the Senate. If we discuss this question 
‘hen we come to the time of ‘adjournment if 
Wbé proper to adjourn, go be it; let us adjourn 
and take it up to-morrow if the Senate will 5 
d if not; not so. mG : 
‘Now, Mr. President, I will pröceed. It has 
een submitted, and- better probably than I 
ih and advocated by honorable Senators on 
iis ‘floor, that: there is great occasion for a 
ublic park here: Let me say a word in respect 
to that, both with regard to the location’and 
fhe necessity ofa park. ‘I know that in the 
éarlier settlement of this country our great 
ties, except’ in’ the case‘ of ‘Boston alone, 
made’ no provision for: these great public 
rounds. To remedy their errorin that réspect 
they have been spending millions upon mil- 

ous.’ © The city of: New York, the city of 
Philadelphia, the city of Baltimore, the city 
f Ciicinnati, have been spending millions to 
medy the errors of thé past, and if public 
parks were nat required’ or proper to be had, 

by this: vast unnecessary expenditure of 
money-? In the case of Boston they in early 
days devoted a large portion of ground to the 
ablie. That is invaluable now, and thatcon- 
rs upon the people of that early day imperish- 
ble-eredit for their sagacity. 

In New York they did reserve some small 
areels of ground, buttheix-great park is out- 
de of the city, far beyond its limits, where 
éople: cannot readily get. tis not beeause 
1ey'denire it there, but because they have no 
ther place to put it. + Soin the ‘case of Phil- 
adelphia, with the exception of that small por- 
ion of ground ealled Independence square 
ey are obliged to go out.'. Ehey did not pro- 
ide dn the' past for the future. ` So in the case 
Ethe: ‘city of Baltimore. They have ‘been 
bliged recently toexpend ldtge'sums of mouey 
‘order to‘obtain a patk. ‘Butthe forecast of 
Vashington, the founder: of this city, looked 
far! down the tide of tiné, and provided for 
‘the wants of his people right in the heart of 
the city where the people could have access to 
public grounds. : There is this reservation 
t-apart forever that they might enjoy it as a 
public: park. Shall: we enjoy it as a public 
park, or shall we yield it: now to that which 
miust destroy it as such, or at least go far to- 
ward impairing its value? : 

1: Mr. President, parks are not of modern in- 
vention either.: Our people who first settled 
these’ great cities were utilitarians, it may be 
faid, and the Senator from Nevada spoke 
about the loathsome -situation of this :park, 
about the canal, the proximity to'the river as 
an argument, against iit; and urged that we 
should yield it: to:the purposes of life for rail- 
road. and other purposes. : My honorable friend 
from New Jersey, in. connection with the: loca- 
tion urged by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
alluded to Rome.. Rome provided parks. She 
had her- Campos Martius and six others be- 
sides. My honorable friend from New Jer- 
sey spoke about the -feelings of a person. now 

oing to Rome, and read from a very intereat-. 
ing work to show: the condition af Rome where 
they were without schools, where they were 

ithout engines, where they were without our 
present means of progress; but he forgot to 


cated to the use of thé Roman people in that 
day of progress, it was dedicated thatthe peo- 
ple. wight enjoy it... There- were public. gar- 

éns; there were public: parks ; there’ were 


ancient Rome. Nay more, the Campus. Mar- 
fius was right by the ‘banks of the Tiber; it 
Was in the lowest part of Rome like this. The 
Capitoline, the Quirinal, and the Pincian hills 
made the Campus-Martius ‘adjoin the Tiber. 
It was loathsome at times; I have no doubt 
it was swamped at times. with water, bat still 
it was the ‘famous: public ground of Rome 
where the people always. enjoyed themselves 
in far-gone times, ‘and so it would be here. - 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No, 219. 


| o’clook. =- f 


state that when the Campus Martius was dedi-, 


lacey of amusement ‘in the great days of 
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We spoiled ‘these: public’ grounds with a 
canal. We have now in their midst public 
institutions, institutions’ of learning, of science, 
of arts. Weexpect to have more. We expect 
to have libraries. We expect to decorate and 
ornament these grounds yet to belong to the 
capital of this ‘country, so. that when people 
come here they can go through and observe it 
as the wonder of the world.’ But’ when you 
undertake to spoil it, to decapitize it, to cat 
off its limbs of its ‘head, to cut off. the Capi- 
toline hill and the Capitol from the other parts 
of your gteat; reservation, from your Wash- 
ington monument, from. your Smithsonian 
Institute, ftom your Agricultural Depattment, 
and from all the other buildings you may’ put 
there for public instruction, for public arnuse- 
mént, and fo public ornament, I object and 
protest against it. A Ca a oe 
< Mr. Président, what are you’ going to pat 
there right in the midst of these public grounds? 
Are you going to put there  magovilicent build- 
ing? My honorable friend from. Pennsylvania 
said that in architectural style it was to. be 
grand and great and: beautiful; but. you are 
going to put-right, there a railroad depot, aud 
what. isa railroad depot?) What is: it,’ an 
what does it do? Plant it within the grounds 
of your. Capitol; plantit by the Smithsonian 
Institute ; plant it by the: Agricultural Depart- 
ment ;:plant it in your presidential grounds ; 
and what-have.yqu?. The honorable: ‘Senator 
from Nevada admitted that.a-railroad depot 
does not naturally attract ornamentation; nor 
the adornment of beauty, nor the residences 
of individuals, nor anything of that kind. : I¢ 
attracts business; it attracts warehouses ; it 
attracts loafera; i} attracts. groggeries; ib at- 
tracts carriages; it attracts all kinds of people. 
That isthe claps of people and that. ia the kind 
ofa place you are going to putrightin the midst 
of your. Campus Martins. = TEE- 

ill my honorable friend from New York 

go with me to the New Hayen depot: in New 
ork city, and behold ‘its gurroundings. ‘Is 
this to be different? That depot is but.a 
short distance from the Fifth avenue, and 
yet go there and see its surroundings. It is 
obliged to have such surroundings, perhaps. 
Did my honorable friend ever. undertake. to 
get a breakfast there? I).do not object to 
these depots; they are: necessities; but: put 
them where thay belong... You see the sur- 
roundings in. the great, city of New York, bat 
a stone’s throw almost from the Fifth avenue; 
and.yet when you go there what do. you be: 
hold? Carriages and cars. and. freight and 
passengers, and buildings devoted to aay other 
purpose than that of ornamentation or beauti- 
fying the grounds. -Wili you put such'a build- 
ing right ‘here? Go- tothe Hastern railroad 
depot in- Boston; if would ‘ask the ‘Senator 
from Massachusetts, but a stone’s throw from 


the ‘Revere House, and see the surroundings | 


of that depot. ; i 
Ms. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow 
a motion fora recess, and. ‘let the Senate 
determine whether it will sit on ‘or havea 
recess?: Hasana, Seat 
Mr. SUMNER. Let us “sit on 


úntil six 
Mr: SHERMAN: : T-prefer to ‘have a recess, 
and Fask a vote-on thé qeestions i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of ‘Michigan, in‘ the chix. ):>Does the Senator 
from Maryland yield for that purpose?’ * 
Me: HAMILTON; of Maryland.'! Certaitily: 
Mr. SHERMAN F move thatiat half past: 


‘four the: Senate:take a recess “untilhalf past’ 
frost es ee rae eS i SEES 


Seven. hie end REDE! 4 : 
Mr. STEVENSON.: I hope the Senator: 
from-Ohbio: will not press: that. We'-were“in 
session: last night until nearly: eleven ‘o”elock; 
and-but:ten Senators :were ‘present, atid the’ 
night-before but about seven or eight. © "= 
Mr, SHERMAN. I would:rather fax'-do 
that tham sit here now until six-o’clock with- 
out a quorum “All I wish is to take'the sense 
of the Senate. . oe a. oie teks oat Sak 


‘o'clock p. m, 


which was. referred to the Commi 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor froin Ohio. moves that the Senate take 4 
recess {rom half past four until half past seven 
o'clock to-day. Se aa EPER 

The question being'pat, there were; zon a 
division—ayes 22, noes fær i sste <5 

Mr. STEVENSON.  Ical:fòr the yeas and 
DAYS: ke oeps g ge BERGA TRS oy 

The yeas and nays were ordered: 

Mre MORRILL, of Vermont.” [merely 
desire to say that Ihave.no disposition to take 
up time myself to retard the passage of this 
bill; bat I Suppose- a À E 

Mr. SHER} AN, The motion is not de» 
batable. 1 donot wish tojuterpose ; but itis 
not debatable under the new rule. ty 
`Me. MORRILL, of Vermgnt. I beg pardon. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulled——yeas $4, nays 24; as follows: : > 

YEAS- Messrs. Boreman, Caldwoll, Cameran, 
Clayton, Cota, Corbett, Flanagan Frelinghuy- 
sen, Harlan; HAN, Hirchedek, Kelloxe, Kelly, Lowis, 
Morton, Norwood, Nye Pameroy, Pool, 
Pratt, ansom, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Soott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stowart, Stoakton, Tipton, Westy 

NAYS Mesa: Blais, Buckingham, C 

— Messrs: Blait, Bue , 
Chandler Cooper, Davis of West Vinsinla pearly, 
Ferry of Michigan Gilat, Goldthwaite, Homilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Logan, 

orld of Vermont, Saulsbury, Selur, 8 pra Cue, 
Stevonson, Sumnor, Thurman, Lruwpull, Vickers, 
and Wright—24. A > 

BSENT-—~Messra, Alcorn, Amer, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Browalgw, Carponter, Cole, Cragin, Davis of 
Kontuaky, Ramonda, Ferry of Connactiout, Harlin, 
Howe, Morrillof Maine, Pattorson, ond Ramscy--16, 
‘80 the motion was agreed to.  ° oe 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland ig entitled to the floor, ` 

Mx. KELLOGG... L ask tha Senator from 
aryland to give way, o" EEY 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, If the Son- 
ator from Maryland will yield just'a moment 1 
desire to:say that I have several ‘amendments 
to. offer that.I degin exceedingly important if 
the amendment which is. now pending should 
not be eer ous L hope it willbe. > 
Mr. KELLOGG. . I ask the reading ‘of the 
bill that came from the House.” © o ioa y 
The bill (H. R. No. 861). to prescribe the 
time. for. holding the election for choosin 
electors, of President and Vice President in 
the State of Louisiana for the year 1872, was 
read by its title, A ae, a Be ghee te 
Mr. BLAIR. I object to that. 
Mr. KELLOGG, 
passed the Senate. _ Ira ut : 
. Mr. BLAIR. I object to it on that account, 
Mr. KELLOGG,: Very well;; I ean object 
as often. ; Laai gi 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no objectionthere’ ‘appears’ to be no further : 
business—the ‘recess will now be taken, if the 
Senator-from Maryland, being entitled to the 
floor, will give ‘way for that pufpose,' as it ‘is 
within a` minute of ‘the time. ° eS 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Matyland. ‘Very well. 
: The. VICE PRESIDENT: The Senate now 


Osborn, 


“Tt is the simd bill that 


| takes a recess 'watil half past seven o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION... 
The Sénate reassembled at. half past seven 


> a) BXBOUTLIVE COMMUNICATION. | : 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury; submitting, in‘compliance with .a t or 
tion of the Senate of March 19,,1872, es 
of ‘appropriations necessary for the n 
year to carry out the récomme 
report of Captain Faunce,. and. render 
ative anid’ effective the ‘life-saving stations 
thé woastas of ‘New Jersey and “Long Island’; 
vimitibe Oi Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to bë printed. 


“oy nSCONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIO BILL.” 


The ‘Senate ‘ procéeded to. consider its, 
amendments to the ‘pil (EL. R. No. 1828) mak- 


ing appropriations for the congular and diplo; ; 
matic service of thé Government for ihe year 


3490 


ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
On motion by Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and agree to the conference asked by the Honse of 
Representatives on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
Houses thereon... = i 

Ordered, That-the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. . =.: 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. ~ > 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: =” ' S 

A bill (H. R. No. 630) in relation to pew 
trials in the Court of Claims; ` an 

A bill (H. R. No. 681) to amend an act 
entitled “An act regulating proceedings in 
criminal cases, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 8, 1865; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 908) to repeal the several 
acts relating to the tenure of civil offices ; 

A bill (H.R. No. 1028) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act relating to members of Con- 
gress, heads of Departments, and other officers 
of the Government,” approved June 11, 1864 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1396) for the relief of 
Marshall O. Roberts ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 1600) to. amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Monument Society ;" : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1891) to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to establish the Department 
of Justice, and for other purposes;”? ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2773) to amend gection 
five of an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1841, approved 
March 8, 1841," andto authorize the' proper 
construction thereof; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2774) to prevent certain 
officers of the United States and Territories 
from practicing as attorneys or solicitors in 
courts of the United States in certain cases ; , 

A bill (H. R. No. 2776) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Blliott, late acting purser of the 
United States vessel of warthe Flirt; -: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2776) to provide for the 
adjudication of the claim of John Graham ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2777) for the relief of the 
sureties of $. F. Marks, former postmaster at 
New Orleans ; and i 

A. bill (H. R. No. 2778) to provide stenog- 
raphers for the courts of the United States. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2812) to revise; consol- 
idate, and amend the laws relating to pen- 
sions was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

BILL INTRODUCED. © 

Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous con: 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, No. 
1117) relating to the conrtg and judicial pro~ 
ceedings in the Territories; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I judge that 
the Senator in charge of the rgilroad bill has 
abandoned any idea of passing it, as he is not 
here; and as there does not seem to be a 
quorum present, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. [H Nol”? “No{?} 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont seem to have been so 
entirely amicable in all their arrangements in 
regard to this bill ay trust the Senator will 
give my colleague a minutes to get i 
the Chamber. to geb into 

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Senator from 
Vermont, however, moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I will with- 
draw the motion at the reguest of my friend 
from Pennsylvania, 

WILKES’ S EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 


_ Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate, if that is neces- 
sary, to take up for consideration at the pres- 


ent time a bill reported from the joint Cow- 
mittee on the Library. It will take no time... | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


By unanimous consent,the bill (S. No. 984) 
to provide for the completion of three volumes 
of Wilkes’s United States Polpu Expedi- 
tion was read a second time, and E nsd 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the joint Committee on the Library to çon- 
tract for the completion of three unfinished 
volumes of the United | States Exploring 
Expedition of the yeata 1838 to 1842, to 
consist of the physics and h drograph. of 
the expedition, by Gharles Wilkas ‘and: the 
volume of botany of the expedition, by Johu 
Torrey and others, the publication. to he 
made in the same style as the volumes, hereto. 
fore published, and ‘distributed jn the setae 
wernner; but no more than $9,000 js in any 
case to be required to finish the volumes. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendthent, ordered to be engragsed, foy a 
third reading, read the third time, and pasged: 

ELECTIONS IN LQUISIANA, - 

Mr. KELLOGG: Now 1 ask that the bill 
which has passed the Senate onee,.and had 
since passed the House, and is upon our table; 
a like bill being upon the table of the House 
passed by the Senate; be taken up.: Eda not 
think there ¢an be any objection: to! iti: I 
should like to perfeet that legislation now if 
possible. It isa hill in regard to the presiden- 
tial election in Louisiana. © oc to in i 
- Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland: We met 
for another purpose thid evening. Iam not dis- 
posed to object toany unobjeetionable méasure; 
but I know several Senators around me have 
objection to the bill-which the Senator from 
Louisiana proposes to téke up DE S 

The -VIGE PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from: Missouri, (Mr: Buarr,} who objected this 
afternoon, hás. just come into the Chamber. 
The: Senator from. Louisinha desires ‘to have 
the Louisiana election bill taken up and passed 
now. Does the Senator from Missouri ingist 
on his objection? ; 

Mr. BLAIR, Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, . 

Mr. CAMERON. I rise for the purpose of 
saying that I did not hear what was safd by 
the Senator from Louisiana, but I trust noth- 
ing will be allowed to interfere with the busi: 
ness regularly before the Senate thie evening: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. AH this is done 
by unanimous consent. The Senator from 
Maryland has the fldor, but yielded for afew 
moments because the Senate-was not full 
Objection is made to the request ofthe Sen» 
ator from Louisiana. ae i 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER: 


Mr. CLAYTON. F aşk unanimous gonsent 
to take up Senete bill No, 931, for the çon- 
struction of 4 bridge aqrogs the Arkansas 


river. 
Mr. POMEROY. {hope that bill-will he 
taken up. We have had it up onee. : 
There. heing no objection, the Senate, s$: in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded. ta: conr, 
sider the bill (S. No; 931) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
riyer at Little Rock, Arkansas, =o nde 
The bill proposes to make it lawful for the 
Little Boek Bridge Company,.a corporation 
having authority from the State of Arkansas, 
to build a railroad, transit, and wagon-bridge 
across the Arkansas river, at or near the City. 
of Little Rock, in Arkansas; and when eon- 
structed, all traing of all railroads terminating 
at the Arkansas river, at or near tha location 
of the bridge, are to. he allowed to. crass the 
bridge for a reasonable compensation to be 
paid tothe owners; and in case of. any litiga- 
tion arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of the river, 
the cause may be tried. before the district court 
of the United States in and for the eastern 
district of Arkansas, . EN Ga ae i 
Any bridge byilt under the provisions of this 
act, may, at the option of the company build- 
ing it, be built as a draw-bridge, with a pivot, 


ered 


May 15, 


or with unbroken or continuous spans; „but if 
the bridge is.to.be.made with enbroken.or con- 
tinuous, spans, it is not io be in.any.oase of g 
less, elevation, than fifty feet above extreme 
high-water mark, as understood at the point of 
location, to. the. bottom chord of the bridge, 
nor is the span over the maip ghannel of the 
river at low.water to be less than two hundred 
and Afty feet, nor jathereto bea greater nam 
ber of spans than four cxossing the remaining 
width of the ziver,.and the. piem of the bridge 
are all to be,patallel with the current of the 
river. If, pny bridge, shall be constructed 
under this actas a draw;bridge, ip is to havea 
pivoi-draw over the main channel at low water, 
with gpans.of pot less. than one haundred and 
fifty feok in the, clear on each side. of the 
center, or pixot pier. pf: the bridge, and there 
ig nok, to be a greater, number of fixed.spana 
dian four arogsing the yemaining width of the 
viyer and the ‘bridge is:not, to be less than 
thirtxssly,feeh above tha lawrwater mark as 
understood.at tha logation of the bridge, mess- 
uring to the, bottom. chord of the bridge, and 
all the piers of “the bags are to be parallel 
with the current of the river, Tha draw .is to 
ba opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, 
for the. passage of boats whose construction 
is not such as to admit of , their passage under 
the bridge, except: when .@ .railrpad train ig 
passing .Qver.it;, byt jn nocase is any unneces- 
sary delay to ogcur in apening the draw atter 
the passage of such train. i o, 

Any bridge constructed pnde?. this act and 
according to its, provisions jg..to be, a lawful 
stragture, and rerognized and known ag a post 
routa, upon, which uo higher charge is to be 
made for, the: transmigsion overit of the niails, 
the traaps,.and munitions of, war of the Uni 
ted States then the rate paid for their gee 
portation. over, the railroads or public kigh- 
ways; leading to the bridge; and the United 
States is to. have the ‘right of way for postal 
telegraph purposes acrogs the bridge, . =., 

The‘company may.axecute a mortgage upon 
the bridge and issug. bonds payable, principal 
and interest,.in gold or United States curr 
yency 3, but the bridge is not. ta-be built or 
summenced until the bridge. company shall 
aubmitto the Secretary of War, for his approval, 
a plan with the necessary. drawings of their 
bridge conforming to the above requirements, 
nor until he shall approve the plan and locar 
tion.of the bridge and notify the company of 
it in writing ; and should any change be made 
in the plan-of the. bridge during the progress 
of the work. thereon, such chauge is to be 
subject likewise to. the approval of the Secre 
tary of War. ‘a 

The Committee on Post. Offices and Post 
Roads reported the bill with an amendment, 
to strike out in section four, commencing in 
line-one, the following words: 

€ ortgage upon said 
aanp iapie | a al aud in» 
terest, in gold or in United States currency, but. 

Mr. POMEROY. . That amendment simpiy 
strikes out. all that relates to the issue of 
bonds. © oe we ha is 

. The amendment was agreed to.- 

Mr. POMEROY." Now in lieu ot the fifth 
section of the bill I offer a provision which 
we have put‘in al] these bridge bills and which 
comes from the committee : 

Phat the saidi t at gll timer so kept 
a ee i aa Ae De mabla wad DEONET 
means for the passage of vessels through or under 
said structure, and the said structure shall be 
changed at the cost and expense of the owners 
thereof from time to time as Congress may direct, 
so as to preserve the free and convenient naviga- 
tion of said river; and the authority to erect and 
continue said bridge shall be subject to revocation 
and modification by Jaw whenever the public good 
shall in the judgment of Congress so require with- 
out any expense or charge to. the United States. 

Suc. 6. That the right to alter or amend this act 
so as to prevent or remove al igen terete naa 

igation of said ‘river 
of smid bridge without exnense to the United States 
is hereby reserved, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


bated 


: ator in charge of this bill whether the engineers. 
have AAY Toa not pall 
< to the; regulations, for the building of bridgeg ` 
F on, fhe Ohio river. : However, it may be all; 


Mr. OJ ANDLER, 1 
i 


ten Hess a ee | ae EON he 
A r HOMEBOY, . Jt has heen made to con- 
form. to, the, provisions which the Secretary of 
War has imangurated for the Arkansas river, 
as understand: mp i si eons i 
Mr, OQHANDPER,; It is ip agegndgnge with 
the recommendations of:the Department? . 
Mr. POMEROY, roa peperin Tiwas, 
so,reported tO YA io oo a 
© Mr, CHANDLER. -Af ithas been prepared. 
by the enginper porps F ave no objection, i 

Thai bill. wes reported tp the, Benate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 

in.. Phe bill wag ordered. to be. engrossed for a 
third reading, read the. third, time, and pagaed,. 

>; COURTS IN THY BIGHTH OIROWIT, i.i. © 
“Mr: WRIGHT: :'T: should like :to: ask. the 
indulgénde of thé Senate to put on its passage: 
at this tlmeé a bill fixing the time! for ‘holding 
the circuit coyrts in our circuit. `: Tt has: been 
agréed upon byat ahe judges, the judge of 
the Supreme Court included ; has passed the 
House; and been feported by the Committee 
ani the Judiciary of the Senate. It is House 
PEN. tO e rae o 
` By ‘ùnanimous: éonsent, the Senate, as in 
Committee ‘of the Whole; proceeded to con- 
sider the hill (Hy R. No.'1072) to‘fix times of 
United States circuit courts in the et ghth district. 
It provides that the. circuit court of the United 
States for the several districts comprising the 
eighth judicial ofichif ‘#hall’ hereafter be held 
as followg fee unos ~ R 
“ Missotitt,—In the districts of Missouri, com¥ 
ménejne on the third Monday of March and 
the third Monday of September’ it each year. 
. Arkarisas,—Tn the eastern district of Arkan- 
sas, commencing on the second Monday of 
April. dnd ‘the fourth Monday of October in 
each years) 0S fus s 2 
` Nebrasta.~-Tn ‘the district of . Nebraska; 
commencing on the ‘first Monday in May and 
the'sécond Monday in Novéimber in each year: 

: Iowa. —In the district of Towa, commëncing 
on the second Monday of May and the second 
Monday’ of’ October ineach year. aod 

: Kangas.—In the district ‘of: Kansas, com: 
mencing ‘on, the first Monday‘of June and the 
fourth Monday ġf November in each year. 

Minnesota.—In ‘the district of Minnesota, 
commenting on’ the third Monday in June and 
the second Monday of December in each yéar. 

This act is to take effect on the Ist of July, 
1872; and all acts prescribing other times for 
holding the terms of said courts are, so far as 
they conflict with this act, répedled. > ' 

No action; ‘suit, proceeding, or’ procéss in 
any of the courts, is to abate or be rendered 
invalid by reason‘of this act, but the same are 
in. the ‘several ‘districts’ to be’ deemed to be 
returnable’ tó, pending and triable in, the 
terms and circuit courts hereby established, 
next after the return-day thereof. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to.a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 3 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the title of the 
bill was amended ġo as to read “ An act to fix 
times of United States circuit courts in the 
eighth cireuit.’! l 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask the Senate to take up 
and pass a bill of one section to authorize the 
issue of bonds in lieu of bonds destroyed by 


a 


re. : l 

Mr. CAMERON. This is a good time for 
me to object.. My colleague, it appears, has 
a bill which -he desires to pass. 1 would not 
interfere with anybody else, but I do object in 
this case. ‘ 


-. The. VICE PRESIDENT. After this bill 


or before it? . 
Mr. CAMERON, [I think before it. 


„J desire to.ask. the Sen- |} 
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vei -Th ; 
from Pennsylvania objects, oil = Banter, 
Mr. CAMERON. I trust wo shall now take, 
p regniar orden es 
~The VICE: PRESIDENT, The regular: 
order: is- galled for, upon which the Senator. 
from Maryland:[Mr: Fanion] is. entitled.to 
the foori egbai pe aara obe bon 
“POTOMAC RAILROAD DEROT. ii: ov- | 
_ : The Senate, fis in Cominittes of the Whole,’ 
resumed, the conéideratibn’of the bill (H, R; 
No. 2187) to confirm the aétion of the board 
of aldermen and common’ council of the ‘tit 
of Washington,, designating ‘a depot site for 
the Baltimore and Potomac’ Railroad Com: 
pany, and for othér ‘purposes, the’ pending’ 
question being on the amendiient of Mr, 
Morti, of Vermont.) © 8 0e n 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. When the 
Senate’ took the recess this afternoon I was 
commenting upon the character of a public 
park, and what would ba tho, effect of estab-, 
lishing ẹ railroad ` depot: there, , how  injuri- 
qusly it would affect such a plage as that, and, 
the purposes to. which it must ultimately be 
devoted, I was at the time speaking af the 
depot itself and of its surroundings, how it 
must affect the grounds. generally; but when 
we look at other matters connected with the 
depot, when we remember the fact that there 
will be from. twenty to thirty,traing daily going 
and coming, Senators will ohserve what must 
necessarily occur there, -There are, tobe 
double lines of track, If thig road ig to he the 
great work that its friends say-it will be, you 
will ohserve at once what space it will oaqupy, 
and what danger the public in using this great 
park must necessarily incur on account. of the 
railroad, : ce eae be 
| prerame this railroad will be ocqupied and 
used ag much as the Washington branch of the 
Baltimore and Ohio road just below this Çap- 
itol, Iask any Senator who is pressed to vote 
upon this hill to consider for.a moment the 
condition of, that depot and the numerous 
traing-running in and out of it daily. Pressed 
ag we are by public business, it is insisted that 
we shall vote upon this measuie without having 
an epportunity of examining carefully all the 
incidents surrounding its but if wéshould not 
pass.this bill to-night, J ask any Senator here 
to do me, or the city, or the country, the.per- 
sonal favor just tò take a walk down .to the 
Washington branch of the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad and see the condition of thinga there, 
and from that he can judge what it must be here, 
I presume that this road ig to be used ta.the 
same extent that the Washington brangh of 
the Baltimore and Ohio road is now used, 
presume itis to be a great road,, It will be 
energetically conducted, and there will be a 
great deal of travel over it, and there will be 
a demand far a great many, cara and all kinds 
of things connected with it. If that be’ so, 
where aré you to place them? Can you place 
them upon a reservation eight hundred feet 
in length and one hundred and fifty feet. in 
breadth? Notatall. But from the time you 
leave Virginia avenue until you cross the pu lie 
grounds at B street will be occupied entirely 
by this company and its cars, How are they 
to change cars? How are they to have one 
car to supply the place of another? Where 
are they to have their. surplus cars? This is 
to be the sole depot here, and is go provided 
in the bill. If Senators will go to the Camden 
station of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad in 
Baltimore, and see-the cars standing there 
upon either side, and outside, and all along 
that station, they will have a picture of what 
will occur in this great park. And you can- 
not complain of the company for thus using it. 
Their. business interests will require it, and 
you cannot avoid it. No citizen of this city 
can complain if the cars are thus placed apon 
the tracks, because the company are. obliged 
to use them in this manner. The blame will 
be upon us that we permitted this reservation 


_The VICE PRESIDENT. 


They must stan 
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‘to ba occupied by a road of this character so 
‘as to incumber it to the entire destruction of! 


the park and to the fajury of those. who. in | 
falute wigh to use it for plépaure j oat te 
which it was‘ originally appropuated “by the 
found ers of this capital 5 E 
“You will have to double or tteble.thé tracks’ 
of railway, “You have got to have them, You. 
ie l, 


soat OD to have them, You 
14V got to Change your cars, you have got ta. 
put on some apd put off others as the necessi- 
ties of the company's, business may require. 

Must stand and rétiain somewhere. In’ 
thet way, from the depot until you leave the 
publio reservation, you will have carg standing 
there; and what a beautifill egiidition of things 
will that be: for the publie and for the city! 
Here will be a are t workshop made up of 
steam-engines, and of passénger cars, of freight 
cars, of express. cars, of express wagons, all 
kinds of wagons and carriages, upon this groat 
public reservation. f ute AS i 

Mr. Presid nt, itis the destruction of the 
whole park, andl say here now that while I 
wag à member, of the Committee on Publig 
Buildings and Grounds, during the first. two 
years of my service in this Chamber, I took a 
great deal of personal interest'in this park and 
in this great reservation, I endeavored, in 
conjunction with my colleagnes upon that com- 
mittee, to obtain appropriations from Congress 
for the purpose of making it what it ought to 
be, or at all events gammencing the great 
project of making it what it ought to be. But 
if this railroad is allowed to goin there and 
sever it right, between the Enpitol and the 
Smithsonian Institution and Agricultural De- 
partiient andthe Washington monument and 
the President’s House I shall abandon, so farag 
Tam pergonally concerned, all further interest 
in that ground, and I shall be obliged on the 
ground of justice to vote, whenever the time 

oes come, for other corporations to have like 
privileges either at this particular point or at 
some other point in these grounds, so that from 
Sixth street to Fourtcapth atrast pav will have 
the Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas rail- 
road, and you will have the Baltimore and: 
Ohio railroad. Can ‘you deny thesame privi- ' 
Jeges to thosé roads that you have conferred 
upon ‘this one? It is impossible for us, in 
justice to those roada to do that. Then 
you will have entirely devoted thig grand 
regérvation of public grounds to the worst 
possible purposes in the world, so. far as 
thé’ improvement and adaptability of those 
grounds to. the uges originally. designed are 
concerned. It is a perversion of the whole 
thing; and you miglit as well, and indeed bet- 
ter, at once give the people an opportunity to 
plant ‘residences there, because if you allow 
these depots to go upon thege groundy you for- 
ever preclude anybody from. improving auy 
portion of the grounds; you will at onge make 
it a desert waste except for purpgs¢s con- 
nected with railroad depots; ou will drive 
every person degiring to build a handsome 
house or to make improvements from the im- 
mediate vicinity of these grounds; you will 
have abandoned these grounds to purpoges that 
tee utterly ruin them. Are you prepared to 

oit? 

If this disposition is to be made of them, I 
shall not only vote, so far as I am personally 
concerned, against any appropriation to fix 
these grounds, because it would he useless for 
us to doit, but I shall vote to allow other rail- 
roads to enjoy like privileges there. Other 
Senators can do as they please; of course it 
is their right. Gentlemen may think this an 
improvement, and may go ou into the expend- 
iture of alarge sum of money to make im- 
provements on these public grounds; but 
considering that this depot would make an 
entire ruin of the original purpose of this 
reservation, I shall at once, so far as Tam con- 
cerned, abandon all interest in it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator from 
Maryland allow me to saya word in reply to 
a remark he made awhile ago, that if this bill 
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passed he should vote to give privileges of the 
same kind to all other railroads? 7 0 7 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. ' Certainly. 
Mr. CAMERON.’ I agree with him. So 
will I. Evéry railroad that comes into the 
city that-will benefit the city I will vote to 
give such facilities to as will make it most use- 


ful to the city; but there cannot many ¢oine.; 
There are only two railroads that ‘come intó‘ 


this city, © First, is the one that has controlled’ 


this District, the Baltimore and Ohio, and then: 


this other one, which has its connections run- 
ning south as far as our boundary goes. ° Every 
railroad that comes.in here that, according to 
my mind, will benefit the District. and the 
people of the District, of course I shall voté 
to accommodate, Thereforg, I’ will agree to 
go with him for every such proposition that he 
brings up. At this moment the Baltimore-and 
Ohio railroad, as I uiderstand, desire to maké 
a tunnel under Capitol Hill, so that they may: 
have a depot on the same Side of. the town 
where.it is proposed to have the dépot of the 


Baltimore and Potomac railroad. I shall'vote | 


for that; and I shall vote, as I have voted, for 
everything which would conduce to the pros- 
perity and the growth andthe pride and the 
glory of this ‘city of Washington, in which 
every member in this Union ought to feel a 
pride on account of the memories that clúster 
around it. ae 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Maryland allow mea word? É 
merely desire to say that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is not precisely right in saying 
that there is but one other road to come in 
here. I have before me, in addition to the 
bill that the Senator is so earnéstly urging, 
four other bills now. pending ; and while the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is promising so 
liberally for the future and for the glory of this 
District, I wish he would do alittle something 
now. 

. Mr. CAMERON. I will do it. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. The first’ is 
House bill No. 2187, to confirm the action of 
the board of alderman and common council 
of the city of Washington designating a depot 
site for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes. The Sen- 
ator understands what that is. - : 

Mr, POMEROY. That is the one under 
consideration. ` 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, that is 
the one under consideration. The next is a 
bill to authorize the extension and use of the 
National railroad of Maryland into and with- 
in the District of Columbia. The next is in 
relution to the Orange, Alexandria, and Man- 
assas railroad. 

Mr, CONKLING. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
No. 818. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMERON. Now, the projects men- 
tioned by my good friend and‘ neighbor from 
Vermont are part and parcel of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad. There are only two rail- 
roads, with their branches and connections, 
that come into this city. One is the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad, which for twenty-five or 
thirty years has had control of this District ; 
and the other is the new and little bit of affair 
which is coming here to bénefit the city, while 
the former, as I stated before, came here to 
benefit itself. I shall vote to give depots to 
all these roads. I have said so from the be- 
ginning, and I will continue to say so. The 
Senator from Vermont, most unfortunately for 
me, if not for himself, does not seem to 
understand the connection of ‘these railroads, 


What is that ? 
Senate bill 


the combinations. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I beg the 
Senator to understand that I understand the 
connection and the combination perfectly, 
Mr. CAMERON. Iam afraid he does not. 
The Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany was compelled to make a railroad to 
Aquia creek to get the right to come into the 


“While I am of my feét E-wish' to correct an’ 
-error that I made when up before. 
‘I said this railroad company intended to have 
‘its-depot on Pennsylvania ayenue. 


tight in this, for though it has got a right'to aii 


| desires to come in here now with its depot for, 
for allowing me thé flöor ón this occasion. 


| question. 
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fulfill its combinationg by getting a route döwn 


to Richmond, it got ‘one; it t 
down into ‘South’ Carélina, ard: 
went into Georgia, and then it had togo déwn'! 
into Louisiana, and then to:the Pacific. “Now 
it doés notwant shy particular ‘benefits: here. 


én’ had to go` 


Fbelieva' 


| n y That was 
a migtake ; it was a mere slip of thé fonyue, I. 
think; but the depot is to be ‘on B` street, 
which is the next street back of the avenue. 
And when I said that this company had got’ 
no benefit fromthe ‘District of Columbia I was’ 


angle over there it gives that up by this bill,’ 
and it has bought a depot for its freight on. 
the southern side of the canal, so that It only 


passengers and light freight, 
Tam obliged to the Senator from Maryland 


Mr. DAVIS, ‘of West Virginia. T should’ 
like to ask my friend” from Pennsylvania a 
He said a moment ago that ‘he’ 
would vote to allow the Baltimore and ‘Ohio’ 
Railroad Company to tunnel Capitol Hill and 
give it a depot on this side. I'wish to ask 
whether he will allow it to approach Pennsyl- 
vania avenue as near asthe proposed site of’ 
the Baltimore and Potomac road? : 

Mr. CAMERON.: Certainly. $ 

Mr: DAVIS, of West Virginia.’ Now, there 
is double as much land, J understand, in this 
picee of ground as is asked by the Baltimore 
and Potomac road. Does thé Senator favor 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
occupying a part of that piece of ground? 

Mr. CAMERON. Well, that is’a little too 
close. _(Laughter.] If the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad and the Baltimore and Potomac 
railroad got along in neighborly fashion I should 
have no objection ; but [ have some experience 
about the Baltimore and Ohio railroad in con- 
nection with Washington; and I do not want 
to talk about that. This morning I stated noth- 
ing against the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. 
I shall vote to give every facility that will add 
to the prosperity of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company. All I wantis, as the south: 
ern people gaid, “to be let alone.’’ I say to 
the Baltimore and Ohio people, ‘‘ Let this pro- 
ject of ours alone, and you can go on as you 


please.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Task my friend 
from Maryland to yield a moment farther. F 
understand that the piece of ground now asked 
for by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company on which to erect this depot is about 
eight hundred feet one way by four hundred 
the other.” The Potomac road ask for one 
hundred and fifty feet by eight hundred feet. 
That leaves two hundred ot two hundred and 
fifty feet more of the lot yet unoccupied on B 
street, between: Sixth and Seventh streets. 
The Manassas Gap and the Baltimore and 
Ohio coinpanies wish to get a connection 
South: The Senate and House have ordered 
the track to be taken up in front of the Capitol, 
whereby the present connection will be broken; 
and there will be no way of connecting but by 
going around or tunneling through. Now'the 

oint of my question to the Senator from 
Deana eaite was this: whether if this bill 
were passed he would favor the occupation of 
the rest of this piece of ground that is now 
asked by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, for the use of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Company? 

The Senator said a moment ago that there 
were and would be but two roads here. I 
understand that there are five or six: roads 
contemplated. JI understand that within a 
very few months the Metropolitan road will 
be finishéed, and will come in somewhere and 
be asking for a depot. -I understand that the 


from there“ it ||.rd: 


to allow the “District ‘authorities to’ subscribe 
$600,000 for the Piedmpiit a 
road’ Company. That wilt want's depot. 1 
 see'to'day du-effort is being made for the Point 
| Loékoutrailrdad in “Another direction: “That 
will want a depot.. I presume from what my 


friend says that he witl våte fòr thehy-all cross- 


(ing € park aiid’ tolet then: WT gët ‘as near 

i Pénisylvania avenue 186 ‘he’ delitt to have 

i this road come, ge a A S 8 
“Mr CAMERON. * aan “not say ‘anythin 


which wold’ dettact ‘fl 
the ‘Senator from’ West Virginia.’ T¥ I were 
to take just what he has said to’ me, he‘ knows 
as T'know that thëre ‘dre but two’ rhilboads to 


belong to ‘thé Baltimore “and Ohio railroad, 
and part tò the other rað: : 
‘railroads, and thdsé twd cannot go together. 
If the lot of land the Senator from’ West Vir- 
ginia has spoken ‘of is large enough, Lam per- 
tectly willing that the Baltimore,and Ohio and 


{| all its connections.shall have a part of it. 


-Mr MORRILL, of Vermont, 
make an inquiry, _. 
Mr. CAMERON, Why should you disturb 
me? E E E Tas ae oy 
~ Mr.: MORRILL, `of, Vermont: ‘I want to 
‘know whether there js any bargain going on 
between the Senator from Penngylvania‘and 
the Senator from. West Virginia. [Laughter. ] 
Qne. railroad takes. off two thirds of. the 
Senate. If we have two we shalt hare none of 
| the’ Senate left. . [Laughter.]. L object to any 
bargain here and especially in the open face, 
of day. [Laughter] ERA ye 
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, none but 
a Yankee would talk about bargains in the 
Senate. [Laughter.] We are talking about 
probabilities, Lhe condition of the country 
requires that. we should .advance railroads. I 
think the railroads which will connect hun- 
dreds of thousands of miles should be fostered 
and. encouraged. 1 am perfectly : willing that 
the gentlemen controlling the Baltimore and 
Ohio. railroad should run alongside of the Bal- 
timore and Potomag. . Let them have the same 
chance we have; they not interfering with us 
and we not interfering with them, e can 
get along very well ag neighbors; but I do not 
think we shall get along. very well as members 
of thesame family. I do not want to, ga back 
to the time when my notions determined me 
to try to get 4 railroad from Baltimore and 
Washington independent of the one existing 
now.. I am foruniversal—what do you call it? 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia Amnesty. 
Mr. CAMERON. Universal amnesty and 
forgetting everything that occurred at the be- 
ginning of the war and during the war, and I 
am for forgiving every man who was a rebel 
according to’my notion, and :who only wanted 
to geta government of his own according to 
hig notion, and let-us go on hereafter in peace 
and good-fellowshiy, with equal rights to all. 
‘But [ look upon railroads as having a mis- 
sion to perform., bey ave thecivilizers of the 
world, ‘They. were-the beginning of the great 
prosperity of this cquutry, and they are going 
to continue this prosperity in a measure be- 
yond the calculation of man. Thirty years 
ago all the country west of the Mississippi was 
a wilderness; railroads have made it a paradise 
with all that can make a country prosperous, 
glorious, and beautiful, giving wealth to all 
and building up there in a short time Slates 
greater than émpires which existed before. 
‘Here the city of Washington is the ‘only 
place in all this country that has not received 
the beneficial effect of railroads, and I am sur- 
prised that gentlemen have talked about one 
railroad and another coming ‘ini There is 
room enough for thè Baltimore and Qhio rail- 
road and the Baltimore’and Potomac road 
without doing ‘harm to anybody, and, more 
than that, there is room enough here to make 
everybody proud of the country and have a 


I desire to 


Manassas Gap Railroad Company is now ask- 


city. It came here, and finding it could only i] ing for some place. We voted not long ago 


deep interest in this great railroad system 
which brings all this wealth around. 


it atid Potomac Rail- 


mit tHe ittelfigence of ` 


‘come ‘in’ heyei Part of thósë He tdntions will- 


"There ite but two: 


t 
“| 
y 


„` route to this city, and they induced those con- 


1872. © 


. „Fam. sorry that.L have. said a word. :F did 


not intend to say.a word. thig morning, and I 
only rose now because I was afraid my.good 
friend. from Maryland did. not entirely ynder- 

stand the case, , Maryland was, the first State 

“in, tbis Onion that, began a system of railroads. 
She has prospered byit beyond all other States. 
The city of, Baltimore grew eighty. years ago 
with greater, rapidity than any.other city in the 

“United States at that. time, and. that was be- 
cause. she was nẹarest to the.valley.of the Mis- 
sissippi. .. Yo man then dreamed of railroads, 
for at that timẹ all the iron which went West, 
all the salt which went West, and all the whisky 
that. came, Hast, (for tbat was about all they 
; bropght East then;) came, on pack-horses, and 
that made Baltimore prosperous. Now, since 
her railroad system began about forty years 
ago, she has grown, with the exception of, 
Chicago, and Ear eph a, vith a rapidity that 
there. is nothing in the country to equal. |. 

` What I objected; to was, that generally the 

‘gentlemen in the Legislature of Maryland 
thought only of Baltimore and that part of 
Maryland west of Baltimore, .The-district of 
Maryland below us. was neglected, though rich. 
in soil, for it is thé richest soil, except the val- 
ley where my friend [ Mr. Hamrurony, renon 


in the whole,State of Maryland. Jt is full ¢ 
marl and oyster shells, and abounds in oys- 
ters and fish, being the richest portion of this 
country’ except the little peninsula between 
Maryland and Delaware. ‘Lhat:was ruled out 4 
entirely ; it had no communication; but twenty 
years ago it got a boon from the Legislature 
of Maryland, à charter to make a railroad, if 
it could, from Baltimore to Aquia creek, and 
_ beyond ás far’ ag it could go. ` That charter 
~ lay there for more than a dozen years. Nota 
dollar was subscribed by the State of Mary- 
land; nota dollar by any citizen of Maryland 
to make that, road. “Afier awhile some gen- 
tlemen finding that the troops of the United, 
States could not be brought across the exist- 
- ing railroad from Baltimore looked to another 


trolling it to Tet them have the charter to make 
» the road ‘to Aquia cteek. They have either 
made it or are making it to Aquia creek, and 
this morning it surprised mé that so intelligent 
a man ag the Senator from Vermont said it 
Was a boon given to them to allow them to have 
steamboat navigation to connect with it. That 
steamboat provision was only.to enable them 
to get across the Potomac at Aquia creek, 
where itis so wide that you cannot make a 
bridge. N 

Now, this railroad company is here, having 
- spent millions of dollars, and asking only from 
us this little boon of being allowed to come in 
here within three or four hundred feet of 
Pennsylvania avenue, and to occupy this 
ground. We are told that in allowing this we 
are desecrating this park. ` What an idea! 
Why, sir, by. the bill they are compelled to 
give úp a piece of land which you gave them a 
yéar ago by an act which the Senator from 
Maryland voted for, and I voted for, on condi- 
tion that you allow them to come up here and 
make their dépot here. (Then they have bought 
a piece of land south of the canal for a freight 

epot. f 

Í think if I could sit down for a day or two 
to prepare an oration about parks I could, 
with the aid of some of my friends, get one up; 
but I am utilitarian. I believe it is better for 
a man to have a house and a little garden in 
front of it than to have a grand park in his 
neighborhood. I think the first thing in this 
world is to live within our means, and the 
next is to get bread enough to live upon, and 
after that to branch out. 

Now, after this railroad shall have been 
established here, Í am sure everybody will see 
what I see now, that the greatest boon which 
can be conferred upon this District was to 


enable this railroad to come in here and bring 
the blessings which it brings to all. 
Ihave no more to say. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West-Virginia, .:I be ALS 
don of my friend from: Moreland, d should 
hot. rise now, but. that my friend from: Penn- 
sylvania referred, to the. intelligence of some 
ofus; Ithink-he said the. Senator from ‘West 
Virginia; and he -coupled with ‘that a state: 
ment that all the roads coming to Washington 
belongad: or. would belong to two companies, 
That wasinews.to-me, J am-not-educated up 
tq that point yet, that all the railroads camin; 
in here belong to two.companies. We.vote 
the other day to allow a subscription of $600;- 
000 to the Piedmont and Potomac Railroad 
Company. „Edid not know that the Baltimore 
and Ohio or the Pennsylvania Railroad Com. 


pany had-anything to do with that road...That | 


is news to me. . There isa road contemplated 
to Point Lookout. I did not know. that either 
of these companies ‘had anything to do, with 

at. 
National, leading up toward Frederick, road 
expected, to. be built; the,charter.for.it is now 
lying.on our table. I did not know that the. 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company had anything. 
to do with it... I think my, friend from Penn- 
sylvania, if he will, count up, will, find: more 


| railroads looking here now that neither of the 


two great companies referred to have anything 
to do with than of those that they control... 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I yielded, 
the floor at.the request of the honorable Sens 
ator from Pennsylvania, whose remarks were 
more extended than I supposed they would 
be. However, I was not disposed to interrupt 
him, and I yield the floor with pleasure to him 
at any time when he desires to express his 
views. . oe 

Mr. CAMERON. For which I am much 
obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Presi- 
dent, my honorable friend, the Senator from 
Penusylvania is willing to vote. for all or any 
railroads that may be required by the city, and 
that may want to pass through this park. The 
difference between the honorable Senator and. 
myself is this: I am opposed to any road 
going there. I am opposed to the Baltimore 
and Ohio, the Baltimore and Potomac, the 
Metropolitan, the Point Lookout, the Pied- 
mont, the Harrisburg and Washington—I am 
opposed to any of them having their depots 
within this park or crossing it at all. I would 
resist with as much earnestness the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad undertaking to do it as I 
now resist the Baltimore and Potomac railroad 
in doing it. I know it may be said Í am nat- 
urally, from location, friendly tothe Baltimore 
and Qhio railroad, it being a Maryland work. 
Sir, I would stand here and resist to the bitter 
end of time the effort of that railroad to make 
a depot in this public park, or any other rail- 
road company. But Fise said that if you 
allow this railroad company to go there, and 
thus to that extent impair the park, I shall 
consider myself released from all obligations 
to resist the establishment of any other depot 
in it. On the contrary, if the Senate deliber- 
ately determine to yield up this reservation to 
these objects, I shall feel obliged to take that 
as binding upon me to do equal justice to other 
railroad companies and allow them the same 
privileges. ; 

I am not the special friend of any railroad ; 
I am the friend of all; but all require to be 
watched. They are continually encroaching 
upon the people and the rights of the peo- 
ple. They will take when they can, and they 
will keep what they get. Therefore, while I 
am friendly to all and am willing to give to all 
what they should properly enjoy, Í am for 
guarding the people and the public property 
against their designs and assaults upon either. 

But, sir, allow me one word of explanation 
right here. The Senate will bear me witness 
that I have not been all this while engaged in 
debating this subject. I have been very much 
interrupted since | took the floor this evening, 
and I do not wish Senators who have come 
into the Chamber since the recess to suppose 


- There is ‘a road coming in ealled the | 
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that I. have ‘occupied ‘all. the ‘time sinte half 
past seven. o'clock in debating this subject, 
for Lam not quite through’ with it yet. = 

_I-was spenking about, the indispensable use 
of these grounds, for if you: give them: to this 
railroad company, you must give them freely 
and fairly, to'be; used by them,’ : When you 
once give them the power,to use these grounds, 
they must-have the. incidents of that: power, 
and you are not hereafter. in any-wise to cone 
trol, them inthe fair-and: reasongble:use of 
that power.: Ifyou allow.them a depot there, 
you must allqw.them the use thatisuch an en: 
joyment:-is entitled to—the right. togo there 
with ears, the right to remain there and change 
cars, and in fact to have all the privileges that 
must. necessarily. relate to the enjoyment of 
sucha right... : AR Ae 

Tf. this. bill should go over until to-morrow, 
if Senators desire: to know what will: oceur in 
this park, Task them to. take a walk down to 
the Baltimore and. Obio; railroad depot, and 
see what they will behold there, and see what 
sort of an establishment you will have right 
here in the canter of the public grounds, You 
will have.. cars. standing there. . They must 
néceagarily stand there. They must wait. for 
passengers: They must supply defective trains. 
They must have the right to supply, deficient 
trains, to, accommodate the- public, some few, 
some more, aa the travel happens to be greater 
ox less, upon cach recurring day. 1 ask Sen- 
ators to look at the condition of things at that 
depot, and then come back and consider the 
use of the public grounds iu the same way, the 
number of cars that will be used there in the 
course. of twenty, thirty, or forty years. 

My honorable friend, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, says he is a utilitarian. He is 
evidently utilitarian, for if he understands the 
character of this great reservation, and if he 
will just look down the tide of time for twenty 
years, and see what improvements can be 
made,upon these grounds, devoted to. the pur- 
poses for which they were originally designed, 
he can see the danger that must necessarily 
daily and hourly oceur by having trains mov- 
ing over them. If this is to be a public park, 
if it is to be used as such, if right in the cen- 
ter of the city here is to bea park to which 
the people are to go for pleasure, amusement, 
and recreation ; if they are to send here their 
children from the dusty streets of Washing- 
ton, a place open to every one, you. will see 
at once what alarm must necessarily reat in 
the minds of the people who so send their 
families there. You go there for enjoyment 
with. your team; you go there to walk; you 
go there with your wife and children, or they 
may desire to drive themselves, and when you 
know the fact that there are hourly moving 
traing over those grounds, you must necessa- 
rily feel uncertain about their condition dur- 
ing their absence. It is an unfit place for 
them to be, and so far as the appropriation of 
these grounds fora park js concerned, with 
such a building in it aud devoted to such pur- 
poses, I assert again they are entirely ruined. 

Sir, how much worse will it be if you have 
four railroads in it? But one is enough. One 
destroys and disturbs the whole system, and 
the whole idea tumbles down. One is enough 
to accomplish the destruction of the park. 

Now, sir, while thus commenting upon the 
injury done to these grounds as a matter of 
fact, allow me to call your attention to the char- 
acter of the proposition itself. What is the 
proposition? It is to confirm the action of 
certain members of the city council of Wash- 
ington who, in the expiring moments of that 
council, gave to this company eight hundred 
and fifty feet by one hundred and fifty feet of 
the public lands and the public grounds of 
the United States. Is not this exiraurdinary? 
When you consider that a railroad company 
is making the demand, and that a dying coun- 
cil yields to that demand, is there not modesty 
in thisdemand? I know the gentlemen who 
are pressing this measure. You may say they 
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are high-toned, honorable, just, intelligent gen: 
tlemen; but, sir, it is somewhat’ asténishing 
that gentlemen holding their position in Boi 
ciety, having their means and ‘their power, 
their personal and ‘other ‘influence, should 
come into this decrepit: city, governed in the 
worst possible mannet, and undertake to take 
advantage-of the people of this‘ city, and take 
from- them and from the Governnient’ of 
the United States this piece of land. T ‘an 
amazed at it; and I think if those. gentlemen 
would allow their better judgnients' atid their 
better impulses to prevail now, they would 
recant the grave errors they fre committing 
in pressing ‘upon: thé Senate a ratification of 
this unseemly proceeding. >00 5 0 8 n> 
- But, sir, is there anything modest connected 
with this corporation? Their cry is ‘Give t 
“ Givet”: like thedaughter of the horse-leech ; 
they are never satisfied with the common appli- 
ances and the common occurrenees of every-day 
life. Talk about compensation from railroad 
companies to the Government! They do bome- 
times give cotnpensation to individuals; but 
it is because the law of the land makes: ‘them 
do 80; but’ when they’come to deal with body- 
politics and with communities, instead ‘of giv- 
ing conipensation ‘they’ expeet to’ réeceivd 
donations, . Tlie history of this demand for 4 

ortion of this park is but a repetition of the 
History of railroad corporations in this land 
and their continued demands upon the public, 
and is in keeping with the legislation of Con: 
gress for the last fifteen years. are 

The honorable Senator from Magsachusetts 
[Mr. Sumner] referred to Rome to-day, and 
my honorable friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
Srockron] took up the idea, and he referred 
to Rome. I will not refer to Rome, except 
to recall what an eminent Citizen of Rome 
once said. My honorable friend from ‘New 
Jersey, in his familiarity with Roman history, 
has heard of Cato. He was not only a distin- 
guished character, but be was a singular‘ and 
eccentric character.” It is said that he was 
distinguished for his stern honesty, his cor- 
ruptibility, and his iron purposes. There is 
only one thing about Cato that I never did 
admire much, and that was his daily demand 
for the destruction of the great city of Car- 
thage. But, sir, he once uttered a sentiment 
in the senute of Rome the application of which 
this night’s proceedings here justifies. He 
said: ‘* He who steals from a burgess ends 
his days in chains and fetters;' but he who 
steals from the community ends them in gold 
and purple.’? And so we gee it here. This 
night is the application of that sentiment made 

erfect. He who can steal from the commun- 
ity ends his days in gold and purple. Old 
Cato was right. My honorable friend front 
New Jersey read an extraot from an aathor 
on modern Rome, and he said in the course 
of the discussion that he stood itt imperial 
Rome upon the topmost heights of St. Petér’s 
and there beheld a steam-engine winding its 
way along the Tiber—— i 

Mr. STOCKTON. . If the Senator will per-. 
mit me, when I was on the top of those heights 
I wee not half so high as he is now. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I thank 
the honorable Senator for that. I know he 
was not. Sir, if he stood upon the topmost 
heights of the eathedral of Home to-night be 
would not be yielding to the power that is 
now carrying this monstrous measure through 
the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. STOCKTON. De you mean the Bal- 
timore and Ohio road? You said that was an 
institution of Maryland a moment ago. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. ‘The Bal- 
timore and Ohio road has committed, no doubt; 
wrongs and errors, and it is but a eorporation 
like others, and without a soul to be saved. 
aes STOCKTON, Are you pitching into 
that 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Fam not 
pitching into that, nor into any other railroad 
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company ;’ butLumcfor watching all/ ddd stihd- 


ten} endera arte 
‘HAMILTON, of Mergl ; oh. 
U that T do ‘hot 


obied te BY BEATE ES APAN A 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (My: Sdot 


‘Mt! SEOCKTON.: You are hot the only tne’ 

who likes'to ‘ste me. ? [Laughter] 08! 
- Mè: HAMILTON; öf Méryland.' I ‘know 
that; heeanse it gives pldasure toas dll tò see 
his bright and. gehiat face’ ana happy: manner, 
ánd I áh sure my Friend ‘will not dbject an 
nore to riy lodkiùg ‘at’ Hiti fh the ‘course o 
my remarks. ' [Laughter] © t 

' He`read' this ‘afternoon from Hillard’ to 
show the condition of Rome, ‘Hillard is a 
happy dtithor, and he writes’ well and truly 
about the present condition‘ of that great city 
which once ruled the world, and is the wonder 
of it even now. But, sir, Ifthe steam-engine 
does not do more for Washington than it has 
done fot Rome it would bé out of place here 
ab it has béen there. [Laughter] 

But, sir; there was a day when thé peop 
Martius‘and the Campus Maminius did mani 
fest: the power of old Rome, when those two 
great camps were there for thie people, when 
the Campus Martius’ was dedicated’ by that 
péople to the enjoyment of the people. So 
this park was intended tò be‘dedicated in the 
day when the little creek here—I do not know 
its name then—was giver the name of ‘Tiber. 
Oar ancestors knew. there was a ‘Liber at 


ome. 
Mr. CONKLING. Goose creek. _(hangh- 


ter. } 

: Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. “I re- 
meinber Goose creek orice, bat Tiber now.” 
[Laughter.} George Washington ‘had heard 
of Ronie‘and of the Tiber; and George Wash: 
ington, in laying out, the eapital, laid out’ this 
great'reservution Here right at the foot of the 
Capitoline hill.” I talk it ‘the Capitoline hill 
because it is'the hill crowti2d by the Capitol. 
So the Campus Martius is in' Rome fringed by 
the Tiber, formed by the Quirinal Capitoline 
and the Pincran hills. There-you have it ih 
the low lands right alorig the Tiber; and that 
is an answet to my friend, the Senator from 
Nevada. Sir, the senate of imperial Rome 
received the foreign embassadors in the Cam- 
pus Martius, for they were not permitted to go 
further inté the city. There wereto be found 
all thaf was provided for the amusement and 
enjoyment of the people. Originally there 
were trained the armies that marched, to. the 
four ends of the ‘earth. fn the course of 
time, and as the tequirements of the people 
demanded, these great camps were dedicated 
to the more civilized purposes. = ` 

You will ‘see, Mr. P 

not the steam-engine then, when Rome marched 


| her legions to the conquest of the world, and 
| when she built her stataary and’ her theaters 
| and her camps, devoted to the amusementand 
| comfort of the people. 
| is there now, and 


Bat the steam-engine 
ome does not sénd forth 
her conquering legions. On the contrary, 
almost any scalawag can now conquer Rome. 
[Laughter.] It is now, true, within the sov- 
ereign power of Victor Emanuel, and he may 


resident, that they had 
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hold it atid inäke something Of it'if ‘he tider- 
stands ‘the ued of thé melhs that ‘ate within 
his Hatde! 8 0 eY ee ee 

“But, sir, I wat soft to’tefet to a histhry to 
show what the condition bf ancient’ Rothe‘ waa, 
atid What patalier tali “be dtiwti' between its 


condition Wer ahas condi iqti igw: When 
Roing' Was “great, “and proud, “ahd 'ibiperiät, 
Hes ‘eitizens” werd "hdttes bad th ay bated for 
her ‘publi¢" trédsurégi hrid especialy’ fòr het 


publie doniait. © But, Dok St Rote’ it het de- 
cline’ and the tatn of her reat po ver, aiid let 
ud gdb thie tillari that pacha tna arta , is 
imade ‘tnuhifest'to¢night upan this Bill’ 
ged how we stand; ‘and bothipark dur cone 
wth that of Romie.” T db hot iteng to make a 
personal reflectiot ipon ee létiveti Who 
vote for this bill giving’ up thé Sublic ddmnain. 
T OERE to ia fowt Mooi i's ‘History 
of Rome, tohiine two: page 280; HIRE propor 
thodox 


= 


| to referto this work’ becutisd itty an OF 
| atid reliable work, dud of thë best of 


thi’ day. 


2 Mr 
tet. 


te 


YH., A Liberal, Work? ‘[Laugh- 
Mr SAMTBTON, bf Marptaid.” A tberal 
wotk. ` w EAA MN ig betolni ‘a tery sig- 
nificant’ terni. Tt ngangit ws dangerous 


word. ‘Tt’ whi h dangerotis word ta the. old 
Peninctetts party it "1840, in 1848) “ahd in 


1860. pt jeer: 
Me QONKLING: And ft ig yet,” [Laugh- 


tet. J T eat “i 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Matyldnd.” That may 
be‘possiblé; Hut T kid’ that it tréubley our 
friends ‘on the other sida of the Chamber more 
than it does‘ the Democratic pan Tt gives 
to them many à sleepless night’ 


ht” and sinkiong 
pillow just about this'tinve. [Laughtet.] Well, 
sir, ‘talking about liberalisit, a` significant 
term, I desire to ask my honorable fiends on 
the other side of the Chamber who arè Liber- 
als one question. I Happetied to be reading 
the Cincisinatl platform A short tinig ägo, and 
I saw a plank in that platform whith covers 
this véry case. “It dédlares that'they ate un- 
alterabily opposed. to giting, away any more 
public Jands to tatltoads, Here is a ‘political 
issüe at Onde ats, Wi E 
Mr. CAMERON, _ 1fthé Senator will allow 
me one moment, if I did not. misundetstand 
hint, he applied’ his lst remark about railroads 


to me, . S 
‘Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No, sir. 
‘Mr. CAMERON. T will say that I have 
always been in favor of giving public laids to 
railroads if thereby I could benefit the country 
and the Government by increasing. the value 
òf thé remaining Jands,’ahd at the santé time 
aiding in the constriction.of the roads. Sir, 
what would the State of Illinois-be to-day but 
for the lahd gratits that we made to her, and 
what would all the other wéstetn States be but 
for land grants?’ Lam ‘in favor of a liberal 
policy toward ‘railréads. “If the Senator from 
Maryland has taken a ‘new departure,’’ let 
him do so, but do’ not let him depare from the 

prosperity of the country, 0 o 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland.’ T hope my 
honorable friend from ‘Pennsylvania will not 
misunderstand ime. ‘I was not alluding to him 
atall, f was allading to those gentlemen, who 
stand upon the Cincinnati platform. | 


Mr. CAMERON. ` Then I beg the Senator’s 


pardon, 0 0 : ' 

Mr. HAMILTON,- of Maryland. If my kon- 
orable friend. supposed for 4 moment I alluded 
to him, so be it. [Laáughtér.] But, sir, allow 
me to read -this extract from this History of 
Rome: oe 


“How the State fared generally as regarded: the 
forming of its revenues and the contruets for sup- 
plies and buildings, may be inferred: from the cir- 
camstance that the senate Fesolved im 587 te desist 
from the working of the Macedonian mines that 
had fallen to Rome, because the lessees of the miu- 
erals would either plunder the subjects or cheat the 
exchequer, a truly naive confession of impotence, 
in which the controiling board pronounced its own 
censure: “Not only was thé land-tax of the occupied 
domain-land allowed tacitly to fali-into abeyance, 
as has been already mentioned, but private. build- 
ings in the capital and elsewhere were suffered to 


tide Who Popek thid weasire) but: Daal 


hopjorablée Sékätòr’ from Oklothat iP wd had 
Hoóther Plade fofa depot; thed we misdie pos 
sibly pe willig that’ this: proun shoatd be 
given jt. TE aeverdihg to the utilitária ideá 
Of my honorable fiend: Font Pownsyvania, 


there wére no other -plite for this building; | 


you might tike the very grounds of the Capt 


understand the position of these gër 
they. say they are ntie to this great ‘dona 
fioh beétauge ‘Washington citychad promised | 
‘ot entered isto. some kitid of obligation to-give | 
this company $500,000, and this igan egdiva | 
Jent for that: What ighthed Washington city | 
Xo vote away $500,000 of the people’s money ; 
to 4 corpiqration thet is uckdowledged to be | 
yoHing in wealth and possesses powrer-vot sur- | 
Passed brany Stale government in the Union? 
= My. THURMAN. 1t did not-propose: to 
give them that much money, but to take thot 
much stock. ` * ee < 
: Mt HAMILTON, of Maryland. Thitk: of 
it, Mv: President. Think of these railroads 
‘and railroad presidents: Why, sir, upon what 
wheat ‘have these ‘car moderh Cæsars ‘fed that 
thay have-ptown so great ag to:come into this 
great and, august body and demand from you 
a tatification of their edicts pasted by-a dying ; 
Gty council, and you are to do it? | hey pos- 
‘sess power to måke you pass thks ‘bil: : 
Mi. President, T speak eatnestly-ipon’ this 
diestion, because F feel deeply upoti it. Lido: 
Hot wish to give’ these eofpordtions anything. : 
T would not ‘allow them’ ‘to pass ‘through R 
public street, in this town, ` E would not give 
them ‘a foot of publie land I would make 
them do as othér people ‘doy Iwould muke 
theni buy what-they get: ` oo 
Mr. CAMERON.. I ain sorry to interrupt 
the Senator from Maryland so often; but what 


He said last about tiot allowing 4 railroad to go: 


through the streets calls to myremembrance 
something that occurred in the town where he 


Feceived his education. Tremember that about 
forty years ago, when everybody wanted a 


railroad te go from Baltimore to the Ohio 
tiver, the parties interested approached the 
tity of ‘Frederick, in which I think the Sen- 
ator lives, A : 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Twenty- 
six miles‘beyond it, in Hagerstown. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator lives some- 
where in the neighborhood. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. In your 
‘valley, the valley öf the-Cumberland. ~ 

‘Mr. CAMERON. And itis the most'beau- 
‘tiful valley in the world, and‘I live in the most 
beautiful part of that valley. But the wise 
rien of that beautiful valley, living around the 
‘tity of Frederick, thought a railroad would 
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destroy thelr towa, that the horses wonld ‘get 
frightened; ‘the ews would: give bloody milk; 
[laughter, | and everything would be destroyed 
if they should allow g tailrond ¥6 come there, 
anid $6 the counei o! Pradariok, with! all the 
Wisd men of Frederiek, déviled’ that’ tha saih 
Fuad should niet come within two miles ef the 
tows andl Bo they ‘Went-out five miles; but 
afiera while wll hoge wise men nequited more 
kad wits, ‘aiid agreed ta pay to make-a rail: 
road t the town itself “So R wilt be Hore. ' 
‘Mi HAMILTON; ‘of Maryland. T under 
stood ‘the general türrent of the remarks of 
We honotable Senatór from Pernsylvania.. T 
did ‘hot-hear all that he said, but they were all 
it good hunior, of ovtirsé, Whether they were 
fightor wroig Tam not- prepared now to say; 
for I did not hear them, and therefore E cavtiot 
Combat them. He-spoké dbout the beaatifal 
valey 8fthe Cumberland, in which we both 
Vive; and £ agree it is a most beantifil valley 
jnded: Asto our people petitioning against 


ener ofthat they should not approach the | 


Swi, T kadw hothing about that, Our-peoplé 
are, to some extetit, intéeHigent. 


telligétice, ‘bat Tath faut abd 
OF that valley ate, atid ko ib thé honorable Ben: 
ator from Pennsylvania., °> bate tags 
| Bet, ote, Ta spetking 


ih additidn: to ‘the Cincinnati platform, the 


platform of the dtker parties contained the | 


ps pink, it would not hurt dither’ of them 


> Ehappetied to lay my hands on a document 
just isbied ‘by the Sécretary of the Interior 
showing the &motint of public lands that such 
corporations have got from the Government, 
‘They, can go anywhere and everywhere where 
they know the lands belong to the Government 
and demand, almost xs a matter of right, their 


They may go into. the State of my honorable 
friend from California and size an island ; 
they may go out into the wildernessas they have 


|| done, into the western countty as they bave 


done, as is shown by this report, and take 
possession of all the public lands there. They 
have by the various grants of Congress alteady 
‘ndde secured one litindred and sevetity-nine 
million aeres‘of land. The Pacific railroads 
alone have one hundred and thirty-three mil- 
liof acres in grants, ‘Theythave become so 
‘mitch accustomed to this in the western States 
that the fever ‘has now extended to the Hast. 
Wehave not $0 many lands to grant, it is true, 
‘but still thay have the same specious érguments 
ifor the -attainmént of those ‘that we have, ab 
‘the argument of the ihonorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania ‘has well Shown. In-order toob- 


‘out park they‘have specious arguments. _ 
Why, Mr. President, they ‘have gotten into 


‘that there is ‘harilly any safety for any lands 
anywhere, public or private, and you can 
‘hardly draw a railroad chatter strong enough 
‘to prevent them from doing injustice to the 
citizen in traversing the country. ‘Iam not 
speaking now against railroads that are poor 
‘and in a bad condition, and who, like people 
that have no money, will now anil then turn a 
sharp corner; but Tam talking about rich-and 
powerful corporations able to pay for -what 
they get, and therefore when either the Balti- 
amore and Ohio orthe Baltimore and Potomac 
come bere forlands | would say condemn your 
lands like other people; I.would not give to 
them a public street; I would make them 
break through the lots, particularly on the 
IJsland; ‘I would make them condemn lands on 
the Island for their depot as they do in the 
country; I would make them build their de- 
pots according to our ideas of right aud in a 


| 


style commensurate with the character of the 


‘gharé of them, and more than their share. : 


tain this Hittle-patch‘here tothe destruction of | 
f |] presence, [laughtex,] and has been for some 


this hubit of grasping lands and seeking lands’ 
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Federal- capital. They have got.the money to 
do, ity and ‘T-would make: them do it... Why, 
Mr. President, while Iam bn this poiat, to 
show that this spirit of accumulation ‘in these 
companies is beyond- all exaggeration, I not 
only refer: you: to thé grant of-one hundred 
and seventy million acres of tha public domain 
for railroads, :but. to: -yonr ‘indebtedness : on 
account: of -those couporations,: -I hold in’ my 
hand a-statement from the Treasury Depart: ` 
ment just received: in: tegard to the Paciéc 
railrodds, to which: I: desire to call the atten- 
tion of thé Senate and the country. Thisis a 
local matter, and it may be that’ gentlemen 
may say. that this ought not properly td be 
a subject for argament; but stil the principle 
is the same. You bave taken from the poor, 
you have taken almost the last-acrè of avail- 
able:land in the West, and new you are com- 
ing into this poor, miserable, shiftless: city, 
governed by gentlemen whom I do inot care 
to spask abont; but whose government in my 
jadgment.is not such & one ag is to be found 


| elsewhere updn the face of the civilized earth, 
They are like | 
WY ‘Hotiorable friend-trom Pennaylvanta and | 
myself.” I dó not ascribe'to myself tech ine |] 
but as the people |} 
{| and, if he will allow me, { wish to ask the Sen: 
Wl ator from Maryland a question. ‘Ihé! bonor- 

Aboat railrdads-and | j 
| their power to come in hére and take this 
| land.’ Leonid fo dnu'to show what these rail: | 
; hight take the very i} road gentlemen have'done, and show that if; | 
tol, ‘I might think a long time before T woald || 
s agree to it} Dit you might doso. What de || 
` you'gét? Do fou get weything?: No. HfL: 
itemen, ili m 

A. 


ilil 
H 


This ‘great and giani corporation comes into 

ihis poor, miserable, shiftleds city, and’ would 

seize d part of its Gvirest’'domain, | Ko 
Mr. CAMERON. Itis now nine o'clock 


able Senator lms spoken’ a couple of hours, or 
an hour and @ half certainly. | rise to ask 
him a question by which I mean no disrespect 
to him, but to enable mè to govern myself, and 
i trast other Senators to govern themselves. I 
ask him whether he is now speaking against 
time, or whether he is only speaking for the 
purpose of making an impression legitimately 
apon the views of the Senate? if he is oc- 
eapying the.time to the detriment of the pas- 
sage of the bill and the injury of the country’s 
service, thon I should dike him to say so, be- 
cause [will go out and take andp, and d will 
come back after awhile, after four or dive hours, 
reftasbed and ready to takk. (Laughter. ] 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. The kon- 
orable Senator from Pennsylvania will pardon 
me. Ido not know whether lam addressing 
myself to the jadgurent of the Senate, or 
whether the Senate hasanty judgmentupon this 
question atall, [aughter.| But Iam sure my 
honorable friend will admit that a large por- 
tion of my time thas been taken up ‘by the 
honorable Senator himself, and by.my honor- 
‘able friend from West- Virginia, and that Ihave 
mot occupied more than about half the time 
ascribed to me by the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania, l am sure of cue lthing, that 
nothing in the world would be:more agreeable 
to me than that my honorable friend from 
Pennsylvania should, at thig.moment.af time, 
leave the Senate and not return until eleven 
o'clock to-morrow. [Laughier.] I say to the 
honorable Senator, in no unkind feeling, that 
ibis «absence now is, infinitely preferable to chis 


‘time, though he should lose by reason of it 
some remarks ip my speech that might be 
of great moral and political benefit to him. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I was speaking about rail- 
road companies not only gorging themselves 
with land and taking a beggar’s pittance here; 
but how do they stand upon the doliar and 
cent account? Piethoric with lauds, sixty-four 
millions of money they:have got. 

Mr. CAMERON. Where? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. (he -Pa- 
cific railroads, not this one, have had $64,000, - 
GOO of Government money ip bonds. Lhis 
one does not want so much because it has not 
so-much.to take care of it. Jt wants its share 
and more than its share. When the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad comes in foritsshare, aud the 
Petomac road comes for its share, and the 
Metropolitan for its share, andthe Harrisburg 
line for its share, what as left for the poor . 
people of this District? 3 
My honorable friend from Pennsylvania talks 
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of these wide, spacious avenues as being great 
arteries or lungs through which .the people 
could breathe. I should like to see him march 
down Pennsylvania avenue on a dusty day 
now and breathe through his lungs, [laughter, } 
when but a few steps would bring him, this pop- 
ulation, its children, its man-servants, and its 
maid-servants, into one of the most: beautifal 
parks in the: world, out of the dust and secure 
` from all the noise and travel of the avenue. 
But I differ with my honorable friend. - : 

I say $64,000,000 was granted to the Pacific 
railroads by the Government, and this was 
loaned to them on interest. How do you think 
the interest account stands of these corporations 
that are sending out their free passes inviting 
gentlemen to pass over and see how they are 
conducted, and whata great business they are 
doing? How do you suppose the interest ac- 
count stands between them and the people of 
the United States? The United States has paid 
the interest upon those bonds to the amount 
of $14,900,000, and the railroad companies 
have given the people of the United States 
credit for three millions in the shape of trans- 
portation. The balance, eleven millions of 
interest, is owing by these companies. ‘That is 
the account in: money; the land account you 
know. 

Mr. President, power is a thief; it steals by 
night and by day. Its hunger is never sat- 
isfied; its conscience never disturbed; and 
we have it here. ‘These corporations have 
seized your public domain; they have got 
your money. ‘This one, strong, insatiate, 
comes here and will gratify its lust upon the 
poor fragments of property in this metropoli- 
tan city of the United States. Shame, I say, 
upon the men who would undertake to do 
it, shame upon the men who would press the 
proposition—I do not mean honorable Sen- 
ators here, but gentlemen who look at them, 
who surround them, and who would have them 
do this thing. : 

Mr. President, possibly my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania thinks I am speaking 
not to the point. I bave been speaking on 
the subject generally, because it is a ques- 
tion on which I feel. I have one more point 
to make upon it, and I would appeal to hon- 
orable Senators whether they can justify them- 
selves in ratifying this act of a council that 
has expired long since. Do honorable Sen- 
ators know, about which there can be no dis- 
pute, that on the very last night of the session 
of the last council of the city of Washington 
the bill was passed making this grant, before 
the new District government came into exist- 
ence, not much better, in my judgment, than 
the other; but still it is the existing govern- 
ment, and therefore, so far as it can, it may 
give evidence of the feeling of this people? 
They have some returning consciousness that 
this is all wrong. The Legislature met, and 
the council unanimously passed a resolution 
requesting Congress to halt; a similar resolu- 
tiou was introduced into the lower branch, and 
it failed of a passage there bya tie vote. This 
tends to show the view of the people of this 
District at this time. 

Now, if this bill is to :pass, I ask one thing 
at the hands of the Senate. Let it pass the 
ordeal at least of the present government in 
power in this District; give the people here a 
chance, give them an opportunity of vindicat- 
ing in some way their right to this property 
dedicated to them and to their uses forever. 
Let this bill be amended so that before it shall 
go into effect it shall meet the approval of the 
present District government. It is nothing 
but fair and honest and just to require that 
where an old council expired that passed this 
grant through in one night, without a chance 
of knowing anything about it, the present 
government, whatever it may be, should have 
a chance to vindicate the rights of the city in 
this respect. When once this company puts 
its foot upon a piece of this land there they 
will stand, and they will resist you to the end 
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of time, or until you -pay them. better than 
they will be paid now by having their depot 
át this place, 000 | vu, i 

. Lask the Senate. to be warned in regard to 
this. Every act that has-been done hitherto 
giving away the public property dedicated by 
our fathers. in this city you are: paying. for 
to-day. You passed: bill the other day to 
reclaim two squares adjoining the Capitol that 
we gave away fifty years ago, and I give you 
notice to-night, Mr. President, and fellow Sen; 
ators, that it will not be twenty years after:you 
have done. this great wrong before .you will 
require this land to be redelivered into your 
hands, and then the question will come what 
you shall pay, as it is the question. now, for 
the blocks of buildings on the squares which 
you once gave up. I say again that wherever 
you in later days have departed from the ori; 
ginal design of the founders of this city you 
1ave signally failed, and after generations have 
so testified by requiring the property again. 

Now, Mr. President,. with the remarks I 
have made—and they have been protracted 
with no desire to detain the Senate—I shall 
have nothing more,to say generally upon the 
bill, though [ may -have occasion tọ speak on 
amendments, as. they may from time to time 
be offered to the bill by others, and as I may 
offer them myself. ; ; 

Mr.. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to submit some few remarks on this sub- 
ject, I am admonished, however, that it is 
I know that the Senators 
are fatigued, but they have. been well enter- 
tained. I will submit a proposition at the 
outset, that I think no issue will be raised 
upon. We have heard a long speech; I will 
go further, and say we have heard a strong 
speech. I will not stop there; we have heard 
a powerful speech. Sir, this is a peculiar ses: 
son of the year. The American people are 
admonished of the fact, occasionally to their 
regret, that large portions of Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, and Virginia are visited at this time 
with a serious drought. Whenever that is the 
case, the citizens become greatly interested, 
and when they hear the wind howl, and the 
lightuings flash, and the thunder roll, they 
all jump and run, leaving the breakfast or 
dinner table, to see what kind of a rain they 
are likely to have, from what point of the 
compass is the happy cloud coming to relieve 
them, and upon many occasions, particularly 
when these droughts are prevailing, lo, and 
behold, there is no rain. 

We have heard the speech that, I have 
alluded to, loud, eloquent, powerful. Has 
there been rain sufficient. to lay the dust. so 
that you cannot see where a carriage has made 
a print, much less to defeat this great enter- 
prise of this mighty railroad with its powerful 
car? This is an enterprise that cannot be 
killed off by loud, long, powerful, and pointed 
speeches. No, sir; that day has passed. 
‘Out of the abundance of the heart the mouth 
speaketh.” My distinguished friend from 
Maryland could not get through his argn- 
ment—it was in his way from time to time, but 
constantly out it would come—witbout bringing 
in the Cincinnati convention, and the old 
Democracy of days that are not only passed 
and gone, but that ought scarcely to be re- 
membered at this enlightened day. Baltimore 
is likewise vivid in his mind, and he wants to 
call our attention to what is soon to transpire 
there. I regret that he does so, because in 
bringing to mind Baltimore unhappy associa- 
tions are revived by it, and history repeats 
itself, we are admonished from time to time. 
He to-night is the strong advocate of the great, 
beautiful, and happy city of Washington, with 
the most splendid Capitol known to civilized 
man, with all the fond recollections and asso- 
ciations pertaining to the mighty patriot whose 
name it bears, the founder of this great and 
grand Republic. And yet, notwithstanding all 
these fond historical associations, we cannot 
forget that not many years since the martyred 


Lincoln, who: afterward. was assassinated. in 
this beautiful and happy city, could noton one 
occasion wend his way tọ the capital of this 
mighty nation safely through Baltimore! Balti- 
more! Baltimore! Ihave no prejudice againat 
it; but.the association isnot.avery: happy one ; 
the portrait is nota. beautiful.ona to me, to say 
the least of it. - Now, I think the friends of. 
the city of Washington, those who have stood 
by her and still expect to.do sa, may well upon 
this occasion stand forth and: claim to'be her 
advocates. -. n, an date aia oes hye 

Leaving that question and coming down to 
the facts, what are thoy?. Forty, years ago, if 
we were to go back, inviting the mind thus to 
do, a proposition of this kind being submitted, 
what would have been the result? I might 
well illustrate, and it would be demonstrated 
beyond an issue, for itis realized, and the in- 
telligence that L am now addressing will bear 
me witness that the statementaare correct. I 
am more familiar with affairs jn Louisiana and 
Texas, but I presume the same thing would 
hold good in the North and in the West... Ifa 
proposition was submitted to them to givethem 
a dépot, would there-be any hesitation, on the 
subject? If this had been asked forty years 
ago by this company or any. company that was 
understood to be able to. do that. which they 
propose to do, would there have been objec- 
tion? The answer would have,been ‘Just go 
and take as many acres as you like.!’. By. our 
constitution the counties.and towns in Texas 
are authorized to vote subsidies, to invite rail- 
roads, and the counties there may vote. bonds 
to a certain amount, and they are doing so fre- 

uently whenever they have an opportunity of 
thus doing. ; . 

But we- are told tbat this is the city of 
Washington, and that we want parks here. 
Now, as has. been said by my distinguished 
friend ov my left, [Mr. Camzron,] much more 
ably than I can, there is no city that has less 
need. of parks. Look, sir, at-these broad 
avenues. I am delighted whenever. I walk 
out, leaving the Capitol, in any direction, to 
see the most magnificient view, ample room 
for forty railroads. See what has been done 
in fixing this broad, beautiful table on the east 
here, for buildiog all manner of parks, and 
capable of being the largest city yet known 
to man, because I hold that our Govern- 
ment is now. in its infancy. True, we 
boast that we have at.our capital to-day 
nearly one hundred and fifty thousand souls. 
What is that? It is only a drop in the bucket. 
It is simply, compared with what will be, like 
the old Dilworth lesson, counting the hotse- 
shoe nails and doubling until you are lost in 
the magnitude of the amount. That is to be 
our happy destiny at some day, and I hope 
most earnestly that this Government will be 
perpetuated as long as time is known upon 
earth; and thus looking, what are we to ex- 
pect? Are we to be circumscribed with the 
narrow views of my all powerful friend who 
preceded me? Not abit of it. Heseems to 
be seriously alarmed lest a blacksmith shop, 
or something of that kind, should be at some 
remote period erected somewhere down in the 
neighborhood of the depot now spoken of. 

Let me tell you what my fond hopes are. 
They are vastly above and beyonā the narrow 
views of my honorable friend, as I conceive 
them to be. I think that the day is not far 
distant: when the city of Washington, if she 
takes hold of that which the God of nature 


-has authorized her to do, which He has invited 


her through her enterprise to: enjoy the advan- 
tages that He has blessed her with, will become 
a great manufacturing city. Look at the 
mighty falls here on the Potomac. I should 
like to see around the city of Washington 
half a dozen Sprague calico-mills making 
yards by the million. There will be millions 
of American citizens to consume them from 
time to time. Nature has done her part, and 
the enterprise of the country will be abun- 
dantly sufficient at an early day to reap these 
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great advantages that this city is destined to. 
This being the case, a mighty city will grow 
up here, reaching perhaps to millions, with a 
mighty manufacturinginterest:on the Potomac, 
úpon ` both: sides of the river, and there is-no: 
telling what the great destiny‘of this proud 
city may be if properly fostered. . The ease is 
almost beyond the comprehension: of. man. : - 

* Sir, much ‘is said -by the distinguished Sen-: 
ator from. Maryland as to what will be the 
result if.this bill should pass. “ Why,” said 
he, ‘‘if this bill pass I notify you Senators. on 
this occasion that when other propositions are 
submitted I will go for them.” - Well, I am 
gratified to see that there is a possibility of- 
convincing the gentleman of his error.. If he 
will do so, perhaps he will do very well. So 
far as I am concerned, ‘sufficient unto the 
. day is the evil thereof,” and ifthose measures 
are presented while I am here I shall canvass 
them; and if I find the propositions meritori- 
ous,-I will support them; otherwise I will not. 
Į am under no pledge in- advance; but -upon 
broad principles L-am almost invariably found 
on the side of railroads. I love to hear them 
spoken of, and at some not distant day, and I 
hope after this bill shall be passed to see rail- 
roads increase. and multiply till they shall 
cover my own State like a net-work. ' 

© Tam opposed to the amendments.. I want 
to have the bill! passed clean and neat ag its 
movers desire; and right here on that branch 
of the subject I wish to say a word in regard 
to a remark of my distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Tuurway,] who is 
always clear, and. I can understand him. He 


does not speak so loud that I cannot hear him, . 


{laughter,} but I understand him. He says 
upon this occasion that there is not a propo- 
sition to pay one dime for this property ; that 
it is a gratuity bestowed upon the parties in 
interest. Iadmitit; I accede to the proposition 
ofthe Senator, because so far as dollarsand cents 
are immediately concerned between the high 
contracting parties, he is literally correct ; but 
what are the facts growing out of it? Let us look 
to them a little, and see whether really the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is to be injured 
by this grand enterprise—by this clear and 
unequivocal gift, if you please. I maintain that 
she will not be. Why? In the first place, it 
cannot be supposed that the Government from 
her stand-point could afford to go into the mar- 
ket to sell out railroad depots, or anything of 
that kind ; but in her might, in her power, and 
through the wisdom of her representatives, as 
I hold, she can act very differently ; and under 
this bill, what is proposed ? 

The bill speaks for itself. It says this rail- 
road depot and everything pertaining to it 
shall be subject to taxation just as all the 
property owned by the citizens of this great 
city. That being the case, I maintain plainly 
and unequivocally that there is not only a val- 
uable consideration if there were an absence 
of all other considerations, but a very power- 
ful one in a pecuniary point of view. Not for 
a year or two will it amount to any consider- 
able sum; but I am not speaking fora few 
weeks or a few years; I am speaking for a 
thousand, I hope. Then look to the taxation 
that this depot will annually pay. And what 
is the money received to be appropriated to? 
One of the most wise appropriations that could 
be conceived of or made by man; that is to 
say, this money shall be a perpetual fund to 
school the children of this mighty city for all 
time to come. Could there be anything more 
substantial? There is nothing known to man, 
in my humble opinion, that could present a 
more sound consideration than the literal 
language the bill presents on this occasion. 

ho is it that can raise successfully an issue 
with that proposition? I meet the proposition 
and invite attention to it. 

It has been said here that th's property per- 
haps would be worth some two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 
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Mr. THURMAN. “Will the- Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? : 
- Mr. FLANAGAN, Certainly, sir: 


Mr. THURMAN... Wilt the Senator carry. 


out his logic; and give away La Fayette square, 
and Judiciary ‘square, and Scott square, and 
Franklin square, to any corporation or person 
that will pay taxes-oa them? i 
Mr. FLANAGAN. The question is easily 
answered, Iam gratified that. my friend has 
asked it. Iwil give him an anecdote by way 
of-illustrating. A number of years ago there 
was a millionaire, the first, I. believe, that 
America could boast of, Stephen Girard. 
There was an agent of some religious denom- 


-ination—I know not what one, I am a lover of 


them all—who presented his petition, begging 
Mr. Girard for a contribution to build a church. 
He examined it; wrote down “$1,000,” and 
the party retired’ very thankful. In. a very 
short time there wag another denomination 
wishing to do the like. The agent of that con- 
cern’ presented his petition; Mr. Girard took 
it, looked at it, and wrote ‘ $500.” But, said 
the agent, ‘‘ Mr. Girard, 1 don’t think you 
have treated me well, sir.’ “In what?” 
inquired Mr. Girard. ‘* Why,” said he, tyon 
gave to such a gentleman ihe other day for a 
church for their denomination $1,000, and you 
only give ug $500."? “Ah. yes!” said Mr. 
Girard ; ‘just give me your paper again, if 
you please, sin’? He handed it to him; with 
what belief? The idea forced itself upon him 
that he was going to get a thousand ; but Gir- 
ard simply erased the $500, and gave him the 
paper back blank, and he got nothing. Now 
you have the answer. I say sufficient it is 
when those propositions present themselves to 
act onthem. I am giving none of these squares 
away now ; this relates to onesite, and that isall. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now will the Senator 
allow.me a word? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. If you please, let me 
go on. I shall be through directly. I beg 
my friend not to say anything more to me, 
because he talks so long and so kindly that I 
do not like to have anything to do with him. 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I have very briefly presented 
some of my views in a rough manner. All 
the time I am thinking about that clock ; it 
admonishes me that I ought to have stopped 
even before this time. But there is one thing 
that I desire to call the aitention of the Senate 
to. This is no ordinary proposition. It is no 
ordinary consideration when you look to the 
contracting parties. The United States Gov- 
ernment in its power, in its intellect, in every- 
thing that pertains to greatness, can well 
afford to do that which is asked of it upon this 
occasion. To the United States Government 
it is a pittance. : 

But { was about to say a few minutes ago, 
when my attention was called off by the 
Senator from Ohio, that I was willing to 
admit the proposition of him or some other 
Senator who had spoken of this matter, that 
the property was worth some two or three 
hundred thousand dollars. The only opposi- 
tion I should present on that point was that it 
was not worth a million. Just extend it; I 
take the question broadly and do not deny it, 
and will admit even that it is worth a million 
dollars, as it no doubt will be at a very early 
period after going into the hands of this com- 
pany; and then the taxes would be so much 
greater. That is what we are after. The 
taxes are what we want. Take it ata million, 
five millions if you like, and the city of Wash- 
ington is made tich thereby directly. That is 
the point precisely. Í 

Then there is another thing I want. It has 


| occurred to me, baving heard this argument, 


very pleasantly, too, that we speak proudly of 
the proud edifice that we are in. Well may 
we do so, and when citizens come from 
Europe and the various portions of this proud 
nation, what are your mighty curiosities at 
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the nation’s capital? They are frequently. in- 
vited to go to the uavy-yard; they go, down, 
to Mount. Vernon} they ride to the various 
places; they go to the Smithsonian ;. they. go 
to the fine gardens. But. there is nothing that 
satisfies the-mind of one single Senator or en- 
lightened. citizen of the city of Washington, 
‘They have not reached that point yet that we 
can excel other nations except in the Capitol. 
and a few surroundings connected with it, I 
want to see at this proud. and happy day, this 
day of progress—not sucha one as wasalluded 
to, not such aone as we would. soon gee if 
Democracy, either hatched..out at Cincinnati 
or brought into existence in Baltimore, ina 
short period was to come. into power, because 
that would take retrogade steps—I want. to 
see railroads and internal improvements of 
every description pushed forward. I wish to 
act now while we have it in:our power, for 
accidental shots do occasionally eome., I must 
admit it would be an entire: accident if they 
were to succeed. T have no fear of it seriously 
yet, but I do notlike a guu even loaded pointed 
at me, whether it has any cap on itor not. I 
want.au idea carried. out here, and I hope to 
live to see its realization at an early day. 

I want to see here the grandest and most 
complete and magnificentratiroad depot known 
to man, one which we can show with pride to 
visitors from.all countries as a proud monu- 
ment of the great city of the nation, the depot 
of the celebrated road that we arenow speaking 
of. It willdono injury, bytletitbe built up side 
by side the great Capitol, and be the mighty 
curiosity and the pride of the nation. When it 
isdone, what would I propose? It.has occurred 
to me in bearing this great subject canvassed 
that it would be proper to have somewhere in 
that great building, proper niches where room 
could be found advantageously fur presenting 
to the public view representations of the great 
benefactors of the human race who. have 
achieved guch renown fọr our country. There 
would be no difficulty in the talented gentle- 
man who is conducting this proud enterprise 
in finding a suitable spot. I would like to see 
the statue of the Father of his Country, Wash- 
ington, have a position in that proud erection. 
I would not rest there. I would then have 
another one hard by, so that the mind of the 
citizen, from whatever foreign nation, might 
be presented to it, and the miuds of those 
who are to grow up in hundreds of years to 
come should be pointed to it, Likewise 
that of Franklin, The next I would present 
would be that of Fulton. ‘Ihe next would be 
him whose name [ loved politically, and as a 
friend in every other sense of the word, until 
the day of his death, and whose memory I love 
to-night, and it is in direct keeping with thia 
great depot, to wit, the father of internal im- 
provements, Henry Clay. I would stand hig 
statue there, too. I would not stop there. E 
would have there a memorial of Morse, whose 
death a few days ago was mourned by the 
whole nation in concert, and whose dirge was 
sung in every laud in unison by means of that 
great electric current which he first applied to 
the transmission of intelligence. I would want 
the statue of the illustrious hero of the Appe- 
mattox apple-tree, who fought the batiles of 
his country, and kept sacred and ‘secure for 
ages to come the city of Washington that is 
now so kindly proposed to be taken in charge 
by my friend from Maryland. I would not 
stop there. One more I would have at least. 
I would like to include several; but certainly 
I would like to include my friend who sits 
smiling before me, (Mr. Vice President 
Co.rax,) I would like to crown the whole and 
harmonize it throughout with the name of the 
proud champion of American internal im- 
provements to wit, Thomas A. Scott of Penn- 
sylvania, Letall those proud statues stand 
there, representative and illustrative of that 
proud depot that should excelanything known 
to man touching internal improvements, and 
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tend to perpetuate this happy Government for 
all time. eR GN teeta? 
. Well was it, said to-day by my friend from 
Ohio that Ohio hag an interest in this lot 
down-here. © Yes, tiy friend, you are right in 
that; and so hag Texas: ‘It is yours in part ; 
it is mine in part 3 it belongs to every Senator 
here į it belongs to our descendants fora time 
that: é cannot comprehend. ‘Let it be so. 
Now, while I'am in the notion of speaking, 
I will prolong my remarks a moment further, 
but Iwill wind up pretty quick, ag yonder 
clock admonishes mè that Í am occupying 
time. ‘J submit to the Setiate, I submit to 
intelligent gentlemen’ anywhere and every- 
where, what would be the position of this cap- 
ital in the absence of rutlroads? Go back to 
the days of proud Jackson, Calhoun, Jeffer- 
gon, Madison, and a host of those mighty 
apirits who wended their way to Congress upon 
horsebacki:: Jf that was our situation to-day, 
how long would Washington city, or Baltiniore 
hard by, be blessed, if & blessing it be, with 
the seat of Goverriment-of the United States 2 
Why; it would not stand the first shock. The 
power is westward; the mighty area is theres 
citizens dre moving into that mighty territory ï 
they are going there. First, they ‘went as 
pigeons go; you find at first five or six recon- 
noitering, looking around for the mast; but 
when mast is found, and what then do you see? 
They follow in untold milions, So goes the 
tide of population to the West. In the ab- 
sence of railroads I would not give fifteett 
cents for Washington’s prospecta for maintain- 
ing the séat of this proud Goverment, with 
all the fond associations that appertain to it. 

Mr. President, I beg pardon of the Senate 
for having trespassed upon them so long as I 
have. I hope, however, that I shall witness 
at an early moment the passage of this bill, 
and that I shall live to see the grandest rail- 
road depot known to man. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. President, 
we have been lifted off from our feet so often 
to-day by the eloquence that has’ been poured 
forth here that i am sure the Senaie will 
hardly be satisfied with a few plain words to 
bring us back to the practical question that is 
before us. I feel something subdued; I feel 
as though I hardly dered to rise in the pres- 
euce of this array of future statues of illus- 
trious persons that we have had brought before 
us to-night. I think we have committed a sin 
and perhapsa crime, considering who demands 
the present legislation, that we have lcsitated 
ubout iteven so long. i : 

Now, Mr. President, this- is the sixth time 
that this railroad company has come liere for 
additional legislation to enable at to go on. 
We have already designated a point, at their 
own solicitation, where the passenger depot 
could be fixed. They come here now and ask 
not fora change; they mean to keep all they 
have gots but they ask for a new and addi- 
tional one. ‘They have never paid a dollat for 
any grounds they have occupied in coming into 
the city. ‘hey have never paid and never 
propose to pay anything for the bridge we have 
giventhem. ‘hey do not propose to pay any- 
thing for this new tract ot land. _ 

Mr. CAMERON. Will not the Sesator 
allow me? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vérmont. The Senator 
when he was up on this point would not yield 
to me.  Iprefer'nut to yield, as I propose to 
occupy bat very littke ‘more time. 

Mr. President, the Senator ftom Pennsyl- 
vania when he waè tp on the former oceasion 
said, as Ë understood him, that the Board of 
Pablic Works of this city were tinanimously 
fot this affair. Now, Mr. President; E begin 
to lose my faith in man. I have seen the 
Board of Pablie Works, more than one of 
them, até they have assured me that every 
tan of them was hosttle to this project, and 
that no one of them favored it while it was 
before the territorial Legislature. The Ben- 
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ator also assured the Senate that Goveriior 
Cooke was -in favor of iti The tast time I 
saw the Governor he promised: mie, as I iin- 
derstood him, that he ‘would ‘gb ‘and seo: Mr. 
Scott, with whom he was intimate, and that: 
he would try to prevail upon- him to withdraw 
this project of his. E do not-doubt thatthe 
Senator has been so informed as he has stated, 


and I do not believe that he doubts what F say | 


as to information received by mes - ‘ 
Mr. CAMBRON. Will not the Senator 
allow me to eorrect' him just there -befora his 
wrong impression shall g6 abroad? ~- : 
Mr. MORRIEL, of Vermont. I will do bet 
ter than thé Senator did by ma, When he was 
making a statement I tried to correct it, and 
he would not allow me to do it; but I will 


yield. : vk z 
- Mr. CAMERON. Iask the Senator oa 
for the right to eorreet a misstatement whic 
he is making, unintentionally of course. I 
said that Governor Cooke, the president of 
the Board of Public Works, dnd General Bab- 
cock, in charge of thé public’ groimds, ull of 
them ‘said—so-I am informed upon authority 
which I do not doubt—that they’ desired. this 
depot to be placed where it is proposed inthis 
bill, and to have no alteration of any lind mada 
in this bill, Ftisş mow a question of veracity, 
aid I'do not allow my friehd nor my eneniy 
to doubt my word whem I state n thing as a 
fact. |: POE Gy he A i ` 
: Mi: MORRILL, of Vermont. ` The Sen- 
ator will pdrdon me; I did not pretend to doubt 
but that he had'boen so informed. . i 
Mr. CAMERON. I have only to say now 
that if Governor ‘Cooke made the statement 
which the Senutor from Vermont says he did, 
it must have been made before thé statement 
was made which I proclaimed to the Senate 
to-night, and before he had viewed the ground 
and examined the subject; which E believe 
was the case.’ E will not doubt that Governor 
Cooke is a man of veracity. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


8, too. 

Mr. CAMERON. And if he is ho cannot 
gainsay what I have stated to-night in regard 
to that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Irepeat, Mr: 
President, that the last time L saw Governor 
Cooke he assured me that he would go to Mr. 
Scott and endeavor to prevail apoit him not 
to push the depot matter, or to have somé 
compromise. ° 

Mr. CAMERON. As he did; und he then 
agreed that he had misunderstood the subject; 
atid changed his opinion. Pos 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. AR! that iè 
a very different statement of the facets. $ have 
iio doubt he changed his mind and subsequently 
came to approve it, as I believe most people 
who come in contact with the president of this 
read do. 7 

Now, sir, there is another statement in re- 
lation to the ‘views of the people of this eity. 
I am informed -by most respectable parties 
that the bulk of the property-holders of this 
city are opposed to this whole projeet, and for 
thé reason that they believe it will be a lasti 
ing injury to the city ; thatifthe city could be 
allowed to have a peblic park, as was pro- 
jected from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, it would make tbis eity so attractive 
as to draw an increased population here and 
ati increased amount of property for taxation. 

it is trae thatin the last nights of an expir- 
ing adininistration of the city government they 
did pass a tesolution of an act giving permis- 
sion for this, and yet very recentlyone branch 
of the city government has passed a law, or so 
far as they could pass it, repealing it. 

Bat it is stated by the Senator from New 
Jersey that this is no proper plaee for a pub- 
He park; that we ought to go out to Rock 
creek. Why, sir, that would place it beyond 
the power of any one except rich holders of 
property fo ever see the park. if it should 
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remain bere, according to the. original plan 
of the oity, every man, woman, and: child, 
nick ‘and poor, could visit itat- his own. will 
and: pledsuré: “But: place it out upon’ Rock 
creck, and ‘then, unless dhe poor manshould 
havea five- dolar bill in his pocket that he 
did not ‘know what else‘ to do with, he could 


“not reach ' the public parky wheveas: this. parle 


is: accesdible to all ds a place of -health and 


į vecrestidn.: It: eomes : withóut money: snd 
$ A: park ‘at Rock edecek would. 
+ Goat milhons of money: to buy snd ‘adorn it, 
$ and then ‘be: very costly to all visitors. i 


without: price. 


it is-also contended that thii will be no in- 


|: javy to the:pablic park. Whi, sir): dny one 
| who looks at thd ntap will see thatthe depot 


covers owe half of the whole distance seross 
it, ‘absolutely obstructing it for all other par: 
poses. whatsoever. It cannot be prétended 
that we are to ‘travel through the depot, or over 
it, ov that: after that has been’ put up we can 
make a grandeourse or a road by ‘which we can 

b from the mai pari to thé Capitol grounds: 

then} in addition to that, theteis to'be a doable 
railroad track for the rest: of thé distance, or 
éver'the: other Half; anudon double track on 
one of thesé narnow streets! put thers) in the 
center .completely: cbstruéts: it from all other 
travel. In the firat place, it will be covered: by 
locométived and by ears althost continually; dnd 
while they kre ow the ‘traok; it: eanniot be- pro- 
tended that you sre going to travel wpon -the 
toad or oven cross it upow the game: line. 
Even itr the tase of the. stewmsengine that ia 
used here’ ir tha’ city for putting down: the 
soncrete paverent illustratés::this question, 
and who knows how many accidents have hap- 
penedin the city since it has been. fired up ? 
if you pata track across Sixth street; does 
anybody suppose that thd street is not to be 
for sroin olsu utterly impassable? 

Mr: President, it is: then contended that all 
this may be remedied by bridging over the 
street; How? This bill provides for but one 
bridge, and tat, in order’ to: clear a railroad 
dar, most bé seventeen fuetin the clear; and 
with proper stone’ structure it must. rise up 
to about: twenty-five feet above the grade of 
the street. Then, how far isit to be graded 
at each end ad that you can readh that-bridge? 
Fwo or three hundred feet òn either sidey and 
what & blot that will be at the sepree in 
sud a park as this! Why, Mr: Presidant, 
there id no mistake about: this’ railroud pro- 
joet; it ig taking the park by the throat ‘and 
throttling it: 0 Pe 

Senators may think that-this isa lightithing, 
but I say to them that they até giving uway 
the pablic jifoperty, und ave receiving for It no 
consideration whatever. ‘The people of this 
country will never ratify a thing of that kind. 
Every visitor to: thé capital for the next balf 
century will go away execrating' the Congress 
that shall do aw aot of such indecent desetra- 
tion of what has been cotsecrated from the 
foundation of the Govertiment as a part of the 
natural adornment of this capital, > >+ 

Now, we ate called upon here inthe Senate, 
äs was the House of Weprésentatives, to take 
this bill without dotting anii ov crossing a é. 
No member of the House was permitted to 
offer ot to propose an amendment; and to- 
night we ‘have: twies been informed that this 
bill mast be passed without dotting an’ $ or 
crossing a $ Are Senators of the United 
States to-havd a bill thrust down their throats 
in that style? For one, I am not disposed to 
take a dose of that sort.) Lf the bill isto‘ pass, 
there ave & number of amendments to which it 
ought to be subjected. -in the first. place, we 
tax the Market company for the perpetual 
lease of the land they occupy; aid pay over 
the rent te the city as a comimon-sehool fund. 
This land is almost equally valwable; fax more 
essential to the United States, and ought to 
pay twenty or thirty thousand dollars annually 
for the léase of it, if we wanted to lease it, but 
we do not. AETS 


th 


what 


the country were to obtain fifty per cent. more 
or carrying the mails; although :my good 
friend from Pennsylvania denounced that 
scheme in which the name of Mr. Scott was 
used without any authority, and I have no 
doubt it was.so. used; yet even he said the rail- 
roads ought to have more. Mr. President, if 
that is the conviction, and if this railroad 
alone is strong enough to carry a bill of this 
kind through here without dotting an 7 or 
eressing a $, what may they not do in the 
future ? a f 
Sir, I did not intend to speak so long as I 
have done. I am unwilling that we should 
consume another day upon this subject. I 
now that there is important business, perhaps 
not so important as this, which itis the duty 
of the Senate to take charge of, and therefore 
Iwill not say anything wore on the subject, 
except that I shall aska vote upon the amend- 
ment which I offered in the shape of à sub- 
stitute. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, one of 
the most charming productions of ancient lit- 
erature is a dialogue, the subject of which is 
oratory, a dialogue ia which the merits of the 
most celebrated orators of ancient times are 
carefully considered and criticised. But one 
of the most interesting parts of that dialogue 
is where the question is mooted, what is the 


ae eg eng fr eoqlette? Teould 
not help Mitiking in listénitg tò thii debate 
thit it ab A great, nilgfortine that the author 
of that diatdgud ala nót live inthe trae wher 
thire Was b railroad depot tó bë locatia fór: 
if he had, hd would Have kttowh what wis the: 
hot emin thetiié for eloquened. Here: 
i'a very plain atd a very iptudtiedl question 
before the Senate; ahd yet the debate on it; 
instead Of béing confined t6' its Merits, has 
takei a range that Has nut-donfiried itgelf to 
this earth Wloné, buthay'pone into the siderenl 
system and visited thë ‘stats, I do not: pro- 

586. tO Thnitate those ‘attibitious péritleden 

Hose ‘oratory has enttdnded aud Whoae wit 
Has arhused thé Serate. I witt'to cone back 
td the real, plain question that is before the 
Seriate, aud in the fewest possible words to 
try to bring the. attentlotof the Sénate buck 
to the real wierlts of this'bit ° 
_ The city of Washiúgton was latd auton s 
grand’ seal’, and, àd has been ‘said, it was a 
stibject of tHdidulé for & long tithe: Now, 
instead of being’ h ‘subject of tidieule, ‘ every: 
gentleman who spéake éxhuuats his dratory in 
anticipation’ of what t gréat capital itis to be. 
Whether these anticipations will be realized’ 
or dot, I do nót utdettuke’ to day; but I do 
dgréed that it is to be‘a math latger city than 
was afiticipated thirty ur forty or fifty years 
ago. It was oneé Said, and daid ‘on the floor 
0 pe er by & distinguished inember from 
North Carolina, Mz, Maton, a man ‘of ‘sitnple 
reptblican habits add thonghts, sothething 
of 4 Spattar in his natute, that it way a great 
mistake to lotate the capital where it was 
located ; that the Legislature of this’ Republic 
ought not to sit in a preat city or where a 
prent city was possible; that it would have 

éen far wiser ahd more conducive to the 
sittplicity’ and purity of republican govern- 
ment had the eapitdl beet located at some 
barren point on the Allegbanies where & town 
of tore than a thousand inhabitants would 
have been an irspossibility. But that Spartan 
idea of old’ Macon has given way, so much 
that now we heat of nothing but building up 
Washington ùntil it shall rival New York; 
until it shall be one of the greatest if tiot the 
greatest city on the face of Athérica. ‘I any 
once more that while I do not expect any such 
thing at all, I dö hot agree that Washington 
is likely to be a large, and F trast will be a 
beautiful and interesting city. 

And now, Mr. President, sinte the idea ‘of 
those who laid out this city has some pros- 
pect of reglization; since its ‘magnificent dis- 
tances” are no lotiver the subject of ridicule; 
since its wide aveties are a boast instead of 
å scoff and a scorn; since les pub ie grounds 
are to be itiproved and beautifed—and we all 
want tö see them improved and beautified—it 
does seem to me that anyttring which mars 
the original design of the city ought to be dis- 
countenanced by us. This city was not laid 
out by hazard. Its streets Were iiot cow- paths. 
It was laid oit by the line and the plummet; it 
was laid out by the engineer; it was laid out 
with design. Hverything in the plan of it was 
the Subject of mature consideration both by 
the engineér who laid it oùt and by the sound 
intellect of George Washington, who approved 
the plan, himself no mean engineer, no mean 
designer of any gréat work of the kind. And 
a part of that design was that from the Capitol 
to the White House, from the Hall in which 
the Representatives and Senators should sit 
to the Executive Mansion, there should extend 
a beautiful park. It is part of the design, just 
as the square opposite the President's House 
was devoted to the public as a park, just as 
Judiciaty sqnare, jastus La Fayette square, just 
as Lincoln square, just as Franklin square, 
were all devoted to this purpose. So was this 
greater piece of ground from the Oapitol Hill 
to the Executive Mausion designed to be a 
beautiful park, an ornament to the city, and 
contributing to its health. We who have it 
marred and spoiled by the miserable canal 


that Wad suffered to go! into ‘déeay have nd 
idea of what it whs before it was thud marred. 
Wé have noidea of how beautiful 3t wab-when 
it Was int its hhtive Condition, ahd of how beat- 
tifal it may yot be made whén that nuisance 
shall Have been removeds d us Isos c 
‘Now itis proposed to break up the original 
design of thid ‘city ; now it is proposed ‘that 
what Whe intended to be the most beautiful 
features: in thé whole- city shall be aban- 
dotted to bisiness, ‘td ‘conrhiered, ity ‘depots 
for railroads, and that instead of that: whioh 
should please: the eye; and gratify: the taste, 
and swell the heart as yow standon Capitol 
HAW and look to’ the ‘west, ‘of btdàdi at ‘the 
Hxedutivd Mansivir‘and dook to the ebat, that 
shall be yidlded up to thd hum; and -dirty and 
cuhfision, and noise df ‘railroad depots, and all 
the ordinary buainess of thé oity: Why; sir, 
it dogs seem to me that if therd is: anything 
that should ‘shoak the mind in ‘gondidering a 
subject of this kind itis jubt precisely such a 
proposition, © 5 bk oeo si 

I know it is of no uss'to'teason it this way 
with ten whd' have ind: thébght ih the world 
bát the making of tidney. 4 know itis-of no 
use to reason in this way ‘with a raitroad cor- 
poration. I kot that if dit would facilitate 
thé business ofthe rhilrond coarpany sdme-dne 
would have the impudence to demand this 
Owpitol itself for itè offices. Foknow that 
thérd is nothing shored that they will not 
lay theit hands upon it. E know that they 
have pone through the tiost beautiful cemetery 
in Ohio and condemtled the very graves in 
which the dead were buried for rdifroud pur- 

ogee. I know it full well, and when I say it 
donot say it in enmity to any such improve- 
tient. ` Ño man is sò absurdas to be an enemy 
of railroads: But I know that they- have no 
respect for anything that merely gratifies the 
fancy: atid: gratifies the hedrt, ‘but ‘that with 
thent it is mere sordid wealth: that is the sole 
consideration by which they are moved. I 
know that very well ; and it is not, therefore, to 
then that F look, but’ it is ‘to! you, Senators, 
who have the charge of this ‘great city which 
belongs td the public, over which you’ huve 
absolute and exclusive powers of legislation: 
It is for you to say whether the design of 
the city shall ‘be marred in this manner. It 
will not do to say that it îs only a question 
whether this particular railroad‘ that hus now 
asked for it shall be allowed td cut this park 
ià twain. If you intend that, then You intend 
to disdriminate in favor of one tailroad against 
all the other railroads that may come'ihto this 
city. If you intend to Uo that, you intend 
the most flagrant act of injustice that it would 
be possible for you to commit, ‘Every rail- 
toad that comes into Washington hasa right 
to equal facility. Every raflroad that is to be 
the recipient of bounties from the Govern- 
inent has @ right to equal bownty, certainly 
aright to equal treatment and équal rights. 
If tt is the purpose simply to allow this one 
railroad to cut this park in two and eatablish 
its depot within less than a stone’s throw of 
the avenue, then I say you are prepared to 
do an act of the most flagrant Ynjustice by 
discriminating in favor of one company and 
against all others. No, sit; you never will 
do that; you will never be so unjust ag to do 
that; and the consequences, therefore, is that 
if you allow this company to cut that park in 
twain and give to it so large a piece of the 
public property as this bili proposesto donate, 
you will have to do the same thing by other 
railroads who demand the like facilities, and 
will need them just as much. 

Mr. NYE. Will the honorable Senator allow 
tne to ask him a question? 

Mr. THURMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. NY. The city of Washington and the 
city of Paris are laid put upon thé same plan. 
When either of them was laid ‘out, Ido not 
suppose the idea of a railroad had entered into 
the head of the engineer or the founders of the 
city. You now find in the city of Paris that 
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they have had :to make way even with build- 
ings to a large extent to make depots for the 
railroads. .There are several. depots in the 
city of Paris. . I-suppose when: this city was 
laid out railroad travel was not conceived of, 
and now it has become a necessity, and Wash- 
ington cannot:survive without it any more than 
Paris or.any other city. Now, the question is 
whether you are to say that there. shall be no 


depots within these borders? A word more. :|l: 


Mr.. THURMAN.. That is a pretty long- 
question. i- : : 

Mr. NYE.. Yes, it is a pretty long question, 
and J-will stop there. ‘ 

Mr. THURMAN. I have answered that 
already by implication in what I said before. 
If there were no, other place in Washington 
city for the depot. we might have to give up the 
beautiful; we might discard the esthetic out 
and out and be entirely practical, and put this 
depot at the plage ‘it is asked ;.but this com- 
pany has already the most eligible site in all 
Washington for a depot. It proposes to retain 
that and it demands. more... are. 
. Mr. ERELINGHUYSEN.. The Senator.is 
mistaken as-to that; the bill provides that that: 
shall be surrendered. - |. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whether it does or not 
it has that now,and it need not surrender it. 
But I put it to my traveled friend from Nevada, 
what do: yow think the French people would 
say if it were proposed to take the garden of 
the Tuileries fox a railroad depot? What do 
you suppose they. would say were it proposed 
to take the Champs Elysées for æ railroad 
depot? What do you suppose they would say 
ifit were proposed to take the Bois de Boulogne 
for a railroad depot? What do you suppose 
the people of London. would say if it were 
proposed to take St. James Park and convert 
that into a railroad depot? . What do you sup- 
pose the people of the city of New. York would 
say if it were proposed to cut the Central Park 
in two to. make railroad depots? What would 
the people of Philadelphia say if it were pro- 
posed to take Independence square or Wash- 
ington Park. to make depots of them? What 
would the people of Baltimore say if Druid 
Hill Park was to be converted into depots for 
railroads ? : . 

My friend will not find in any continental 
aity in Europe. any such desecration as that, 
nor would it be tolerated in any other city in 
America. It is only here in Washington, the 
very city which of all others ought not to tol- 
erate the idea, that this thing is proposed. Sir, 
conceal it. as,you may, this is a proposition to 
give up this whole ‘reservation, which by the 
very terms of the grant is to remain the prop- 
erty of the United States, devoted to the pur- 
poses for which it is dedicated, in violation 
of national faith, in violation of the plan of 
the city, in violation of the interest of the 
city, for the mere purposes of business and 
of commerce. 

My friend from Pennsylvania said, ‘‘ Let 
them buy: a park“on Rock creek.” They 
might do so by a great outlay of money. If 
this city, ridden down with debt, overwhelmed 
with debt, and getting more in debt year by 
year, had some three or four millions to spare, 
it might bay a park on Rock creek. How 
much did Central Park cost the city of New 
York? If my memory is right, $9,000,000. 
How much did the Schuylkill Park cost the 
city of Philadelphia? Five million dollars 
already, and it will take $20,000,000 more to 
make it what it is intended to be. If this city 
_ has four or five millions to spend in buying 
property along Rock creek, it may make a 
great park there; but what will that be? It 
will be a park that those who ride in carriages 
can enjoy ; it will be a park for those who can 
drive, but not for the weary pedestrian, for 
those who are compelled to go on foot, forthe 
children of the poor, for those who inhabit the 
central part of the city. It might as well be 
that park which my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
Pomeroy] bas laid out at the head of the Yel- 


lowstone river, for all the good it will do the 
poor people of the city of ‘Washington.. No, 
sir; that will not.do at all. No park with its 
magnificent drives up and down Rock creek, 
no park that no pedestrian will ever enter, no 
park that uo man will eyer enjoy unless he can 
do. it on horseback or in a carriage, will answer. 
the purpose of the poor people.of this city who 
are compelled to. go on foot... aa 

There, sir, is the whole of this case. It iş- 
not a case at all as to. the: merits of the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad, ar the Pennsylvania. 
railroad, or the Baltimore and: Potomac rail-. 
road, and I have been very sorry to. hear those. 
matters drawn mto. the discussion. It is no 
question of friendliness or unfriendliness to: 
either. of those corporations. -That has noth;. 
ing at all to do with the case. T. care not. 
which is the more meritorious .of those. cox- 
porations. 1 care not which is. the. more. 
deserving of censure for its conduct in :the 
past or for its intentions in the future. . I care 
not what. may be the sordid purposes of any’ 
man in this matter. TLbat has nothing to do 
with the question one way or the other... Iam 
not disposed to speak. disrespectfully .of any. 
one who is engaged in this enterprise, Iam 
not disposed to. impute improper, motives. to 
anybody who is ‘engaged in it, Ido pot think 
it benefits us in this discussion to do any such 
thing ag that. I want to stand here simply as 
a Senator, a3.one of the guardians of the pub- 
lie property, as one. of the persons to whom in 
part is confided the care of this city of Wash- 
ington, the national capital. I want to. look 
at it simply in that light and to: ask myself, 
and to ask you, Senators, whether itis right 
to give up and abandon this property and mar 
the design of the city by making this a place 
of business instead of what it was intended to 
be and what it ought. to be, what the health 
and pleasure of the city require it should be, 
a place of beauty and of recreation. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I desire to say but a single word, and I should 
not do that did I not feel constrained to do it 
by the earnest, and I had almost said denunci- 
atory. character of the debate on the part of 
those who are opposed to this grant. I pro- 
fess to feel my obligations to look after the 
interests of the city of Washington. I may 
be in error: but ab all events I will give my 
reasous in a moment why I shall vote for this 
bill, mn i 

This railroad is a matter of great interest to 
the country, and of great benefit to the city, 
as all of us agree, notwithstanding it is found 
convenient to talk about soulless corporations 
and gigantic corporations, and that it is almost 
impossible to resist their influence, and all 
that kind of address with which lawyers who 
try railroad cases are so familiar when the 
prejudices of a jury are to be invoked. This 
railroad company has approached Washington 
carefully, going around the city so as not to 
cross its main avenues, and the interests of 
the city and of the country. require that it 
should have some central point for a depot. 

My opinion is that this railroad and depot 
will not in the slightest degree injure the park, 
which we have been told fifty times was to be 
utterly destroyed. In the city in which I live, 
the city of Newark, there is a railroad that 
passes right through the city with not less than 
seventeen iron bridges, one of them one hun- 
dred and fifty feet in length in one span cross- 
ing the streets. Outside of this depot in this 
park there will be a width of from eight 
hundred to nine hundred feet which is to be 
crossed—the railroad—by a bridge or bridges. 

This depot, if properly constructed—and I 
have seen the plan of it submitted here in the 
Senate—will be a beautiful building, and will 
be as much of an ornament to the park and 
more than the Smithsonian Institution or the 
Agricultural Department or the other build- 
ings which may be constructed there; and if 
a handsome building it will not be without its 
agreeable associations. - Let one or two iron 


J} and do go little injury i do not know: 


bridges. be thrown. across this railroad, and 
the avenues can be made up and down this 
park and the bridges themselves be things 
of beauty. ‘We know that in all parks they 
create artificial necessities to throw up.bridges 
for the purpose of beautifying those parks: 

While this may be ‘a valuable’ park, it’ can’ 
never have any great elegance while it'is trav- 
ersed by same Eve or six stréets, as this is, be- 
tween the Capitol and the Executive Mansion, 
and must always be.. Those streets will be 
greater eye-sores to the beauty of the park 
than this railroad crossed ‘by handsomely con- 
structed bridges. a re 

I think it is desirable that the park should 
he maintained, connecting as it doeg.the pùb- 
lic buildings of the city, but it need not be 
interfered with. - The depot itself ‘is to he in 
the extreme northeast corner of the park, Jeav- 
ing the whole space alniost uninterrupted, un- 
affected at all events by this depot. ` The pro- 
visions of. the bill carefully guard the rights 
and. interests of the park. it provides, that 
the bridges shall be constructed ‘fin such man- 
ner. atid’ at such place as the officers or ‘other. 
persons charged with thé duty’of opening the 
reservations, or conugtting. the same ag a 
public park, shall directi?” 000 S Sn 
. So the bill provides that this whole structare 
shall be under the direction of the éity authori: 
ties, and be constructed in xeference to the 
pare ce R Ronen ee 

And the said company shall then adapt the grade 
if said’ tracks to that which at any tne may ‘be 

etermined upon by the Board of Public: Works:: 

’ Therefore I do not see that we are doing an 
injury to the city, and E think it most desirable 
that the people of this Republic coming to 
the city should have @ convenient place to 
land here. ‘Lhe depot will:come within about 
two hundred feet of Penusylvania avenue, E 
do not know, but I suppose the railroad com- 
pany would naturally buy. that two hundred 
feet, leaving an open space between the depot 
and the avenue. There the passengers will 
enter, and I suppose the freight business will 
be transacted on the street immediately south 
of Pennsylvania avenue, 

Where else the company. could go where 
they would so well accommodate the pubio 

y 
own opinion is, inasmuch as this work-is to be 
constructed under the direction of the city 
authorities with express reference tothe park, 
the company being obligated to make-changes 
when the park ig projected it can be made w 
decoratioti instead of a loathsome object to 
look upon. a a i so oot 

I myself have no antipathy to seeing depots 
and railroad cars. This idea of having trains 
of cars with their smoke and -noise running 
into this depot is all imagination. No engine 
will go into that depot. ‘The engines will 
switch off and the cars will pass this eight 
hundred feet and into the depot with the pas- 
sengers by the momentum which they have 
received. i 

For these reasons I do. not feet that F’ need 
offer any apology to the city or to the country 
for the vote I am about to give. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of- Maryland. I desire 
to call the attention of the Senator from New 
Jersey to the language of that portion of the 
section from which He has read. It refers 
entirely to the bridge to be constructed over 
Sixth’ street, as the honorable Senator will see 
by referring to that portion of the section: 

The said company shall be and is hereby required 
to construct, at its own cost and expénse,; 8 hand- 
some iron bridge of ample width and height to enable 
small carriages to pass over thesaid street freely and 
without danger. 

You observe that it requires the company, 
in order that there may be a passage-way for 
carriages, to construct a bridge for tbat pur- 
pose; and that bridge is to be constructed 
under the supervision of the people having 
control of the grades of the streets Of the city, 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Mary- 
land ought to observe, in connection with that, 
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that one of the last ‘provisions of the bill’ re- 


serves to the United States by act hereafter to 
repeat or ‘modify the provisions of this act. I 
am aware that without that reservation we 
‘should have that: power, ‘but inthis act-it 
‘amounts’to a notice, a ‘declaration ; and-the 
effect would:be; among others, to prevent any 
inadequate structure, of to-require-an amplifi- 
cation of this building essential to the beaaty 
or preservation of the park: -i= 7> ie 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Matyland: ‘I ander- 


‘stand-that, and Iwill make a’ passing remark | 


upon that when I gettó that ‘point. Bué I 
desire to say one word in regard ‘to this-point. 
r. FRELINGHUYSEN. ‘With the con- 


sent of my friènd; I-will say-that I have looked 


atthe map and his construction is right, and. 


:mine also, because the railroad runs iti on the 
street until it comes within a few'feet of the 
depot. Therefore if the ‘street is bridged as 
the bill. says, that is ‘bridging the railroad in 


the park... ; : 

i Me. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That is so, 
and therefore the inference willbe drawn from 
‘the remarks:.of the Setator from New Jersey 
that’ the whole railroad: was laid down under 
the supervision of the persons having control 
of the grades of the city of Washington. But 
itis not so. Itis limited entirely, or almost 
entirely, to that one thing, the conatruction 
of the:-bridge- across Sixth street. -They are 
‘charged: with the duty of seeing that that 
-bridge is properly: constructed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from. Maryland will observe that this bridge is 
ionly:to be ‘tof ample width and height to ev- 
able small carriages’? to go over it. “That-is, 
I suppose, pony-phaetons, dog-carts, and the 

Ke, i a ` s 
; Mr: CONKLING.  Goat-carts, probably. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is not to 
enable anything of a larger kind to go over. 
Is speaks particularly of “small carriages.” 

‘Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, it 
does provide: that it shall.be a bridge for the 
passage of small carriages. ‘Who is to judge 
of. what small carriages are, is: one question. 
:I suppose the gentlemen who have control of 
the grade of those streets may be able to de- 
termine that; and they will determine in the 
first place, before they undertake to determine 
the character of the structure, what a small 
carriage is. The very intelligent gentlemen 
who have control of the grades of these streets 
may-determine, in the language of the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont and of the honor- 
able Senator from New York, that dog-cats, 
and goat-cats, and all that ‘kind of carriages 
are only meant by:this section. It is in their 
discretion, and having a discretionary power 
they can exercise-it without appeal to any 
court or place of last-resort. But that is all 
the power they possess under this section. It 
is to. determine whether that bridge is of suffi- 
cient width and. of sufficient capacity for the 
passage of small carriages., Then what? 

And the said company shall then adapt the grade 
of said traeks to that which at any time may be de- 
termined upon by the Bo»rd of Public Works, or 
other‘authority having the éontrol of grades of said 
Sixth street, ee ais 

Then comes the qualifying clause, and ‘it is 
a clause which makes this company entirely 
independent of these officers: 7 

Such changes of grade, however, shall not be 
made as will practically interfere with or. destroy 
the use of said depot by the-regular trains of said 
company. roma 

Therefore, while the bill does confer power 
upon these officers to adapt the grades of the 
tracks to the grades of the street, they are 
not to interfere with the reguiar working oper- 
ations of the company, and according to the 
Opinion of whom? The officers of that com- 
pany, and they may determine to construct 
the road so as to prevent any interference of 
the kind at.the time. : f 

Now, Mr. President, a word in response to 
what the honorable Senator from New York 
stated, that we had the power tọ modify or 
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'was contained'a notification to this compan 

that they might at any time expect such a ne - 
Jcation whenever in the judgment of Congress 
it might: be desmed ‘expedient: to exercise it, 
iskiiow“thére as ‘great legal difficulty always 
Anvolved in this power of repeal and modifica- 
tion. It is so in the States. The question of 
‘rights and. of vested rights ‘comes ja. : The 
question: of: compensation: comes in. Can it 
‘be maintained by the honorable Senator from 
New York that if they should construct a 
‘depot: here, ‘arid the people of this: city should 
in-the.fature be dissatisfied . with-it, we could 


:so.change-or modify this law as at once-to dis. 


pense with: that structure. without paying the 
company adequate compensation‘therefor? If 
they should:go to great expense and construct 
‘a depot.that. should give dissatisfaction either 
to Congress or the city authorities, and either 
should determine to changeot modify this law 
sò as.to secure. the removal of that structure 
‘and internupt the business-af this company in 
any material respect, the company would de- 


mand at the hands. of Congress compensation, 


unless you put in a qualifying. clause in regard 
to that matter. There ia the question of vested 
rights. ‘There are many legal complications 
involved in that section of the law. authorizing 
Congress to ċhange or modify it, and there lies 
the difficulty, R: 

When the day: does come, as it inevitably 
will come, if we shall desire at any future 
time to. have‘the use óf these public grounds 
for a park; that this law shall be revoked, 
changed, or modified so as to correct a griev- 
ance- or nuisance, the question of compensa- 
tion will come up, and now we should ‘guard 
this bill against an unnecessary demand, an 

‘unjust demand, an exaggerated demand on 
the Government of the United States- to pay 
for anything connected with it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Senator 
from New Jersey— 

Mr. BOREMAN. Will the Senator give 
way for a motion to adjourn? 

‘Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ithink we have remained 
here long enough to-night. 

' Mr. MORTON and others. Let us finish 
the bill. i - : 

Mr. BOREMAN. If we could come to a 
vote, I should have no objection. I desire to 
vote on this bill, but I do uot feel like remain- 
ing here much longer. 

Several Senarors. Let us vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Iam ready to vote, but 
we cannot have a vote, and I do-not expect 
that we can get a vote to-night. I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Scorr.) 
The Senator from West Virginia moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. l 

Mr. SPENCER. [I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that for one moment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I will do so for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam willing to adjourn 
now, provided an agreement can be made to 
vote on this bill without debate at some hour 
to-morrow, say twelve o'clock. 

Mr. NYE and others. Let us come to a 
vote now. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Alabama make a proposition for 
any special hour? 

Mr, SPENCER. At twelve o’clock to- 
morrow, without debate. ` f 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I object. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Jersey objects. i 

Mr. BOREMAN. ‘Then I move that the 

te adjourn. 
See GONKLING. I should like an oppor- 
tunity to appeal to the Senator to withdraw 
that motion; and I make that appeal in the 
interest of business which awaits this. Cer- 


I want to vote on the 


change this law; and ‘therefore within the law 
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tainly we understand this question. “We can 
vote upon It. © re i Te. dj sosit 

‘Mr. THURMAN: Let‘ us voté at twelve 
‘o’elock to-morrow’ without further debate, 
` Mr, CONKLING, ‘If we cain have an agree- 
tment of that'sort, T shatt'not object ; ‘but to 
have this matter go-over, T submit to my friend 
from “West ‘Virginia, ‘and ‘hear ‘it dil’ redis- 
cusséd for angther day or two, WWaskiig'a good 
deal at this'dtage of the session., °°" 

. Mr. "BOREMAN. : If we' could have'w vote 
‘T'should be willing to remain hete, but we'see 
gentlemen ready ‘to discuss this question. “We 
cannot get a vote to-night. ~~ Dy 

Mr. CONKLING.” T think we can. 
Mr. SHERMAN. ` Task‘ if Sénators ón the 
other side will accede to the proposition of my 


colleague to take the‘ võte at ‘twelve 6’ clock 
to-morrow ? eet ae em 
| Mr. SPENCER. 


Mr. POMEROY and 
-Without debate: =“ i 

Mr. BOREMAN. It 'wWould‘be discourteous 
to make such a proposition while the Senator 
from Missotiri is on the floor © 0 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER: “Does any 
Senator make a proposition? > 0) 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. Tunderstéod iny'colleague 
todo go o o i N a A 

Mr. THURMAN. YT suggested’ taking a 
vote at twelve o’clock to-morrow if no Sena- 
tor wishes to speak. “I do not wish to suggest 
it if any Senator desires'to speak, © °° 0 

Mr. BOREMAN. The Senator from’ Mis- 
souri is now on the floor, and gave way to me 
to make a motion'to adjourn. o ao 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘hea I will not make 
the proposition. ae ae as 
(> Mr SHERMAN. How long does'the Sen- 
stor from Missouri wish tò speak? ` 

Mr. BLAIR. ` fam willing to entet into any 
arrangement that other Sedators may agree to. 
I should have got through ‘with what Thad to 
say by this time if [ bad béen allowed to go on. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘I suggest that we agree 
to vote at one o'clock to-morrow, © +0 > 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator 
from Ohio suggests that the vote be taken on 
this measure at one o'clock ‘to-morrow: > 

Mr. HAMILTON, ‘of Maryland: I object 
to that. I have various amendinents to offer. 

Mr. CONKLING. Theii Jet us finish it to- 
night. af ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland ‘objects. The Senator from 
Missouri is entitled to the floor, ” 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply desire to notice a 
remark ‘of the Senator from New Jersey, who 
in speaking on this subjeét called our attention 
to the beautiful building to be erected npon 
this land, which was to be such an ornament 
to the city, equal to the building of the Smith: 
sonian Institution or the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and a plan of the building is being 
hawked about and shown ‘to Senators on this 
floor. i desire to know what assurance we 
have that sucha building will be erected upon 
that land. I remember very well that when 
the ground on which the Center market stands 
was leased to certain parties the plan of a 
similar building was displayed in the commit- 
tee-rooms, and it is to be seen there now, but 
nothing like that structure has been erected 
upon that ground, nothing to be compared 
with-it, I desire to know what guarantee we 
have that any such structure will be erected 
upon this ground. There is nothing in this 
bill whiċh compels it. “Phere is not'even a 
promise made by those to whom the grant is 
to be made. We have nothing but the display 
of a painting from side to side in this body, 
which is binding upon nobody. We shall have 
no power to’ cumpel ‘the erection of such a 
building. a uke . 

Then the Senator called our attention to 
the magnificent iron bridges that were to be 
thrown across Sixth street, which, when they 
are scrutinized, turn out to be bridges that 
shall carry a small carriage, and if that car- 


riage had a horse to it, and should be upon 


83502 


this iron bridge when a locomotive came under 
it, I think the Senator from New Jergey. woul 


dislike .very much .to: occupy: Ihet aes car-: 


riage. : Nothing, could. be more dangerous 
than. for any, person. jin a. vehiglo drawn by 
horses to iaa aineol on such a bridge 
when a logomotive;was passing under:ite -u 
-To my, mind. thig building might. 98.well be 
built. across. the entire park, and it would be 
better, for it would simply be the.destruetion 
of the park: and might be tha, sepurity of the 
lived OF the peoule who will be expased in the 
other portion, of the park. I should prefer at 
this moment to see a strip.of a hundred. ang 
fifty feet. donated to this egmpagny to strete 
entirely across the park and to prevent any 
person passing over it, than to see the railroad 
pass through, upan the grade of the street, |, 
do not know whether any appeal can be 
made: to this. corporation to relent ip its 
demands, and I do not know that any demand 
can be made by a railroad pon this body. that 
will not be acceded to; but itis well at this 
time to enter a protest against this policy, I 
think this railroad company will be compelled 
to keep i 
gress that sits here that it seams to have over 
this if it expects to maintain that depot and 
that railroad track across the park. I think 
the time-will.come, and that speedily, when 
they will be compelled to pall down their depot 
and pull up their tracks; and I think this con- 
sideration,.if. no other, should: deter the ¢om- 
pany from. persisting in,the demand which it 
makes to destroy. the park which was intended 
to beautify this city, |: ae 

T was very glad to hear one suggestion from 
the Senator: fram Pennsylvania who has this 
bill in charge; that. PARSON being that the 
people-of, this city might be permitted, undis- 
turbed by railroad companies, to have a park 
out upon Rock creek. Before this bill is 
passed J think J shall make an endeavor to 
test the gincerity of the Senator and of that 
side of the Senate by asking this railroad 
company.to pay the yalue. of this grant, and 
applying the. proceeds to the purchase of a 
park for the people of this city, 1f they are not 
tohe allowed to have one where it was laid out 
by the Father of his Country and the founders 
of the gity. I bhink the Senate, cannot well 
refuse to compel this company to pay the value 
of this gronnd, and with that money to enable 
the people of the city to. have a park whore 
the Senator promises us it will not be dis- 
turbed by railroad corporations, 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the substitute pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to have it 
reported. a À , Sog 

he Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out. all after the enacting clause 
of the bill, and to insert the following: 

That the ohief officer of engineers of the Army of 
the United States, tho engineer oilicer in charge 
of the public buildin grounds in the city of 
Washington, and the Quartermaster General of the 
Army are hereby constituted a commission to exam- 
ine the wholesubject of steam railway tracks enter- 
ing the city o; ashington, both as to existing 
roads and- those in course of construction, and 
especially as to connections, the location and con- 
struction of depots, so as to avoid the obstruction of 
streets, avenues, and public squares, as far as possi- 
ble, and report a full and comprehensive plan, em- 
bracing all the aboye pojnts and all matters properly 
connected therewith, to Congress, as soon as may be. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALDWELL, On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Amus.] He would vote ‘yea, and I should 
vote nay.” ' 

Mr. CHANDLER, On this question J am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
Bayarpn,} I- should vote ‘‘yea,’”’ and: he 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” ot 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I am paired witk the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr, Epmuwps.] If, 

.he were here he would vote “yea,” and I 


should vote ‘nay,’ 
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with the Senator from hios H 


: Mi. BAULSBURÝ. On this 


wote ‘“ yaa, and I should vote. nay.’? 

Mr. VICKERS. . On this question J am: 
-paired with the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
:GILBERT.}- Ishoùld vote ‘yeg, and he: would 


he sane power over every future Con-. 


L paired 
+ Toone 
sho 


Mr, .ERELINGHUYSEN.., ..) 
Yr 
He, would, vote -“‘yea,”) aud 4 should vote 


T 


AE TS A 


_ : Mr LEWIS.. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr Sonnsz.] 
If he were here. he would vote tf yaa, and d 
should vote may ire Ee 
-. Mr. RAMSBY: On! this question I am 
pairédl with- the--Senator from Connecticut, 
{ Mz. Farry. ] He would vote “yea,” and I 
‘should vote “nay,?? - É foii 

qusetion I 


am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, 


[Mr. Carpenrer.} If he were-here he would 


vote ‘nay,}! and [should vote ‘t yes.» > 
: My. SPENOER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Sumyen.] If he were here. he would 


vote ‘f nay? > > A 


Mr. WRIGHT. ‘On this question Tam paired 


with the Senator from Minnesota; [Mr. WIN- . 


‘pom.] He would vote ** này,” and I should 
vote ‘í yea.” na D ave 

The result was’ announced—yeas 11, nays 
27; as-followa: ` eon 


YEAS~Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Cooper, Davis of. 


West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Sprague and Stevenson—Il, Je i 
: NA Y8S— Messrs. Alcorn, Buckingham, Cameron, 
Olayton, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Hill, 
llitaheock, Howe, Kelly, Loran, Mortan, Nye, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt; Ransom, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, tockton, Lipton, 
onl BOUIN T- Messrs.Ames, Anthony, Bayard, B 
'--Messrs.Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Colo, 
Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connestiout, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Johnatan, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill 
of Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, dice Siulebury Schurz, 
Spencer, Sumner, Phurman,frumbull,’ ickers, West, 
Windom, and Wright—36. - hats 


So the atnendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I now, offer 
an amendment as a substitute, which I gend 
to the Chair. I will merely state that it is 
the same proposition which pasged the Senate 
two years ago by an almost unanimous vote. 
I think there was not a single vote against it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all of the bill after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert the following in lieu 
thereof: 


That for the purpose of connecting the grounds 
already owned and belonging to the United States in 
the city of Washington for the purpose of the estab- 
lishment of-a public park, the officer in charge of 
public buildings and grounds is hereby authorized to 
exorcise such control as may hestyictly necessary for 
this object over the public reservations herein cnum- 
erated; namely: reservation No. 1, south of the 
President’s House; reservation No. 3, wherein stands 
the Washington monument; reservation No. 2, in- 
eluding the grounds occupied by the Agricultural 
Department and around the Smithsonian: Institu- 
tion; Armory square, upon which ig located the 
armory building; the grounds bounded by Missouri 
and Maine avenues, between Third and Sixth streets, 
and the Botanical Garden and Capitol grounds. An 
he is heneby authorized to offer premiums not-exceed- 
ing in all the sum of $1,000 for the best plan of laying 
out‘and improving said park, to be submitted to the 
decision of a committee of three suitable persons to 
be appointed by the Vice President of the United 
States and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, and the commission may adopt, with the ap- 
proval ofthe President of the United States, any plan 
or combination of parts of plans thus submitted which 
at the least expense shall appear to offer the greatest 
advantages. ` . 


Mr. CAMERON. I bave only to say that 


J trust we shall not adopt that amendment, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely ask 
for a diyision of the Senate upon it. I donot 
ask for the yeas and nays. ; 

The amendment was rejected; there being 
on a division—ayes 11, noes 80. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now] pro- 
pose to offer some amendments that Icon- 
sider important to the bill. . 

Mr. CAMERON. Was not.the other im- 
portant? [Laughter.] : 


May:15, 
-Mx CONKLING, .. You, are. in- earnest 
@bont this one, ų [Laughter]. 22s 
- Mr, MORRILL. of Vermont, The amend- 
ment | just offered, begging tha pardon of the 
Senator from: New York, was a substitute for 
this bill;, hut now, as jt appears that itis the 
purpose. of, the Senate to pass.the bill, I pro- 
poe to have.a vote ou. some amendments: that 
J consider eponnitial fo tha bill, 2.0) fo. 
Mr. CONKLING,. . That. maans. you are in 


earmeptiabont.thia? ee ed sk 
, Mre MORBILL, of Vermont. J: was. in 
‘earnest about the other. fogs ae leah tot 
yr. CONKLING,. 1.de not say you were 


not, This you are in earnest about, -i 
"Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont... On page 2, 
line thirty-five, I move to strikeout the word 
‘Sa. and after the word, ‘bridge’ I move to 
add the Jepver ‘‘g,’’ and in line thirty-six to 
strike out the word ‘‘small,”! before +$ çar- 
Jiages;’’ so. that jt. will read, ‘handsome iron 
bridges of ample width and height tp enable 
carriages to pasa over the paid street freely.and 
without danger oo ol eop n a 
This amendment provides that there shall 
he more, than one bridge, and they shall be of 
a different. character from that. described. in 
this bill. J ask for. the yeas and nayg on this 


| amendment, ie hee 


The yeas and nays were ordered, >o. 
‘The Qhief Clerk proceeded.. togall the. rall. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I suppose Lam paired 
off with the Senator from. Varmont,.[Mr. 
Kiomunns,] This amendment, had: not, been 
introduced at the time of the pair, but Laup- 
pose it is understood to include tbis.: Lshould 
vote “nay, and he would vote, ‘‘yaa”’ if he 
were here, | PEE Cede gat nthe 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I ‘am paired 
with the Senator from, Ohio, [Mu Taunatay. ] 
He would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and :} should: vote 
RAY. ; p dese, da TER 
Mr. SAULSBURY, Qa thiş question- and 
on all questions connected with ithid billy and 
on the final. passage. of the, bill, Jem paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Can- 
PENTER,]. He would vote against. all amend- 
ments and for the bill, ang J would vote in 
favor of a)l amendments and against the bill. 
Mz. SPENCER... On thig.:question: 1 am 
paired with the Senator. from Massachusetts, 
[ Mr. Sumwer,] . [fhe were here:he.would vote 
f yea,” and I should. vote.‘nay.”.0 00s 
Mr. VICKERS... I am paired with the Sèn- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. CHANDLER] on this 


bil. 0 pan be ML ic 

Mr. CHANDLER.. Lam bére: - 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair under- 
stands: that the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
Gutpery | and the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
Bayarp] on opposite. sides are:paired off with 
each other to enable Senators:who bave paired 
with them to vote. > ae 

Mr. CALDWELL, (after. first voting-in the 
negative.) I desire to withdraw my vote. I 
voted inadvertently, I paired. with the, Sena- 
toy. from Mississippi, [Mr.. Amus,} . He would 
vote “yea,” and 1 should vote “nay?” 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. Thé Senators 
vote will be withdrawn, if there be no objec- 


Hon ; 

` Mr, RAMSEY, I suppose I may as well 
repeat again that L am paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry.] He would 
vote yea,” gnd. should. vote “nay,” 

‘The result was announced—yeas 14, naya 
26; as follows: i 

YEAS— Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Sprague, Stevenson, 
and. Viekers—14. . beat i ee 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Chandler, Clays 
ton, Conkling, Ferry of Michigan, Harlan, Hin, 
Hlitehcock. Howe; Kelly, Logan, Morton, Nye Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Sevtt, 
Sherman, Stewart, Stogkton, Lipton, and Wil- 


son—26. y 
ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony; ' Bayard, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan Frelinghuysen, Gilbert 
Hamlin, Jobnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of 


Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Riée, Sanls- 
A E nase, Ea: 
, So the amendment was rejegied, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I-regret that 
the hour is 90 late, fox I fear the Senate may 
think that I am offering these amendments for 
factions purposes: I do not xemember -erer 
to have- offered an amendment for.a factions 
purpose ia my life. : T-believe ‘every amend- 
ment, Loffered ought to be adopted if this bill 
is to pass: I shall new -offer the. following 
amendment. ta come in. on-page 2, line twenty: 
two, and d aball-ask the yeas and nays upon it, 

Mr. MORTON. Take a division wpon it.- 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. +No; as long 
as I can put the Senate on record in relation 
to, these amendments to-night, X am determ- 
» jned-to.doe it, on 0005... 3 

Mr: FRELINGHUYSEN.: Bus: you have 
go on the record yourself... 
Mr.. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


to, ` 
i I want to 
dO ibe o N : ae : 
., Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN. $o.dowe, 
.. Tha:Chief Clerk read the amendment, whieh 
was on page 2, line twenty-two, after the word 
K District, ? to insert: o 0 oo. 
< And in addition, said compa ; 
for the use ef the land nd wiatcnit sanpally 
harain apita; CRE gapa PAZO inio Jha Teade? 
devoted exolasively by said eity.to the support of the 
public schools, f 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, Mr. 
President, would: it not-be disereditable: for 
this poor city.to give up this large and valua- 
ble: tract of land to a railroad corporation 
without any compensation? J think the city 
is so poor that it oughtto receive some annual 
rent, and: I propose that the company shall 
pay a very moderate rent for the land, only 
$20,000 a year, and that that sum shall be 
appropriated to the common schools of: the 
District, 

Mr. CONKLING, Mr. President-—~ 

Mr, CAMERON, Let me ‘say: a word in 


reply, 

Mr, CONKLING, J- want to say a word 
myself, but I will yield. 

Mr. CAMERON, T’shall take but a moment 
in reply to the Senator from Vermont. If he 
will read the bill he will see that the corporate 
authorities of the city are to tax this property 
as other property'is taxed, and the amount of 
that tax, whatever it may bey is to be devoted 
‘to the public schools. À ; 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, But it does 
not provide that they shall pay fifty cents a 
foot for the land, or $2 50, or three dollars, 
as other parties would haye to pay for it, and 
then pay taxes-in addition.. I propose that 
they shall pay some rental on the value of the 
land, and then pay the taxes as other people 
pay them. Why shonld we give this great 
favor to a. great corporation and not to indi- 
viduals? fae Pe 

Mr. TIPTON.. Why, Mr. President, while 
it is admitted that this company do not pur- 
chase the ground and pay for it by the foot or 
by the aore, they are to pay taxes upon it while 
it is not yet their: property.. They are to be 
the occupants of it for the time being at the 
pleasure of Congress and pay taxes upon itas 
if they did own the title. A 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. But that is 
not arent, I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. — - 

The yeas and nays were ordered, at 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Ii seems to me it 1s 
very reasonable that the company should pay a 
rent for this property. It is property that be- 
longs to the Government. It is given to them 
for use. They are to put a building. upon it 
as I understand, and are to pay the, regular 
taxes upon that building ; but in addition to 
that it does appear to me that it is right and 
reasonable for this company to pay something 
in the way of rent to the Government. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr,.. RANSOM, . The. Senator_from Mis- | 
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| Until the Senator from Vermont announced 


souri [Mr Buare].and I have paixed ae thi 
js A : è P ABIB: 
amendthent: He would yote < yea’? anc 
should voie s way ce gai Fem. aad, I 
t FLANAGAN, Į am paired with the 
Senator from. Vermont, {Mr Towanps,] if 
he were bere. he wauld vata “yea,” gud I 
ears Oar a ar a a 
Mr.. FRBLINGHUYSEN.. I am paired 
with the Sengtar. from. Qhio, [Mr Taur paired 
as I stated. before. for WEL ee 1 make abi 
Mre SPBNGER.. Qn; this. question I am 
paired withthe Senator from, Maasachusatte 
LAr... BUNNER. } Lf iha wero ‘here be: would 
yote ‘yan,’ andl -sbould vote nay.” .: 
Mr. CALDWELL. Jam paived.as Lindi: 
patea pore u ENE E ey 
The call. of the voll having been concluded, 
Mr, SPENCER. In order.to make a.quo- 
tum Iwill vote ag. the Senator from Massa 
chusetis. would have yoted if. he bad been 
present. ,Lvote.“ yea,’ ; sane a ie] 
Mr. RANSOM. Iam paired with the Sen: 
ator from Miasouxi, [ Mx. Bua. ]:: Ef he were 
here he would vote for this amendment, and I 
should vote againat its but I will vote $£ yea” 
to make a quornm... ‘A a 
The result. was annonnaed—yeas 16, nays 
24; as follows: í 
YEAS—Messrs: Boreman, Buckingham, ; 
Davis eae Virginia, Geldchwaite Reiner of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, fi orrill o 
Vermont, Norwood, ‘Ransom, Sawyer, Spencer, 
Braye, Stevenson, and yee istin 
mm IVL essrs.. corn, 3, > gi 
ton, Conkling, Ferr; F Michien, handler SA 
Hitchcock, Howe, Logati Morton,” Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool. Pratt,. Bobertson, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, and Wilson—24, 
ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, hayard, Blair, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Oor- 
bett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunda, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Trelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamlin, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Mor: 
yillof Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Bros, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, West, Wia- 
dom, and Wright—34, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CAMERON. . I have risen only for the 


| purpose of saying to the friends of this bill 


that I trust they will make no more pairs to- 
night. If the enemies of the bill want to go 
off, let them do so; but I trust none of. the 
friends of the bill will pair from this time out 
until the bill is disposdd of: 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont: I now offer 
on page 4; line eighty-one, the following 
amendment: : 

f Without any claim or'paymeñt of damages there- 
Or. 

So. as to read: 

And provided further, That the United States, by 
act of Congress, shall have the right to repeal or 
modify the provisions of this act without any claim 
or payment of damages therefor. 

I desire to say that while there is in the bill 
a provision that Congress may alter, amend, 
or modify this law, yet we are witnesses that 
there are, Senators here who believe that we 
are. compelled to. pay for any damages that 
may. result from any such modifigation or 
change. Under such cirgumstances, while I 
have na belief whatever that the Government 
of the United States would be compelled to 
pay any damages for making any such alter- 
ation, yet as other Senators do entertain the 
opinion that we should be liable to. pay any 
damages that might result from sucha change, 
I propose this modification of. the law; for 
the more especial reason that I-have no idea 
that ten or twenty years will pass over without 
our making a change and alteration of the 


law. f 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave notsaid one word 
about this bill, and have taken little interest 
in it. Itis a bill that every Senator under- 
stands readily. It is plain on the very face 
of it, and every man can vote pro or con. 


his purpose to weary us here at midnight by 
innumerable amendments to put us on the rec- 
ord, I had no feeling about it. Bat now I 


will vote to adjourn when a-motion to adjourn 
is made. Iam no more anxious to get.away | 
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from Washingtou than is ony other Senator, 
I can stay here as, well as anybody. elas. If 
there ig.anybady either in the minority or the 
majority who: depizes to procrastinate businegs 
and keep this matter of comparative insignifie 
conge here another day, I am perfectly willing 
to join him, but it will only protract the ges- 


sion aud delay other business... . i. 
„Mr. SWARE ; $ ish fo make & sugges: 
tion to,the Senator, There is no necessity of 


adjourning. : I dp not: think with auch, a pur 
pose as hag been anpounged they can even 
get the. yeas and pays on these motions. Let us 
not grent them, = 6. Pan 
htt, SHERMAN, The Senator from Ver 
mont .ig: responsible for pnblic. business with 
the rest of ug, ..He is one of the majority of 
this body, and he is responsible for the gig- 
charge of the public business as much as an, 
of the rost.of ps. “If we must take it free ata 
easy, if, wa have nọ better buainess than this, 
to. waste time in votin on amendments to a 
bill. that the plain indication. of the Senate 
shows a very large majority, two thirds, arein 
fayor of, what ia the use of. qur waiting here? 
Why not adjourn,.go home and come back 
fresh, take pp this bill to-morrow, spend 
another day, adjoarn iy five o’glock, and take 
it up the nextday,and so on? I take it when 
se majority hes set itself down, asit bys deliber- 
ately to-night, to pass thig bill, it is not likely 
ta.be deterred by a minority; who simply offer 
amendments.and call for votes to put us upon 


record, A 
Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont, Mr, Presi- 
dent, I take it the Senator from Ohio did nat 
intend. to impute. any factious purpose to me. 
I said. I had a series of amendments that. I 
proposed to. offer-+-— Se 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator said be 
intended to do.it to put us upon the record, as 
if we were afraid of the record, >o 
Mr, MORRILL, of Vermont, I desire to 
put the Senate on the record, bacsugo X deem 
the amendmenta important, Imay be entirel 
iu error in my judgment; J probably an, #8 
differ from very many distinguished members 


of this body; but I think the amendments of 


importance, and I desire a vote upon them. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Maryland. I beg to 
make a suggestion in reply to the, honorable 
Senator from Ohio. I agree with him. that 
this. bill should take its regular course. It 
wasan extraordinary piece of business that a 
private bill in the few remaining days of this 
session should be made a special order. 

Mr, SHERMAN.. Jt was made by unani- 
mous consent, the Senator being present, 

Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland, No, sir; 
J was not, ; l 

Mr. SHERMAN. | The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania in a full Senate rose one day after 
several struggles and after he had been put 
off. several times—and a Senator of his position 
and long, standing we usually. yield to—but 
after repeated efforls, he got up here and ina 
full Senate appealed to the Senate to giye him 
a day. He allowed anybody to fix a day, and 
J think the Senator from Maryland consented. 

Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland, I was not 
present, : 

„Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, some one 
opposed to the bill, perhaps my colleague, 
fixed the day, said Wednesday, and we all 
agreed that by unanimous consent, whatever 
business might be pending on this day, we 
would accommodate the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, That was the understanding, It 
was taken up in pursuance of that understand- 
ing, everybody participating. 

Me HAMILTON, of Maryland. Allow me to 
gay in response to what the honorable Senator 
from Ohio says, that I was not present upon 
that occasion, and had I been, t would have 
objected to it beyond all question. Senators 
have their, rights ọn this floor. I desire to 
be courteous to every Senator here, and L was 
mortified, or at all events I regretted hear- 
ing the honorable Senator from Nevada say 
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they would remain here and prevent the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, the able, accomplished 
Senator from Vermont, having the yeas and 
nays on this question,’ Some Senators may 
think thisis'a trivial question ; others think it 
dis important. « Itis one of: those kind of 
things that-do affect individuals at times even 
more than the general interest. [I have some 
amendments to offer. I do not want to make 
a factious opposition to this bill. [think as 
long as T have been in the Senate I have never 
evinced’ a ‘disposition to be’ factious or dis: 
courteous to anybody. T- have taken up as 
little time as any gentleman in the Sénate in 
the‘ discussion of questions: ‘I have not de- 
layed: the public business ‘at all.’ But upon 
this question my mind is set and fixed, and all 
I want is a fair consideration ‘of the measure, 
and that it take the ordinary channels of busi: 
ness. Weshould have adjourned atisix o'clock, 
and then to-morrow morning go on with the 
regular order of business, the majority con- 
trolling as to the order of business and saying 
what shall be considered. 

Mr.. NYE. I rise to a question of order. 
What is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | It is to amend 
the eighty-first line, to add that it shall be 
done without expense to the United States. 

Mr. NYE. I did not know that my friend 
from Maryland knew what the question was. 


He was not speaking of it at all. I could not 
find out’ what the question was from his 
remarks. 
Mr, HAMILTON, of Maryland. I under- 
stand the question; but this discussion grew 
out of other matters connected with the fact 
that honorable Senators on this floor were not 
to be allowed the yeas and nays at this period 
of the night: I know what I am talking about; 
and, sir, I say that this bill ought to take the 
ordinary course of allother bills, and I say that 
we can get through with the public business 
without any difficulty by the 29th of this month, 
and if I had been here I would have voted to 
adjourn upon that day if my vote had been 
required. 

Mr. CONKLING. May Tf ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the ordinary 
course of such a bill as this? And before 
the Senator answers me, let me state to him 
what I understand to be the nature of this 
bill. Here is a bill coming from the House 
of Representatives. ‘The objection to amend- 
ing it is that it would go back to the House. 
It relates to a subject which has been before 
one or the other of the two Houses of Congress - 
for at least two years, and the nature of it is 
such that whatever is to be done ought to be 
done presently. It is very simple in its char- 
acter, as the Senator from Ohio says. Now, 
I inquire of the Senator from Maryland what 
in the case-of such a bill which the Senate 
understanding has indicated by repeated votes 
that a large majority of the body favors, ex- 
cept that after it is understood, on the day set 
for it by consent, we should go on and vote in 
place of discussirg ad libttum—I do not mean 
factiously? The Senator made a very eloquent 
speech, which I listened to with great pleas- 
ure; and a part of it—I refer to that part of 
it which was sportive in its character—with a 
great deal of amusement. But we understand 
this question, and now I appeal to my friend 
whether the ordinary and regular mode under 
the circumstances, even at an earlier stage of 
the session, would not be to do that which at 
this late stage of the session we owe it to our- 
selves and the rest of the business to do, 
namely, to make a final disposition of the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. We can 
make a final disposition of this bill ; but it has 
been ordered that there is.to be no amend- 
ment to it. Iam sure honorable Senators feel 
that this bill ought to be amended in some 


respects. There are two thirds of the House 
of Representatives for it; it can be returned | 


there and the amendments promptly acted on; 
but we are to take this bill as it is. We de- 
sire to have proper amendments put on the 
bill, or at all events offered for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. We know the disposition 
of the Senate ; if you have a majority you can 
carry the proposition to-morrow and not keep 
ùs here at eleven o’clock at night upon a local 
bill, a private bill... Why stay here ? Fs it 
not unusual, I ask the honorable Senator ? 

Mr. STEWART. I ask, have we not aright 
to vote as we please:on the amendments? - 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the Senate 
has by a number of votes given unmistakable 
evidence of its purpose in regard to this bill: 
Senators are just as conscientious about voting 
upon one side ag they are upon the other; but 
the vote has stood nearly two to one.: Now, I 
ask my honorable friend from Maryland if he 
expects by staving this bill off until to-morrow 
to make any change in the vote? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No. 

Mr. MORTON. What does he hope to 
accomplish’ by it, or if he keeps us here until 
two or three o’clock in the morning does he 
hope to accomplish anything by'it? It may be 
a melancholy satisfaction to the Senator. I 
hope it will not be; but he cannot expect to 
change the result by this course. 

Now, Mr. President, we have many ques- 
tions of great public importance yet to be 
decided, one of vast importance th..c may come 
before the. Senate to-morrow or next day, or 
the next day, and how long it will take we 
do not know. There was a bill taken up yes- 
terday of great importance. We have much 
yet to do with the prospect that we shall not 
be here long. - 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the 
Senator from Indiana give way to me fora 
single moment? I want to say that I was not 
opposed to an.accommodation a long time ago 
that the vote should be taken to-morrow without 
further debate. I suggest now that it is time 
we ought to adjourn in order that we: may be 
fit for duty to-morrow, and agree that we will 
take the vote to-morrow at twelve: o'clock, 
without any further debate. I have something 
like three other amendments that I think arc 
important. I shall be quite content to vote 
to-morrow without further debate. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Some of 
these amendments may require some little 
explanation. 

Mr. CONKLING and Mr. MORTON. Let 
us go on to-night. . 

Mr. STEWART. Go on; there cannot be 
any agreement. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. IJ hope the 
Senator from Maryland will agree to this. 
lf he wants two or three minutes to explain 
anything that is complicated, I have no doubt 
the Senate will give it to him; but let us have 
a general understanding that there shall be no 
further debate after twelve o’clock to-morrow, 
but that any amendments may be offered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest 
that to-morrow, at twelve o'clock, we com- 
mence voting, five minutes to be allowed in 
explanation of any amendment. [‘‘ No!” 
ae No 2? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, and the question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Let the amendment 
be reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


I ask for 


The amendment 


will be read. 


The Cuter CLERK. In line eighty-one, after 
the word ‘‘act,’’? it is proposed to insert 
“ without any claim or payment of damages 
therefor.” ; 

Mr. SPRAGUE. IT have tested the sense 
of Senators about me to some extent, and, 


| Corbett, ‘Davis: of 


with. their concurrence, I think it worth while 
tostibmit the question ofadjournment. Ithere- 
fore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. CAMERON. The Senator will allow 
mea moment. bust : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. s 
Mr. SPRAGUE. I withdraw the motion 
for the accommodation of the Senator. 
` Mr. CAMERON. As I understand the sug- 
gestion of:the Senator from West Virginia, it 


is that to-morrow at twelve o'clock we begin’ 


to vote on this subject, and that the mover 
of an amendment be allowed five minutes to 
explain it. ; 

r. CONKLING., I object to it if no other 
Senator does: : : 

Mr. STEVENSON, It is very evident that 
we are not going to get a vote until one or two 
o'clock, and it is certainly self-evident that if 
we stay here until one or two o'clock we shall 
be unfit-for business to-morrow.: I do not 
think, therefore, it will be any economy to 
continue ‘to sit here.: We have had notice 
that several amendments are to be moved; 
there are several yet to be offered; it is now 
half past eleven o'clock, and I see no prospect 
of getting through before one. I. therefore 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. ` 

Mr. ALCORN. I agreed to pair with the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Gotptawarre, 
who would vote ‘f yea™ if here, and I shoul 
vote ‘f nay.’? l l 

Mr. CALDWELL, I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Ames.] He 
would vote ‘‘yea,’’ ‘and I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. FLANAGAN. | I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont, (Mr. Epmunps.] If 
here he woutd vote ‘‘yea,’’ and I should vote 
‘pay. 
ne. FRELINGHUYSEN, 
with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tuurmay, ] 
who would vote ‘* yea,” and I “ nay.” 

Mr. RAMSOM. Jam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Buair.] He would 
vote ‘‘ yea,” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
` Mr. SPENCER. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [ Mi. SUMNER. ] Ifhe 
were here. he would vote ‘‘ yea,” and I “nay.” 

Mr. LEWIS. I was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, (Mr. Scuurz,] who if here 
would vote ‘‘yea,’? and I‘'*nay.’? If it be 
necessary, I will vote on the same side he 
would vote for, if present, in order to make a 
quorum. > 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Sprague, and Stevenson~12. 

NAYS — Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Nye, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Sco tt, Shermin, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, and Wil- 
son—26, : 

ABSENT—Messrs, Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, Cole, 
k entucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 


! bert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, jobnston, Kellogg, Mor- 


rill of Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, 
Trumbull, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—26. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, I 
will renew the motion of the Senator from 
West Virginia, which was to the effect that 
we should take the vote to-morrow at twelve 
o’ clock. 

Mr. NYE. Why not take it to-night? 

Mr. CAMERON. Just listen ‘to me a mo- 
raent.: Let the mover of any amendment be 
allowed five minutes. to explain it, I do that 


I am paired** 
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because T think our quorum will dwindle down 

and melt away directly. If the gentlemen 

who are in opposition to this bill can waste the 

time of the Sepate, those who are in favor of 

itean do so. I think by to-morrow they will 

: come in here in good humor and waste no 
time. I never have seen in my experience 
here that we gained anything by trying to force 
the Senate to do anything. 

` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 

from Pennsylvania suggests five minutes to 

‘the person offering an amendment, but no 
reply. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. CAMERON. No reply. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to that proposition? 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to remind the Sen- 
ate that to-morrow has been assigned for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian A fairs, and I hope noarrange- 
ment will be made at this late hour in the 
evening which will interfere with that under- 
standing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I agree to 
the proposition the Senator froin Pennsylvania 
has made. A few Senators can withdraw from 
this Chamber and you will not have a quorum, 
so that you gentlemen of the majority have not 
got it all your own way. 

Mr. MORTON. There are several objec- 
tions, I believe, made to this proposition. To- 
morrow has been set apart for the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Am I correct? 

Mr. HARLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POMEROY. And the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MORTON. — And they will claim to- 
morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Andthe evening 
is assigned for the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. MORTON. Some of us think it is 
something of a hardship that the Senate should 
be kept here to-night to vote on amendments 
under circumstances that show that nothing 
can be accomplished by it. Senators have the 
right; we understand that; but that does not 

. alter the case. 

Mr. CALDWELL. After having stayed here 
till midnight, a majority of the Senate being 
in‘favor of passing this bill, I think we. had 
better pass it if it takes all night. I propose 
staying. * 

Mr. CAMERON. I am no captain, Iam 
only a private. My associates think it is better 
to go on to-night, and I follow them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have no 
desire to embarrass the Senate. I propose 
that we commence voting to-morrow at a 
quarter past eleven o'clock, so as not to inter- 
fere with the Committee on Indian Affairs, as 
we can get through before twelve o'clock. 

Mr. CAMERON. Let us go on. 

Mr. HILL. I am obliged to state to the 
Senate that it is impossible for me to remain 
here any longer. I am doing great injustice 
to my family by staying here till this late hour. 
T cannot stay longer. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think there can be an 
understanding to take the vote at a quarter 
past eleven without debate. There is no use 
of talking about an understanding to-morrow 
if there is to be debate. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas asks that the Senate vote at a 
quarter past eleven to-morrow without any 
debate except on new amendments. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said without any 
debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia has insisted on five-minutes 
speaking. , 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, Ihave 
offered no opposition either by speech or 
amendment to this bill; I have indicated my 
views by my votes. I have an amendment 
which 1 think important to the persons and 
property to be affected. I shall feel it my 
duty to offer an amendment, and I would liketo 
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have at least a few minutes to state what it is 
at the proper time. The amendment which I 
propose is to strike out of this bill the manner 
in which it is proposed to determine the com- 
pensation or damages which shall be given to 
property-holders. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
can move that amendment now, as there is no 
amendment pending. He is now on the floor, 
entitled to the floor, and can move the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Well, sir, I move to 
strike out all after the word ‘ Columbia,” in 
the fifty-sixth line, to the word ‘‘and,”’ at the 
commencement of the proviso in line fifty- 
nine; and I will state the reason I offer this 
amendment. 

The provision of this bill is that persons 
owning property on Sixth street, to be occu- 
pied by the line of this railroad, are to have 
damages paid for the depreciation of their 
property. Weall knowthat in many instances 
paying the damages to the amount of the de- 
preciation of the value of the property would 
not compensate the owners of property for 
the road running down that street. F have 
seen an instance of this kind in my own State, 
where a railroad was by the commissioners of 
a town in that State permitted to lay its track 
down acertain street. The damages which 
the property-owners on that street acquired 
were according to the rule here attempted to 
be described, and yet gentlemen engaged in 
business, having their business there, having 
built their property and business houses, and 
occupying them as business houses, their busi- 
ness was entirely broken up, and they were not 
able to recover one cent of damage out of the 
railroad company except what was considered 
to be the depreciation in the value of their 
property. Many of those gentlemen were 
damaged seriously, perhaps more than the real 
value of their property, and yet they were 
deprived of any means of obtaining compen- 
sation from the company. Now you have put 
into this bill the measure of the damages 
which those owning property on that street 
shall obtain. It is this: 

Tt being understood that tho question of damages 
herein referred to shall be confined to the question 
of appreciation and depreciation of tho value of the 
property situated along said street. 

Then you have laid down Sixth street your 
railroad; you break up the business of any 
man and every man on that street; you may 
deprive him of the means of supporting his 
family by laying that track there, and he is to 
have no compensation whatever for the dam- 
age he sustains in that respect. You limit his 
damages to the mere depreciation of his real 
estate from it. I say that is not a fair measure 
of damages. I say if you are going to pass 
this bill—I have no doubt you are—you ought 
to give just compensation to every man to the 
full extent of the damage which he receives 
thereby. Thatis a fair rule, and that ought to 
be adopted. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. By what rule would you 
measure damages other than the depreciation 
of property ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There are various 
ways. Let the parties take out a commission 
to ascertain the damages. 

Mx. LOGAN. How could you ascertain? 
You do not know whether a man’s business is 
to be broken up or not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Everybody knows that 
if you put a railroad track down a street 
business must leave that street. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not the point. I 
only speak of it asa legal proposition. I do 
not understand that there can be any measure 
of damages except the injury done. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. You limit it here to 
injury to the property. Why not let it include 
injury to the business of the party? That is 


f 


nota new question, That 
ages frequently comes up in the courts: 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Delaware undoubtedly means this i for 
instance, this railroad would not damage the 
National Hotel, and yet if this railroad should 
have a depot there the National Hofil would 
not be worth half price, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Of course not: or if a 
man had a business house, and you laid down 
a track so that his customers could not in 
safety come to his business house, would not 
the man be damaged over and above the mere 
depreciation in tho value of his property; 
would not his business be broken up? Are 
you going to lay this track down Sixth street, . 
drive the business from that street, injure the 
men who are engaged in business on that 
street, and give them no compensation for the 
loss they have sustained over and above the 
mere depreciation of their property in its value ? 
That is not the measure of damages which it 
seems to me is proper in cases of this kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. On that principle you ought 
to pay to the owner of a grocery the value of 
the liquor he would have sold if he had. not 
been broken up. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Gentlemen may sport 
with the rights of parties. I think this bill is a 
sporting bill entirely—sporting with the rights 
of the people of this country in reference to 
the public park in this city. It is a sporting 
bill from beginning to end. I think it is ime 
the country waked up to the fact that when- 
ever a corporaon comes and demands a con- 
cession from the national Legislature as well 
as from State Legislatures its voice is potent 
and potential, Why, sir, you have given 
away of the public domain almost an empire; 
to the Union Pacifc railroad eleven million 
acres of the públic domain; to the Northern 
Pacific railroad you have given fifty million 
acres of the public domain. 

Now you come here, right in the capital of 
the nation, und propose to give away property 
the value of which L do not undertake to know, 
but which I have seen estimated at from three 
hundred thousand to halfa million dollars, to 
a rich corporation, Aud when I, in behalf of 
those men who have property on Sixth street 
which it is proposed to dedicate to this rail- 
road, ask that if they are damaged their dam- 
ages shall be ascertained, and that they shall 
be paid by this company which takes posses- 
sion of that strecton which their property is 
situated and on which their business may be 
conducted, the effort is resisted. I do not 
make any factions opposition to this bill be- 
cause | know the decree hag gone forth that 
this railroad company shall have whatever they 
want in this bill, But then I say we ought 
to limit their rights; we ought not to suffer 
them to take men’s property, or ut least dam- 
age men’s property, without giving fair com- 
pensation for it. ‘bat is a fair proposition. 

1f I had property on Sixth street, and if I 
was engaged in business there, I should notbe 
compensated by the mere making up to me of 
the depreciation of the property. The rail- 
road going upon that street might break up the 
business in which J was engaged, by prevent- 
ing my customers from coming to my store or 
business house. I certainly ought to have a 
claim somewhere. Now, while you are liberal 
with this company you ought at least to make 
the company be justto men who are injured by 
it. Therefore, | have moved this smendmeut. 

Mr. LOGAN. {$ will make a suggestion 
that I think will save a great deal of trouble. 
The Scnator’s damages are indirect and conse- 
quential. Would it not be well te refer the 
amendment to the Geneva conference? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Perhaps some gentle- 
man who may have had more to do with tbe 
Geneva conlerence Rae I have had might 

stion better. - 
anamer aT ae Mr. President, 1 now sug- 
gest to the Senator from Vermont to renew bis 
proposition that we vole to-morrow at @ quar- 


questioi of dam- 
t 


3506 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 16, 


eee SEE 


ter past eleven o'clock without any farther 
debate upon the amendments to the bill, so as 
to get through by twelve o’clock for other 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts renews the suggestion of 
the Senator from Vermont, that the Senate 
commence voting at a quarter past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow upon the pending amend- 
ments without further debate, and finally upon 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, sir; 
I object. I object for this reason: the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia made a fair proposi- 
tion, which was to allow each member present- 
ing an amendment, and nobody else, to make 
an explanation not exceeding five minutes. 
That was the proposition made to the Senate, 
and that proposition if accepted would be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think if it is confined 
simply to the one who moves an amendment 
it is fair enough, 

Mr. MORTON. Could there not be an 
arrangement to vote on amendments by parcels 
or batches? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not by parlia- 
mentary law, but by unanimous consent it 
might be done. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
explanation is fair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas renews tlhe proposition to vote ata 
quarter past eleven o'clock to-morrow morning, 
allowing the Senator offering*an amendment 
to speak five’ minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. Itis therefore ordered 
that ata quarter past eleven o'clock to-morrow 
the Senate proceed to vote on the pending 
amendment, and all amendments that may 
be offered, each Senator offering any amend- 
ment to speak five minutes, but no other 
Senator to speak on the amendments or on 
the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. Before the motion is “put 
I want to know whether anything can interfere 
with the consideration and passage of this bill 
to-morrow ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Nothing. By 
unanimous consent it will be called up at quar- 
_ ter past eleven o'clock to-morrow in preference 
to all other business. ‘The Senator from Kan- 
sas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and at eleven 
o'clock and fifty minutes p. m. the Senate 
adjourned. 


I think a five-minutes’ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 16, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 
D. D 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when : 

Mr. DAWES asked unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. . 
PENINSULA AT ERIE, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Last night, in my absence, 


a bill from the Senate giving to the United 
States the peninsula at Erie, Pennsyivania, 


was passed, with an amendment moved at the- 


instance of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hormax} which will delay for a great while 
the fival passage of the bill. When I came in 
and explained the matter to the gentleman 
from Indiana he said he would move a reconsid- 
eration this morning. I notice, however, by the 
reading of the Journal, that the motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. I ask unani- 
mous consent that that amendment may be 
stricken from the bill, The amendment is to 
the effect that ‘said grant shall not impose 


any obligation on the United States beyond its 
acceptance.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. This is not a land-grant 
bill, but directly the reverse, giving land to the 
United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not aware of any 

objection made last evening to that amend- 
ment. 
Mr. SCOFIELD. Istated before the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] came in 
that he informed me last night that he would 
move this morning to reconsider the vote pass- 
ing the bill, in order to reach the amendment. 
But the Journal states that the motion to re- 
consider was made and laid on the table. I 
wish to state in the presence of the gentleman 
from Indiana the reasons why I wish that 
amendment stricken from the bill. I learn 
from one of our Senators this morning that it 
is probable, if the bill is returned to the Sen- 
ate with the amendment, he will not be able 
for two or three weeks to get the bill up so as 
to act onthe amendment. ‘The late mayor of 
Brie is here and is anxious that the bill be 
passed now. “ 

So far as regards the question of the United 
States expending money upon this peninsula, 
they will expeud money upon it; they always 
have done so. They have a light-house upon 
it, and a dwelling-house in which the light- 
house keeper lives. They have a pier upon 
it, and they have always taken care of it and 
always must. ‘The popular opinion in Erie 
always was that this peninsula belonged to the 
Unitéd States; and it was only when it turned 
out to be in the hands of some private parties, 
who got a billthrough the Pennsylvania Legis- 
lature, that the public beeame extremely anx- 
ious to have it put in the possession of the 
United States, where they’always supposed 


it was. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to say that 
last night 1 said to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. SCOFIELD] that if upon an ex- 
amination of the subject this morning there 
should be found to be any impropriety in the 
amendment, | myself would move a regonsid- 
eration. Iam not yet satistied that there is 
no necessity for the amendment; but I will 
examine it during the day, and, if necessary, 
the matter can be called up by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I bope the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] will consent to 
have his amendment withdrawn. I under- 
stand the subject perfectly well, and I assure 
hin 

A 


a 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


ject. 

: Mr. RANDALL. Very well; if the gentle- 
man from Indiana will not consent to what is 
reasonable, after full explanation given to 
him, let it go to the Senate and be d:sagreed 
to there, and sent to a committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The conduct of these gen- 
tlemen, with all due deference to them, seems 
to indicate exceeding anxiety to get rid of the 
amendment. I stated to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorrenp] last night that 
if upon examination there was found to be no 
necessity for this amendment, I would myself 
move a reconsideration of it, 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
a motion to reconsider will be entered, to be 
called up hereafter if desirable. 

No objection was made. 

GENEVA ARBITRATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the 
United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Houseof Representatives > 
I transmit herewith, for the information of the 


House of Representative -, the correspondence which 
has recently taken place respecting the differences 


I will not discuss the sub- 


of opinion which have arisen between this Govern- 
ment and that of Great Britain with regard to the 
| powers of the tribunal of arbitration created under 


the treaty signed at Washington, May 8, 1871, and 
which has led to certain negotiations, still pending 
between the two Governments. 

U. 5. GRANT. 


WASHINGTON, May 15, 1872, . 

R. TOPP AND W. D, VANCE. 

On motion of Mr. COBURN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2379) for the relief of 
Robertson Topp and William L. Vance; and 
the same was referred to the Committee of, 
Claims. : 

BUTLER, MILLER AND COMPANY. 

On motion of Mr. COBURN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the farther consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2639) for the relief of 
Butler, Miller & Co., and Hawkes, Miller & 
Co.; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

RELIEF OF CONNECTICUT, ETC. 


Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee of Claims 
a bill (H. R, No. 2709) for the relief of the 
State of Connecticut, and other States; which 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

PROPOSED EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. POLAND. I ask unanimons consent 
that Thursday evening of next week may be 
set aside for business of the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. PERCE, I will not object, if Triday 
evening of next week be assigned for business 
of the Committee on Mducation and Labor. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi objects, 

Mr. POLAND. 
gentleman to object, 

Mr. PERCE. J said I would not object if 
a similar order could be made for Friday even- 
ing for the business of our commiuee, 

‘The SPEAKER, Thatis an objeciion, of 
course. 

Mr. PERCE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. FT objecte 1 do 
not think it safe, in view of the possible exiger- 
cies of our business, to appropriate in the way 
proposed the evening named. 
` ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bilis, reported that ihe committee 
had examined and found truly evrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2055) for the relief of 
H. C. Christopher, C. A. Uber, Edward Stiles, 
and W. H. Lamdin. 

FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a request 
of the Committee on Miltary Affairs, in rela- 
tion to the Fort Ripley military reservation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs.. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Pharr for three days ; to Mr. 
st. Joux until next Wednesday; and to Mr. 
Prinbue for ten days. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to resume the con- 
sideration of the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr, SCOFIELD in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on 
imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Saltpeter refined or partially refined, three cents 
per pound. 


I do not understand the 
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tion with the preservation of meats. There is 
the same reason for placing this article on the 
free list as for putting salt there. Yet here is 
& proposition to maintain upon saltpeter a 
duty of three cents per pound, which is from 
one third to one half the entire cost of the. 
article abroad. l 

1 can therefore see no good reason why this 
should not be placed upon the free list. The 
protection of the Government in time of peace 
or in time of war, for all useful purposes, for 
curing beef, every reason in regard to its use 
is if favor of putting it upon the free list. I 
have made the motion, therefore, to strike it 
out, that it may be placed upon the free list. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
little surprised this motion should come from 
my colleague. the motion to strike out an 
article which the committee as far as I know 
have been unanimous in keeping at its present 
duty, and which, as I Gated: is necessary | 
unless he wish to be in the power of England 
or some other foreign country for supply of 
saltpeter during war. As it is well known, 
there was no manufacture of saltpeter in this 
country until 1862. At the time of the Trent 
affair in 1862, apprehending there would be 
trouble between this country and England, 
the Government of Great Britain prohibited 
any expurtalion of saltpeter, and prevented | 
any being shipped of that which had already 
been ordered for us. The large orders ready 
for this country were stopped. We were 
really in danger for some months during the 
year 1862 of being cut off entirely from salt- 
peter for our powder. The Government pub- 
lished proposals inviting our people to enter 
into the manufacture of saltpeter here at home. 
Manufactures of it werestarted. During the 
war the moderate duties were imposed on it 
which have continued until now. 

The motion to strike out is in the interest of 
two or three large powder concerns who im- 
port salipeter, and against the interest of the 
smaller powder manufacturers of the country, 
and against the interest of other consumers, 
There is one powder company in Connecticut, 
and it has risen up without any tariff legisla- 
tion against it, -but under the protection of 
eight cents a pound the last forty years. I 
refer to the Hazard Powder Company, and 
they with orie or two other large powder com- | 
panies can control the market if the duty on 
saltpeter ig removed. They could buy all 
the saltpeter-and dictate the terms to every- 
body else, precisely as is the case in New 
York now with the copper ring. That game 
was played more than once before the late 
war. 

Manufactures of saltpeter have sprung up 
here since 1862, and since then saltpeter has 
been cheaper than when none was produced 


here. It is a necessity of the country at all 
times, and an article of prime necessity in war. li 


It is an article we are obliged to have, and it is 
an article we can produce, and are producing 
in many of the States. We know the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are not for increas: 
Ing taxation, and they have unanimously 
agreed to this duty. They have so far as I 
know unanimously agreed to retain this duty. 
It is for our interéstas a nation to do it, and I 
earnestly hope the committee will refuse to 
strike out this paragraph. 
(Here the hammer fel.) 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think this 
motion should prevail, lam in favor of putting 
the article of saltpeter upon the free list. 1 
know no reason in the world why it should be 
retained at the present high rate of duty. 

It appears the gentleman from Connecticut 
who last spoke fears a scarcity of the article 
in this country. Itseems to me that is utterly 
visionary, without foundation in the past ex- 
perience of the country. He is mistaken in 
some of his facts, I think this country is now 
diversified enough in interests in this direction 
as well as every other, and able to compete 
on equal terms with the whole world. Great 
Britain has no duty on this article at all. Very 
few of the nations of Europe have any duty on 
this article. They have no apprehension of 
any scarcity in time of war, It is kept on in 
the interest of a few manufacturers of powder 
in this country, to maintain what in my judg- 
ment is a monopoly almost as great as any 
mentioned in the course of this tariff discus: 
sion. I believe it ought to be put on the free 
list. I therefore hope the motion of the gen- 
deman from Connecticut [Mr. STARKWEATHER ] 
will prevail. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I agree 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
in regard to this matter, but for different rea- 
sons. Nature has made a monopoly for the 
manufacture of saltpeter. We can only im- 
itate her work. When nitrate of soda is made 
into gunpowder it attracts moisture and will 
not preserve itself, but cakes and deteriorates. 

Saltpeter is a natural product only, and is 
to be prepared by following the course of na- 
ture, and among the first laws passed by the 
Massachusetts colony in 1642 is the following 
provision, which was not for saltpeter manu- 
facture but for saltpeter production: 

“And being willing to lay bold on & use all such 
means as God shall direct us unto, as may tend to 
the raising & p‘duseing such materialla amongst 
ourselves as may p’fect the making of gunpowder, 
the instrum’tall meanes that all nations lay hould 
on for theiro p’servations, (havinge too much neg- 
lected to take due course, weh weo might have done,) 
do order and decree, that every plantation wthin 
this colonye shall erect an house in length about 
twenty or thirty foote, and twenty foote wide, wthin 
one halfe yeare next cominge, into weh house wee 
desiro & enioyne the oflicrs of cach military com- 
pany in cach towne to seo & cause n suficient quan- 
tity of earth by their companies or otherwise yearely 
to bee carried, & twice in every yeare, or oftacr, 
the earth from its foundation by them to bee stirred 


& removed from one end thereof to the other, from | 
the bottome to the top, mixcing such urine of mon | 


and beast, wth goates, henns, hogga, & horses dunge, 


as shalbeo by the carefull & conscionable members , 


of this comon wealth brought to be dispensi and 


scattered amongst the said carth, the company not | 


leaveing of bringing more earth into the said houses 


till it shall come wthin two foote of the wall plate | 


of the same; and that the said houses bee well cov- 


ered, their sides & endes so ordered that no wett | 
may come into them, to the p'iudice there of; & for | 
the further p’moveing of what is above ordered & i 
decreed, wee declare that all such inhabitants of | 
evry town as shall cause the urine of their families ; 


in some such place to be put & kept, as that it may 
bee in due time brought & dispensed in the said 


houses, or ot[her] outhouses of their owne, wch are © 
alike ordered & covered, do best discharge their du- ; 


tics, & manifest themselues seucible of the genrall | 


danger of this comon weale.”” 


That was the earliest production of saltpe- | 


ter in this country, and that is the only way | 


in which it can be produced here. 
All our saltpeter comes from the eastern 
continent, and vessels bring it as ballast with 


cargoes of tea, jute butts, and other East : 
It would therefore come | 
very cheap, were it not that our tariff causes | 


Indian products. 


it to be sent to England instead. Lt is for the 
interest of the Government, in my judgment, 


as it is for the interest of the people, 


to put 
saltpeter on the free list, p 


The Government 


t have already many thousands of tona in store— 


I will not say how many hundred thousand 
toùs thera are in the town of Malden, Massa- 
chusetts, which accumulated during the war. 
The Government has as much stored ag will 
last through a very long war, as less saltpeter 
or powder ia used in time of war than in time 
of peace. I hope saltpeter will be put on tha 
free list, 

Mr. COX. Saltpeter is worth seven cents 
a pound. The tax proposed on it here is 
three cents a pound, a duty of nearly fifty per 
cent, ad valorem. I am in favor of putting it 
on the free list. 

Mr. CROCKER. T rise to a question of 
order. There is so much disorder in the Hail 
that we cannot hear a single word, 

Mr. COX. I do not know that it would 
influence anybody if gentlemen did hear. But 
L believe there is a general consent on all 
sides of the House, on the part of protection- 
ists as well as others, that there should be 
some modification of this bill in regard to salt- 
peter. In 1860 saltpeter was entirely free. 
My friend from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] informs 
me that on refined, or partially refined, there 
was a duty of ten per cent, 

Now, saltpeter comes only from India; it 
does not belong to this country, it is not made 
here, although it is sometimes manufactured 
out of two articles, nitrite of soda and muriate 
of potash; but the saltpeter so manufactured 
is a poor article people do not want, and it isnot 
used. lam in favorof putting iton the tree list, 
for the simple reason that while it is used in 
making powder it has also other uses, and 
those uses are entirely in the interests of the 
body of the people, That is the reason why I 
wish to have it put on the free ligt. If the 
motion made by the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. Srarkwearunr)] does not prevail, 
l shail move to put it there. If the question 
is rightly understood, I think the committee 
wiil take that course. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
express my sense of gratitude to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] and the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Kerr] for ad- 
milting my general view aud agreeing with me 
that those articles which we cannot produce in 
this country, but which are essential to us and 
have to be imported from a great distance, 
should come in at nominal duties or free. 

Mr. STEVENSON, You do not apply that 
to quinine? 

Mr. KELLEY. One third of the produc- 
tion of the world’s production of quinine ig 
manufactured in this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. We only extract the 
bark. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not yield to the gen- 
tleman. We are debating another question. 
But I will say that we produce thirty-three per 
cent. of the quinine of the world. 

Mr. STEVENSON. And that is manufac- 
tured in Philadelphia. 

Mr. KELLEY. Bat we cannot produce 
saltpeter, and we cannot make rifle powder 


| withoutit. i 


Mr. KELLOGG. 
peter. 

Mr. KELLEY. We do not. 

Mr, BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
duce nitrate of potash. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; we import nitrate 
of soda and muriate of potassa. I had the 
honor of inducing the last Committee of Ways 
and Means to recommend—— 

Mr. DAWES, I rise to aquestion of order. 
It is useless to proceed with the amonnt of 
disorder which prevails in the Hall. Nobody 
knows what is going on, and unless order can 
be restored, L move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Business will be sus- 
pended until there is better order. The com- 
mittee will come to order. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Von 


We do produce salt- 


We pro- 
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necticut confounds saltpeter with powder. 
We are producing powder, but we cannot pro- 
duce saltpeter. l had the honor to induce 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the last 
Congress to put nitrate of soda, the produc- 
tion of one of the South American States, on 
the free list, together-with muriate of potassa, 
a production of Germany. By combining these 
an inferior powder may be produced which is 
useful in mines and quarries, but not in rifles or 
other fire-arms for any considerable consecu- 
tive firing, because it soon fouls the barrel. 

Now, what I desire isto see this other article 
of foreign production, saltpeter, which is found 
for the present only in India—though it is said 
that an enormous bed has been discovered on 
the western slope of the Cordilleras; this, how- 
ever, wants confirmation—-I want to see this 
put on the free list if it can be, and if not, ata 
reduced rate of duty, in order that we may have 
competition between the two kinds of powder 
and competition in importing from India, 
South America, and Germany, elements all of 
which will stimulate our home manufacture, 
give employment to our people in the produc- 
tion of powder, and give cheap powder to min- 
ers, quarryinen, and all others. itis directly in 
harmony with the argument I had the honor 
to present in the course of the general debate, 
and Lam glad to see that my honorable col- 
league on the committee from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] and the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Cox] have discovered the absurdity of 
that theory which would impose duties on 
those elements of manufactures which cannot 
be produced in this country and the importa- 
tion of which in balk, crude, would stimulate 
our commerce. Rejoicing in their conversion, 
I am with them in this proposition because it 
is in harmony with all my convictions, 

Mr. DAWES. Ibope hereafter there will 
be no complaint on the part of any members 
of the Committee of Ways and Means of their 
chairman for not sustaining their bill, for upon 
a hearing of the Hazard Powder Company, the 
greatest monopoly of the kind in this country, 
on the one hand, and the manutacturers of 
saltpeter on the other side, to the satisfaction 
of all the members of the committee, the com- 
mittee unanimously placed this matter in this 
bill without objection from auy quarter what- 
ever. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
who has just addressed the committee, not 
entirely satisfied with the views of the commit- 
tee as expressed in their report, as members 
often have to accept a report in the whole of 
which they do not concur, introduced into the 
House a bill of his own that more clearly ex- 
pressed his views, without any qualification, 
and in that bill be puts this matter exactly as 
in the present bill, 

Mr. KELLEY. One word. I do it in 
deference to what would otherwise be the 
unanimous opinion of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. Now, let me tell you what 
the reason was which induced the committee 
to agree to put this in the bill. What was the 
reason? ‘I'he reason was that an effort was being 
made—a spasmodic one, | know-—to try to make 
ourselves independent of Great Britain. The 
saltpeter that, supplies the Hazard company 
and the Dupont company, who control the mar- 


ket of this nation, and who in time of warrolled | 


up wealth by millions, and had the fate of the 
nation in their hands, because we could get 
powder from no other source—they came and 
asked us to admit saltpeter from Great Britain, 
and nowhere else, free of duty, in order to put 
out of existence the effort that is being made 
to make saltpeter in this country, and make 
this country independent of these men. 

I wish my distinguished colleague from the 
Waltham district [Mr. Banxs] were here now. 
I like to hear him talk aboat *‘ rings.” Here 
is a ring of the richest men I know of in this 
country that came before the Committee of 
Ways and Means, struggling with an infant 
effort to produce sallpeter in this country by 
asking that we now surrender to Great Britain 


as we did in the time of the Trent affair. 
They had us at their mercy. By an order in 
council they ordered that no saltpeter should 
be exported to this country. ‘They can do it 
again in case of war. We cannot go to war 
without their Jeave, and we may be at this mo- 
ment on the eve of one with the only country 
in the world, outside of this, that produces 
saltpeter. 

But here is an effort in this country to man- 
ufacture saltpeter; and yet my distinguished 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] who says 
he wants everything imported free, gets up 
here and coperates with my friend from Con- 
necticut, (Mr. Srroxe,] who represents these 
powder companies, and says, “Make it all 
free.’ 

Mr.SARGENT. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does this proposition put 
a duty upon niirate of soda, or what is com- 
monly called Chile saltpeter ? 

Mr. DAWES. It does not change the law 
atall, ` 

Mr. STRONG. Iwill firstanswer the point 
made by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes,] that in time 
of war we cannot get saltpeter unless we en- 
courage the home manufacture of it. {[ say to 
him in reply that the article called ‘¢ converted 
saltpeter’’ is made from ingredients which 
come from abroad, and we cannot obtain them 
except where we can also obtain the natural 
saltpeter itself. 

The ingredients from which artificial salt- 
peter is made are muriate of potash, which 
comes from Germany through the English chan- 
nel, and nitrate of soda, which is imported from 
Valparaiso. Natural salpeter is found in con- 
siderable quantities nowhere but in the Kast 
Indies, and forit Calenttais the market of the 
world. We can only bring muriate of potash 
here through the English channel, and if we 
cannot get salipeter from Calcuita in time of 
war how can we import muriate of potash? 
The argument of the gentleman, therefore, that 
in time of war we are cut off from saltpeter 
and must depend upon our own product, falls 
to the ground. We can get one article if we 
can get the other. We get both by the consent 
of England. 

The principle of protection cannot be fairly 
applied in this case. If it could i would not 
say a word against the proposed duty; for I 
believe in reasonable protection for the en- 
couragement of American industry. Why, 
sir, there are but two little establishments 
making the material called converted saltpeter; 
and what is converted saltpeter? It is not 
saltpeler atall. It is no more like the genu- 
ine saltpeter of nature than the converted 
Fejee is like the genuine Christian New Eng- 
lander. [Laughter.] It is an inferior and 
bastard article, and powder manufactured 
from it cannot be used in gunnery at all. It 
can only be used in blasting, mining, &c. 
Nor can artificial saltpeter be used in curing 
meats, or for medicinal purposes. These com- 
prise the legilimate uses of saltpeter, and the 
only article which can properly be called salt- 
peter is that which comes in its natural state 
from Calcutta. 

Now, I say to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] that 
the doctrine of protection cannot be applied 
to saltpeter at all. Why? Because we cannot 
produce the thing itself, nor any substitute 
which can take the place of it. You might 
just as well say that we should put a high duty 
on coffee for the protection of pea culture, 
because ground roasted peas are sometimes 
used as a substitute for coffee. That would 
be running protection into the ground. If I 
am correctly informed there are but two litle 
establishments in this country where artificial 
saltpeter is made, and they do not produce 
enough to keep a single powder manufacturing 
concern running for two months in the year. 
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Tt is quite evident that high duties can never 
develop this industry. We do not want the 
proposed duty for protection, nor do we want 
it for revenue. The present dwy produces 
annually only $175,000, and the Government 
has to pay outa considerable part of this sum 
to powder manufacturers in the enhanced price 
of gunpowder occasioned by this tax. 

Now, sir, I say give us free saltpeter. It is 
not in the interest of protection, nor is it in 
the interest of revenue that a duty is imposed 
upon this article. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KELLOGG I move to strike out the 
last word,and I will detain the committee but 
a moment. Í find that my colleagues (Mr. 
Srroxe and Mr. STARKWEATHER] are for free 
trade when they have a corpora:ion of $5,000,- 
000 of capital or more in their disiricts that 
desires a duty taken off for its especial benefit. 
The Hazard Powder Company, which, with 
two or three other firms, could form ailing 
time and time again before the war to buy up 
every bag of saltpeter in the market or on 
the way from Calcutta, and put up the price 
of saltpeter, is the party that seeks to destroy 
a young manufacturing industry. Toat is the 
history of the matter, and they know it. 

Now, my friend from Pennsylvania, [Me. 
Kenuryj—and I wonder he should make this 
mistake after the study he has given to the 
subject of the tariff—says that saltpeter is not 
a product of this country, and ig not manufac- 
tured here at all. Sir, it is just as much a 
manufacture here now as pig iron is; it is uot 
manufactured in this country quite as much, 
but pig iron hides it from hig view.  {Laagh- 
ter.] Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Burver] bas told us how they began the 
manufacture of saltpeter in his district. I wish 
1 knew in which district he lives just now; for 
I have beard a story about the making of 
powder in one of those Massachuserts districts 
in which he lives at the commencement of the 
revolutionary war. Nobody in this country 
knew how to make gunpowder, for Great 
Britain had not allowed us to learn. One man 
in Massachusetts, afier experimenting, suc- 
ceeded in making a couple of barrels of what 
he called gunpowder, which caught fire ove 
day; but he ran twenty rods and got a bucket 
or two of water and succeeded in saving one 
half of it. ‘Phat is the kind of gunpowder they 
made in those days. [Laugiter.] 

I am willing to give protection to the manu- 
facture of powder in my colleague’s district. 
Their interest is in that direction, and they 
know it. 

Mr. STRONG. 
for that interest. , 

Mr. KELLOGG. You have had a protec- 
tion always of eight cents a pound more than 
fifty years ago, and now you have about sixty 
per cent., and yet you strike at this smail duty 
and strike down the domestic manufactures of 
saltpeter, which this Government from neces- 
sity called into being during the war! You 
put it in the power of three or four large cor- 
porations to control the market and put up 
the price as they please in the same manner 
they haveMone heretofore; you put it into the 
power of England, which controls the Cal- 
cutta market, to ent off our supply of saltpeter 
in time of war, and God only knows how soon 
it may come. 1 trast this committee will do 
no such shortsighted and unjust thing, 

L ask the Clerk to read a document prepared 
by a gentleman of high intelligence in my dis- 
trict, who does manufacture saltpeter, and 
who knows all about it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the honorable Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of liepresentatives: 

The New Haven Chemical] Company, of New Ha- 
yen, Connecticut, manufacturers uf saltpeter, hav- 
ing learned that petitions bave been presented to 
your honorable committee, askiug the repeal of the 
present duties on saltpeter, and believing that sueh 
duties are beneficial instead of injurious to the 


country generally, and, to the purebasers of salt- 
peter themseives, and feeling thut thoy are vitally 
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necessary to the continuance of the manufacture in | 
this couutry, respectfully submit to you the follow- 
ing fase ang reasons why such duties shall romain 
unaltered. 

We believe that the present duty is beneficial to 
the country for the following reasons: 

First, The production of saltpeter here is essential 
to our independence of other countriegin the cae 
of war, and without this duty such production must 
cease. The manufacture of saltpeter in this country 
was commenced in 1862, immediately after the difi- 
onities which arose from tho affiir of the Trent. 
Great Britain, at that time, furvished saltpeter to 
the world. Immediately ou the occurrence of that 
difficulty, the British Government prohibited the 
exportation of saltpeter from all their ports, de- 
tained Jarge quantities which had been bought by our 
Government, and were ready for delivery, or were 
actually on board vessels; and, had not that. difficulty 
been adjusted, we should have been deprived, toa 
great extent, of the principal material from which 
gunpowder ismade. The United States Government 
advertised then for saltpeter for the use of the Navy, 
and manufactories for making it were established, 
These manufactories furnished to the Government 
large quantities during the war, and havesince been 
engaged in supplyiug, to a large extent, the wants 
of the country during peace. If the duties on salt- 
peter are repealed the business must be abandoned, 
as we cannot compete with the cheap labor of the 
East Tudies without it, and the country will then 
become wholly dependent again on Great Britain 
for this article. | 

Second. The continuance of the duty is important 
for the commerce of the country. At present the 
materials for the manufacture of saltpetor are ob- 
tained most cheaply from abroad ; these are, nitrate 
of soda, imported trom Peru, and muriate of pot- 
ash, imported from Geruany. Oue ton of each of 
these materials is required to make one ton of 
saltpeter. ‘hese materials are imported at full 
rates of freight from the countries where they are 

vroduced; while saltpeter, trom the East, Indies, is 

rought principally as ballast, at one third or one 
quarter ot the cost of the freight on nitrate of soda 
only. Ifthe duty is repealed, for every ton of salt- 
petor imported, two tons of other freight from dis- 
tant countries will be lost, at a cost of five or six 
times the amount of freight gained. 

Third, This manufacture is important in case of 
war, for the development of our natiohal resources, 
especially those of the West, If war should destroy 
our foreign commerce, saltpeter can be manufac- 
tured trom the nitrate of lime which is largely found 
in caves or other places in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, aud from the common potasi of commerce, 
wbich is made from asbes in the forests. Inthe war 
of 1812 this was almost the only resource of the 
country for the supply of saltpeter, and it is under- 
stood that the South obtained in this way much of 
theirs Itpeter during the lato war. The nitrate of 
soda from Pera can be brought by the Pacific rail- 
roads to the Baist, if commerce is obstructed by war. 

fourth. Tuecontinuauce of this manufacture, like 
every other manufactare, is desirable, from, its 
employment of capital and labor at home, from 


its consumption ef domestic products, particularly 
of coal, and from the business which it furnishes to 
schooners and railroads. 

Fyth. The duty is desirable as a source of reve- 
nue, becange it affects very slightly the business of 
the country. Betore the late war all powder was 
made from saltpeter ; now five sixths of all the pow- 
der used for blasting is made from nitrate of soda. 
Powder made from saltpeter is used principally tor 
eaunon, tor fire-arms, fire-works, and for blasting, 
where exposure to the air prevents the use of powder 
made trom nitrate of soda; which, though stronger, 
attracts moisture if exposed to the atmosphere. 
For internal improvements, for mines, or removal 
of rocks, powder made from nitrate of soda, which 
js free from duty, or nitro-glycerine, or dualine is 
used, while saltpeter is not largely employed, either 
for the vatural products or the manufactures of the 
country, and the revenue derived trom it does not 
seriously affect their cost. K 

Wenlso believe that the duty now levied on salt- 
peter is beneficial to the consumers of the article : 

1. Because few of the powder-makers of the coun- 
try import saltpeter themselves, the great majority 
purchasing them supplies in the market here. Most 
of the powder-makers scattered over New England, 
in Pennsylvania, Ohio, or the West, and Jocated 
nenr the mines, or on the great railroads which con- 
sumo or transport their products, buy saltpeter in 
swali quantities, and do not have convenient means 
for refinirg the crude saltpeter of the East Indies. 
They are dependent, more or less, on the domestic 
production, and if this is destroyed will be com- 
pelled to purchasoat prices tixed hy the few import- 
ors of the article, in Boston and New York. Three 
or four powder corporations, only, are accustomed 
to import saltpeter, being possessed of ample capi- 
tal aud extensive works, and these, with the im- 
porters, will, if the duty ov_saltpeter is repealed, 
control the price of the article, and consequently 
monopolize very much the manufacture of powder. 

2. The repeal of this duty will undoubtedly be 
foliowed by a rise in the price of foreign saltpeter 
here, so as to cancel, to a great extent, the redne- 
tion in prices which would otherwise follow, though 
this advance, not being based on actual cost, will 
be too iuseeureto allow the manufacture of domestic 
galtpeter to continue. Lhe price of foreign saltpeter 
is atfected greatly by 


the price of salipetcr made 
here, which is sold less than with the present duty 
the foreign article, if refined, can be, and also by 
the extensive uso of nitrate of soda for blasting 
powder. If foreign saltpeter 1s freed from home li 


competition it must rise by the additional freight 
and amount of profit which thosa who control it 
willadd. This has been the case witb other similar 
articles. Nitrate of soda rose promptly after the 
repeal of the duty, and has advanced thirty-three 
and a third per cent.on its former cost in bond. 
Muriate of potash, similarly made free, has risen 
twenty percent. When the duty on saltpeter was 
fixed by Congress in 1864 at its present rate, Great 
Britain took off her export duty of ono and a quar- 
ter cents gold in India to retain ber monopoly. 

our duty is repealed, an export duty there may be 
imposedagain. Prussia imposed heavier duties on 
the manufacture of muriate of potash when tho 
duty on this article here was ropcaled. If, as wo 
believe, saltpeter will certainly rise upon the repeal 
of the duty, and very considerably, the only benefit 
will be derived by the few large corporations who 
import it, while the great majority of the powder- 
makers will receive littlo advantage; and, aware of 
this probability, very many of the powder-makers 
are opposed to the repeal of the duty. 

3. The removal of the duty on saltpeter will not 
affect at all the price of blasting powder, which is at 
least four fifths of the powder mado, The price of 
saltpeter in bond is now pne and a half cents gold, 
higher than the present high prico of nitrate of 
soda, and it will not certainly be less if admitted 
free. The powder made from nitrate of soda is 
stronger for immediate use than that made from 
saltpeter. Nor will such repeal increase the for- 
eign export of powder, because a drawback both on 
the sulphur and saltpeter used is now allowed on all 
saltpeter exported, which is almost equivalent to tho 
duty paid. 

We farther represent to your honorable commit- 
tee that the repeal er reduction of the duty upon 
saltpeter would be destructive to our business. We 
haveinvested alargeamountin buildings and nppa- 
ratus, which aro not adapted to any other manufac- 
ture, and the valuo of which, therefore, deponds on 
the continuance of that business. At the present 
cost of materials, labor, fuel, and transportation, 
the profit is smalt, but with the present duty we are 


enabled to manufacture it, and if it is continued, } 


shall be able to increase our production. Wo can- 
not do either if the duty is repented or lessened, 
We cannot believe that Congress will consider it 


wise or important to destroy this industry by repeal- 
ing the duty when such manutacture is important 
for the national power, desirable for the commerce 
and for the developmont, of the resources of the 
country, advantageous to its rovenuce, to its indus- 
trial interests generally, and especially to the con- 
sumers of its product; and when it forms thodepend- 
ence and support of many of its citizons, 

Very resp -ctfully submitted by the Now Maven 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I withdraw my pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I presume it is in order to 
move an amendment to the text of the bill 
before the question is taken on the motion to 
strike out. I therefore move to amend by in- 
serting before ‘*saltpeter’’ the word ‘artili- 
cial.” 

Sir, there seems to be no difference of opin- 
ion among the members of this House in regard 
to what is desirable with respect to saltpeter. 
“Villainous saltipeter’’ itself is coming to be 
regarded as a desirable thing; und all agree 
in regard to what they want with respect to 1t, 
except that one defines saltpeter to be one 
thing, and another defines it to be a differ- 
ent thing. My friend from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Kerr, ] who desires all things to come in tree, 
and to raise duties, God knows how, wants 
saltpeter to come in free. But there is an 
objection to manufactured or artificial salt- 
peter being imported free of duty. Hence I 
have moved to amend the text of the bill by 
inserting “artificial” before ‘* saltpeter. y 
This will make a sufficient distinction between 
natural sealtpeter, which is imported from 
India, and that which is manufactured in our 
own country from chemical ingredients. This 
amendment will give protection to our domes- 
tie manufacture, while at the same time the 
natural saltpeter will be admitted free of duty. 
L hope this amendment may be favorably con- 
sidered. I think that, if adopted, it will re- 
move all objections to tais branch of the bill. 


The question being taken on the amendment | 


of Mr. ConGER, there were—ayes eighteen, noes 
not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of 
Mr. STARKWEATHER, to strike out the para- 
graph, there were—ayes 73, noes 65. 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STARE- 
WEATHER and Mr. KeLLoGG were appointed. 
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The committee divided; and the 
reported—ayes 78, noes 53. 

So the amendment of Mr. STAREWEATHER 
was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On sal-soda and soda-ash, one quarter cent per 
pound. ; 

Mr. SYPHER. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the clause just read ‘and inserting 
** Sal-soda and soda-ash shall be exempt from 
duty.’? 

Mr. DAWES. J raise a point of order on 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. SypueR] can move that amendment 
when we come to the tree list, 

Mr. "SYPHER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
my motion, and will now move to strike out 
the paragraph. 

The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 

Striko out these words: 


On gal-soda and soda-ash, one fourth of a cent per 
pound. 


Mr. SYPHER. I make this motion, Mr. 
Chairman, for the reason that sal-soda ig one 
of the principal elements which enter into the 
composition of soap. Itis an article which is 
used by every mau, woman, and child in the 
country, 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. SYPHER. I take it for granted it is, 
and if mny gendeman here does not use it now 
they ought hereafter to use it, or change their 
company. [Laughter.] We cannot nowcom- 
pete with Wogland in the manufacture of 
soaps. ‘That country now undersells our man- 
ufacturers in Cuba, Mexico, and Central 
America—countries which geographically may 
be considered part of this country. 

We export rosin and grease, the elements 
from which soap is made, to England; she 
manufactures it into soap, und sells it to our 
neighboring countries, a market which legiti- 
mately belongs to our own citizeus. The 
West produces large quantities of grease, and 
the South of rosin and cotton-sced oil, enough, 
if manufactured into soap, to wash all crea- 
tion, including the “ great unwashed.” While 
I am on this question, I desire, Mr. Chairman, 
to notice some remurks made yesterday by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. FARNS- 
wort.) Referring to the articles of coal, salt, 
und lumber, he goes on to say: 


“You go to mon of the South, the interest of 
whose constituents is clearly and directly in favor 
of reducing the tariff on some of these articles, wnd 
you will fix them up and induce them to vote oven 
to thy prejudice of their constituents, and get them 
into theo same ring.” 


If there is any fixing up of members on this 
floor from the South on this question, L do not 
know it. If i have observed the votes of 
southern Representatives correctly on the dif- 
ferent interests involved in the pending bill, 
they have not placed themselves under the 
would-be leadership of either free-traders or 
protectionists in this House or out of it, but 
they have uniformly voted independently and 
in the interest of their constituents. I repel 
the charge that we belong to any ring. ido 
not know what the gentleman meaus when 
he makes that charge. “Aside from that, 
my colleagues from the South on this floor 
voted to reduce the duty on coal, salt, and 
I make this motion now in the in- 
terest of the whole people. Iam in favor of 
cheap soap, and we shall secure it by placing 
soda-ash on the free list. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of. New Jersey. Mr. 
Chairman, I call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that soda-ash isnot an article pro- 
duced in this country at all. To a great ex- 
tent it enters into the manufacture of glass, 
an interest of great importance in this country, 
and especially in my district. That interest 
is very much depressed, almost broken down. 
Í hope soda-ash will be placed upon the free 


list. 


tellers 


Or ought to be. 
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Mr. RANDALL. T hope the motion of the 

entleman from Louisiana will not be adopted. 
This sal-soda duty has been reduced from one 
half to one quarter of a cent, which I think is 
a sufficient reduction at the present time in 
connection with the revenue. I myself have 
had no application from the soap manufac- 
turers for any greater reduction. Therefore, 
I take it for granted the committee, after full 
conference with all parties interested in sal- 
soda importation, have reached a point where 
the Government and the soap manufacturers 
will be best served. I will therefore sustain 
the committee in their recommendation. 

Mr. BECK. Let me say a word. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield my time to 
the genileman. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, perhaps the 
committee ought to know before this is voted 
out what they are doing. Sal-soda is clearly 
a revenue article, We import now soda-ash 
to the value of $2,400.000, and the revenue 
‘derived from it is $727,179 71. That is the 
amount which at present goes into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and every dollar 
that is collected from that article goes in there. 
It is $200.000 more than is collected on coal, 
about which so much fuss has been made, and 
we have reduced it from one half of a cent to 
one quarter of a cent, giving relief and taking 
off revenue to the amount of $868,576, or filty 
per cent. 

I merely wanted to let the House know 
what the revenue from this article was; and, 


so far as I know, nobody appeared before the | 


committee wanting any greater reduction than 
from one half of a cent to one quarter of a 
cent. 

Mr. BLATR, of Michigan. It is a mistake 
to suppose that this article is not made in this 
country. It is made to a considerable extent. 
It is made in the town where I live. There is 
an establishment for its manufacture there 
which has about haif a million of capital 
invested, and itis making soda ash very suc- 
cessfully. They complain. however, that the 
protection is very slight as the law now stands. 
A reduction of it one half is certainly severe 
enough. 

There is no reason why we cannot make 
soda-ash in this country just as well as they 
can make it anywhere. We have all the 
materials out of which to make it, and it is 
being made, as I have stated, in some quarters 
of the country. It is an indusiry that I 
think is growing somewhat. 

And then, sir, [have an old-fashioned re- 
spect for the idea of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Beck, ] that after all the tariff has 
a slight reference to revenue. I have thought 
myself a pretty considerable protectionist some- 
times, but I have been entirely out-Heroded 
in the declarations substantially, in the course 
of this discussion, that after all the revenue is 
of no account at all in connection with the 
tariff. J had an idea that the protection was 
merely incidental, and that it grew out of the 
nature of the case; that we needed revenue, 
that we placed it upon an article from which 


we can derive it; and if anybody should go | 


and manulaciure that article I have not been 
able to see precisely how the country was to 
be harmed by it. - 

But it would seem now as if the question 
was not altogether or mainly in regard to the 
revenue, but as to who shall get advantages out 
of it. Aud from that stand-point I quite 
entered into the idea of the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Farnsworrn] yesterday, when 
he said that he thought there was in this dis- 
cussion nothing but a bargaining back and 
forth. 

Now, I submit that upon this article of soda- 
ash revenue may as well be raised as upon 
any article upon the list. There is none 
better for that purpose. And if the people in 
my part of the country, or in any other part of 
the country, while we are raising the revenue 
upon this, should see fit to manufacture the 
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H 
article, I really hope nobody will feel bad 


aboutit. I hope, therefore, thatthe small duty 
the committee have left here, the revenue they 
have left, and the incidental benefit that may 
accrue—I do not know if any will or not—will 
be allowed to remain. 

Mr. COX. Ido not know how the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. BLAIR] voted on tea 
and coffee. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
them free. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman voted to make 
them free? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Idid. . 

Mr. COX. Now I have the gentleman. 
[Laughter.] I rather suspected that the gen- 
tleman voted to make tea and coffee free. 
Every dollar of the tax on tea and coffee goes 
into the Treasury; none of it goes into the 
pockets of anybody in this country, because 
the article is not raised here. If my honor- 
able friend from Michigan [Mr. BLAIR} were 
consistent he would vote to make this also free; 
for there is a revenge of $727,000 from soda- 
ash, and of $187,000 from sal-soda; and tie 
article is not made in this country, and can- 
not be made here. : 

I differ with the gentleman in one respect. 
I want all these chemicals put on the free list. 
Ido not care whether it protects the manu- 
facturer or not. Iam in favor of the largest 
free list. In Mogland they have only thirteea 
articles which they tax; we have some thir- 
teen hundred. It costs more here to collect 
our revenue, My friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] corrects me. He says thirty-five hun- 
dred articles are on the list, and I suppose 
that is true, ineluding all the particulars 
instead of generalizing them. 

Now, the gentleman has said that nobody 
asks for this reduction on sal-soda and soda- 
ash, The importers in the United States 

erhaps might be regarded occasionally. 1 
kuow that gentlemen on the other side, when- 
ever we speak for the importers, say ‘*Oh, 
you people in New York handle all the mer- 
chandise; you make the money; you make 
the ten per cent. as importers.”’ 
importers ask what they make without con- 
sideration. When they bandle the goods they 
pay for them by their own labor; they do 
not ask bounties from the Government. 1 
bold in my haud a letter from one of these 
importers. He says: 

“Iam an importer of soda-ash, sal-soda, bleach- 
ing-powders, madder extract. Mr, Dawns's taritf is 
a reduction of one fourth ofa cent on ash and soda, 
free on the rest. Is there any chance of those being 
the rates? Chemicals should be freo as they are 
valuable to our manufactures—soap, glass, bleach- 
ing. Washerwomen use lots of soda and are entitled 
to some protection.” 

That comes right back to the argument of 
my honorable and able friend from Illinois, 
[Mr. Farnswortu,] who spoke yesterday on 
this question. ‘Lhese men, in this tariff, have 
so made it, have included so many articles, 
that they tax even the washerwoman that 
cleans the body linen of Congressmen, They 
tax thirty five hundred different articles, tax- 
ing even the soap which the washerwoman 
uses to clean the delightful linen such as my 
friend from Pennsylvania who is now on the 
floor [Mr. L. Myers] wears. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Allow me to say that there 
is alarge manufacturing interest in this country 
which requires soda-ash, and yet has protested 
against any reduction of the duty on that 
article. The glass and soap manufacturers 
particularly have petitioned Congress to re- 
tain it. It would reduce soap but one tenth 
of a cent, or one eightieth of the price, to make 
soda-ash free, and it would reduce the cost of 
paper bat one fourth of a cent per pound, 
while to retain the present jow rate of duty 
would continue the protection to the manu- 


I voted to make 


facturing of soda-ash in this country, and give | 


us an annual revenue of $727,000. 
Mr. KILLINGER. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to ask him a question? 


Sir, the | 


Mr. COX. 
intelligent one. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Itis, whether with the 
views you express you will support a protec- 
tionist candidate for President? 

Mr. COX. Iwill answer the gentleman’s 
question by quoting further from the letter I 
have read; 

“ Greeley is carrying everybody here. All parties 
are for him. Although a protectionist, &o., he is 


considered an honest man, and is demoralizing the 
present Administration.” 


{Laughter. J 

Mr. STEVENSON. Send that letter to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. COX. No, sir; it is strictly private 
and confidential. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Is the letter addressed to 
Mr. VOORHEES ? 

Mr. CROCKER. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
exceedingly myself that the duty upon soda- 
ash has been touched upon; and let me give 
my reasous in a single word. We have tried 
in this country, over and over again, to man- 
ufacture this article. Everybody within the 
hearing of my voice knows that soda-usb and 
bleaching-powder are kindred matters, and 
generally go together; they are generally 
made at the same works. Now, I have said 
that we have made repeated efforts during the 
last thirty years to manufacture these articles 
here, and every time we have made the effort 
firms in Great Britain, when they have found 
that we were making the article—and | under- 
take to say that we made a better article ia 
Maryland than is made anywhere else—in- 
structed their agents here to put down the 
powders until you have broken down the 
American manufacturers. Now, I use this 
article by the ton every week, and [ say that 
they have done that over and over again when 
we have attempted to manufacture the article, 
and they have broken down the manufaciure 
here; and after they had broken down the 
Baltimore works, where they made better 
bleaching-powder than elsewhere, and have 
broken down the manufacturer after he had 
invested $100,000 in it, they then put up pow- 
ders. Our friends in England are supremely 
careful of their own interests. 

What is the United States paying for this 
article now? We are paying a hundred per 
cent. more for them than they really are 
worth. Weare paying for bleaching-powders 
to-day, or were the last time I had news from 
home from my own mills, and I have seven of 
them, six cents a pound, when, if we extended 
the shield of protection over these articles as 
we did before, we should be paying no more 
than three cents a pound in currency for a 
better article. I said I bad seven mills, but 
do notbe alarmed. Paperis not ibe only thing 
I make by any means. J make more money 
out of my farm than I do out of anything else. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Ler us have a voie. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not yet; I want to 
say something first. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we will have a vote 
when the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] occupies the floor 
so little thatif he wants to have the attention 
of the Committee of the Whole for a time now 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. DAWES. No; Ido not wantto speak ; 
I want a vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope that soda- - 
ash will be put upon the free list. By this bill 
it is proposed to reduce the present duty one 
half. L think it should be taken off entirely. 
Soda-ash is used very largely, perhaps the 
majority of the article is used in the manufac- 
ture of paper. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. CROCKER,}] who has just ad 
dressed the committee, I understand is a large 
manufacturer of paper. If so, he undoubtediy 
uses a large quantity of soda-ash in its manu- 


If the gentleman will ask an 
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facture. Now, by this bill it is proposed to 
take off only fifty per cent. of the present duty 
upon soda-ash, while but a very small reduc- 
tion is proposed in the duty upon paper. We 
ought to take the entire duty off soda-ash and 
make it free; and we ought to very largely 
reduce the duty upon printing paper. 

‘How does it work? We pay a duty upon 
soda-ash, although I believe that now the other 
materials that enter into the manufacture of 
paper, sach as rags and things of that kind, 
are admitted free: There is a large duty levied 
upon paper. We get very little revenue from 
that duty, very little, while a burden is im posed 
upon the people in the additional price they 
bave to pay for their paper. Why, sir, the 
very paper upon which the proceedings of this 
Congress-are printed pays a duty of thirty-five 
per cent..ad valorem. 

A few years ago Congress undertook to 
reduce the duty upon printing paper, and as 
almost everybody in Congress supposed, it 
was reduced to twenty per cent. But bya 
cunbing arrangement of slipping in the word 
‘unsized’’—very few people except.those who 
manufacture understood the purport of it—it 
lett the duty upon all paper used in the man- 
ufaciure of books, of the documents which we 
print here, and on good paper for newspapers, 
at thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. There is 
a paper which is used, which is unsized, made 
partiy of straw, straw possessing a little of the 
gluey substance which gives the quality of 
sizing, and making an inferior quality of print- 
ing paper, which is used considerably by the 
daily press. Upon unsized paper there isa duty 
of twenty per cent. ad valo em; on sized paper 
there isa duty of thirty-five per cent. ad val- 
orem. We have to pay more duty upon print- 
ing paper than upou the books printed on that 
paper. A man can to-day go.over to England 
or Prance and print his book and import it 
into this country cheaper than he can import 
the paper upon which to print it. The one is 
twenty-five per cent., the other is thirty five 

er cent. That is a direct bounty paid to the 
oreign type-setter, to the foreign worker in 
the printing cffice, to the printing office 
abroad, and agaiust the man who sets type 
and spreads ink in our own country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question was taken on the motion of 
Mr. SYPHER, to strike out the clanse in relation 
tosai-soda and soda-ash; and it was not agreed 
to, upon a division—ayes 40, noes 71. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On santonine, three dollars per pound. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I move 
to strike out** three dollars’? and insert ‘* one 
dollar.” [ will state to the committee that 
this is a preparation the use of which is to 
destroy worms; it is the active principle of 
all the vermiluges used throughout the United 
States. The worm-seed, from which it is made, 
I believe, isimporied free of duty. This isa 
medicine used in the rearing of almost every 
family of children in this country. The duty 
‘proposed in the bill enables the manufacturer 
to realize a very great profit upon this com- 
modity. Lhave therefore proposed this amend- 
ment. s 

Mr. CONGER. This article is the crysta- 
lized bitter extract of wild sage, We have 
miilions of acres of wild sage lying between 
hereand the Rocky mountains, allof which can 
be converted into santonine. It seems to me 
thatatax of three dollarsa pound uponan article 
for which we have the material spread over mil- 
Hons and millions of acres in the United States 
is an unreasonable and unnecessary hip posilion. 
As the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. MeCor- 
MICK] has said, this article enters into many 
medicines in use all over tbe country. Oneor 
two firms (J do not know why) have almost 
monopolized the process of manufacturing this 
article ; and they ask a protection of three dol- 
lars a pound upon it; yet the material from 
which itis manufactured is spread all over the 
western country. 
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Mr. DAWES. In Michigan ?- 
, Mr. CONGER. No, not in Michigan; but 
it is found in Massachusetts, and, in fact, in 
all the barren parts of the land. None of it 
grows in Michigan. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. McCoraicr, of Missouri, it was 
agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On strychnia, one dollar per ounce. 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I move to 
amend the clause just read by striking out 
“one dollar’? and inserting “fifty cents.” 
The duty of one dollar -proposed in the bill is 
about fifty per cent. ad valorem. This medi- 
cine is mace from nux vomica, which is intro- 
duced intothis country free of duty and strictly 
as medicine used very generally. I think that 
the manufacturers of strychnia, having their 
raw material imported free of duty, should 
not be protected by a duty of one dollar per 
ounce on this manufacture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIHE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. 
Srevexsoy having taken the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore, ù message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympsox, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed 10 by the House to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1661) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 80, 1878, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate Mr. Spracus, Mr. Wesr, and Mr. Car- 
PENTER, 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had insisted on its amendments disagreed 
to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 1328) 
making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the 
year ending June 80, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses; had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the fourteenth amendment of 
the Senate; had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Sawyer, 
Mr. Cameron, and Mr. Vickers. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill of the following title, 
with an amendment to the title; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times of 
the United States circuit courts in the eighth 
district. 

‘The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested ; 

An act (S. No. 539) authorizing the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge across the Ohio 
river at or near Evansville, in the State of 
Indiana ; 

An act (S. No. 981) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas river, 
at Little Rock, Arkansas; and 

An act (S. No. 934) to provide for the com- 
pletion of three volumes of Wilkes’s United 
States exploring expedition. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On medicinal preparations, all not specified, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I move to amend by 
inserting after the clause just read the follow- 
ing: ae a: 

a glass, cast ¢ ished, but not silver, 
Oa etme eer by thirty inches, 
twenty-five cents per square foot. 

Mr. Chairman, the present daty on plate 
glass is filty cenis a square foot. There is 
nothing probably that is more necessary—— 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the amendment be 
again read, I did not hear it. 

The amendment was ngain read, 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point of order 
this amendment is not in order at this place, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York cannot come in at this 
point. It will be in order, however, at the 
end of the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On medicinal preparations, all not specified, thirty 
Per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 1 move 
to strike ont “thirty per cent. ad valorem” 
and insert ‘twenty per cent. ad valorem.” 

The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes 31, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On rum essence or oil, and bay rum essence or ol), 
one dollar per ounce. 

Nr. KELLOGG. T move to strike out “ one 
dollar’ and insert “ fifty cents; ’’ and, Mr. 
Chairman, I do it in the interest of revenue. 
The dwy is now eight hundred per cent., 
the highest duty known in the whole list and 
double thatof any other. Fifty cents anunce 
would make it four hundred per cent, “I find 
that only one hundred and sixty ounces were 
imported into the whole country, while we 
know the use of this article has been general 
in all sections of the country. lam informed 
by collectors of the customs that any steward 
or: :.y cook upon our incoming ocean steamers 
can vasily bring in fifty dollars’ worth of thia 
article in his breast pocket at any time withont 
being detected. Nineteen twentieths of it, I 
learn, if not forty-seven filtieths of it are smug- 
gled into this country without paying any duty. 
1 move to reduce it from one dollar to filty 
cents an ounce in the interests of revenue. 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On books printed, and all other printed paper, 
bound orin sheets, except newspapers, magazines, 


and periodicals, twelve and ono half coats per 
pound, 
Mr. HOAR. I move the following amend- 


ment to come in in line eighty-eight, after the 
word * periodicals.”” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Except books, maps,and charts especially imported 
in good faith for the use of avy society incorporated 
or established for philosophical, literary or roli- 
gious purposes, or the encouragement of fino arts, or 
by the order of any college, academy, echool, or sem- 
inary of learning in the United States, for its own 
use or that of its instructors. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Chairman, this, with a 
very slight change which I will mention, re- 
stores the existing law. lunderstand, on in- 
quiry of the members of the Committee of 

Ways and Means, with the exception of one 
member whom I have not seen, that there 
was not any purpose on the part of any one 
of them to abolish the exemption which now 
exists on books imported by colleges and 
schools for their own use or public libraries 
free of duty. ‘bey are now on the free list ; 
and it is a mere accident, I understand, this 
exception was not incorporated in the law. 

I have copied the language of the existing 
law with a single exception which I will state. 
The existing law is books imported by various 
institutions or by their order shall be free with- 
out expressing for whose use or what purpose 
they may order them to be imported. i have 
inserted the words ‘‘for their own use or 
that of their instruetors.” <} suppose under 
the existing tariff the construction of law at 
present only exempts snch books imported for 
their own use. If that beso this bill would 
extend exemption from duty to books imported 
for the use of instructors. l presume no class 
of men are so poorly paidas the instructors in 
our colleges and seminaries of learning. aud 
the books they use to help themselves in their 
instruciion are for public and not private beue 
fit. For myself 1 should desire to go much 
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further ; and I believe booksand papers should 
be imported free of duty in all cases, and the 
whole paragraph should be stricken out. I 
believe there should be no tax on communica- 
tion of thought from one man to another. 

{Here the hamwer fell.] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
if his amendment includes books printed in 
foreign languages. 

Mr. HOAR. It includes all books imported 
for public libraries, or universities, or socicties 
incorporated for philosophical purposes. It 
ig the existing Jaw except thatthe existing law 
admits free books imported by the order of 
such institutions, &c. This admits free books 
imported by their order for their own use. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not wish to antagonize 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hoan.] Iam in favor of it. 
But l rise to offer an amendment to the text 
of the bill, to strike out *‘ twelve and a half” 
and insert ‘ ten.” 

Mr. Chairman, the duty on this kind of 
imports is twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 
Itis the opinion of some that twelve anda 
half cents per pound will be nearly equivalent 
to twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. I think 
it is aual to thirty per cent. at least, but a 
specific duty will operate, as every gentleman 
will see, upon an entirely different principle 
from the ad valorem duty. It operates upon 
a principle of necessary inequality. When 
you impose a duty by the pound on books, or 
literature of any kind, it becomes of nec: ssity 
an arbitrary duty; it has no relation to viue ; 
and therefore gentlemen will sec at a giance 
that the effect of this duty by the pound is to 
discriminate in favor of the people in the 
country who use high-priced books, and to 
discriminate against the people who use cheap 
books. And it holds ont direct encourage- 
ment to the producers of books abroad to 
make them upon light, flimsy, trashy paper, 
that will weigh as light as it is possible for 
paper to weigh, and yet be heavy enough to 
receive a fair and legible impression in ink. 
Tt will readily be conceded by any gentleman 
that such a policy cannot operaie to the ad- 
vantage of the people. The country needs 
not ouly cheap literature, but also books that 
are mechanically and artistically well executed. 

It seems to me that if we adopt this policy 
at all, we ought to carry it so far as at least to 
do approximate justice to the common people, 
to the people who read the cheaper class of 
books, and cheaper editions of books of value 
all over the country. My own judgment is, 
putin this I was overruled by the committee, 
that a much better and fairer rule would be to 
reduce the present ad valorem duty to some- 
thing like twenty or fifteen per cent. instead 
of twenty-five. { yielded, however, in that 
matter, to the judgment of the committee, 
and i am not now inclined to antagonize that 
opinion, unless some other gentleman should 
offer a motion to that effect. 

The revenue new resulting from the duty of 
twenty-five per ccut. ad valorem is, I believe, 
some four hundred and fourteen thousand 
dollars. I believe the eff-ct of this change in 
the policy of the Government would not be 
very material on the revenue. Under any 
circumstances J think that a duty of ten cents 
will produce more to the revenue by many thou- 
sands than a duty of twelve aud a half cents a 
pound. A duty of eight cents, I believe, would 
produce as mach. If there is anything in the 
world which comes within the uses of the 

eople everywhern, and that ought not to be 
foreened with a tax which is a bounty to any- 
body, I amésure ji is literature, it is books of 
all kinds. J wouid apply this to everything in 
the shape of literature, no matter how cheap 
or how trasby it may be. Let the people pro- 
tect-themeelves in the qualities of the books 
they will read. The Government can exer- 
cise no rightful censorship in this respect. 
But 1 say, inthe name of civilization, it is our 


duty to give to them the cheapest possible lit- 

erature in price that it isin the power of the 

Government to give. This can best be accom- 

plished by taking off bounty. 

I believe that the producers of hooks in this 
country to-day will be most prosperous, and 
can earry on their industry with entire vigor 
and energy and prosperity, if they had not one 
penny of duty. I do not believe that for 
prosperity they need protection at all. The 
difference between the prices abroad and the 
prices here is not so great as that protection 
per se is necessary at all any longer. Indeed, 
it is my most deliberate conviction that if 
there had never been a penny of protection 
on books, the manufacture in our country 
would be more vigorous und prosperous to- 
day than it is. The real interests of the trade 
and of the people have been iujured, not ad- 
vanced, by the tariff. But even now there is 
not much difference against our producers and 
in favor of foreign producers. This extract 
from a memorial placed in the hands of the 
Ways and Means a few weeks ago by bver five 
sixtbs of all the American publishers will 
sustain my statement: 

“I. Wo have carefully examined the comparative 
cost of two editions of the same book, uniform in 
every respect, one of which is imported, and the 
other printed and bound in this country, and the 
result is as follows: E 

"Say, n volume of Bohn’s Library, retailing at 3s. 
Gd. sterling, wbich costs in sterling ls. 9d,. equal to 
forty-two cents in gold, to which ada, duties twen- 
ty-five per cent.; charges five per cent., and ex- 
change, with gold at onc hundred and ten per cent., 
making the cost of this book, delivered in the Uni- 
ted States, sixty cents in currency. 

The actual cost of manufacuturing same book in this 
country,paper, printing, and binding uniform in 
every respect, is at present time at most........$0 40 

And supposing this book to be an American 


work, an addition of fifteen cents should be 
mado for author’s COPYTIENE seese eee eoesanseeaee 


Making a total Of... seteccees 55 
for an American copyright work, against sixty cents 
for tho imported book, at present rates of duty and 
Eo Supposing this hook to be a reprint of the Eng- 
lish publication manufactured in this country, the 
American copyright would not enter into the cost, 
and the expense of production would in this case be 
only forty cents for the Americann edition, against 
sixty cents for the English. 

* From which it is apparent that the present duty 
yields moro protection than is really necessary.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me, sir, that 
books of all kinds should be put upon the free 
list. I therefore make the motion to strike 
out this paragraph, with a view to putting 
books of all kinds on the free list. 

I present this motion with the greater confi- 
dence from the fact that if the duty is imposed 
as is proposed to be done kere, by the pound, 
the injustice is manifest. The expensive and 
costly book purchased by the citizen of leisure 
and wealth pays no more tax than is imposed 
upon the book which the mechanic must have 
in order to become intelligent in his pursuit. 

By the pending proposition of a duty of 
twelve and a half cents per pound the elegant 
volume and the cheap book are taxed alike. 
If, on the other hand, you impose this tax on 
the basis of an ad valorem duty, you open up 
a wide field for fraud that cannot possibly be 
avoided, for, in the nature of things, books 
are not subjects of exact, or even very near 
approximate valuation. On both grounds this 
is an impracticable subject of taxation. I do 
not think this should be regretted, for there is 
no form in which such a tax should be imposed. 
You caunot adjust a tax on intelligence and 
learning, because it ought not to be taxed at 
all unless the public exigencies imperatively 
demand it. Books should be placed on the 
free list—free as the air, free as God’s glorious 
sunlight. Sir, it is remarkable that at this 
time this tax is suggested, when even during 
the war a tax was imposed on books with reluc- 
tance. It is remarkable that now, when we 
arerelieving even some of the conveniences of 
life, some of the articles that approach to the 
luxuries of life, and can do so and ought to 
do it, from taxation, that still we should leave 


-the source of learning and intelligence subject 
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to taxation. We have very properly relieved 
tea and coffee from taxation, and made them 
free as the common and necessary luxury of 
all. We ought not, therefore, to tax that 
better kind of luxury, the food of the mind, 
the luxury of intelligence, that by which all 
the relations of life are to be elevated and en- 
nobled, by which free government itself is to 
be sustained, by which enlightenment and 
civilization are to be carried on, and by which 
all that is pure and good and excellent in life, 
in time and hereafter, is to be adorned and 
elevated. To impose a tax upon this is to my 
mind unworthy of the American Congress, 
and to do it in the interests of protection, that 
some men may grow richer, is mean and 
sordid—an unworthy motive side by side with 
a noble and unselfish object. 

I say sir, to talk of taxation on an.agent of 
intelligence as an element of protection is in- 
conceivably wicked. It is a proposition to 
protect a comparatively small number of 
people at the expense of the whole people, 
and not of the whole people only, but of the 
generations who press upon us, and upon whose 
t shoulders are to rest the duty of carrying 
on the principles of enlightened government. 
Can sordid motives find any resting-place here? 
I trust that, with unanimity, the House will 
make books, these sources of intelligence and 
means of learning, absolutely free. 

Let us not humiliate our country by con- 
tinuiag this tax; it is not needed. Let us 
place books on the free list, and if the monop- 
olist must have protection to increase his 
gains, let him seize upon something less pre- 
cious. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Indiana, . 
(Mr. Horman,] although proceeding in the 
right direction, is too radical to claim justly 
the assent of the committee to his proposition. 
My opinion is that the amendment proposed 
by another gentleman representing the same 
State [Mr. Kerr] is much nearer the truth, 
and is that the duty shall be as low as it can 
be made without placing books on the free 
list. J think a reduction of twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem to twelve and ahalf or fifteen 
per cent. would be a proper adjustment under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. KERR. The proposition of the bill is 
to reduce the tax of twenty-fiye per cent. ad 
valorem to twelve cents a pound. i 

Mr. BANKS. I had not observed that, but 
I was speaking of the duty under the existing 
law. Iam for making the tax an ad valorem 
one if it can be done, or at least as low as it 
can be made consistently with the publishing 
interests of the country. Now, I believe, of 
the two classes interested in books, the pub- 
lishers may be regarded as the most prosper- 
ous. Asa general thing they are prosperous 
beyond those engaged in other pursuits, but 
those. who use the books are, to a great extent, 
among the poorest people of the country, and 
although I would be glad to support the prop- 
osition of my colleague [Mr. Hoar] to except 
books for colleges and schools, yet I must say 
that those who use them are not so limited in 
means as many other classes of citizens who 
are subject to the same necessity, and cught 
to be entitled to the same privileges. 

Mr. HOAR. My amendment also includes 
public libraries. 

Mr. BANKS. Very well, but still it does 
not except all the classes that have a just 
claim to our favor. As a general rule those 
who have the means to get hooks do not want 
them, and those who most thirst for them are 
often without means to gratify their laudable 
aspirations, 

The men who want books and maps, in the 
first instance, are the poor mex of the country, 
il students, journalists, men entering the learned 
professions—the ministry, the practice of medi- 
cine or the law, engincers, draughtsmen, archi- 
| tects, mechanics, artists, merchants, scientists, 
| the pursuits of general literature—all these want 
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books and maps, works of art, and especially 
pooks of reference that cannot be had except 
at great expense. Now, these men are to be 
numbered by thousands and tens of thousands. 
They are among the most deserving men of 
the country, from whom it is to derive here- 
after its men of capacity, of power, of skill and 
patriotic spirit. They are men who come up 
from the ranks of the people, with none of the 
adventitious aids of fortune, and they require 
such books at the lowest possible rates. Why 
should they not receive the benefits of any 
abolition of duties, any free list, which may 
be accorded to professors or tutors in acad- 
emies or collegiate institutions? There can be 
no necessity or justice in this unwise discrim- 
ination, and I trast some more general and 
just rule of assessment may be applied to this 
question. 

Now, while I would be glad if I could do so 
in justice to others to agree to the proposition 
of my colleague, I think it would be better to 
put the duty at ten or fifteen per cent. ad 
valorem. My idea on this subject of duties is 
that they should be ranged as low as possibile 
without bringing injury or disaster upon par- 
ties engaged in legitimate business pursuits. 

Tthink the judgment of the Committee of the 
Whole should be directed to that single point 
to obtain the lowest possible duty, without 
seriously impairing the interests to be affected 
by it. And as this amendment touches the 
sources of instruction and geueral intelligencé, 
it should be made as free as it can possibly 
be with this view of the question. 

[Here the bammer fell.] 

Mr. STORM. I desire to add but one word 
in favor of the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Houman] to put books on 
the free list. 1 believe the bill of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means putting the duty 
on books at twelve and a half cent&a pound is 
actually an increase on the present rate of 
duty, the present rate being twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem. 1 think this bill proposes 
an increase of about five per cent. upon the 
present duty. 

If there is anything in the tariff schedule 
of a country that boasts of free schools that 
should be free of duty, it is school-books. 
As has been well said, this duty is a tax upon 
intelligence, and if there is anything on earth 

' in which there should be a free exchange it 
isin ideas. Therefore I shall support with 
leasure the proposition of the gentleman 
rom Indiana [Mr, Houtman} to put books on 
the free list. 

I object to the present Dill because it im- 
poses a specific duty. it compels the poor 
man to pay as much for the plain common- 
school books out of which his children are to 
acquire the rudiments of an education as it 
does the rich man for his elegantly embossed 
and illustrated editions of Shakspeare and 
Tennyson. The student in indigent circum- 
stances in the pursuit of a classical education 
must pay for the ancient masters (the best edi- 
tious of which are published in Germany and 
England) as much as the rich man who buys a 
gili-edge morocco-bound edition of Goethe. 

Jt taxes the German books, the demand for 
which is greatly on the increase in this coun- 
try, books that cannot be profitably published 
here, twenty-five per cent. This tax on books 
mocks justice and fairness. Jt taxes our holy 
Bible. Some gentlemen here are not satis- 
fied in monopolizing the manufacture and trade 
of the country, but would close up the sources 
of knowledge and shut out the light of heaven 
itself I 

I am surprised that my colleague on the 
Committee on Education aud Labor [Mr. 
Hoar] should have moved to put books, maps, 
and charts, used by colleges and the higher 
institutions of learning, on the free list, and 
not say one word for the ‘people's college,”’ 
our common schools, The distinction is one 
unworthy of my accomplished and educated 
friend, ` 


F Mr, HOAR. Iam opposed to a distinction 
in favor of colleges and against the fres schools 
of the country. } 

Mr. STORM. Tam glad to hear it, but you 
Beye made the distinction in your amend- 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know that there is 
any use In my raising my voice here in the 
effort to secure to the people of this country 
the full enjoyment of their labor. For a little 
while the gentlemen onthis side of the House 
admit that it is a proposition worthy of con- 
sideration, and then they abandon it. Now 
take this proposition; here is a naked prop- 
osition to compel everybody who wishes to get 
a book printed to go abroad and get it print- 
ed. lt is a proposition to crush out every 
publishing house in this country, and to make 
books free. Itis a proposition to destroy ali 
the work of printers outside of the publication 
of newspapers in this country. The making 
of American books must cease if this propo- 
sition should be adopted. If there is anything 
tomy mind that is humiliating, it is the idea 
that when my distinguished friend in front of 
me here [Mr. Cox] wanted to publish his book 
he found it for his pecuniary interest to go to 
England and have it printed there. 

Mr. COX. I found I could get my book 
printed cheaper in London than J could here. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; that is what E said. 
Now do not interrupt me. ‘The gentleman 
found it for his pecuniary interest, under the 
present tariff of an ad valorem duty, to take 
bis book to England and have it printed there, 
to have the work all done there, to have the 
paper all bought there, to have the binding all 
done there, and then bring his book back 
here and pay the duty on it, because he could 
do it cheaper there than he could do it here. 

The proposition now is to allow all books 
to’ be brought in here free of duty, and 
thereby shut up every publishing house in 
this country. ‘The present duty has had the 
effect of stopping the publication in this 
country of books forchildren. There is nota 
house in the United States now engaged in 
publishing American books for children, Al- 
most every book designed for children which 
is now-a-days purchased in the bookstore, is 
printed in England, and informs them about 
“my Jord’? and ‘my lady,’’ aud the various 
institutions of monarchy. Productions of this 
kind have crowded out of the market those of 
American publishers. 

Now let me say a word about this ad valorem 
proposition. Take a book ef two volumes, 
each volume about the size of that I hold in 
my hand, {a duodecimo.] The American pub- 
lisher may be willing to publish it, but the 
Englishman sends in here the first volume 
which he offers to sells at half the price at 
which an American publisher can sell it. Of 
course the publication in America is at once 
prevented. ‘The first volume ag published in 
England is distributed all over the country, 
and when that has been circulated, the British 
publisher puts a double price on the second 
volume. Jn order to procure the second vol- 
ume the reader must pay on that all that be 
has saved by purchasing the first volume at a 
low price. Hence, the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana is practically a prop- 
osition to stop the publication of books in 
America. Í have a little pride in American 
books and American book-publishing estab- 
lish ments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave too much pride in 
ligeuce shall be subjected to any taxation 
whatever. 

Mr. DAWES. If my friend thinks that when 
hehas stopped the publishing of books in this 
country he will make the introduction of foreign 
books any cheaper, 1 am sorry for his want of 
experience and observation. The moment he 
shall succeed in crushing the publishing houses 


of this country, the price of books from abroad 
| will be put at just exactly what the cupidity of 


my country to consent that the sourees of intel- | 


the foreign book-seller may choose. Thus we 
educate the minds of our children upon foreign 
aliment, instead of American thought, Ameri- 
can feeling, and American patriotism. ‘hat 
is the reason I regret to see my friend from 
Indiana taking this position, And it is morti- 
fying to see an Englishman sitting upon this 
floor, , 

* Squat like a toad, close at tho oar of Evo,” 
whispering in the ears of members of the House 
that he may have the privilege of going to 
England and purchasing his paper or geitin 
his publications printed in England. Sir, 
have no sort of sympatliy with any such 
thing, even if I stand here alone upon this 
fluor. Before taking my seat, I will say that 
the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. 
Hoar] is necessary, because otherwise we 
should repeal the existing law, 

_ Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, after listen- 
ing to the patriotic and eloquent remarks of 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I rise to enter my protost 
against this mockery of statesmanship in 
tinkering with the tariff at the present time, 
and against the manner in which it is done. 
It imust be evident to the understanding of 
every member on this floor that the tariff is 
not the most pressing question before Con- 
gress at the present time. ‘There are others, 
the internal taxes, which should engage more 
prominently the deliberations of Congress. 
The apparent indifference all over the country 
to the eloquent efforts on this question which 
have emanated from gentlemen on both sides, 
the apathy of members upon the floor, the 
frequent roll-calls to obtain a quorum when 
the most important provisions of the bill are 
pending, indicate to my mind the futility of 
the whole proceeding. It is very evident, sir, 
that any effort at the present moment to un- 
settle the values of the country will be per- 
nicioug and fruitless of the results desired by 
the true friends of American industries. 

Mr. HOAR. Lrise to a question of order. 
What is the question before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There are three amend- 
ments pending. ‘The first to be voted on will 
be that of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Hoar.}] The amendment of the gentle: 
man from Indiana (Mr, Kerr] proposing to 
strike out ‘‘twelve and a half” and insert “ren”? 
is not strictly in order, because it is not -an 
amendment to the one reported by the gentlo- 
man from Massachusetts. The question on the 
motion to strike out, made by the gentleman 
from Indiana {Mr. Lorman] will come last. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I was about 
to state that the difference of opinion upon this 
floor, both among the members of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and other mem- 
bers of the House, indicates that they do not 
agree, and do not understand the provisions 
of the bill. The expressions of opinion 
throughout the country prove conclusively 
that if this bill becomes a law, it will be con- 
sidered the great ‘Dolly Varden’? tariif bill 
of the Forty-Second Congress, [laughter ;]} and 
when the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Cox,] who sotto voce says that it is a good 
name, and hereafier prostrates himself at the 
feet of the great champion of protection, Mr. 
Greeley, and surrenders the free-trade prin- 
ciples of his party in bebalf of a cause to which 
I am devoted, I will shake hands with him and 
we shall no longer differ as to the fact that the 
protection of American industry is at least 
intelligent and respectable, and that good 
wages and steady employment stimulate all 
the agencies whereby our fields of wheat, corn, 
and cotton, and our mines of coal, iron, cop- 
per, lead, and precious metals yield their 
harvests and treasures to augment the power 
and wealth of the nation, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH rose. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. COX. One word only and I will quit. 

Mr. DAWES. Letus vote on this, first. 

Mr Hoar’s amendment was then adopted. 
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Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
say a word in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houmay.] I 
have not been partial to auy one interest in 
fighting these tariff schemes. Shall I refrain 
when the question is the free interchange of 
commodities and intelligence between na- 
tions? If we hada more enlarged exchange 
of intelligence we would not be in the condi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
NeGuny,]} who has just spoken. Jam not re- 
sponsible for his not understanding my posi- 
tion. Of course his is solid—I will not say 
stolid—intelligence; so solid you cannot see 
through it. [Luughter.] 

I rose, however, for the purpose of saying 
that the present rate of duty on books, which 
is twenty-live per cent. ad valorem, demands 
ofan economical person, who would make his 
book cheaply, to go abroad and to have most 
of the work done abroad on his book. 

The gentleman trom Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] referred to a book which I published 
in London, The reason for my so doing is 
very plain. [ found I could make that book 
cheaper in London than 1 could in New York. 
Wio would not acron that principle? Printing 
is not patriotism ; itis business. I did not have 
the binding done in Loudon, as he has stated ; 
but the paper was made there and the printing 
done there. Substantially the book was made 
there and the binding done here. The duty 
of twenty-five per ceut. ad valorem was in- 
posed on the press work aud the poper; or at 
least Lhat was the construcuun of the custom- 
house. By our general tariff on everything, 
including paper aud type; including even 
proof-reading, in one sense, (for the tariff 
enters into the business aud family of all per- 
sons engaged in making books, ) books cannot 
be made as cheaply here as there. The duties 
swell the cost of a book iu various ways, not 
now to be discussed. 

Mr. DAWScs. Do you want everybody to 
go there to publish their books and not have 
any book publishers here in the United States 
at all? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman will see that my 
remarks reach a lule farther than he sup- 
poses, It is conuected with the passage of a 
copyright law. | want every author of every 
nation to go wherever he chooses, not only to 
haye bis brain properly cared for, butto print 
his book, and to print it at the lowest price 
possible. Jam a free-trader all through and 
through. Ido not agree with the gentleman 
from Massachuse'ts, who so ably represents 
the intellectual State par excellence of this 


country, the State which circulates around the | 


universal Hub. He would prevent the pub- 
lishing and multiplication of books at the 
cheapest rate possible; I would not. Let 
them come from whatever country, let us give 
them hospitality; all the greater we'come 
when they cost less. Let them come in the 


form of Euripides and Sophocles; Socrates and | 


Plato, Homer. Virgil, Horace, or Sallust; from 
France, with Laplace and Moire; from Ger- 
many, with Goethe or Schiller; from Eng- 
lund, with Newton, Bacon, Shakespeare, Mil- 
ton, or even Darwin; or all the other grand 
authors who have supplied ideas. grace, aud 
style to mankind, I am for giving them to 
the people of our land at as cheap a rate as 
possible, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. And the Bible, too. 

Mr. DAWES. And cannot we multiply 
copies of Socrates and Plato and Darwin here 
as well as over there? 

Mr. COX. We cannot do it as cheaply ; 
that is my point. 

Mr. DAWES. And why is it? Because 
over there they employ men at twenty-five 
cents a day, who go barefoot and half naked, 
and are half fed. 

Mr. COX. Lam in favor of employing the 
man who works the cheapest for me. Other 
things being equal, all sensible, practical men 
do the same, 
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Mr. DAWES. Whether he wearsany clothes, 
eats sufficient food, or has auy shoes to his 
feet—you did not mean that? 

Mr. COX. Iwish the people to have cheap 
clothes, food, boots, and shoes. I have con- 
stantly voted for these objects. I want them 
just now to have cheap. books also. F want 
especially the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to be consistent on this question. [ Laughter. ] 
He knows that in Massachusetts they have 
brought Chinese, pagan, cheap labor into that 
State to come into competition with the labor 
there for the purpose of manufacturing cheaper 
boots and shoes. And iny friend (Mr. Dawes] 
who traveled with me last summer over Cali- 
fornia would not take any active part in the 
election canvass going on there, becaase both 
parties were strongly committed against Chi- 
uese cheap labor, He believed in it as a ques- 
tion of humanity. What is the difference 
between having Chinese cheap laborers in 
Massachusetts or having English cheap labor- 
ers working in Canada. or even Bngland; and 
especially, & fortiori, when the question is in 
favor of cheap Looks and the economic spread 
of intelligence, . 

A gentleman from Connectient to-day boasted 
that the people in New England were espe- 
cially the model Christian people; and yet 
they bring on cheap pagan labor from China, 
with joss-sticks and pig-tails, to be employed in 
competition with the Christian laborers of that 
Stare. This is a beautiful evidence of—eco- 
nomical consistency. Not that [ now dis- 
pute the right of anybody to employ anybody 
in this country cheaply. The gemleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] appears to wish 
to say something, [Laughter. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inform the gentle- 
man that nobody in Massachusetts has any 
privileges of labor over anybody else in Mas- 
sachusetts. Wherever they come from, what- 
ever their color, they are measured only by 
their capacity. 

Mr. COX, (crossing to the Republican side 
of the House.) I like to get near the genile- 
man. [Laughter.] lt gives me more delight 
to speak with him than with any one else in 
this House. I believe that free trade, free 
labor, and the right to the interchange by 
trade of the products of free labor, is just as 
much a right, under God, as the right of free 
men or free soil—of personal freedom, guar- 
antied now to all, of all races and color, by 
the Constitution, 

Why, the other day in the House, when I 
undertook to speak a good word for the col- 
ored people, and to say I would have favored 
the amendment of the Constituiion abolishing 
slavery—except at that particular critical 
moment when [ thought life of more value 
than liberty, when commissioners were with 
Grant, Seward, and Lincoln to treat for 
peace—after | had vindicated in debate here 
against my then colleague (Mr. Pendleton) 
the power to amend co as to abolish slavery, 
then, afier all this, I received from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] the 
most scandalous reproach for all my efforts in 
this direction toward freedom. My distin- 
guished friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] should have known me better than 
to charge me as he did with being false to 
freedom or to myself. I base my ideas in 
favor of free trade on the radical ideas of lib- 
erty; the same ideas I have cherished here 
since my service. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment ? 

Mr. BROOKS. I must make the point of 
order on my colleague that this discussion is 
not germane. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman has made 
an allusion to me, and I wish to make a 
remark. 

Mr. BROOKS. We have only till three 
o’clock for discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Cox] has made an allusion, which 


gives me an opportunity to say what I have 
desired to say for a long time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawgs. ] 

Mr. COX. Ido. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York alluded a moment ago to a debate in 
this House in reference to the constitutional 
amendment abolishing slavery. I learned 
after that debate that the gentleman from New 
York felt that I had done him injastice. I 
sought an opportunity, bat this is the first I 
have bad, to assure the gentleman and the 
House that nothing tbat I ever said, that no 
thought I ever entertained, reflected upon the 
gentleman’s personal integrity at all in any 
matter pertaining to his duties here in the 
House. He and I had been sixteen years 
together, and it would uot become me in the re- 
lations, which have existed between us from the 
day we first entered Congress, when L sarved 
under him as my chairman, to this day, to 
reflect in any way upon his integrity at all; 
l differ with him politically, but | nave thought 
it due both to him and myself to make this 
explanation, 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to sav that the 
proposition now before the committee, both 
as it is in the original proposijon and in the 
amendment, is a blow at the employment and 
wages of every man engaged jn the labor of 
paper-making, or in the preparation of the 
elements of paper, of printers’ ink, of type, of 
printing, and in all the arts and elements of 
book-waking and binding. The way to cheapen 
books in this country is to enable our people 
to produce them. Weare the only commercial 
nation which levies duties on books in any 
other way than by weight. No other nation ad- 
mits them under an ad valorem duty. The 
specific dudy by weight is the world-wide sys- 
tem, and was for years the measurement of 
the duty in this country. 

On the 16th March last T spoke in this House, 
replying to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kerr,} aud in the course of my remarks 
alluded to the deplorable condiion of the 
working printers of Igagland. I have since 
received a letter* from a journeyman book» 
binder, now employed in Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, telling me that a fellow workman 
had lent him a copy of my remarks. He 
thanks me for them, and tella me that when 
Mr. Houghton, of the firm of Hurd & Hough- 
ton, to whose testimony before the Committee 
of Ways and Means I had referred to, came to 
Bngland to employ hands in the place of men 
who had enlisted for the war, he and his fel- 
low-workmen were in destitution; and that 
Mr. Houghton brought them to this counrry, 
p ying their way. He tells me that now his 
lfe ig insured, and how many tens and hun- 
dreds of dollars he has on deposit in the sav- 
ings bank. He tells me ‘also of other work- 
men who have thus been elevated from litle 
better than pauperism by American wages. and 


* CAMBHIDGE, Muy 10, 1872. 


Duar Sir: A fellow-workman haying lent me a 
paumphict containing a speech delivered by you 
March 16, 1872, against free trade, [ take the lib- 
erty of addressing you, as F am interested in that 
subject. Sir, let us took atthe blessings of tree trade 
where it works so well. I cannot do betrer than take 
my own case. When io Bugtand I always had a 
great desire to come to this country, not that I ex- 
pected to get rich, but wnnted to be uble to save 
something fur my maintenance in inyold age, In 
1857 we began to save. In 1864 Mr. H. O. Houghton 
was in Bbugland trying to engage some com positors, 
prin ers, and book~buiders, Daina book-binder and 
applied to him to see if he would pay our passage 
inyself, wife, and two children. [le came to Derby 
and I told him what IT could do. He agreed to ad- 
vance our passage-money., We bad been saving 
nearly seven years, had twenty-four shillings per 
week, which was tho best wages given. I had saved 
oniy £12 10s. 4 

What is tbe difference between my life there and 
that which I enjoy here? Mr. Houghton lent me 
money to buy furniture, and with the passage- 
money I was in debt ior $270, I received fifteen. 
doltars per week first, bave been advanced several 
times, now I have twenty-two dollars per week. 
paid the debt, have my life insured, acd $015 in the 
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are enjoying the same improved condition. I 
will print the letter with my remarks. It is 
proper that I should say that the writer tells 
me that he thinks that asto one fact I was mis- 
taken, which was in sayingthat the better class 
of English workmen get meat but once a week. 
He thinks the better class get meat on an 
average five times a week. In all the rest of 
my statements I was, however, accurate. ` Sir, 
to reduce the duty on books to eight cents per 
pound will be to close the paper-mills, the 
printing offices, and the book-binderies of the 
country and to throw us at the mercy of Eng- 
lish and Belgian book-makers; I say Belgian, 
.for it is a fact that paper can be made so much 
cheaperin Belgium, type set, and books printed 
and bound so much more cheaply there than 
in England, that free trade with Belgium is 
uprooting the book-making trade of England, 
and it is highly probable that the book of my 
friend from New York, [Mr. Cox,] though he 
believes it was made in England, was the pro- 
duct of the cheap labor employed in Belgium, 
and not that of England. The proposition to 
reduce this duty is, L repeat, a blow not only 
at the labor but at the authorship of this 
country. Without publishers who may pro- 


duce their books upon our own soil, paying | 


wages that will secure them purchasers and 
readers, our authors will be brought to the 
feetof the great publishing houses of England. 
The way to make literature cheap here would 
be to impose such a duty as would give ade- 
quate protection to the paper-maker, the type- 
founder, and the book-maker in all and every 
department of the several trades it involves. 
Mr. BECK. I desire to say only a word 
against the motion made by the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hormax, ] and in favor of 
that made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
pair Kerr.] I should like, of course, to see 
ooks free. A great deal can be said, and has 
been very well said, both by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horman] and the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox,] in regard to 
that; and it may go out to the country that we 
are taxing the family Bible, the school- books, 
and books of every kind. hat is all very 
well, but this fact exists. that you have either 
to keep some tax upon books, or you have to 
depend for books altogether on England. The 
further factexists that books published in Eng- 
land, and sold there to their own people, cost 
more than the same books published here and 
sold in this country; while they can sell them 
cheaper they do not do it, and whenever you 
destroy the competition the booksellers, like 
everybody else, put their articles to the highest 
price. It was demonstrated two years ago 
that the manufacture of pig iron cost but 
twenty dollars a ton; it then sold at thirty- 


seven dollars a ton, and now at fifty-one dol: | 


Jars, and whenever the English manufacturer 
gets control of this market he will sell his 


books as high as be can. 

The duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem 
was thought to work badly by many members 
adalah td ik Sa ee ae en ee 


bank. This bas been done in less than eight years. 
You mention Hon. H. O. Houghton speaking of the 
compositors of England not being able to pay their 
passage; there were about twenty in the same shop 
with meand potone married man better off than 
myself. a 
ince I have been bere several trade societies 
have passed laws for the paywent of mens’ passage 
to this country, asso few can do 80., You speak of 
the children of the brick-yardsin Leicester. I bave 
seen them, I worked at the hosiery in Leicester: 
bad to sew three dozen pairs of children’s socks per 
day, when only about seven years of age. Excuse 
me for correcting you, but I think you are mis- 
taken in saying that mecbanics do not often taste 
meat there. Ihave been in Nottingham, Leicester, 
London, and Derby, and from what I saw I think 
the mass of the people have meat about five times & 
week. ur el 
to keep the American public from such miseries as 
the free-trade policy of England has brought upon 


the Euglish people. JAMES WILSON. 


Respectfully, yours, J 
P. S.—]I worked with a book-binder who had a large 
lings per week, who 


family and ovly eighteen shil r 
told me he only tasted beef about once In three 
months ; but this is an exception. 


Hon. W, D. KELLEY. 


‘Allow me to wish you success in your efforts |i 


of the committee because of frauds in the 
invoices. It was demonstrated, for instance, 
that in relation to the tax on old books frauds 
were perpetrated by putting an old title-page 


‘to the book while all the rest was new. 


The committee believing that a duty at so 
much a pound was better, fixed the rate at 
twelve and a half cents per pound, I have 
always believed that ten cents per pound would 
be the true ameunt, not twelve and a half. A 
duty of twelve and a half per pound would in- 
crease the price of the cheaper class of books, 
while it would cheapen the higher class of 
books which are only bought by the few. 
Therefore I favor the duty of ten cents pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kerr.] The effect of making books free 
would be to destroy the business of book-mak- 
ing in this country. So long asa man pays 
fifty per cent. more for the clothes he wears, 
for the food he eats, and for everything else 
he uses, more than is paid in other countries, 
he cannot manufacture as cheaply as men in 
other countries, and until you make free trade 
in everything you cannot make it in books 
without destroying the whole business. My 
judgment is, taking an average duty and giv- 
ing the benefit to the cheaper books instead 
of to the more costly ones, that ten per cent. 
will more effectually accomplish the purpose 
than twelve and a balf percent. And I think, 
from the proofs we had before us, it is better 
also on account of the frauds that were per- 
petrated. 

(Here the hammer fell.J 

‘Lhe committee rose informally; and Mr. 
Sawyer took the chairas Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THN SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syup- 
SON, one of their clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. 1t. No. 2187) to confirm the action 
of the board of aldermen and common council 
of the city of Washington, designating a depot 
site for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes. 

‘The message further announced that the Sen- 
ate had disagreed to the amendment of the 
House to the bill of the Senate, No. 468, to 
regulate criminal practice in the Federal courts, 
and requested a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed, as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate, Mr. THURMAN, Mr. FRELINGRHUY- 
sen, and Mr. CONELING. 

TARIEF AND TAX BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. BANKS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make iteleven instead of ten per 
cent. Iam sure it is not the purpose of the 
Committee of the Whole to vote for the ad- 
mission of books free of duty, however ben- 
eficial it might be tous. What we want to 


know of the chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means (Mr. Dawes] is what is the 
lowest amount of duty that wiil afford a pro- 
tection to book-making in this country. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to my col 
league i 

Mr, BANKS. After I get through T will 
be very brief. The gentleman has not given 
us thatinformation. Whatisthe lowestamount 
that will enable us to makebooks in this coun- 
try, putting as lule burdens upon, the pur- 
chasers of books as possible? That is what we 
want to know. My impression is that there 
are other things besides the duty on books that 
enter into this question. 

The other day, in some general remarks 
upon the tariff, | mentioned the fact to the 
House that in 1869 it : : 
hotels in the city of New York just twice 
much to supply its tables as it did in 1863 and 
1864, when gold was 260 to 280. And that is 
a consideration that enters into this matter. 
What I want to find out is what is the least 


cost one of the great | 
as | 


rate of duty that will protect this interest and 
give the people-the greatest advantages that 
can be had. J think that is all that is wanted 
by the members of this committee, and espe- 
cially I think that is what is wanted by the 
gentleman to whom reference was made by 
my colleague. He wants to ktiow what is the 
lowest duty at which paper that is used. for 
the country newspapers in this country can be 
imported without detriment or disaster to the 
paper- manufacturing interests of this country. 
Thatis what I want to know also. The fact 
that the gentleman to whom reference has 
been made was born in England is not in ques- 
tion av all, He came to this country more 
than twenty Give years ago. He was employed 
as au artistupon a pictorial paper in Boston as 
early as 1850. He was then employed upon 
Gleason's Pictorial, and has been the pioneer 
in illustrated journalism in this country. He 
now publishes eight or ten illustrated jour- 
nals—Ioglish, German, aud Spanish, His 
weekly payroll amounts to nearly eight thou- 
sand dollars, and his annual expenditure for 
American paper is $500,000, while he imports 
not more than $100,000 worth from Mugiand. 
Ir is not exactly right to speak of such a man ag 
an Kuglishman, He has carried that branch 
of the profession to a degcee of perfection not 
surpassed by Mngland, France, or any other 
country of Iuurope. TL itcontinues to advance 
as it bas’ hitherto, at no distant day the art of 
illustration will be extended to the daily jour- 
nals of this country, and they will be printed 
with illustrations as we now sec in our weekly 
pictorial papers. 

I now ask my colleague [Mr. Dawes] why 
itis, when the taritf of 1846 was bat tun per 
cent., the tarif of 1857 but eight per ceuta 
and the tariff under existing Jaw but twenty- 
five per cent., itis necessary at this period to 
charge very nearly the tariff rates of 1812, 
when the duty upon paperand books was from 
fifteen to tweuty-five and thirty cents u pound? 
Low is it that with all the improvements in 
manufacture, all the advances ta science, with 
all the improvemeuts that have been made in 
every art, we are obliged to pay a duty very 
nearly equal to that of the tarif of 1842, und 
which lasted only two or three years, in order 
to protect the bouk-makers of this country aud 
prevent the importation of books from foreign 
countries ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to my colleaguo 
[Mr. Banks] that the Committee of Ways 
and Means had a very thorough investigation 
of this subject, and gave a bearmg to the itn- 
porters aud publishers of books. The ia 
porters, up to this session, have been opposed 
tua change from the ad valorem duty on books 
toaduly per pound, The honest importers 
of the country have been driven from the 
market, and their place has been taken by for 
eigners, who import books in the manuer I 
have illustrated. The importers therclore sey 
that they can no longer continue honestly the 
business of importing under an ad valorem 
duty which enables dishonest men by macs 
of undervaluations to push them from the 
market. Therefore, looking the mutter all 
over, counting all the cost, the publishers of 
this country and the importers, all the large 
houses, have signed a paper which has been 
sent to the committee, asking a duty of fifteen 
gents a pound on books. We have fixed tha 
duty at twelve and a balf cents w pound. My 
friend from New York, (Mr. Baooxs.] in 
whom upon this subject the committee had 
great confidence, labored with me and with the 
committee; and he and I, and indeed ihe 
whole committee, agreed upon twelve and a 
half cents as the limit, not to shut out foreign 
publications, bat as the living limit for Amer- 
ican publishers and importers. 

One word about the allusion which I made 
to an “ Englishman,” which I regret to | ave 
made, so fur as it may have implied any idea 
that it is any fault or disgrace to be an Euglish- 
man. The bumiliation which I endeavored 


to express was that he should come here and 
ask us to permit him to go to England and buy 
a particular kind of paper for his illustrated 
paper, when the Harpers and everybody else 
in-the same line buy their paper in this coun- 
try. I will not disparage his paper except to 
say that I do not like the pictures. I have 
nothing to say about the merit of his publica- 
tion; but I say it is unfortunate for us that 
such a condition of things should exist. We 
can go abroad and employ the labor of Bel- 
gium at fifteen cents a day ; bleaching-powders 
there bear no duty, soda bears no duty, rags 
are free. We impose a duty upon everyarticle 
used in the manufacture of our paper, while 
foreign countries, in order to keep those ma- 
terials there, put an export duty upon them. 
Yet some of our people are so blind to what 
builds up a nation as to say, ‘¢ We will make 
it for the interest of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] and his colleague, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] when they publish a book, to go 
abroad and get the foreign laborer to make that 
book.” 

I cannot understand how the American sen- 
timent in a man’s breast should sleep under 
guch circumstances. IfI have any pride in 
anything in this country it is in its develop- 
ment; itis when one man makes two spears 
of grass grow where only one grew before; 
when one man by the use of inventive power, 
or by water-power, or by any other agency, 
produces two dollars’ worth of the product of 
human labor where one was produced be- 
fore. have more pride in things of that 
kind than I have in all the grandeur of our 
country’s mountains and rivers and plains, 
great and magnificent as they are. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to say a few more 
words on this question before the vote is taken. 
Some things that have been said by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] in 
his several speeches to-day are so remarkable 
and at the same time so characteristic that I 
am not willing they shall go unanswered, 
They reflect upon the intelligence of this 
House and upon the patriotism of this side of 
the House, and upon my own especially. I 
want it understood by the Honse that for 
every position I take upon the subject of the 
tariff I bave intelligent reasons which ad- 
dress themseives to my conscience and judg- 
ment, based primarily upon the original rights 
of the people of this country, of which rights 
onali such occasions asthisthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts loses sight completely, in his 
zeal to serve a few men, to build up special 
interests, to extend particular privileges and 
favors to those already powerful, at the ex- 
pense of the many. It is to this continual 
cry in favor of the few that I object. The 
gentleman cannot disguise it or cover it up 
under pretended zealin the interests of labor. 


No monopolist ever came here to speak for || 


himself. He always speaks for labor! But 
the people will not always be humbugged by 
such chaff. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts con- 
slautly interjects into all he says bere some- 
thing about the Belgic labor at fifteen cents a 
day, and English labor at twenty cents a day, 
and all that kiud of stuff. I cail it * stuff,” 
and mean just what Isay. The gentleman 
knows as well as every intelligent man in 
this House that there is total free trade in 
England in the making of books and every- 
thing else; and he also knows that in Belgium 
and in many of the states of Prussia, and gen- 
erally on the continent, labor is cheaper than 
it isin Great Britain. Yet Great Britain is 
the book-publishing market of Europe. It 
makes more books, prints more literature, 
does more forthe civilization of the world than 
all the other natious of Burope. It does this 
in spite of the cheaper labor abroad; it does 
this in spite of protection on the continent; it 
does it by the aid of free trade in Great 
Britain, The higher labor of England makes 
books and selis them on the continent in suc- 
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cessful competition with the cheaper labor 
there. This constant talk about labor is all 
for effect here. It has nothing to do with the 
great question of the ability of American pub- 
lishers to make books without protection. 
They can do this with the nataral protection 
they have, and with the superior skill of our 
workmen, aided by better machinery. 

American labor is. not asking for this pro- 
tection, It is American monopoly. Give us 
cheaper books. We are entitled to this blessed 
boon here. The poor people of the country 
who want to learn, who: want to fit themselves 
for the high and responsible duties of citizen- 
ship, are entitled to buy literature wherever 
they please aud as cheaply as possible. To 
deny this precious right strikes at the very 
corner-stone of free institutions. Free Amer- 
ica denies to her citizens in this respect the 
privileges and liberty enjoyed by those of 
European Governments. ‘The gentleman from 
Massachusetts constantly hurls it into our teeth 
that we would break down the book-making 
establishments of this country and make it 
impossible—that is his expression—muke it 
impossible to make a book in the United States. 
Make it impossible to make a book here! 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the American book- 
makers can defy the world now under free 
trade. No nation on the earth can make any 
of those millions, untold millions of books 
consumed in this country which are of alocal, 
domestic, or peculiarly national character; 
such as professional books, all oar school- 
books, all our books of American learning 
aud history of all kinds, are made by our own 
book makers. American school-books are 
now being shipped to China. Why do not 
the English take their books, their cheap 
books, to China and shut out ours? It is 
because there is nothing in the cry that we 
will break down the American manufacturers. 
This country is the greatest reading and book- 
cousuming country on earta, We make more 
books than any other country in the world. 
We. bave more writers, more newspapers, 
more popular iutelligence than the rest of the 
world. Tbe idea that the business of book- 
making can only survive in this country by 
the aid of bounty is the baldest assumption. 
Itis national stuluification. ‘There isno shadow 
of foundation for it in fact or truth. ‘The 
American publishers do not want any high 
bounty. They only ask for ten ceuts per 
pound, except a few houses that wouid build 
up vast monopolies. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Ir. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I wish at the proper time to offer an amend 
ment to this clause, and I will have it read 
now for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “except,” in line eighty-eight, 
insert these words: “books printed ‘in other than 
the English language, and books printed in the Eng- 
lish language of an edition unrevised for twenty 
years.” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I shall offer that 
amendment with a view to preparing the way 
for putting these two classes on the free list. 

Mr. DAWES.. That amendment is very 
proper, and | hope it will be voted on now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. i hope it will 
be voted on now, and that there will be no 
objection to it, as it will save time. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret very much for my- 
self to be forced to the necessity of changing 
the tariff on books from ad volorem to specific. 
Iam williog, however, to follow the sugges- 
tions of the committee, who have considered 
the subject carefully. I wish to point out one 
or two difficulties in the way of the proposed 
method of taxing books. Tor instance, a 
friend of mine a few days since imported trom 
England thirty-nine volumes of Kees’s Ency- 
clopedia, a work more than twenty years old, 
and weighing about eight pounds to the vol- 
ume. The work is now admitted free of duty, 
but if it were taxed on the plan this bill pro- 
poses, that is, by the pound—— 
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Mr. DAWES. No one proposes that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am giving 
this merely as an illustration. If we were to 
tax this on the plan this bill proposes, by tax- 
ing per pound, the tax would amount to more 
than forty dollara in gold. The price of the 
whole series of these volumes in London was 
thirty dollars in gold. ‘The trouble with this 
change of tariff from specific to ad valorem is 
that it falls most heavily on the cheapest 
books, on the Testaments and Bibles, on the 
popular books which go into the hands of 
poor people everywhere, The mostluxurious 
books, the rare, expensive editions do not 
bear a proportionate rateof duty bythe change » 
here proposed from an ad valorem duty to a 
specific duty. 

Whether twelve and a half cents per pound 
is the proper rate I do not know; but I do 
implore this committee to strain to come ag 
near to free books as is compatible with the 
rights of all concerned. And when I say all, 
I mean the writer of books, the printers of 
books, and the readers of books. I regret that 
any necessity exists for putting shackles on 
what ought to be in the larger view of the sub- 
ject as free as the air we breathe. I would 
have popular books, the Bible, and the general 
educational literature of the country as nearly 
free as possible. While wishing this for the 
sake of literature and education, I know that 
we must not forget the interests of those who 
have invested their money in the business of 
publishing books, and recognizing the difficul- 
ties that surround this bill, 1 will not say any- 
thing which may tend to embarrass it. “But I 
hope the House will put on the free list books 
in other languages, and the old authors of our 
own language, It is a wrong to all the scholar 
ship of the country to make any jaw by which 
access to the old masters, the teachers of 
mankind, whose works have come down to us 
across the centuries and the generations, shall 
be blocked up by any mode of taxation, The 
readers of such books are generally uot wealthy 
men, and can ill afford the enhanced cost of 
these sources of their knowledge and inspira- 
tion, J hope the amendment 1 have sens to 
the Chair will be adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. No one has imposed any- 
thing upon the old masters. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. But this tax 
will be imposed upon them if my amendment 
does not prevail. Ihave so drafted it as pre- 
cisely 10 meet the case. I understand that 
although a book may be a hundred years old, 
if it has a new title-page, bearing the imprint 
1870, 1871, or 1872, it is called a new book. 
This substantially nullifies the present law, 
which provides thata book twenty years old 
shall come in free of duty, 

Mr. BURCHARD rose. 

Mr. KERR. Lask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
man a single minute. 

Mr. KERR. I hold in my hand a paper 
signed by more than foar fifths of all the book: 
makers of America, in which they say : 

“Tf a specific tariff is regarded as necessary at all, 
we maintain, by the accompanying tobie, that ten 
cents per pound is the highest rate that imported 
books can possibly bear without serious injury to all 
the valuable and large interests involved,” 

Mr. DAWES. That was put in two years 
ago; and the same men say that it is Impossi- 
ble now to get on without a duty of twelvo 
and a half cents. 

Mr. KERR. The paper was sent to me 
during this session of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. Look at the date. 

Mr, KERR., It has no date to show that it 
is two years old. I repeat that it was handed 
me during the present session. 

The question being taken on the emend- 
ment of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, it was agreed 


I yield to the gentle- 


to. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I wish to say a word 
in regard to the specific duty provided in the 
bil, The commitice desired and intended to 


1872. 
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ive an equivalent duty for the present ad | 


valorem duty. Two years ago the duty on 
rags was repealed, and rags are now free, It 
is true, as has been stated by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that there 
is an export duty upon rags imposed by some 
countries. Out of one hundred and three mil- 
lion pounds of rags exported, only one half 
the whole quantity, or forty-three million 
pounds, were imported from England. We 
receive only a small quantity from those 
countries which impose an export duty. 

We have reduced the duties upon the raw 
materials connected with this industry, We 
propose, if this Lill passes with the rates fixed 
by the committee, to reduce the duty upon 
paper. We also reduce the duty upon leather, 
upon calf skins, and other forms of leather 
which are used in binding books. And while 
we are doing this, it seems to me we ought not 
to increase the duty on books. Weare actually 
giving book-making a greater protection under 
this bill if we allow it to remain exactly as it 
is. Butwe ought to reduce the duty on books, 
as we are reducing the duty on other imported 
articles. We ought, if we make anything free, 
to make knowledge free as far as it is possible 
to do so, without doing injustice to the indus- 
tries of the country, Hence. 1 believe that we 
can make the redaction to the rate proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana, of ten cents 
per pound. I shall therefore support that 
amendment. 

Mr, FINKELNBURG, I am opposed to 
making books free, but in favor of a reduc- 
tion upon that article as well as on everything 
else. The gentleman from Ilinois (Mr. Fanns- 
WORTH] remarked yesterday that there is 9, 
strange silence upon the subject of revenue in 
the course of this debate on the tariff. I de- 
sire to add to thatthat there has been a marked 
silence on the subject of profits. In the course 
of all this discussion we are constantly hearing 
talk about wages; nothing about profits. We 
are constantly hearing about labor, but nothing 
about the proprietors. Why, sir, any man lis- 
tening to this debate might think that all the 
protected industries in the United States of 
America were carried on under the cUopera- 
tive system, and that all thé bounties and 
benelits which we vote by the tariff we have 
voted directly into the pockets of the laborers ; 
while, as we all know, there is a middleman 
who stand, between our legislation and the 
laborer, the proprietor, the corporation, the 
firms and individuals who carry on these in- 
dustries. These men get the money in their 
own hands, and what do they do with it? It 
goes into their profit and dividend accounts, 
while they pay their employés just what the 
general course of wages compels them to pay. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cox: 
GER] yesterday made an attack on my col- 
league on the Committee of Ways and Means 
from illinois, [Mr. Buncuarp,] and attempted 
to fasten on him and every revenue reformer 
the character of unfriendliness to labor. 
That was ina discussion about the small re- 
duction of the tariff on lumber. Now, does 
that gentleman mean to have us belicve that 
if you will reduce the duty on lumber to-day 
a corresponding reduction will be made in the 
wages of the men who cut the timber ? Is 
there no such thing as proprietors of timber 
lands? Is there no such thing asa margin 
of profit within which we may reduce? 

Let me put the converse of the case. Sup- 
pose to-day we increase the duly on lumber 
or paper, or books, fifty percent. Do gen 
tlemen mean to say that to-morrow the pro- 
prietors wiil advance the wages of their labor- 
ers fifty per cent.? Certainly no one on this 
floor is verdant enough to believe any such 
proposition as that. 1 say that in this matter 
of books the reduction recommended by the 
committee, like all the other reductions iu the 
bill, may affect the margin of profits but it 
does not touch labor. i 


T hold in my hand a book to. which I have 
sometimes referred, a report of the bureau of 
statistics of labor of Massachusetts, and it is 
to the honor of that State, be it said, that of 
allthe States in the Union it is the only one 
candid enough to expose the true relations of 
labor to capital, and that book shows that 
precious little of the increase of profit created 
by your tariff has gone into the pockets of the 
laborer. That book shows that while the 
tariff has been tripled within the last ten 
years, the wages of labor have only increased - 
sixty three per cent., and that while they are 
geiting nothing more than the general course 
of wages thronghout the country, the proprie- 
tors themselves have been realizing handsome 
profits. As a matter of course, when they 
get this money under the tariff they do not ìn- 
tend to pay their laborers one cent more than 
the general rate of wages compels them to 
pay. The rates of labor depend upon the 
agreement between the laborer and the pro- 
prietor, and if the proprietors should attempt 
to reduce the wages of labor in any particular 
branch below the average rate of wages in the 
country, the laborers would simply quit and 
go into some other business. 

In the time of the revenue tariff before the 
war wages in this country were higher than 
in Europe or in Canada, That arises from 
the nature of the country, the sparsely-settled 
population of the country compared with 
European countries, and a number of other 
things which regulate the rate of wages, just 
as supply and demand regulate things, 

Mr. DAWES. Let us havea vote, 

Mr, HOLMAN. Ihave a word or two to 
say before this vote is taken. 

Mr. DAWES, Then I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this paragraph be closed 
after the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hou 
MAN] shall have concluded his remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Not quite. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, after two gentlemen 
have spoken, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Perhaps somebody 
else may wantto speak. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J will withdraw my motion 
to strike out this paragraph for the purpose of 
submitting another motion, if my colleague 
(Mr. Kerr] will withdraw his amendment, 

Mr. KERR. Is it necessary to withdraw 
my amendment in order to enable the gentle- 
man to offer his? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to go in as a proviso after the proviso 
adopted on motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. GARFIELD. ] It is as follows: 

Provided further, That school-books and charts 
and maps used by coinmon schools, Bibles and 
Testaments, shall be free of duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will not be in 
order while the amendment of the gentleman’s 
colleague { Mr. Kerr] is pending. 

Mr. KERR. For the present, I withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now offer the amend- 
ment I have indicated. 

Mr. DAWES. That is a proposition to 
bring foreign school-books into our schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is vigilant in 
his duty as chairman of the leading committee 
of the House, he ought not to forget the dig- 
nity of his position. He should not forget 
that while he represents a special interest on 
the pending subject not very friendiy to the 
common interest of the whole country 

Mr. DAWES. What interest is that? I 
have no special interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman represents 
apparently the interest of the publishing houses 
of Boston. 

Mr. DAWES. Nota bit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman should not 
intimate that other gentlemen here are influ- 
enced in their conduct on this subject by 
unworthy motives. 


Mr. DAWES. I never have. 

Mr. STORM. Yes, you did. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. The genvieman forgets the 
insinuation that he made when he said he 
regretted to sce a British subject crouching at 
the ears of members of this House. 

Mr. DAWES. I repeat that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You do? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do you apply that to any 
gentleman on this floor ? 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is so humiliating 
to me as to see that. l 

Mr. HOLMAN, Does the gentleman apply 
that to any gentleman upon this floor? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not apply it to you. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is sufficient for me. 
The gentleman made his remark immediately 
after I had uttered a few words in behalf of 
the right of the common intelligence of the 
country to be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There is no more high- 
minded gentleman in the House than the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I indorse the sentiment 
[laughter] in reference to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. DAWES. TI did not intend to reproach 
any member of the House; I only referred to 
the manifest impropriety of an alien approach- 
ing any member of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume that I was per- 
haps a litle sensitive on this question, us I 
had just spoken, so there is an end tg it. 
bad attempted to say something in behalf of 
free intelligence, but I do not think that my 
friend from Massachusetts should have indulged 
in words that by any possibility might have 
been deemed an imputation of an unworthy 
motive on the part of any of his associates on 
this floor. Being assured, however, that | was 
mistaken, I will now proceed with my remarks 
upon this subject, 

No gentleman can say a word in behalf of 
the common cause of education, or in behalf 
of facilities for the education of the vitizens 
of this great Republie which may fit them for 
the highest duties of citizens, aud be out of 
place in this Chamber. 1 desire to say further 
that it is humiliating to the country that argu- 
ments shonld be urged, far-fetched and remote, 
against allowing the freest scope for acquiring 
information, in favor of a tax on learning, or 
the means of learning—a tax by the avoirdu- 
pois of twelve and a half cents per pound. 
Twenty-five per cent. ad valorem seems to be 
more creditable-—~a more spiritual idea, at least. 
Then the gentleman who bought his elegant 
encyclopedia or the grand tomes of the Old 
World uta cost of many thousand dollars would 
pay a tax in proportion to the value of tke work, 
while the indigent scholar or mechanic who is 
not able to find in our own stores the works 
he desires, would pay accordiug to hig more 
humble means and the value of the books, when 
he has to send abroad for them. Buta charge 
according to the avoirdupois is simply mon- 
strous. The gilt volume of costly engravings 
and elegant type of the antique forms would 
pay no more than a book of little value. The 
gentleman forgets that this conntry is cosmo- 
politan too in ita character, Great numbers 
of Germans come here from all portions of 
the German world, and Switzerland, Sweden, 
and Denmark send countless thousands to 
our prairies to build up homes upon our soil. 
They willlong, while loving their adopted coun- 
try, love the books and literature and lan- 
guage of the land of their nativity. They will 
get their books from the old home. This is 
especially a tax upon German books, and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts must know the 
facte It proposes to deny the proper facilities 
for furnishing to that large and growing por- 
tion of our population the works required for 
sources of intelligence. Yet the gentleman from 
Massachusetts proposes that upon the sources 
of information so necessary to these classes of 
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our foreign population—upon Bibles, school- 
books, and works of a mechanical or scientific 
character-—a tax of twelve and a half per cent. 
shall be levied. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman overlooks 
the fact. that by an amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Garrienp.] to which I have 
assented, books ina foreign language are to 
be admitted free. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from-Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar] proposes to exempt 
colleges and academies of learning from this 
taxalion. This is a proposition in favor of 
the academies, colleges, and professors. He 
did not say a word about the teacher of the 
common schools, nor a word about the poor 
school boy sitting on a hard bench with his 
naked legs danglivg underneath. Valuable 
old books, books for colleges, academies, doc- 
tors of Jaws, professors, are to come in free, 
but books for the peopleare to be taxed twelve 
and a half cents a pound by the avoirdupois. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

ir. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire, 
Mr. Chairman, to bring to the attention of the 
committee a matter which J think has not been 
well understood ; and I only venture to speak 
upon it because I can do so experimentally, 
and from a knowledge gained by forty years 
spent in a manufacturing city. I know, if I 
know anything, the relations between the la- 
borer and his wage, between capital and labor; 
and it is to me a gratifving fact that an im- 
provement (whether a sufficient improvement 
or not is another question) is now going on in 
favor of the laborer. Ue is getting a greater 
share of the value of his product than he did 
some years ago. 

I wiil give the House a few facts. In a 
woolen mill in which 1 have some interest, 
started in 1846, the price of the labor, enter- 
ing into such cloth as I am wearing, was only 
twelve and a half per cent.; or to express it 
in other terms, the whole cost of the cloth 
beyond twelve and a half per cent. was either 
materials, dye- stuff, machinery, interest upon 
esp tel or profit That corporation with 
$1,000,000 capital was compelled to suspend 
its business for want of success in 1849. Again 
itentirely failed in 1857; and the stock which 
cost. $1,000 a share was sold for fifty dollars a 
share. The machinery, tools, water-power, 
and land, which cost $900,000, were sold for 
$300,000. The corporation was reorganized 
by puting in $300,000 of working capital. As 
reorganized, upon a basis of $500,000 capital, 
it went through the war making what are 
known as Navy cloths and Bay State shawls. 
It made, as all other manufacturing establish- 
ments did, large dividends; the dividends in 
this case being larger because the company, 
when the war began, foreseeing what was 
going to happen, bought large quantities of 
wool at twenty-five and thirty cents a pound, 
and was enabled to manufacture and sell the 
article when wool was worth one dollar a 
pound. 

But upon an accurate examination, looking 
at the matter not for the purpose of affecting 
tariff laws or any similar purpose, but to as- 
certain the relative proportion between wages 
of labor and the aggregate cost of the goods 
at the present time as compared with a period 
fourteen or fifteen years ago, it is found that 
while labor at that time constituted but twelve 
anda half per cent. of the value of the arti- 
cle, it now constitutes nineteen per cent. ; that 
is to say, whereas from fourteen to twenty 
years ago the laborer received but twelve and 
a half per cent. of the value of the man- 
ufactured product he now gets nineteen per 
cént., while the profits of the capitalist upon 
the same class of goods are no higher now 
than they were then. 

I mention this as a matter of business in- 
formation tothe House. Whether it is owing 
to tariff or free trade, orlaws of any kind, it is 
ʻa gratifying fact for the American workman 


that according to the most careful statistics 
he is now gradually obtaining larger percent- 
age of the cost of production in a great branch 
of manufacturing industry. And therefore, 
although the increase of protection has gone 
on, he gets his share of the increase of that 
protection. And to show the House how 
carefully it is estimated, let me say in this 
establishment of which I speak everything is 
estimated by the cost which it requires to 
manufacture an ounce of wool ; and everything 
is recognized by the ounce, although in six 
months it uses up six hundred and forty-eight 
thousand pounds of wool. 

Mr. Chairman, I have given these facts not 
to sustain any theory. I have taken no part 
in this debate. I have my own theories in 
this matter. I do not think that tariff laws 
make much difference—not as much as people 
sometimes imagine. I have given the House 
these facts, which the members of the House 
may apply each according to his own theory. 

Mr. FINKELNBORG rose, but was entirely 
inaudible. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to add one word further. I have only: been 
speaking of the relative distance between the 
cost of capital and material and the cost of 
labor; and that relative distance does act 
independently, of course. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to add a few facts to the 
information which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BurLer] bas just given to the 
House concerning the benefits of a protective 
tariff on the welfare and products of labor, and 
the condition of the laborer. In my district 
there is a rolling mill, at Phenixville, which 
some years ago was scarcely able to get along, 
and was on the eve of bankruptcy. By virwe 
of the provisious of a protective tariff it has 
been enabled to progress very well, until now, 
by the skill acquired by the workmen, and by 
the ingenuity of the men at the head of the 
concern, it has added an almirable bridge- 
building branch to its large establishment. It 
now builds iron railroad bridges for all parts 
of the country. And by the skill it has ac- 
quired through protective legislation it has 
been enabled to come into successful compe- 
tition with all the world. There was an iron 


railroad bridge advertised to be builtin Canada. | 


It entered into competition with the Canadian 
manulacturers and the manufacturers of Dug- 
land, and it was able to carry off the contract 
from all of them. This it bas done, although 
it charges lower rates and a lower price on iron- 
work because of the superior quality of the 
iron, the superior arrangement of material, 
and its greater tensile strength. It has been 
enabled to make iron 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 objectto the gentleman's 
going into the general discussion of the tariff, 
The pending paragraph is on the duty on books. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsyivania. L hope 
the gentleman will notinsist on this objection, 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘This is on the subject of 
books and not on railroad bridges. 

The CHAIRMAN, State your point of 
order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. The 
gentleman does not insist upon it. Whenever 
the subject of iron is broached here it has the 
same effecton gentlemen on the other side that 
shaking a red rag has on an angry bull. 
[Laughter.] But we have to do it occasionally. 

Now, I wish to say in regard to the wages 
of labor that from the table which was fur- 
nished to me by the superintendent of that 
company, and read before the House some- 
time ago, the wages of labor paid in that estab- 
lishmentappear to be more than twice as high 
asin England, and to some kinds of workmen 
three or four times as much, and the workmen 
all bave comfortable homes, 

{ wish to say in addition to gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, as well as to gen- 
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‘are also in favor of patent laws. 


| be done to them. 


tlemen on this side who are in favor of low 
duties, that they are inconsistent in their prin- 
ciples and conduct, because they are the advo- 
cates to-day of some of the most absolute 
monopolies of the world. If I understand 
their position, they are in favor of the copy- 
right law, which gives an absolute right to the 
authors of books, adding to the cost in the 
hands of the children whose interests have 
been so pathetically advocated here. They 
} They are in 
favor of giving the absolute right of making 
and selliug to men who invent mowing-ma- 
chines or sewing-machiues, the absolute and 
undisturbed monopoly for fifteen years in 
those articles, no matter how high the price, 
no matter how indispensable to the indus- 
try of the country, nor how high a price 
they may charge to the farmer for his agri- 
cultural machines; no matter how much they 
may charge for a sewing-machine to the poor 
servant girl in a garret in New York, which 
she needs to earn her living. hey are in 
favor of those monopolies, and they support 
them with earnestness whenever they may be 
assailed. The gentleman from the great city 
ot New York, my friend to the left, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] is to-day advocating one of the 
greatest monopolies of the country, the navi- 
gation laws for the protection of the coasting 
trade, which gives the whole of that trade to a 
few favored individuals. Will he give that up? 
He dare not do it. 

ae BROOKS. Give us free trade and we 
will, 

Mr. ‘TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. No 
doubt he will then, 

[tere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BEATLY. Mr. Chairman, as the gen- 
tlemen from Massachusetts [ Mr. BUTLER] and 
Pennsylvania [Mr, TowxsexD] have discussed 
the tariff with reference to its effect upon the 
laboring men engaged in cotton, woolen, and 
iron manulactories, it will perhaps be equally 
pertinent for me to say a few words in regard 
to its effeet upon the wool-growers of the coun- 
try. I propose to show that the profits of the 


| wool-grower have not been increased hitherto 


by your tariff laws, while the manulacturer has 
enjoyed all the advantages which they were 
designed to confer. . 

While 1 believe this bill will, as a whole, 
afford relief to the great body of the people, if 
it becomes a law, I nevertheless desire to enter 
my protest againt the blind and indiscriminate 
mode of reduction which it contemplates. 
The proposition to reduce existing duties ten 
per cent. on articles enumerated in the second 
section might be fair enough if these duties had 
been so adjusted originally as to afford an 
equitable percentage of protection to all the 


| industries affected by them, and if, also, since 


they were laid, there had been no change in 
the relative strength and prosperity of those 
iudustries. But you strike down the prin- 
ciple upon which this doctrine of protection is 
founded when you withhold fromthe weak and 
struggling that which the stalwart and inde- 
pendent no longer needs. Protection when 
measured out by the rule proposed becomes 
robbery and extortion. It confounds the weak 
with the strong, and deals out its bounties to 
each with an utter disregard of the condition 
or prospects of either. itis against this unjust 
feature of the proposition that I protest. 

I proposed an amendment to exempt wool 
from the general reduction contemplated. I 
did it, not because the wool-growers ask any 
special favors from this House, but because 
they have aright to expect that justice shall 
They have been led to sus- 
tain the system of protection by the assurance 
that they would be permitted to participate in 
its benetits, but up to this hour they have not 
been benefited to the extent of ove farthing 
by your protective legislation, and now, when 
the wool tariff for the first time promises to 
be in some degree effective and afford them 
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some little help, you propose to cut down the 
du'y on wool, uot only ten per cent., but in 
many listances twenty per cent. I donot say 
this to curry favor with the farmers of my dis- 
trict, for there is nothing I desire that I could 
possibly gain by that. 1 sayit. because I believe 
it to be God’s truth that the farmers, the wool- 
growers; have hitherto for many years been 
outraged, swindled, plundered, by your tariff 
laws. . 

Statistics will show that during the war, from 
1861 to 1865, when theabsence of cotton and 
the enormous demand for woolen goods created 
by the Army carried wool to the highest point 
it had ever reached, American wool breught, 
on an average, in gold, but one cent and two 
mills more per pound than during the thirty- 
five preceding years. Deduct from this the 
increased cost of production caused by direct 
and indirect taxation during the war, and we 
find that the average price was less from 1861 to 
1865 than it had ever been before. I affirm, 
therefore, that. during that period your wool 
tariffs did the farmers no good, 

Why not? Simply because they were so 
constructed, either in the interest of the manu- 
facturer or of the importer, or of both, that 
they could be evaded. They promised protec- 
tion to the American wool-grower, but they 
afforded none; there were left convenient 
openings through which the wools of Australia, 
of South America, of every other country, 
“might pour at will, and the percentage of pro- 
tection which properly belonged to the wool- 
growers of this country really went to the 
manu'acturer in addition to that which the law 
allowed him. The manufacturer was doubly 
protected, the wool-grower had no protection 
at all. 

In 1865-66 prices of wool began to decline, 
and continned to go down until they besame 
ruinously low. Good sheep were sold in Ohio 
at one dollar, seventy five cents, fifty cents. 
anything; and when they would not sell at 
‘any price were knocked in the head. Thou- 
sands were slaughtered in my own county 
because their wool'would not pay the farmer 
for the food they ate. Many of the larger wool- 
growers of the country were utterly ruined, 
and sheep husbandry became total y demoral 
ized. Daring this period of depression the 
wool-growers and wool-manufacturers had a 
convention at Syracuse in which the laiter 
expressed their regrets that they had taken 
advan age of false invoices and fraudulent 
contrivances to get foreign woois for nothing 
when the protection granted them by the law 
had been given upon the distinct understand- 
ing that they would use American wools. Of 
course they were forgiven, for the wool-grower 
was ready to forgive anybody who would talk 
hopefully and encouragingly of wool. Then 
the form of a wool and woolen tariff was agreed 
upon, which it was supposed was sufficiently 
definite to protect the interests of both par- 
ties. 

“The crowning merit’ of this proposed 
tariff, according to an address of the wool. 
growers and wool-manufacturers, ‘is that it 
completely reconciles the apparently incon- 
sistent objects of protecting the American 
wool-grower and giving the fullest freedom 
of importation to the manufacturer”? t Full- 
est freedom of importation to the manulac- 
turer’? was very good, but the wool-grower, 
blinded by bis misfortune, did not see the joke 
untl the rerms agreed upon became a law in 
1867. Then he found that the manufacturer 
and the speculator, in anticipation of the effect 
witch the law would have in the way otin- 
creasing prices, had gluited the market with 
foreign wools. 
brought in in 1866, and over one hundred and 
twenty million pounds before the law of 1867 
took effect. The wool-grower began to under- 
stand then what “the utmost freedom of im- 
portation to the manufaciurer” meant. Ruin- 
ous prices for home wools continued, but the 
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wool-grower struggled on, and doctored up 
his foot-rotted sheep and borrowed money to 
keep up his business, stimulated by the hope 
that when these foreign wools were exhausted 
sheep husbaydry would be again profitable, 
but uufortuna ely he had not yet seen the fuil 
extent of the joke played upon him at the 
Syracuse convention. 

The wool tariff of 1867 presented no harrier 
against the cheap wools of Australia and South 
America. ` The provisions respecting carpet 
wools were so defective as to admit low grades 
of clothing wool, and the law did not provide 
against wool on the peits. To evade the law 
sheep were slaughtered, and millions of pounds 
of wool sentin onthe skin. ‘The wool thus 
introduced and the hide of the animal both 
found a market here, to the disadvantage of 
our own wool-growers. The depression in 
the price of wool of course continued, and 
the more persistent and most hopeful of the 
wool-growers now began to slaughter their 
sheep with a view to the abandonment of 
a business which, under heavy local taxa- 
tion and heavier bounties to the manufae- 
turers, could only be prosecuted at a ruin- 
ous loss. Every other leading interest was 
protected, while in fact theirs was not. * They 
paid bounties to everybody, but received none. 
Loe law, which on its face promised to pro- 
tect them as it did the ironmonger and the 
manufacturer, was a sham and a cheat. The 
defects in the law of 1807 were partially rem- 
edied by the act of July 14, 1870, which took 
effect January 1, 1871, and which made the 
duty on woul on the skin the same as on other 
wools; but capitalists anticipated the action 
of Congress in this regard also, and again 
packed their miils and warchouses with foreign 
woole. ‘The immense stocks of this wool im- 
ported prior to January 1, 1871, are but now 
exhausted, and the price of home wools, lor 
the first time since the close of the war, is 
tending upward. ‘The wool grower feels hope- 
ful. He believes the darkest hour is passed 
and the dawn coming, and as every other 
leading interest in the conntry has been pro- 
tected, fostered, and allowed to fatten on lib- 
eral bounties. it would seem but. just that the 
wool-grower should be permitied to get back 
under your tariff laws what he has within the 
last few years lost on wool in consequence of 
your defective and worthless legislation on this 
subject. 

The duty on iron, on all mannfactured arti- 
eles, on lumber, on salt, on a hundred other 
things, has been effective for years, and many 
of these industries have grown rich in conse- 
quence—too often, I fear, at the expense of 
the farmer. Je would seem but simple justice, 
therefore, that the wool-grower, after he has 
suffered all the disadvantages of your wool 
tariff, should now be permitted to enjoy, fora 
short period at least, the advantages it was 
designed to bestow. i 

Unless you permit the present wool tariff, 
now that it promises to be in some degree 
effective, to remain undisturbed, it may be 
very justly urged, and probably will be, that 
all your legislation in respect to the wool 
grower was intended not 10 benefit him, but 
simply to draw him into the support of a sys- 
tem of protection which filled the pockets of 


| the manufacturers at the expense of the pro- 


ducing classes. For years the manufacturers 
have bad the advantage of comparatively free 
protection— protection so 
high that it would not have beeu accorded to 
ıhem for one moment had it not been sup- 
posed that the wool tariff would give the pro- 
tection which, on its face, it promised to the 
wool-grower. The percentage of protection 
which the law intended for the wool grower 
has really gone to the manufacturer, in addi- 
tion to that intended specially for him, and 
thus the manufacturer has been doubly pro- 
tected for years, while the wool-grower has 
in fact had no protection at all, fhis in- 
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equality, this glaring injustice to the wool 
grower, cannot be remedied by a general and 
indiscriminate reduction of duties on wool, 
woorens, cottons, and iron. qual and exact 

ustice demands that wool should be exempted 
from the reduction proposed. and it is for this 
reason that I desire to amend the second sec- 
tion of this bill; and, for still stronger reasons, 
the proposition contained in another part of 
the bill to cut off the differential duty on wool, 
while it is retained on carpets, manufactured 
cottons, woolens, &c., should be rejeced by 
the House. 

I know it will be answered that the woolen 
manufacturer has not always prospered, that 
his interest has been at times depressed. Let 
us examine this point. ; 

The specific duties on manufactured goods 
were laid upon the supposition that they were 
necessary to enable the manufacturer 10 use 
American wools, to protect which the law had 
imposed a duty, Thead valorem duty was laid 
upon manufactures upon the supposition that 
it was necessary to protect the manufacturer 
against foreign labor. Two duties were thero- 
fore pinced on manufactured woolens, one 
to offset that accorded to the wool grower, the 
other to offset the cheap labor of other coun 
tries. Owing to defects in the laws the farmer 
remained unprotected, and the result was that 
both the specific und ad valorem duties went 
to protect the manufacturer. Ft will not do 
for a believer in the doctrine of protection to 
say that the woolen manwacturing interest, 
could not bave had this doub'e protection, be- 
cause it is now or has been at times depressed, 
for according to the theory of that system ex: 
orbitant protection must lead to the muli- 
plication of manufactories, ihe multiplication 
of manufactories to excessive production, and 
this to prices so low as to be barely remunera- 
tive, It may be true, therefore, thatthe man- 
witeturers in their persisteut and continued 
attempts to overreach and defraud the wool 
grower have nt times been led to overreach 
themselves, and created a supply too large for 
the current demand, The alleg d depression 
of woolen manufacturing, however, does not 
disprove the faet that the manufacturers have 
taken advantage of defective wool taridfy to 
defraud the woul-grower out of the percentage 
of protection which the law designed for him, 
but it does tend to tilustrate and establish an- 
other proposition, to wit, that “the way of 
the ungodly shall perish.” The manulacturer, 
according to the defense suggested, has sim- 
ply *fmade a pit, and digged it, and is fallen 
into the ditch which he made.” 

Mr, WHiTPHORNIS, Mr. Chairman, it 
would be impossible, in the very mature of 
things, to have perfect accord of views in the 
adjustment of a tariff or tax system forso varied 
industries and interests as are represented in 
this Congress—the Congress itself being but 

lepresentatives ofa population whose opinions 

are largely shaded by thesection of country in 
which they are resident, or the pecaliar indus- 
try by which they are surrounded. In other 
words, selfishness wiil to a greater or Jess ex- 
tent modify and control the judgment and ac- 
tion of Representatives, unless. rising superior 
thereto, they acknowledge obedience to priu- 
ciple and have regard for constituiional obli- 
gations, and pursue them to their logical con- 
clusions at all hazards. This possibly,is t00 
much to hope, bat we should and do have a 
right to expect that no fraud should be per- 
petrated ekher upon principle or upon the 
Constitution. 

The real and fundamental issue upon the 
tariff, or in any tax system, either under our 
Constitution or upon correct abstract princi- 
ples, is, and must ever be, can or ought any, 
duty or tax be levied and collected for any 
other purpose than such an amount of revenue 
as may be necessary to the support of the Gov- 
ernment economically administered ? 

It will be admitted that a tax levied to sup- 
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port extravagant and unnecessary expendi- 
tures is wrong. Is it not equally wrong to levy 
and collect taxes for the support of objects 
outside of the purposes for which Government 
was organized, and‘in doing so that you must 
exercise powers not delegated to you? Must 
the Government take care of man? Is it 
one of the objects of Government to take 
from one of its citizens to his impoverishment 
that.which given to another of its citizens 
enriches him? 

The answer to these questions involve the 
whole theory and difference between the reve- 
nue reformers upon the one hand and the pro- 
tectionists upon the other. The revenue re- 
former, insisting that no more tax shall be 
levied and collected from the labor of the 
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the interests of special, and thereby favored 
classes, by interrupting and changing the 
natural channels of trade and commerce— 
alleging that it is for “the common good” 
and for “the general welfare” of the whole 
people. - 

I think, Mr. Chairman, I have fairly stated 
the issue between the respective parties, I 
most heartily sympathize and coUperate with 
those who seek to reduce and reform our pres- 
ent system of taxation, and, as I have here- 
tofore during this session, will now, when I 
cannot get what I would have, take what I can 
get, and by all the means at my command 
labor to take off and reduce the heavy taxa- 
tion now resting like an incubus upon the 
people of the United States, whether that 


country than is required to meet the neces- 
sary and legitimate expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, and that in its assessment this is the 
sole object that can be rightfully, justly, and 
constitutionally regarded, and should bear 
upon all citizens and industries with equality 
and uniformity, and entertaining these views, 
is for a change and modification of the present 
tariff, which is essentially in conflict with these 
opinions; whilethe protectionist maintains that 
we rightfully have the powerto levy and collect 
taxes for the support of the Government, yet 
that in its assessments it may be so adjusted as 
to promote and protect certain special pursuits 
and industries, or, in other words, promote 


Table showing the amount of tariff bounty on 


reduction is to be obtained by piece-meal or by 
wholesale ; and I respectfully deny the the- 
ories and principles of those who labor to fos- 
ter special pursuits and favored classes, the 
tendency of which theories is to build up and 
perpetuate monopolies by a system of boun- 
ties to be derived by partial legislation from 
the great agricultural and producing inter- 
ests of the country. Am I correct in this 
charge? 

Look at the following table, prepared and 
submitted from official data by that able 
and practical Representative from the State 
of Illinois, a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. Burcuanrp :] 


cottons and woolens paid and received by each 


Slate, deducting its pro rata share, based on census returns of spindles and sets of cards 
in each State. 


~ a ee 


Bounties received. 


Contributions exacted. 


States, ees == r 
Woolen. Cotton. Total. Woolen. Cotton. Total. 
Mainessa ‘i $1,169,000 $2,517,000 $3,686,000 * - e 
New Hampshire, 2,615,000 5,044,000 "7,659.000 - - - 
Vermont... 620,000 - 620,000 - $358,000 $358,000 
Massachusetts, 6,303,000 17,147,000 23,450,000 - - $ 
Rhode Island... 2,531,000 7,165,000 9,696,000 - - . 
Connecticut.. »260, „564,0 6,824,000 a - = 
New York.. - > = $706,000 2,269,000 2,975,000 
New Jersey. S 217,000 217,000 695,000 - 695, 
Pennsylvani 3,572,000 38,572,000 - 1,759,000 1,759,000 
Delaware... 7,0 75,000 92,00 - ~ - 
Maryland. - - - 663,000 541,000 1,204,000 
Virginia... - - 942,000 1,321,000 2,263.0 
West Virginia. 128,000 - 128,000 - 590,000 890,000 
Tennessee... - - - 584,000 1,476,000 2,060,000 
Kentucky,. - - - 1,415,000 1,733,000 3,148,0 
Missouri. - = - 695,000 2,175,000 2,870,000 
Ohio... - - - 1,380,000 3,387,000 4.717.000 
Indiana.. - - - 12-4,000 2 116,000 2.230.000 
Michigan - - - 847,000 1,580,000 2,427,000 
Linois... - =- - 1,785,000 3.263, 000 5,048.0 
Wisconsin. - - - 538,000 1,407,000 1,995,000 
Minnesot - « - 459,000 587,090 1,046,000 
Towa... “ - ~ 0,000 1,551,000 1.931.000 
Kansas = 7 - 831,000 486,000 17,000 
Nebraska.. - - = 160,000 164,600 324.000 
North Carolina ic - - 975.000 1,164,000 2.140.000 
South Carolina. = - - 769.000 41,000 1,410.000 
i pecs = -~ ~ 1,135,000 971,000 2,106.000 
- - = 239,000 230,000 478,000 
- - - 1,155,000 1,126,000 2,231,000 
- ~ - 1,001,000 1,051,000 2.052.000 
- - - 875,000 7,000 1,750,000 
* - - 892,000 1,027,000 1,919,000 
- - - 529,000 33,090 1,167,000 
California. 7 - - 418,000 713,000 1,131,000 
evada - - ~ 55,000 57,000 112 000 
Oregon. - - - 22,000 121,000 143,000 
Territories a - - 455.000 343,000 798,000 
Total....scsssssecsssecere | $20,215,000 | $35,729,000 | $55,944,000 | $20,215,000 | $35,720,000 | $55,944,000 
REAT =: | i 
Summary. z f 
New England States...... $16,498,000 | $35,079,000 | $51,577,000 - rh ips Saree 
Middle States. 1,525,000 ~ 1,525,000 - $4.277,000 $4,277.00 
- - - $3,508,000 7,295, 000 10,803,000 
% a - 5,934,000 14,541,000 20,535,000 
- - - 7,571,000 7,732,000 15,303,000 
tories... ENP ie - - - 950,000 1,234,000 2,184,000 
Total ..rcccsscomesecereeee | $18,023,000 | $35,079,000 | $53,102,000 | $18,023,000 | $35,079,000 | 853,102,000 


And as you look upon that picture and see 
who are the favored pensioners of the coun- 


try, and then upon this, an exhibit of the 
wealth and poverty of the States as shown in 


the census returns for 1870 in the tables pre- 
pared by the Superintendent of the Census 
Bureau, and see that those who have take 
from those who have not, you should not be 


surprised at the complaints of the people. Here 

it is: 

Table exhibiting the share per head of the wealth of 
each State distributed among the population. 


New York... esresseeas 
Massachusetts... 


Rhode Island 
California... 
Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey 


Wisconsin ws 
Michigan... 
Towa,.... 


Lainer 
Minnesota.. 
Kansas... ose 
Kentucky... 
Louisiana... 
West Virginia.. 
Tennessee weeccee 
Virginia... 
Arkansas. 
South Carolin 
Mississippi sse. 
North Carolina 
Florida....... 
Georgia... 
Alabama. 
Texas 

As the gentleman from 
truthfully remarks : 


“Compare these tables and observe the nceumu- 
lation of wealth in manufacturing States like Mas- 
sachusetis, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Pennsyl- 
vania, and New Jersey, and it is not difficult to 
comprebend whero the benefits of Lariff bounties are 
received,’? 

But even this picture does not fully present 
the measure of injustice done the agricultural 
laborer and the great mass of the people, as 
it will at once -be observed that iron, steel, 
and leather, salt, and other articles, whose 
manufacturers are equally favored by bounties 
and pensions under the name of protection, 
are not mentioned. The picture has been 
grouped by my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Reap.] He says: 


se seveasl ibi 30 
Hlinois pithily and 


i Tax charged 
Duty paid by manu- 


Government, facturer. 
$1,176,587 37 $3,360,000 
20,530,000 87,004,050 
O 36,000,000 


Articles, 


Bal AEAT T 
Tron and steel....... 
Leather, hides, ski 
Cotton goods..... Sistas 69,700, 000 
Woolen foods. u.uscceseee 83,539,475 93 119,680,000 


Total....csssscseresserereeseoe$] 1,219,895 30 $315,744,050 


=e 


© 
S 


“Tt will bo seen by the foregoing table tbat in 
order to get into the Treasury the sum of $71.219,- 
895 30 the people havo to pay the sum of $386.963,- 
945 30: and $315,744,050 of that amount goes into tho 
coffers of the manufacturers. The heart turns sick 
and faint as you look upon the scene of wrong and 
oppression laid upon the poor laboring man and 
woman of the country by the party in power. | 

Lam sustained in the estimate and caiculations 
that I have made as to the basis upon which the 
people pay, and tho amount they pay, by ex-Agsist- 
ant Treasurer Clark, who a short time alter he went 
out of office, at the close of Johnson’s administra- 
tion, wrote a letter in which he says that we paid 
upon a basis of about nine hundred million dollars. 
The following is an extract from his letter: 

“<Ir can be clearly demonstrated that frauds and 
evasions are practiced to such an extent that not 
more than one half of the amount is collected that 
should and would be if the Jaws were enforced with 
administrative ability and integrity. The result is 
that the honest tax-payers are now paying upon a 
basis of revenue of about nine hundred million dol- 
lars per annum, while not more than one half of 
that sum finds its way into the Treasury.’ ’’ 


And now, sir, as you bear in mind, these very 
gross and oppressive burdens, imposed by the 
tariff upon the laboring men and laboring 
women of this country, and the great injas- 
tice (involving a violation of the Constitution 
inthe want of uniformity and equality) done 
to the great majority of the people, who, are 
doubly taxed, first, for revenue, secondly, 
for the favored classes, the monopolists, I ask 
you to look at the workings of your internal 
revenue system. That great engine of fraud, 
robbery, and demoralization, which in its oner 


1872. - 


ous burdens rests not equally upon all sections 
of the country, is in its principal features, to 
wit, in its imposition of taxes upon spirits and 
tobacco, of very doubtful constitutionality ; it 
is unequal and wanting in uniformity; it is 
in the nature of an export tax, and, if really 
such, not levied as required by the Constitution. 
It is enforced by means and ingtrumentalities 
which are at war with the habits, thoughts, 
and education of a free people. Oaths, spies, 
detectives, the sword and the bayonet are the 
executive agencies by which it is collected. 
Against these, and the tyranny of the system, 
as in all similar and analogous instances in the 
history of the human race; force, fraud, and 
perjary are employed, the result being demo- 
yalization. When we read the accounts of 
‘‘whisky frauds,’? ‘í whisky and tobacco 
raids,” ‘ whisky rings,” and ‘tobacco steals,” 
do we not reread the history of oppressive 
taxation in all ages? The amount collected 
does not compensate for its cost and this 
demoralizationand gross wrong. Relieve those 
who can illy afford to bear this oppression, 
and whatever loss may be occasioned to the 
general revenues you may readily compensate 
by an assessment upon the creatures of your 
favoritism, to wit, the corporations of the 
country. I state the revenues now derived 
from tobacco and spirits, in round numbers, to 
be $70,000,000, principally paid by the States 
of Maryland, Virginia, Missouri, Kentucky, 
North Carolina,and Tennessee. 

Now, if you will assess upon the manufac- 
turing, railroad, banking, and insurance cor- 
porations of all the States a percentage suffi- 
cient to make up this sum you will levy the 
tax upon the wealth of the country and upon 
those who are able to pay it. This tax would 
fall upon sections alike and in proportion to 
their ability to pay. These corporators enjoying 
special privileges, favored by the legislation 
of the country, enriched by the labor of the 
people, made by the law, subsisted by the law, 
should sustain the law. But sir, if I cannot in 
the repeal of this tax succeed, acting upon the 
principle which has governed me heretofore I 
will take the lowest sum attainable, and re- 
garding the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania as being lower than that of the 
majority of the Committee of Ways and Means 
I shall in the first instance vote for that, and 
upon failure then shall vote for the pending 
proposition ; or, in other words, recurring to 
the idea with which I set out in these brief 
remarks, I am only for that kind of tariff 
which shall be made for revenue alone, and 
only for that amount of revenue which shall 
be necessary for the Government economically 
administered. ; 

What amount of revenue is that? Turning 
back for a moment in the history of our coun- 
try, gentlemen will remember that one of the 
gravest charges against the administration of 
James Buchanan was its exiravagent and un- 
necessary expenditures, and yet looking at the 
amount thereof but twelve years ago we find 
that that Administration asked and obtained 
appropriations for the year 1860 amounting 
to $60,277,083. For the year 1861, being the 
first year under Mr. Lincoln, the appropri- 
ations were as follows: 

Recapitulation.—Appropriations for qer, a 
is coe he Mien r Ir aa DT Tog 
Diplomatic and consulars 1,036,562 00 
valid, and other pensions 3,802,344 68 

rmy. uia: ’ 
eee poseg 4 
Suppression of Ind ' 21.608 151 36 
12,790,676 11 


* Post Office 
871,094,953 09 


Naval service. 


*This amount embraces a double appropriation 
for $5,391,350 63 for the same object: one being an 
appropriation out of any money in the Treasury, 
and contingent upon the insufficiency of the reve- 
nues of the Post Office Deparinenti out of oe 
the other is appropriated_to meet the same. e 
Miscellaneous Document No. 44, Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress, page 60.) 
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Deducting $5,391,850 68 from the $71,- 
094,953 09 leaves the actual a ehan 
made for the first year of Mr. Lincoln’s ad- 
ministration (made before the war expendi- 
tures) the sum of $65,708,602 46 for the or- 
dinary expenses of the Government. 

ow, while it is true that our population 
has increased but twenty-five per cent., and 
necessarily there must follow an increase in 
expenditures, yet the increase in one should 
keep pace with the other; any excess ig pri- 
marily an extravagance. Taking the appro- 
priations of 1861 at the sum of $65,903,602, 
add twenty-five per cent., $16,425,900; amount 
of revenue required $82,129,502 to administer 
the Government, 

Now look at the appropriations for the years 
1872-78, as estimated and asked for by the 
seated Administration. I quote from the 

xecutive Document No. 5, second session 
Forty-Second Congress, page 239: 

Estimates for Appropriations 
1873. ov 1872. 


or ae 


Congress... sneseno $5,913,842 34 $5,439,086 84 
Executive proper 50,800 00 50,800 00 
State Department...... 1,402,154 00 2,200,654 00 


182,100,911 05 
44,403,582 41 
83,726,172 80 
21,122,797 25 


2,669,010 00 


3,606,370 09 
nt 6,627,743 00 
Department of Agri- 


CULU. Ose sessesesssssosesee 196,510 00 197,070 00 
Grand total..........$301,705,036 99 $302,759.09 35 


From the sum appropriated for 1872 should 
be deducted the appropriations for pensions 
and interest on the public debt and sinking 
fund, for these are the results of war. How, 
then, would the account stand ? 

Regular appropriations for 1872...........$302,759,099 35 
Appropriated by the deficioney bill 
which passed this House on tho 7th 
day Of last MOnth... sesser ssoseeroesersessse 


6,002,505 29 


308,761,604 64 


the publio 
+-+$120,165,979 03 
. 33,550,000 00 
27,538,862 32 


on 


Deduct interest 
debt...... Fel 
Pensions.. 
Sinking fun 


181,254,841 35 


Appropriations for 1872......... abadensscvades e 127,506,763 29 
From tbis deduct tho appropriations 

made for first year of Lincoln’s ad- 

ministration, with twenty-five per 

Cent, added thereto. eceseees asese 82,129 502 


EXCESS... secseeseseneceeees teesaesseoneeenas woe $45,377,261 29 


The amount necessary to an economical 
administration of the Government, as here 
stated, is substantially sustained by that ex- 
perienced and able statesman, Senator TRUM- 


BULL, who in a recent address to the citizens | 


of New York stated that the sum of $90,000,- 
000 was sufficient to carry on the Government 
under an honest and economical administra- 
tion of its affairs. Thus it will be seen; Mr. 
Chairman, that about forty-five million dollars 
per annum is unuecessarily exacted from the 
people by this Administration, and if you add 
to that the sum paid unnecessarily to the bank- 
ers of the country, as I have heretofore shown 
in some remarks submitted to this House, you 


have the sum of $66,000,000 per annum which į 


could by a just and economical administration 
of the Government be saved to the people. 
Even this amount could be swollen some six or 
seven million dollars by applying the surplus 
now in the Treasury of the United States (over 
one hundred million dollars) to the payment 
of the public debt. i 

When we reflect, Mr. Chairman, that under 
the indirect mode by which taxes are paid in 
customs duties, the people are doubly taxed 
in the profits and interest paid either to the 
importer, jobber, aud merchant, or the man- 
ufacturer, it is grossly unjust to collect more 
than is required by the absolute wants of the 
Government. And when we further reflect 


that this extravagance is encouraged and | 


abetted by those who are protected avd ben- 
efited by the increased taxation occasioned 


5,848,125 00 į 
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thereby, the conspiracy becomes criminal in 
its great injustice to the people. Mr: Chair. 
man, the benefits and burdens of Government 
should be equal and uniform, resting upon all 
alike—justice to all, exclusive privileges to 
none, Let these principles be the foundation: 
stones thereof, and then we may hope its life 
will be eternal. Unshackled labor and un- 
trammeled commerce are the sure guerdong of 
prosperity, wealth, and power. i 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the 
now be closed. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Hotman,] which the Clerk will again 
report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line cighty-nino the following words: 

Provided, That school-books, charts, and maps, 
used by common schools, Bibles and Testamenta, 
shall be admitted free of duty. 

The committee divided; and there were-— 
ayes 72, noes 70. 

Mr. DAWES demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Hormax were appointed. 

The committee ngain divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 72, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the 
paragraph, 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend the para- 
graph by striking out “twelve and a half per 
cent., and inserting ‘ten per cent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will first 
be on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kern.) 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 61, noes 72. 

Mr. KERR demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 
Mr. Crocker were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 75, noes 78. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Horman, ] to strike out the paragraph. 

The committee divided; and there were—~ 
ayes 53, noes 85. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Houmay and 
Mr. Perers were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 46, noes 70. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

On newspapers, magazines, and periodicals un- 
bound, six cents per pound. 

Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the word 
thereof the word “fiva.” 

I do not desire to discuss thisamendment, ag 
the time allowed for debate has nearly expired. 

The amendment was disagreed to, 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

On sized printing paper, used exclusively for books 
other than blank books, and for magazines and news- 
papers, twenty-eight percent. ad valorem » Provided, 
‘That all paper imported under this act to be used for 
any purpose whatsoever except as above stated shall 
be forfeited to the Government of the United States, 
and a fine not exceeding $1,000 shall be imposed in 
each ease of violation of the provisious of this para- 
graph. 

Mr. DAWES. Toffer as a substitute for that 
paragraph the following: 

On all paper ninety per cent. of the duties now 
provided by law, 

Mr. BECK. I move to amend the paragraph 
for which the gentleman from Massachusetts 


pending paragraph shall 


beat 


six” and insert in lieu 


; offers a substitute by striking out the word 


“sized,” in line ninety-two, and the word 
“eight,’? in line ninety-four; so that the duty 
will be twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

‘That was the opinion of the committee until 
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they got some new notion into their heads. I 
do not know that Iam violating any confidence 
when I say that a duty of twenty per cent. 
on all printing-paper seemed to be the unan- 
imous determination ‘of the committee until 
another idea got possession of some gentle- 
men. The word “sized,” as we were advised, 
ought never to have been in the bill, and its 
meaning was not understood nor its effect 
anticipated when the act of 1870 was passed. 
My amendment will make this correspond 
with what was the action of the committee 
the other day. 

Sized paper, I understand, costs more than 
unsized because made out of better material, 
and therefore it will be subject to an ad valorem 
daty. The cost of sizing paper is not more 
than three eighths of a cent per pound, some 
say not more than one eighth of a cent, and 
yet by some sort of management sized paper 
was put into the existing law at thirty-five 
per cent. ad valorem, while all other paper is 
only taxed twenty per cent. ad valorem. There 
is no sense in this except to put money into 
the pockets of two or three manufacturers. 
And I did not know that there was a member 
of the committee who ventured to say a word 
against striking out the word ‘‘sized’’ until 
it was found that a certain paper in this coun- 
try, which published certain caricatures which 
some gentlemen do not like, was printed on 
sized paper, and perhaps they wish to punish 
it in this way. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER asked and obtained 
leave to print some remarks on the subject of 
the tariff. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [am in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 

Mr. Bucx,] to have the same ad valorem 

uty upon all kinds of printing paper; and 
twenty per cent. is high enough. Itis high 
enough as a protection for the manufacturer 
of unsized paper, and it is high enough for the 
manufacturer of sized paper. 

Now, the paragraph the committee has just 
adopted admits newspapers, periodicals, and 
magazines at six cents a pound. That is no 
more than equivalent to seventeen or eighteen 
percent. ad valorem. I think if you admit 
printed papers and periodicals at as lowa rate 
of duty as seventeen or eighteen per cent. ad 
valorem, you ought to admit the paper on 
which they are printed at as low a rate. 

We ought not to discriminate in favor of 
the foreign type-setter. We ought not to dis- 
criminate in favor of the foreign printing-press. 
This is in the interest of printing. We have 
had petitions here this winter and spring from 
the presses all over the country asking us to 
put all printing materials on the free list. I 
do not ask for that. I think that is going too 
far, I would not do anything to shut up a 
paper-mill. I would not do a single thing to 
reduce the paper manufacture in this country. 
There are paper-mills in my district, some very 
large ones in the West, where they make but 
little sized paper it is true. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does the gentleman say 
that there are large mills that make unsized 


paper? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do say that there 
are mills that make unsized paper. 

Mr. DICKEY. I never heard of that, and 
I know something about this matter. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘The gentlemen is 
very much mistaken if he supposes there are 
no mills in my district that make -uusized 


paper. 

Mr. DICKEY. I think not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ican show the gèn- 
tleman some of the daily papers of Chicago 
printed on unsized paper manufactured right 
in my county. j 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to see one. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They manufacture 
paper which is not sized, with part straw and | 
part rags, Itis of course an inferior kind of 
paper; it is a brittle paper, but it receives the 
impress, although the ink is likely to spread, 


and the type requires. to be washed more fre- 
uently. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CROCKER obtained the floor. $ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Allow me a word 
further. Ihave. right hereon my desk maga- 
zines published in Germany, which are im- 
ported, and they are superior to Harper's. or 
Frank Leslie’s illustrated papers, or any of 
these illustrated papers, and they are imported 
and actually undersell the American magazines 
at the present rates. We havealready reduced 
that duty, and now the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, in the interest of the paper-makers 
of Massachusetts, desires to take.off ten per 
cent. more. 

Mr. HOAR. TJ call the gentleman to order. 
My colleague [Mr. Crocker] is entitled to the 


floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts yielded 
to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr, CROCKER. No, sir; I have not. I 
have but a moment, and I am quite aware of 
it, while the subject ought to consume an hour 
at least. Sir, this is one of the industries of 
the country that has never had its fair chance 
in every part of it. Iam one of those who 
believe that any manufacture, or almost any 
manufacture, when it bas been protected in 
this country, will in the end by our skill and 
industry and enterprise come down to a lower 
level than it will by your free-trade notions 
and sophistries. 

Mr. BECK. 
a question ? 

Ir, CROCKER. No, sir; I cannot yield. 
I did not interrupt the gentleman. I never 
interrupt anybody. 

Mr. BECK. 1 only want to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. CROCKER. Ihave not time. 

Mr. BUCK. Are you not a manufacturer 
of sized paper? 

Mr. CROCKER. Yes, sir, and of unsized. 

Mr. BECK. Then you get thirty-five per 
cent, ad valorem for your sized paper, and 
twenty per cent. ad valorem for the unsized, 
and the difference between the cost of the two 
is less than a cent. 

Mr. CROCKER. Sixty-two years ago next 
month I went into a paper-mill as an oper- 
ative at the early age of eight years, working 
twelve hours a day for twenty-five cents a day, 
without board. ‘hat is the way I began. I 
was a Massachusetts laborer, and was a Mas- 
sachusetts laborer for years and years. I know 
all about this matter. I know that the effect 
of your tariff has been to more than double the 
wages of labor——— 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask if it costs you 
a dollar more for sized paper than for unsized, 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. D. H. ROBERTS. Iwill occupy the 
attention of the committee for but a minute or 
two. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. E. H. Rozerrs] has the floor 
and will proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. Doesthe Chair refuse to 
entertain the point of order which I make? 

Mr. BANKS. You have not made it. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from 
New York will proceed. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Task the Clerk to 
read an extract from the New York World, 
which I send to his desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The tariff bill recently reported to the House 
contains this paragraph: 

“On sized printing paper, used exclusively for 
books other than blank-books, and for magazines 
and newspapers, twenty-eight per cent, ad valorem + 
Provided, That all paper imported under this act to 
be used for any purpose whatsoever, exceptas above 
stated, shall be forfeited to the Government of the 
United States, aud a fine not exceeding $1,000 shall 
be imposed in each case of violation of the pro- 


visions of this paragraph.’ f 2 
“The careless reader will very likely fail to 


Will the gentleman allow me 


| observe what this phraseology covers. Bo we trans- 


late. By these fivo or six Hnes of proviso it ismade 
a crime, punishable by forfeitures and fines, to im- 
port any blotting-paper, packing-paper, writing- 
paper, or paper to be used for any. other purpose 
than printing. We aro: not aware whether. this 
monstrous provision is altogether a blunder or not, 
Of course the whole committee would never have 
consented to report it if all of them had seen its 
purport. But they certainly failed to scrutinize it, 
or it never would have got reported at all. And it 
is hardly possible that the man who drew it should 
not have foreseen and meant its enormous applica- 
tion. There. are rascals, no doubt, who declaim 
against smuggling, and who would be perfectly 
willing to seo such a swindle smuggled into the 
tariffofa nation by the meanest of all smuggling, 
trusting that it would pass Congress as it passed the 
most important committee of Congress, through 
sheer oversight. It is discreditable to the diligence 
ofthe members of that committee to have over- 
looked it or to have reported it. And it is impos- 
sible to believe that in the head, whosesoever that 
was, that conceived it, it was anything but a juggle, 
intended to delude Congress into granting, in the 
shape of an absolutely and specifically prohibitory 
duty, the most monstrous monopoly ever thought 
of in modern times,” 


(Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of three 
o'clock having arrived, by order of the House 
all debate upon the pending bill and amend- 
ments thereto must cease. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer] will now state 
his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER.. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of members to the fact that this is the first 
timein the history of Congress, I think, when 
the Chair has refused to recognize a poiut of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will 
state his point of order if he has one, 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Crocker] 
denied that he yielded any portion of his time 
to the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Farys- 
WORTH, and therefore the time taken by the 
gentleman from Illinois should not be taken 
from that of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, 

Mr. CROCKER. I did not yield. 

Mr. CONGER. I endeavored to make that 
point in season to protect the gentleman from 
Massachusetts from losing any portion of the 
time to which he was entitled. 

Mr. PETERS. If ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Crocker] may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, 
m reply to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
Concer, ] that there was but a minute or two 
left of the time allowed by the House for de- 
bate when the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. E. H. Ropurrs] took the floor. The 
Chair supposed the point of order would keep 
until the time for debate had closed. ‘That 
is the reason the Chair did not recognize the 
gentleman from Michigan just at that instant, 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Crocker] was recognized by the Chair at the 
expiration of the time to which the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farxsworrn,] who had 
been speaking, was entitled. The gentleman 
from Illinois appealed to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for a little more time. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts turned his back 
upon the Chair and looked toward the gen- 
tleman from Illinois; whether he said any- 
thing or not the Chair could not hear. As 
the gentleman from Illinois proceeded with- 
out interruption by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the Chair took it for granted that 
the gentleman had yielded to him a portion of 
his time. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
then took the floor, and used up the remainder 
of the five minutes, after which the Chair 
recognized the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. E. IL. Ronunrs.] Is there objection to 
allowing the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to address the committee? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Can that be done 
except by order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be. done 
except by unanimons consent. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I hope there will 


{ be no objection. 


1872. 


_ Mr. COX. I will make no objection if the 
gentleman willrefrain from voting on this sub- 
ject in which he has a direct personal interest, 
. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
allowing the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
proceed? 
. No objection was made, 

Mr. CROCKER then addressed the com- 
mittee. .[His remarks will be published in 
the Appendix. J f 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The first question. is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Becx,] to strike out the word 
“ seized,” in line ninety two of the pending 
paragraph, and the word ‘eight,’ in line 
ninety-four; so that the clause will read; 

ape i 
ober than blank booka aod nosvez for books 
newspapers, twenty per cent. ad valorem, &c. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Brox, there were—ayes 80, noes 73, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brcx and 
Mr. CROCKER were appointed, 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes ninety, noes not counted. 

So the amendment of Mr. Beck was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now re- 
curs on the substitute proposed by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That will 
the duty thirty-two and a half per cent, 

Mr. DAWES. It proposes to apply to 
these articles, like all the rest, a ten per cent. 
reduction. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the pending 
clause by striking out the words ‘for books 
other than blank books and ;” so that it will 
read; 

On printing paper used exclusively for magazines 
and newspapers, twenty per cent. ad valorem, &o. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the clause by 
striking out the words ‘‘ books other than ;” so 
that the clause will read: 


On printing paper used exclusively for blank 
books and for magazines and newspapers, twenty 
percent. ad valorem, &c. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. COX. I move to amend by inserting 
at the end of the pending paragraph the 
following: 

And provided further, That importations of paper 


brought in by travelers for their own use shall 
be exempt from all such forfeiture and punishment. 


If a man brings into the country a bunch 
of envelopes, the provision of the bill would 
subject him to a heavy penalty. 

Mr. DICKEY and others objected to debate. 

Theamendment of Mr. Cox was notagreed to. 


Mr, STEVENSON. I move to amend the 
pending clause by striking out the provisoand 
Inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ and on 
all other paper ninety per cent. of the duties 
now imposed by law;” so that the paragraph 
will read: 

On printing paper used exclusively for books other 
than blank-books, and for magazines and news- 
papers, twenty per cent. ad valorem; and on all 
other paper ninety per cent. of the duties now im- 
posed by law. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. STEVENSON, there were—ayes 65, 
noes 73. 

Mr. KERR called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr, Stevenson 
and Mr. Dawgs were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 75, noes 80. 

So the amendment of Mr. STEVENSON was 
not agreed to. 

_ Mr. CARROLL. I move to amend the pend- 
ing paragraph by striking out the proviso. 

The amendment was not agreed to, there 
being—ayes 45, noes 78. p 

The question again recurred on the motion 
of Mr. Dawes to strike out the paragraph and 
Insert in lieu thereof the following: _ 

On all paper ninety percent. of the duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by law. 


make 


i 
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Mr. HOLMAN... I move to amend the 
motion of the gentleman from. Massachusetta 
(Mr. Dawes] by striking out his proposed 
substitute and inserting in liew thereof: the 
following: ; ; 

On printin paper used exclusively for books other 
than Dia i 
pers, foes porta ad onstaan ond mompa- 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Horman; it was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 60, noes 78. 

The question again recurred on. the substi- 
tute offered by Mr. Dawzs; and the question 
being taken, there were—ayes 80, noes 68, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. T call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 
Mr. Dawes were-appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 84, noes 78. 

So the substitute proposed by Mr. Dawes 
was agreed to, 


_Mr. DAWES. I move that, the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


PROPOSED RECESS OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a question of privilege, and submit the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be, and hereby are, authorized to 
adjourn this session of their respective Houses on 
the 3d day of June next, nt twelve o’clock m., until 
the last Thursday of November next, at twelve 
o’clock m, 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House 
with all frankness the exact scope of this reso- 
lution, because I do not mean to do that by in- 
direction which I would not do directly, or that 
any one should be deceived. As we all know 
the law which suspends the writ of habeas 
corpus for the protection of loyal citizens in 
the South expires when this session of Con- 
gress expires. Therefore I have introduced 
this resolution providing, not for a final ad- 
journment of the session, but for a recess until 
the Jast Thursday of November, four days be- 
fore the next regular session, for the purpose 
of keeping in existence that beneficent meas- 
ure, have done it in the interest of public 
peace, and in the interest of us all. We all 
desire to go home, and it is best we should do 
so. Now, why should we wait here to attempt 
to pass a new law, or to make provision for 
extending the present law, when the views of 
men in this House.on the one side and the 
other can be as well expressed upon this ques- 
tion and in this way as any other? I desire to 
bring the House to a direct vote on this ques- 
tion: adjournment and the extension of the 
Ku Klux law. . 

Sir, let no man say this law ought not to be 
extended. I hold in my hand the sworn testi- 
mony given in a conrt of jastice in the trial 
of some eighty or ninety—— 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of 
order. I make the point of order that the 


| gentleman from Massachusetts has no right on 
| the pending resolution for adjournment to dis- 


euss the question of Ku Klux or any other 
question but that which is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The remarks of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts are beyond the fair 
limit of the discussion allowed on the pend- 
ing resolution for adjournment, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, I am 
showing why we should take a recess until 
November next rather than have a final ad- 
journment of this session: 

Mr. COBURN. Will the gentleman from 


Massachusetts permit me to move an amend- 
ment axing the time when the recess. is to 
egin a 
fr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
not to be interrupted for a moment, : 

Mr. COBURN. | Ishould like to offer an 
amendmentat the proper time, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
come to it directly. I was about saying, with 
this testimony before me, with the fact before 
the country of murder—— 

Mr. GOLLADAY.. Mr. Speaker, is a dis- 
cussion about murder in order on the regolu- 
tion to adjourn ? ` 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts are beyond the 
fair discussion of the resolution for adjourn: 
ment, 

Mr. BROOKS. That was my point; and 
now I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will keep his remarks in order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is really of 
opinion that a resolution for final adjournment 
or for a receas ought not to be open for debate, 
and for the reason, that being a question of 
high privilege it may be obtruded on the 
House at any time; and if obtruded on the 
House, it may seriously interfere with other 
business. When the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dickey) for 
final adjoarnment was before the. House the 
Chair endeavored to restrain the debate 
within the narrow limits of how it would affect 
the pending business, not allowing the discus- 
sion to run into the merits of the public busi- 


ness. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speak- 
er, while we have the direct and positive evi- 
dence of this—— 

Mr. VAN TRUMP. The Chair has decided 
that the geutleman is out of order, and J object 
to his continuing in the same strain. 

Mr. GOLLADAY. I called the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to order. 

The SPEAKER, The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts are not in order. 

Mr. DICKEY. Now let us have the pre- 


vious question. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, Shall I 


go on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can pro- 
ceed in order. The fair limit of debate on a 
resolution for final adjournment or for a recess 
of this character is the mode in which it will 
affect the disposition of the publie business, 
the transaction of business, and not the merits 
of any particular business whatever. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Jam not 
going into any business before the country; 
but I wish to show why we should take a recess 
rather than a final adjournment, because of 
the public necessity to which I have referred. 

The SPBAKER., The Chair has already 
decided that the merits of legislation cannot 
be discussed upon a motion of this character. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Iwas not 
aware that my friends were so sensitive lest E 
speak of murder, arson, whippings, and rapes. 

Mr. GOLLADAY. I object. 

Mr. BECK. Is the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts in order? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
yield the floor for these interruptions, which 


I pray 


| are out of order. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Irise to a question of 
order. Members should be in their seats. 

The SPEAKER, The point of order is 
well taken. Gentlemen will resume their 


seats. : 

Mr. BROOKS. I now insist on my point 
of order that the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Burver] has to take his seat. Ho 
cannot proceed but in order, — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated 
that he cannot proceed except in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. But he loses the floor 
when the Chair decides he is aut of order. 

The SPEAKER. He will lose the floor 
unless he proceeds in order. 
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Mr. BUTLER, of. Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on. these topical grant the other side 
the mercy of silence. I move the previous} 
question. 

Mr. DAWES. TI ask my colleague [Mr. 
Burien] to yield to me that Í may report from 
the Committee of Ways and Means the Senate 
resolution with an amendment. 

Mr. DICKEY. Lhope not. The commit- 
tee have kept the resolution a long time and 
may keep it a little longer. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Ido not 
yield to my colleague for the purpose he has 
stated. 

Mr. DAWES. I make this request under 
instructions from the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
the regular order. 

Mr. GOLLADAY. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a point of order. 
When the Committee of the Whole rose after 
having been engaged in the consideration of 
the tariff bill, was not the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the gentle- 
man from Massachasetts, [Mr. Dawes,] enti- 
tled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. He was. 

Mr. BECK. He had a resolution from the 
Committee of Waysand Means to submit to. the 
House, and ought not to have given way to 
his colleague. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Order! 


order! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in 
reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Beck, ] that the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means was not entitled to the floor 
on any other business except that which related 
to the bill which had been under consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, as chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, was to have reported a reso- 
lution for a final adjournment, and he gave 
way wrongfully to his colleague. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sacbusetts [Mr. Dawes] had no more right to 
the floor on that question than any other mem- 
ber. He had aright to the floor if he wished 
to move that the House go into Committee of 
the Whole on the tariff bill, and not otherwise. 

The question is, will the House second the 
demand for the previous question on the reso- 
lution offered hy the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] for a recess from the j 
8d of June tothelast Wednesday of November. | 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer an amend- | 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have 
that privilege if the House refuses to second 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COBURN, The amendment I desire í 
to offer is to substitute the 15th of June for 
the 3d of June. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question 
the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Burien] and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Becx.] 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 64, noes 105. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. DAWES. i now, in obedience to the 
instructions of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, report the following resolution, on 
which Į demand the previous question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate coneurring,) That each House of Congress 
shall be adjourned sine die by the Presiding Oticer | 
thereof on Monday, the 3d day of June, 1872, at į 
twelve o’slock meridian. . 

Mr, DAWES. I desire to state that I offer 
this as a substitute for the resolution of my 
colleague, [Mr. Butier.] This is not the 
Senate resolution amended. It is a substi- 
tute reading as if it were an amendment to 


| Eliott, Charles Foster, W 


the Senate resolution. It is an original propo- 
sition from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, which I offer as a substitute for the 
resolution of my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
is that the House of Representatives resolves, 
the Senate concurring, that each House of 
Congress shall be adjourned by the Presiding 
Officer thereof on Monday, the 3d day of June, 
1872, at twelve o'clock meridian, and he 
moves this as an amendment to the resolu- 
tion of his colleague, (Mr. Burner. ] 

Mr. DAWES. It comes to the same thing 
as if the committee had reported the Senate 
resolution; because if I offered the Senate 
resolution amended as a substitute, it would 
have to go back to the other body. This is 
an independent resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would not have to go 
back if we agreed as to the dates. The Sen- 
ate resolution fixed as the day of final adjourn- 
ment the 29th of May. 

Mr. DICKEY. Tobjectto debate, _ 

Mr. DAWES. I was instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report the reso- 
lution in the form in which I have presented it, 
The only question was whether we should take 
the Senate resolution as a substitute or an ori- 
ginalone. The result would be thesame; both 
would have to go to the Senate, and we should 
losé the control of the resolution fixing the 
29th of May, which we still have. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Irise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Will the adoption of this reso- 
lution preclude the House from adopting or 
agreeing to the Senate resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I call 
for the yeas and nays on the substitute of my 
colleague. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Dawes’s 
substitute ; and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive—yeas 142, nays 57, not voting 40; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Averill, Banks, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, Austin 
Blair, Jnmes G. Blair, Boles, Braxton, Bright, 
Brooks, Burchard, Carroll, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
ger, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Orebs, Creely, Critcher, 
Orossiand, Davis, Dawes, ‘Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duell, Duke, Eames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Far- 
well, Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D, Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Golluday, Goodrich, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Handley, Harmer, Harper, John T. Harris, Haw- 
ley, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hol- 
man, Lloughton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, King, Lamigon, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, 
Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McCormick, MeCrary, 
McGrew, Mclutyre, McJunkin, McNeely, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Bli Perry, Pe- 
ters, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, Ritchie, William R, Roberts, Robinson, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Seeley, Sheidon, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, Slater, Sloss, Snapp, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Sutherland, 
‘Taffe, Terry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
‘Ewiebell, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, 
Williams of New York, and Winchester—142. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barber, Barry, Beatty, 
Bigby, Bingham, Buckley, Bulinton, Burdett, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler, Coburn, Darrall, Dickey, Dunnell, 
ilder Foster, Frye, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, John 
W. Hazelton, Hoar, Killinger, Lynch, McKee, Mer- 
riam, Monfoe, Morey, Negley, Orr, Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Poland, Eliis H. Roberts, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Sprague, Stevenson, Thomas, 
Tyner, Upson, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wilson—57. 

NOT VOLTING—Messrs. Ames, Barnum, Bever- 
idge, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Clarke, Cobb, Crocker, De Large, ly, Halsey, 
Hanks, Hays, Hooper, Kinsella, Lansing, Maynard, 
McClelland, McHenry, McKinney, Mercur, Moore, 
Platt, Porter, Potter, Prindie, Rainey, Scofield, Slo- 
cuin, Worthington O., Smith, Snyder, Stowell, St. 
John, Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Voorhees, 
Wood, and Young—40, + 

So the substitute was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 


resolution of Mr. Buruer, of Massachusetts, 
as amended. 

Mr. COBURN., I desire toofferan amend- 
ment to change the date to the 15th of June. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question 
will operate clear through. 

Mr. COBURN. I understood the previous 
question was merely upon the substitute, or I 
would have offered my amendment betore that 
vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER., The gentleman could not 
have offered it, because a demand for the pre- 
vious question was pending. 

Mr. COBURN. The call for the previous 
question was made upon the substitute, as I 
understood. 

The SPHAKER. The previous question 
does not exhaust itself until the resolution is 
disposed of, just as the previous question does 
not exhaust itself on the amendments to a bill 
nor until the bill has been read a third time. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment substituting the 15th of June for the 8d. 

Mr. HALE I object. 

Mr. PERCE. I now move that the House 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENSON, No; wehavea special 
order for to-night. : 

The question was put on Mr. FARNSWORTH’ S 
motion; and there were—ayes thirty-four, 
noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

The question recurred upon Mr. Perocr’s 
motion; and being put, there were-—ayes 
thirty-four, noes not counted. 

So the motion was disagreed to, 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
resolution of Mr. Burver, of Massachusetts, 
as amended; and being put, it was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENINSULA AT ERIE, 


Mr. SCOFIELD. I now call up the 
motion, entered this morning by unanimous 
consent, to reconsider the vote by which the 
House passed last night, with an amendment, 
the bill of the Senate No. 677, to authorize 
the Secretary of War to accept the peninsula 
in Lake Erie opposite the harbor of Erie, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, My object is to 
disagree to the amendment which was proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] when the bill was under consideration 
last evening. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the explanation made 
to me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scoren] I am willing, so far as I 
am concerned, that the amendment I offered 
should be voted down. Iam assured by sev- 
eral gentlemen from Pennsylvania that this 
bill makes a grant to the United States with- 
out any condition. 

The motion to reconsider: was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, 
the amendment will be withdrawn. 

No objection was made; and the amend- 
ment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The bill was then passed without amend- 
ment, , 

HENRY B. MYERS. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Committee 
of Claims, by unanimous consent, reported 
back the petition and accompanying papers In 
the claim of Henry B. Myers, and moved that 
the committee be discharged from their further 
consideration, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_Mr. DICKEY. . I move that: the House now 
adjourn. See í A 
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Mr. STEVENSON, I move that the House 
now take a recess until half past seven. 

Mr. DICKEY. No; I do not want any 
recess. 

Mr. STEVENSON, The Househas ordered 
that the session of this evening shall be de- 
voted to the consideration of reports from the 
Committeé on the Publie Lands. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill for reference, z 

Mr. BROOKS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is 
upon the motion that the House do. now 
adjourn, 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 


of the following title ; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 


An act (S. No. 816) to amend an act enti- | 


tled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform time for 
holding elections for electors of President and 
Vice President in all the States of the Union,” 
approved January 23, 1845, 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES, 


Mr. HANDLEY. In the bill that was 
passed on Monday last removing the disabili- 
ties of a large number of persons, there was 
a name of one of my constituents erroneously 
entered. I ask that the name Taul Bradford 
be stricken out and the name Micah Taul be 
inserted in lieu thereof. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HAVENS, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave for the withdrawal from the 
files of the House of -the papers in the case 
of William S. Johnson. 


ELECTION CONTEST—BOWEN VS. DE LARGE. 


_. The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House additional papers in the 
contested-election case of Bowen vs. De 
Large, from the State of South Carolina; which 
were referred to the Committee of Elections. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS was granted leave of 
absence for two days. 
Mr. MONROE was granted leave of absence 
for one week. i 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I hope the House will 
not adjourn, but that we will have a session 
to-night for the consideration of business re- 

orted from the Committee on the Public 
ands. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope the House will ad- 
journ; we will do more harm than good if we 
come here to-night. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to, 
upon a division—ayes 45, noes 81. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I now move that the 
House take a recess until half past seven this 
evening. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes p.m.) 
the House took a recess until half-past seven 
o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House 
resumed its session. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TIIE ARKANSAS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table for 
consideration at this time Senate bill No. 981, 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas river at Little Rock, Arkansas. 

Mr. BIRD. _ I object. ; 

Mr. DICKEY. If objection is begun as 

* 


soon as this, we better make it general, until 
a few more members are present. 
NON-NAVIGABLE LAKES AND PONDS, 

Mr. TOWN SEND, of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2782) to authorize the survey and sale ‘of 
the beds of unsurveyed non-navigable lakes 
and ponds in the public-land States of the 
Union; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

CIRCUIT COURT FOR EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 


Mr. McCRARY. I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times of the 
erreuit courts of the United States of the 
eighth district be taken from the Speaker's 
table, and concurred in. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
of the Senate was read, as follows: 


„Amend tho title so as to read, “An act to fix the 
times a holding United States courts in the eighth 
circuit. 


. The amendment was concurred in. 
BRIDGE IN IOWA. 

Mr. McCRARY, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 2207) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge, and to establish the same as a post 
road, be taken from the Speaker's table, and 
concurred in. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would like to 
know something about this bill. 

Mr. McCRARY. It is for the construction 
of a bridge at Fort Madison, Iowa. ‘The 
amendments of the Senate are for the purpose 
of securing more effectually the object con- 
templated. 

The amendments of the Senate were read 
for information. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. It appears that this 
bill changes the width of the span of that 
bridge; and we ought to have some oppor- 
tunity to look into the measure. I must object 
to the consideration of thesc amendments 
now, 

RAILROAD FROM GREAT SALT LAKE, ETC. 

Mr. SLATER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2783) supplemental 
to an act entitled “An act granting the right 
of way through the pnblic lands for the con- 
struction of a railroad from Great Salt Lake 
to Portland, Oregon,” approved April 11, 
1872; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DICKEY. I wish to interpose an ob- 
jection now to the doing of any business by 
unanimous consent (I do not care what it is) 
ia the absence ofa quorum. I do not, of 
course, object to the mere reference of bills; 
but I object to taking anything from the Speak- 
er's table by unanimous consent, I do not care 
what it is, because that is the most dangerous 
sort of legislation in the world. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 move that the House 
take a recess for thirty minutes, with the 
view of seeing whether we can get a quorum. 

Mr. DICKEY. Ifa quorum of the House 
can be obtained, of course J have no objec- 
tion to business going on. i 

Mr. RANDALL. I bave made my motion 
in the interest of the public business. _ 

The SPEAKER. It will require unanimous 
consent to take a recess. Is there objection? 

Mr. KETCHAM. I object. 


Mr. STEVENSON. | Members of the 
House are coming in. Lei us proceed with 
business. 


Mr. RANDALL. If the chairman of the 
Committce on the Publie Lands [ Mr. Kercnam] 
will not accept my motion, which I have made 
in his interest, then I object to any business 
in the absence of a quorum. I do not want to 
break up the House; and that is the reason I 
have proposed a recess for thirty minutes. 


Mr. KETCHAM. We have some matters 
ready to report which will provoke no discus- 
sion whatever, . 

Mr. BURCHARD. I riseto makea report 
from the Committee of Ways and: Means, 
which is authorized to report at any time, 

Mr. RANDALL, I object. 

The SPEAKER. | Is there objection to 
taking à recess till eight o'clock? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
well havea call of the 
quorum present. ; 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I with- 
draw my objection to a recess. 

‘ me SPEAKER. Is there farther objec- 
jon 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object, and call for 
the regular order. Let the. Committee on 
Public Lands go on with its business; if there 
should be no quorum we can get one. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make objection to the 
consideration of any business until. a quorum 
18 present. 

ir. STEVENSON, 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. We may as well settlo 
this matter firat as last. Let it be understood 
that those who do come here in the evenings 
wish to have the company of other members 
who are in the habit of staying away. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know whether 
that is desirable or not. 

The SPRAKER. The regular order is the 
presentation of business from the Committee 
on Public Lands; but the rules require the 
presence of a quorum for the transaction of 
business, and authorize the Chair to take note 
of the fact when a quorum is not present, 


CALL OF THE TOUSE. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I move that there bea 
eall of the House, 

The motion was agreed to; there being— 
ayes 25, noes 18. . 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Messrs. Adams, Ames, Banks, Barry, Beveridge, 
Biggs, Bingham, Bright, Roderick R. Butler, Cald- 
well, Clarke, Coburn, Creol Critcher, Crocker, 
Crossland, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Dn Bouso, 
Bhiott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Garfield, 
Golladay, Halsey, Hancock, John T. Harris, Hays, 
Hereford, iterndon, Hooper, [loughton, Kelley, 
King, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, Dench, 
Lewis, Lynch, Maynard, McClelland, Mellenry, Mo- 
Junkin, McKee, MeKinney, McNoely, Mercur, 
Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Niblack, 
Orr, Packer, Peres, Aaron F. Perry, Bh Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Pottor, Prindlo, Rainey, Read, John M. Rice, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Roosevelt, Seofield, Secley, Sessions, Shanks, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, John 
A. Smith, Worthington ©. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, 
Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Sypher, Lerry, 
Thomas, Turner, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wal- 
den, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, John T. Wilson, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. BORCHARD stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Beveripar, was absent by leave of the 
House. 

Mr. SLOSS stated that Mr, Vavanan was 
absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. MERRIAM stated that Mr. Lyxen, of 
Maine, and Mr. WHEELER, of New York, were 
absent on account of sickness in their fam- 


£ T object. 
I think we may as 
House if there is no 


I call for the regular 


ilies. 

The SPEAKER. . The call of the House 
shows there are one hundred and thirty mem: 
bers present. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I move that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to state that Gen- 
eral Srovcuron is absent on account of sick- 


ness. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular 
order of business. 

The SPRAKER. The regular order of 
business during this evening’s session is the 
reception of reports from the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
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SAN FRANCISCO LAND ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back the petition 
of the San Francisco Land Association, and 
moved that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the petition was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN KANSAS. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from thesame committee, 
also reported back a bill (S. No. 877) to cre- 
ate an additional land district in Kansas, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill,.which was read, constitutes in the 
first section all that portion of the Republican 
land district in the State of Kansas lying and 
being situated west of the first guide meridian 
west of the sixth principal meridian a new land 
district, to be called the Northwestern land 
district. The second section authorizes the 
President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint a register and a 
receiver for the district, who shall discharge 
like and similar duties, and receive the same 
amount of compensation allowed to other offi- 
cers discharging like duties in the other land 
offices of said State. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on the Public 
Lands how many land districts and how 
many registers there are already in the State 
of Kansas? 

Mr. KETCHAM. I am not able to say. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a pertinent ques- 
tion, and the gentleman ought to be able to 


answer. 

Mr. KETCHAM. This isa question in ref- 
erence to which the committee are controlled 
by the information from the General Land 
Office. I ask to have a letter read from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call the attention 
of the gentleman from New York to the fact 
that at the very last session of Congress a 
new land district was organized in the State 
of Kansas. 

Mr. KBTCHAM. I ask that the letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
WasHinGTton, D. C., May 15, 1872. 

Sin: In reply to your oral inquiry respecting the 
inclosed bill to create a new land district in the 
State of Kansas, (Senate bill 877,) I have to state 
that from the best information received at this 
office I am of opinion that the lands in the eastern 
part of the present Republican district have toa 
‘great extent been disposed of, and that settlement 
and sales are now increasing in that portion em- 
braced in the limits of the district proposed in this 
bill. It is a necessity, therefore, that the proper 
facilities should be given to persons taking home- 
steads or desiring to enter lands in that locality, 
which can only be done by the creation of a new 
district. The removal of the local officer, now at 
Concordia, to a point further west, while it would 
meet the case, would cause great inconvenience 
to the very large number who have entered under 
the homestead law in the eastern portion of the 
district, and who have not yet consummated their 
entry by proving up. 

The conyenience of the settlers in all parts of the 
present district can be best subserved by dividing 
the district, and as the bill submitted seems free 
from other objections, I recommend that it be made 

aw. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully. 

- WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. S. C. Powsroy, United States Senate. . 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ERECTION OF NEW LAND DISTRICTS. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (S. No. 998) relating to 
the erection of new land districts, with a sub- 
stitute. 

fhe bill was read. It provides that when- 
ever any land district shall be created by act 
of Congress, where the land embraced therein, 
or any part thereof, at the time of such enact- 
ment shall be taken from an existing land 
district, the sales of such lands may, unless 
otherwise specially provided for by law, be 
continued at the district office of the former 
district until the receipt by the officers of 
such district of the formal order of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office for the 
suspension of said sales preliminary to the 
transfer of the books and archieves pertaining 
to the new district ; and all sales or disposals 
of pubiic lands heretofore regularly made at 
any land office where those lands have been 
made part of another district by any act of 
Congress are confirmed if the same are free 
from conflict with prior valid rights. 

The Clerk read the substitute reported by 
the committee, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
as follows: 

_ That hereafter in case of the division of exist- 
ing land districts by the erection of new ones, and 
by a change of boundaries, by the President of the 
United States, all business in such original districts 
shall be entertained and transacted without preju- 
dice or change until the oflices in the new districts 
shall be duly opened by public announcement 
under tho direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That all sales 
or disposals of the public Lands heretofore regularly 
made at any land office, after the said lands have 
been made part of another district by any act of Con- 
gress or by the act of the President are hereby con- 
firmed. Provided, The same are free from conflict 
with prior valid rights. 


The substitute was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAKOTA GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
2592) granting the right of way to the Dakota 
Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

The bill was read. It provides that for the 
purpose of enabling the Dakota Grand Trunk 
Railway Company, a corporation organized 
under thelaws of Dakota, to extend itsroad and 
branches by the most advantageous and prac- 
ticable lines, in accordance with its charters, 
the right of way through the public lands iu 
the Territory of Dakota is granted to said 
company. Said right of way is to the extent 
of one hundred feet in width on each side 
of said road and branches where they may 
pass over the public lands; and there is also 
hereby granted to said company all neces- 
sary ground, not to exceed forty acres at 


each station, for station-buildings, workshops, | 


depots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, 
turn-tables, water-stations, &c. And when 
it may be necessary to use material from 
the public lands for the construction of said 
road it may be done; but no private property 
shall be taken for the use of said company in 
said Territory except in the manner now pro- 
vided by the Jaws thereof relative to the taking 
of such property for like uses, and in which 
manner it may be done, with compensation to 
the owners as therein provided. 

The bill in its second section provides that 
the said company shall have power to mort- 
gage, in the usual manner, its franchise, road- 
bed, and all property of every kind belonging 
to said. company, to an amount not exceeding 
$25,000 per mile for the entire length of said | 
road, upon such terms as may to said company 


seem best; but in no case shall the United 
States be liable, in any manner whatever, for 
any act or thmg done by said company. 

The amendments reported by the commit- 
tee were read, as follows: 


After the word ‘‘of” in line eleven insert the 
words ‘‘the central line of: so it will read: “on 
each side of the central line of said road and 
branches.” | 
_ In line thirteen strike out the word “ forty,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “twenty ;’? and 
strike out the words "‘-at each station” and insert 

for each ten milesin length of the main line of 
said road ;” so it will read :* and tbere is also here- 
by granted to said company allnecessary ground not 
to exceed twenty acres for each ten miles in length 


. of the main line of said road for station buildings, 


workshops,” &¢, 

Add the following as additional sections: 

Sec. 3. The rights herein granted shall not pre- 
clude the construction of other roads through any 
cañon, defile, or pass on the route of said road. 

Seo. 4. That said railway company shall locate 
the route of said railroad and file a map of such 
location within two years, in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and shall build its railroad 
within ten years after the passage of this act; and 
nothing herein contained shall be construed as 
recognizing or denying the right of the Legislature 
of Dakota Territory to croate railroad corporations. 

Sec. 5. The Congress reserves the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal this act, whenever in its judgment 
tho interests of the people may require it. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to amend section 
four by striking out the word ‘‘two,’’ and 
inserting the word ‘t one ;’’ so that it will read ; 

The said railway company shall locate the route 
of said railroad and file a map of such location 
within one year in the office of tho Secretary of the 
Interior. 

I think my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
TownsEND] who has charge of this bill will 
agree to this amendment as being an absolute 
necessity. The reason for this amendment is 
that until there is an actual location of the 
road it is imposible for the settler to settle 
upon the public lands with safety to himself. 
He may desire to locate tipon a line upon which 
the railroud may not pass. He-may desire to 
locate his land where it will not be affected by 
the grant of twenty acres for depot purposes, 
and I insist that he shall have that right. 
If the Government grants this extraordinary 
privilege, giving I believe $25,000 for every 
twenty miles—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, On 
every mile. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very great. power. is con- 
ferred here, valuable franchises; and the Gov- 
ernment, in consideration of making such 
grant may well say to this corporation that 
the citizens who want to enter this vacant 
country to settle it shall know where the road 
shall run. It ought not to be postponed for 
two years. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Let 
me say to the gentleman from Indiana that I 
think he will come to the conclusion that his 
request is unreasonable when I state the fact 
that the road is four hundred miles long, and 
it wouid perhaps be impossible to locate the 
road within that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here is a valuable fran- 
chise, worth millions of dollars, granted to 
this company, and I insist that their powers 
shall be exercised in such a manner as that 
every citizen who desires to enter this vacant 
country for settlement may understand in 
advance where these great franchises are to 
be enjoyed. I do not care whether the road 
be four hundred miles long or longer still. 
I do not propose that it shall be allowed to 
suspend its operation until it finds where 
the emigrants are going, and where the set- 
tlements will be. 1 insist that it shall make 
its location and stand there. 

Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania admit an amendment changing 
the time within which the road must be com- 
pleted from ten to five years? Ten years is & 
long time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. No, 
sir, I cannot; but I will admit the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana for a vote, and 
I now demand the previous question. 
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The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera: 
tion thereof the amendment of Mr. Hormax 
was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, ; 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UTAH NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also, 
from the same committee, reported back 


House bill No. 1158, granting the right of, 


way through the public lands to the Utah 
Northern Railroad Company, with amend- 
ments, and with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that for the purpose of enabling the 
- Utah and Northern Railroad Company, a 

corporation organized under the laws of the 

Territory of Utah, to build and extend its 

line, by way of Bear River valley, Soda 

Springs, Snake River valley, and through 

Montana Territory, to a connection with the 

Northern Pacific railroad, by the most ad- 

vantageous and practicable line, to be selected 

by said company, the right of way through 
the public lands in the Territory of Utah, 

Idaho, and Montana is granted to said com- 

pany. Said right of way is to be the extent of 

one hundred feet in width on each side of said 
road, where it may pass over the public lands. 

There is also granted to the company all neces- 

sary ground, not to exceed forty acres at each 

station, for station buildings, workshops, de- 
pots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, 
turn-tables, and water-stations; said depots 
not to occur oftener than once in every five 
miles of road. And whenever it may be neces- 
sary to use material from the public lands for 
the construction of said road it may be done; 
but no private property is to be taken for the 
use of said company, except in the manner 
now provided by section three ofan act entitled 
“ An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri river to the Pacific 
ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,” approved 

July 2, 1867. 

The second section authorizes and empowers 
the company to mortgage. in the usual man- 
ner, their franchise, road-bed, and all prop- 
erty belonging to said company, to an amount 
not to exceed $15.000 per mile for the entire 
length of said road, upon such terms as may 
seem to them best; and upon said mortgage 
may issue mortgage bonds, not to exceed the 

` same amount per mile; but in no case shall 
the United States be liable in any way what- 
ever for any act or thing done by said company. 

The first amendment was in line thirteen, 
after. the word ‘of,’ to insert ‘‘the central 
line of ;”’ so that it will read: 


Said right of way hereby granted to said company 
is to be to the extent of one hundred feet in width on 
each side of the central line of said road where it 
may pass over the publio lands. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out in 
line fifteen the words ‘forty acres at each 
station’? and insert ‘‘twenty acres for each 
ten miles in length of the main line of said 
railroad.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

In lines eighteen and nineteen, strike out the 
words ‘‘said depots not to occur oftener than 
once in every five miles of road.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Add as additional sections: 

Sec. 3. The rights hereby granted shall not pre- 
clude the construction of other roads through any 
cañon, defile, or pass on the route of said road. 


Suc. 4. The said rat i 
route of said a a, foa map aat eee 
tion within two years, in the office of tho Secretary 
of the Interior, and shall complete its railroad 
Within ten years. after the passage of this bill, and 
nothing herein contained shail be construed ag roo- 
ognizing or denying the authority of the Legislature 
of Utah to incorporate railroad companies. i 

Sec. 5. That Congress reserves to itself the right 
to alter, amend, or repeal this act whenever in 
its Judgment the interests of the people may re- 
quire it. i 

Mr. STORM. T would inquire whether 
under the right to enter upon the public land 
and take material this road is not given the 
right to take timber? : 
_ Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, This 
is the usual phrase adopted in bills that have 
been passed by the House upon this subject, 
How broadly it may be extended I do not 
know. 
_ Mr. STORM. Then I move to amend by 
inserting after the word ‘‘ material” the words 
“except timber.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I do 
not yield for that amendment. 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the same lim- 
itation ought to be imposed upon this grant as 
upon the others as to the time the plat should 
be filed. I move toamend this so as to make 
the time one year instead of two years. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Ihave 
no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALDEMAN. I desire to move an 
amendment to the first section of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, I will 
hear the amendment read. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I move to amend the 
first section by adding to it the following: 


Provided, That in return for the privileges of this 
act, said railroad shall plant and protect on each 
sido of their road fifty fect in somo quick-growing 
timber throughout its length, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
cannot accept that amendment. I now call 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MISSOURI VALLEY RAILROAD, 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2784) 


granting the right of way to the Missouri Val- į 
ley Railroad Company; which was read a first | 


and second time, : 
The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, 
Mr. DICKEY. 
reports this bill to explain why it is that there 
is not some limit placed upon the distance in 


which this company is allowed to take its ten | 


acres of land for each depot. There should 
be a limit, either once in five miles, ten miles, 
or twenty miles, and not allow them to take 
as many ten acres in each mile, or five miles, 
as they please. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. This only allows ten acres 
for each depot. 

Mr. DICKEY. How close are the depots 


o be? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has been customary 
heretofore to allow forty acres for each depot, 
which I always thought was a very large 
amount. I believe all the bills which have 
heretofore passed have allowed at least twenty 
acres; this allows only ten acres. 

Mr. DICKEY. alc 
every depot. I would limit it to ten acres for 
not less than five miles of the road. `, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection to 
that amendment, bnt it is hardly to be sup- 
posed that a railroad company would go to the 


t 


I ask the gentleman who | 


This allows ten acres for | 


H 


expense of erectiùg a depot and station-build: 
ings every three or four miles for the sake of 
getting ten acres of public land, ; 
Mr. DICKEY. That would depend entirely 
upon the kind of land. In my country they 
would want. one every mile or every half mile, 
if they could get ten acres of land for it, 
Theamendment of Mr. Dickey was agreed to. 


Mr. DICKEY. I desire to offer a further 
amendment. I move that in case any land 
taken for the purpose of a depot shall cease to 
be used for that purpose it shall revert to the 
Government of tho United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object to that amend- 
ment; it is entirely useless, I now call the 
previous question. : 

Mr. DICKEY. Very well; then we will 
vote down the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the gentleman 
will have some limitation placed upon the 
time within which the plat of this road is to 
be filed, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; let the gentle- 
man move to make it one year instead of two 

ears. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I now call the previous 
question. ; 

The question was taken upon seconding the 
previous question ; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 41, noes 41; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dickey and 
Mr. Haw.uy were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 86, noes 41, 

So the previous question was seconded, 

‘The main question was then ordered. 

. The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
taken, upon a division there were—ayes 82, 
noes 17; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Storm and 
Mr. HawLny were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 92, noeg 34, 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill (H. R. No, 2785) 
for the relief of certain homesead settlers on 
the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time. 

T'he first section of the bill provides that in 
all cases where parties may have heretofore 
made homestead entries of the public lands, 
which entries have not been canceled, and 


‘| have made their affidavits before clerks of the 


county courts, or other persons authorized to 
administer oaths, without having previously 
made the settlement required by the third 
section of the act of March 21, 1864, such 
failure shall not be construed to work a for- 
feiture of their claims, provided that since 
their entries such parties have in all other 
respects complied substantially with the re- 
quirements of the homestead law, 

The second section provides that in all cases 
of entries heretofore made of the publie lands 
of the United States under the homestead law 
and its amendments, where it shall appear that 
the parties have substantially complied with 
the requirements of the law, but have failed to 
go upon the land within six months from the 
date of entry, or have otherwise failed in the 
minor requirements of the law, such failure 
shall not be construed to work a forfeiture, 
but the entry shall be subject to the equitable 
consideration of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, who may, if he is satisfied 
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that the entry was made in good faith and that 
the failure of the settler was not from his own 
neglect, approve the case and issue patent in 
the usual. manner, provided that such entries 
have not heretofore been canceled by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The third section provides that in all cases 
of entries. of public lands under the bome- 
stead laws, where the lands so entered have 
been abandoned and subsequently reéntered 
under those laws by the same or other parties, 
and where such subsequent entries are, under 
the rulings of the Secretary of the Interior, 
dependent for their validity upon the legality 
of the affidavits in the original entries, those 
affidavits are legalized and confirmed so as to 
protect the persons making such subsequent 
entries who have in good faith complied with 
the provisions of the homestead laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This seems to be a very 
excellent bill; but still it is very important, 
and I hope it will be reported again. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Rusx,] desires to offeranamendment. [yield 
to him. 

Mr. RUSK. I move to amend by striking 
out the last section; and I ask that a letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
be read. . 

The Clerk read as follows : 

DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL DAND Orricr, 
Wasuineton, D. C., May 10, 1872. 


Sir: I have had the honor to receive House bill 

No. 2293, to legalize entries of public lands under 
‘the homestead laws in certain cases. 

The purpose of the actisto legalize and confirm the 
illegal affidavit in certain homestead cases where the 
entries have been canceled. The cancellation bas 
jn no case been because of the illegality of the affi- 
davit, but because of the subsequent abandonment 
or relinguishment of the land by the party. I am 
unable, therefore, to see any benefit to ensue from 
the passage of the act asthe entries are now dead, 
the parties having left the lund and laying no claim 
to the tracts. lt has occurred in a number of cases 
that entries of this character. have been made upon 
land found to be in the limits of railroad land grants, 
and upon the fraudulent character of the aflidavit 
being shown the land has been awarded to the rail- 
road company on the ground that such a claim can- 
not defeat the railroad right, and that in a question 
between the company and the United States their 
title should be recognized. 

In some cases parties have settled upon the lands 
and claimed them under the homestead or preémp- 
tion Jaws, on the ground that the tracts wore 
Government land, but we are unable to recognize 


their right to the tract where the fraudulent char- | 


acter of the original claim is shown. The effect of 
the act would be to legalize the canceled entry, an 
entry no longer claimed by the original party, and 
thus in effect to take the lands from the railroad 
grant and open them to subsequent applicants. 

I consider that the railroad companies now have a 
vested right to the tracts, and the bill, if it becomes 
a law, would invite persons to enter said lands only 
to go into litigation with the railroad in the courts, 
as | do not presume that the companies would sur- 
render the lands without judicial proceedings, and 
I cannot see how the courts could, under the law, do 
otherwise than award the right to the road. 

I have therefore drawn up a substitute for the 
bill presented, which also embodies relief for the 
class of settlers not now provided for by law, and 
would recommend its passage in lieu of the one you 
submit. 

Yours, respectfully, 

WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. J. H, Kercnam, . 
Chairman Committee of the Public Lands. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the substitute 
meationed in that letter will be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the substitute which 
has been read. The bill to which the Com- 
missioner refers was the original bill, which 
was referred by the committee to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, that we 
might obtain his views upon it. As he states 
in the letter, he prepared a substitute, being 
the first two sections of the bill read to-night. 
The third section has been attached by the 
committee; and I have reported the whole as 
a substitute for the original hill. 

I desire to say a word in explanation of this 
substitute. Its object will be seen at once. 
It refers to the law of March 21, 1864, which 
was intended as an amendment to the original 


homestead law of 1862. -The third section of 
that law provided that persons under certain 
circumstances might make affidavit for the 
purpose of acquiring a homestead right, al- 
though they themselves were: not upon the 
land, in case any member of their family was 
upon 18. ; 

Now, many persons who were either igno- 
rant of the law or who misconstrued it, made 
these affidavits for the purpose of availing 
themselves ofthe homestead law, without being 
upon the land and without a member of their 
family being upon it at the time the affidavit was 
made. Thus'they failed to bring themselves 
within the terms - and condition of the home- 
stead law. This bill is intended to remedy that 
defect. 

The third section goes still further. Itis well 
known, that in grants of land made to railroads 
from time time there have been. provisions 
restricting the grants, limiting them, so they 
should not affect the rights of settlers under 
the homestead or preémption laws, or affect 
the reservations theretofore made. I differ, 
and I think the committee differ, with the con- 
struction made by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office on that question. Iam clearly 
of the opinion that when a grant is made to a 
railroad for the construction of a road, all the 
Jands then taken up at the time under the 
homestead law are excluded from that grant 
under the provisions of that law. If, therefore, 
tor any reason whatever the homestead set- 
tler chooses to perfect his title to the land, by 
virtue of what authority can the railroad be- 
come entitled to that which is passed at the 
time of the passing of the law making the 
grant? That is the very point here. It is to 
remedy that defect in the existing law and to 
correct an improper and unjust ruling of the 
Department. 

I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, there is 
any objection to the first and second sections 
of this bill. Ifthere is Ido not know of it. 
The objection goes to the third section only. 
I will yield now to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, 

Mr. RUSK. The first and second sections 
of the bill are the same as those recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. The third section overturns the ruling 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in refer: 
ence to these matters. That was the reason I 
moved to strike it out. I see no reason why 
we should not stand by the decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior. Let us make the 
laws and let him carry them out. The last 
section is in substance the bill which was 
originally introduced. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Read that third 
section, so we may understand what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 3. That in all cases of entries of public lands 
under the homestead laws, where the lands so 
entered have been abandoned and subsequently 
reéntered under said homestead laws by the same 
or other parties, and wherc such subsequent entries 
are, under the rulings of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, dependent for their validity upon the legality 
of the affidavits in said original entries, said affida- 
vits are hereby legalized and confirmed so as to pro- 
tect the persons making such subsequent entrics 
who have in good faith complied with the provisions 
of the homestead laws. 

Mr. HAVENS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Rusk] misapprehends the purpose and effect 
of the third section of this bill, and in order that 
it may be understood, I will call attention to 
the fact that in 1864 Congress passed an act 
amendatory of the original homestead act, by 
which it was provided that the affidavit which, 
under the original act, was required to be 
made before the register or receiver of the 
local land office, might, in certain cases, be 
made before the clerk of the court of the 
county in which the party making the entry 
resided. One of the conditions necessary to 
be complied with by parties making the affida- 
vits before county clerks was that at the time 


-of making them they should have located upon 


the land. If they were made before the regis- 
ter or the receiver under the original act, the 
parties might.go upon the land within six 
months afterward; thus making the distinc- 
tion that in one case the party might go upon 
the land after making the affidavit while in the 
other he must have first located upon the land. 
Thousands of the people in the West misun- 
derstood this distinction. ‘The land officers 
did not understand it themselves, and permit- 
ted the affidavits to be made before: clerks 
upon precisely the same conditions as if they 


.had been made before registers or receivers, 


The affidavits so made were followed up by 
settlement and cultivation, as the original act 
required ; and the lands so entered are to-day 


. the farms and homes of thousands of thrifty, 


enterprising settlers. And yet, unless Congress 
will interpose and legalize the irregular affida- 
vits, these people are liable to see their pos- 
sessions stripped from them and transferred to 
princely railroad corporations. ` 

Mr. Speaker, this bill does not propose to 
dispense with any of the proofs: necessary to 
perfect title in other cases. The same proof: 
of settlement and cultivation are to be required 
as if the affidavits had been strictly regular. 

But the third section reaches further. The 
original grant to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road Company reserved from its operation all 
homestead and preémption rights. After the 
making of the grant to this railroad company 
many parties who had previously made home- 
stead entries abandoned them, and under the 
decision of the Secretary of the Interior the 
abandoned lands reverted, not to the railroad 
company, but tothe General Government ; and 
parties were permitted to go upon and re- 
homestead them precisely as they might any 
other public lands of Government. 

It is now held under a recent ruling of the 
Commissioner of the Land Office, which is in 
substance stated in the letter which has been 
read at the Clerk’s desk, that in cases where 
there was fraud in making these original entries 
the‘ lands revert, not to the Government, but 
to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company. 
And very strangely and unjustly the Commis- 
sioner holdsthat the affidavits referred to which 
were not preceded by settlement were fraud- 
ulent, thus sustaining the claim of the railroad 
company to the homesteads of hundreds: of 
honest settlers who confided in the good faith 
of the Government that permitted and induced 
them to settle upon lands which the Secretary 
of the Interior decided had reverted uncon- 
ditionally to the Government, and were open 
to relocation. Sir, the ruling that the affida- 
vits to which I have referred were fraudulent 
is harsh and cruel, especially as it comes in 
the interests of a wealthy corporation against 
pioneer settlers, and in the face of former 
rulings which induced those settlers to invest 
their all in the effort to secure homes for them- 
selves and their families, which are to be 
snatched away by it. It is notorious that in 
some land districts more than half of the home- 
stead entries were irregular as to the character 
of the affidavits, and that there was no more 
purpose of fraud than if the affidavits had been 
made before the proper officer. In the land 
district in which I reside perhaps four fifths 
of them were made before the clerks of courts; 
and they were not in fact fraudulent. The 
presumption that all such entries are fraud- 
ulent because they were abandoned, and that 
therefore the lands revert to the rairoad 
company instead of the Government, has the 
effect of taking from several hundred men, 
in the congressional district which I have the 
honor to represent, their homes and their 
farms—all they are worth in the world—and 
transferring them to a grasping railroad cor- 
poration. , 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that such a ruling 
is monstrous, and I do not believe that this 
Congress will become a party to so flagrant 
a breach of faith foward. a worthy class of 
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citizens, whom the chief officers of the Gov- 


ernment by their official acts induced to settle 
upon these abandoned lands, by sustaining the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Rusx] to strike the third section from this bill. 

Mr. FINKLENBURG. Iwould ask my col- 
league [Mr. Havens] whether the sum and 
substance of it is this: that as between the 
actual settler and the railroad company this 
bill relieves the actual settler from the conse- 
juences of a technical flaw ? 

Mr. HAVENS. That is all. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. That is 
the whole substance of it. ; 


Mr. HAWLEY. I yield now to my colleague’ 


on the committee, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. MeCormiox. 

Mr. McCORMICK,. of Missouri. I will 
occupy the time of the House only a very few 
moments on this subject. The object of the 
bill is merely to relieve homestead settlers of 
the consequences of a technical imperfection 
in their title to their homesteads. During the 
war there were hundreds who volunteered in 
defense of their country who were compelled 
to leave their homes in the States of Arkansas, 
Missouri, Kansas, and other western States, 
who, in many instances, had to abandon their 
- homesteads, and in abandoning their home- 
steads they forfeited them under the law. 
Many of these men, after the war, returned to 
their homes, and in good faith settled upon 
their homesteads. 

It is now ruled by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, I believe, that these men 
have forfeited their homesteads, and that their 
rights to those lands are now vested in the 
railroads. I know of no more monstrous prop- 
osition ever made than this, or any ruling of 
the Land Office that was calculated to work 
such injustice as this. Ido bope the House 
will see the propriety of passing this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Burperr.] 

Mr. BURDETT. I desire to understand 
precisely the situation of this question. If 
the statements of the effect of this bill which 
have been made by both of my colleagues who 
have lately been upon the floor are correct, I 
am heartily for the measure. But if I under- 
stand aright the reading of the third section, 
that section goes far beyond any purpose which 
has been expressed by my colleagues as well 
as by the gentleman who reports the bill. 

L understand the first and second sections 
of the bill, which are recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, todo 
precisely what it has been heretofore claimed 
that the whole bill does, and I believe those 
two sections are correct and just; that their 
purpose is to say that because a homestead 
settler has inadvertently made an affidavit 
before a wrong officer he shall not therefore 
suffer, That is just and equitable; but if I 
understand the third section aright, it further 
says that in the event of a second settler fol- 
lowing a first settler, who made a wrong afli- 
davit and never went upon the land, and 
has been gone a year or more from the land, 
in order to make the second settler’s title 
good this Congress shall say that the first set- 
tler made a good title; when, in the first place, 
he made no affidavit according to law, and in 
the second place never went on the land at all. 

Mr. HAVENS. The bill does not provide 
any such thing. j 

Mr. BURDETT. Very well; I want to 
know what it does provide ; but if it does pro- 
vide anything of that sort I wish to say that I 
do not want such a precedent in legislation 
set for me nor for my fellow-citizens. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to answer the ob- 
jections made by the gentleman from Missouri. 
i think he is laboring under a very great mis- 
take as to the scope of the section. T have 
considered it with great care and I believe it 
to be a just and proper measure. It is not a 
new question here. Legislation has - been 
sought on this question 


both by the railroad |i 
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company.and the. settler. I. believe this bill 
to be entirely in the interest of the settlers, 
and, as I stated in the outset, it has no more 
scope than. that ite legal effect shall be that it 
will prevent the railroad company from taking 
lands from the settlers to which they are én- 
miled by preëmption or under the homestead 
Now, then, about le lizing that which is 
illegal. It does not legalize the affidavit made 
by the first party, but it provides in substance 
that the lands which were not subject to the 
railroad grants at the time they were made 
shall not by reason of defects in the original 
affidavits, or by reason of abandonment, be- 
come subject to the railroad grant as against 
actual homestead or preémption settlers. 

Mr. CONGER. If the first settler does not 
makea claim for this land the lands would 
belong to the railroads. 

, Mr. HAWLEY, That is the very proposi- 
tion that I deny. 

Mr. CONGER. Then why does this first 
section of the bill provide that the lands shall 
be open to settlement? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It appears that the rulings 
of the land department have been different 
on this very question, and we now propose to 
say by law that the settlers shall have the 
lands, and not the railroad. It simply makes 
a reservation from any railroad grant of all 
lands, which have been taken up under the 
homestead law or preémpted. It only affects 
the lands upon which there are settlers. It 
says to the settler who has taken up Jands 
there, ‘‘ They are yours if you comply with the 
terms of the law.” That is all it says, and I 
believe it is a just measure, and 1 hope the 
House will stand by the committee and pass 
it. As has been stated, there is no objection 
to the first and second sections of the bill, and 
a motion has been made to strike out the third 
section, which I hope will not prevail. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a few minutes? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill yield to the gentle- 
man forthree minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the explana- 
tion of the chairman of the committee corre- 
sponds with my views of the object and 
meaning of the section, which is briefly ex- 
pressed. ‘The law in regard to homestead 
settlers and preémption rights existing is this; 
that the rights of the homestead settlers and 
of the preémptors should be reserved from the 
railroad grant in this case. There were some 
claimants to homestead and preémption rights 
at the time of the passage of that law who had 
filed affidavits, but who had never been upon 
the land or claimed the land, and therefore 
the land did not come within that exception ; 
but other persons subsequently made affidavits 
and took the lands of these preémptors and 
homestead settlers. The object of this pro- 
vision in this bill is that their settlement shall 
relate back to the time when the railroad bill 
was passed. 

Now, for all who were upon the land when 
the law was passed the law provided. But it 
did not provide that after those lands were 
abandoned, and after the right of the railroad 
company had vested in them, settlers. could go 
upon them one, two, three, four, or ten years 
afterward, as the case might be, and because 
some persons bad unce claimed the land as set- 
tiers, they could renew that claim years after- 
ward. That I believe to be admitted by the 
gentleman to be the object of this bill. And 
if thatis so, I think itis avery unjust provision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not so. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what the gentle- 
man said. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not at all. 
the previous question. 

Mr. DICKEY. We have a great deal of 
trouble in understanding what this bill is. It 
is a manuscript bill; it has never been printed. 
I object at this hour of the night to the pas- 
gage of any billin manuscript that no one has 


I now call 


seen, that no one. has read, and that no one 
understands. I therefore move that the House 
now adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the House will not 
now adjourn. 

Mr. DICKEY. Lhope it will, or I will with- 
draw that motion, and move that the bill be 
recommitted in order to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro. tempore, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD.) That- motion is not in order pending 
the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

The first question was upon the motion to 
strike out-the third section of the bill; and 
being taken, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I now move that the bill 
be laid upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the reading of 
the engrossed copy of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will soon fix that, I 
move that the House now adjoarn, and on that 
motion {eall for the yeas and nays, and dur- 
ivg that call the bill can be engrossed. 

Mr. SARGENT, Iwill withdraw the call 
for the reading of the engrossed copy of the 
bill, although Ido not believe that this third 
section can be construed iatelligibly. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘The call for the reading 
of the engrossed copy of the bill being with- 
drawn, | withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENTRINS ON GRADUATED LANDS. 


Mr. STEVENSON, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that the same do pass, House bill 
No. 1626, to confirm certain entries of land 
therein named. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all 
entries of public lands under the act to grad- 
uate and reduce the price of the public Jands 
subject to entry to actual settlers and cultivat- 
ors, approved the 4th day of August, 1854, 
made prior to the passage of this act, in which 
the purchaser bas made the affidavit and paid 
the purchase-money as reguired by the act, 
and the instructions issued and in force, and 
in the bands of the register at the time of 
making the entry, are hercby legalized, and 
patents shall issue to the parties, respectively, 
excepting those entries under the act which 
the Commissioner of the General Land Otfice 
may ascertain to have been fraudulently or 
evasively made; provided that the act shall 
not be so construed as to confirm any of the 
entries which have heretofore been annulled 
and vacated by the Commissioner on account 
of fraud, evasion of law, or otherspecial cause ; 
and provided further that nothing therein con- 
tained sball be so construed as to deprive any 


| actual settler and cultivator of his right to any 


land on which he resided at the time of an 
entry by another person under the act to which 
this is an amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The object of this bill 
is to quiet title to lands entered under the 
graduation act where the titles are imperfect 
either for want of form in the papers or for 
want of continuons settlement and residence. 
There were various defects as to papers, and 
there was a failure of continued residence in 
many cases growing out of the circumstances 
of the war. The Commissioner of the Land 
Office approves this bill. I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read a letter addressed 
to myself, and also the copy of a letter ad- 
dressed to a Senator in relation to this bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 2, 1872. 


Sir: At the request of Hon. Tuomas BoLES, 
I send you a copy of a letter this day addressed 
to Hon. T. W. Ossory in relation to Senate bill 
No. 1003, which is identical with House bill No. 
1626, with reference to the confirmation of lands 
entered under the graduation act. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WILLIS DRUMMOND, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. Jos E. Stevenson, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT or tun INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Wasuinoron, D., C., May 2, 1872, 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
by reference from J. D. Leggett, esq., clerk to the 
Committee on tho Public Lands, of Senate bill 
No. 1008, with request for my opinion in relation 
thereto, é 

The bill referred to appears to be in exact terms 
the same as the act of March 3, 1857, (United States 
Statutes, volume eleven, page 186,) which was enacted 
for the purpose of confirming entries of graduated 
lands made prior to that date. 

The effect of this bill, in the event of its becoming 
alaw, will be to confirm all entries of that nature 
made since that date, 

In my annual report ? recommended the passage 
of some law to meet these cases, but restricted the 
recommendation to cases where actual settlement 
could be shown. 

In view, however, of the fact that the law under 
which entries of graduated lands could be made has 
for many years been repealed, and no further on- 
tries of that nature can be made, I am not disposed 
to object to the more comprehensive measure em- 
bodied in the bill submitted, especially as its enact- 
ment would relieve this office of much work unne- 
cessarily imposed upon itin endeavoring to adjust 
these entries, and would bein fact a matter of econ- 
omy both in time and money. 

e 


ry respectfully, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. T. W. OSBORN, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I bave here also the 
report of the Commissioner of Public Lands for 
the last year upon this subject. I ask the 
attention of gentlemen to it. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


“ Attention is respectfully called to a largo num- 
ber of unadjusted cases under the act of August 4, 
1854, entitled “Au act to graduate and reduce the 
price of public lands to actual settlers and cultiva- 
tors.’ In ail cases where the entries appeared to 
be regular they were passed for patenting, and 
patents prepared subject to delivery on proof of 
settlement and cultivation subsequent to the entry. 
There remain on the files of the General Land Office 
a large number of patents for the class of entries 
above referred to, for which the parties claiming 
under the same have never applied. Under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3,1857, graduation entries 
made prior to the passage of the act, in which the 
purchaser had made the affidavit and paid the pur- 
chase-money as required by the act of August 4, 
1854, and the instructions issued under said act in 
force and in the hands of the register at the time 
when such entries were made, were legalized and 
patents ordered to issue without requiring proof of 
settleomentand cultivation by the purchaser. Under 
this act nearly all the entries made prior thereto 
have been patented and the patents delivered. On 
entries made subsequent to this act, there yet re- 
main a number of patents undelivered, which are 
only surrendered on proof of continuous settlement 
and. cultivation from the date of entry to the date 
.of application for patent, notwithstanding printed 
instructions were sent to the registers and receivers 
to notify the purchasers that proof of settlement 
and cultivation of the lands entered would be re- 
quired within one year from the date of entry to 
entitle them to patents. In the absence of such 
proof, payment of the difference between the grad- 
uated price paid and $1 25, the ordinary minimum 
price per acre, has been, and still is, required to be 
made as a condition-precedent to the delivery of the 
patent. 

“In addition to the entries which are held for 
proof of settlement and cultivation, but which are 
regular in other respects, there are a large num- 
ber of cases suspended for other causes, prominent 
among which are informalities in the graduation 
affidavits; most of these errors, however. are only 
clerical. Prior to the repeal of the act of August 4, 
1854, the class of errors and informalities just re- 
ferred to were reported to the district officers, with 
instructions to notify the parties in interest and 
allow them to correct them, Many, however, failed 
to make the corrections or offer the proof of settle- 
ment and cultivation within one year, as required 
by said instructions, In such cases we have granted 
the parties the privilege of making payment of the 
difference between, the graduated price and $1 25 
per acre, thus placing these claims on the basis of 
ordinary cash entries, whercby the graduation aff- 
davit and proof of settlement and cultivation are 
dispensed with altogether. Under this privilege a 
number of the suspended cases Lave been disposed 


of. The adjustment of this class of claims is both 
tedious and difficult, and. involyes much corre- 
spondence; this is mainly due to the fact that ina 
majority of the cases now being acted upon, the 
parties applying for patents have purchased the 
lands in ignorance of the provisions of the law from 
those who entered them. In many instances the 
present claimants have made valuable improve- 
ments on the lands thus purchased, and in other 
cases the fact that parties feel secure in their titles 
prevents them from making inquiries relative there- 


to, and consequently this office is unable to reach. 


them through the ordinary channels, and demand 
the additional payment or claim a forfeiture for 
non-compliance with the statute, 

* In consideration of the large amount of this class 
of lands, upon which extensive improvements have 
been made by parties who are ignorant of their true 
status, any action tending toward vacation of these 
imperfect entries on the ground of non-compliance 
with the statute, or for other cause, must necessarily 
work a great hardship to a meritorious class of citi- 
zens residing upon and claiming the lands. On the 
other hand. there is reason to believe that a very 
considerable portion of the entries were made by 
unscrupulous parties, in contravention of law, for 
tho benefit of speculators who relied upon Congress 
to confirm the entries by an act similar to that of 
March 8, 1857, dispensing with proof of settlement 
and cultivation, Under tho circumstances justice 
would seem to dictate the confirmation of all entries 
where parties have, in good faith, improved the 
lands to which they believed they had acquired per- 
fect titles. I would, therefore, respectfully suggest 
that an act be passed by Congress confirming the 
entries in all cases where the present owners may 
submit, within two years from the passage of the 
act, satisfactory proof that they have made substan- 
tial and valuable improvements on the land claimed 
by them, and providing, further, that in all cases 
where such proof shall not be submitted within the 
time fixed by said act, the entries shall be can- 
celed.” 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to state that 
this bill is the same in terms with the one 
introduced by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Hanxs.] The bill actually reported is 
that of the other gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Bo.us,] as the committee happened first 
to take up the latter bill. It is due, however, 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Hanxs] 
to say that his was a bill of prior date. 

I understand that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BurLer] desires to offer an 
amendment, and I yield to him, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend by inserting after the word ‘ paid,” 
in the eighth line, the words ‘ or tendered ;” 
and in the eleventh line, after the word 
“respectively,’? the words: ‘‘provided that 
in case of tender the money shall þe.” 

This amendment is designed to provide for 
cases where a settler tenders his money, but 
the receiver at the land office, thinking there 
is some informality, refuses to take the money. 

Mr. STEVENSON, L see no objection to 
this amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. BUTLER, of Mas- 
sachusetts, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syme- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 
1191) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 80, 1878, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested : 

An act (S. No. 18) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fanny Kelly; 

An act (S. No. 522) to provide for the sale 
of the lands of the United States containing 
coal ; 

An act (S, No. 649) for the relief of R. H. 
Pratt; 

An act (S. No. 572) for the relief of S. D. 


Houston, late receiver of public moneys at 
Junction City, in the State of Kansas; 

An act (S. No. 620) for the sale of the Black 

Bob Indian lands in the State of Kansas; 
“An act (S. No. 686) for the relief of El- 
bridge Gerry ; and esos k 

An act (S. No. 1045) to quiet the title ta 
certain lands in Dakota Territory. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, House 
bills of the following titles : 

An act (H. R. No. 546) for the relief of 
Charles F. Tracy; ` 


_ An act (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 


Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him on the adjustment of his accounts ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1182) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in 
the State of Michigan; 

An act (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain 
lands in the State of Alabama; 

An act (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the 
mode of making private contracts with In- 
dians ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land in 
Wyoming Territory; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of 
Dakota. 

The message also announced that.the Senate 
had passed House bills of the following titles, 
with amendments; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 23, 
1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, and 
other Indians ; 

Anact (H. R. No. 872) to provide for the 
sale of certain New York Indian lands in 
Kansas; 

Anact (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 
ment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory; 

An act (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory; and : 

An act (H. R. No. 2623) to provide for the 
removal of the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana. l 


SCHOOL LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEVENSON, also, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1500) toconfirm title to certain landsin Wash- 
ington Territory, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in 
all cases where school lands situated in Wash- 
ington Territory were purchased in good faith 
under the act of the Legislative Assembly of 
said Territory authorizing the sale of said lands, 
and the purchase-money paid in accordance 
with the provisions of said act, title to such 
lands is hereby confirmed to such purchasers, 
their heris and assigns, and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is hereby author- 
ized to issue patents in such cases, under such 
regulations and upon such proof as he may 
prescribe. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the com- 
wittee, as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end thereof the words 
following: ‘ 

Provided, That before any patent shall be issued 
the claimant shall present to the register of the 
land office for the land district comprising the land 
sold, acertificate under the seal of the board of 
county commissioners of the county in which the 
land is located, describing the tract of land sold, and 
stating when and to whom and upon what terms it 
was sold, and that the purchase-money had been 
paid according to contract: And provided further, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to au- 
thorize the Territory of Washington or any officer or 
person acting under its authority to sell or dispose 
of lands reserved for common schools. 
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Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
object of this bill is to quiet title to several 
lots of school lands reserved in the Territory 
of Washington which - were sold under’ the 
authority of the territorial Legislature and 
the money received by the counties and de- 

. voted to the school funds. The territorial act 
contained these words: reserving the lands in 
this form, that they should: be “reserved: for 
the purpose of being applied to the common 
schools in the Territory.” The language was 
unusual, and the territorial Legislature per- 
haps fad some color in supposing the territo- 
rial act disposed of these lands: “They passed 
an act for that purpose’; but before any con- 
siderable disposition of the lands took’ place 
the error was discovered. A few lots of land 
were sold and the money actually paid, and 
the parties have made their homes there and 
resided on them. The’ money was all paid 
into the county treasury. There is no danger 
of a repetition of this mistake. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to call the attention of? the gentlemen from 
Ohio to where this bill goes a little too far. 
A quantity of lands in Washington Territory, 
I happen to know because of-a litigation con- 
cerning them, was claimed under the donation 
act of the United States, which have been con- 
veyed by the territorial Legislature to railroads 
and other parties. The question is now going 
on between the settlers under the donation act 
and the railroads. The prosecution is now 
going on, or I would not have known what is 
going on in Washington Territory. I suggest 
to the gentleman to add another proviso : 

Provided, Such lands be not claimed under the 
- donation laws of the United States. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to explain what 
they are. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In Wash- 
ington and Oregon Territories a law of the 
United States provided that anybody who 
would settle for five years on lands and occupy 
them should have the lands without payment 
ofany money. [It is equivalent to what is now 
our homestead law. It applied to Oregon 
Territory, which embraced then what is now 
Washington and Oregon. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ido not object to the 
gentleman inserting the words ‘not adversely 
claimed.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
I move to insert: 

Provided, These lands are not adversely claimed 
under the donation laws of the United States. 

Mr. SYEVENSON. I do not think there 
is enough of these lands to pay him for attend- 
ing to this matter. 

The amendment of Mr. Burter, of Massa- 
chusetts, was agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee was then 
agreed to. ; 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BENJAMIN W. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. DUNNELL,* from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 1634) for the relief of Benjamin W. Rey- 
nolds, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, in its first section 
provides that the sum of $2,175 be, and the 
same is hereby, allowed to Benjamin W. Rey- 
nolds, late receiver of the land office at St. 
Croix Falls, Wisconsin, for the money neces- 
sarily paid out and expended by Benjamin 
W. Reynolds in the payment of clerks neces- 
sarily employed in the land office between 
the 16th of May, 1861, and the 15th of July, 


1864. The second section provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury be; and he is hereby, 
authorized ‘and directed to. pay Benjamin W. 
Reynolds. $2,175: out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DUNNELL, I demand the previous 
question. 
- The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof; the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and: being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
_ Mr. DUNNELL moved' to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FR RAILROAD. 


Mr. DUNNELL also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2772) 
to extend the time for the completion of the 
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, and 
secure lands to actual settlers. 

The bill wasread. It provides that the time 
for the completion of the Atchison, Topeka, 
and Santa Fé railroad, as prescribed by an act 
entitled ‘An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Kansas, in alternate sections, to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads and 
telegraphs in the State,’’ approved March 3, 
1863, be, and the same is hereby, extended to 
March 3, 1875; provided that the railroad 
company shall complete its railroad and tele- 
graph from the city of Atchison, on the Mis- 
souri river, to the crossing of Pawnee Fork, 
near Fort Larned, by the 1st of January, 1873. 

The bill in its second section provides 
that the lands granted by the act of March 3, 
1868, and lying west of the point at which the 
road and telegraph shall be constructed sub- 
sequent to March 3, 1873, (excepting only such 
as are necessary to reserve for the use of the 
company,) shall be sold to actual settlers only, 
and in quantities not more than one hundred 
and sixty acres to any one person, under such 
restrictions and regulations as muy be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, at 
such prices as will secure to said company, its 
successors and assigns, an average price 
of not more than $2 50 per acre, for the 
land actually certified for each completed 
section of twenty miles of the railroad, sub- 
ject to the foregoing conditions and limita- 
tions; the company, as fast as each section 
of its road shall be completed, shall receive 
patents as provided in the act of March 8, 
1868, for such odd sections of land as may be 
necessary to make up deficiencies in the sec: 
tion, or on any other completed sections of 
the road, and which may be situated within 
the indemnity limits prescribed in the act of 
March 8, 1863; provided that the Atchison, 
Topeka, and Santa Fé Railroad Company 
shall not be entitled under this or any past 
act to any of the lands conveyed in trust to 
the United States by the second article of 
the treaty with the Great and Little Osage 
Indians, concluded September 29, 1865, and 
proclaimed January 21, 1867. i 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the previous 
question will not be ordered on this bill until 
it is understood. : 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask for the reading of 
the joint resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas upon this subject, and also the report which 
accompanies the bill. p 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DUNNELL] cannot expect a bill 
of this character to go through without con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota if this bill 
does more than extend the time for the com- 
pletion of the railroad? 


Mr. DUNNELL. That is all. It extends 
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the time. Thè time has not expired as yet; 
but another year additionalisgiven by the pill.’ 

Mr. STEVENSON. T hope the House will 
not be misled by general terms: We hope to 
show that this bill will give’ lands to the com: 
pany which would not otherwise be given, 

Mr. DUNNELL, -I ask for the reading of 
the resolution of the Legislature of Kansas. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, concernin 
the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa: Fé Railroad 
Company, and the extension of the time for the 
completion of its railroad. 

Beit resolved by the Legislature of the State of Kan- 
sas, That the Congress of the United States is hereby 
earnestly requested to pass an act providing for the 
extension of the timo for the completion of the 
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad and tele- 
graph to the west boundary of the State of Kansas 
until the 3d day of March, A. D, 1877, and preserving 
tothe Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railrond 
Company, during the period of such extension, all 
the rights, privileges, and immunities accruing to 
said railroad company under the act of Congress en- 
titled “An act fora grant of lands to the State of 
Kansas, in alternate sections, to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads and telegraphs in said 
Stato,” approved March 3, A. D. 1863, and under an 
act ofthe State of Kansasentitied ‘ Anactto accept 
a grant of land made to the State of Kansas by the 
Congress of tho United States to aidin the con- 
struction of certain railroads and telegraphs in said 
State, and to apply tho same to the construction of 
such roads and telegraphs,” approved February 9, 
1864, and the nssent of the State of Kansas is hereby 
given to such extension, and to tho preservation 
ofthe rights, privileges, and immunities as afore- 
said; and iftho said railroad company shall have its 
railroad and telegraph constructed from the Mis- 
souri river to the west line of the State of Kansas 
on or before the 3d day of March, A. D. 1877, tho said 
company shall be ontitled to all the rights, privileges, 
and immunities that it would have boen entitled to 
bad the aforesaid act of Congress limited the time 
for the somplor of said railroad to March 3, 1877, 
instead of March 3,1873: Provided, The said railroad 
company shall complete its railroad and telegraph 
from the city of Atchison, on the Missouri river, to 
tho crossing of Pawnee Fork, noar Fort Larned, by 
the Ist day of January, 1873: Provided, further, 
That nothing herein shall be held to affect the 
rights or obligations of any other railroad company 
mentioned in the aforesaid act of Congress, and of 
the State of Kansas. 

Sro. 2, That our Senators are hereby instructed, 
and our Representative requested, to use all honor- 
ablo means to secure the passage of the act contem- 
plated in the foregoing section. 

Suo, 3. That the secretary of State is hereby di- 
rected to transmit forthwith to our Senators and 
Representative in Congress, and to the President of 
the Senate snd Speaker of the House of Ropresent- 
atives, certified copies of the foregoing resolution, 

Skc.4. This resolution shall take cffect and be in 
force from and after publication in the Kansas 
Weekly Commonwealth. 

Approved, February 6, 1872. 


I. W. H. Smallwood, secretary of State of the State 
of Kansas, do hereby certify that the foregoing and 
appended printed slip is a truo and correct copy of 
the original resolution now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed 
my namo and affixed the great seal of the State. 
Dono at Topeka, this 9th day of February, A. D. 

2. fs 


is W. IL. SMALLWOOD, 
[t. 8.] Secretary of State, 

Mr. DUNNELL. The House will perceive 
that this is no land grant at all. It is not a 
revival of an expired land grant, It will be 
perceived also that the Legislature of Kansas 
with great unanimity desire that the present 
company completing this road shall have more 
time. The Government intrusted these lands 
to the State of Kansas for this purpose. The 
work was suspended during the war. 

In 1868 parties took hold of this road, and 
they have been at work with wonderful vigor, 
energy, and success. They have built the most 
substantial road in the West, one hundred and 
fifty seven miles in length. The time has not 
expired. Members will have observed from 
the facts laid before the House that there are 
ten months of unexpired time. The Legis- 
lature of Kansas are aware that those ten 
months are not sufficient time within which 
to build the road, and having the utmost con- 
fidence in this company going on in good faith 
and completing a most substantial road, tbey 
ask that a little additional time be given that 
they may not only complete the road, but may 
complete it in a substantial and satisfactory 
manner. : ’ 

Now, here is the question and the simple 
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question, Mr. Speaker, whether we will allow 
those men, who are not only carrying out the 
original wishes of the Government, but are 

. carrying out the wishes of the State of Kansas, 
a little additional time wherein they may do 
the work all the better and more satisfactorily, 
not only to the Government, but to the people 
of that State. It is not a new grant; itis 
not a revival of an expired grant; it is simply 
an act of favor allowing more time to do a 
good work and a needed work. It ought also 
to be recollected that there is a certain condi- 
tion in this grant, namely, that the road is com- 
pelled to carry over it all the troops and sup- 
plies of the United States Army as they may 
be required. The Secretary of War in a let- 
ter states that it cost about two hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars the past year for freight, 
which would be saved to the Government if 
the road were completed, and when completed 
it will save to the Government not less than 
$50,000 a year. 

Now these lands are yet under the control 
of Kansas. The Kansas Legislature ask that 
there be a little more time given. It is not 
right, as no forfeiture has worked, to ask a 
well-meaning and organized company to build 
three hundred miles of railroad in ten months. 
Nothing is lost, but simply the Legislature of 
Kansas come here and ask that the Govern- 
ment will give to a well-meaning company 
a little additional time to complete the road. 
I have not myself examined, to my mind, a 
fairer case. I cannot think that any one, 
although he may question the policy of original 
land grants will say that there is anything in this 
case that can even excite the suspicion of 
such people. Moreover, that there might be 
no objection at all, we have allowed a shorter 
time than was asked; the Legislature asked 
that the time be extended to 1877, and the 
committee has cut that time down. We also 
impose a condition that a certain portion 
of the lands hitherto given without condition 
or restriction shall be hereafter sold to actual 
settlers at $2 50 an acre, and this ought to 
commend itself to every individual member 
of the House. 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not ask the previous question on such a bill as 
this. I desire to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will yield for remarks, 
but not for amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to make a state- 
ment in reference to this land grant. In the 
darkest hour of the late war, when men were 
trembling here in the capital, when guns 
were firing at Island Number Ten and all 
along the line, a body of men cme here to 
this capital and got certain bills passed in 
view of the great opening future of the far 
West. Among others, a land grant was ob- 
tained for the State of Kansas, which was 
shortly afterward granted to certain corpora- 
tions. This particular grant to the Topeka 
line was not made originally to the gentlemen 
who now hold it, for it unhappily has occurred 
that all these land grants are simply franchises 
and means of speculation from hand to hand, 
until ultimately some persons get hold of the 
grant of lands because they are sufficiently 
valuable to justify entering on the real enter- 
prise of constructing the road. This grant of 
land was obtained in a spirit fearfully in con- 
flict with the awful struggle through which the 
country was passing at that hour. It did not 
possess any merit on the score of the wants 
and necessities of the Government; but the 
bill was carried through the House, as I well 
remember, because all eyes were turned to 
the battle-fields, and few men were here to 
secure the vast estate which the soldiers who 
were fighting all along the line should have 
been entitled to instead. The very outset, 
ie beginning of the grant, is a condemnation 
of it. 

In the next place, as to the joint resolutions 


of the Legislature of Kansas which have been 
read here, what has been proved before another 
tribunal within the last few months, shows 
that the fearful power that these corporations 


| exert they are beginning to exert as much in 


Kansas as elsewhere over the public bodies 
they desire to control. 

Now this road cannot be completed within 
the original time fixed. There will be left 
unfinished at least two hundred miles of the 
road, and thus two hundred million acres of 
land will revert to the people if you do not 
extend the grant beyond the 3dday of March 
next. If you do extend it, with the energy 
which the people of Massachusetts have always 
displayed—for this is a Massachusetts corpor- 
ation and not a Kansas one—they will be able 
to complete the road within the period of the 
extension, and appropriate to themselves this 
vast body of lands which would othérwise 
revert to the people. i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the- gentleman 
give way for a motion to adjourn, which I 
desire to make in the interest of the clerks, 
who say that they have much business to 
transact? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will, after intimating the 
amendment I desire to offer. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the House will 
not adjourn. 

Mr. DICKEY. If the House shall now 
adjourn, will this bill come up the first thing 
in the morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD.) Should the House adjourn now, this 
bill will go over until to-morrow night’s ses- 
sion, as the previous question will not be 
operating. is 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 


| DunyeLL] yielded to the gentleman from In- 


diana [Mr. Hormax] only for the purpose of 
making some remarks, and that he has no 
right to yield to another to make the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
California remember that there are others 
here who have some rights on this floor as 
well as himself, and that the gentleman from 
Minnesota can protect his own rights as well 
as the gentleman from California can protect 
them for him? 

Mr. SARGENT. Then let the gentleman 
from Minnesota speak for himself and not the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You need not speak for 
bi 


im. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I did not yield the floor 
for any such purpose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Houtman] has the floor, and 
yields to me for a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota has the floor; the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is speaking in the time 
of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I should like 
to know what the gentleman from Minnesota 
proposes to do. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from 
Minnesota does not yield—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to resume the 
floor for the purpose of calling the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that is done I wish 
to indicate the amendment 1 propose to offer. 
There should be some condition upon this 
grant, and the only condition, perhaps, that 
we can impose upon it is to limit the price at 
which the land shall hereafter be sold by this 
company. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do.not yield for any 
suchamendment. Icallthe previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will 
vote down the previous question so that I can 
offer my amendment. 


„Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that motion, and let us vote down 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well. I. will 
withdraw that motion so that the vote can be 
taken upon the previous question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
from Minnesota yield to me before he calls the 
previous question. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I cannot yield now. I 
insist upon the previous question. 

. The question was taken upon secohding 
the previous question; and there were forty- 
one in the affirmative. 

Before the negative vote was taken, 

Mr. DUNNELL said: I will withdraw the 
call for. the previous question, and yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Srevenson] fora 
few minutes ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a point of order, 
If the gentleman from Minnesota withdraws 
his call for the previotts question he yields the 
floor unconditionally. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not yield the floor 
unconditionally ; only to the gentleman from 


(0) 


I move. tbat the 


hio. 
The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota bas the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can he withdraw his call 
for the previous question after the vote on one 
side has been taken? - 

Rae SPEER, of Georgia. 
0 


order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man will state his point of order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. My point of order 
is that there is no quorum present. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That does 
not appear from any vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The House is dividing on 
the call for the previous question, and one 
side only has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota bas withdrawn his call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair decide 
that a call for the previous question can be 
withdrawn after the affirmative vote bas been 
taken, and before the negative. vote is called 


for? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
decides that the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. Duyne_.] can withdraw his call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. `The ques- 
tion is, shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House now adjourn, if the Chair will enter- 
tain any motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man has not the floor to make that motion. 
The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor, 
and yields to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understood that 
the Chair was about to put the question to 
the House on the appeal from his decision. 
To do that the gentleman from Minnesota 
must have taken his seat. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will withdraw 
his appeal. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill withdraw it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Inow yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Srevenson] for five 
minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to yield to me to make a motion - 
to adjourn, in the interest of the reporters and 
clerks, who must be overworked. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not know that I 
have a right to yield for that purpose. . 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I rise to a point 
of order. 1 want a decision on the point of 


I rise to a point 
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order I made some time ago, that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. ‘I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stevenson. ] 
` Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to state with the utmost brevity my objection 
to this bill, and then I wish to know from the 
friends of the bill whether they will accept a 
reasonable amendment. If not, I shall feel 
bound to vote to lay it on the table and kill it 
to-night, so that it shall take no more time. 
My objection is that while the bill extends the 
time for the building of this railroad, and 
thereby gives the company an opportunity to 


The Chair 


gain a large section of the best agricultural | 


lands in America orin the world, being lands 
situated in southern Kansas, which is the 
garden spot of this country ; and while it gives 
the company a large quantity of what are 
called deticiency lands, which they would not 
otherwise get unless they should finish their 
road within two years, which in the nature of 
things they cannot hope to do, yet they refase 
to allow these additional lands which they are 
to get by the grace of Congress to be thrown 
open to actual settlers.in limited quantities 
and at a limited price. I ask the gentleman 
having charge of this bill whether he will ad- 
mit an amendment, providing that all the 
deficiency lands which this company shall 
obtain by reason of the passage of this act 
shall be subject to entry by actual settlers in 
quantities not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
acres, and at a price not more than $2 50 per 


acre? : 

Mr. DUNNELL. T will yield to allow that 
amendment to be offered. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Then I move that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave drafted an amend- 
ment, which I think embodies the views of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stevenson.] Itis 
as follows : 


Provided, however, That all the lands to which said 
company shall become in any way entitled under 
said grant as indemnity lands or otherwise after the 
passage of this act, shall be sold to actual settlers 
only, in quantities not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres, and at a price not exceeding $250 per 


acre. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I think that needs 
some modification. 

Mr. DONNAN. I ask to submit an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. Lown. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. LI raise the point of 
order that there is no quornm present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
Overrules the point of order. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. i 

Mr. LOWE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a 
few words in respect to this bill. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I raise the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man cannot make that point of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. , 

Mr. LOWE. I wish to say in regard to this 
bill—— 

: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man cannot raise that point of order while the 
gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 


The gentle- 


Mr. RANDALL. And I move the House | 


do now adjourn. i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
decides none of these motions to be in order. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. T take a 
from that décision of the Ohair. ke an: appeal 


` The SPEAKER pro temporé. The Chair 


declinés to entertain the a 
: ain ppeal. 

Mr. LOWE. ` I understand the amendment 
suggested—— > = 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, | T understand they 
are determined to pass this bill to-night ; but 
they will have a good time to do it: f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of 
order is raised that there is no quorum in the 
Hall. The Chair overruled the point of order 
on the ground that the point of order cannot 
be raised while the gentleman from Kansas is 
holding the floor. From that decision the 
gentleman appeals. 

The question is, “Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
78, noes 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. The question being raised 
there is no quorum present, it is the duty of 
the Chair to count the members in the House 
without allowing the minority on the other 
side by failing to voteto make it appear there 
ig no quorum present. I remeniber in my 
parliamentary experience a number of in- 
stances of that kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
performed that duty and decided a quorum to 
be present. He then decided it was not in 
order for the gentleman from Illinois to make 
a point of order there was no quorum when 
the gentleman from Kansas had the floor. 
From that decision the gentleman from Illinois 
has taken an appeal. The Chair orders tell- 
ers, and appoints Mr. Farnsworru and Mr. 
SARGENT. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 81, noes 4; no quorum voting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. COGHLAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania cannot take the floor for that 
purpose. 

r. RANDALL. Whenever the House 
finds itself without a quorum a motion to 
adjourn is in order. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
75, noes 45. . 

Mr. SARGENT demanded the yeas and 

y 
nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the alfirmative—yeas 66, nays 58; not vot- 
ing 115 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Acker, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Biggs, 
Bird, Austin Biair, James G. Blair, Braxton, Brigit, 
Burchard, Caldwell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Cot- 
ton, Crebs, Critcher, Davis, Dox, Duke, Farnsworth, 
Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, 
Getz, Giddings, Golladay, Griffith, Hambleton, 
Handley, Harmer, Harper, John P. Harris, Hawley, 
Hay, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Manson, Me- 
Clelland, McGrew, Melntyre, Merriam, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Packurd, Pucker, 
Randall, William R. Roberts, Scofield, Shober, 
Shoemaker, Sloss, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens. Storm, 
Terry, Turner, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, and 
Williams of Indiana—66, 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Barnum, 
Bigby. Bingham, Boles, Butlinton, Burdett, Benja- 
min F. Butler, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, Dickey, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Efliott, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Hancock, John W. Hazelton, Hill, 
Hoar, Kellogg, Ketcham, Leach, Lowe, McCormick, 
Leonard Myers, Palmer, Isane C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Poland, Rainey, Ritchie, Rogers, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Slater, 
John A. Smith, Snapp, Stevenson, Taffe, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, I'wichell, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls, Willard, and Williams of New York—8, 

NOT VOTING—Meesrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Arthur. Barry, Beveridge, Brooks, Buek- 
ley, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Cox, Creely, Crossland, Darrall, Dawes, De 
Large, Du Bose, Midredge, Ely, Farwell, Charles 
Foster, Garfield, Goodrich, Haldeman, Ilale, Halsey, 
Hanks, George B. Harris, Havens, lfays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, Houghton, 
Keiley, Kendall, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lam- 
port, Lansing, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, 
McCrary, McHenry, McJunkin, McKee, McKinney, 
McNeely, Mercur, Miichell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, 
Aaron ¥. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, 


Pottor, Price, Prindie; Read, Ba ‘Ride, J 
f, » Pri i : Edward- Y. Rise, John 
Rice, Ellis H. Roberts; Hobinson, Roosevelt, 
Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Slocum,. 
H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Swann; 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, :Tuthiti, Tyner. U soù; 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wake: 
man, Walden, Wheeler, Whiteley, Joremiah M. 
Wilson, John T. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—115. 


So.the motion was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, said: I desire 
to say that during the evening I was attending 
the meeting of my committee, the Committee 
of Claims. That is my excuse for not being 
present when there was a call of the House. 

The result of the vote was then announced, 
as above recorded. ` 

And thereupon (at ten o'clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, 


The following petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition 

of Joseph B. Rothchilds, of Findlay, Ohio, 
collector of internal revenue, asking relief. 
_ By Mr. KELCHAM: The petition of. 26 
internal revenue gaugers of New York and 
Brooklyn, asking that their compensation may 
be fixed at ten dollars per day while actually 
employed. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of William 
M. Butler and others, occupants of alleged 
railroad lands, for relief. 

Also, the petition of James McDowell, for 
pension for services in the war of 1812. 

Also, the portion of J, H. Bailey and others, 
citizens of Kansas and volunteers in the late 
war, for equalization of bounties at the rate 
of $8 38} for each month served. 

ByMr. RANDALL: The petition of Daniel 


j Saint, a citizen of the United States, asking 


relief for loss of property at. Warrenton, 
Florida, near the Pensacola navy-yard, at the 
time of surrender in 1861 to the rebel forces, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: 
The petition Mrs. Frances C. Elliott, widow 
of Commodore Jesse D., Elliott, asking an 
increase of pension. 


IN SEN ATE. 
Tnurspay, May 16, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Kev. B. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

‘Lhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. SPENCER. I move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
There is nobody here. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings. 


I object. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 


On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, 
it was 


Ordered, That the papers in support of the claim 
of Susan E. Rhea, late widow of Dr. J. Burrows 
Gardiner, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and delivered to L. A. Bartlett. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 103) for 
the relief of Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at 
Berlin, Connecticut, reported it withoutamend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2255) tor the 
relief of W. H. Kirk, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon 3 
which was ordered to be printed. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 884) for the relief 
of the sureties of Frederick Boehmler, of the 
State of Iowa, reportedit without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed.: 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1042) for the 
relief of Thomas Hollis, of Morgan county, 
Georgia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1564) for the 
relief of William F. Barker, postmaster at 
Northville, Fulton county, New York, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George F. Tracy, 
postmaster at Bridgeport, Connecticut, pray- 
ing to be relieved from the payment of money 
for postage stamps stolen from him December 
1, 1871, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. ‘The Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2423) granting a pension to 
James Supple, have directed me to report it 
without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage. Iwill ask whether it can be considered 
at once? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that in four minutes from now, by unani- 
mous consent, the Senate is to proceed to 
vote upon the Baltimoreand Potomac railroad 
bill, and therefore it would be difficult this 
morning to pass any bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2422) granting a pension to 
Phebe Ann Elderkin, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
wasrecommitted the bill (S. No. 217) toamend 
an actentitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Rebecca 
S. Harrison,” approved February 25, 1865, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2421) grant- 
ing a pension to Eleanor K. Fillis, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2420) granting 
a pension to Margaret A. Renshaw, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2417) granting a pension to Abraham 
Cooper, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. I am also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2398) granting a pension to 
Martha G. Rudolph, to report it back without 
amendment, and recommend its passage. I 
will state that the committee on a previous day 
had instructed me to make an adverse report 
on this bill. The bill was recommitted upon 
the allegation that there was fresh evidence 
which changed the whole complexion of the 
case. The committee on examining that fresh 
evidence are satisfied that this widow is enti- 
tled to a pension, and accordingly they direct 
me to recommend the passage of the bill with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the me- 


Let it go on 


morial of the Legislature of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, asking grants. of land for university 
and normal school purposes, asked to be dis- 
charged from its. further consideration; and 
the memorial was ordered to. be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1576) direct- 
ing that a bounty-land warrant for one hundred 
and sixty acres of land be issued to Elisha 
Franklin for military services in the war of 
1812, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the seme committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1085) for the 
restoration to market of certain lands in Mich- 
igan, asked to be discharged from its further. 
consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1011) to authorize the construction 
of certain bridges over the Mississippi river 
anu over the St. Croix lake or river, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was recommitted the 
bill (S. No. 291) for the relief of the officers 
and crew of the United States ship Wyoming, 
reported it with amendments. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1661) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1873, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

On motion of Mr. SPRAGUE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives on the disagrecing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Spracus, Mr. West, and Mr. Carpenter, the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Sawyer, Mr. Cameron, and Mr. Vickers, the 
conferees on the part of the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
bill (H. R. No. 1323) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the year ending June 80, 
18738, and for other purposes, 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 478) to further 
the administration of justice; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be- printed. 


POTOMAC RAILROAD DEPOT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of a 


quarter after eleven o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair will read from the manuscript notes 
of the reporter what occurred last night at 
the adjournment of the Senate: 


“ The Vice Prestpent. The Senator from Kansas 
renews the proposition that the vote be taken at a 
quarter past eleven o’clock to-morrow morning, al- 
lowing a Senator offering an amendment to speak 
five minutes in explanation of it. Is there objection 
to this proposition? -The Chair hears none. It is 
therefore ordered that, at a quarter past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow, the Senate proceed to vote on 
the pending amendment and ali amendments that 
may be offered, each Senator offering any amend- 
ment to speak five minutes, and no other Senator to 
speak on the amendment or on the bill. 

“Mr. Pomeroy. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn, a 

“Mr.Cameron. Before that motion is put, I want 
to know whether anything can interfere with the 
consideration and passage of this bill to-morrow? 

“The Vick PRESIDENT. Nothing. By unanimous 


| tion or of opposition to another. 


consent it will be called up.at a quarter past eleven 
o’cloek to-morrow morning in preferenceto all other 
business.” , 

Therefore, by unanimous consent last night, 
the Baltimore and Potomac bill is before the 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2187) to confirm the action of the board 
of aldermen and common council of the city 
of Washington, designating a depot site for the 
Baltimore and Potomae Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes. _ 

The VICK PRESIDENT. At thetime of 
the adjournment the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Sau_ssurx] had an amendment pending, 
which will again. be reported. 

Mr. FENTON. I was about to suggest that 
this question be deferred until after the morn- 
ing business be concluded, 

Mr. CAMERON and others. Oh, no. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This isthe unan- 
imous order of the Senate, and of course it 
is for Senators themselves to comply with it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. SauLspury, which was on page 8, line 
fifty-six, to strike out, after the word ‘‘ Colum- 
bia,’’ the words “it being understood that. the 
question of damages herein referred to shall 
be confined to the question of appreciation or 
depreciation of the value of the property situ- 
ated along said street.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, I will inquire of the 
Chair whether on this amendment I have any 
time allowed me to speak? f _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
poses by the spirit of the agreement, although 
the Senator spoke last evening, he would be 
entitled to ive minutes. The understanding, 


‘however, is that no Senator except the one 


who offers an amendment is to speak at all 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. | I offered this amend- 
ment for the purpose of securing to persons 
resident in the city owning property on Sixth 
street a fair compensation or allowance of dam- 
ages for any injury that may be done to their 
property. Any private person owning prop- 
erty on this street is by the bill limited in the 
amount of damages he may recover to the 
actual damages arising from the depreciation 
of the property. I said last night, and I 
repeat, that that is not the full measure of 
damages which a party may sustain by reason 
of the construction of a railroad on Sixth 
street, and to secure to these persons. fair 
damages for injuries sustained I have offered 
this amendment. 

Now, sir, in reference to the general char- 
acter of the provisions of this bill I have noth- 
ing to say, and do not desire to say anything 
except to repeat the regret which I expressed 
last night that the public park of this city is to 
be appropriated by the legislation of Congress 
to the benefit of a private corporation. I con- 
cur fully in the views expressed by Senators 
who oppose the appropriation of any portion 
of the public park in this city to this corpora- 
tion. 

lt isin no spirit of hostility to the corporation 
that I object to this measure, noris it because 
I have any regard or favor for any other cor- 
poration. In these times when men’s motives 
are liable to suspicion, 1 think it proper to say 
that I know no president or director of any 
railroad connected with this city, and have no 
knowledge of any. While I should be the last 
man to impute anything dishonorable to any 
Senator, I know, whatever we may think of 
ourselves, however we may view ourselves, 
the country does think that the corporations 
of the country are controlling the legislation 
of Congress. Therefore, I think it proper to 
disclaim, in this convection, being influenced 
by any consideration of favor to one corpora- 


I shall not continue the discussion. I have 
submitted the amendment for the purpose of 
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trying to secure a proper measure of damages 
for persons who are injured by the laying of a 
track along Sixth Street ;- and having submit: 
ted these views I now, at the request of Sen- 
ators, withdraw the amendment. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following amendment: to come in at. the end 
of the bill as an additional proviso : 

And provided ‘further, That the railroad t 
Sixth street shall be constructed on such plate 
low the surface of the ground, with such walis, 
embankments, fences, and bridges as shall’ be pre- 
scribed as suitable and proper by a commission, 
consisting of the officer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds, the chairman of the Board 
of Public Works, and the engineer-in-chief of the 
War Department. 

I will not ask for the yeas and nays on this, 
but will ask a division of the Senate because Í 
deem it important. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 24, noes 26. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
CARPENTER.] If he were here he would vote 
tt yea,” and I should vote “ nay,” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Bucking- 
ham, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Trumbull, Vickers, West, and Wright—33, 

NAYS—Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Cra- 
gin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Sawyer. Scott. Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, 
Tipton, and Windom—34. 

ABSEN'L -- Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Goldthwaite, Hill, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, Rice, Saulsbury, and 
. Wilson—17. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the section, and I ask that it may be read 
before Senators make up their minds to vote 
against it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment as 
follows: 

And provided further, That in crossing the park 
or Mall no steam locomotive shall be used in passing 
on Sixth street, to or from the depot building, but 
horse power only shall be used. : 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 27. 

Mr. BLAIR, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. Upon all amendments 
connected with this bill, 1 am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] On 
this amendment I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he 
would vote “‘yea.’’ On all the other amendments 
we should vote directly opposite to each other. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 82; as follows: 

4 — Mes: i ingham, Cooper, 
nee iepr Amos Evitdinie, eamends, ferry 
of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton of Texas, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 


rillof Vermont, Norwood, Ransom, Schurz, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, and 
Wright—22. 

NAYS —Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, 
Clayton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott. 
Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, West, 
Wilson, and Windom—32, 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Boreman, Brownlow, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Rice, 
Saulsbury, and Sumner—20. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am sorry 
the bill seems to need so much amendment, 
but I think there is a necessity for the pro- 
vision which I now. send to the Chair, and I 
ask for a division on it. a faced, i 
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The Chief Clerk 
ment as follows: 


And provided further, 
hereby granted shall be 


read the proposed amend- 


bat no part ot Mio ground 
ed as a, 

any other purpose than that herein apodally more 
Honed; and no horses, cattle, or stock, or stables 
In gross, or merchandise, except ordinary. express 
packages, shall be. brought in, carried out, loaded 
or unloaded, at said passenger depot on Sixth street. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont. asks for a division ‘on this 
amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I think 
we had better have the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
long street. 
street, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
plies to that part occupied by the railroad, 

Mr. SPENCER, I do not wish to be out 
of order, but the bill already provides for that. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, CARPENTER. On this bill I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. 
SAULSBURY.]- He would vote. against the bill 
and for all amendments, and I should vote 
against all amendments and for the bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Cole, Cooper, Cor- 
bett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton 
of Texas, Johnston, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Ransom, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, 
Vickers, and Wright—20. a 

NAYS—Messrs. Caldwell, Canjeron, Casserly 
ton, Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, 
Howe, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Roberte 
son, Sawyer, Scott, Shorman, Spencer, Stewart, 
Stockton, Tipton, West, and Windom—3i. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Harlan, Hill, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, Rico, Saulsbury, Sumner, 
Trumbull, and Wilson—20, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not 
know upon what principle we can donate this 
property to this company. I therefore offer 
an amendment to come in in line nineteen, 
after the word “tax,” to provide for some- 
thing in the shape of rent. It is to insert after 
the word “tax,” in that line, the words ‘t and 
an annual rent of $5,000 ;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 

And the said property s0 occupied by said com- 
pany, together with the improvements which may 
be put thereon, shall be subject to a tax and an 
annual rent of $5,000 by the District of Columbia, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
my friend to strike out the word “tax,” be- 
cause that is provided for, and insert merely 
an annual rental. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not 
propose to strike out anything. If we strike 
out the word ‘ tax” in this clause no tax will 
be collected on this property as on other 
property. I propose simply to require that an 
annual rental of $5,000 shall be paid for 
the use of this property. I know of no 
principle upon which it should be donated 
or given to this company. I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon this amendment. It is a very 
important question I think, and the decision 
of it will settle the question in regard to other 
roads hereafter. The question is whether we 
are going to give, free of cost, to this com- 
pany this lot of ground, eight hundred feet by 
three hundred, and of course our decision now 
will govern us hereafter in the case of other 
railroads that are to come here with similar 
applications. We are to decide now whether 
we are to treat them all alike by donating 
them similar facilities or whether we shall 
charge them for them. The proceeds of this 
rental ave intended to go to the support of the 
public schools of the District. . 
` The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 


Sixth street is a pretty 
I would not shut up the whole 


It only ap- 


1, Ca Clay- 
Michigan, Flana- 


West Virginia, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 


H 


The yeas and nays.were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 88; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Buckingham, Cooper ‘Davi 
of West NEE: Edmunds, Goldthwaite Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton. of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Schurz, Sprague, 

tovenson, Summer, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers 
Wilson, and Wright—21. : 

NAYS — Messrs. Caldwell, 


Came 
Conkling, Corbett, f Moh 


se, Corbe Fenton, Ferry of 
agan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert 
Hitehooeck, Howe, Lewis, ' 


‘on, Clayton, 
Michigan, Fian- 
Hamlin, Barilan, 
Logan, Morton, Nyo, Pate 
terson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, 
Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer. Stowart, Stock. 
ton Tipton, West, and Windom=33, 
ABSEN'T—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Boreman, Brownlow, Carpenter, Casserly, 
Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Hill, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, 
sborn; Rice, Saulsbury, and Sawyer—20, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
bill in line fifty-eight by striking out the words 
‘appreciation and ;”’ and in line Bfty-nine by 
inserting, after the word ‘street, the words 
“irrespective of any benefit accruing to the 
party by reason of the construction of said 
railroad or depot.” The clause now reads: 

It being undorstood that the question of dam- 
ages herein referred to shall becontined to the ques- 
tion of appreciation and depreciation of the value 
of the property situated along said stroet. 

The object of that is very plainly to allow 
what are called benefits to be offset against 
injuries; and we know in Ohio from experi- 
ence what that comes to, I remember very 
well that when the Ohio canal was made 
through the county in which I resided, trav- 
ersing a distance of about thirty-five miles, 
there were but about two hundred dollars dam- 
ages awarded to the land-owners on that line 
of canal. The commissioners reported that 
the lands were benefited more than they were 
injured by the construction of the canal, and 
although the lands of. everybody who owned 
lauds adjacent to the canal, which were not 
taken, were equally benefited, yet these per- 
sons were compelled to lose their land, upon 
the theory that the general benefit resulting 
from the construction of the canal bad bene- 
fited them equal to the amount that they were 
injured by the loss of their land. That, is cor- 
reeted by our new constitution, which prohibits 
taking into consideration the benefits accruing 
from the making of improvements. 

This bill is very cunningly devised to enable 
commissioners to offset any supposed benefit 
to the property on Sixth street resulting from 
the construction of this railroad or depot 
against the injury to the property of the owner. 
That is not right. I move this amendment 
for the purpose of excluding the consideration 
of any such general benefits that arise from 
the construction of the road or depot, and 
giving to the owner of the property the dam- 
ages that he sustains by the depreciation of 
his property. 

The amendment was rejected, there being, 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 29. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
amend the bill on page 4, line sixty-eight, 
by inserting, after the word ‘‘ keep,” the words 
t gates and ;’’ and by inserting in line sixty- 
nine, after the word “danger,” the words 
t without the use of bells or steam-whistles on 
Sixth street aforesaid ;’’ so that the proviso 
will read: 

And provided further, That while trains aro 
moving to and from Virginia avenue along Sixth 
street and said depot, the said railroad company 
shall keep gates and flagmen at the several street 
crossings to warn people of danger, without, the use 
of bells or steam-whistles on Sixth street aforesaid. 

I ask for a division on this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected, there being on 
a division—ayes 17, noes 25. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the bill as an additional proviso: 

And provided further, That the rates for toll and 
freights per ton of eight eents per mile, and for 
passengers of four cents per mile, shall be subject to 
revision by Congress any time after five years. 


The amendment was rejected, 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the 
following amendment, to come in at the end, 
and upon this I ask a division of the Senate : 

And provided further, That all rights, privileges, 
and immunities granted under this act, or any act or 
acts relating to said Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company, shall not be construed as perpetual, 
but shall cease and determine at the expiration of 
fifty years. 


The amendment was rejected; there being 
on adivision—ayes 15, noes 26. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont.. Now, Mr. 
President, if the Senate will vote the amend- 
ment to the bill which I have in my hand, I 
will not offer any more. [Laughter] I con- 
sider this an important one, and I do not know 
but that I will ask a division on it. I think I 


will. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And also the land, the use of which is hereby 
granted to said company, shall be bounded on the 
north by a line which shall be made by the exten- 
sion of the south line of Missouri avenue to the 
canal, 


The amendment was rejected, there being on 
a division—ayes 15, noes 27. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, Mr. 
President, knowing that the chief is out here 
waiting and is impatient, I will subside; but I 
want- to exhibit my forbearance. All these 
amendments [exhibiting a bundle of papers] 
I shall not offer. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam much obliged to the 
Senator. 


Mr. BLAIR. I offer the amendment which | 


I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to insert at the end of the bill the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That before the Baltimore and Poto- 


mae Railroad Company shall take possession of the 
grounds for depot purposes hereby granted, a com- 


mission, consisting of the Secretaries of the Treasury 
and of the Interior, together with some officer of the 
Army to be selected by the President of the United 
States, shall meet and make assessment of the fair 
cash valuation of the ground aforesaid, which sum 
so assessed shall be by said railroad company paid 
into the ‘Treasury of the United States, receiving the 
Treasurer’s receipt for the same ; and that on obtain- 
ing such receipt and filing the same with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, then and in that event all the 
right, title, interest, and claim of the United States 
in and to the said lands aforesaid shall vest in and 
become the property of the said company ; and the 
amount received from said railroad company shall 
be applied to the purchase of a park within the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, to be forever dedicated to the pub- 
lic use. s 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yesterday, in advocating this measure, 
declared that the present location of the park 
was one entirely unsuited for that purpose, 
and he indicated that perhaps upon Rock 
creek a site for a park might be found much 
better suited to the purpose and altogether 
more eligible than the one which is now to be 
taken by this railroad company. The Sen- 
ator also expressed his desire to benefit this 
city., He spoke of its future glory and mag- 
nificence ; and I am sure having made the indi- 
cation that he did make in regard to a park 
upon Rock ereek, he would not be unwilling 
to aid in obtaining that park, and contribute 
in that way to the glory and magnificence of 
the city by paying what the land is worth 
which he asks for this railroad. 

I do not believe that there can be any pre- 
text for giving this land away without consid- 
eration. If the railroad company came here 
in forma pauperis, if its stockholders were 
not rich, capable of carrying on this great 
enterprise wiih their wealth, there might be 
some pretext for asking the Congress of the 
United States to make this magnificent dona- 
tion. But we all know that the corporation 
is one of the most wealthy in our country ; 
we all know that they have no need of this 
gift from the Government of the United States 
at the expense of the poor people of this Dis- 
trict, and I take it for granted that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, who speaks for this cor- 
poration here, will be willing to carry out the 


idea which he himself has suggested; and. aid 
to the amount at least of the value of this 
ground in the purchase of a park at the place 
which he has indicated. 

Now, Mr. President, it is apparent from all 
that has oceurred in this debate, from the 
declarations of Senators who support this 
measure, and from the declarations of Senators 
who oppose it, that if this land is to be given 
to this corporation all the other railroads 
coming in here must be treated in the same 
way. We must do the fair thing. It will be 
a scandal if we give this great privilege to one 
corporation and refuse it to others, if we give 
this depot site to one railroad company and 
exclude all others. from the enjoyment of 
similar privileges. Therefore, I take it that 
this is but the commencement—that this whole 
park is to be taken up in donations to rail- 
roads for depot purposes. If this company is 
compelled to pay the value of this property, 
and the other companies that get similar priv- 
ileges are also compelled to pay the value of 
all which they take, then with the price of the 
depot sites granted to all these companies we 
can make a magnificent park. 

I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania for the intimation that the park 
should be taken in the direction. which he has 
pointed out. I know that he isa man who is 
willing to stand by his own words, and that he 
does not mean that they shall be empty words 
merely. I hope to have his support for my 
amendment. i ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Norwood, Schurz, Sprague, 
Stovennon, Sumner, Thurman, Vickers, West, and 

right—16. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Howe, Lewis, Lo- 
gan, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ransom, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stew- 
art, Stockton, Lipton, and Wilson—29. 

SENT— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly, Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Edmuids. Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, Hih, 
Hitchcock, Jobnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Ramsey. Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Trumbull, and Windom—29, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer an 
amendment to come in on the sixty-ninth line. 
After the word ‘‘danger,’’ in that line, I move 
to insert ‘‘and shall not exceed a rate of speed 
of six miles per hour;’’ so as to read: 


That while trains are moving to and from Vir- 
ginia avenue along Sixth street and said depot the 
said railroad company shali keep flagmen at the 
several street crossings to warn people of danger, 
and shall not exceed a rate of speed of six miles per 

our. 


So far as the bill is concerned, locomotives 
coming in on Sixth street running down toward 
Pennsylvania avenue can. run at any rate of 
speed the company may think proper, if it is 
twenty miles or fifty miles per hour. The 
locomotives of the other road. coming to the 
District, from the boundary line to the depot, 
have to reduce their speed to four miles; I 
think that is the highest speed allowed to 
them; it may be six, but I think it is four. 
Now, it is but fair to treat all roads alike. 
Beyond that, and a higher question than that, 
it 1s very dangerous to allow a steam-engine 
along an improved street at a rate of speed 
greater than six miles. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 
on the amendment, and declared that the noes 
appeared to prevail. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it appears to me, though I do not want 
to take up the time of the Senate, that this is 
a very important amendment. The other com- 
panies are required to reduce their speed to 
tour miles an hour. : 

Mr. CONKLING. Required by whom? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That I am 
not able to answer; but by law, I presume. 


‘sey, Ransom, Robertson, 


Mr. CONKLING. «If I may be pardoned 
for interrupting the Senator, is it not by the 
District anthorities?. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. -I am. not 
able to answer that. I only know that such is 
the fact. i 

Mr. CONKLING. If so, this road of course 
will be subject to similar regulations. 

Mr. CAMERON. The laws-of the District 
provide for that. 

Mr. MORTON, Is there not a law on the 
subject now? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia.. On what 
subject ? 

Mr. MORTON. In regard to the speed of 
railroads entering the corporate limits. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is it a gen- 
eral law ? 

Mr. MORTON.. Yes, sir. I ask the Sec- 
retary to read the District act which I send to 
the desk. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If it is a 
general law I will withdraw the amendment 
willingly. : 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“That no locomotive engines or railroad cars of 
any. description shall be run, driven, or propelled 
over or upon any railroad track ortracks within the 
cities of Washington or Georgetown at a greater 
speed than at the rate of six miles an hour, under the 
penalty of fifty dollars for each and every violation 
of any of the provisions of this section, to be for- 
teited and paid by the railroad company owning or 
using such locomotive engine, or railroad car, or 
the engineer or conductor in whose chargo said loco- 
motive engine or railroad car may be, severally and 
respectively.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That covers 
the case and J withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
is withdrawn, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Itakeit that 
applies to all roads, and therefore [ withdraw 
the amendment. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yesterday said, and itis no doubt the fact, 
that the Governor and Board of Publie Works 
had examined this question and were willing 
that the depot should be located where this 
bill proposes to put it. I understood him to 
state that as a fact. It is well known that the 
present governmentof the District of Columbia 
has never spoken on the subject. |The old 
city council of Washington, previous to the 
establishment of the District government, I 
believe, did pass a resolution granting this 
location. It was introduced and passed through 
both branches of the council on the same 
night. I now offer an amendment providing 
that before this act shall take effect it shall be 
ratified by the present government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, The amendment is to add 
the following proviso; 

And providedfurther, That before this act shall take 
effect it shall be approved by the Legislature and 
Governor of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 
like to have the yeas and nays in that amend- 
meut. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 37 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, John- 
ston, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Schurz, Stevon- 
son, Sumner, and Viekers—16. 

NAYS Messrs. Alcorn, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Camoron, Clayton, Conkling. Corbett, Fenton, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Harlan, Hitcheoek, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 

Scott, Sherman, Spencer, 
Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, West, Wilson, Windom, 
and _Wright—37. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, , Bayard, 
Brownlow, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, Hill, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Sprague, Thurman, and Trumball—21, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the final passage of the bill. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I have an 
amendment which I- havebeen requested: to 
offer. I know nothing particularly about the 
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amendment, except as it appears on the-face 
of it that itis to show to Congress, more than 
anything else, that there is a claim upon this 
company for reparation. to the city of Wash- 
ington on account of its use of the Washing- 
ton and Alexandria railroad. I will in lieu 
of making any remarks on the question ask 
the Secretary to read n memorial of the 
ersons connected with the city’s clai 
en I will offer the andmete. amy and 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will first read the amendment, because then 
the rule as to speaking applies. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Very well. 
I send the amendment up. i 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was to add to the bill the following 
proviso : 


, And provided further, That as one of the condi- 
tions of the foregoing grant the said. Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company shall pay or secure to 
be paid to the territorial government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. the certificates issued by the 
Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company, the 
payment of which Was guarantied by the city of 

ashington in the District of Columbia, and which 
were secured by a certain deed of trust executed by 
said Alexandria and Washington Railroad Com- 
pany, and ‘duly recorded, bearing date on or about 
the 19th day of April, in the year 1855, and upon the 
full payment of which said debt, principal and in- 
terest, all the right, title, claim, interest, and demand 
of the said territorial government of the District 
of Columbia, as successor to said city of Washing- 
ton, shall immediately vest in and become the prop- 
erty of the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 

Company, and the said territorial government shall 
‘thereupon execute and deliver the necessary con- 
veyances to effect the same. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
desires in lieu of speaking to have read in sup- 
port of his amendment a memorial which will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Lo the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia : 


ake memorial of the city of Washington repre- 
sents— 

_ That in the year 1854 the Legislature of Virginia 
incorporated a company, under. the name of the 
Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company, to 
construct a railroad from Alexandria, in the State 
of Virginia, to Washington city. The company was 
duly organized in the winter of 1835, applied to the 
corporation of Washington to guaranty their bonds 
or certificates to the amount of $60,000, with interest 
at six per cent., to be secured by a lien on their road 
and all their property and franchises. , 

This city passed an ordinance giving its assent to 

this application. The certificates of the said com- 
pany were duly prepared and executed, indorsed 
by the city and guarantied to the full amount of 
$60,000, and placed in the hands of said company, 
and the said company executed a deed of trust on 
the 19th April, 1855, and thereby. they conveyed their 
road and all the property and franchises they then 
had,or might thereafter acquire, to Joseph H. and 
A. Thomas Bradley to indemnify thes aid city, with 
powers of sale and conveyance in case of default in 
payment of the said debt and interest. 
‘This transaction enabled the said company to 
construct their said road to the right bank of the 
Potomac, to open a track from the left bank at the 
Long bridge to the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 
depot on New Jersey avenue, and to operate their 
road in Virginia. 

They were obliged to raise other money to com- 

plete their work, and did borrow some, how much 
itis not known, and they gave a second mortgage or 
deed of trust in which the prior lien of the peti- 
tioners was specially recognized and provided for, 
. In this condition of things the rebellion broke 
out. The road was taken possession of by the War 
Department, and used by it till after the close of 
the war. 7 

In the mean while certain judicial proceedings 
were instituted in Alexandria by persons claiming 
to be creditors under the said second deed of trust, 
and under those proceedings the road was sold, a 
new company formed under the laws of Virginia, 
and called the Washington, Alexandria, and George- 
town Railroad Company. This new company got 
possession of the road after it was relinquished by 
the United States, and continued to hold and run it 
for a series of years until it was finally decided by 
the court of appeals of last resort in Virginia that 
the whole proceedings under which that company 
claimed its existence were illegal and void, and the 
original company was restored to its possession. 

In the mean while although this new company was 
notified by the deed of trust under which they 
claimed of the priority of your petitioners’ lien, and 
purchased under actual notice given at the time of 
sale of the prior lien of your petitioners, they imme- 
diately repudiated that lien and claimed to hold by 
title paramount. x r 

Your petitioners thereupon in the year 18— direct- 
ed the trustees, the Messrs. Bradley, to proceed 
and sell under the said deed of trust, At that time 


they had taken up and paid and heid in their pos- || 
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Session the certificates so guarantied by th $ 
amount of $40,000 exclusive of interesi, and all he 
outers were outstanding in the hands of bona fide 


H our: petiti 

and have only paid a portion of t M interest for ong 
or possibly two years, so that the whole amount of 
the principal and aboutsixteen years of interest are 
now due, nor is there any reasonable probability of 


r h, and its 
great value was proved in the late war, while its 


Government, to this 
city, and to the country at large, must be vers 
although it cannot now be estimated. eked 


RICHARD WALLACH, 
For said city of Washington and 
District of Columbia. 

Before the reading was concluded, 

Mr. NYE. What is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The five min- 
utes of the Senator from Maryland have now 
expired. It is the speech of the Senator from 
Maryland. He sent up adocument to be read 
in lieu of speaking himself. 

Mr. NYE. It seems to be an excellent 
speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I have 
nothing more to say. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Was the 
memorial read through? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not quite. The Senator’s five minutes, how- 
ever, had expired. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I should 
like to have the reading of the memorial com- 
pleted. There is but little more to be read. 
it is not very long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland asks unanimous consent to 
complete the reading of the memorial. 

Mr. CONKLING. Letusobserve the rule. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I can offer 
another amendment and have it read, then. 

Mr. NYE, That memorial is larger than 
most of the books that they use generally in 
Marylaud, [Laughter.] I am opposed to its 
reading. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is noth- 
ing before the Senate at the present time. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maryland what difference it makes 
whether this bill passes in ten days or twenty 
days? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This colloquy 
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is not in order under the rule adopted last 
evening. ; 5 

Several Senators, The memorial can be 
printed in the Globe in full. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, Very well, 
that will answer, i 

Mr. VICKERS. . I move to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word tt act, in line 
eighty-one, on page 4, ‘and that all costs of 
altering or removing the said road or building 
shall be at the expense of said company, and 
no part at the expense of the United States or 
of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. SPENCER. Did we not vote down 
that amendment last night? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not exactly remember, and the Globe does 
not bring up the proceedings to midnight last 
night, it being an impossibility to print them. 
The Chair cannot remember all the amend- 
ments offered last evening, ` 

Mr. VICKERS. I have offered this amend- 
ment to avoid future difficulty that may other- 
wise arise between this company and Con- 
gress. I am satisfied that in less than two 
years Congress will have numerous petitions 
from the citizens of Washington forthe removal 
of this nuisance from their midst. The amend- 
ment is similar to one which we append to all 
bills for bridging the Obio and Mississippi 
rivers. We provide that if the bridges shall, 
at any time be found to obstruct navigation, 
Congress shall have the power to alter them 
or to remove them at the expense of the com- 
panies, and not at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. This is to provide in effect a similar 
provision in reference to the alteration or 
removal of this road or the depot building, 
that if at any time it shall be found to be a 
nuisance, to-be dangerous to the public, or an 
obstruction to free passage through the park, 
or for any other reason, Congress shall deem 
it necessary to have the building or the road 
removed, it shall be done at the expense of 
the company. If this provision be not inserted 
and the building or the track should be re- 
moved, the company will call upon Congress 
to pay all the expenses of the removal. 

Some years ago a bridge was erected across 
the Ohio river by the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad, in conformity to the act of Congress, 
complying in all its provisions with the law of 
Congress prescribing the mode of building 
bridges across the Ohio. There were a num- 
ber of individuals in Pittsburg who thought 
the bridge would be an obstruction to naviga- 
tion, and they appealed to Congress while the 
bridge was in the course of construction ask- 
ing for a bill to cause the piers to be erected 
further apart, and the spans to be longer, 
which would have required a large expenditure 
on the part of the company. A compromise 
was effected between the company and those 
persons, and the former expended 2 large 
sum of money for the purpose of complying 
with their wishes. They contributed about 
$30,000 toward this object, and now you have 
upon your table a bill asking Congress to re- 
fund to these individuals the $30,000 which 
they contributed to make the bridge according 
to their wishes. So it will be with this com- 
pany if this track should be removed, or the 
depot building, by order of Congress. I there- 
fore wish to protect the Government against 
any such demand in the future. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VICKERS. I offer the following 
amendment as an additional section : 


That it shall be lawful for the Orange, Alexandria, 
and Manassas Railroad Company, a corporation 
chartered under the jaws of the State of Virginia, 
to exercise its functions as a common carrier, and 
transport passengers and freight within the District 
of Columbia, and for this purpose shall have author- 
ity to run trains over the bridge which has been 
constructed by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company across the Potomac river at the foot of 
Maryland avenue, in the city of Washington, to the 
opposite bank of said river on the Virginia shore, 
upon the terms and conditions set forth in the act 
of Congress giving to said Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company the privilege to construct and 
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operate said bridge, and to put down suaitble tracks 
along Maryland avenue to its intersection with the 
line of the Washington canal and thence along the 
corner of said canal, or in the center of C, D, or B 
street south, by a tunnel under the publie grounds 
east of the Capitol building, and at a sufficient dis- 
tance therefrom, to be approved by the engincer in 
charge of public buildings and grounds, to Delaware 
avenue, aud along said avenue to tne line of the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad, 

EC. —. 
Manassas Railroad Company shall have authority 
to extend a lateral branch from Maryland avenue 
along Twelfth street to the line ofthe Washington 
canal, and across said canal, by suitable bridge, and 
along said street to its intersection with B street 
north, and shall have authority to build and main- 
tain a depot and station at or near its terminus on 
Twelfth street, as above described. It shall be com- 
petent for said Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas 

ailroad Company. to make a connecting track from 
a point on, said lateral branch in Twelfth street, 
along Virginia avenue eastward to its main line: 
Provided, That said tracks shali conform to the pre- 
scribed grade of the streets, and that any damage 
caused to the property of individuals by the cou- 
struction of said road shall be paid for by said rail- 
road company: And provided further, That the said 
route through the said city shall be under the super- 
intendence of the engineer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds. 


I understand that the road at the foot of 
Capitol Hill connecting with the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad is to be taken up, so that there 
will be no connection between that road and 
the Potomac river. This is a bill introduced 
by the Senator from Virginia on my left, [Mr. 
Lewis, ] asking Congress to grant this privilege, 
so that there may be a connection between the 
Washington road and the Alexandria road. 
That is the object of it, and if it is appended 
to this bill it will be unnecessary to take it up 
as a separate and independent measure. The 
bill was reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and it has 
the sanction of the Senator from Virginia on 
my left. It isa proper bill, one necessary to 
secure connection with the South, and it ought 
to be appended to this bill. Whether it will 
be or not I cannot say. The passage of this 


bill without any amendment seems to be a | 


foregone conclusion. I had almost suspected, 
from the unanimity with which all amend- 
ments, some of them so very appropriate, have 
been voted down, that this was one of the secret 
measures agreed upon in an assemblage which 
recently met in one of the rooms of the Cap- 
itol. However, sir, I submit the amendment 
to the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr, LEWIS. I do not know whether I 
have the right to say anything; I am told that 
I have no right to speak upon the amend- 
ment; but Ido not wish to have the amend- 
ment adopted on this bill. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by the understanding last evening 
only the Senator who offers an amendment 
has a right to speakin behalf of it. ‘The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the passage 
of the bill the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. COOPER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas, (Mr. 
Ricr.] If he were here he would vote “yea,” 
and I should vote ‘nay.”’ 

Mr. FENTON. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] Ifhe were 
here he would vote ‘ nay,” and 1 should vote 

yea. 

Mr. KELLY. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Srevensoy.] If he 
were present he would vote against the bill, 
and I should vote for it. ` 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Cracry.] 
He would’ vote ‘‘yea,’’ and £ should vote 
“nay.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 39, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Buckingham, Caldwell, 


That the said Orange, Alexandria, and į 


li 


Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, 
Trumbull, West, Wilson, and Windom—39. 

NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Blair, Boreman, Cole, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds. Ferry ol Çon- 
necticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Johnston, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Saulsbury, Sprague, Sumner Thurman, and 
Vickers—18. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Hill, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrili of 
Maine, Rice, Schurz, Stevenson, and Wright—17. 


So the bill was passed. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1118) making appropriation 
for the casting of the equestrian statue of the 
late General Rawlins: which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I offer this bill 
by request without any opinion as to its pro- 
priety. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the condition of business before the Sen- 
ate. By the unanimous order of the Senate, 
the morning session to-day up to half past 
four o’clock was assigned to the consideration 
of bills from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and if any time remaiued of the afternoon 
session, it was to be given to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and the evening session was 
to be devoted to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads; whatever should remain 
unfinished at the close of the evening session 
to go upon the Calendar. There was no un- 
finished business yesterday evening except the 
bill which has now been disposed of, by the 
Senate. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
first recognize the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Haras, | the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. Does he yield, and if so, to 
whom ; to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumyer,] or the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Scort,] who are both claiming 
the floor? 

Mr. HARLAN. Iwill hear the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am obliged to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa for yielding. ‘he Senate has 
just passed a District of Columbia bill pro- 
viding for a railroad station. I wish that they 
would be good enough now to take up the 
school bill, which has been under cousidera- 
tion several times, and on which I think we 
can have a vote at once. Having broken into 
the park in order to have a railroad station, 
I think the Senate will be disposed now to 
determine the question of equal rights in the 
schools. I think the schools are entitled to 
as much attention as the railroad; but the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, who has in charge 
the railroad bill, has greater resources in this 
Chamber than I have. He has been able, we 
see, to speed his railroad bill, while I make 
these ineffectual efforts for equal rights. I 
hope now the Senator from lowa will allow 
me to move that the Senate proceed to the 


| consideration of the school bill with a view to 
| have a vote on it. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate hav- 
ing assigned to-day for the consideration, first, 
of reports from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and after they are concluded, for the 
Committee on Public Lands if any time re- 
mains of the afternoon session, the Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that that order be 
suspended for the purpose of considering the 
District school bill- Is there objection? 

Mr. HARLAN. I object, 

Mr. SCOTT. Iunderstood the Senator from 


Iowa had yielded to me, but it was impossible 
for me to be heard over the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

Mr. HARLAN. It was my intention to 
hear merely the statement from the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts. I move now that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration—— 

Mr. MORTON. I rise for the purpose of 
asking unanimous consent ——~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HARLAN. Teannot. I move thatthe 
Senate proceed to the consideration—— 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator extend 
to me the courtesy of allowing me to make a 
statement? 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly, I will hear 
the statement. 

Mr. MORTON. = There is a bill here which 
is almost or quite in the nature of a question 
of privilege. Mr. Rogers was elected to the 
House of Representatives from North Caro- 
lina, and all that keeps hjm from taking his 
seat is the failure to remove his disabilities, 
The House passed a bill for that purpose unan- 
imously, and sent it here some time ago, and 


I suppose there is no objection to, it at all. 
Mr. CONKLING. There willbe discussion 


upon it, 

Mr. HARLAN. That can be called up 
during some morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent, as the day has been as- 
signed for other business, or a postponement 
of the orders for the day. 

Mr. POMEROY. Amendments will be 
offered to that bill. The Senator from Hlinois 
has a general amnesty bill to offeras an amend- 
ment. [Laughter. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Iowa 
permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. HARLAN, Iwill hear the statement, 

Mr. SCOTI. Mr. President, I had charge 
of the unfinished business for yesterday, aud 
it was displaced by a motion to lay it upon 
the table, which of course precluded all de- 
bate upon that motion. I desired the oppor- 
tunity this morning, having in charge the unfin- 
ished business yesterday, to make a motion to 
bring that unfinished business again before 
the Senate. Itis Senate bill No. 656, which 
extends the power of the President to sus- 
pend the writ of habeas corpus until after 
the next session of Congress. I think it is 
important that whatever action is taken upon 
that subject should be taken soon here. I 
wished to make a motion to postpone what- 
ever might be the pending business this morn- 
ing for the purpose of taking up that bill; and 
it is for the purpose of making that motion 
that I ask the consent of the Senator from 
lowa, so that the sense of the Senate may be 
tested upon it. I was yesterday in the posi- 
tion of being compelled to submit to the sense 
of the Senate being taken upon a motion 
which admitted of no debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let me assure the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that we sball all help 
to take up his bill to-morrow; but three com- 
mittees have had this day and evening assigned 
to them. If they can go through, and secure 
the passage of their bills which do not require 
debate, for they are mostly local bills, to-mor- 
row the way will be clear for the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and I shall be only too glad to 
help him then. But I would not displace 
these three committees to-day. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam now asking the Senator 
from Iowa if he will yield for a motion. If 
he will not, I desire to give notice that when- 
ever the business of the day shall be finished 
I will move then to take up this bill, so that 
it may be the unfinished business for to-mor- 


row, 

Mr. HARLAN. I think that is the better 
course to pursue. f 

Mr. STOCKTON, I ask permission to 
make a remark upon the subject on which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was speaking. 
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» The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Iowa yield for that purpose ? 
Mr. HARLAN.  Iprefer thatthe honorable 
Senator should defer his remarks to another 
time. ‘The day has been assigned for the con- 
sideration of bills from the Committees on 
ndian Affairs, Public Lands, and Post Offices 
and, Post Roads, 
> Mr. STOCKTON. It will take me but a 
moment; itis simply on a personal matter. 
Mr. HARLAN. | Certainly; if it takes but 
‘g moment, I will yield: 
‘Mr. STOCKTON. . Yesterday the Senate 
remembers that the unfinished business. in 
charge of the Senator from. Pennsylvania was 
laid over at a request of mine which I had 
peceived by telegraph from the Senator from 
Delaware, (Mr. Bayarp.] ‘That bill was 
laid over by almost a unanimous vote, if I 
recollect aright. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
‚vania had a perfect right. to get up to-day and 
renew his motion, because he voted against the 
‘action taken yesterday; but Ido not think it 
‘would be right for the Senate when they are 
informed that the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
‘Bayarp] will be back here on Monday, and 
‘wishes to speak on the bill, to take up the bill 
‘with a view of putting it through before he 
gets here, They have already voted very 
courteously that they would not do it, and I 
should be very sorry to see them go back on 
‘such an act of courtesy and kindness, so unan- 
‘imously agreed to by the Senate yesterday. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That. question 
is not now before the Senate. The Chair will, 
if the Senator from Iowa consents, present 
“an amendment of the House of Represent- 
‘atives to a Senate bill, which is very brief, and 
on which action is desired. i 
-< Mr. HARLAN. Very well. 


CRIMINAL PRACTICE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
‘resentatives to the bill (S. No. 468) regulating 
criminal practice in Federal courts. 

Mr. THURMAN, That is a short bill in- 
troduced by me, referred to the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, and passed by the 
Senate, and the House has amended it simply 
by striking out superfluous words, leaving the 
effect of the bill precisely what it was before. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, which was to 
strike out the concluding sentence of the bill, 
in these words: 


But this act shall not have the effect to entitle the 
defendant to a continuance of the cause beyond the 
term at which such demurrer shall be overruled. 


Mr. THURMAN. There was no necessity 
for those words. ‘That will be precisely the 
effect of the law without those words, and the 
Judiciary Committee of the House saw fit to 
strike them out. 

Mr. EDMUMDS. 
struck them out? 

. Mr. THURMAN. They struck them out 
as superfluous, or rather thought they might 
convey some intimation that but for them the 
law would be otherwise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ido not object. I only 
say that the result will be with those words out, 
that every cause will be continued on a demur- 
rer every time. , 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to say in addi- 
tion to what has been remarked by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, that those words were put 
in according to my recollection because it was 
thought they ought to be there at least for 
abundant caution. Having been put in and 
having been stricken out, the two things to- 
gether it seems to me would make a pretty 
uncertain result. The Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate supposed it was necessary to put 
them in in order to guard against the implica- 
tion that there might be a continuance, and a 
continuance to which the party should be enti- 
tled. Therefore there was reason for putting 
them in. Now being stricken out, the two 
things together I think will make an inference. 


Is that the reason they 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairwill, 
as this gives rise to debate, reserve it until 
to-morrow morning, 

Mr. THURMAN, I should like to have a 
vote on the motion to concur, The words are 
wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ifa vote can be taken 
without further debate, I will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
non-coneur, and ask for a committee of con- 
ference. i 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
ig on the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
President being by unanimous consent au- 
thorized to appoint the committee, Messrs, 
THURMAN, EDMUNDS, and Coxxiixo, were 
appointed, 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I beg to be excused for 
the reason that I am not at all well, and am 
obliged to go home, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
appoint the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Fretincuvysen] in place of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

IRON-SHIP BUILDING YARDS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (S. No. 1098) to establish an iron- 
ship building yard on the waters falling into 
the Atlantic, and an iron-ship building yard 
on the Mississippi river or one of its tribn- 
taries, ond to afford facilities to the Navy ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


SHOSIIONE AND BANNOCK RESERVATION., 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to take up House 
bill No. 1914. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1914) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate 
with the chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
and Banuock tribes of Indians for the relin- 
quishment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory. It authorizes the Seere- 
tary of the Interior to negotiate, through 
proper agents or commissioners to be by him 
appointed, with the chiefs and head-men of 
the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians, 
for the relinquishment of that portion of the 
reservation of those tribes in Wyoming Terri- 
tory which is situate south of the central 
dividing ridge between the Big Popoagie and 
Little Wind rivers and south of the forty-third 
parallel, and to cede to the tribes lands lying 
north of their present reservation equal in 
area to any lands by them ceded. The Bec- 
retary of the Interior is to report. all proceed: 
ings under the act to Congress for approval or 
rejection, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As thisis one of a series 
apparently, as I have seen similar language in 
a conference report recently, I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to it, and have it under- 
stood wHat it is proper to do. In the first 
place, this bill provides that the Secretary of 
the Interior shall negotiate with the Shoshone 


and Bannock tribes of Indians lora relinquish- | 


ment of their territory upon certain terms ; and 
when be has thus negotiated for a cession of 
their lands, and for a cession from us to them, 
it is to be his duty ‘‘to report all proceedings 
ander this uct to Congress for approval or 
rejection.” The result, therefore, is that you 
are proposing to make a treaty with an Indian 
tribe by the action of Congress, instead of by 
the action of the President of the United States 
and the Senate, coutrary to all the usage and 
practice of the Government. I want to have 
the Senate understand exactly what species of 


| legislation or species of treaty making they are 


undertaking to go into by a provision of this 
character. For one, E shall vote against it. 
The bill was reported to the Senate witaout 
amendment. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS. As the bill involves the 
principle I have stated, I want to have the 
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yeas and naya on the third reading or passage 
of the bill, Í do not care which, : ‘ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. T think: sucha bill as 
this should not pass without some considera: 
tion, There has not been aà word said in rep! 
to what the Senator from Vermont stated. I 
have not examined this bill; but if it changes 
the entire Indian policy of the country, | think 
the Senate ought to know it. Task, have“ 
Senators considered thatthe manner of dealin 
with the Indians is proposed to be shandaned 
and an act of Congress passed to carry on our 
relations with them ? 

Mr. POMEROY. 
Tam sorry to say. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I understood the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to say, and nobody replies 
to him, that here is a proposition to change 
the entire mode of dealing with the Indiansin 
this country ; that instead of dealing with them 
by making treaties and agreements with them 
as heretofore, we are to pass laws and dispose 
of their property and their rights without any 
reference at all to their views, or nny under- 
standings with them. Perhaps it is best to do 
that. I have sometimes thought it was best 
to change our Indian policy and to incorporate 
all the Indians into our body politic, make 
them a portion of our people, treat them as 
we do our own citizens; but it is a question 
that ought not to be settled here in a mo- 
ment without any consideration and without 
the Senate understandingthat such a policy 
is being inaugurated. 

Mr. HARLAN. A year ago or more Con- 
gress passed a law declaring that Indian tribes 
in this country were not nations in such sense 
as to justify the negotiation of treaties with 
them, but that treaties heretofore made should 
be maintained. There is no other mode left, 
therefore, for holding intercourse with them 
but by attempting to contract with them. If 
a contract is made with them, it probably 
ought to be ratified by Congress before being 
carried into effect, for the safety of the Treas- 
ury. A number of laws similar to this bill on 
that point have been passed heretofore. It 
is therefore not exactly new. ‘The attention 
of the Senator from Vermont bas not hereto- 
fore becn called to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to point out to me any law like this? 

Mr. HARLAN. There are various Jaws, 
There was a provision in the Indian appro- 
priation bill last year in regard to the Oe 
indians disposing of their entire country, 


We passed it last year, 


| somo eight million acres of land, without a 


treaty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see it. 

Mr, HARLAN. You will find it in the 
Indian appropriation bill of last year, dispos- 


ling of the Osage lands, some eight million 


acres. There are various laws of that kind 
on the statute-book. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the analogy. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘There was a disagree- 
ment not Jong ago between the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate onan Indian appro: 
priation bill in reference to treaties, The House 
insisted that they would not make a provision 
to Carry out any treaties after a certain date. 


I will look at it and see 


; There was finally a clause put into the Indian 


appropriation bill that they would make a 
certain appropriation in gross for the Indian 
service, and that hereafter no further treaties 
That is the law now, 

Mr. HARLAN. We have passed two or 
three bills at this session, one in relation to 
the Kaw Indians, and another in relation to 
the Cherokee Indians, having a similar pro- 
vision. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us do one thing ata 
time and see exactly what we have done. ‘The 
Senator says that as to the Osages we did last 
year in substance precisely what he proposes 
to do now as to these Indians; that is to say, 
we undertook to declare that the Congress of 
the United States through any agent it chose 


8540 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.’ 


May 16, 


to appoint might enter into a treaty with the 
Indians, for that is the substance of it, for the 
cession of lands reciprocally on both sides, just 
what treaties had always done hitherto, and 
that should be a valid method of exercising 
the powers of the Government. Now let us 
see what is provided as to the Osages, and then 
if we can find any other that comes nearer to 
it let us have that. All I can find about the 
Osages that is said to be a precedent for this 
isa clause providing for the payment of interest 
on their funds, with this proviso: 

Provided, That each half-breed or mixed blood of 
the Osages, being twenty-one years of age, or the 
head of a fumily, shall, under such rules and regu- 
lations and on such proofs as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, be entitled to enter 
without cost, within the diminished reservation o 
the Osage Indians in Kansas, a tract of land, in com- 
pact form and by legal subdivisions, not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres, upon which half-breed 
or mixed blood have heretofore actually settled and 
made improvements: Provided, however, That such 


half-breed or mixed blood so entering such land | 


shall thereby forfeit all claim to lands withiu the 
Indian territory which have been or shall be pur- 
chased out of the proeeeds of the sale of the land of 
the Osages in the State of Kansas: And provided 
further, 'Vhat the land so entered shall not be aiiena- 
ble by such half-breed or mixed blood without the 
consent.of the Secretary of the Interior, approved 
by the President. 

That is all there is upon this subject of mak- 
ing a statutory treaty by act of Congress, with 
the Osage Indians. ; 

Mr. HARLAN. Ifthe honorable Senator 
wants to get at it, it may have been the year 
before. There was a provision put into the 
appropriation bill providing for the disposi- 
tion of about eight million acres of land of the 
Osage Indians, provided they should consent 
thereto, 

. Mr. EDMUNDS. The honorable Senator 
from Iowa is hardly justified in making the re- 
mark he made, that if I want to get at it I 
should look in some other place, for I asked 
him where to get at it aud he said it was to be 
found in last year’s Indian appropriation bill. 
J have looked where the Senator directed me, 
and it is not there. Therefore I submit to him 
in all good nature that it is not quite the thing 
to say that if I want to get at it I had better 
look somewhere else. Now, I will look else- 
where in order to get at it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will tell the Senator 
that he will find it in the appropriation bill 
of 1870. The section of the act relative to 
the Osages went into effect July 15, 1871. 
That was the time the settlers who went on 
were obliged to make their payments—just a 
year from the passage of the act. 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask that this bill be 
passed over informally, to give the honorable 
Senator an opportunity to look up the law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask the honorable Sen- 
ator’s pardon. 
where he wished me. 

Mr. HARLAN. And let us go on with 
another bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to | 


the bill being passed over in fact, not inform- 
ally, because I am not able to stay here. I 
have now the law to which the Senator has 
again referred me, and I will see what I can 
find there on the subject of the Osages. I 
dare say the Senator is entirely right, but it 
is necessary to know it. The act of 1870 pro- 
vided— 

‘That whenever the Great and Little Osage In- 
dians shall agree thercto, in such manner as the 
President shail prescribe, it shali be the duty of the 
President to remove said Indians from the State of 
Kansas to lands provided or to be provided for them 
tor a permanent home in the Indian territory.” 

And,then there is an appropriation to defray 
the expenses of the removal and for the sale 
of the lands from which we remove them, and 
then we give them money for stock and farm- 
ing utensils, 
subject we have now under consideration is 
an authority by the act of Congress to the 


President of the United States, with the con- | 
sent given to him as the executive head of the |! 


nation, to allow these Indians to remove from 


Iam looking for the law just | 


All that it contains touching the | 


one part of the Indian territory to another, 
and to provide the means of their removal and 
their subsistence when they get there, and for 
the sale of the lands which they abandoned. 

I do not know that I should have made any 
objection to that, although it evidently must 
have got in through a conference; but how 
does that compare with this, where by act of 
Congress you send out the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate what my friend would 
call a contract but what has always hitherto 
been called a treaty, and which by any name 
is substantially the very same thing whatever 
you callit, for the disposition of certain of 
their lands and for the cession to them of 
certain other lands, which is then to be re- 
ported, not to the President of the United 
States or to the Senate, but is to be reported 
to Congress in its legislative capacity for rati- 
fication or rejection. hat is the question. I 
submit to my honorable friend that this pre- 
cedent which he has referred to does not sus- 
tain that position at all. 

Now, if it is agreeable to him to modify this 


i bill so as to make it conform to the method 


adopted as to the Osages, I certainly shall not 
interpose any objection, whatever my views 
may be. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection if the 
honorable Senator will suggest an amendment 
to carry out his views. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will prepare it and you 
can lay the bill aside and go ahead. 

Mr. HARLAN. While the honorable Sen- 
ator is preparing the amendment I ask that 
another bill be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) If there is no objec- 
tion the bill will be laid aside informally. 

Mr. HARLAN subsequently said: I move 
now that the Senate return to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 1914, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interioy to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 
ment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory. I send up a copy of 
the amendment suggested by the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, to which I have no 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill, 
which was informally laid aside, will be re- 
sumed and the amendment will be reported. 

The Currer CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the bill so as to make it read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the President be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to negotiate with the Shoshone 
and Bannock tribes of indians for the relinquish- 


ment of that portion of the reservation ofsaid tribes 
in Wyoming Territory which is situate south of the 


| central dividing ridge between the Big Popoagie 


and Little Wind rivers and south of the forty-third 
parallel, and to cede to said tribes landslying north 
of and adjacent to their present reservation, equal 
in area to any lands by themeeded: Provided, ‘This 
authority shall not continue beyond Jaunary 1, 1873. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

It was ordered that the amendment be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time and passed. 

The thle was amended so as to read: “A 
Dill to authorize the President of the United 
States to negotiate with the Bannock and Sho- 
shone tribes of Indians,” 


QUAPAW LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to take up House 
bill No. 757. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 757) 
to carry into effect the fourth article of the 
treaty of February 23, 1867, with the Seneca, 
Shawnee, Quapaw, and other Indians. 

The preamble recites that by the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of February 23, 1867, with 
the Shawnee, Quapaw, and other Indians, the 
strip of lands belonging to the Quapaws lying 
within the State of Kansas was sold to the 
United States, and intended, by the amend- 
ment to that article, to be sold to actual set- 


tlers, under the preémption laws of the United 
States ; but by tbe manner of insertion of the 
amendment, the lands are left without any 
provisions for their disposal carrying out the 
intention of the treaty and of its amendments. 

The first section provides that the amend- 
ment shall not be construed as authorizing or 
providing for the disposal of the lands of the 
Quapaw Indians, which, by the fourth article 
of the treaty of February 23, 1867, were sold 
to the United States at $1 15 an. acre, and 
lying and being within the boundary of the 
Indian territory, but the amendment. shall 
refer to, and be construed to authorize and 
direct, the disposal of the strip of land there- 
tofore belonging to these Indians, lying and 
being within the State of Kansas, and which, 
by this article of the treaty, were sold to the 
United States for $1 25 an acre. 

The second section declares said strip of 
land within the State of Kansas, so ceded to 
the United States by the Quapaw band of 
Indians, open to entry and prémption, under 
the prémption laws of the United States, at the 
price of $1 25 an acre, and all such prémptions 
are to be paid for in the lawful money of the 
United States, at the proper land office, within 
one year from the date of settlement, or where 
settlement was made before the passage of the 
act, then within one year from its passage. 
In case any settler has entered upon and im- 
proved a single tract, not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, a part of which is em- 
braced in the Quapaw strip, and a part on the 
Government strip, so called, his entry of the 
part on the Government strip, under the pre- 
emption laws, shall not prevent the entry of 
the remainder of his tract upon the Quapaw 
lands under the present act. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
the bill with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was in section two, line six, after the 
word ‘‘acre,’’ toinsert ‘‘ excepting therefrom 
one half section to be patented to Samuel G. 
Vallier, including his improvements as pro- 
vided in the fourth article of said treaty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line twenty, to insert after the words ‘Quapaw 
lands, ” the words ‘‘in the State of Kansas.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
It was ordered that the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

; R. H, PRATI. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
now take up Senate bill No. 549. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 549) for the relief of R. H. Pratt, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itis a 
direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to R. H. Pratt, first lieutenant tenth cav- 
alry,“$200, for horse stolen from him by Co- 
manche Indians in 1869. i 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to insert after the 
word ‘ dollars,” in line six, the words ‘f or so 
much thereof as he shall prove to the satis- 
faction of the Interior Department that the 
horse was worth.’’” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

CHARLES F. TRACY. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
now take up House bill No. 546, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 546) for the relief 
of Charles F. Tracy. It proposes to appropri- 


| ate $14,650 to enable the Secretary of the Tnte- 


1872. 


rior to indemnify Charles F. Tracy for losses 


“by. depredations committed by Apache Indians 
-in May, 1870. se 


ZO Mr HARLAN, 


iv Tbe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and vassed. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN NEBRASKA. 
I move now to take up 


7 Senate bill No. 508. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


-as-in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


consider the bill.(S. No. 608) for the relief 
of certain tribes of Indians in the northern 
guperintendency. 

.:: The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 


-the bill with amendments. 


-u The amendments were in section one, 
line twelve, to strike out the words “the agent 
of the tribe to which said lands belong,’’ and 
to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘selected 


by said Omaha tribe of Indians in open 


council;’’ in line eighteen, after the word 
‘Cgale,’’ to insert the words ‘‘for cash in 
hand;’’ at the beginning of the twenty-seventh 
line to insert the words ‘nor less than $1°25 
per acre;’’ in line twenty-nine, after the 
‘word ‘‘same,’’ to insert ‘nor less than 
$1 25 per acre;’’ in line thirty-one, to strike 
out the words ‘invested for the benefit of the 
Indians intereated, in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Interior may direct,” and to 
insert ‘‘ placed to the credit of said Indians on 
the books of the Treasury of the United States, 


and bear interest at the rate of five per cent. 


: per annum, payable semi-annually ; 


” in line 


thirty-six, after the word “as,” to strike out 
the word “he” and insert the words “the 
Secretary of the Interior, with the approval 


> of the President of the United States ;’’ and 
‘at the end of the section to insert + Provided 


‘also, That not more than twenty-five per cent. 
of the principal of the aggregate amount of 
sales ot said lands shall be expended in any 
one year;’’ so as to make the section read, as 
amended: 


That. with the consent and concurrence of tho 
Omaha tribe of Indians, expressed in open council 
in tho usual manner, the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and hereby is, authorized to cause to be sur- 
veyed, if necessary, & portion of their reservation in 
the state of Nebraska, not exceeding fifty thousand 
acres, to be taken from the western part thereof, and 
to be separated from the remaining portion of said 
reservation by a line running along the section 
lines from north to south. ‘he said lands 80 sepa- 
rated shall be appraised by three competent com- 
missioners, one of whom shall be selected by said 
Omaha tribe of Indians in open council, and the 
other two shall be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Interior. After the survey and appraisement of 
said lands, as herein provided, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be, and hereby is, authorized to offer 
the same for sale for cash in hand; and scaled pro- 

osais, duly invited by public advertisements, shall 
Be received for the same for tracts not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres each, and also for the 
entire body offered; and he shall be, and hereby is, 
authorized to acecpt the proposal for the entire 
tract, or the highest bids for separate tracts, which- 
ever shall be deemed best for the interests of the 
Indians: Provided, That no bid for separate tracts 
shall be accepted which may be less than the ap- 
praised value of such tract, nor less than $1 25 per 
acre; forthe entire tract which shall be iess than 
the aggregate appraised value of the same, nor less 
than $1 25 per acre. ‘The proceeds ofsuch sale shall 
be placed to the credit of said Indians on the books 
of the Treasury of the United States, and bear 
interest at the rate of five per cent. per annum, 
payable semi-annually, except such portion thereof 
as the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval 
of the President of the United States. may deem 
necessary to be expended for their immediate use in 
improving and fencing farms, building houses, pur- 
chasing implements of agriculture and live stock, 
and in establishing and supporting schools: Pro- 
vided also, That not more than twenty-five percent. 
of the principal of the aggregate amount of sales 


_ of said lands shall be-expended in any one year. 


` The amendments were agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other 
amendments are merely making the same pro- 
visions applicable to other tribes of Indians, 
the Pawnees, Ottoes and Missourias, and Sacs 
and Foxes. If there isno objection, they will 
be. considered as agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 


| United States: 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move now to take up 
House bill No. 872, to provide for the sale of 
certain New York Indian lands in Kausas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was in line sixteen, to 
strike out the words “$3 75 an acre” and 
insert ‘‘the appraised value of said tracts 
respectively, to be ascertained by three disin- 
terested and competent appraisers, to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall examine in person each tract and report 
under oath its value, exclusive of improve- 
ments;’? and after the word ‘' cases,” in line 
twenty-two, to insert ‘but no sale shall be 
wade under this act for less than $3 75 per 
acre ;’’ so as to read: 


„That those persons, being heads of families or 
single persons over twenty-one years of ago, who 
have made settlement and improvement upon, and 
are bona fide claimants of, and occupants of, either 
in person or by tenants, the lands in Kansas whioh 
were allotted to certain New York Indinus, and for 
which certificates of allotment, dated the Mth day 
of September, 1860, for three hundred and twenty 
acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of said 
Indians, shall be, and horeby are, authorized and 
permitted to onter and purchase at the proper land 
office said lands so oceupied by them, in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, according 
to the Government surveys, on paying therefor in 
lawful money of tho United States the appraised 
value of said tracta respectively, to be ascertained 
by three disinterested and competent appraisers, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall oxamine in person each tract and report under 
oath its value, exclusive of improvements, and pat- 
ents shall issue to them therefor as in other cases, 
but no sale shall be made under this act for less than 
$3 75 per acre. 


Mr. POMEROY. As $8 75 was the price 
agreed upon in the House committee, and this 
is a House bill relative toa smali tract, I 
think we had better let them go at $3 75 
an acre—the settlers will be glad to get them 
at that price—and have it fixed without any 
appraisal. 

Mr. HARLAN. The committee examined 
this matter very carefully, and were very 
decided in their opinion that the land ought 
to be appraised. ` 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not want to resist the 
committee, but I think in behalf of setuers 
the bill should pass as it is. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in Jine thirty, after 
the word ‘‘Indians’’ to strike out the words 
t holders of said certificates, their heirs or 
legal representatives,” and insert the words 
‘respectively, to whom said certificates were 
issued, or to their heirs ;’’ so that the bill from 
line twenty-three to the end will read: 


And the Secretary of tho Interior shall preseribe 
such regulations as may be necessary to carry this 
act into effect according to the intent thereof, and 
such entries shall be made within one year from the 
time such regulations shall be promulgated: and 


the moneys that shall arise from such sales shall be 


paid into the ‘Treasury of the United States, in trust 
for, and to be paid to, said Indians, respectively, to 
whom said certificates were issucd, or to their heirs, 
upon satisfactory proof of their identity, to the Sec- 


i retary of the Interior, at avy time within five years 


from the passage of this act; and in case such proof 
is not made within the time specified, then the pro- 
ceeds of such sales, or so much thereof as shall not 
have been paid under the provisions of this act, 
shall become a part of the public moneys of the 
Provided, Ehat any Indianto whom 
any of said certificates was issued, and who is now 
occupying the land allotted thereby, shall be enti- 
tled to receive a patent therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. JItwas ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed, and the bill read athird time. The 
pill was read the third time, and passed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COLE. Task the Senator from Iowa 

to give way a moment that I may make a re- 


port from the conference committee ‘on the 
naval appropriation, bill. Lae 
_Mr. HARLAN, - I shall- notë object, pro- 
vided it does not involve debate, ~ 
Mr. COLE. I present the report. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report: 


The committee of conforence on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to. the 
bill (H. R, No. 1191)“ making appropriations for the 
naval service for the your ending June 30,1878, and 
for other purposes,” having met, after full and free 
conference bavo agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbored 6, 10, 18, 17, 21, 25, 26; and 27, 

That the House of Reprosontatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amondmenta of the Senate 
namberad 2, 19, and 25, and agree to the same. 

That tho Sonnto recodo from their disagreament 
to the firat clause of the amendment of the [Louse 
to the fifteenth amendment of the Sonate, and 
agree to the samo; and the House recede from the 
second clause of their amondment to snid. filteenth 
amendment, and agree to srid amondmont as 80 
modified. 

That the Sonate rocede from thoir disagreemont 
to the amendment of the House to the twenty- 
fourth ameudment of the Souate, and agree to the 


sale. 
Cc. COLE 
A. H, URAGIN, 
JOHN. P, STOCKTON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
EUGENE HALE, 
G. W, SCOFIELD, 
SIBYENSON ARCHER, 
Managers on the part of the Louade. 
The report was concurred in, 


MESSAGE FROM THY HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. MePurrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House hud passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 21) to allow persons ac- 
cused of crime to testify in their own behalf 
in the courts of the United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 482) regulating the com- 
pensation of criers and bailiffs of the United 
States courts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1017) to prevent and pun- 
ish the obstruction of the administration of 
justice in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (11. R. No. 2340) to change the name 
of the pleasure-yacht Ellie, of Boston, Mas- 
sachusetts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2779) to repeal certain 
statutes prescribing an oath of office; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief of W. 
W. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2781) 
Heury A. F., Worth; and 

A resolution (IL. R. No, 152) amending joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
nll (H. R. No, 2055) for the relief of H. C. 
Christopher, G. W. Beard, C. A. Uber, Edward 
Stiles, and N. A. Lamdin; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President, 

DURFEK AND PECK, 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
1088. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1088) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to settle the claim of Messrs. Durfee 
& Peck and B. H. Durfee, for supplies fur- 
nished the Indians in Montana in the winter 
of 1869, was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
setile, upon such terms as he shall think just 
aud proper, all claims of Messrs. Durfee & 
Peck and E. H. Durfee, late Iudian agents, 
for supplies furnished the Crows, Gros Ven- 
tres, Assiniboines, and other Indians of Mon- 
tana Territory, in the winter of 1869, upon 
the recommendation of Hon. James Tufts, 
acting Governor of that Territory, and ea 
officio superintendent of Indian affairs, but be 
is to be satisfied as to the quantity of supplies 
so furnished, andthe amount shall not exceed 
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$18,440 73, which sum shall bein full of all 
claims against the Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OSAGE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move now to take up 
House bill No. 2384. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2834) to confirm 
to the Great and Little Osage Indians a res- 
ervation in the Indian territory. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to add 
as an additional proviso to the bill the. fol- 
lowing: 

And provided further, That said Great and Little 
Osage tribe of Indians shall permit the settlement 
wiihin the limits of said tract of land of the Kansas 
tribo of Indians, the lands so settled and occupied 
by said Kansas Indians, not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres to each member of said tribe, to be 
paid for by said Kansas tribe of Indians out of the 
proceeds of the sales of their lands in Kansas, at a 
price not exceeding that paid by the Great and Lit- 
tle Osage Indians to the Cherokee nation of Indians. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARLAN. There is a clerical error 
or two to be corrected. The word ‘of,’? in 
line thirteen, where it last appears, should be 
‘stricken out and a comma inserted, and in 
line twenty the preposition ‘‘to’’ should be 
stricken out and the preposition *‘ for’’ inserted 
where it occurs the first time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
changes will be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred in. It was ordered that the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill read a third 


Those 


time. The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 
ELBRIDGE GERRY. 
Mr. HARLAN. I now move to take up 


Senate bill No. 636, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 686) for the relief of Elbridge Gerry was 
read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Elbridge 
Gerry $7,650, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury belonging to or which may hereafter be- 
come due to the following Indian tribes, and 
in full of all his demands against them on ac- 
count of loss of stock in the years 1864 and 
1865, to wit, the Cheyennes, Brulé Sioux, and 
Ogallalla Sioux; the money to be paid from 
the respective funds of the tribes, as follows: 
from the fund of the Cheyennes, $8,300; 
from the fund of the Brulé Sioux, $1,050; 
and from the fund of the Ogallalla Sioux, 
$3,300. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONTRACTS WITH INDIANS. 


Mr. HARLAN. 
bill No. 2290. 

The motion was-agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2290) regulating 
the mode of making private contracts with 
Indians. 

The bill provides that hereafter no contract 
or agreement of any kind shall be made by 
any person with any tribe of Indians, or indi- 
vidual Indian or Indians, not a citizen of the 
United States, for the payment or delivery of 
any money, or other thing of value, in present 
or in prospective, or for the granting or pro- 
curing any privilege to him or her, or any 
other person or persons, in consideration of 
services for the Indians relative to their lands, 
or to any claims growing out of, or in refer- 
ence to annuities, installments, or other mon- 
eys, claims, demands, or thing, under laws or 
treaties with the United States, or official acts 
of any officers thereof, or in any way con- 


I move to take up House 


nected with or due from. the United States, 
unless such contract oragreement be in writing, 
and executed and approved in the manner 
hereinafter directed. s 

All contracts or agreements between’ such 
parties and for such purposes are to be in 
writing, a duplicate or copy of which is to be 
delivered to each party thereto, as hereinafter 
provided. All such contracts are to- be exe- 
cuted before a judge of a court of record and 
approved in writing thereon by the Secretary 
of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. Such contract or agreement is to 
contain the names of all parties in interest, 
their residence, and occupation; but those 
made with a tribe by their tribal authorities, 
the scope of authority and the reason for ex 
ercising that authority, are to be given spe- 
cifically. Such contracts or agreements are to 
state the time when and place where made, 
the particular purpose for which made, the 
special thing or things to be done under, and, 
if for the collection of money, the basis of the 
claim, the source from which it is to be col- 
lected, the disposition to be made of it when 
collected, the amount or rate per cent. of the 
fee in all cases; and if any contingent matter 
or condition constitutes a part of the contract 
or agreement it is to be specifically set forth; 
but all such contracts are to have a fixed 
limited time to run, and are to be invalid un- 
less so limited, and such contracts are not to 
be assignable, in whole or in part, unless the 
names of the assignees and their residences 
and occupations be entered in writing upon 
the contract, and the consent of the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to such assignment be also indorsed 
thereon; and the judge before whom such 
contract or agreement is executed is to certify 
officially the time when and place where such 
contract or agreement was executed, and that 
it was in his presence, and who are the inter- 
ested parties thereto, as stated to him at the 
time, the parties present making the same ; 
the source and extent of authority claimed at 
the time by the contracting parties to make 
the contract or agreement, and whether made 
in person or by agent or attorney of either 
party or parties. 

No money is to be paid to any agent or attor- 
ney by an officer of the United States under 
any such contract or agreement, other than 
the fees due him for services rendered there- 
under; but the moneys due the tribe, Indian 
or Indians, as the case may be, are to be paid by 
the United States, through its own officers or 
agents, to the party or parties entitled thereto ; 
but no money or thing is to be paid to any 
person for services under such contract or 
agreement until such person shall have first 


filed with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs a | 


sworn statement, showing each particular act 
of service under the contract, giving date and 
fact in detail, and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall 
determine therefrom whether, in their judg- 
ment, such contract or agreement has been 
complied with or fulfilled ; if so, it may be paid, 
and if not it is to be paid in proportion to 
the services rendered under the contract; 
but all such contracts or agreements hereafter 
made in violation of the provisions of this act 


are declared null and void, and all money | 


or other thing of value paid to any person by 
any Indian or tribe, or any one else for or on 


his or their behalf, on account of such services | 


in excess of the amount approved by the Com- 
missioner and Secretary for such services, may 
be recovered by suit in the name of the United 
States in any court of the United States, regard- 
less of the amount in controversy, one half of 
which is to be paid to the person suing for the 
same, and the other half to be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States for the use of the 
Indian or tribe by or for whom it was paid. and 
the person so receiving the money, and his 
aiders and abettors, are, in addition to the for- 
feiture of that sum, to be subject to prosecution 


for misdemeanor in any court of the United 
States, and, on conviction, to be fined not 
less than $1,000, and imprisoned not less than 
six months; and it is to be the duty of all 
district attorneys of the United States to pros- 
ecute such cases when applied. to do so, and 
their failure and refusal is to be ground for 
their removal from office; and any Indian 
agent or other person in the employment of 
the United States who shall, in violation of 
the provisions of this act, advise, sanction, or 
in any way aid inthe making of such con- 
tracts or agreements, in making such pay- 
ments as are here prohibited, in addition to 
the punishment herein imposed on the person 
making the contract or receiving the money, 
is to be, on conviction, dismissed from the 
service of the United States, and be forever 
disqualified from holding any office of profit 
or trust under the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G. LANGFORD. 


Mr. FRELINGH UYSEN. I report from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (S. 
No. 744) for the relief of William G. Lang- 
ford, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, and I ask that it be considered 
now. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs was to strike out the preamble and all 
of the bill, and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

Whereas William Q. Langford, as the grantee of 
the Commissioners of the American Board of For- 
eign Missions, claims to have title to six hundred 
and forty acres of land, and the improvements 
thereon, situate at the junction of Lapwai creck 
and Clearwater river, in the Territory of Idaho, by 
virtue of an act entitled ** An act to establish the 
territorial government of Oregon,” approved August 
14, 1848, and by virtue of the act entitled “An act 
to establish the territorial government of Washing- 
ton,” approved March 2, 1853: 

Be it enacted, &c., That whenever the said William 
G. Langford shall exhibit to the Attorney General 
of the United States title to the said tract of land, 
and shail execute a sufficient deed conveying the 
said tract of land to the United States, then it shall 
be thoduty of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.to 
pay to the said William G. Langford asum of money 
equal to the consideration paid or rendered by the 
said Langford to the said. board for said land, with 
interest thereon at the rate of six per cent. per an- 
num from the time the said consideration was paid 
or rendered up to the date of the passage of this 
act: Provided, nevertheless, That the said considcra- 
tion on which said interest shall be.caleulated shall 
not exceed the sum of $1,500: which sumshball be in 
full payment for the said tract of land and the rents, 
issues, and profits thereof during the time the same 
was occupied by the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. This seems to be the 
purchase of a tract of land by the Govern- 
ment. I thought we had lands for sale, but 
it seems we are ‘going into the purchase o 
lands in this Indian territory. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Itis very proper 
that the bill should be explained. There 
was an act passed in 1848 giving the right 
to all missionary stations’ to have six hun- 
dred and forty acres of land. The language 
of that act is that ‘‘the title of land not 
exceeding six hundred and forty acres, now 
occupied as missionary stations among the 
Indians,” shall go to the missionary socie- 
ties. This station was established in 1836 
or 1837, and was abandoned in 1847, so that 
that act did not apply to it. But in 1853 an 
act was passed with this singular provision, 
that ‘‘the title to the land not exceeding six 
hundred and forty acres now occupied as 
missionary stations among the Indian tribes 
in said territory, or that may have been so 
occupied as missionary stations prior to the 
passage of this act’’—wherever there had 
been a missionary station prior to 1853 they 
were to have six hundred and forty acres. 


1872. 


‘This had been a station in 1887, and it-had 
“been. abandoned entirely, but yet they had 
~ the title by the terms of that act. 
= Mr. TRUMBULL. Who had the title? 

Mr. PRELINGHUYSEN. The American 
Board of Foreign Missions. They having 
abandoned ‘it, the United States occupied it 
for their Indian agents, and their buildings on 
>it are worth some $20,000 probably. The 
Board of Missions sold it to Langford, and 
` Langford. presents his claim to the six hundred 
sand forty acres with the buildings upon it, or 

their value, $40,000. 

«This bill provides: that as Langford has a 

technical title, he shall have the consideration 
he. paid the American board, not exceeding 

$1,500—he only paid $600 and did some pro- 
fessional services for them—and interest on 
that consideration from the time he paid it 

up to the passage of this act. He has got a 

echinion] title, and this is to extinguish that 

title. . : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will 
allow me to interrupt him, has the land ever 
been patented? Was. this land granted in 
auch a way that this missionary society could 
sell it? Did the grant carry anything more 
than the occupation? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Yes, sir. No 
patent has issued, but the statute itself is a 
grant of the land. 
= Mr. HARLAN. And it has been so held 
by the Attorney General. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It has been so 
held by the Attorney General, and Langford 
actually brought his action of ejectment and 
got ju pment against the Indian agent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me it is 
very strange—— 
`. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
strange law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me it is 
very strange that the Government should have 
granted a section of land in fee by an act of 
Congress to this missionary society, and then 
they should be allowed to turn around and sell 
it. out, which they might- do the next day by 
way of speculation. Certainly that was not 
the intention of the act of Congress. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That was not 
the intention, but that is the effect of the act. 
There is ‘considerable land occupied in that 
way. It certainly could not have been the 
intention of Congress that where a missionary 
station was established in 1837, and had been 
abandoned for seven or eight years before the 
act of 1858, the terms of that act should refer 
back to wherever there had been a missionary 
station, I do not think, therefore, that this 
claimant has anything more than a technical 
claim, but i think it is for the interest of the 
Government and right that he should be paid 
what he actually paid for it, provided the 
‘Attorney General finds that he has title; and 
that is the provision in this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will inquire if there 
ig not, and if there is not, if there ought not 
to be, a provision that on the payment of 
this money the party shall surrender up any 
title or any claim he has? Otherwise he may 
come again. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There isa pro- 
vision in the bill that he shall make a convey- 
ance. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. And that this shall be 
in full satisfaction ? 3 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. And that this 
shall be in full satisfaction. The money 18 
not to be paid until the Attorney General shall 
find that he has a title and not until he makes 
a conveyance, and that it shall be in full satis- 
faction. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. .FRELINGHUYSEN. I submit a 
Written report to accompany this bill, and I 
move that it be printed. 
` The motion was agreed to. 


It is a very 
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FLATHEAD INDIANS OF. MONTANA, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am directed 
by the Committee ou Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R., No. 2628) to pro: 
Vide for the removal of the Flathead and other 
Indians from the Bitter Root valley, in the 
Territory of Montana, to report it back with 
an amendment; and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con: 
sider the bill. ‘ 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and to insert-in lieu 
thereof the following: 


That it shall be the duty of the Presidont, as soon 
as practicable, to remove the Flathend ‘Indians, 
whether of full or mixed bloods,) and all other 
ndianus connected with said tribe and recognized 
as members thereof, from the Bitter Root valley, in 
the Territory of Montana, to the general reservation 
in said Territory, (commonly known as tho Jocko 
reservation,) which, by a treaty concluded nt Holl 
Gate, in the Bitter Root valley, July 16, 1855, and 
ratified by the Senate Maroh 8, 1859, between tho 
United States and the coufedorated tribes of Flat- 
head, Kootenai, and Pend d'Oreille Indians, was 
set apart and reserved for the uso and occupation 
of said confedorated tribes; and to defray the ex- 
penses of said removal, and to aid in the subsistence 
of said Indians during tho first year, there shall be 
expended, under the direction of the Secretary of 

the Interior, a sum not exceeding $5,000, whonovor 
an appropriation shall be made for that purpose, 
the same to be reimbursed to tho United States as 
hereinafter provided. 

Sxo. 2. That as soon as practicable aftor tho pas- 
sage of this act the surveyor general of Montana 
Territory shall cause to be surveyed, as other public 
lands of tho United States aro survoyed, the Jands 
in the Bittor Root valley lying above the Lo-Lo 
fork of the Bitter Root river; and said lands shill 
bo open to settlement, and shall be soldin logal aub- 
divisions tu actual settlers only, the sumo being eiti- 
zons of the United States, or having duly declared 
their intention to become such citizens, said settlers, 
being heads of families, or over twenty-one years of 
age, in quantities not oxcceding one hundred and 
sixty acres to each settler, at the price of $1 25 por 
acre, payment to be made in cash within twonty- 
one months from the date of settlement or of the 
passage of this act. ‘The sixteonth and thirty-sixth 
sections of said Jands shull be reserved for school 
purposes in the manner provided by law. Town 
sites in said valley may be reserved and ontored as 
provided by iaw: Provided, That no more than 
fifteen townships of the lands so surveyed shall bo 
deemedto be subject to the provisiors of this act: 
And provided further, That none of the lands in snid 
valley above the Lo-Lo fork shall be open to settle- 
ment under the homestend and preémption laws of 
the United States. An account shall be kept by the 
Seoretary of the Interior of the proceeds of said 
lande, and out of the first moneys arising therefrom 
there shall be reserved and set apart for the use of 
snid Indians the sum of $100,000, to be by the Presi- 
dent expended in annual installments, in such man- 
ner as in his judgment shall be for tho best good of 
said Indians; but no more than $5,000 shall be 
expended in any one year, g 

Sec. 3. That any of said Indians, being the head 
of afamily or twenty-one years of age, who shall, 
at the passage of this act, be actually residing upon 
and cultivating any portion of said lands, shall be 
permitted to remain in said valley and precainh 
without cost the land so occupied and cultivated, 
not exceeding in amount one hundred and sixty 
aeres: Provided, That such Indian shall, prior to 
August 1, 1872, notify the superintendent of Indian 
affairs for Montana Territory that he abandons his 
tribal relations with said tribe and intends to remain 
in said valley. ee 

Src. 4. That any actual settler in said valley 
above the Lo-Lo Fork who shall come within the 
provisions of the act of Congress of September 27, 


850, entitled "An act to create the office of sur- i 
veyor general of the public lands in Oregon, and to | 


provide for the survey, and to make donations to 
settlers of the said public lands,” and the acts 
amendatory thereof, shall be permitted to establish 
euch fact in the land office in the snid Territory of 
Montana, and. upon proof of compliance with the 
provisions of said act or acts, shall be permitted to 
obtain title, in the manner provided therein, to such 
quantity of land as he may be entitled to under the 
game. All disputes as to title to any lands men- 
tioned in this act shall be decided according to the 
rules governing thedecision of disputes in ordinary 
eases under the preémption laws of the United 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
engrossed and the bill read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I submit a writ- 


ten report to accompany the bill; aud- Imoye- 
that it be printed, i i 
The motion was agreed to, 


BLACK BOB LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I now move to take: up 
Senate bill No. 620. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 620) for the sale of 
the Black Bob Indian lands in the State of 
Kansas. 

Mr. HARLAN. The committee report an 
amendment to the bill in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, and I suggest that the amendment 
alone be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The reading of 
the original bill will be omitted if there be 
no objection. 

Tha Chief Clerk read the amendment; 
which was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill, and insert the following: 


_ That tho lands in the State of Kansas, being » por- 
tion of the " Shawnee reserve,” su callod, und known 
as tho Black Bob tract, and containing about thirty- 
four thousand nores, shall bosold and disposed of as 
follows, to wit: the Sooretary of the Interior shall 
immediately, upon the presage of this act, appoint 
three disinterested ond competent porsons, who 
shall, under thoir oaths or aflirmationy, progged to 
personally examine and appraise separately cach 
quarter scotion of tho above-doscribed tract of land, 

xing a fair valuation upon tho same, without re- 
gard to improvemonts made by white settlers ; and 
if thoreare improvements mado by the United States 
or individual Indians, the valuo of the sume shall be 
added to tho valuo ofthe land upon whieh tho samo 
are situated, aud report the game to the Secretary 
ofthe Interior; and the suid Secretary shall reservo 

the right to reject any uppraisement, and to order a 

or tho hoirs of auch, 


new one, 

Seo.2. That cach porson 
being a citizon of the nited States, or who has do- 
clared his intuntion to become such, and who is the 
head of a family, or single porson over twenty-one 
years of ago, who has mado settloment and improve- 
ment upon, and on the Ist day of January, 1872, 
aetuaily occupied, any portion of said tract of land 
in the State of Kansas, sot apart by a troaty mudo 
between tho United States and the Shawnee tribe 
of Indians on the 10th day of Muy, 1854, and pro- 
claimed upon the 2d day of November of the samo 
year, to be held in common in a compact body by 
certain Indians of Black Bob's settloment, shall be 
entitled at any time, within one year from the ap- 
proval of the guid appraizement, to purchase the 
lands so occupied and improved, not. to exceed one 
hundred and sixty acres in cach case, ut the up- 
praised value thereof, undor such rules and regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
And all of said lanng which shall not, within one 
yeur from the date of said approval, be purchased 
as hereinbefore provided, shali bo sold under the 
direction of the Secretary of tho Lntorior as soon as 
the quantity and description of the samo are agcor- 
tained, in parcels not exoceding one hundred and 
sixty acres cach, to the highest bidder for cash, the 
sale to be made upon sealed proposals, to be duly 
invited by public advertisemont, and patents in foo- 
simplo shail bo issued to the purchasers under the 
provisions of this section: Provided, That no por- 
tion of said lands shail be sold af æ less price than 
the appraised value thereof. 

Sec. 3. ‘Chat all patents for any of the foregoing 
lands made, or claimed to have beon made, in pur- 
suance of said Shawnee troaty of May 10, 1854, be, 
and the samo are hereby, declared to be null and 
void: Provided, however, That all persons who have 
in good faith paid money to any bonu Jide members 
of thesaid Black Bob's band, with the approval of 
the United States Indian agent for suid Shawnee 
tribe, in pursuance of any assumed sales, convoy- 
unces, or transfers made under and by virtue of 
such patents, shall be entitled to. receive back tho 
amount so paid, upon proof satisfactory to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of such payment, together 
with interest on tho same at the rate of six per 
cent. per annum, and the necessary actual and legal 
expenses incurred by such purchasers in the prem- 
ises, to he adjusted und allowed by the Secretary of 
the Interior; said interest to be computed from the 
date of each individual payment to the date of set- 
tlement, as hercin provided; and the amounts so 
refunded and paid back to be charged to the ac- 
count of the Indian er Indians having received the 
same, to be deducted from his, her, or their propor- 
tion of the proceeds of the sales of said lands; and 
the receipt of said suim by those who havo purchased 
of said Indians as herein deseribod, or from their 
assigns or legal representatives, shall be held to be 
a release of all claim to the said lands, or to any 
portion of the same, and also a fall satisfaction for 
all claims against the United States growing out of 
these transactions. rs 

Sec. 4. That the proceeds of the sale of said lands, 
after defraying the expenses of the sale of such as 
shall be disposed of at publicsale, and after making 
deductions and payments therefrom, as provided in 
the third section of this act, shull bo invested or 
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expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior in such manner and for such objects as 
he shall deem for the best interests of said Indians 
in advancing them in civilization and securing 
their permanent settlement. The Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby empowered to cause an enumer- 
ation to be made of the Black Bob band of Shawnee 
Indians, in order to determine who are entitled to 
the benefits of the provisions of this act. 

Mr. POMEROY. I only desire to say in a 
word that this is a matter which has been the 
subject of great confusion in regard to titles in 
my State and a great deal of trouble. We have 
never been able to come to any satisfactory 
conclusion in reference to the sale of these 
lands, or in regard tothe rights of settlers, or 
in regard to the rights of purchasers. While 
this bill is not entirely satisfactory to me, nor 
perhaps to the people I represent, yet it is a 
compromise; it isa settlement. The subject 
has been in dispute for a long time, and my 
colleague and myself think we had better let 
this bill pass as it is, although there can be 
some objections made to it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I simply desire to say 
before the bill passes that I suppose it will be 
impossible to get a bill entirely satisfactory to 
the Indians and the settlers; and while this 
bill does not suit me exactly, Tam not dis- 
posed to interfere with it, for want the mat- 
ter settled in some shape. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TITLE TO LANDS IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. HARLAN. I now move to proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1045. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 1045) to quiet the 
title to certain lands in Dakota Territory. 

Mr. HARLAN. The committee report an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all of the bill after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert the following in lieu 
thereof: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior to examine and report to Congress what 
title or interest the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands 
of Sioux Indians have to any portion of the land 
mentioned and particularly described in the second 
article of the treaty made and concluded with said 
bands of Indians on the 19th day of February, 1867, 
and afterward amended, ratified, and proclaimed on 
the 2d day of May, of the same year, or by virtue of 
any otherlaw or treaty whatsoever, excepting such 
rights as were secured to said bands of Indians by 
the third and fourth articles of said treaty, as a 
“ permanent reservation :” and whether any, and, 
if any, what, compensation ought, in justice and 
equity, to be made to said bands of Indians, respect- 


ively, for the extinguishment of whatever title 
they may have to said lands. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, aud passed. 


TRIBAL RELATIONS OF MIAMI INDIANS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 1535. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish 
the tribal relation of the Miami Indians, and 
for other purposes. è 

Mr. HARLAN. There is an amendment 
reported to this bill in the nature of a substi- 
tute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sub- 
stitute alone will be reported if there be no 
objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, which was 
to strike out all of the bill after the enacting 
clause and to insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: . 

That if the Miami tribe of Indiansin Kansas shall 
Signify to the President of the United States their 


| Interior way prescribe. 


. desire to sell the lands reserved for the future homes 


of the said Indians by the first article of the treaty 
of June 5, 1854, and which remain unallotted, to- 
gether with the school section mentioned in said 
article, said landsshali be disposed of in the following 


manner, to wit: the said Secretary shall appoint j 


three disinterested and competent persons, who 
shall, after being duly sworn to perform said service 
faithfully and impartislly, personally examine and 
appraise said lands by legal subdivisions of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres or less, separately, and make 
return thereof to the Commissioner of 
fairs: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 


may, in his discretion, set aside any appraisements- 


that may be made under the provisions of this act, 
and cause a new appraisement to be made: And 
provided further, That in making said appraisement 
the land and improvements made by the United 
States and Indians shall be included, and the im- 
provements made by white settlers shall be excluded 
in determining an estimate of the value thereof. 

Sec. 2. That each bona-fide settler occupying any 
portion of said lands atthe date of the passage of this 
act, and having made valuable improvements there- 
on, or the heirsat law of such, who is a citizen of the 
United States, or who has declared his intention to 
become such, shall be entitled, atany time within one 
year from the return of said appraisement, to pur- 
chase, for cash, the land so occupied and improved 
by him, not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres 
in each case, at the appraised value thereof, under 
such rules and regulations as the Seeretary of the 
And on failure to make 
payment witbin one year from the date of said ap- 
proval of appraisement, the right of such settler to 
purchase as aforesaid shall cease, and it shall bethe 
duty of the Secretary of the Interior to sell the 
same, either at public sale or on sealed bids, for 
cash, to the highest bidder, at not less than the ap- 
praised value, nor less than $1 25 per acre, after due 
notice by publie advertisement. And all lands re- 
ferred to in this and the foregoing sections not so 
occupied and improved by settlers at the date of the 
approval of this act shall be appraised by said ap- 
praisers, including all improvements thereon of 
every character, and sold by direction of the Secre- 
ary of the Interior to the highest bidder, for cash, 
after due advertisement, either at public sale or on 
seated bids, at not less than the appraised value, 
nor less than $1 25 por acre as aforesaid, in quan- 
tities not cxceeding one hundred and sixty acres 
aforesaid. £ s 

Suc. 3. Thatif any adult member of said tribe 
shail desire to become a citizen of tho United States, 
shall prove by at least two eompetent witnesses, to 
the satisfaction of the circuit court of the United 
States for the State of Kansas, that he or she is suffi- 
ciently intelligent and prudent to manage his or her 
own affairs, and, has, for the period of five -years, 
been able to maintain himself or herself and family, 
and has adopted the habits of civilized life, and shall 
take an oath of allegiance to the United States, as 
provided by law for the naturalization of aliens, he 
orshe shall be declared by said court to bea citizen 
of the United States, which shall be entered of record, 
and a certificate thereof given tosaid party. Onthe 
presentation of said certificate to the Secretary of 
the Interior, with satisfactory proof of identity, he 
may, atthe request of such person or persons, cause 
the lands severally held by them and their minor 
children to be conveyed to them by patent in fee- 
simple, without the power of alienation, and may, 
at his diseretion, cause to be paid to them, from time 
to time, their proportion of all the moneys and 
effects of said tribe held for them by the United 
States,or which may be received as the net proceeds 
of the sales of lands under the provisions of this act; 
after which said Indians and their minor children 
shall cease to be members of any Indian tribe; but 
the lands so patented to them shall not be subject to 
levy, taxation, or sale during the natural lives of 
said Indians or of their minor-children, 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall, in 
ninety days from the passage of this act, cause to 
be taken a census of all the Miami Indians entitled 
to ashare in the reserved lands and the moneys set 
apart by the treaty between the United States and 
the Miami Indians, dated June 5, 1854, for that part 
of the tribe known as Western Miamies; butin 
such census none shall be included unless justly 
entitled according to the provisions of said treaty; 
and with said census there shall also be made two 
lists, one containing the names of all the Indians 
so entitled who may elect to become citizens of the 
United States, and their minor children, (heads of 
families choosing,) the other the names of all who 
elect to remain under the care of the United States, 
and to unite with the Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and 
Piankeshaw Indians in the Indian territory, ac- 
cording to the provisions of a contract dated Janu- 
ary 15, 1872, between the Western Miami Indians, 
of Kansas, of one part, and said Wea, Peoria, Kas- 
kaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians, of the other part,. 
and their minor children; which census and lists 
shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and which census and lists, when properly 
taken and filed as aforesaid, shall be approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, and thenceforward 
those whose names are on the citizens’ list shall be 
treated and regarded, in all respects, as citizens of 
the United States: Provided, That they become 
citizens and comply with the provisions of the 
fourth section of this act relating to naturalization. 

Suc. 5. That the said Secretary shall cause to be 
appraised, as provided in this act in relation to 
unallotted lands of said Miami Indians, each and 
all the tracts of land allotted to said Miami Indians 
of Kansas, and their minor children, who do not 
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become citizens of the United States under the føre- 
going provisions of this act, including all improve- 
ments, specifying separately the value of any im- 
provements made by each of said allottees on his 
said lands, and cause the same to be sold to thé 
highest bidder, as hereinbefore provided, giving no 
preference to the bids of settlers thereon. And 
from the proceeds of such sales the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause to be paid to each allottee the 
appraised value of his said improvements. The 
proceeds of the sales of said allotted and unallotted 
lands, including said school section, and all moneys, 
securities, annuities, and effects held by the United 
States for said Miami Indians of Kansas; after mak- 
ing the foregoing deductions for citizen Indians aud 
their minor children, and the value of improvements 
on the allotted landsof the non-citizen Indians, shali 
belong to and be the exclusive property of the last- 
named Indians, to. be known as their consolidated 


und. 

Src, 6. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to examine a contract. made 
hy and between the said Western Miami Indians of 
Kansas, and the confederated Wea, Peoria, Kas- 
kaskia. and Piankeshaw Indians made on the lith 
day of January, A. D. 1872, and to approve the 
same with such modifications as justice and equity 
may require; and, for the purpose of carrying into 
effect said agreement, may withdraw from said con- 
solidated fund and pay to the confederated Wea, 
Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians, a sum 
sufficient to pay said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and 
Piankeshaw_ Indians, according to said contract of 
the 15th of January aforesaid, for an interest in the 
lands of said last-named confederated tribe, for all 
of said Miummies, electing as aforesaid to unite with 
said confederated tribe; and after making such 
payment, there shall be set_apart and capitalized 
with the funds of said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and 
Piankoshaw Indians, a sum sufficient to warrant and 
justify all said Miamies so entitled, and so electing, 
to unite with said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Pi- 
ankeshaw Indians in drawing thereafter like annui- 
ties with said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Pianke- 
shaw Indians, without prejudice to the rights and 
interests of said last-named Indians; and the re- 
mainder of such ‘consolidated. fund shall then be 
paid (under like direction) per capita to all those so 
entitled, and so electing to unite with said Wea 
Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians, to aid 
them in moving to and improving their new homes 
in the territory; and after their union with said 
confederated Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Pianke- 
shaw Indians, the united tribe shall be called the 
United Peorias and Miamies, and thereafter shall all 
draw equal and alike annuities, according to the 
provisions of said contract of the 15th of January, 
A. D. 1872, and such ‘modifications as may be agree 
to by said contracting parties, with the approval of 
suid Secretary, as herein provided. ` 

Mr. HARLAN. On page 5, section four, 
line twenty-seven of the amendment, after the 
word “the,” I move to insert the words 


“third and,” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. | : : 

Mr. BOREMAN. I desire to make an fu- 
quiry in regard to this bill before a vote is 
taken. This is a substitute as I understand 
for the House bill. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ftis. 

Mr. BOREMAN.. There has been a delega- 
tion of these Indians from Kansas here during 
the winter. They called upon me some time 
since and expressed great dissatisfaction atthe 
provisions of the House bill, and J should like 
to understand in what particular this substi- 
tute differs from the House bill. ‘They are 
here yet, and express a great. deal of solicitude 
about this legislation. They said the bill 
passed by the House did them great injustice. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam in a great hurry to 
take up bills from my committee, but I can 
answer the Senator ina moment, This is an 
entire substitute for the House bill. It is not, 
ĮI suppose, entirely satisfactory to any party. 
It does not satisfy the settlers entirely, but it 
is a compromise. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have had great patience; they have 
heard all parties; they have examined the 
subject for a month, and this is the best con- 
clusion they could arrive at after along and 
patient hearing. I could amend the bill so 
that I think it would be better, but I will not 
move to amend it now, because it bas got to go 
back to the House and it may be subject to 
amendment there. 

Mr. PRATT. -I desire to inguire of. the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
what number he understands is included in. 
the Miamies west, the Kansas Miamies ? 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
from Kansas probably can tell. Not more 
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- thar’ two hundred, I think, or something like | 


< that. 

Mr. CALDWELL. About one hundred. 
=i S Mre PRATT.. Again I desire to learn how 
< mücċh- of this seventy thousand acre reserve, 

“mentioned in the treaty of 1854, remains unal- 
`- lotted. 

cMr. HARLAN, A little less than ten thou- 
upand acres. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. And the school section. 
<i. Mr; PRATT. Imove to amend the amend- 
“ment to the amendment, on page 4, section 

four, line seven, by inserting after the word 
tt Miamies” the words ‘including in said 
census those persons of Miami blood or de- 
scent for whom: provision was made by the 
third section of the act of June 12, 1858.” 
Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection to 
that, if the honorable Senator will modify it 
by adding the words ‘‘if, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, said Indians are 
entitled thereto under treaty stipulations,” 
Mr. PRATT. ‘I have no objection to that 
modification. Thad prepared anotheramend- 
ment in case this was not satisfactory to the 
committee, as follows: by inserting in line 
nine, after the word treaty, the words “ having 
reference to the ‘interpretation of that treaty, 
made by Congress in the third section of the 
act of June. 12, 1858; so that in taking 
the census this provision in the law of 1858 
should be distinctly before the Secretary of 
the Interior. 
“Mr. HARLAN. The modification I sug- 
gest, however, will rénder it unnecessary to 
move that amendment. 
“Mr. PRATT. Very well; I have no objec- 
tion to it. : 
: Mr. POMEROY. This opens a question 
' which has been a disputed one for a long 


. time. 

Mr. HARLAN. Somebody has got to 
settle it, 

Mr. POMEROY. That is true, and I think 
the Department may as well settle it as any- 
body. 

Mr. PRATT. The Department can settle 
itbetter than we can here. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the amendment to the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The Cu1er Currx, It is proposed to amend 
the amendment in section four, line seven, by 
inserting after the word ‘t Miamies’’ the words 
“including in said census those persons of 
Miami blood or descent for whom provision 
was made by the third section of the act of 
June 12, 1858, if in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior the said Indians are enti- 
tled thereto under treaty stipulations.” 

_¢ Mr. POMEROY. I will say in this connec: 
tion that I do not understand the relations of 


these different Miamies very well, and I never | 


did. There are Indiana Miamies and Kansas 
Miamies, and there has been a controversy 
bstween them. I do not know enough about 
’ the case to say whether the Indiana Miamies 
are or are not entitled. J only know that the 
Miamies of my State say that they are not, and 
they have contested it a long time. lam not 
able to decide the question. ; 

Mr. PRATT. lt seems that Congress, in 
1858, had this question before them. I find 
in the third section of the act of that date, to 
which reference is made in my amendment, 
the following provision : 

“ And said Secretary is also authorized and directed 
to cause to be located for such persons each two 
hundred acres of land out of the tract of seventy 
thousand acres reserved by the second article of the 
treaty of June 5, 1854, to the Miamies, to be held by 
such persons by the same tenure as the locations of 
individuals are held which have been made under 
the third article of said treaty.” 

Mr. POMEROY. Thatis the act the Kansas 
Miamies complain about. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
able friend from Indiana that the Attorney 
General has ruled that these Indians were not 


I will state to my honor- | 


{ 


properly entitled to-annuities or lands under 
the treaty, ‘notwithstanding that act; that the 
act itself was in violation of the treaty; but I 
am perfectly willing that the whole subject 
shall be examined by the head of the proper 
Department, and I think in fact he is the 
proper peron to do it, 

Mr. PRATT. We are agreed as to tbat; 
but I beg leave to inquire of my friend if he 
refers to the opinion of Attorney General 
Speed made on the 26th of October, 1865, 
which I have here? This opinion of the 
siorney General seems to sustain the act of 

OO, 

Mr. HARLAN. An opinion has been ren- 
dered since then; I am not sure by what Attor- 
ney General; | think as late as 1867 or 1868, 

Mr. POMEROY. As we agree to leave the 
matter to the Department, I do not think we 
need discuss it here, 

Mr. CALDWELL. There has been a grent 
deal of trouble in regard to this bill. We 
have bad delegations here on both sides of this 
question. The treaty of 1854 provided that if 
any Indians should be overlooked or excluded 
they should be entitled to be put on the list. 
In 1868 a list was made out of some Indians 
who were absent. before, and the whole trouble 
has originated by the adding of that hist. ‘The 
Kansas Miamies, the western Miamies, alleged 
thata good many persons were put on the list 
who were not Miami Indians. Itis pretty hard 
to tell now whether they are Miami Indians or 
not. But I only wish to say that this bill does 
not entirely meet with my approbation; yet it 
is the best bill the committee could agree 
upon, and ag the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana now provides that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall decide whether these In- 
diang were Miamies and are entitled to the 
benefits of the bill or not, I am perfectly 
wiliing to let it pass in that shape. I desired 
to say thus much because I have been impor- 
tuned by both parties on tbis question, and E 
think this is probably the best thing we can do. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third ume, and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN the title of the 
bill was amended so as to read: ‘t An act pro- 
viding for the sale of the reserved lands of the 
Miami Indians, and for other purposes.” 


MRS, FANNY KELLY. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 13. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 13) for the relief of 
Mrs. Fanny Kelly. It provides for the pay- 
ment to Mrs. Fanny Kelly of $6,000 in full 
for property taken and destroyed by the Sioux 
Indians in the year 1864. This sum is to be 
taken from any money in the ‘Treasury which 
is due or which may become due the Brulé, 
the Ogallalla, the Sans Are, and the Minne: 
conjou bands of Sioux Indians, in proportion 
to the amount which may be due the several 
bands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
take up for consideration Senate bill No, 944. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 944) to provide for the claims of the Pot- 
tawatomie Indians residing in Michigan and 
Indiana was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment of $152,602 96 to the 
bands of Pottawatomie Indians residing in 
Michigan and Indiana, that sum being the 


OBE, 


amount of annuities due them to this date, 
under treaties with them and with the Potta- 
watomie nation, as well.as ‘an amount equal 
to a capital that would: yield annuities which 
are due them forever under existing. treaties $ 
but. these’ Indians, being recognized and de- 
clared citizens of the United States, are to 
express their willingness to accept these sums 


‘in full of all demands or claims arising out of 


any and all treaties and agreemonta heretofore 
made with the nation and bands in which 
these bands have an interest. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


BALE OF COAL LANDS. : 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
take up Senate bill No. 536, y 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will 
give way for the coal bill, The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Tuurmann] is not able to remain, - 
and he has his amendments prepared, 

Mr, HARLAN, Ihave two more bills, but 
I will give way if there will be no debate on 
the coal bill. f 

Mr. POMEROY. Task that we take a vote 
on the coal bill, which has been up several 
times. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginian, I have no 
objection to the coal bill being taken up, but 
the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. Ron. 
ERTSON] has asked to be present when that 
bill is considered. If he were present L would 
not object to proceeding with it, 

Mr. THURMAN, 1 do not think he will 
ohject to it after he hears the amendments 
which have been prepared, “Let him be sent 


for. 

Mr, CORBETT. My impression is that the 
Senator from South Carolina withdrew his 
objection, 

Mr. STEWART. We cannot keep every- 
body in the Senate all the time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No, 522) to provide 
for the sale of the lands of the United Staves 
containing coal, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment to this bill will be reported by 
the Secretary. : 

The Cawr Crunk. An amendment was sub» 
mitted by the Senator from Oregon (Mr. Cor- 
BETT] to strike out “ ten, ” inline thirteen, aud 
insert ‘five 37! and that amendment the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Roumntson] 
moved to amend by striking out ‘ five 7 and 
inserting “twenty,” 

Mr. CORBETT. The Senator from South 
Carolina stated to me that if [ would not press 
my amendment he would withdraw his, 

Mr. STEWART, (to Mr, Cornert.) With- 
draw yours and let it drop. 

Mr. CORBETT. ‘The Senator from Nevada 
ig very anxious to pass the bill, and I withdraw 
my amendment, . 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER: Ifthe amend- 
ment is withdrawn the amendment to the 
amendment, falls. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, I 
think it nothing bat fair that the Senator from 
South Carolina should be present, It is his 
amendment, and he will be bere in a few mo- 
ments. 1 hope Senators will not press the bill 
until he comes in. 

Mr. STEWART. He can move his amend- 
ment afterward, when he comes in, Let us 
get through with the other amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
billin line five, section one, by inserting, after 
the word “any,” the word “incorporated or 
unincorporated ;’’ 80 as to read: 


That any person above the ago ef twenty-one 
years who isa citizen of the United States, or who 
has declared his intention to become such, or any 
incorporated or unincorporated association of per~ 
sons, de. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Now, I move to amend 
in line six by inserting, after the word ‘‘ above,”’ 
the words ‘and who shall have opened and 
improved any coal mine upon any vacant pub- 
lic lands of the United States, and expended in 
such opening and improvement not less than 
$1,000.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. Imove toamend by insert- 
ing in the seventh line, after the words ‘‘land 
office,” the words “and proof to him, and to 
be filed in his office, of the aforesaid fact.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to strike out all 
of the second section, including the words ‘‘sec- 
tion two,’? down to the proviso, so that the 

roviso will be a proviso to the first section. 
‘The amendments made to the first section ren- 
der that portion of the second section which I 
propose to strike out entirely unnecessary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. That will make section 
three of the bill become section two. I move 
to amend by striking out the word ‘*two,’’ in 
the first line of that section, and inserting 
‘‘one;’’ so as to read: 

That all claims under section one of this act 
must be presented to the register of the proper land 
district, &c. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The former 
amendments making that amendment neces- 
sary, it will be considered as agreed to with- 
out objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. Section four will have 
to be changed to section three; and in the 
third line of that section I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘section two hereof’? and insert 
“this act; so as to read, ‘‘ all persons claim- 
ing under this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This will be 
agreed to if there be no objection. 

. Mr. THURMAN. In line five I move to 
strike out ‘tone year’? and insert ‘three 
months;’’ so as to read: 

And all persons claiming under this act shall be 
required to prove their respective rights and pay for 
the lands filed upon within three months from the 
time prescribed for filing their respective claims, 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That is too short a time. 

Mr. THURMAN. No; itistoolong., They 
ought to pay at once. 

Mr. POMEROY. It takes three months to 
get the money to Washington. 


Mr. THURMAN. ‘They do not pay at 
Washington, but to the local registry. 
Mr. POMEROY. That depends upon 


whether the land is surveyed or unsurveyed. 

Mr. HARLAN. [I think it ought to be six 
months. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is along credit. We 
abolished the system of credits long ago. 
However, the Senators know better than 1 do 
about it; bat bow can there be any entry till 
the land is surveyed? 

Mr. POMEROY. There isa law providing 
for special surveys. 

Mr, THURMAN. Very well; I will say 
“ six months.” 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. The next section will be 
the fourth instead of fifth, and in the second 
line of that section I move to insert, after the 
word ‘lands,’ the words ‘‘ provided for in 
this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment has already been made. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. I have 
offered all the amendments I wish to present 
to the bill. 

Mr. COLE. 
final section: 


Sec. —. That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to destroy.or impair any rights which may 
have attached prior to its passage, or to authorize 
the sale of lands valuable for mines of gold, silver, 
or copper. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend. 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 


I offer. this amendment as a 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SHAWNEE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 536. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 536) to confirm sales 
of Sbawnee Indian lands in Kansas, under the 
direction and with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of tbe Interior. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONTANA INDIAN WAR, 


Mr. HARLAN. 
bill No. 46. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
conside the bill (S. No. 46) to enable the Sec- 
retary of War to pay the expenses incurred in 
suppressing Indian hostilities in the Territory 
of Montana in the year 1867. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was to insert at the 
end of the first section the words ‘‘or so much 
thereof as may be necessary;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
pay, for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hos- 
tilitiesin the Territory of Montana in the year 1867 to 
the persons entitled thereto, the several amounts, as 
reported upon by General James A. Hardie, under 
the provisions of section ten of an act entitled “ An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government, and for other purposes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1870,” approved July 15, 1870; 
and for that purpose there is hereby appropriated, 


from any money in thé Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated the sum’ of $513,343, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add the follow- 
ing section: 

Src. 2. That the claim of Leander S. Black, for 
the sum of $ 97, or so much thereof as may be 
found just alter examination under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, shall be paid as the other 


claims already reported on, and the amount neces- 
sary therefor is hereby appropriated. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, this claim 
is an old customer. I have heard before of 
this claim in regard to these Montana expenses. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘This claim was to go on 
the miscellaneous appropriation bill, 1 sup- 


posed. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the honorable Senator 
from West Virginia desires to debate the bill 
at any considerable length, I would pass it 


I move to take up Senate 


„over and yield the floorto the chairman of the 


Committee on Public Lands; but if he merely 
desires a few minutes’ time for explanation, I 
would prefer to have it acted on. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I want to know a little 
something about it, more than I know from 
what appears here. 

Mr. HARLAN. Very well; then I will pass 
it over and yield the floor to the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be passed over. 


LAND DISTRICT IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands report back House bill No. 2685, to 
establish an additional land district in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and paased. 

PENSACOLA AND LOUISVILLE RAILROAD. 

Mr. POMEROY. | My colleague on the 
committee from Florida has a bill that he de- 


sires to present at this time. : 
Mr, OSBORN. The Committee on Public 


Lands, to whom was referred. the bill (S. No. 
1002) granting the right of way through the 
public Jands to the Pensacola and Louisville 
Railroad Company of Alabama, direct me to 
report it back with an amendment, and I ask 
that it be put on its passage now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It grants the right. of way 
through the public lands to the Pensacola and 
Louisville Railroad Company of Alabama, 
for the construction of a railroad, and the 
right to take from the public lands adjacent to 
the line of the road, material for the construc- 
tion of said road. The right of way is granted 
to the company to the extent of one hun- 
dred feet. on each side of the road where it 
may pass through the public lands; also the 
necessary lands for stations, buildings, depots, 
workshops, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn- 
tables, and water-stations, not to exceed forty 
acres in any one place. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one, line seventeen, to strike out 
‘six months” and insert ‘‘one year ;’’ and 
in line nineteen, to strike out ‘ one year’’ 
and insert ‘‘ five years ;’’ so as to read : 

The acceptance of the provisions of this act by the 
said company, and a map of the location of the 
road, andthe lands to be reserved for buildings and 
uses of said road, shall be filed with the Secretary of 
the Interior, within one year from the passage of 


this act: and the road shall be finished within five 
years from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 


The next amendment was in line twenty- 
four, to insert “and,” after the word ‘‘ public,” 
and to make ‘State’? read “ States,” and 
after that word, to strike out ‘‘ or with foreign 
ports;’’ andin line twenty-five, to strike out 
the words ‘over said road, and,” and insert 
‘Cwith;”? so that the bill, commencing in line 
nineteen, will read : 

Said road shall be a pot and military road, and 
shall have the power o making running eonections 
for the transportation of mails, military and naval 
supplies, passengers, and freights of all kinds, and 
the running of freight-cars, without the breaking of 
bulk, whenever the interests of thy public and of 
commerce between the States will be advanced 
thereby, with any other road which has heretofore 
received, or may hereafter receive, aid from the 
United States for the construction thereof, on fair 
and equitable terms, and pro rata between theroads, 
in proportion to the length of theseveral roads; and 
in the event of adisagreement between the said road 
and any other road having so received aid from the 
United States for the construction thereof, and con- 
necting with the said Pensacola and Louigville rail- 
road, then the Secretary of the Interior shall estab- 
lish such rates for the transportation of mails, freights 
and passengers, and running connections as are here- 
in provided for, and also establish such regulations 
ag may be requisite for the enforcement of the pro- 
visions of this act. Congress shall; in its discretion, 
have the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
Nothing in this act shail be so construed as to in- 
validate the claim of any actual preémption or 
homestead settlers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NORWOOD. I beg to inquire of the 
Senator from Florida whether there is any 
provision for paying for the land taken in this 


case. 

Mr. OSBORN. No such provision has ever 
been made in any bill that I am aware of. It 
is only to take what may be convenient to the 
road in the way of Government land, not 
private land. 

Mr. NORWOOD. 
ernment land then? 

Mr. OSBORN. That is all. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I beg pardon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


It only applies to Gov- 


WATER FOR CHEYENNE. 


Mr. POMEROY. Iam instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back the 
pill (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from settle- 
ment and sale a certain section of land in 


1872. — 


Wyoming Territory without. amendment, and 
:¿ Fask for its present consideration. 

-~ By. unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 

Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
“the bill, which provides that section thirty, 
township fourteen north, range sixty-seven 

west, of the public lands in Laramie county, 
> Wyoming Territory, be withdrawn from settle- 
~ mentand sale under existing laws, and reserved 
< for the use of the city of Cheyenne, in ‘that 
county, for the purpose of enabling the proper 
‘authorities of that city to construct and main- 
tain on the land a reservoir of water for the 
supply of the city. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SELMA, ROME, AND DALTON RAILROAD. 


Mr. POMEROY. Iam instructed to report 

back from the Committee on Public Lands the 
bill (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain lands 
in. the State of Alabama without amendment, 
and Í ask for its present consideration. 
. By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to confirm all the lands 
heretofore. certified to the State of Alabama by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for the benefit of the railroad from Selma to | 
Gadsden, then known as the Alabama and Ten- 
nessee River railroad, under the act of Con- 
gress entitled ‘‘An act granting public lands in 
alternate sections to the State of Alabama to 
aid in the construction of certain railroads,’’ 
approved June 3, 1856, to the State of Ala- 
bama for the sole use and benefit of the Selma, 
Rome, and Dalton Railroad Company, the suc- 
cessors of the Alabama and Tennessee Rail- 
road Company. The right of way and use of 
a strip of land one hundred feet in width from 
the center and on each side of the railroud, 
as the same is now located and constructed, | 
upon and over any lands of the United States 
in the State of Alabama are also granted to 
the company. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LAND OFFICK IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. POMEROY. 
for 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to make some reports 
from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. POMEROY. To put them on the Cal- | 
endar? > 
. Mr. PRATT. 
on their passage. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator will have to | 
excuse me if he wants to pass a bill. 

Mr. PRATT. Idid not suppose there would 
be any objection inasmuch as they are House 
bills which have þeen carefully considered by 
the Senate committee. 

Mr. WINDOM.. With the consent of the 
Senator from Kansas I move to take up House | 
bill No. 1182, providing for an additional land | 
office in Minnesota. I have a letter in my | 
hand from the Commissioner of the General | 
Land Office recommending it. ee | 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, | 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to . 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1182) to create | 
an additional land district in the State of 
Minnesota. It proposes to authorize the! 
President of the United States to establish an | 
H 
Í 


I move as a substitute 


I propose to have them put 


additional land district in the State of Min- | 
nescta, embracing all that part of the present | 
New Ulm land district lying north of the north |; 
line of township No. 110, and to fix, from time | 
to time, the boundaries thereof, which shall | 
be named after the place at which the office | 
shall be first established; and the President |. 

i 

| 


is to have power to fix, from time to time, the 
location oF the office for such district. — 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. i 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
450. This bill was prepared by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. "It relates 
to making uniform the entries of land. We 
have two systems now, homesteads and pre- 
emption, and the Commissioner in-his annual 
report recommended that the two systema be 
consolidated into one. The Department of 
the Interior prepared this billy and the com: 
mittee, after mature deliberation, have agreed 
to report it. I move that it be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 450) to secure home- 
steads to actual settlers on the public domain. 

‘The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with amendments, 

The first amendment was in section one, line 
ten, after the word ‘‘thereof,” to insert 
“and the act entitled ‘An act for the disposal 
of the public lands for homestead actual set- 
tlementin the States of Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Arkansas, and Florida,’ approved 
June 21, 1866,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section three, 
line two, after the word “shall,” to strike out 
“make application ;’’ and in line four, after 
the words ‘‘land office,’’ to insert ‘ make 
application.” 

Mr. POMEROY. 
position. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section three, 
to insert after the words ‘‘ United States,” in 
line eighteen, the words ‘or having made 
such claim has been unable to perfect the 
same, through no default on his or her part,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. Two words should be 
inserted in the twenty-second line on page 8. 
After the word “upon,” I move to insert 
“making and ;” so asto read, “upon making 
and filing such affidavit.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be agreed to if there be no objec- 
tion. ; 

The next amendments of the Committee on 
Public Lands were in lines thirty-six and thirty- 
seven of section two, to strike out the words 
“and that they have borne true allegiance to 
the Government of the United States; in 
line thirty-eight, after the word ‘‘citizen,’” to 
insert the words ‘‘or citizens ;”’ in line thirty- 
nine, after the word ‘‘as,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘in other cases’ and insert the word 
“herein ;” so ag to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That no corlificate shall be 
given or patent issued therefor until the expiration 
of five years from the date of such entry; and if, at 
the expiration of such time, or at any time within 
two years thereafter, any person making such entry, 
or, ithe be dead, his widow, orin case of her death, 
his heirs or devise, or, in case of the widow making 
such entry, her heirs or devises, in case of her death, 
shall prove by two credible witnesses that he or she 
or they have resided upon and cultivated the same 
for the term of five years immediately succeeding 
the date of entry, and shall make affidavit that no 
part of said lund bas been alienated ; then, in such 
caso, he, she, or they, if at that time a ciLizen or citi- 
vens of the United States, shail be entitled to a 
patent as herein provided by law. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The next amendments were in line forty- 
three of section two, to strike out the word 
“and,” at the commencement of the line, and 
insert the words “under the certificate or,” 
and afier the word ‘‘fee,’’ in the same line, 


That is a mere trans- 


| to insert the words ‘‘under the patent;’’ so 


that the second proviso will read: 


And provided further, That in case of the death of 
both father and mother, leaving an_ infant child or 


| chi'dren under twenty-one years of age, the right 


under the certificate or fee under the patent shall 
inure to the benefit of said infant child or children 
to the exclusion of any other person or heirs, &e. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the proviso to 
section four, line eleven, to strike out, after 
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the word "within, the word = two” -and 
insert the word ‘four; s0- ás to read: 
That all contests based on alleged prior settlement 


shall be initiated within four months from the date 
of entry of ocither of the claimants, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendments were in section five, 
line one, after the word ‘land’’ to insert the 
words “at the date of this act;’’ in line four, 
to insert after the word ‘mineral’ the words 
t cosl or saline ;” to strike ont the words 
tt lying contiguous to,’ in the same ‘line, and 
insert the words ‘(and adjoining ;” so that 
the section will read : 


Sro. 5. That any porgon owning and residing on 
land at the date of this act may enter, under the pro- 
visions of this ect, other unappropriated public lands 
of the United States not mineral, coal, or saline, and 
adjoining his or her land, and which shali notin the 
aggregate oxceed, togothor with the land goulready 
owned nod occupied, one hundred and sixty acres of 
minimum, or a proportionate quantity of doublo 
minimum land. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section seven, 
line two, to strike out after the word * shall”? 
the words ‘in any event become,” and to in- 
sert the word ‘‘be;’' soas to make the section 
read: 


Sre. 7. That no lands acquired under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be liable to tho satisfaction 
of any dobt or dobta contracted prior to. the issuing 
of tho cortifleato thorotor, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike ont the 
thirteenth section, in the following words: 


, Seo. 13. That any officer, soldier, or snilor, who waa 
in tho actual military or nuyal service of the United 
States during tho rebellion, and honorably dis- 
charged therefrom, shall, upon presenting proof of 
gueh servico, bo allowed tho time said officer, sol- 
dier, or sailor was so in the service as n part of the 
five yours’ settlement and cultivation required by 
this net: Provided, hotoener, hat such porson shall 
prove not less than two years’ actual settioment and 
cultivation by him on the land settled upon, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. ‘There ought to be some 
words added to the twelfth section: ‘at the 
risk and expense of the applicant.” Tt allows 
the applicant to send his fees to the office by 
mail and at his own risk. There has been 
some question whether the Government may 
not be held for those fees, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. In the fourteenth section, 
at the suggestion of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, after the word ‘ testi- 
mony,” inthe ninth line, I move to insert “and 
official papers; and in the same ling, after the 
word “ taken,” to insert “Cand preserved.” It 
relates to the official papers which the officers 
take and preserve to secure any person in the 
title to his preémption, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section [eight- 
een] seventeen, line eight, to insert after the 
word © premises’? the words “and that no valid 
adverse claim existed at the dute of his occu- 
pancy ;’’ so that the section will read: 


Seco. (18) 17. That any person above the age of 
twenty-one years, and who is acitizen of the United 
States, or who may have declared his intention to 
become such, shall be entitled to enter, by purchase 


! with cash only, a tract of land not exceeding forty 


acres, as n site for mechanical, commercial, or man- 
ufxeturing purposes, upon proof satisfactory to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office that he is 
in the actual possession of such premises, and that 
no valid adverse claim existed at the date of hig 
occupancy, and has occupied and held possession of 
the same for such purposes, for his own use and ben- 
ofit, for a period of not less than one year, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to the chairman 
of the committee that the present section seven- 
teen in the biil as reported from the committee 
is an innovation on the land system of the 
United States. Ido not remember having seen 
it until to-day. Doubtless it was in committee 
more than once when I was present; yet I do 
not remember it. I ask him whether he is 
quite clear as to the propriety of that change? 

Mr. POMEROY. Does the Senator mean 


| section seventeen in brackets ? 
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Mr. CASSERLY. No; the seventeenth 
section without the brackets. 

Mr. POMEROY. That was discussed con- 
siderably in committee, and my own opinion 
was that wehad better dispense with the whole 
section. It relates to parties preémpting for 
mechanical, manufacturing, or commercial 
purposes. The committee did not act upon 
it. My opinion was that the committee had 
better strike out the section, but I was not 
authorized by the committee to so report. 
If the Senator from California desires me to 
do: so, I will move to strike out the section 
entirely. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest that. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move, then, to strike out 
the seventeenth section, not the section in 
brackets, -but the seventeenth section as it now 
stands, the eighteenth section of the House 
bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the attention of 
the chairman to the following section, which 
seems to me to bė simply a reénactment of 
the law as it has heretofore been, at least since 
the system of land grants to railroads was 
commenced. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ought to say that this 
is nearly all a reénactmeut of existing law. 
Tt is to consolidate the existing laws into one 


act. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘That is true; but does 
the Senator regard it as necessary to reénact 
section eighteen fixing the lands remaining to 
the United States within the limits of railroad 
grants at double the minimum price? 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not, except for the 
fact that there are one or two grants in which 
this provision has been omitted. We gen- 
erally put it in, but my attention was called 
at the Department to one or two grants where 
it was omitted, and it was thought best to put 
it into this act, so that it should apply to all 


grants, 

Mr. CASSERLY. My own impression has 
been for some time, ever since l came to be- 
stow much thought upon the subject, that the 
double minimum price is a mistaken policy, 
whether with regard to the interest of the 
Government or of the settlers or of the rail- 
roads. The vital point to the Government of 
the United States is that its lands shall be 
settled as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘These double minimum 
lands get taken first; that is the experience. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Suppose they are, it 
insures a more rapid settlement of those lands 
in the first place, and in the next place, when 
those lands are settled, it will follow asa neces- 
sary consequence that the adjoining lands will 
be settled. 

Mr. POMEROY. The adjoining lands be- 
long to corporations generally. 

Mr. CASSERLY. IL mean the adjoining 
lands of the United States, those nearest that 
belonging to the United States will then be set- 
tled. The railroad will gain by every settle- 
ment that is made. Every settlement that is 
made makes that much more business. It 
seems to me that in any point of view, whether 
general or particular, whether you speak of the 
true interest of the Government, or the inter- 
est of the settler, or the interest of the railroad 
company, it is very doubtful whether the prac- 
tice of doubling the price of the lands remain- 
ing in the United States within the limits of a 
railroad grant should be adhered to. I would 
be very glad to have some consideration of the 


question. 

Mr. POMEROY. As this does not change 
the existing law, I would not undertake to 
repeal the acts now in operation. I do not 
care particularly to have the section in this 
bill, because it does not affect the state of the 
case as provided by law now. This reénacts 
a provision which has been in nearly all qur 
land grant bills. If the Senator desires to 
have it out of this bill, I have no objection ; 
but the Department thought it ought to be in 


| this bill in harmony with the laws on the sub- 


ject. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is, of course, desir- 
able to liave the whole Jaw on the subject, 
especially one as important as the subject of 
the public lands, in one act. Therefore, my 
objection is not to having such a section in the 
bill. I call the attention of the chairman, 
whose long and varied experience on this sub- 
ject we all know, to the question that I pre- 
sented, and that is the only question I desire 
now to raise, whether the time has not come 
to abandon what I regard as a false policy of 
doubling the prices of lands remaining to the 
United States within the limits of railroad 


grants. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it was a new question 
it would be open to grave doubt, in my opin- 
ion, but it has been the practice of the Gov- 
ernment since 1856; it adheres to all our 
grants, and I do not think it advisable now in 
this act to make any change. If the section 
was stricken out this bill it would make no 
difference, and I should not think it advisable 
in this act to repeal the laws on this. subject, 
because some of them have been parually 
administered upon; some settlers have taken 
the Jand at the double price, and if you repeal 
the law there will be others alongside of them 
who would get land at $1 25 an acre. It 
would work injustice and cause dissatisfaction, 
I think. to repeal it at this time. I do not 
think we had better do it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ifthe present system 1s 
to be adhered to, or if it is to be changed in 
respect to the price of the sections now under 
discussion, this section should remain in the 
law. As I said,it is desirable to have the 
entire body of statutory enactments in regard 
to the public lands of the country in one act; 
but I suggest to the Senator trom Kansas 
whether the fact that we commenced wrong 
about this (which he: seems to admit) is a 
reason for continuing to be wrong, and whether 
it is not rather a reason for correcting the 
error originally committed. The Senator says 
that if we could reduce the prices of lands 
within the limits of railroad grants to $1 25 an 
acre, the result would follow that one man 
would have paid $2 50 for his land, when his 
neighbor upon the next quarter section of 
United States lands would get them for $1 25 
per acre. The Senator nods assent; in other 
words, that is his position; I ask him whether 
that, in his judgment, is a serious reason 
against the change? ‘hat issomething which 
occurs in the daily transactions of men in re- 
gard to lands. It is a thing of frequent occur- 
rence that one man will succeed in making. a 
better bargain for his lands in the same neigh- 
borhood than another, although there will be 
no substantial difference in the quality of the 
lands. I do not see that any injury will be 
done to any one, and least of all to the pur- 
chaser who has already bought at $2 50, if 
we shall allow the man who comes next to him 
and buys the nearest quarter section of United 
States lands to purchase at $1 25 an acre. 

I regard this as a very important subject, 
so important. that unless there is substantial 
unanimity of opinion in the Senate about it 
now, lam not disposed to press it to a vote; 
but Í wish the Senate to keep this in mind, that 
the theory of our land system from the begin- 
ning has been that the true interest of the Gov- 
ernment was in having the land settled with 
all reasonable dispatch ; thatthe growth of the 
! country has been owing to our adherence to 
that system. Wherever we have departed 
from it, we have done so, I think, to the injury 
of the country. One dollar and twenty-five 
cents an acre was fixed upon after full con- 
sideration, and has been adhered to as the 
minimum price of Government land ; that is 
to say, as the price at which the Government 
could afford to dispose of its lands to actual 
settlers. ‘ 

J am not certain thatit would not have been 


a better policy from the beginning for the Gov- 


| 


ernment to have given these lands gratuitously 
to actual settlers; in other words, to have 
applied from the beginning the same principle 
which the Government finally and wisely 
adopted in regard to one class of settlers, 
namely, homestead settlers. I believe the gen- 
eral concurrence of opinion is that the home- 
stead system has worked well. So far as there 
has been any tendency to change in our sys- 
tem it has been in that direction. 

The principle of doubling the price of the 
Government lands remaining within the limits 
of railroad grants arose from the idea that in 
that way the Government would really suffer 
nothing by the grant to the railroads, that it 
would make up by the sale of. several quarter 
sections at the double price all that it could 
have lost by giving away to the railroad the 
railroad sections within the same limit.. But, 
sir, I submit that that is not a very substantial 
idea, nor is it one that will bear examination. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will take this subject 
up in committee with the Senator ; it wants to 
be considered very carefully before we change 
our whole system. I will spend all the time 
possible with the Senator in committee if he 
desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not understand the Senator from Califor- 
nia to have made any motion, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have not. I have 
merely called the attention of the Senate to a 
subject that I propose, if after more considera- 
tion I shall not change my mind, to bring to its 
notice, perhaps more distinctly, at some future 
time. Í refrain now from pressing it fora vote, 
because the day is appropriated to such bills 
as are likely to pass without any very serious 
discussion. If the Senate were substantially 
agreed with mein the view that I have pre- 
sented, somewhat casually and hastily, then 
of course I should ask for an amendment to 
the section now before me to reduce the price 
of. these lands remaining in the United States 
within the railroad limits to $1 25 an acre. 
Under the cireumstances, however, I refrain 
from doing that, but I hope that in the Public 
Lands Committee we shall be able to con- 
sider that subject at an early day. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a sug- 
gestion on that matter. The raising of the 
lands to double the minimum price has been a 
great advantage to settlers. That has kept 
scrip out. It is true, it has made railroad 
grants unpopular, because the scrip men can- 
not get the even sections; but it has kept the 
serip men out from the railroad limits. The 
scrip hag néver been extended to double min- - 
imum lands, and there is no proposition of 
that kind before Congress; but I see several 
bills now to issue land warrants to soldiers, 
and other bills to make homestead rights as- 
signable. {d am afraid of propositions for 
warrants. My friendfrom Veynont | Mr. Mor- 
RELL] has a bill for another batch of warrants. 

Mr. POMEROY. He has withdrawn that. 
That subject is not immediately before the 
Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I know; but I simply 
say these double minimum lands have thus far 
furnished a place for the settler to go, and 
keep the land free from scrip. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 wish to say a few words 
in regard to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nevada. I am glad he has madeit, be- 
cause that does not present the slightest. diffi- 
culty in the way of the view I have been sug- 
gesting. Of course, in reducing these lands 
to $1 25-an acré, the object would be not to 
permit scrip to be located on them, and all 
that is necessary is to reserve the lands so 
reduced in price to settlement under the home- 


| stead and preémption laws, and only those. 


The same equities, the same rights that have 
thus far reserved these lands as against ‘scrip 
and warrants, would of course operate, and 
should operate by law to reserve them if they 
should be put back again to the minimum 
price. ; : 


872. 
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p Mr, STEWART. I only suggested that as 
a maner to be considered. 


uestion before the Senate. $ 
Mr. STEWART. | This is rather an import- 
nt question whether scrip should -get inside 
these grants, and I.wanted to call the atten- 
‘tion of the chairman to the benefit which the 
double minimum had been. . I have no objec- 
tion to reducing the price, but-we should be 
careful about. it. : 

_ Mr. CASSERLY. I try to guard these 
points carefully in committee, as a rule. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OREGON AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Public 
Lands reported a Senate bill, No. 585, and the 
House have sent over an exact copy, but the 
number is 1297... I report now the House bill 
in place of Senate bill 585. They sre both 
alike, and ate merely to extend the time for 
selecting agricultural college lands in Oregon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee af the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of 
an act entitled “An act donating public lands 
to the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agricultural 
and mechanic arts,’’ passed July 2, 1862, and 
_ acts amendatory thereto. The bill provides 

that the lands granted to the State of Oregon, 
for the establishment of an agricultural college, 
by act of Congress of July 2, 1862, and acts 
‘amendatory thereto, may be selected by that 
State from any lands within the State subject 
to homestead or preémption entry under the 
laws of the United States; and in any case 
where land is selected by the State, the price 
of which is fixed by law ut the double minimum 
of $2 60 per acre, such land shall be counted 
as double the quantity toward satisfying the 
grant. Any such selections already made by 
the State, and the lists duly filed in the proper 
district land office, are confirmed, except so 
far as they may conflict with any adverse legal 
right existing ‘at. the passage of the act. 

Mr. CORBETT. 1 move the following 
amendment: 

Provided, That such lands shall not be sold by said 
State for less than $2 50 per acre, and where settle- 
ment is mude upon the same, preference in all cases 
shall be given to said actual settlers at the price for 
which said lands may be offered. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Oregon that he had better put 
in a limitation that they sball be sold only to 
settlers, and shall not be sold to one man, and 
have him locate the whole of that scrip in one 
place. You had better limit that. I merely 
make the suggestion. You will find the peo- 
ple of Oregon will be better pleased with it. 

Mr. CORBETT. I have no objection to that 
suggestion. I think itis very wise and proper. 
Let the amendnient be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That such lands shall not-be sold by 
said State for less than $2 50 an acre, and to actual 
settlers only. 

Mr. STEWART. That in Nevada has 
worked well; they have begun it there to some 
extent. . ` 

Mr. POMEROY. Hisa restriction not in 
the original act, but I have no objection if the 
Senators from Oregon have none. 

Mr. STEWART. No doubt it will do Ore- 
gon good. 

Mr. KELLY. My colleague and myself 
had agreed upon an amendment. I am really 
opposed to anyamendment of the bill, because 
I think the State is quite capable of reguiat- 
ing its own affairs. We certainly might trust 
-something to a sovereign State. this grant 
was made in 1862 to Oregon the same as to 
other States. Now, why an exception 1s to be 
made 


Í 
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| 


| fornia or anywhere else. 


| to the condition of the swamp and overflowed 


4 Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better let 
it go as the two Senators from Oregon had 
arranged the amendment. It relates to the 
agricultural college land in that State. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave only made a sug- 
gestion. In Nevada, in 1866, I had all the 
lands granted to her reduced to one class, the 
five hundred thousand acre grant, &c., and 
provided for all the lands being sold to actual 
settlers, and it has saved the State from being 
overrun. ,I resisted the scheme for swamp 
and overflowed lands, and would not let any 
such bill be passed, although plenty of petitions 
came here for it... These restrictions have 
been beneficial there, and I believe they will 
be in Oregon; but if the Senators from Oregon 
wish to have these lands taken in large bodies 
Iwill notinterpose. — - 

Mr. CORBETT. I think there is no objec- 
tion to this amendment if my colleague will 
hear itread. Itis, that sales shall be made to 
actual settlers. 

Mr. KELLY. I will state the reason why I 
oppose this amendment, I think that where 
lands are donated to a State for the purpose of 
an agricultural college, they ought to be sold 
for the highest amount that can be got for them, 
at public auction if necessary, or if not, by 
some provision of law, and the State of Oregon 
has passed a law on the subject, and it seems 
to me that we might trust to that State to dis- 
pose of these lands for the benefit of the peo- 
ple and for the benefit of the college. 

I am willing to trust the Oregon Legisla- 
ture for that, and I was willing to trust the 
price of the lands to the same body. My col- 
league and I differed as to the limit of price, 
but finally we agreed upon an amendment 
leaving open the amount to be sold to any 
person who would bid for it, it mattered not 
what amount; that is, provided the State 
thinks proper to dispose of the lands in that | 
way. Why the Senator from Nevada should 
interfere I do not know. It seems to me the 
Oregon Legislature know quite as much as 
either of us or the Senator from Nevada about 
the proper disposition of these lands. Why 
not, as you have done with all oiber States, 
let that State dispose of them as.she sees fit ? 
I am willing, as 1 said, to yield to the amend- 
ment as my colleague and myself agreed upon 
it before the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us take the vote. 

Mr. SFEWART. You cannot take the vote 
now. I do not understand that I have not a 
right to make a suggestion in regard to public 
lands. I undertake to say that the States 
which have had the administration of this fund 
have all failed to administer it, Oregon in- 
cluded. California has made a botch of it 
from beginning to end. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator undoubt- 
edly knowsa great deal more than I do on all 
conceivable. subjects but one, and I do not 
know but that on that he knows more than T 
do, and yet Ido not think he does; that is, 
what the State of California has done with ber 
agricultural college land grant. She has a | 
university to show for it that we hope, with the 4 
consent of the Senator from Nevada, may yet 
be something of which any American citizen 
may be proud. 

Mr. STEWART. I happen to know more 
about what California has done with her land 
than the Senator 7 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is what I said. 

Mr. SEEWART. I lived in California ten 
years and know something about it, and I have 
the floor now, and I undertake to say that I 
have a right to protest against the sale of lands 
in large quantities either in Oregon or Cali- 
I might call atten- 
tion in this connection, but I do not do it as, 
the swamp and overflowed land bill is not up, 


and grants. 
aes POMEROY. Wait until that comes up. 


Mr. GASSERLY. That is not relevant, il 


-Mr. STEWART. It would be perfectly rel- 

evant to show how California and other States 
have manipulated their swamp and overflowed 
lands, their school lands, their five hundred 
thousand: acres. for internal improvements, 
and to show how they have shingled their 
States with warrants and scrip, and to show the 
difference between the administration there 
and the administration in Washington. If 
you sell this land to the highest bidder, and 
issue scrip in Oregon, if will be bought by 
speculators and located in your. best valleys to 
the exclusion of settlers. That is what will 
be done there. . 

After the bill was passed in California, a 
few men got hold of a lot of the scrip, and 
in Amador county they made an attempt to 
locate fifty thousand acres of woodland, which 
would have cut off the entire timber from the 
miners there. The public got hold of it; the 
outrage became so apparent that it was stopped 
soon after the attempt was made. More than 
twenty telegrams came here to the Depart- 
ment, and some came to me from men mining 
in Amador county, in California, because of 
the attempt to use scrip in that way. 

I voted for the bill that allowed California 
to locate hers, because I had faith in the re- 
gents of that university. They told me they 
would not allow it to be abused; they. would 
not allow it-to be sold so that it should go into 
the hands of speculators. When these com- 
plaints were made 1 telegraphed myself, and 
they remedied the evil. 1 think they in- 
tended to carry out the law in good faith, but 
even they had a good deal of trouble, and are 
having trouble now in guarding it against fall- 
ing into the hands of speculators and becom- 
ing a curse to the State. 

‘There is great danger when these lands are 
sold in large quantities iri Oregon, or any- 
where else, of their falling into the hands of 
speculators. : 

I do not care to consume time on this matter, 
but if my right to speak on it is questioned, I 
shall occupy it and discuss the subject in full. 

Mr. CASSERLY.: I do not question the 
right of the Senator from Nevada to speak on 
this subject or any other, for | have been in 
the Senate with him now since the 4th of 
March, 1869, and I well know how futile an 
attempt that would be on my part, even if I 
were disposed to make such an attempt. I 
questioned, simply, the right of the Senator 
without any foundation to arraign the State 
of California for maladministration of the 
agricultural college lands. 

Mr. STEWART. No, Idid notdo thatat all, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then I am happy to be 
corrected. 

Mr. STEWART. The public lands which 
she received, many of them, were squandered, 
You cannot take up a paper that you do not 
see complaint of it. j 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
mistaken. 

Mr. STEWART. What I said was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California yield to the Senator 
from Nevada? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will not be like the 
Senator from Nevada, and say “1 have the 
floor,” and shut him off. I yield. 

Mr. STEWART, The remark I made was 
general with regard to the public lands. I 
made the statement with regard to the serip 
that was issued. We allowed California to 
take it in that way, and the regents of the 
university told me the year betore that if I 
would make no opposition it should not be 
located in large quantities, An attempt was 
made to locate it in a way to ruin two or three 
counties; but I understand that when it came 
to the knowledge of the regents, they remedied 
the evil and stopped the thing. 

Mr. POMEROY. -I understand that the 
two Senators now agree on an amendment 

Mr. CASSERLY. No; the two- Senators 
are not agreed. : 


The Senator is certainly 


3550 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. POMEROY. I mean the two Senators | 
from Oregon are agreed on an amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to proceed 
with what I was saying when I was interrupted. 

I understand now that the Senator from | 
Nevada was not assailing the administration | 


by the State of California of her agricultural || 


college lands. I am very glad to hear that, for | 
it struck me as a most unmerited accusation 
on his part, as I understood it. The State of 
California received a grant direct of the thirty 
thousand acres for each Senator and Repre- 
sentative in the usual form of such grants by 
Congress. ‘The State made the very best dis- 
position conceivable of those lands. She do- 
nated them to her State university. The board 
of trustees of that university was made up of 
the very best men in the State that could be 
selected for the purpose, men chosen for the | 
most part with special reference to their quali- 
fications to administer such atrust. If it be 
true, as the Senator from Nevada has stated, 
that some person sought to abuse the bounty 
of Congress and also the act of Congress passed 
since I came into the Senate which I had the 
honor, as I deemed it, of aiding to pass here, 
that is one of those evils inseparable from all | 
human affairs in government. The fact, on the 
statement of the Senator from Nevada, that 
the trustees of the board proceeded at once to 
rectify the attempted abuse which he alleges, 
proves what I say. It does not, therefore, fall 
within the limits of accurate statement for any 
Senator to accuse the State of California of 
meladininistration of her agricultural college 
ands. 

That was all I rose to say in the beginning, 
and all I desire to say now. Whenever the | 
question as to the swamp and overflowed lands | 
comes fairly before the Senate, I think it will | 
not be difficult to show that the real pith of | 
that whole contest is whether the railroad | 
companies on our coast shall be permitted to | 
swallow up all those swamp and overflowed | 
lands under the very thin disguise of an inor- į 
dinate zeal for the interest of the settler. 

Mr. SLEWART. I think it will turn out 
right the other way. I think it will turn out | 
that there is an organization of a large num- 
ber of men there, and that they howl about 
railroads for the purpose of stealing a large 
portion of that best lands of that State. 

Mr. CORBETT. The object of this bill is 
to give to our State about ninety thousand 
acres of land, and I do not wish those lands 
to be sold for less than $2 50 an acre. The; 
provision of the bill is that the State may 
select double minimum lands. Therefore I 
do not wish the fund to be decreased. I 
would rather fix the limit at a higher price, 
but I am willing to fix it at $2 50 as a mini- 
mum, and leave it to the State to determine | 
whether they will sell them for a higher price | 
than that, and require that where settlement 
is made preference shall be given to actual | 


settlers. I hope the amendment which I have j| Sta > e i 
| ceived in payment for preémption entries, at 


drawn up as a compromise between my col- 
league and myself will be adopted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the amendment as it now stands. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as | 
follows; i 
Provided, That such lands shall not be sold by 


said State for less than $2 50 per acre; and where |; 


settlement is made upon the same, preference in all ; 
cases shall be given to actual settlers at the price | 
for which said lands may be offered. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported tothe Senateasamend- | 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in, It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 
LAND TITLES IN IOWA. 

Mr. POMEROY. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 986. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


May 16, 


consider the bill (S. No. 986) to settle land 
titles in the State of Iowa. 

The preamble recites that in the adjustment 
of the several grants of land made to the State 
of Iowa, and to corporations existing under 
the laws of that State, to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads, the improvement of rivers, 
and for other public purposes, lands have been 
certified to the State and to those corporations, 
on which settlements and valuable improve- 
ments had been made in good faith by home- 
stead and preémption settlers, in conformity 
with the requirements of the homestead and 
preémption laws of the United States, with the 
concurrence and sanction of the Commissioner 


| of the General Land Office and subordinate 


officers in the respective districts; on which 
the settlers still reside, or from which they 
have been ejected by legal process in favor of 
any one of the corporations. 

The bill therefore proposes to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Governor of 
the State of Lowa to appoint and constitute a 
board of commissioners, consisting of three 
discreet persons, one of whom is to beappointed 
by the Secretary and one by the Governor, 
and the third by the Secretary and Governor 
jointly, to examine each and all of the claims 
of the settlers. The board is to hold its ses- 
sions in the city of Des Moines, in the State 
of Iowa, of which due notice is to be given, 
and is to have authority to administer oaths 
by its chairman, and to take testimony. 

The board is to ascertain when each of the 
homestead entries were made and the pre- 


| emption settlements were commenced, whether 


the proémption and homestead settlers com- 
plied or offered to comply in good faith with 
the requirements of law, and the value of such 
improvements, and whether the lands thus 
settled upon were erroneously certified or 
patented to the State of Iowa or to any of the 
corporations, and report their finding to the 


| Secretary of the Interior; but the purchaser 


and subsequent occupant of any such improve- 
ment of a bona fide settler under the laws is 
to have the same rights under the provisions 
of this act as the original. homestead or pre- 


| emption settler. 


In each case reported by the board as hav- 


| ing been erroneously certified or patented on 


which settlement and improvement has been 
made in good faith as provided by the home- 
stead and preémption laws, the Secretary of 
the Interior is, if approved by him, to cause a 
patent to be issued to the settler or his suc- 
cessor or assigns, or, in case of his death, to 
his heirs. 

In each case reported by the board as hav- 
ing been legally certified, the Secretary is to 
cause land serip to issue to the settler, or his 
heirs or assigns, for the value of his improve- 
ments as reported by the board, estimating 
the scrip at $1 25 per acre, which scrip may 
be located on any public lands of the United 
States subject to sale at private entry or re- 


the minimum price, or on double minimum 
lands at the rate of two acres of scrip for one 
acre of land. The Secretary is also to cause 


the money which such settler way have paid 


to the United States in such entry to be re- 
funded to him. 

The commissioners are to be entitled to 
receive compensation at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per day and their necessary expenses for 
room rent, light, fuel, stationery, and clerk 
hire. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with amendments. ‘The first amend- 
ment was in section one, line nine, after the 
word ‘settlers,’ to insert ‘that may be filed 
with them;’’ in line twelve, after the word 
“ given,’ to insert ‘by publication ;’’ and at 
the end of the section, to insert ‘‘and to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations for the transac- 
tionof the business before them ;’’ so that the 
section will read: 

That. the Secretary of the Interior and the Gov- 


ernor of the State of Iowa be, and they‘are hereby, 
authorized to appoint and constitute a board of 
commissioners, consisting of three discreét persons, 
one of whom shall be appointed by said Secretary, 
and one by the said Governor, and the third by the 
said Secretary and Governor jointly, to examine 
each and all of said claimsof said settlers that may 
be filed with them; that said board shall hold itsscs- 
sions in the city of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, 
of which due notice shall be given by publication, 
and shall have authority (o administer oaths by its 
chairman, and to take testimony, and to prescribe 
rules and regulations for the transaction of the busi- 
ness before them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line one, after the word “ shall,” to insert the 
words ‘ upon application.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert as an 
additional section the following: : 


Sro. 5. That said commissioners shall ascertain 
the number of acres of land and the value thereof, 
exclusive of improvements, situated within the lim- 
its of the so-called Des Moines river grant, in the 
State of Iowa, and north of the mouth of the Rac- 
coon fork of said Des Moines river, held by settiers 
under the preémption or homestead laws of the 
United States, and which lands may, agreeably to 
the principles of the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of William B. Wells 
ve, Hannah Riley, be held by the Des Moines Navi- 
gation Company adversely to the said settlers, and 
on what terms the said Des Moines Navigation 
Company, or their assignees. will relinquish. the 
same to the United States, and report the facts to 
Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for ` 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK subsequently said: I 
desire to enter a motion to reconsider Senate 
bill No. 986, which was passed a short time 
ago, in regard to certain land titles-in the 
State of Lowa. 


Mr. HARLAN. I understand that the hon- 


l| orable Senator desires to move an amendment 


so as to exclude his own State from its opera- 
tion. I have no objection to that. I hope 
that may be done by common consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is that the only 
amendment that the Senator desires? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I shall be satisfied 
with that amendment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nebraska desires to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of Senate bill No. 986 so that 
he can move an amendment to exempt. his 
own State from its operation. The Senator 
from. Iowa consents to it, aud if there be no 
objection that amendment will be regarded 
as agreed to, and the bill repassed with the 
amendment, and it is so ordered. 


GREAT SALT LAKE AND COLORADO RAILWAY. 


Mr. POMEROY. I now have two or three 
bills granting the right of way to certain rail- 
road companies. In the first place, I report 
back from the Committee on Public Lands 
the bill (S. No. 787) to incorporate the Great 
Salt Lake and Colorado River Railway Com- 
pany, and to grant to’ said company a right 
of way through the public lands of the United 
States, and also report back the bill (H. R. 
No. 2199) to ineorporate the Great Salt Lake 
and Colorado River Railway Company, and 
to grant to said company the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States. 
I move that the Senate bill be indefinitely 
postponed, and then I ask the Senate to take 
up the House bill and act upon it, becanse 
that will close the question and dispose of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) If there be no dissent 
the Senate bill will be indefinitely postponed 
and the House bill considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2199) 
to incorporate the Great Salt Lake and Colo- 
rado River Railway Company, and to grant to 
said company a right of way through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States. It proposes to 
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~ereate and erect Alexander R. Baldwin, W. 
P. C. Stebbins, John N. Goodwin, J. J. Chap. 
man, E. 8: Gilson, Albert Reichman, N. 
Bryant, James: W. Simmons, Silas Wood, L, 
M: Reed, and ‘such other persons as shall or 
camay be associated with them, and their suc- 
“cessors, a body corporate and politic, in deed 
and in law, by the name, style, and title of the 
“Great Salt Lake and Colorado River Railway 
Company, and granting to ‘them the usual 
powers of such a corporation. They are au- 
‘thorized and empowered to lay out, locate, con- 
struct, furnish, maintain, and evjoy a contin- 
‘uous railroad and telegraph line, with the 
‘appurtenances, beginning at or near Great 
Salt Lake City, Utah; thence by Utah lake, 
the Sevier and Rio Virgin rivers, to the head 
of-navigation on the Colorado river; and 
thence to a point on the boundary line between 
- the United Statesand Mexico, in the direction 
cof the head of the Gulf of California, by the 
‘most eligible route, to be determined by the 
` ‘eompany.. : The capital stock of the company 
is to consist of one hundred and fifty thousand 
shares of $100 each. 
“Mr. POMEROY. There are one or two 
slight. amendments of the committee which 
ought to be adopted. 

: The Cuter CLerk. . The first amendment is 
on page 2, section one, line eighteen, after 
the word ‘‘ Utah,” to insert ‘or at a çon- 
venient junction on the Utah Central, the 
Utah Pacific, or the Central Pacific railroad,” 
-oMr. CONKLING,. 1 should like to under- 

‘stand this. If the billis to be amended, how 
. is there any gain by. taking up the House bill 
ratber than the Senate bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendments are very 
slight. They were sent over here by the House 
committee, but I will withdraw them if there 
is any objection. . 

Mr. CONKLING. I have nothing to say 
about the amendment, but I understand that 

< we took up the House bill, laying aside the 
` Senate bill, at the Senator’srequest, so that we 
should be able to act upon the subject finally. 
. I£ the Senate amends it, that will send the bill 
back to the House, and I do not see what is 


gained. 

Mr. POMEROY. There were two slight 
amendments which the committee ofthe House 
sent over to me stating that they intended to 

ut them on there, but forgot to do it, and the 

ouse would concur the moment they came 
back there; but I do not care enough about 
them to press them if the Senator insists on 
his objection. : 

Mr. CONKLING. I know notbing about it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then let the amendments 
sent to us by the committee of the House be 
concurred in. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendments will be regarded as 
concurred in. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend the bill 
by striking out all after the enacting clause 
and inserting what I send to the Chair as a 
substitute. , 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator will 
not do that. That is another bill entirely. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis evident that that motion 
will give rise to considerable debate ; and as 
I understand the order made makes the un- 
finished business of this afternoon the unfin- 
ished business of to-morrow, I ask the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to permit me to make a 
motion to take up Senate bill No. 656, so that 
it may be the unfinished business for to-mor- 


row. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks the Senator from Kan- 
sas to yield to him to allow him to move to 
take up Senate bill No. 656. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it 
unanimous consent, , 

Mr. BLATR. . I hope that will not be done. 
I desire the Senator from Pennsylvania to put 
that bill over until next week on account of 
the absence of the Senator from Delaware, 


be taken up by 
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[Mr. Bayarn,] my colleague on the commit- 
tee. To-morrow has been assigned for the 
consideration of the Army appropriation bill, 
and I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania 
will consent to put his bill over until Monday, 
It will lead toa very considerable discussion, 
but I think there is no disposition other than 
to discuss the question fairly. Iam sure there 
will be no discussion beyond what is proper. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Kansas yields, and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania makes a motion, the Chair will 
submit the motion to the Senate. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri is appealing to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to let it pass over until 
another day. j 

Mr. COLE. I appeal to the Senator on 
another ground. The Army appropriation bill 
is fixed for to-morrow, and if this bill goes 
over as the unfinished business, it will neces- 
sarily put them in antagonism. I hope we 
shall not do that. 

Mr. SCOTT. As this bill was already 
taken up by a vote of the Senate and laid 
upon the table yesterday, when there was no 
opportunity for debate upon the subject, l 
deem it my duty at every opportunity to bring 
it before the Senate, so that f may, if possible, 
secure its consideration. I feel the appeal 
made to me in regard to the absence of the 
Senator from Delaware, and it would afford 
me great pleasure personally to accommodate 
him, and [ should be very glad to do so; bat 
we all know the pressure of public business is 
such that any bill that is likely to encounter 
lengthy opposition in the other House ought 
to be acted on soon, and it is in the discharge 
of what [ deem to be a publie duty, in conflict 
with that personal fecling which would induce 
me to accommodate the Senator from Delaware, 
if possible, that 1 make the motion. I sub- 
mit it to the sense of the Senate without fur- 
ther debate, and hope we shall be able to get 


a vote. 

Mr. POMEROY. If tbe Senator from 
Nevada insists upon his amendment, and the 
reading of a bill relating to another subject 
altogether, I shall yield to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not insist on any 
such thing; but if I am to be put in a false 
position all the while, I shall have to make a 
statement. 

Mr. STOCKTON, Allow me one moment. 

Mr. STEWART. T have the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Nevada has moved an amendment, and is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. POMEROY. He is entitled to have it 
read, I suppose, if he insists upon it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest, if the Senator 
wants to make a statement of any lengih, he 
had better move to rescind the hour for taking 
a recess; otherwise half past four o’clock will 
be reached presently, and all will fall. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope we shall be permitted 
to take a vote on my motion. If the bill is 
taken up, of course I shall yicld informally to 
the time of the recess, whatever that may be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Pennsylvania moves to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of considering the bill 
indicated by him. 

Mr. SLOCKTON. I believe the Senator 
from Nevada has the floor, and I desire with 
his permission simply to make a remark. 
wish to remind the Senate, as many Senators 
may not have observed, that when the bill of 
the Senator from Pennsylvavia {Mr. Scorr] 
was laid on the table yesterday it was laid 
upon the table as an act of courtesy to the 
Senator from Delaware by request. Ido not 
blame the Senator from Pennsylvania in the 
least. He did not vote for that motion, and 
he has his duty to take care of his bill; but 
the Senate has its duty to take care of the 
courtesy which it always exercises toward its 
members. 1 do hope Senators will remem- 
ber that, and not vote to bring up the bill to 


snow. 


i 


which the Senator from Pennsylvania refers 
rw. There is no disposition on the part ‘of 
this side of the Chamber to debate’ that bill 
unduly or to delay it. “It is an honest ‘act of 
courtesy that we ask that has already been 
granted. I ask the Senate vot to go back 
upon that, We only request that the bill bo 
laid over until Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think it but justto the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that he should be 
allowed to take up his bill, so that the Senate 
may decide directly to-morrow. which they 
will go on withghen. . If we take it up now it 
will be in the same situation. to-morrow that it 
was yesterday, and then the Senate can decide 
the question. My inclination isto. go with the 
Senator from New Jersey; but I think the 
Senator from Pennsylvania ought to be allowed 
to have his bill put in statu quo. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to state that 
my colleague, just before he left the Chamber, 
came to me and stated that he desired to be 
present when tho bill referred to by the Ben- 
ator from Pennsylvania was considered and to 
discuss it, If be bad left to attend to ordin- 
ary business, perhaps the courtesy of the 
Senate would not be taxed so much ; but we 
all know that he left because of an affliction 
which rendered it necessary for him to go to 
another city and consult a physician. He is 
therefore necessarily absent because of that 
affliction. I$ as his express desire, I think, 
that the bill should be postponed, 

Mr, POMEROY. Iam willing to yield for 
a vote if the Senate are disposed to vote; but I 
desire to pass another bill, F will withdraw 
the bill which is before the Senate, and which 
the Senator from Nevada proposed to amend, 
because his amendment is longer than the bill 
itself, 

EXTENSION OY KU KLUX ACT. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas withdraws the bill. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART. J object to the withdrawal 
of that bill. 

The motion of Mr. Scorr was agreed to; 
there being, on a division—ayes 24, noes 15. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Senate bill No, 
656 is now before the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now I am willing that it 
shall be laid aside informally for the consider- 
ation of business of the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask that the time for 
taking a recess be extended ten minutes to 
enable me to pass one bill relating to Lowa 
which [ omitted to call up. 

Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the time for taking a recess 
will be extended ten minutes, 

LAND TILLES IN IOWA. 

Mr. POMEROY. I now move to take up 
Senate bill No. 1015. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 1015) to quiet the 
title to certain lands in the State of Towa. 

Mr. STEWART. I objected to the with- 
drawal of the other bill of the Senator from 
Kansas. I have offered an amendment to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was laid aside 
by a vote of the Senate, and the Senator voted 
to lay it aside. The Secretary will now read 


i the amendment reported by the Committee on 


Public Lands to the pending bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the ameadment, 
which was in line five, after the word ‘ pur- 
poses,” to insert the words ‘to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from the city of Dav- 
enport, via lowa City, to Council Bluffs 37? in 
line seven to strike out the word “ several >n 
and in line nine, after the words ‘ confirmed 
to,” to insert ‘the Mississippi and Missouri 
Railroad Company and the Chicago, Rock 
Island, and Pacific Railroad Company, and 
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their assigns, they being; so that the bill 
will read: 


That the title to the lands in the State of Iowa 
heretofore approved and certified by the Denart- 
ment of the Interior for railroad purposes, to aid in 
the construction of arailroad from the city of Dav- 
enport, via Lowa City, to Council Biufis, under the 
grants made by Congress, according to the adjust- 
ments thereof made at the General Land Office, be, 
and the same is hereby, confirmed to the Mississippi 
and Missouri Railroad Company, and the Chicago, 
Rock Island, and Pacific Railroad Company, and 
their assigns, they being the corporations to whom 
said lands were certified: Provided, That this act 
shall be construed as conveying only any rever- 
sionary or other interest which the United States 
may have in said lands, and not as to affect ad- 
versely any valid homestead or preémption, or other 
valid claims thereto existing at the date of such 
approval. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT. With the concurrence of 
my colleague, I move further to amend the bill 
by striking out, after the word ‘‘ lands,” in line 
fifteen, the words ‘‘and not so as to affect 
adversely any valid homestead or preémption, 
or other valid claims thereto existing at the 
date of such approval,” and to insert ‘‘ and all 
lands settled upon in good faith and now occu- 
pied by homestead or preémption settlers, shall 
be excluded from the provisions of this act.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. POMEROY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1766) to author- 
ize the Chicago and Northwestern Railway 
Company to change their projected line of 
railroad in the State of Michigan, to report it 
back without amendment. This relates to a 
small road in Wisconsin, and the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Howes] desires iminediate ac- 
tion upou it. [think there can be no objec- 
tion to it. . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change and relocate that part of their pro- 
jected line of railway ‘from the city of Fond 
du Lac, in the State of Wisconsin, northerly 
to Eseonaba, in the State of Michigan,” which 
‘lies in the State of Michigan, so as to run the 
line from ‘‘at or near the mouth of the Me- 
nomonee river to Hsconaba,’’ on such line 
within the limits of the land grant reserved 
for the use of the company, now on file in the 
office of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, as they may deem most advan- 
tageous, and they are to cause a plat of their line 
as relocated to be filed in the office within six 
months of the passage of this act; but the 
grant of lands heretofore made to aid in the 
construction of the railroad is not to be in- 
creased or changed in any respect whatever 
by the change of line hereby authorized. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
‘state, for the information of the Senate, that 
when the recess occurs, at twenty minutes to 
five o’clock, the unfinished business will be 
the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Scorr.] If any other business is pend- 
ing at that time it must go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ofcourse, that is under- 
stood. 

SETTLERS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers on 
the late Sioux Indian reservation in the State 
of Minnesota, to reportit back with an amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 
I think there will be no objection to it what- 
ever. I will state that it simply extends the 
time in which settlers may make proof of their 
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claims on two reservations in Minnesota, the | 


residue of the State having had the same favor 
by an act previously passed. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to amend the act 
of Congress approved March 6, 1868, entitled 
“An act for the relief of settlers on the late 
Sioux Indian reservation in the State of Min- 
nesota,’”’ so as to allow the settlers therein 
provided for until the 1st of March, 1874, in 
which to make proof and payment for their 
claims. 

The amendnient of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands was to add the following as an addi- 
tional section: 


That the settlers on the Fort Ridgely military res- 
ervation in Minnesota be allowed until the lst day 
of March, A. D. 1874, in which to make proof and 
payment of their claims, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, its title was 
amended so as to read: ‘A bill in relation to 
settlers on certain Indian reservations in the 
State of Minnesota.” 


EXECULIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the acting Secretary of 
the Interior, in answer to a resolution of tke 
Senate of May 9, 1872, calling for information 
concerning Pacific Railroad Companies; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. C. S. Wilson have leave to 
withdraw from the filesof the Senate her petition 
and papers. 

HENRY CLAY WILLIAMS. 

Mr. HOWE. [I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider House bill No. 752, 
reported from the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate 
to Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him on the adjustment of his accounts. 
It proposes to appropriate the sum of $500 to 
Henry Clay Williams, being a balance due him 
upon the adjustment of his accounts as 
receiver of the land office at Mau Claire, Wis- 
consin. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

8. D. HOUSTON. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 572) for the relief of 
S. D. Houston, late receiver of public moneys 
at Junction City, in the State of Kansas,. to 
report it back without amendment; and I ask 
that it be put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$223 34 to reimburse S. D. Houston, late re- 
ceiver of public moneys at the United States 
land office at Junction City, Kansas, for one 
month’s salary and commissions paid to John 
Williams, the register of that office, after the 
act of the 2d of March, 1867, known as the 
t“ civil-tenure-oflice law; and in the settlé- 
ment of the accounts of Houston the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office is authorized 
toallow and pay the sum of $228 34, as settle- 
ment in fall of payment made to John Wil- 
liams by S. D. Housion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACKSONVILLE AND ST, AUGUSTINE ROAD. 


Mr. OSBORN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. No. 1086) granting the right of way 
through the public lands to the Jacksonville 
and St. Augustine Railroad Company, to. re- 
port it back without amendment; and I ask 
that. it be put upon its passage. 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. There is‘ but a 
minute longer remaining before the time fixed 
for taking a»recess. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. Let the timebe extended 
ten minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . Does the:Sen- 
ator from Kansas move that the time be 
extended ten minutes? - - 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion? 

Mr. CONKLING. -What is the request ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas desires that the time for taking 
a recess be extended ten minutes.. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 will not object to that 
if the Senator will consent that at the other 
end the time be extended also, I believe we 
are to meet at half past seven o'clock; but if 
we are to stay here any longer now, that time 
ought to be made later. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
objects, it cannot be done. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let the recess continue 
until a quarter to eight. 

Mr. RAMSEY. No; let us adjourn now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York object? 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 do not like to object, 
but I hope if the time is extended now it will 
be extended also at the other end. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands there is no objection, and the time 
for taking a recess is extended ten minutes. 
The Senator from New York now asks that the 
evening session may commencc at some other 


time. 

Mr. CONKLING,. I will saya quarter to 
eight o’ clock. 

_ Mr. RAMSEY. Very well, [have-no objec- 
tion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York asks that the evening session 
commence at a quarter to eight o'clock. The 
Chair hears no objection, aud it is so ordered. 
‘The afternoon session will close at ten minutes 
to five o'clock, 

Mr. OSBORN. Now I hope Senate bill 
No. 1086 will be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. Jt proposes: to grant. to 
the Jacksonville and St. Augustine Railroad 
Company, a corporation existing under the 
laws of the State of Florida, the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States 
between Jacksonville and St. Augustine, for 
one hundred feet in width on each side of the 
track of the railroad and of any of its branches, 
with the right to take from the lands, or from 


Is there. objec- 


If the Senator 


| any of the public lands adjacent thereto, stone, 


timber, earth, or other material, to be used in 
the construction and repair of the railroad; 
and the company is also to have the right to 
enter upon any of the public lands or lots of 
land, the property of the United States, and 
take the same for depots, shops, side-tracks, or 
other necessary uses of the railroad; but no lot 
or tract of land so taken is to exceed forty acres 
in any one place. No military reservation is to 


| be crossed or appropriated unless the consent 


of the Secretary of War be first obtained, and 


| then oniy under such restrictions as ke shall 


establish. The road is to be a postal and mil- 
itary road, and Congress is to have the right to 
alter, amend, or repeal this act as shall in its 
discretion be deemed best. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WEST WISCONSIN RAILWAY LANDS. 


Mr. POMEROY. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
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-the bill (S. No. 1025) to quiet the title to the 
< lands of certain settlers on lands belonging to 
the West Wisconsin Railway Company, to 
report it without amendment; and I ask for 
: its present consideration. It is a bill of but a 
few lines. 
: . There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. The preamble recites that by 
the neglect of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to have the lands withdrawn 
from market embraced in the grant of lands 
from the town of Tomah to the city of Hud- 
‘son, in the State of Wisconsin, as soon ‘as 
the West Wisconsin Railway Company (to 
which company the grant belongs) had finally 
located its road and filed the map of such 
location, a large amount of lands—about 
twenty thousand acres—were taken up under 
_ the homestead laws and otherwise entered. 
The bill therefore provides that if the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company shall waive and 
release all claims to any lands taken up 
. under the homestead laws, or otherwise entered 
after the final location of their road, it shall 
be lawful for them to make up any deficiency 
in their graut from the vacant odd-numbered 
sections from the southeastern part or portion 
of the indemnity limits of the grant for the 
branch roads from the city of Hudson to Lake 
Superior. 
~The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read thethird time, and passed. 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE ROAD. 


. Mr. POMEROY. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
‘bill No. 676, to extend the time for the com- 
letion of the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa 
ké railroad. It will be remembered that this 
bill was up during the morning hour, and we 
- amended it in accordance with the suggestions 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] 
and the question was on its passage when the 
morning hour expired. 
~; The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 676) to ex- 
tend the time for the completion of the Atchi- 
son, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
» reported as amended. 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendments have 
all been agreed to. They were introduced at 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Trorman. | 
` The Cuter CLERK. The second section, 

which appears not to have been agreed to, is 
in the following words: ‘ 
» Bgo. 2, That thelands granted by the act of March 
3, 1863, and lying west of the point at which said 
‘road and telegraph shall be constructed subsequent 
to March 3, 1873, (excepting only such as are neces- 
sary to reserve for the use of the company,) shall be 
‘sold to actual settlers only, and in quantities not 
more than one hundred and sixty acrés to any one 


person, under such restrictions and regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
at such prices as will secure to said company, its 
` Successors, or assigns, an average price of not more 
than $2 50 per acre for the land actually certified for 
each completed section of twenty miles of said rail- 
road, subject to the foregoing conditions and limita- 
«tions. Said company, as fast as each. section of its 
road shall be completed, shall receive patents, as 
provided in said act of March 3, 1863, for such odd 
Sections of land as may be necessary to make up 
deficiencies in said section, or on any other com- 
pleted sections of said road, and which may be situ- 
“ated within the indemnity limits prescribed in said 
“act of March 3, 1863. 


:Mr. HARLAN. I desire to amend this bill 
» by: offering as an amendment to it the bill re- 
“ported from the Pacific Railroad Committee 
extending the time for the completion of the 
“Atlantic and Pacific. railroad through: the 
“Indian country. Ido not remember the num- 
ber of the bill, but it is on file here. 
Mr. POMEROY. I shall call up that. bill 
-ina moment. i 
Mr. CONKLING. Before it is called up 
let me inquire, is tbat the bill. which came up 
as an amendment, offered by the Senator from 
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‘be put on this bill. 


| 


Iowa to another bill which passed some time 
since—the Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
bill—and which he withdrew? 

Mr. HARLAN. Tt is the same bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Whenever that bill 
comes up I desire to discuss it, whether it 
comes up now or at another time, 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘Then I hope it will not 
I hope the Senator will 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I withdrew it once before 
because some Senator wanted to discuss it. 

Mr. CONKLING. It was not because I 
wanted to discuss it. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
to the discussion. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
discuss it then. 

Mr. HARLAN. I mustinsist on having it 
considered and the judgment of the Senate 
taken upon it. 

Mr. POMEROY. ThenI withdraw the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 
withdrawn. 

8. B; MITCHELL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. VICKERS. Idesirethe Senate to take 
up House bill No. 1551. It is a small bill 
reported froin the Committee on Claims. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief 
of S. B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, John 
W. Mitchell. It proposes to appropriate to 
S. B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John 
W. Mitchell, the owners of the schooner 
Thomas. J. Frazier, sunk while in the service 
of the United States by a shot from the United 
States frigate Congress, during the engage- 
ment between the Congress and the rebel 
vessel Merrimac, the sum of $3,059 37, that 
being the amount paid by the owners for 
raising and repairing the schooner. 

The Committee on Claims reported the b ill 
with an amendment, to strike out, in lines 
nine and ten, ‘‘ $3,059 37, and to insert 
t‘ $2,592 87;"’ and in line twelve to strike 
out the words ‘‘ raising and;’’ and at the end 
of the bill to insert ‘‘ and the sum of $466 50 
to William Webster for raising the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed, 
and the bill read the third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOWE. The title of the bill should 
be amended by inserting the name of William 
Webster as one of the parties to be relieved. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment will be made, 


LAND DISTRICT IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. OSBORN. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 218, to create an additional land dis- 
trict in Florida. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee’ of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It proposes to constitute 
that portion of Florida lying east of the line 
between ranges fourteen and fifteen east, an 
additional land district, to be known as the 
East Florida district, the office for which is 
to be located at Jacksonville. . It also author- 
izes: tke appointment of a register and a re- 
ceiver for the land district, who are to be enti- 
tled to the same compensation as is or may 
hereafter be prescribed by law for like officers 
of other districts. ae 

The Committee on. Public Lands reported 
the bill with an amendment, to insert in sec- 
tion. two, line four, after the words ‘officers 
of,” the word “ the ;”’ and atthe end of the bill 
to add the words “‘ in said State.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. OSBORN. I moveto amend the bill 
in section one, line six, by striking out ‘Jack- 
sonville’’ andinserting “ Gainesville,” 

The amendment was agreed to. . 


I think now I will listen 


I was quite ready to 


The bill wasreported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again remind the Senate that when the recess 
takes place atten minutes to five o'clock, 
the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
be the unfinished business. 

WILSON BOWLBY. 


Mr. CORBETT. I ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 1107, reported from the 
Committee on Finance. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 1107) for the relief of 
Wilson Bowlby, collector of internal revenue 
for Oregon. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to credit Wilson Bowlby, collector 
of internal revenue for Oregon, with $1,104, 
the value of internal revenue stamps alleged 
to have been sent by mail on the 26th of April, 
1871, to him, and which never reached him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HARLAN 
in the chair.) The time having arrived for a 
recess, the Senate will now take a recess until 
a quarter before cight o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at seven o'clock 
and forty-five minutes p. m. 


D. B. ALLEN AND COMPANY, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 349. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 849) to provide for 
the payment of D. B. Allen & Co. for ser- 
vices in carrying the United States mail. 
It provides for paying $21,543 for the pay- 
ment of D. B. Allen & Co. for carrying 
the United States mails between New York 
and San Francisco in 1864-65, during the 
suspension of the overland mail service on 
the overland route. 

Mr. RAMSEY. There is a report in that 
case. 

Mr. HAMLIN. IthinkI can state the facta 
mach quickér than the report can be read. 
I know the bill passed the Senate twice, I 
think three times. It proposes to pay for a 
service by the way of Panama which belonged 
to the overland route when that was disturbed 
by Indian depredations. The papers on file 
from the Post Office Department state that 
they would have paid the sum if they had had 
the money there with which to pay it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE AT RED WING. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 842. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 842) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near the city of Red Wing, in the 
State of Minnesota, and to establish it as a post 
road. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time; and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Ciinrow Luoyp, its chief clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concatring,) That each House of Congress shall 
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be adjourned sine die, by the Presiding Officers 
thereof, on Monday, the 8d day of June, 1872, at 
twelve o’clock meridian. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2564) to reiieve 
certain persons therein named from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


MILITARY ROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 443. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 448) to provide for 
the opening of a military and post road from 
the mouth of Walnut river, in Kansas, to the 
mouth of the Main Cache river, in Texas. 

Mr. HARLAN. I rather think that bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
J submit that motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I hope it will 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. POMEROY. There are several amend- 
ments, i 

Mr. HARLAN. Let the amendments be 
printed and go with the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want the appropriation 
stricken out first. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave no objection to the 
amendments being acted on. 

Mr. POMEROY. The object of the bill is 
to have a highway, if we can, to drive cattle 
from Texas to Kansas without being taxed by 
the Indians. l 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. That is very 
important if it can be done. My understand- 
ing is that this road runs all through the Indian 


country. 

Mr. POMEROY. West of the ninety-sixth 
meridian, where they have ceded their juris- 
diction. Let me suggest that the amendments 
of the committee be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Maine, in thechair.) The amendménts 
will be acted on, 

Mr. POMEROY. I move first to strike out 
the appropriation. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The drovers 
will have to go a long way out of their road 
by this route. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it comes much further 
east there is a railroad company that will 
build a railroad. Let the amendments be 
concurred in. 

The Cuier Cuerx. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads is to strike out ‘A. D. Keith” 
and insert ‘G. G. Capron!” as a commis- 
sioner, and in the same line to strike out 
‘Perrin Fay” and insert ‘B. D. Dawson ;”’ 
in line nine, after ‘“‘ Main Cache,” to insert 
“ via Fort Cobb, Fort Sill, and the Wichita 


wv 


agency. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. POMEROY. There is one amend- 


ment in the first part of the section that should 
be corrected. Thename of “L. W. Shepherd’ 
should be stricken out and “R. B. Wright’’ in- 


serted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 

The next amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads was at 
the end of section three, to insert the words 
“that will interfere with the objects of this 
act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out in 
section five, commencing in line five, the fol- 
lowing words: : 

And for the erection of causeways, culverts, and 
bridges, and the expense of surveying and grading 
said road, the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


propriated, to be expended under the direction ofthe 
nterior Department and upon the récommendation 


of said commissioners. All completed work shall 
be personally inspected by the said commissioners, 
and payments shall be made upon their approval 
out of the funds hereby appropriated. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


A plat of the said road shall be filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and, if found to be located 
according to the provisions of this act, shall be 
approved by him, whereupon he shall declare the 
same a public highway. š 

So that the section will read : 

That the said commissioners shall each receive in 
full of ali compensation and all allowances six dol- 
lars per day for performing the services above 
described: Provided, That the whole number of 
days of each commissioner shall not exceed ninety. 
A plat of said road shall be filed with the Secretary 
of the Interior, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARLAN. I now move that the bill 
be printed, with the amendments, and referred 


to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 841. There is an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, and I suggest that the 
original bill need not be read. A 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (S. No. 341) to 
reduce the rates of correspondence by tele- 
graph, and to connect the telegraph with the 
postal service. 

The substitute reported by the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads was read. 

Mr. NYE. There is so much legislation in 
this bill that it makes me giddy to read it. 
see nothing left to be done on the face of 
God’s earth that the Postmaster General is 
not competent to take in hand, according to 
this bill. Here is authority to connect every- 
where with the living and the dead, that which 
is in being and that which is to be hereafter, 
and the grant here made is perpetual, forever. 
I hope no such bill will pass. It ought to 
receive that full consideration at the hands of 
the Senate which a measure proposing so rad- 
ical a change demands, and it should be well 
examined. I can see an outlay of millions in 
it. I hope before the Senate act upon the 
bill it will be considered carefully. 

Mr. RAMSEY. An outlay of millions by 
whom? 

Mr. NYE. By the Government. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Government lays out 
nothing; all the expenditure is by the corpor- 
ators. 

Mr. NYE. I understand it very well. 

Mr. RAMSEY. ‘The corporators are the 
parties who invest money. _ 

Mr. NYE. ‘There is a provision that the 
Government shall step in and take it if it is 
necessary. I understand that perfectly well. 
It means a great scheme without anything 
under it. It establishes a system of stamps 
that will ingulf us all in stamps. At every 
ten miles the Postmaster General is to have a 
telegraphic office. I hope the bill will not 
pass. It ought to receive that consideration 
which a proposition to make such a change is 
entitled to. Experience, in my judgment, will 
show that mixing the Post Office Department, 
which is very well managed now, with a vast 
irrelevant appurtenance will ingulf both. It 
ought not to be done without consideration, 
certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, it was my 
fortune to have been a member of the other 
branch of the National Legislature at the time 
when a small appropriation was made to the 
late Professor Morse to establish a line of 
telegraph between Baltimore city and Wash- 
ington. Iam happy to say that I gave to that 
measure my earnest support. It was a new 
measure; and all new measures take time, 
take consideration and investigation to pre- 
sent them acceptably to the public mind. 
What has grown out of that beginning we 
all know. ‘The benefits which have resulted 


from it over the whole world. can-hardly be 
estimated. . 

Now, sir, the simple question, in my judg- 
ment, arises whether it is not wise at this day 
and this time for our Government to.do what 
almost every other Government has done, take 
this system of telegraphing operations into its 
own charge, control it and regulate ‘it, and 
reduce the expense which those who have 
occasion to use it shall be obliged to pay... I 
think it all embraced in that one single thing. 

Sir, when you turn to the European Gov- 
ernments where this system has been taken 
charge of by Government, I think we are 
able to state in every case successfully, they 
have reduced rates vastly below anything we 
have had in this country. 1. think the same 
rule may be made to apply here. In Belgium, 
for the transmission of ten words ten cents are 
charged ; in France, from ten to twenty ceuts ; 
in Great Britain, twenty-five cents; in Can- 
ada twenty-five cents. Now, in my judgment, 
the time is fast approaching, if it. has not 
already come,. when thereis a necessity for our 
Government to take charge of the telegraphic 
system. It has many feature similar to those 
of our postal arrangements, and comes, if not 
directly, yet very much in opposition to the 
transmission of written and. printed matter 


‘through the mails. The telegraph system oper- 


ates to diminish the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. It is, therefore, in my judgment, wise 
that the Government should take it into its own 
control, for the purpose of- barmonizing the 
two systems together. Indeed, if nothing of 
that kind be done, competition, perhaps to a 
greater extent. than we have it—although com- 
petition has been very much avoided by com- 
binations of great lines—will yet affect more 
injuriously the postal system than it does now. 
It is therefore wise, in my judgment, that the 
Government take this system into its own 
control. 

Asthe chairman of the committee has said 
the bill proposes the expenditure of no money 
by the Government, but it does propose to 
give to a responsible company the power of 
establishing telegraphic offices in connection 
with the Government, and to forward mes- 
sages at stipulated rates, which diminish first the 
cost of transmission of messages at the present 
time all the way from forty to fifty per cent. 
But Senators will bear in mind that that is not 
all the diminution. The diminution when put 
at that percentage is computed on the basis of 
a message of ten words, while the’bill as here 
presented gives you ‘twenty-five words as‘ the 
message, which is an increase of eighty per 
cent. upon the amount of matter sent. The 
rates here include date and address, and, assum- 
ing what I understand to be about the ordinary 
rule, those dates and addresses will take about 
seven words, giving, therefore, eighteen wordsin 
place of ten, which is an increase of the amount 
of matter sent of eighty per cent., and the rates 
reduced from those that we now pay varying 
from forty to fifty per cent. It does seem to - 
me that that feature alone in the bill is one 
that should commend itself to our better judg- 
ment. i 

Again, it is known that the. occasions 
which the Government itself has for the use 
of the telegraph are increasing annually. We 
are inaugurating a system which I believe will 
be reduced to a science; I do not doubt that 
we shall be, if we have not already been, able 
to tell with very great accuracy the kind of 
weather we are to have all over the country. 
The system which the Government has in- 
augurated, and through which it has been 
obliged to use the Western Union Telegraph 
Company for the purpose of transmitting its 
messages daily to and irom the signal office 
here, has already been productive of good. 
I think we have enough of it now to see that 
we shall be able in the progress of time to 
establish very satisfactorily the kind and de- 
scription of weather that we shall have from 
day to day in every locality. The reasonable 
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rates. with which the Government has been 

-farmished with this accommodation by the 

~Westera Union Telegraph Company, I under- 

 gtand, have been abrogated, changed, and re- 

“ofased; and thus that- system which should 
be continued for the great and good results 
which necessarily would flow from it might 
pe much retarded, if not defeated. _ The Gov- 
ernment can in no other way than through the 
telegraph receive such information as will 
enable it to carry out the system in which itis 
engaged. 

-I do not wish to make any statement which 
is not perfectly accurate; but I am told that 
the arrangement existing between the Govern- 
ernment and the Western Union Telegraph 
Company, for which I believe about two hun- 
dred‘and fifty thousand dollars have been. paid 
annually, has been broken up by the company, 
thus leaving the Government unable to perfect 
that grand system from which 1 think the whole 
world may reasonably hope to reap great and 
rich rewards. - 
< These are the general considerations, Mr. 
President, very ‘briefly stated, which induced 
‘me as a member of the committee to give my 
sanction to the bill, as I shall. give to it my 
vote in the Senate; and I do uot think we 
need apprehend any of the alarm which my 
friend from Nevada is now exercised over. I 
think in bis cooler and calm moments he will 
get over that bravely, and that on a more 
thorough and a more careful examination he 
‘will find that there is really no occasion for 
any alarm. . 

I believe that this is.to be a system full.of 
beneñcial results to the country, to almost 
‘every man, woman, and child in it; and the 
time will come, I think, when the Senator 
. from Nevada will be proud to remember that 
. che was associated with that body which inaug- 

‘arated the scheme into a law, and he will 
` rejoice, I believe, much more if he shall find 

‘his name recorded as one of its friends, and 
not as one of its opponents. 

. Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I am perfectly 
cool, I can inform the Senator from Maine; 
I am under no excitement; and indeed. the 
announcement he makes that he has helped 

to give birth to this thing is calculated to pre- 
vent all excitement. It has been a prolonged 
case; it has been talked of since before he 
and J came here the last time; it is an old 
measure, but I think it is quite inartificially 
put up. He is loading the Post Office De- 
partment and conferring powers upon its head 

‘which no other officer on the face of the earth 
ever had before. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to ask my 
friend if the Post Office Department objects? 

Mr. NYE. I suppose not. I understand 
they have been in consultation about it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand the argument 
of my friend to be that this was a loading of 
of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. NYE. I say so, and it will make it so 
cumbrous that nothing can be done there. 

Mr. SUMNER. That the Post Office De- 
partment cannot administer it? 

Mr. NYE. No, sir. Now, if the honorable 
Senator will keep quiet a moment I shall be 
through presently. 1 understand that he has 
had a hand in this, and is here claiming the 
paternity of it. I say that this bill, and I have 
read it carefully, imposes duties on the Post 
Office Department that no Department of this 
Government can possibly carry on. What is 
the use of creating this company, to begin 
with? Here are telegraphs everywhere that 
our Post Office goes. Why not authorize the 
Department to contract with the present com- 
panies? This bill authorizes them to con- 
tract with this new company which it makes, 
and to contract with them forever. Not only 
does it do that, but it raises a question on 
which I should like to have the opinion of 
my friend, the Senator from Maine. Has he 
not stood here to deny the power of Con- 
gress to pass a law that should perform its 


functions in any other country than our own? 
This bill upon its face, and in terms, author- 
izes them to connect with telegraphs of other 
countries, and to make such arrangements as 
they. may see fit under the direction of the 
Postmaster General. ae 

Tt.is a very easy thing to pass this bill. If 
I had the lungs of my friend from Maryland, 
{Mr. Hamizron,] and could talk as loud and 
as much as he did last night I would talk 
it out; but I tell you there is a mouse under 
this meal just as sure as you live, and there is 
a cat there, too, and a big one, 

You will find, Mr. President, that this bill 
will be so cumbrous that it never can be 
worked, and it will bring a set of men into 
power, and to hold that power forever, which 
it is dangerous to give to any set of men. My 
friend from Vermont would not let a railroad 
come in here unless he bound them to pay 
more than twice the price of the ground, on 
the theory that you must bind corporations in 
chains that cannot be broken. Here is the 
largest incorporation ever made in the United 
States, and made without any scrutiny, I think, 
except of the committee. I say it is the 
largest, most influential, most potent, and most 
dangerous corporation I have ever seen at- 
tempted to be created here. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I think I can relieve one 
difficulty of the honorable Senator from Ne- 


vada. He apprehends that this isa perpetual 
corporation. 
Mr. NYE. The bill says so. 


Mr. RAMSEY. It may be outside of any 
connection with the Post Office Department, 
but I call the Senator’s attention to section 
seven: 

That the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the Postal Telegraph Company for 
the transmission of correspondence by telegraph, as 
his agent for that purpose, fora term of ten years 
according to the provisions of this uct. 

That is the extent of it; but of course it 
may be renewed subsequently. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Nevada is generally rather a cour- 
ageous man, but he seems very easily fright- 
ened to-night, and frightened at what on a 
closer examination will be found not to be by 
any means an objectof terror. The terror of 
great corporations seems to have come over 
his usually undaunted soul with extraordinary 
power to-night. 

Mr. NYE. Iam not to be told that. I said 
that was the general sentiment of the Senate, 
in which my friend from South Carolina shares 
largely. Ihave no fear of them, especially 
when you get one so large as this that it will 
break itself down. 

Mr. SAWYER. I cannot see the great 
power of the corporation which is provided for 
ia this bill. It is simply a telegraphic com- 
pany haviag the power to do precisely the kind 
of work which is done by several companies 
already in existence in the States, aud created 
for the purpose not of increasing the burdens 
of the people, but of greatly diminishing them. 

The Senator Says we have telegraphs running 
everywhere now. That is true; and at the 
same time we have everywhere the imposition 
of great prices upon the transmission of tele- 
graphic intelligence. If this bill should pass, 
it will be within the power of the people of the 
United States to get their telegraphic business 
done at a decrease of over fifty per cent. from 
present rates. 

That the power of this corporation would 
be dangerous is disproved by the fact that the 
profit which they are allowed to make upon 
their capital, which must be exactly the extent 
of their property, is limited to ten per cent., 
and that whenever it is found that their profits 


-exceed ten per cent. the Postmaster General is 


authorized to make such reductions in the rates 
which the Government pays and which the 
public pay for the transmission of messages 
as will reduce their profits to that figure. 

The experience of other Governments in the 
union of the postal system with the telegraph 
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system has been eminently successful, not 
only successful in decreasing the cost of tele- 
graphing to the public, but successful in in- 
creasing the amount of business; and let me 
say to my honorable friend from Nevada that 
there is no new principle in this bill. It is 
simply a new application of a principle now 
operating in our postal system. 

There is no abstract reason why the Goverr 
ment should undertake to convey messages by 
letter through the mails, that does not equally 
apply to the conveyance of messages by the 
quicker and improved method of the telegraph. 

The conduct by the Government of the busi- 
ness of conveying letters. and newspapers to 
and fro through the country is entirely a mat- 
ter of convenience. Itis not at all a neces- 
sary function of a Government that it should 
convey mails. 

It is a convenience to the public, and is so 
used. It is for that reason that it is used, and 
it is approved by the public because experi- 
ence has proved its great convenience and its 
civilizing tendency. ‘There is just as much 
reason for the Government to undertake this 
business of conveying intelligence over the 
telegraphic wires as over railroad lines and 
by stage-coaches. The principle is the same. 
European Governments have recognized the 
similarity of the principle, and have applied it, 
and applied it, not at enormous expense to the 
Government, but, on the contrary, with profit 
to the Government. Indeed, it is one of the 
most profitable parts of the postal system of 
Great Britain to-day. 

Mr. NYE. As my friend from South Car- 
olina seems to be entirely familiar with this 
matter, will he auswer me a question? Where 
do you find the authority for enabling the Post- 
master General to raise the rates in particular 
States? ‘he ninth section provides that if 
any tax or assessment shall be levied on the 
receipts or franchises of this company, or any 
license be required in any State or Territory, 
“ the Postmaster General may add one or more 
cents to the rate on each telegram between 
offices in such State or Territory.” 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me tell the Senator 
that the power is the power to contract for the 
postal business; and if the contractor finds 
that by reason of local taxation it costs him 
more to do business in the State of Maryland 
or the State of New Jersey than it does in the 
State of New York. the Postmaster General 
has the power, if this bill becomes a law, to 
increase the price paid for the transmission of 
the message. 

Mr. NYE. ‘Then he has power to increase 
the price upon the postage of letters. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the United States choose 
to make a law that when the mail contractor 
is taxed for carrying on his business in the 
State of New York, there shall be an increase 
in the postage to compensate for the increased 
expense incurred on account of such tax, 
undoubtedly the right to enact such law is 
complete. 

Mr. NYE. Iunderstand the object of this 
bill is to put the Government, in regard to the 
mass of the commanding business of the tele- 
graph, in the same position that it now occu- 
pies toward the mail, and the pretense is that 
it can be done cheaper. Now, in order to 
protect this company, you confer on the Post- 
master General the power of saying in advance, 
before they stick a pole or stretch a wire, “If 
you tax this company in any State, we will tax 
you in return by an increase of the telegraph 
rate by one or more cents.’ Now, the point 
I want to ask is, where does Congress get this 


power? 

Mr. SAWYER. In the same way, then, we 
get the power to give a larger price for a con- 
tract where it is executed under difficulties 
than where it is executed not under difficul- 
ties. Does not the honorable Senator know 
that we gave a larger price to carry the mail 
across the continent by a pony express than 
we gave to carry it across the State of New 
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Jersey where there were ample facilities to 
carry it? Ifthe State of Maryland chooses to 
impose a tax upon telegraphic wires across 
that State, it is therefore more expensive to 
carry the message across that State, and the 
proposition in this bill is to allow the Post- 
master General to impose an additional rate 
for the transmission of a message across that 
State to meet that tax; but does the Senator 
suppose that the people of Maryland would be 
so far blind to their own interest as to tax 
their own telegraph communication? 

Mr. NYE. Then why provide for it? 

Mr. SAWYER. Because we do not know 
but that some opponent of this system, some 
person who desires to perpetuate the monop- 
oly which at present exists in the telegraphic 
system of this country, may interpose some 
such obstacles; they will not last long, but they 
may for a time. 

Mr. NYE. Afterall, suppose you are going 
to carry the mail through Maryland or South 
Carolina, does that increase or decrease the 
rate of postage ? 

Mr. SAWYER. It would if Congress should 
say so. Congress has not seen fit to say so. 

Mr. President,.this union of the postal sys- 
tem with the telegraphic system is not a new 
proposition. It was before the last Congress. 
lt has been reported favorably upon several 
times by committees of the other House, and 
once certainly before the Senate by a commit- 
tee of this body. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Three times. 

Mr. SAWYER. Three times by the com- 
mittee of the Senate. It has been recom- 
mended by two successive Postmasters Gen- 
eral after the most careful consideration. It 
has been tried in European countries with ab- 
solute success. As I remarked a few minutes 
ago, it has been tried in Great Britain, not 
only with wonderful success as to the increase 
of the business of telegraphing, but as a ques- 
tion merely of profit. Great Britain invested 
some six or seven million pounds in purchas- 
ing telegraphic lines, borrowing the money at 
three and a quarter per cent., and notwith- 
standing all the difficulties. of a new enter- 
prise, notwithstanding all the large expenses 
of inaugurating the system, nevertheless the 
first year rendered a net return of over four 
per cent., making a clear profit on the system 
in the first year, and therefore the year pre- 
senting the most difficulty, of nearly or quite 
one per cent. on the capital invested. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not proposed that 
the Government shall pay out one dollar for 
this. It is simply proposed.to give the Post- 
master General power to contract with a com- 
pany which is incorporated here with a capital 
of $1,000,000 to begin with, and thereafter to 
be increased as the company increase the prop- 
erty in their possession, in accordance with 
the terms of the law. It proposes to give the 
Postmaster General power to contract with 
such company to carry telegraphic messages 
at certain rates, which rates are something 
like an average of thirty-five per cent. less 
than the rates now charged by the Western 
Union Telegraph Company. And this price 
is further reduced by the fact that the mes- 
sage proposed by this bill is not the message 
of ten words, but a message averaging about 
eighty per cent. more. The average rates, 
therefore, will be considerably more than fifty 
per cent. diminution on the present rates. 

This company, though the Senator from 
Nevada seems to be so much afraid of its 
vast privileges and its vast powers, will have 
simply the powers which any other telegraphic 
company has, except that it cannot impose 
upon the public exorbitant rates, because, as 
I have remarked, whenever its profits rise 
above ten per cent. it will be the duty of the 
Postmaster General, under the bill as reported 
by the committee, to reduce the rates so that 
it shall bring the profits of the company down 
to ten percent. If thereafter it should prove 
that the profits of the company were less than 


ten per cent., he would have the same right 
to raise the rates (not, however, beyond the 
limits fixed) that he had to lower them. 

Mr. CONKLING. Fshould like to know 
from my friend from South Carolina, with his 
permission, whether he is in the domain of 
history or not in what I understood him to 
say as I entered the Chamber just now about 
the diminution of rates proposed by this bill. 
Does he intend the Senate at this time, when 
nobody, as far as I can learn, except a few in 
the secret, expected this extraordinary meas- 
ure to come up, to understand that by the 
proposed amendment of the committee the 
diminution which he has been describing in 
telegraphic rates-is to be established? And 
if he does, I wish he would be kind enough 
to repeat, if it be necessary to repeat for my 
benefit, the data on which he bases the state- 
ment. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator had been 
careful enough to look into the report of 
the committee, which has been on the table 
for some weeks, he would have seen the data 
there, and could bave verified the data by 
reference to the telegraphic rates between 
Washington and New York and various other 
points to which he has occasion to frequently 
send dispatches. On the eighth and ninth 
pages of the report of the committee are given 
tables exhibiting the present rates from Wash- 
ington to various points,and showing a dimi- 
nution of sixty per cent. upon day rates and 
eighty per cent. upon night rates as between 
the rates proposed in this bill and those at 
present charged by the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company, and these lower rates pro- 
posed are not for the same length of message 
but for a message eight tenths longer. In 
other words, for eighteen words the tariff pro- 
posed by this bill will be sixty per cent. for 
day rates less than the charge now made by 
tha Western Union Telegraph Company for 
ten words. Below that there are several tables 
given where the reduction varies from thirty- 
three to thirty-eight per cent., and in one case 
sixty-eight per cent. all the time, this being 
based on the assumption that the messagesare 
of the same length, ten- word messages, whereas 
in fact the messages proposed by this bill are 
of twenty-five words, including the address, 
which makes the body of the message average 
about eighteen words. Now the Senator is 
answered about that. If he will show that 
these figures are not correct, of course I am 
wrong. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am answered* very 
largely in one sense and in another not at all. 
I need not read beyond the third page of this 
bill to satisfy myself that all those who have 
not been imposed upon are trying to impose 
upon somebody else. Among the extraordin- 
ary provisions of the bill is that which I find 
in the words which I read now: 

All, other messages shall be transmitted in the 
orderin which they are received— 

I find no ground for critigism there, but 
now I come to the words which I criticise: 
excepting registered telegrams, on which double 
rates shall be prepaid, which shall have priority 
of transmission, and excepting telegrams directed 
to be transmitted by night. 

Everybody not purposely or strangely blind 
as to the intent of this contrivance must see 
that the corporation of which the Government 
is to become the agent or middle-man between 
the citizen and the person to perform the 
work is to be permitted to double the rates 
upon everything except that sent by night, for 
that is what it comes to, ‘‘ excepting registered 
telegrams, on which double rates shall be pre- 
paid, which shall have priority of transmis- 
sion?’ 
ator from South Carolina or anybody else 
wants priority of transmission he is to be com- 
pelled by this corporation to have it through 
a registered telegram, just as certain railway 
companies put on a magnificent palace car or 
two, and then take care to leave off all other 
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cars, so that everybody is driven fas'aut nefas 
to go into the palace cars... So everybody who 
wants a message transmitted: under this con- 
trivance submitted to us.is to be compelled to 

send a registered. message at double rate. 

And I say here, although speaking under favor 
of my-friend in his time, that in addition to all 
the other amazing requirements to which the 
American people are to be subjected under 
this bill if it should ever pass, (which I do not 
suppose it is to do,) as { understand, it will 
work not only no diminution of ratein trans- 
mitting the average telegraphic. dispatches,. 
but an unmistakable imposition of additional 
rates over those charged now for doing it. 

Mr. SAWYER, I am always happy to hear 
my friend from New York, because he speaks 
forcibly and eloquently and persuasively; but 
thereis absolutely nothing in what he has said ; 
and let me remind the Senator from New York 
that this registered: telegram to which he al- 
ludes has its exact.paraliel in the usage of the 
telegraph companies to-day, who charge double 
rates. if you want.to make your message sure. 
In the first place, the double rate provided by. 
this bill is in many cases not over sixty-six and 
two thirds per cent. of the single rate charged 
by the Western Union telegraph and by other 
telegraphic companies in the country to-day. 
But, Mr. President, when you want to make 
certain that your message goes correctly and 
promptly in the telegraph office to-day, there 
is a direction that you shall cause it to be 
repeated, and then. they charge you double 
rates for it; so that the Senator proves noth- 
ing against the proposition before us by his 
criticism on this point. 

The Senator says there will be absolutely no 
reduction. I begto call his attention to some 
figures. The day rate froni Washington to 
St. Paul at present for ten-word messages is . 
$2 50. By the proposed bill the day:message 
will be one dollar, or forty per cent. But note 
this circumstance: that this one dollar is not 
for a ten-word message, but for a message 
consisting, with the address, of twenty five 
words, or amounting to eighteen words, inas- 
much asthe average addresses on telegrams are 
about seven words. Take ten thousand mes- 
sages, and ‘they will average about seven words 
foreach address. Therefore it leaves the body 
of the telegram at about eighteen words. If 
this bill becomes a law, for one dollar you 
send a message to St. Paul of eighteen words, 
whereas now you send a message to St. Paul 
of ten words for $2 50. The present rate is 
twenty-five cents per word ; the proposed rate 
about five and a half cents per. word, a reduc- 
tion in this case of seventy-eight per cent. 
Does the Senator consider this reduction of no 
value? 

Again, the rate from Washington to Bangor 
at present for ten words is ninety cents; by 
the proposed bill, for eighteen words it will 
be seventy-five cents. From Washington to 
San Francisco the present rate is five dollars, 
or fifty cents a word ; by the proposed rate it 
is $1 75 for eighteen words. These tables, it 
must be noted, are made up as though the 
messages by the present system. and by this 
bill were the same, whereas in fact, as I have 
so often repeated, the allowance must be made 
in every case for the addition of eight words 
to the average messages. 

I did not, however, intend to discuss this 
bill. I only rose after my friend from Nevada 
had shown, as I said, so much terror of the 
monstrous amount of legislation which there 
was in this bill. He seems to be frightened 
at what, if he had read the bill carefully, and 
if he has read the report, E do not think would 
have made his hair stand on end at the enorm- 
ous assumption of Government power. The 
truth is to-day, Mr. President, the press of 
the United States is dependent upon the tele- 
graph, and there is hardly a newspaper in this 
land that belongs to the Associated Press that 
dare say anything against the-telegraph as at 
present managed, however much they may feel 
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`jts oppressive burdens. The telegraph has 

“complete control over the press. The Western 
Union Telegraph Company can rain any news- 

-paper at any moment by just. changing its rates 
for transmission of news. . The Senator. knows 
a newspaper on the Pacific coast which was 
absolutely ruined by the outrageous charges 
~ whick were put upon the telegraphic news sent 


«fo at 
<o. Mr. CONKLING. I do not know any such 
thing as that. J understand the art of bring- 
ing in the dislike which naturally attaches to 
the Associated Press owing to the injustice to 
which we are subjected by that association. 1 
understand the art of bringing in that preju- 
dice as a make-weight against the interest 
which this bill is supposed to antagonize ; but 
I deny entirely that striking at the telegraph 
company is striking at the Associated Press. 
Ideny entirely that any shaft aimed at the 
> telegraph is likely to injure or wound the As- 
sociated Press. I insist that on the contrary 
: all men alike managing newspapers or requir- 
ing news are permitted to participate in trans- 
mitting at given rates such messages as they 
choose to send over the wires. 
. The suggestion of the Senatoris by no means 
new. I have heard it here before. I have 
heard it in other theaters where it was supposed 
„resorting to those arts, very common in practice 
before juries, that somebody could be set on fire 
in favor of this scheme by declaiming against 
the Associated Press. f 

Mr. SAWYER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
don. I bave not declaimed against the Asso- 
ciated Press. 

_ Mr. CONKLING. No; the Senator has not 
declaimed against the Associated Press because 
perhaps he is restrained. by a feeling which 
e applies in another direction. He says there 
-is not a newspaper in the land that dare 
speak against the telegraph. Perhaps it is not 
every Senator who dares to speak against the 
Associated Press. Although I think my friend 

_ is not wanting in courage, he understands just 
as wellas I do, we have heard it here and we 
have heard it elsewhere, that the Associated 
Press, by its extravagant misrepresentations 
of things—because I am not at all afraid to 
call attention to the fact that the agents of the 
Associated ‘Press do misrepresent and distort 
things strangely, as I think in the interest of 
one political party and against the other 

Mr. POMEROY. So [ think. 

Mr. CONKLING. Nobody can doubt it. 
Why, Mr. President, I have read—~if my friend 
from South Carolina will pardon me, speaking 
as Iam in his time—I have read, not only by 
way of omission here, dropping out of the 
proceedings of this body the great bulk and 

' substance of them during the day, such strange 
perversions as would mislead the public as to 
the whole occupation of the Senate for the 

_day, but I have seen put by the report of the 
Associated Press into the mouths of Senators 
what they never uttered; I have seen stated 
what never took place; and I understand per- 
fectly the hazard at which I call-attention to it 
now. I understand how entirely I am at the 
mercy of those who sit as the guests of the 
Senate, reporting (using a misapplied term) 
what they choose; and yet I call attention to 
the fact, and I know how deep down among 
the foundations of this bill that fact is, thas 
men and a political party North and South are 
annoyed, misrepresented, injured grievously 
by this Associated Press. oes 

I know in my own State particular individ- 
uals, speaking in a particular interest, may 
utter anything they please on any occasion, 
however partisan it may be, whatever feeling 
may actuate them, and no objection is found 
to it by the Associated Press; it finds fall vent 
and statement in extenso in the newspapers; 
and I know that if another man, who cham- 
pions the other side, expresses his sentiments 
upon kindred topics, that is ‘‘ partisan,’’ and 
it must not go into the Associated Press; and 
gentlemen whom I meet in the carsand meet 
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elsewhere will -explain to me most amiably 
and most extensively the reason why such and 
such a thing cannot appear in the Associated 
Press, because it is partisan, although, if it is 
only uttered on, the other side, it is stated 
in extenso and with embellishments. 

Mr. NYE. Columns of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. . As my friend says, col- 
umns of it. Now, sir, a man must be a tyro 
in the art of politics, if that term is applicable 
to such a thing, who does not understand the 
ease with which prejudice may be raised either 
against the Associated Press or against the 
telegraph as the vebicle of the Associated 
Press, by calling attention to the bias, North 
and South, which is supposed to govern and to 
actuate it. 

Mr. SAWYER, If the Senator will allow 
me, I must protest, not against his oocupying 
the time, because I would rather hear him 
speak than speak myself, but against his mak- 
ing this sermon on any text that I have enun- 
ciated. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg pardon of my 
friend. One thing we agree upon, that itis a 
great deal easier to listen to somebody else 
than talk yourself. He affirms that proposition, 
and I agree with him. I did not mean to 
speak in his time. I only rose to take excep- 
tion to what I thought was not an inexcusable 
attempt of my friend to becloud, innocently 
and parliamentarily speaking, the Senate by 
bringing in the information that some paper 
on the Pacific coast, if it was that, which he 
presented to the Senator from Nevada, and 
some other newspaper somewhere else, were 
deprived of news or required to take certain 
news because of the telegraph. I rose upon 
that suggestion to exonerate the telegraph as 
truth would permit me from that charge. I 
do not believe it. On the contrary if my friend 
(and here. I will stop my encroachments 
upon his time) will organize, and nobody 
can do it better than he, if he would turn the 
Carnot of the Associated Press and organ- 
ize differently an associated press, an asso- 
ciated press bent upon telling the truth or 
bent upon giving a Republican, not a Demo- 
cratic bias to the truth, he would find the tele- 
graph. just as open as it is now and at rates'just 
as reasonable. It was to impress upon him 
that fact. in answer to his suggestion that I 
rose. {fam aware that I have trespassed too 
far upon his good nature, and I beg the Sen- 
ator’s pardon. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator cannot tres- 
pass on my good nature for him, but I take my 
authority from the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. The committee say in their 
report: 

“The press depends upon the telegraph for the 
transmission of news, and the telegraph company 
upon the press to aid it against attacks. The com- 
pany regulate the rates and has the power to raise 
them for one paper and reduce them for another. In 
1869 it raised the rates of the San Francisco Herald 
one hundred and twenty-two per cent., or from 6.92 


certs per word to 15.38 cents. This rate the Herald, 
Was unable to pay; it lost the news and soon failed. 


There is the authoritative statement made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads in this public docu- 
ment. I believe it. I have no doubt of it 
whatever. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask 
my friend from South Carolina a question. 
observe in the fifth section of the bill it says, 
“ special contracts may be made with railroad 
companies relating to the telegraphic business 
on the line of such railroads; also with asso- 
ciations and with the press for the transmis- 
sion of commercial and press news.’’ Now, 
shall we not be liable to the same abuse under 
this bill that we are at present? ; 

Mr. SAWYER. Not at all; because it is 
open to any association to make a contract. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why isit not opennow 
in the same way? You can make a contract 
with any association you please. 

Mr. SAWYER. It so happens that now 
the Associated Press has got the field, and the 


New York Associated Press and the telegraph 
are coworkers in this matter. Ido not know 
that it is not competent to go to the Western 
Union Telegraph or to any other association 
and make contracts; I suppose itis; but it is 
the rates at which the Western Union make 
the contract that makes the oppression. It is 
the fact that the Western Union is entirely a 
private corporation, uncontrolled except by its 
own self-interests and occupying a position of 
monopoly. It has watered its stock until 
what was originally a very small amount, I 
believe less than three millions, and I do not 
know but less than one million, has come to 
be now over forty millions, and nearly all of 
that has been by making stock dividends. 
The total of stock and cash dividends and net 
earnings of the Western Union Telegraph 
Company up to the present time is given by 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
as $41,292,973. Of that amount stock divi- 
dends were made to the amount of $26,154,800; 
cash dividends between 1858 and 1866, 
$4,157,242, and their net earnings from 
January 7, 1866, to July, 1870, $10,980,981 ; 
making a total from 1858 to 1866 of $41,292,- 
973. It is perfectly safeto assert that had the 
original capital invested in those telegraph 
companies paid twenty-five per cent. per 
annum, they would not have made forty-one 
million dividends or ten, probably not five mil- 
lion dividends. On one occasion they made 
a stock dividend of four hundred and fourteen 
per cent.; and out of whom did this come? 
It came out of the public. 

The Postmaster General and the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads believe that 
telegraphing can be done for the American 
people at a lower rate. They propose to unite 
the postal system with the telegraphic system, 
following in the path of other and older nations 
who have tried the experiment and have suc- 
ceeded init. They have not rushed into this 
scheme blindly. They have examined the 
experience of other nations carefully. This 
bill has been carefully considered. 

I differ with my honorable friend from New 
York in the opinion as to whether it will pass 
or not, It may not pass to-night; it may not 
pass at this session; but that the American 
people will adopt this system, in substance, 
within the next two years is as certain as any- 
thing of which we have no absolute demon- 
strable proof. The people want this system. 
It is demonstrable that it will save the people 
millions of money every year, at the same 
time that it does not give to the executive 
department of the Government any powers 
which it is not perfectly safe for that depart- 
ment to possess. It does not fill the country 
with a legion of officeholders. There is no 
officer appointed by the Government under 
this system, except a Fourth Assistant Post- 
master General. 

There was a system presented at the last 
Congress by which, I believe, it was proposed 
to purchase the Western Union Telegraph 
Company’s lines, and all the telegraphic lines 
in the country, and let the Government appoint 
telegraphic operators and monopolize tele- 
graphic business all over the country. There 
were grave objections to that. The number of 
officeholders would have been immense. Some- 
thing like ten thousand people are employed 
in manipulating and carrying on the telegraphic 
operations of this country. The placing in 
the hands of the executive department of the 
appointment of ten thousand new officehold- 
ers would meet with objections which, in the 
present temper of the public mind, would be 
insuperable. But this bill proposes to do no 
such thing. It simply gives power to the Gov- 
ernment to examine into and watch the proceed- 
ings of this company, to see that their business 
is carried on fairly and properly, to see that 
they violate no public or private trust, and 
to. see that the profits which they reap from 
the capital invested are not exorbitant. It 
protects the public; it protects the Govern- 
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ment; it guaranties to the company jts just 
rights, but allows it to take nothing more. 

No, Mr. President, this is not a visionary 
scheme. This is not a scheme which is cum- 
bersome and difficult to manage. The more 
my friend from Nevada examines this matter, 
if he will carefully study the various reports 
that have been made upon the subject, if he 
will carefully examine this bill, he will. find 
that there is not any ground for fear or appre- 
hension that it is going to be cumbrous or an 
overpowering monopoly, or anything of that 
sort. j 

There is a provision in it, first, that this 
company shall have a capital of $1,000,000 
in shares of $100 each, and that capital is for 
the purpose of making the necessary connec- 
tions with the post offices in the country and 
the various points from which telegraphic mes- 
sages are to be sent. Then it has the power 
to purchase existing telegraphic lines or to 
construct them; but they are not allowed to 
pay any exorbitant prices for them. They 
are simply to pay such prices as shall be 
agreed upon by men, two of whom are selected 
from the party who has the disposition tọ sell, 
two by this company, and the fifth by the four 
already selected, and the price is to be such a 
price as will be equitable, and all that transac- 
tion is to be open to the inspection of the 
Postmaster General, and he must approve of 
it before the bargain can be made. Then 
having acquired that amount of property, 
new stock is issued to cover it. The stock 
at all times represents exactly what the prop- 
erty of the company has cost, and at no time 
can pay more than ten per cent. The people 
will reap all the advantages which may accrue, 
therefore, from cheap telegraphing; and by 
this means, as we believe, we can in three 
years reduce the rates, not as they are reduced 
in this bill, but reduce them to a much lower 
figure. 

But I repeat, I did not come here to-night to 
say anything on this bill. I was drawn out by the 
casual remark of my distinguished: and good- 
natured friend from Nevada, who seemed to 
have come here with a very bad digestion 
to-night, and to have had his bile aroused by 
this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to hear read the 
bill, which I am told has not been read, 
although the amendment of the committee 
has been, and also the report of the commit- 
tee; and in calling for the reading I will say 
that 1 supposed, when J learned the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads had asked for the setting apart of 
an evening to consider the bills of his commit- 
tee, he had some business of an ordinary char- 
acter to consider which he wanted disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair.) The Senator has a right to 
call for the reading of the original bill, and 
the Secretary will proceed with the reading. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before proceeding with 
that I wish to complete the remark 1 was 
making. I did not suppose, it never entered 
my mind until to-day when a friend mentioned 
to me a suspicion of this, that this bill was to 
be called up, that a matter of this sort was to 
be taken up without notice at an evening 
session; an evening session agreed to with 
the understanding, as the Globe will show, 
that no business was to be taken up except 
that coming from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads; and we all under- 
stand the meaning of that practically. It is 
to bring here but a part of the Senate; to 
release, in the estimation of mavy, Senators 
from all obligation to come. It did not occur 
to me that at such a time a measure like this 
was to be taket up for discussion with a view 
to action. A remark made to me to-day by a 
Senator who had some reason to suspect that 
such a thing might be done, led me to look 
for the calling up of this measure; and as it 
is to be considered | infer the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads have no other 


bill that they care about the fate of to-night. 
Therefore I propose to proceed logically about 
this matter, and I want to hear read the 
original bill, which has not been read, and 
also the report; and I have some other mat- 
ters which I shall read hereafter as part of 
some remarks which I wish to make 
i Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 

have- í 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey? ` 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; but before I 
lose my right to do so I wish to have the 
original bill asit was recommitted to the com- 
mittee read. I want the Senate to hear that 
in connection with the substitute the com- 
mittee have reported, and in connection with 
the bill I want to hear the report read. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I havea word 
or two to say, which I will say now with the 
consent of the Senator from New York. 

I am not familiar with this subject. I think 
it one of great interest, and I trust Senators 
will give their attention to this bill. I believe 
that all the people of this country ought to 
have the benefit of telegraphic communication. 
I believe that this Government ought to imi- 
tate the example of the other Governments of 
the world, and to see that they have that tele- 
graphic communication at as low a rate as pos- 
sible, and that it should be under the control, 
measurably, of the Government. I certainly 
am in favor of the feature of this bill which 
tends to secure that result without having a 
multitude of officeholders and without a large 
outlay by the Government. 

In reading this bill I have been struck with 
one or two things which 1 think should be care- 
fully considered. It would be a great misfor- 
tune to the Government of the United States, 
in attempting to accomplish this desirable 
result, if we should inadvertently take astep 
which would put us in a worse position than 
we are now. One suggestion that has occurred 
to me is this: there are in existence now 
telegraph companies. ‘There seems to be a 
propriety of justice that they should have as 
favorable a consideration on the part of the 
Government as any new company that may be 
created ; and J call the attention of Senators, 
and especially of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to the 
eleventh section of the bill. 

The eleventh seetion of the bill provides 
that the capital of the company shall be 
$1,000,000, for expense of organization and 
connection of its lines with the postal telegraph 
offices. I do not see any provision in the bill 
requiring a payment of cash to be made on 
that stock. They are authorized to have a 
capital of $1,000,000, without any requirement 
that the cash shall be paid in for the stock. 
Í think the bill ought to contain such a pro- 
vision. 

But this is not the most important point 
as I observe in that section. It provides that 
this company may purchase other companies. 
How are they to pay those other companies? 
They may pay those other companies in stock. 
In addition to the million of stock which they 
have issued, they may issue stock enough to 
pay those companies. Now, suppose this new 
company should purchase the existing com- 
panies at the price at which they hold their 
stock, which has been said here to amount to 
some thirty or forty millions. 

Mr. POMEROY. Forty-one millions. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Forty-one mil- 
lions. They have then a right to issue forty- 
one millions of stock in addition to the one 
million. Suppose they agree to pay them more 
than forty-one millions. They are to have 
the right to make ten per cent. on the capital 
invested. The capital invested, as it is only 
to be paid for in stock, may be a sum very 
disproportionate to the value of the property 
which they purchase. The Government: by 
authorizing this company to make this purchase 


in this loose manner will put itself in a crippled 
condition, s0 that it will not be‘able to reduce 
the telegraphic rates for the benefit of the peo- 
ple. That, it seems to me, ‘unless it is ex: 
plained, is a most serious difficultyin this bill. 
This company may arrange with the other tel- 
egraphic companiés to purchase those com- 
panies at such rate as they. agrée*upon and 
then issue stock for it, and the United: -States 
‘Government is debarred from -ever. reducing 
the rates of telegraphic communication below 
the sum that will pay ten per cent.” on that 
whole amount of stock. ` : 

Mr. HAMLIN. We have the right to amend 
this bill at any time. : 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But my friend 
from Maine would never legislate in that way. 
He would never, when passivg-a bill, say we 
have a right to pass it improperly because we 
have a right to amend it hereafter. Now is 
the time to amend it. f 

Now, in reference to the ideas thrown out 
by the Senator from South Carolina, if I under- 
stood him, an investment of. a million or two 
or three millions by the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company has augmented and grown 
until it has got to be some ten or twenty 
millions, | do not know what. Does not that 
show that the reduction which is proposed by 
this bill on their rates is insufficient? -If their. 
property is inherently worth only $10,000,000, 
and they hold itand make a profit on it esti- 
mating it at $40,000,000, is the reduction of 
thirty-three per cent. enough in the present 
arrangements? : 

L feel most friendly toward this company, 
but the first duty that I feelin reference to this 
whole subject is to secure for the people the 
lowest possible rate of communication. I think 
the eleventh section needsthe careful considera- 
tion of the committee to see thatthis company 
does not put itself inthe very place of the 
Western Union company, and'we be in a worse 
condition than we are now by reason of having 
made this arrangement. . 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will the Senator read the 
eleventh section ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSFN. I have read it. 
That is the ove I am speaking of. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Itreads: 


The said company may purchase any lines of 
telegraph that are in operation in the United States 
atthe date of the approval of this act, on such terms 
as may be agreed upon; but no such contract shall 
be valid or have any binding effect until approved 
in writing by the Postmaster General. 

The object is to keep them down to the actual 
value of the property purchased. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. | The only check 
upon it is the approval of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and then it is to be paid for not in cash. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It may be paid in cash. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Ivisnotrequired 
to be paid in cash. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Not absolutely. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It may be paid 
for in stock, and it is expressly provided that 
ihe purchaser shall be under no obligation to 
see as to the distribution of the purchase-money 
among the stockholders of the company bought. 
I do not mean to say that that part of the bill 
is not as perfect as it ought to be. My pur- 
pose is to call the atiention of the committee 
to it, and to see whether this company ought 
not to be required to pay in the cash for this 
million of stock-which is issued, aud whether 
there ought not to be some provision limiting 
the price that they are to pay for these other 
companies, because we are purchasing them. 
So far as the interests of the Government are 
concerned, their purchase is our purchase. 
‘They have got the right to tax the people of 
this country to a sufficient amount to pay ten 
per cent. on whatever they pay to those com- 
panies. 

Mr. SAWYER. Does not the second sec- 
tion provide that the rates shall not be.in ex- 
cess of one cent per word for a circuit, which 
is two hundred and fifty miles? 

Mr. ERELINGHUYSEN. I had remarked 
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upon that point. That is too much, and the 
argument of the Senator from South Carolina 
shows it. The Senator from South Carolina 
shows that this Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany having only invested a few millions have 
rua up a capital of some thirty or forty mil- 
lious, and that they pay dividends on that cap- 
‘ital. That being the case, a reduction of 
thirty-three and one third per cent., as pro- 
vided in this bill, is not enough on the tele- 
graph rates. ` 

Mr. SAWYER. It is a great deal more 
than thirty-three and one third percent. there. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Take it all 
through, it is about that. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me—I dislike to interrupt him—the thirty-three 
and one third per cent. reduction given in 
those tables is based upon the theory that the 
message by this bill is the same length as the 
ordinary message now of ten words, whereas 
in fact it is nearly double that-—— 

Mr. -FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 
from Maine stated that very clearly. It is the 
difference between ten words and eighteen 
words, as he stated. 

But, sir, I do not wish to argue this ques- 
tion, and much less do I desire to be placed by 
the friends of the measure in an antagonistical 
position toit. I simply desire to throw out 
the suggestion that if this company now cre- 
ated is not limited as to the price they give 
for the existing telegraph sompanies the Gov- 
ernment of the United States makes a bad 
bargain, though this company do not, because 
they are to be paid ten per cent. by the people 
for their. telegrams on whatever prices they 
pay, That is all I wish to say. 

r. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to post- 
pone my friend from Pennsylvania, but I de- 
sire at some time to hear the original bill read, 
and I want to know how many different edi- 
tions or versions of amendment of it have 
come from the committee, and I want them 
ali read in the order in which they stand, and 
the report. This is an interesting and import- 
ant history, and I believe it is the right of any 
Senator to have the original bill and all the 
amendments read; and that, either before or 
after the Senator from Pennsylvania proceeds, 
I wish to have done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator would have the right to have the original 
bill read and the pending amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not wish to interfere 
with the Senator from New York if he desires 
to retain the floor at this time. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; I wish to make 
some remarks upon this bill after I hear the 
original bill, and the original substitute re- 
ported for it, which was recommitted, read, 
and I wish the report which accompanied 
some one of the editions of this bill which 
have been emitted, as I understand, by the 
Post Office Committee of this body, read. 
After I hear them read, I desire to say some- 
thing about the bill; but I shall be very glad 
to yield in the mean time to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCOTT. My desire is notso much to 
discuss this bill as to procure information from 
the members of the committee who have re- 
ported it. I have read it through in my seat 
this evening, and some inquiries have struck 
me which I desire to have answered by some 
of the members of the committee. I find 
upon looking at the first section of the bill, 
that for the purpose of facilitating and expe- 
diting the exchange of correspondence, it pro- 
vides that telegrams shall be received at every 
post oftice—I believe I have got the wrong 
copy. I find there are two reports, one made 
on the 22d of January, and the other on the 
18th of April. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
22d of January? 

Mr. SCOTT.: 
moment. 


What is the one on the 


I shall come to it in a 
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Mr. CONKLING Is it a report of a sub- | 
stitute. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis a report of a substitute, 
and it is because of some provisions which I 
find in one and not in the other that some in- 
quiries have been started in my mind. In the 
first section of the amendment reported on the 
18th of April I find the provision that “ tele- 
grams shall be received at every post office, 
and transmitted by telegraph between all 
postal telegraph offices in the manner herein 
prescribed.’? Then follow in a number of sec- 
tions the regulations which are to govern the 
receipt and the transmission of telegrams and 
the prices that are to be paid for transmitting 
them. Proceeding to the seventh section I 
find this provision: i 
_ That the Postmaster General is hereby author- 
ized to contract with the Postal Telegraph Company 
for the transmission of correspondence by telegraph, 
as his agent for that purpose, for a term of ten years 
according to the provisions of this act. 

Now, then, taking up the report of amend- 
ments made on the 22d of January, 1872, to 
which my attention was first directed, the 
eighth section provides— 

That any, company, corporation, or person who 
shall transmit, or shall aid or be concerned in trans- 
mitting any telegram in contravention of any of the 
terms of this act shall, upon conviction as is heroin- 
after provided, be liable toa penalty not exceed- 
ing $100 for every such offense. 

It struck me that the purpose of that sec 
tion was absolutely to prohibit the use of all 
existing telegraphs, the business of all exist- 
ing telegraph companies, and compel all par- 
ties to use the telegraph established or pro- 
vision for the establishment of which is made 
by this bill; and I wish now to call the atten- 
tion of some member of the committee to 
the fact that that is probably not contained in 
the eighth section as it is now reported, which 
professes to give the privilege to the public 
to transmit telegraphic dispatches, in these 
words: 


That all persons shall have the right to cor- 
respond by telegraph in the manner herein pre- 
scribed. 


I submit whether that is not, as the section 
now stands, an implied prohibition of corre- 
sponding in any other manner than ‘‘the 
manner herein prescribed.’ This is the first 
inquiry wbich I wish to address to some mem- 
ber of the committee. 

Mr. President, we all feel the desirability 
of securing cheap telegraphic communication. 
Hitherto the attention of the public has been 
directed to the question of whether it was not 
better for the Government at once to take 
charge of the telegraphic system, so that citi- 
zens might have the advantage of telegraphic 
communication at just what it could be af- 
forded upon the cost of establishing telegraph 
lines. Our attention has not hitherto been 
directed to the expediency of establishing a 
new company instead of availing ourselves of 
the existing facilities, and compelling them to 
come to terms with the Government. 

This was the first inquiry that suggested 
itself to my mind; and | rise not so much fo 
the purpose of making it an objection to the 
bill as of suggesting the inquiry, that it may 
be answered. In the ninth section another 
inquiry is started. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question right here ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Does he understand, that 
the amendment to which he has referred, re- 
ported in January last, is in any sense of the 
words before the Senate ? 

Mr. SCOTT. It is not before the Senate ; 
but getting it by mistake this evening and find- 
ing tbat provision, I naturally turned to the 
same section, section eight, in the amendment 
which is before the Senate, and a question that 
I startis. is not the same implied prohibition in 
the words of that eighth section, because it 
purports to give to the public the right to send 
telegrams in the manner therein prescribed 


and prohibiting them in any other manner ? 


Mr. CONKLING. Undoubtedly it is, and 
it is intended to be so. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is not that the equivalent of 
the former eighth section, which in express 
words prohibits all existing companies and all 
individuals from sending telegraphic dispatches 
in any other manner than the manner pre- 
scribed by that section ? 

In the ninth section it is said that the rates 
of telegraphing are to be reduced so that 
the profits of the company shall not at any 
time exceed ten per cent. I wish to call at- 
tention to the language if that effect is sought 
to be attained: | 

That the Postmaster Gonoral may, and at the 
request of said company shall, from time to time, 
reduce the compensation to be paid to the com- 
pany, and the rates to be paid by the public, for 
the transmission of telegrams, and shall raise them 
again by an amount not exceeding the reduction, 
atter the expiration of six months, if the net income 
of the company shall thereby be reduced below ten 
per cent. a your on their capital stock, fixed as 

oreinaftor provided. 

The peculiarity of that provision is that itis 
to be at the request of the company tbat the 
rates are to be reduced, and then within six 
months, before they have had time to determ- 
ine whether they would make ten per cent. 
a year on their capital stock or not. they are 
to be raised again. The provision is that itis 
to be at the request of the company that the 
prices are to be reduced, and then within six 
months itis made the duty of the Postmaster 
General to raise them again if the net income 
of the company shall not amount to ten per 
cent. per annum, before one year has run 
around to enable him to determine whether 
they have made ten per cent. perannum at the 
reduced rates. I call attention to the singu- 
larity of that provision. 

Mr. SAWYER. The request by the com- 
pany, I suppose, is put in there because the 
Postmaster General fixes the rates any way, 
if they are to be changed, and the profits of 
the company will show whether it is necessary 
to change them or not; and therefore it is 
made the duty of the company to make this 
request when their profits show in that way. 
The books of the company are to be open to 
the Postmaster General at all times. Then 
after the expiration of six months, if they 
earn five per cent., the presumption is that 
they will earn five per cent. the next six 
months, or more. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
lar provision. 

Now, then, when it comes to the corpora- 
tion for this great national enterprise, I have 
looked through the corporatora, and I find that 
there are three in Massachusetts, one in 
Maine, two in New York, two in Illinois, one 
in Minnesota, two in Iowa, one in Kansas, 
one in Nebraska, one in Missouri, one in Ark- 
ansas, one in Louisiana, one in Alabama, 
one in Georgia, one in California, and two in 
the District of Columbia, making thirty-one in 
all, and the whole proceedings for the organ- 
ization of the company are placed in the hands 
of the first three corporators named, or a ma- 
jority of them, the three in Massachusetts, who 
are required to give notice, intwo newspapers 
published in the city of Washington, for the 
proceedings necessary to organize this com- 
pany. Then, with a capital stock of $1,000,000 
in ten thousand shares, a provision is inserted 
which gives to each one of the incorporators 
named in the bill, not covering half the States 
of this Union for this great national enter- 
prise, the right to take two hundred and fifty 
shares, which makes altogether fifty two hun- 
dred and fifty shares, or a majority of the 
whole original stock to the corporators named. 

These are singular provisions which have 
struck me in the bill; and as I am in entire 
sympathy with the object, to procure cheap 
telegraphic communication all over the coun- 
try and to remedy the evils which have been 
complained of here, I call the attention of 
those who have reported the bill to these 
points more for the purpose of having them 


I call attention to that singu- 
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answered than of urging them.as objections to 
the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to have 
the original bill reported, and also the amend- 
ment which was recommitted with it; these 
are the foundations of the present report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opin- 
ion of the Chair that amendment fell when the 
bill was recommitted. The Senator bas aright 
to have the original bill read. That bill is 
now before the Senate, and. there is an amend- 
ment to the bill which is now pending. The 
Senator has a right to have both those read. 

Mr. CONKLING. JI should like to under- 
stand the Chair, and to be sure the Chair 
understands me. My understanding of the 
record is that a bill was reported from thé Post 
Office Committee; that with that bill was 
reported au amendment in the nature of a 
substitute; that both the bill and the substi- 
tute were recommitted to the committee, and 
that now the committee report back another 
substitute, or an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute for the original bill, and for the 
amendment which was recommitted with it. 
The latter part of my remarks, perhaps, israther 
inference than statement, but plain inference, 
because the amendment being recommitted 
with the bill, the bill also recommitted, and 
the committee now reporting an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute, it must be a sub- 
stitute for the amendment as well as for the 
bill; otherwise the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, which was recommitted, would 
still be in the keeping of the committee with- 
out report having been madeupon it. There- 
fore I suppose I havea rightto have read both 
the original bill and the substitute; but in the 
first place I ask to have the original bill read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
may be right. The Chair, when the proper 
time comes, will submit that part of the ques- 
tion to the Senate. The Senator has an 
unquestioned right to have the original bill 
read, and aiso the amendment which is now 
pending, and the Secretary will proceed to 
report the original bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. No one desires to ques- 
tion the right of the Senator from New York 
to have the bill read, but I desire to submit to 
the Senator from New York that this criticism 
of the bill by Senators is valuable-because we 
obtain information fromit. Iwas.pleased with 
what the Senator from Pennsylvania sait and 
with what the Senator from New Jersey said, 
because they addressed themselves to the ques- 
tion and threw light upon it. But now the 
Senator proposes to read a bill which the com- 
mittee have discarded, which the committee 
do not now stand by, if they ever did, merely 
for I do not know what really. Our custom 
is to read the bill that the committee report. 
No one can have all the previous ones read, 
although any one can move the postal code 
and have that read. I think it is an economy 
of time for the Senate to read the bill before 
the Senate which the committee have reported, 
and then have our criticisms upon that. |] 
like what has been said, because this is a great 
question. The measure makes great changes. 
No one can perfect a bill at once; and the fact 
that this has passed through half a dozen edi- 
tions shows to my mind that the committee 
have been at work. We are all on committees 
more or less; and when a committee report 
one bill and find it defective, find it criticised, 
find that it is not perfect, they amend it, work 
at it, report it in a new shape, and then we go 
through that process again. For two years 
this bill has been undergoing that process. It 
is perfectly in order to have them all read; 
but as a question of economy of time at ten 
o'clock at night it strikes me that criticism 
on the bill that is here before us is vastly more 
important than to be readiug something which 
is not before the Senate. The report that the 
committee makes of course is always read. 
I agree with the Senator from New York that 
that report must be read. I only say that I 
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| hope the Senate will not spend its time at this 
hour of the evening in reading the original 
draft, which is obsolete, oyt of date. 

The Senator from New York feels doubtless 
as all other Senators.do, disposed to bring the 
utmost effort of his mind and heart to under- 
stand this bill; not some former bill that has 
gone out of sight. To this end i would be glad 

if he would confine his call for reading to the 
report, or to the bill that is before the Senate, 
or anything germane to it, and let us spend 


bill before us, or something relating to it. I 


ate in that way. Nothing short of divine 
Being could have a perfect bill on the first 
start upon such a subject. ‘This is a great 
measure that has had to go through half a 
dozen editions, and it is not perfect yet.. I 
suppose it will be discussed a week, and ulti- 
mately, I hope, by the combined wisdom of 
the Senator from New York and other Sen- 
ators, we shall get a measure that will be 
approved by the Senate and by Congress; but 


we cannot expect to do it at once, and espe- | 


cially by reading obsolete bills that have been 
abandoned by the committee and everybody 


else. 

Mr. CONKLING. My gay and festive friend 
from Kansas never puts himself on bis pins 
without giving instruction and delight to those 
who hear him. On this occasion he has ex- 
pressed himself with the pen of the evangelist 
and the harp of the prophet, and too much can- 
not be said in return for the gentle admoni- 
tions which have radiated in ail directions, and 
especially in my direction. 

With deference, however, to my honorable 
friend, whom I follow whenever I can, and that 
is often, especially in regard to the rules of 
the Senate and the rules of propriety, I sub- 
mit to him that what he says comes with a bad 
grace from a leading member of a committee 
which having induced the Senate to set aside 
a little nook and corner of time during which 
it might unburden itself of those routine and 
accustomed measures which it had in charge, 
seizes the opportunity to thrust forward a 
measure which the Senator confesses he ex- 
pects to hear discussed for a week eventually 
before final action is taken upon it, and thrust 
forward in such a way as to raise in the minds 
of the worldly the suspicion that somebody, 
not inthe Senate, of course, hoped that the bill 
might slip through in a little narrow isthmus 
of time between to-day and to-morrow, when 
half the Senate is away. 

I say a committee which avails itself of the 
indulgence of the Senate-for another purpose 
as commonly understood by those who agreed 
to that indulgence, to put forward a measure 
confessedly of great importance, radical and 
sweeping in its tendencies, and in my view 
pernicious—a committee, I say, which puts 
forward at such a time such a measure, losing 
the opportunity to consider the reasonable and 
proper bills, is not to be captious with those 
who want to hear read so much as appears 
upon the parliamentary record. 

I would not intervene to postpone the con- 
sideration of this scheme at any proper time. 
Heterodox, as I believe it to be, not only in its 
detail, but in the principle and theory on which 
it rests, I would not prevent or postpone its 
consideration properly at any time. But the 
Senator from Kansas knows that when you 
propose to tear down a great structure which 
the report somewhere says $25,000,000 or more 
than that in money represents, and to erect 
upon its ruins such a system as is here pro- 
posed, itis a grave work; it is not the work 
of an evening; itis not a thing to be done in 
the absence of the Senate after nine o’clock 
at night; it is not to be done by legerdemain 
which might make Herr Alexander tremble 
for bis laurels. It would be a great feat for 
one evening to fold up like an umbrella and 
put away the telegraphic system of a hemi- 


sphere, and create such a scheme as this, 


what little time we have this evening on the | 


say we ought not to waste the time of the Sen- 


Mr. President, I did not intend at this mo- 
ment to be drawn into general remarks upon 
this measure. . But I will speak-of one thing. 
Some Senator has said that this: bill would 
eventually succeed, that the scheme-goes in a 
direction in which publie opinion is tending, 
that in the course of two years or some such 
time we should have all this scheme of Gov- - 
ernment telegraphing. I. want to. enter.my 
protest against such doctrine. _Wehave heard 
from the hustings, aud sometimes in the Sen-- 
ate, talk about centralization, ‘about ‘the tend- 
ency to arrogate power by the General Gov- 
ernment. Whenever thetime shall come, two 
years or three years hence, that. public senti- 
ment shall demand. legislation like this, I 
think it will be high time for my friend from 
Massachusetts to preach a sermon or two of 
caution against centralization... It will, in my 
belief, be high time to call a halt. F ‘ 

Mr. President, there is no better homely 
type of the true nature and mission of civil 
government in this country than ‘a wateh dog. 
The people of the country want of their Gov- 
ernment protection against invasion and dis- 
order; they want to be left free in their activ- 
ities, their rights, their aspirations; free in 
the opportunities they enjoy, and the preroga- 
tives they wield. They want no Government 
to transact the ordinary business of life, to do 
the business of society. And without extend- 
ing the argument at this time, to put in ex- 
treme contrast with these ideas about what is 
to happen two years. hence, I venture this 
somewhat extreme statement: .rather than to 
vote to enlist the Government of the United 
States in the business of telegraphing, I would 
vote to take the postal service of the country 
from the Post Office Department and commit 
it to private hands to be done as express 
business is done by private enterprise. 

Look at this a moment. The Post Office 
Department is not a profitable creation, but 
a Department sinking a great sum of money 
‘every year, How and why? Because it car- 
ries on a losing business, and a business based 
gn strange principles. You, Mr. President, 
and every citizen in the land are compelled to 
commit to the Post Office Department, under 
penalty, all the matter appropriate to go in 
the mails which you wish to transmit. You 
may send for cheap reward and hire, and ac- 
cordingly and naturally if valuables be lost 
nobody is responsible. Nobody, upon the doc- 
trine of equivalents, should be responsible, 
perhaps, because if you pay but three cents for 
transmitting through the mail a bond payable 
to bearer, and negotiable by delivery from hand 
to hand, and it is lost, it might be unreason- 
able to say that for a freight of three cents a 
liability should accrue upon which you could 
recover the value of thatbond. But, strangely, 
asa part of the system, you are compelled 
under penalty to transmit your property, ifit be 
mailable in character, through the mails alone, 
because there is a penalty upon all persons who 


‘send or carry letters except in the mail. 


What would a business man think of a law 
whieh should provide that all freight should 
be sent by a certain conveyance, the rate of 
freight being small and cheap, and the pro- 
vision being that if lost or thrown away by a 
carelessness, no matter how wanton, nobody 
should be liable for it, and’ the provision 
being that that kind of freight must be sent by 
everybody through that conveyance? We all 
understand the sources from which the build- 
ers of the Constitution derived their ideas of 
government.. Many of them came from an 
island not larger than the State of New York— 
it is further from Buffalo to Montauk Point 
than from Cornwall to Northumberland. Many 
ideas of government came from an island 
densely peopled and governed by a consolid- 
ated monarchy. Their necessities of govern- 
ment were those of three million people seat- 
tered over an immense and half untrodden 
domain. It was a necessity as well as a theory 
of government to provide, not only that mili- 
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tary. roads might be constructed and main- 
tained, but that post offices and post roads 
might be constructed and maintained, because 
there. was no amassed capital, no density of 
population, no growth of progress of enterprise 
to, suggest, except by the interposition of 
Government, ways in which men might com- 
maunicate with each other at a distance un- 
less by going in person or sending special mes- 
sengers.. Therefore the Constitution authorized 
“the Government to establish and maintain post 
offices and post roads as it did military roads. 
Private enterprise has superseded all neces- 
sity of. maintaining military roads, and in time 
of war, if you want to transmit war material 
from: one point to another, you resort to the 
ordinary lines of transit, the railways and the 
other modes of transporting commodities and 
articles from one place to another. The Post 
Office Department has never been superseded. 
No seriousattempt has ever been made to super- 
sede it. I do not assert that the time is likely 
to arrive when it will or should be superseded. 
_ L repeat, however, that, in view of all the 
facts, l-would commit myself to-night to vote 
for such measures as would put out upon con- 
tract to carriers, bound and liable for losses, 
the business of transmitting the mails and mail 
matter, rather than to launch the Government 
upon the new enterprise of conducting the tele- 
graph business of the people, or the express 
or railroad business of the country. 

Had I never gone beyond the Erie canal, I 
think I could appreciate the fallacy presented 
to us now. The Erie canal is an artificial 
river more than three hundred miles long, 
extending from Lake Erie to the Hudson. 
Upon this river for many years has been borne 
a commerce many times greater than that 
which floats on the river Rhine, although the 
Rhine runs through seven sovereignties in the 
heart of Europe. This canal is in a belt of 
country the carrying trade of which held out 
early a promise of profits beyond the dreams 
of avarice. Had the canal been owned by an 
individual, owned by a corporation, owned as 
a private enterprise, and managed as a busi- 
ness conducted by private individuals from 
beginning to end, it would have been the 
source of uncounted profits. It has been 
managed by the State of New York, managed 
under an administration inspired now by one 
political party and now by another, kept in 
repair sometimes by a contract system, some- 

` times by a system of superintendence, and its 
history, great as it is—not regretted by the 
State of New York, far from it—its history is 
full of instructive lessons. ‘That history shows 
that the same business, be it telegraphing 
or. transportation, which, managed by private 
enterprise, watched by the eyes deeply intor- 
ested in the profit or the loss, is profitable, 
turned over to public administration, com- 
mitted to the Government, no matter under 
what contrivance of intermediate corporations 
or. instrumentalities, changes from profit to 
loss; and not merely from profit to loss, but in 
all its details loses, by the transfer from private 
enterprise to government, much of the essence 
of thoroughness and success, . 

Without claiming to be a prophet, without 
venturing to say that I have studied this ques- 
tion as my honorable friend from South Caro- 
lina seems to have done 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 did not say so. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
tells me that he did not say hé had studied it. 
I could not suppose that a Senator so consci- 
entious as my honorable friend undertook to 
instruct the Senate unless he had devoted his 
attention with some care to the subject. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator will allow me. 
I read the report of the committee, andI have 
read the other reports on the subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Who, if I may inquire, 
drew that report which the Senator read ? 

Mr. SAWYER. It came from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator does not 
know who is the author of the report? 


Mr. SAWYER. Certainly not. I suppose 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know in that 
sense which. justifies me in stating who drew 
it. I thought perhaps my fiend might en- 
lighten me. However, I was going to say that, 
without professing to be as learned in this 
subject as my honorable friend from South 
Carolina, certainly without presuming to under- 
stand it as well as the Committee on- Post 
Offices and Post Roads, I venture to record 
this prediction—perhaps it is not worthy the 
name of prediction, this guess—that while 
telegraphing, governed asit now is by many of 
the sharpest and best-trained business minds 
in the country, has realized profits; has en- 
abled one company to develop and multiply 
their facilities, to reduce quite as much as this 
billis likely to reduce the rates at which the 
people may use the wires; that while governed 
by trained minds, profits have been realized 
in this business which have attracted the 
cupidity and adventurous spirit of others; that 
same business, when turned over to the Post 
Office Department, when ingrafted upon it, 
when managed bythe uncounted officeholders 
who, despite a denial heard here to-night, I 
say this bill does provide for—— 

Mr. SAWYER. How? 

Mr. CONKLING. [think it very likely my 
honorable friend does not know how; I ven- 
tured once before to say that I believed those 
connected with this scheme who have not been 
imposed upon have tried to impose upon 
somebody clse. I believe my honorable friend, 
like other members of the Senate, has been 
imposed upon. . 

Ir. SAWYER. If the Senator will allow 
mea moment, if he will point to a place in 
the bill which indicates that the business of 
telegraphing is to be done by the Government, 
that the operators or manipulators of the sys- 
tem are to be appointed by the Government, I 
should like to have him do it. It seems to 
me that the Senator has not read the bill. I 
do not wonder he wants to have the original 
bill read. I advise him to have them all read 
from the beginning down to the present time, 
and note the changes which have occurred in 
them, 

Mr. CONKLING. When my friend is argu- 
mentative he is unanswerable; when he is 
facetious he is irresistible. I have not read 
this bill, of course, with the discernment which 
that honorable Senator has brought to bear 
upon it. I have read it far enough to answer 
his question, however, and will do so as soon 
as l have finished the remark I was making. 
I was saying that I ventured to record the 
guess that when this business, which it seems 
to be supposed has enjoyed golden opportuni- 
ties, has been turned over, if it ever shall be, 
to the Post Office Department, and driven 
about upon the ebb and flow of party tides for 
a few years, it will widen and deepen that 
grave in which millions are buried ‘annually to 
sustain the Post Office Department. Confess- 
ing again my want of knowledge, I have no 
more doubt of this than of any practical ques- 
tion which the future alone can solve. 

My honorable friend challenges me to show 
that this scheme implies that officeholders 
are to be increased in number or to be 
appointed by the Government in order to 
administer it. Why does my friend shake 
his head now? 

Mr. SAWYER. Because I will inform the 
honorable Senator what it was that I did say, 
and I will not allow bim to say what I did not 
say as coming from my mouth—— : 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
has said so much since I have known him that 
I should despair of saying anything he has 
not said. 

Mr. SAWYER. The honorable Senator from 
New York can conceive therefore how desper- 
ate my situation would be if I should attempt 
to say what he has said since I have had the 
pleasure of knowing him. The bill provides 
for the organization of a company which is 
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itself to. manage the telegraphic business, and 
the Government is to make a contract with the 
company in the same way that it makes a con- 
tract with mail contractors to carry the mail, 
or with any other set of contractors to do busi- 
ness which the Government has to be done ; in 
the same way that it contracts with ship: build- 
ers to build a ship. Does that increase the 
public offices? There is to bea Fourth Assist- 
ant Postmaster General, for what? _ Simply to 
manage the business connected with the tele- 

raph which will come, by the enactment of 
this bill into a law, into the Post Office Depart- 
ment. Perhaps a dozen clerks or half a dozen. 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend is in a ship 
now, and has gone to sea. He supposes Iara 
looking after that Fourth Assistant. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator has been at 
sea all night, 

Mr. CONKLING. I will not trouble him 
about tbe Fourth Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral, I should not have recollected the bill 
provided for such an officer had I not been re- 
minded of it, That is not what I am talking 
about. I am talking abouta myriad of office-. 
holders, which no man can number, which this 
bill brings into being. The Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster General I suppose is to be a one- 
headed man, and he would count but one. I 
had no reference to him. My honorable 
friend doubts my statement that the bill would 
usher in a brood of officeholders, and he 
went so far asto doubt whether I had read 
the bill. Let me read two or three lines of 
the bill to him to see how this is: 

„That for the purpose of facilitating and oxpe- 
diting the exchange of correspondence, telegrams 
shall be received at ovory post office, and trans- 
mitted by telegraph between all postal telegraph 
offices, in the manner herein prescribod. The Post- 
master General shall, as soon as practicable, estiab- 


lish telegraph offices at all post offices on tolo- 
graphic cireuits and at every other post oflice within 


ten miles of any circuit. 

Now, let us see what is to be done. 

He may also establish places of deposit for tele- 
grams, to be collected with the ordinary collection 
of lotters, or as much oftener as ho may direct; and 
such telegrams, if prepaid according to the require- 
ments of this act, shall forthwith be dispatched by 
telegraph to their destination, - 

Ido not stop to count the number of col- 
lectors, or whatever they may be called, letter- 
carriers, perhaps, who are to scour about and 
gather up these telegrams. IÍ come to this: 

These rates shall cover the cost of immediate and 
special delivery within ono mile of tho telegraph 
office, or within the town postal delivery, and of 
transmission by mail when received at or destined 
ie any place where there isno postal telegraph 
ollice, 

Whose messengers does the Senator think 
are to deliver and disseminate all these dis- 
patches? 

Mr. SAWYER. The same messengers who 
now deliver the letters under the free-delivery 
system, and no others, 

Mr. CONKLING. If this were not the 
Senate, I should say to my honorable friend 
that is ‘too thin.’’ [Laughter.] The idea 
that in the city of New York, where there are 
now six or seven hundred letter-carriers, all 
the telegraph messages, which are to be sent 
at once mind you, not twice a day, not thrice 
a day like a mail, but in the twinkling of an 
eye, because the wires mean speed—that all 
the telegraph dispatches are to be sent out 
instantly all over Manhattan Island, from cen- 
ter to circumference, and gathered, not for a 
mail departing to the South in the morning 
and again at the going down of the sun, but 
gathered for immediate transmission both 
night and day by these same seven hundred 
letter-carriers—l say again, if this were not 
the Senate, I would tell my friend it is ‘‘too > 
thin.’? Why, Mr. President, everybody knows 
better. But at the great body of post offices 
there is now no free delivery; no letter-car- 
riers. Every one understands that this scheme 
not only in the particulars | have referred to, 
but from beginning to end, under guise of 
creating a corporation, a favored corporation, 
a corporation to enjoy a monopoly tor which 
it pays nothing—my friend shakes his head— 
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yes, a monopoly, for trimmed down in its 
third version, cat-footed as it is, it in effect 
deprives every one of the right to transmit 
messages by wire except the beneficiaries 
provided for. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator is vastly mis- 
taken. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, I am not. My friend 
will find before this debate is over that Ihave 
read this bill. I may not understand it as weil 
as he does; but I have read it; I know what 
I am talking about. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senatorallow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CONKLING. Always. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is there not a provision in 
the bill that any telegraph company, either in 
existence now or to exist in the future, may 
have the privilege of transmitting messages 
just as they do now, with this single exception, 
that. they shall pay the same tribute to the 
Government that this company is to pay; that 
is, five cents a message? 

Mr. CONKLING. Qn that point, at a con- 
venient season, [ will compare gifts with my 
friend, and I will not forget it should this dis- 
cussion ever be resumed. At this moment my 
friend from New Jersey asks me to yield to 
him, for what purpose | would like to under- 
stand. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from New 
York has been very courteous and kind to the 
Senator from South Carolina and other Sen- 
ators who interrupted him. I simply ask him 
to yield to me for one moment. The purpose 
I cannot explain so well as I could if I were 
to take more time to explain the purpose and 
carry out that purpose. I have listened with 
great pleasure to the Senator from New York, 
as I always do, and I should like to sit here 
until two o'clock to-morrow morning to listen 
to him. . It would give me great pleasure to do 
it, as it would every gentleman in the Senate, 
Jam sure; but, at the same time, having sat 
here until a very late hour for many nights, and 
coming to committee meetings at ten o’clock 
in the morning, the Senate meeting at eleven, 
some of us feel as if occasionally we would 
like a little sleep. The fact is that when I go 
home and go to bed now the voice of the Sen- 
ator from New York ringsin my ears, and 
the voices of other Senators here, until Í can- 
notreally sleep when in my bed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not yield to my 
friend for such confession. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Nevertheless you yielded 
to me, and’ have the floor by your courtesy. 
I came over to his side of the house to move 
to lay the bill on the table, without any hos- 
tility to the bill, for Lreally have not examined 
the bill, and I do not know what view I will 
take of it, but from the thorough conviction 
that I think every gentleman in the Senate has 
that this bill cannot and ought not to pass to- 
night. Itis an important bill, one that ought 
to be examined. I have changed my mind 

` since I have been here, and [ think the Senate 
will agree with me that the best thing we can 
do is to adjourn, and if the Senator from New 
York will permit me to make the motion I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New York yield? 

Mr. CONKLING. I will after one moment. 
Am I right in supposing that the bill taken up 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyi- 
vania will be the unfinished business to-mor- 
row after the morning hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. The 
Vice President so announced. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I yield fora motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw’that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
debatable. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. RAMSEY. For a moment. I would 
like the Senate to indicate some other day 
when this business can be resumed. 


Mr. CONKLING. No other day will now 
be indicated when this will be taken up if my 
objection can defeat it. ‘This bill, if taken up 
at all, should be taken up at some time when 
it can be deliberately and fairly discussed, and, 
after finding it here this evening, it will get no 
other time to come up in the present condition 
of business if my objection will prevent it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like very muchto 
have the Senate fix some day. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Is this in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is notin 
order. The motion to adjourn is not debat- 
able. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate adjourn. l 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o’clock and twenty-nine minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 17, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the further read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. What is the regular order 
of business ? 

Mr. HALE. I havea privileged report to 

resent from a conference committee.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot state 
what busivess may be first entertained. But 
if the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Horman] 
will direct his inquiry to a particular point, 
the Chair will answer it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the unfinished busi- 
ness of last evening come over to this morning? 

The SPEAKER. Jt does not. If there be 
no objection, the further reading of the Jour- 
nal will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and the further 
reading was dispensed with. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I present the following report 
of a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1191) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

hat the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 6, 10, 16, 17, 21, 25, 26, and 27. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 19, and 28, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the first clause of the amendment of the House to 
the fifteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same; and the House recede from the second 
clause of their amendment to said fifteenth amend- 
ment, and agree to said amendment as so modified. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the twenty- 
fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 


same, 
EUGENE HALE, 
G. W. SCOFIELD, 
STEVENSON ARCHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


C. COLE, 

A. H. CRAGIN, 

JOHN P. STOCKTON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the committee of con- 
ference was adopted ; and also moved thatthe 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BOUNTIES TO COLORED SOLDIERS, 

Mr. BOLES. I call up the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House laid upon 
the table the bill (H. R. No. 1589) amenda- 
tory of existing bounty laws, and granting 
bounties to persons of color, who were slaves 
previous to the 19th of April, 1861, who en- 
listed and served in the Army of the United 
States. 
deal of debate. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Boies] inform ug howthis bill 
came to be laid upon the table? DoT 

Mr. BOLES. It was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs adversely, and was 
laid on the table. I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which it was laid on the table, 
and now call up that motion. I presume it 
will give rise to very little debate. 

“Mr. HOLMAN, ‘The chairman of the Mili: 
tary Committee is not now in his seat. I’hope 
the gentleman from Arkansas ‘will not” insist 
upon his motion at present. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a ‘suggestion’ to 
the gentleman from Arkansas.” "This is evi- 
dently a bill that will cause debate; and the 
yeas and nays will have to be called upon it. 
{ suggest to the gentleman that we are evi- 
dently near the end of the session, and that 
this matter had better be postponed until some 
day in December, say the third Monday, or 
any other day the gentleman may prefer. That 
course will relieve the House of some embar: 
rassment in the present state of the public 
business. F i 

Mr. BOLES. Iam willing to agree to any- 
thing that will result in giving bounties to these 
men. If this is due to them, it is certainly a 
matter of justice that they ought to have it 
now; they ought to have had it years ago; but 
if the House thinks it better to postpone it; 
and will agree to fix a day early next session 
for its consideration, I will agree to it. 

I ask, then, that the ‘further. consideration 
of this motion be postponed until the second 
poesday of December next, after the morning 

our. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 


POTTAWATOMIE AND SHAWNEE INDIANS. 


Mr. BOLES. I rise to make a privileged 
report. I present the report of the conference 
committee on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate bill No. 988. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 988) co 
provide homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian. territory, having 
met, after full and free conference have recom- 
mended, and do recommend to. their respective 
Houses, as follows: . 

That the House recede from its first amendment, 
and agree to the same with the following amend- 
ment, namely: 

Insert at the end of section one the following: 

Provided, Said Pottawatomie Indians shall neither 
acquire nor exercise under the laws of the United 
States any rights or privileges in said Indian terri- 
tory other than those enjoyed by the members of 
the Indian tribestawfully residing therein; and for 
the protection of the rights of persons and property 
among themselves, they may enforce the laws and 
usages heretofore enforced among them as an Indian 
tribe not inconsistent with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States; and shall be entitled to 
equitable represeutation in the general territorial 
council, and subject to the general laws which it 
may legally enact. A 

That the House recede from its second amend- 


ment. 
> THOMAS BOLES, 
+ JOHN A. SMITH, 
W. W. VAUGHAN, ~ 
Managera on the part of the House. 
WM. A. BUCKINGHAM, 
JAS. HARLAN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report of the committee of conferen¢e 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BOLES. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the committee of con- 
ference was adopted ; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 662) to authorize the 
coustruction of a bridge at Mount Vernon, on 
the Ohio river, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a firstand second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, not to be 


F think this will not cause a great } brought back by a motion to reconsider: 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, also by unani- 
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mous consent, the bill (S. No. 539) authorizing 
the construction of a railroad bridge across the 
Ohio river at or near Evansville, in the State 
of Indiana, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, not to 
be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


ME-SHIN-@O-MES-SIA. 


On motion of Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous 
consent, the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 188) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to make partition of the reser- 
vation to Me-shin-go me-sia, a Miami Indian, 
were non-concurred in, and a conference asked 
onthe disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


POTTAWATOMIES AND ABSENTEE SHAWNEEES, 


The SPEAKER. The Senate disagrees to 
the amendments of the House to the bill 
(5. No. 988) to provide homes for the Potta- 
watomies and absentee Shawnee Indians in 
the Indian territory, and asks a conference 
thereon. The Chair hears no objection. 


ORIMINAL PRACTICE IN FEDERAL COURTS. 


TheSPEAKER. The Senate also disagrees 
to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in 
the Federal courts, and asks a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. The Chair hears no objection. 


ABATEMENT OF TAXES. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate also disagrees 
to the amendments of the House to the bill 
of the Senate (8. No. 881) to provide for the 
abatement or repayment of taxes on distilled 
spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, and 
asks a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thercon. The Chair hears no 
objection, 

CONSTRUCTION OF A BRIDGE. 


On motion of Mr. McCRARY, by unani- 
mous consent, the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H; R. No. 2207) to authorize the 
construction ofa bridge and to establish the 
same as a post road were concurred in. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendments of the Senate 
were concurred in; and also moved tbat the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff and 
tax bill. 

Mr. HIBBARD. TI hope the gentleman 
will let us have a morning hour. 

Mr. L. MYERS. ‘This is private bill day, 
and certainly the committees are entitled to 
their morning hour. We are to adjourn at an 
early day, and some committees cannot be 
called unless we can have the morning hour 
regularly. Committees might as well not be 
appointed if they are to be prevented in this 
way from reporting their business. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like very much to 

` yield for the morning hour; but I think the 
committees have had areasonable opportunity 
to present their business. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Notatall. The gentle- 
man himself promised the House that if we 
would meet daily at eleven o'clock the com- 
mittees should have their hour. We have 
thus far given way; but there is no necessity 
why we should still be deprived of the morning 


our. 

Mr. DAWES. Almost every evening since 
that promise was made has been set apart for 
business of the committees; and we have gen 
erally had the morning hour besides. 

Mr. BANKS. I think that in justice to the 
public business we should have to-day and to- 
morrow for the consideration of the tariff. bill 
and other measures in which the interests of 
the Government are essentially involved. 


| 


j 


i 
t 


| by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. DAWES. At two o'clock to-day the 
Committee for the District of Columbia will 
be entitled to the floor: to-morrow has been 
specially assigned; and the only time this 
week that is left for the consideration of the 
tariff bill is between now and two o'clock. 
Hence I submit to the House that my proposi- 
tion is not. unreasonable. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask whether there is not 
some method by which the business specially 
assigned for to-morrow and for to-day after 
two o’clock, relating-as it does to private and 
comparatively unimportant matters, may be 
set aside for the. purpose of giving time to the 
consideration of these great measures in which 
the Government is so much interested ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
also that the bill which always elicits more dis- 
cussion than any other appropriation bill, the 
sundry civil bill, is waiting to be acted upon. 
It is a very long bill, full of items likely to 
lead to discussion, and I fear it will not be 
possible to get it through the House, except 
after consideration for four solid days. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is not the disposition of 
business within the power of the House? ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see 
how the orders for to-day and to-morrow can 
be overridden except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If other gentle- 
men see a way by which we can get through 
the tariff bill, the sundry civil bill, and the 
very many private bills in which gentlemen 
feel an interest, by the 8d day of June, they 
see what I do not see. I have been waiting 
for seven days to get the sundry civil bill taken 
up, and if the tariff bill is to go over after 
only two hours’ consideration to day —— 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
might take next Friday for their business. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Iwish the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia would con- 
sent to that arrangement. After these two 
important bills, the tariff bill and the sundry 
civil bill, shall have been sent to the Senate, 
there will be a sort of interval of two or 
three days, when no pressing public measure 
will stand in the way of the District business. 
But if that committee should insist on occupy- 
ing the greater portion of to-day, the two bills 
which I have named will bë pushed back 
almost to the end of the session, and we shall 
tumble them both almost at the same time into 
the Senate, where they must, of course, cause 
considerable discussion. I hope the gentle- 
men who have charge of the District business 
will give way, and let the tariff bill go on to- 


day. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. If we could be 
well assured that nothing shall intervene to 
prevent our committee from occupying Friday 
of next week 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman should 
give way, and the arrangement suggested for 
next Friday should be made, the committee 
could not be dispossessed of that day except 
They would have the 
right to the floor against all otber business. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. If that be the 
understanding, I am willing to agree to the 
proposition, 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 


I suggest that if 


: certain members on this floor who occupy all 


the time in talking would agree not to talk any 
more during the remainder of the session, we 
might readily get through with all our busi- 
ness. [ Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. That arrangement can 
hardly be made in public. The gentleman 
should use his private influence to that end. 
The gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. STARK- 
WEATHER, ] the chairman of the Committee for 


| the District of Columbia, proposes to waive 


the right of that committee to occupy to-day 
after two o'clock, ‘on condition that on Friday 
next the committee shall have the same right. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. BIRD. I object. 


“Mr. PACKER. I would like to have some 
arrangement made by which the Committee on’ 
Railways and Canals can report. We have 
not been called this session. We are now 
next on call, and if this morning hour is taken 
from us, I would ask that some evening of 
next week, not already assigned, be given to 
that committee. 

Mr. L. MYERS. As I first made objection 
to the arrangement proposed, I desire the at- 
tention of the House for a moment. J am just 
as anxious that the public business shall pro- 
ceed as anybody can be. Butthe Committee on 
Patents have been called but once this session. 

Mr. RANDALL. If they are never culled 
it will do no harm. 

Mr. L. MYERS. That is the impression of 
the gentleman; if correct, then the committee 
had better not have been appointed. The Presi- 
dent has sent to us, with his recommendation, 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of „Patents, suggesting a 
revision of the patent code and some revision 
of the organization of the Patent Office. Not 
only has the committee public business to 
report upon, but there is all the private busi- 
ness we have been engaged upon during the 
session. Now, if we can have an evening of 
next week, and not be cut out of each Friday 
morning hour, I will yield as readily as any 
one can. I ask that an evening of next week 
be assigned for the business of the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. RANDALL. T hope that private busi- 
ness will be made to give way for public busi- 
ness of great interest, 

Mr. L. MYERS, That is what I propose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Therefore I hope the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
will be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again sub- 
mit the proposition of the gentleman from 
Connecticut [ Mr. Srarxweatuer] to take Fri- 
day next instead of to-day for the considera- 
tion of business reported from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KELLOGG. After two o'clock —— 

Mr. BIRD. TL insist upon my objection, 

The SPEAKER. As objection is made, the 
question will be upon the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill. ` 

Mr. L. MYERS. Has my motion been 
submitted to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked 
unanimous consent; he could not submit his 
request as a motion. 

Mr. RANDALL, Tobject. I do not want 
any extension of sewing: machine patents, 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent. to bave taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary Senate bill No. 620, for the sale of the 
Black Bob Indian lands in the State of Kausas. 

Mr. LOWE. I object. 

The motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole was then agreed to. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorrenp in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the close of yester- 
day’s proceedings in Committee of the Whole 
the committce had adopted the following sub- 
stitute, moved by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] for the paragraph in 
relation to the duty on paper: 

On all paper ninety per cent. of the duty and rates 
of duty now imposed by law. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to makea parliamentary inquiry. Is no debate 
to be ullowed upon any amendment to the free 
list or to the internal revenue part of the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that by order of the House all debate has been 
closed upon this bill. 
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Mr. BROOKS. Before we proceed from 
the paragraph in relation to paper, I move to 


add to the substitute which has been adopted | 


the following proviso: 


Provided, That the duty on printing paper, whether 
sized or unsized, shall be equal, and twenty per cent. 
ad valorem, 


Mr. DAWES. 
adopted. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment. moved by Mr. Brooks; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 73, noes 50. 

_ Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brooxs and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 80, noes 78. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHELDON. I move to amend by 
adding: ‘‘on vermuth, forty per cent. ad 
valorem.” g 

The CHAIRMAN. As there is no oppor- 
tunity for explanation of amendments as they 
are offered, the Chair requests the committee 
to preserve order. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. Sueipon] to make ita 
specific duty of some kind. 

Mr. SYPHER, This is an article not very 
well understood, I ask a paper be read in 
explanation. 

Mr. DAWES. There will be no trouble 
about it if he makes the duty specific. 

Mr. SHELDON. We cannot do that. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well then; I do not 
object to an ad valorem. duty. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK. I move to add the following: 


Be it enacted, &c., That all laws and parts of laws 
requiring that all duties on imports shall be paid in 
gold be, aud they are hereby, so far modi fied that 

ereafter one half of all duties on imports may be 
paid, by the individual or corporation paying the 

. Same, to the proper collecting officer of the United 
States of such import duties, in the legal tender 
notes of the United States, and the other half of the 
duties which are required by law to be paid by such 
person or corporation shali be paid in gold ; and all 
laws and parts of laws now in force are repealed so 
far as they come in conflict with the provisions of 
this act. 

Mr. DAWES. 
not in order at this place. 
of order on ite 

Mr. BECK. Ithink it is in order. We have 
passed the tariff part of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. No, we have not yet got to 
the close of it. 

Mr. BECK. We have to all matters impos- 
ing duty. 

Mr. DAWES. 
h 


ere. 

Mr. BECK. To this part of the bill? 

Mr. DAWES. I have two or three amend- 
ments which the gentleman knows of. 

Mr. BECK. I will reserve my amendment, 
then, till we come to the close of the tariff 
sections. 

Mr. DAWES. It may be in order, I think, 
the last thing on the bill. The gentleman 
must wait until then. 

Mr. BECK. I will ifit does not lose its place. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not knowit is in order, 
but I suppose it is in order the last thing. 

I now move the following amendment: 


On mustard ground, in bulk, ten cents per pound; 
When inalosed in glass or tin, fourteen cents per 
pound. 


I move this from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. We propose to put mustard seed 
on the free list. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. [offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. From the committee? 

Mr. DAWES. I am not authorized to say 
it is from the committee: 


On Zante or other currants, one cent per pound; 
on figs, two and a half cents per pound; on raisins, 
two and a half cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


I hope that will not be 


T think that amendment is 
I make the point 


I have some amendments 


Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the committee: 


Insert after the word “acetic,” line fifty-eight, 
page 4, these words: “‘ acetous or pyroligneous of 
specific gravity of 1.047 or less; ’? and in line fifty- 
eight, page 4, insert after the word ** pound ” these 
words: “acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous, of spe- 
cific gravity over 1.047, thirty cents per pound; ” so 
that the paragraph will tben read as follows: —_ 

On acids, namely, acetic, acetous, and pyrolig- 
neous, of specific gravity of 1.047 or less, five cents 
per pound; acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous, of 
specific gravity over 1.047, thirty cents per pound; 
earbolie, liquid, ten per cent. ad valorem ; gallic, one 
dollar per pound; sulpuhrie, fuming, (Nordhausen,) 
one cent per pound; tannic, one dollar per pound; 
tartaric, ten cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. Now, as pending the first 

amendment I move the following amendment: 
Mustard seed, brown and white, free of duty. 
That puts mustard seed upon the free list. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- 


ment: 

On all copper imported in the form of ores, 
two and one half centson each pound of fine copper 
contained therein; on all regulus of copper, and on 
block or coarse copper, three cents on each pound 
of fine copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit 
only for remanufacture, three and one half cents 
per pound; on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, 
pigs, and in other forms not manufactured or herein 
enumerated, including sulphate of copper or blue 
vitriol, four cents per pound; on copper in rolled 
plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, rods, pipes, 
and copper bottoms, and ali manufactures of copper, 
or of which copper shall be a component of chief 
value, not otherwise herein provided for, forty per 
cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CONGER. Leask that the amendment 
be again reported. Inasmuch as there is no 
opportunity for debate, I think the attention 
of the House should be clearly directed to it 
by its being read again. 

Mr. KERR. It is a portion of the original 
bill of the committee. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. KELLOGG, . I suggest a modification 
of the gentleman’s amendment, which I pre- 
sume he will accept. After the words ‘all 
manufactures of copper ’’ I propose to insert 


the words “‘ including percussion caps.” The 
duty on alcohol makes the price of this article 
higher. 


Mr. KERR. I have no objection to that 
modification. f 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate, unless 
there can be debate on the general proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not 1a order. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order 
on this amendment that this proposition has 
already been considered in Committee of the 
Whole, and has been rejected. 

Mr. KERR. That is not a point of order. 

The amendment of Mr. Keuztoceto the 
amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Kerr’s amend- 
ment, as amended. 

‘The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 76, noes 77. 

Mr. KERR. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 
Mr. Concer were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 78, noes 65. 

So theamendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the 
last vote. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in 
order in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I give notice to these 
gentlemen that I will have a vote upon it. 

Mr. KERR. I object to that sort of talk. 

Mr. CONGER. I give notice that I shall 
desire a separate vote on this amendment in 
the House. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman can give 
notice in the House. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. 
amendment: 

On gunny-cloth, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BECK. I submit that that amendment 
is not in order. We have passed the para- 
graph which includes the duty on gunny-cloth. 


I offer the following 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. i . 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Idid not hear what the 
point of order was.. Will the Chair please to 
state it? ; f 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was 
that the. amendment was. germane to a para- 
graph which the committee has passed. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Gunny-cloth is not men- 
tioned in the bill. : ; 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman js mistaken, 
as he will find by referring to the paragraph 
commencing line twenty-six, section two.: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sus- 
tained the point of order. . 

Mr. FRYE. I offer the following. amend- 
ment: 

On emery ore, six dollars per ton, and on emery 
grains, two cents per pound, 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 44, noes 63; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and Mr. Frye and Mr. Kerr were 
appointed. i 

Mr- KERR. Let the amendment be again 
read. ý Do n 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DAWES. That was the duty before 
the tariff of 1870. 

Mr. KERR. Emery ore is now free. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 74, noes 71. . 2 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: ‘ eels E 


On preserved or condensed milk, thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BUCKLEY. I rise toa point of order. 
Does that not relate to a subject we have 
already passed upon ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
recollect any paragraph already passed to 
which this is germane. He will rule on the 
point of order if the gentleman will direct his ` 
attention to such a paragraph. 

The question being taken on Mr. Farns- 
WORTH’S amendment, it was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


On fire-crackers, one dollar per box of forty packs, 
not exceeding eighty to each pack, and inthe same 
proportion for any greater or less number. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. I offer the following amend- 


ment: , 

On meal of oats, one cent per pound; so that it 
may be the same as flour of wheat. 

This is merely to make the duty on oatmeal 
equal to the duty on wheat flour. s 

Mr. KERR. It is an increase of duty, and 
on a necessary of life, ; 

The question was taken on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes thirty-four, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to.. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following as an 
additional section, to come in immediately 
after this section: d 

And be it further enacted, That all laws and parts 
of laws requiring that all duties on imports shall be 
paid in gold be, and they are hereby, so far modified 
that hereafter one half of all duties on imports may 
be paid by the individual or corporation paying the 
same to the proper collecting officer of the United 
States of such import duties in legal-tender notes of 
the United States, and the other half of the duties 
which are required by law to be paid by such person 
or corporation shall be paid in gold, andall lawsand 
parts of laws now in force are repealed so far as they 
come in conflict with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
that he move to insert that at the end of the 
tariff portion of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. This isthe end of a paragraph, 
and I want a vote on it now. | , 

Mr. HOAR. Irise to a question of order, 
and it is that the seventh section of the bill, 
which extends and changes the law in regard 
to the duty on ribbon, making larger and more 
comprehensive provisions, is a provision fixing 
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duties, and therefore this -provision cannot 
come in until that provision with the other 
duties have been passed by. ; 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules 
that point of order, although he thinks that 
the amendment of the gentleman from-Ken- 
tucky would be more appropriate at the end 
of the tariff part of the bill. ` 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentacky-by substituting “one third?’ 
where he says ‘‘half,” so as to provide that 
one third may be paid in legal tender, and in 
the other place to insert “two thirds’? in 
lieu of “ half.” 

Mr. BECK. T am satisfied that thatis as 
good as I can get, and I accept the amend- 
ment. mi 

Mr. BINGHAM. The committee, I pre- 
sume, have something to do with it, 

Mr. SARGENT. TI desire to offer a sub- 
stitute for that amendment. e 

‘Mr. DAWES. Before the question is put; 
is not a motion to insert a rate in the section 
now under discussion in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, unless the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky withdraws his motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I havea single item which 
I wish to insert. 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman can put that 
in afterward. 

Mr. DAWES. Can it be put in afterward ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes so. 

Mr. SARGENT. . L offer the following sub- 
stitute for tbe amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky: 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall 
be lawful to pay duties on imports in the notes of 
gold banks duly organized under the laws of the 
United States. 


The amendment of Mr. Sarcent was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Becx’s 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I am confused about the 
rules of the House, but it seems to me that 
if we insert a new section at the end of this 
section it will be impossible to go back and 
insert anything in this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have 
before them the last paragraph of section two, 
for the text of which a substitute has been 
adopted, but amendments are still in order. 

The question was put on Mr. Brcx’s 
amendment; and there were—ayes 89, noes 68. 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beck and 
Mr. Bincuam were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 92, noes 62. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to add to the 
amendment just adopted the following: 

Provided, That the notes of national banks re- 
quired by law to be redeemed in gold may be re- 
ceived for import duties, 

Mr. KERR. That is all right. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is all right because 
the Government guaranties the issue of these 
banks. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend theamend- 
ment by adding to it the following: 

And provided further, That this section shall not 
take effect until the national currency and gold are 
at par. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let my amendment stand 
upon its own merits. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well ; I will withdraw 
my amendment for the present. 

The amendment moved by Mr. SARGENT 
was then agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move to further 
amend by adding the following: 

And provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shall not go into effect until the national 
currency shall be at par with gold. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. That 
would merely nullify what we have done. 

The-question was then taken on the-amend- 


ment moved by Mr. Dawes; and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 74, noes 85. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. LYNCH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawss and 
Mr. Bior were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 65, noes 92. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I move to amend 
by inserting before the section last adopted 
the following : 

On type, type-metal, 
per cent, ad valorem. 
~ Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia.. I move to 
amend the amendment so as to put these arti- 
cles on the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can 
accomplish his object by voting down this 
amendment, and then moving to insert the 
articles on the free list when that portion of 
the bill is reached, 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by striking 
out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting “five” as the rate 

er cent, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 
for the information of the committee that he 
does not understand that the committee passes 
from a paragraph so as to preclude amend- 
ment until the Clerk has commenced reading 
the next paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. I think we had better finish 
with the banks before we go into the type. 

Mr. DAWES. We will want the type to 
print the greenbacks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will adopt the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs,] which he is aware is the best, 
if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Brar] 
will withdraw his amendment for the present. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I will withdraw 
my amendment with the understanding that I 
shall have an opportunity hereafter to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wili endeavor 
to give the gentleman an opportunity. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to add 
the following to the additional section just 
adopted : 


And this provision shall not continue in force 
after any increase shall be authorized by law in the 
present volumo of United States Treasury notes. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. F do not see what we have to do here 
with limiting the effect of future legislation 
upon the issuance of Treasury notes. It is not 
germane at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrales 
the point of order. The amendment is ger- 
mane; it is for the committee to judge of the 
propriety-of it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the amendment by adding to it: 


Nor shall any new bank be incorporated until the 
present bank notes are at par with gold. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts { Mr. BUTLER] is not germane 
to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
modify my amendment, so as to provide that 
this provision shall not go into force untila 
law is passed to prevent any new national 
bank being organized. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
any more germane, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to add to 
the amendment the words ‘‘unless said issue 
of Treasury notes is made to retire five-twenty 


and stereotype-plates, ten 


It is perfectly 


That does not render it 


I| bonds of the United States.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I would also suggest to 
include ‘‘ three per cent. certificates.” 
The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 


is in order. 


me 


Mr. SARGENT. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to in- 
clude in his amendment the words “ except as 
to gold notes.’’ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is not 
necessary; gold notes are not Treasury notes. 

Mr. SARGENT. They are not Treasury 
notes, but as they are equivalent to gold, they 
ought not to be excluded; the issue of Treas- 
ury notes is increased. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will accept 
the amendment, and modify my amendment 
accordingly. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. WHITTHORNE; and it 
was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 
thirty-six, noes not counted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to amend by adding the following: 

And provided further, That this last proviso shall 


not take effect till national banks redeem their 
notes at par in gold. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise a point 
of order that the amendment is not. germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Burer, of Massachusetts, it was 
not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Garvin, of Ohio; and being taken, 
there were—aves 62, noes 80. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, called for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD, 
of Ohio, and Mr. Wurrrionne were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 46, noes 76. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move to amend 
by adding the following: 


And this provision shall not be in force until one 
year from the passage of this act. 


The question being taken on the amendment, 
there were—ayes 31, noes 69. 

So the amendmeut was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR., I move to amend by adding 
the following : 


Provided, That ono third of all notes so received 
shall be withdrawn from circulation, and the papor 
currency shall be diminished in amount to the extent 
of such payment. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point 
of order that the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. HOAR. Tt proposes to provide what 
shall be done with the money paid in. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It proposes to regu- 
late the disposition of the currency. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the 
point of order, A provision fixing the sort of 
money in which customs shall be paid would be 
germane to the purpose of the bill; but the 
Chair does not think it germane to go on and 
arrange what shall be doue with the currency 
when paid in. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in before the section last adopted: 

On plate glass, ninety per cent. of the duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
to withbold that amendment for a moment, as 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAR] pro 
posed sometime ago an amendment which he 
withdrew in order to allow other propositions 
to be acted on. 

Mr. DAWES. 
for the present. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair whether, if my amendment should 
be adopted, a motion would afierward be in 
order to place on the free list the articles 
named? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide 
that point when it arises. , f 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Missouri 
had better present his amendment now. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I move toamend 
by inserting “on type, type-metal, and stereo- 
type-plates, ten per cent. ad valorem.” 


I move 


I withdraw my amendment 
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Mr. COX. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘“‘ten’’. and. inserting 
t five,” so as to make the duty five per cent. 
ad valorem. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Cox, there were—-ayes 67, noes 
35; no quorum voting. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KILLINGER 
and Mr. Cox were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 61, noes 62. 

So the amendment of Mr. Cox was not 
agreed to. ` 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
rise. Iwill move to go into committee again 
when I ascertain that members have returned 
to their seats. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, there were—ayes 60, noes 55. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missourt, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes, and 
Mr. Buair of Missouri, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 57, noes 57. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair votes in the 
affirmative; and the committee decides to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


REVOCATION OF LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that all leaves of 
absence granted by the House be revoked on 
and after Monday next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. And that no 
more be granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain the motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that the motion to 
revoke all leaves of absence is a privileged 


question. 

The SPEAKER. Where leave of absence 
has been granted by unanimous consent, the 
Chair doubts the power of the House by a 
majority vote to revoke it. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it has been done 
before, and that the House, by giving notice, 
has revoked all leaves of absence from and 
after such a day. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. After 
giving leave of absence to a member I do not 
think it would be good faith to revoke it. 

The SPEAKER. It is not within the power 
of the House by a majority vote to revoke a 
leave of absence granted by unanimous con- 
sent. You may, by unanimous consent, grant 
to a gentleman leave of absence fortwo weeks. 
He goes to San Francisco, and if by a majority 
vote you could revoke that leave of absence, 
you would leave him under the censure of the 
House for not being present, when he had 
unanimous consent to be absent. 

Mr. DAWES. The member always takes 
leave of absence under the power of the ma- 
jority of the House to control it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask whether 
the vote be by a majority or two thirds makes 
any difference as to the justice of the proposi- 
tion? 


Mr. DAWES. I believe that a majority of | 
the House can always control the conduct and | 


decorum of members, 

The SPEAKER. How can a majority con- 
trol the conduct of a member when under the 
rules of the Honse you have given him the 


right to absent himself from the proceedings | 


of the House fora certain time? The Chair 
would not, under his present understanding 
of the matter, entertain any such motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to 
change the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, so as to revoke on and after 
Monday next all indefinite leaves of absence. 


‘a hypothetical question. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see 
how this would make any difference as to the 
right of the matter, There is nothing in the 
world easier than to prevent the granting of 
leave of absence. It is always done by unani- 
mous consent, and a single objection will pre- 
vent the granting of leave of absence to-any 
member. The Chair has no recollection of a 
member getting leave of absence except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. | I give notice, then, 
Mr. Speaker, that hereafter [ may be consid- 
ered as objecting to the grant of leave of 
absence to anybody. 


The SPEAKER. Whena request is made 


by any member for leave of absence hereafter’ 


the Chair will look to the seat of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to see whether he rises to 
object. [Laughter.] He must rise, however, 
and make his objection. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If I am not here I 
want it understood that I object to granting 
any further leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain any standing objection. So far as it affects 
the business of the House the Chair wishes to 
state there is much more than a quorum 
present, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask a parlia- 
mentary question. In the committee, on divis- 
ion by tellers, we are constantly finding our- 
selves without a guorum. Under the ruling 
of the Chair are we not therefore cut off from 
compelling a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is putting 
If the House gets 
itself into difficulty by granting unanimous 
consent to members to absent themselves 
from the proceedings of the House, that is 
the fault of the House itself. It is the easi- 
est thing in the world for the House to pre- 
vent all such trouble hereafter. As the Chair 
has stated, leave of absence is only granted 
by unanimous consent, and the House can 
keep members here by refusing to grant leave 
of absence. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. But after the 
House has granted leave of absence to so 
many members, can we now rectify our error? 

The SPEAKER. The House has granted 

leave of absence, and must act in good faith. 
- Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I am clear in 
my remembrance that during the last session 
of Congress we did pass a vote of this sort as 
to indefinite leave of absence. I do not see 
what objection there can be to it. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly no exigency 
has arisen requiring any such extraordinary 
action onthe part of the House. There are 
more than one hundred and sixty members 
present. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Bat not on 
division by tellers in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That is another question, 
in reterenceto which the Chair knows nothing. 
He only knows it would be an extraordinary 
act of power to recall a leave of absence 
granted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it be in order to move 
that all members excused from attendance are 
requested to return ? 

The SPEAKER, That would be in order; 
and the Chair thinks this debate will have the 
effect of bringing members here who are 
absent. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I make that motion: 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. How can 
that be done? 

Mr. DAWES. Tt will reach absent mem- 
bers by publicationin the press. 

Mr. STORM. What about members being 
absent without leave from the House? 

The SPEAKER. They are liable to the 
discipline of the House. Í 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to add to the reso- 
lution the words ‘‘shall be notified by the 
Clerk.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] moves that all 


members of the House now absent by its. leave 
shall be notified by the Clerk and respectfully 
requested to return.as soon as possible. oe 

Mr. RANDALL. . Shall they be notified by 
telegram or mail? : ROR, 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Icallfor the reg- 
ular order. ; : f 

The SPEAKER. -The Chair would remark 
that the number of members at present absent 
by leave of the House is not large... 

Mr. DAWES. This resolution at all events 
will not do any harm. = Perhaps those mem- 
bers who are in the city will take the hint and 
be found more steadily in their seats, 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the 
Clerk, who keeps the record, there are not 
more than twenty or twenty-five-members now 
absent by leave of the House. In the opinion 
of the Chair there are. from ‘one hundred and 
fifty to one hundred and seventy. members in 
the Hall now. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it be in order to 
notify the members who are in the city to at- 
tend the night sessions of the House ? Last 
night the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. was himself absent. 

The SPEAKER. if the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will accept a 
suggestion of the Chair—— 

Mr. DAWES. I am always ready to accept 
any suggestion from the Chair. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means that a call of the House every morning 
after the readingof the Journal hasbeen found 
to be a very effective mode of securing -the 
attendance of members. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I thank the Chair for the 
suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will farther 
remark that on a roll-call ‘yesterday one 
hundred and ninety-nine members voted, and 
that is a very full House. 

Mr. DAWES. That was on Thursday; 
to-day is Friday; and it takes just last night 
and to-day for members to return to their 


homes. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I would suggest that 
two o’clock, the hour when the Committee 
for the District of Columbia is entitled to the 
floor, is approaching, and I ‘call for the regular 
order. i 

The resolution offered by Mr. DAWES was 
adopted. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to resume the con- 
sideration of the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Scorer» in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No, 2322) to reduce duties on 
imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the Committee 
of the Whole rose the pending question wis 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Buair,] which the Clerk will again 
report. i 

The Clerk read as follows : 

On type-metal and stereotype-plates, ten percent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


On copper, the ores of copper, and all manufac- 
tured articles of which copper is the component 
part, ninety per cent. of the duty now imposed by 
law. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
ment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. May I ask the Chair why 
it is not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The duty on copper has 
nothing to do with the duty on type. 

Mr. CONGER.. Copper is a component part 
of type-metal. : 


Is that amend- 


. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained 
the point of order, i 

Mr. BROOKS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendmensof the gentleman from 
Missouri: Nahe 

On lead and all other materials that enter into 
the casting of type, ten per cent. ad va. Orem. 

The amendment ‘to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Bratr, of Missouri, as amended. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 57, noes 77. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment, as amended, was dis- 
agreed to, d 

Mr. DAWES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


On plate glass, ninety per cent. of the duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer 


ing amendment: ae 
On tin, in sheets or plates, fifteen per cent. ad 


the follow. 


walorem. 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 70, noes 52. s 
© Mr. KELLEY called for tellers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is a reduction 
of ten per cent. on, the present duty. 

Tellers were orders i. 

The committee gain divided; and there 
were—ayes 81, noes 45. 

So the amendment. was agreed to. 


Mr. CONGER. offer the following amend- 
ment: 

On copper, the ores of copper, and all manufac- 
tured articles of which copper is the component 
part, ninety percent. of the duty now imposed by 
aw. 


Mr. KERR. Is that amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. For what reason does 
the gentleman raise the point of order on the 
amendment? 

Mr. KERR. That has just been acted on 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been acted 
on; it was proposed. TheChair thinks that it 
is in order unless there is something in the bill 
prior to it fixing the duty. i 

Tri KERR. I make no such objection as 
that. 

The question was taken on Mr. ConcEr’s 
amendment; and there were—ayes 35, noes 86. 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. ~ 

Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the amendment 
last adopted : 

On seal oil, ten per cent. ad valorem. 

The duty is now twenty per cent., but only 
two gallons have been imported during the 
last two years 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
45, noes 77. . ; 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STRONG. I desire to reduce the duty 
on aniline dyes, and I therefore offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Qn aniline dyes or colors, thirty-five per cent. ad 
valorem. 

It is now thirty-five per cent. and fifty cents 
per pound. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. [offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 


On type, type-metal, and stereotype-plates, fifteen 
per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BROOKS. If that is to be pressed I 
wish to renew my motion to include lead and 
all the other materials which enter into type- 
making. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Tg the gentle- 
man’s object to defeat my amendment? 

Mr. BROOKS. No, but you cannot make 


type—— 
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Mr. DAWES. I object to debate ; if we 
are going to debate at all, let us do it fairly. 

Mr. BROOKS. Imoveto amend the amend- 
ment by adding to it the following: 

And on lead and all other materials that enter into 
the casting of type, fifteen per cont, ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment: of Mr. Brar, of Missouri, as 
amended ; and being put, it was disagreed to— 
ayes 46, noes 80. 

_ Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I 
lng amendment: 

Ontypve, type-metal, and stereotype-plates, twenty 
per cent. ad valorem. 

The question was put on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes 47, noes 73. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I offer the following 
amendment; 


, On screws commonly called wood-screws, two 
inches in length, four cents per pound; less than 
two inches and not less than three fourths of an inch 
in length, six cents per pound; less than thrae 
fourths of an inch in length, nine cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 70, 
noes 55. 


Mr. DUELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

On Moisic iron made from sand oro by one process, 
ten dollars per ton. 

Mr. GOLLADAY. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘‘ten dollars ” and 
inserting in lieu thereof ‘* $6 30.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. DusLL’s amendment, ag amended, was 
then adopted. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I simply wish to offer an 
amendment reducing a duty. I move to in- 
sert at the end of the section the following: 

And the duty on wrought scrap-iron, old and fit 
only for remanufacture, as defined by the existing 
law, is hereby reduced to the same duty as that on 
pig iron. 

This is a reduction of $1 10 a ton. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not in order. 
The committee have already passed on that sub- 


ject. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
not in order. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
ruled out? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. On the ground that the 
subject-matter to which it is germane has been 
passed. : 

The Clerk read the following: 

Src. 3. That all acts and parts of acts requiring 
duties to be assessed upon packages, commissions, 
brokerage, cost of transportation, shipment, trans- 
shipment, and other like costs and chargos incurred 
in placing earthen or crockeryware on ship-board, 
and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the 
provisions of this section, are hereby repealed. 


Mr. MERRIAM. I move to amend the 
section just read, so that it will read as fol- 
lows: 

That all acts and parts of acts requiring duties to 
be assessed upon packages, commissions, brokerage, 
cost of transportation, shipment, transshipment, and 
other like costs and incidental charges incurred in 
packing and shipping of merchandise, are hereby 
repealed, and all acts and parts of acts inconsist~ 
ent with the provisions of this section are hereby 
repealed. j 

The amendment was agreed to, upon a divis- 
ion—ayes 80, noes 43. 

Mr. MERRIAM. I move to further amend 
this section by adding to it the following: 

And that no allowance for damages by sea or land 
shall hereafter be deducted from the invoices of 
imported merchandise. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


The committee then proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the following section, being the 


offer the follow- 


On what ground is it 


free list: 
Sec. 4. That on and after the Ist day of July next | 


the importation of the articles enumerated and de- 
scribed in this section shall be exempt from duty, 
that is to say: ` 
Agates, unmanufactured; 
Almond shells; 
Aluminum: 
Amber beads ; 
Bath brick and Bristol stones ; 
Birds, stuffed ; 
Bulbs and bulbous roots; 
Chalk—white, French, and all other ; 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines: 
Angelica root; 
Ginger root; 
Annotto extract; 
Arseniate of aniline; 
Aquafortis ; 
Assafetida ; 


cid: ; 

Boracio, (orude;) 
hromio; 

Sulphuric ; 

Saint John’s beans; 

Bezonar stones; 

Black salts ; 

Biack taros; 

Brazil paste; 

Burgundy pitch: 

Balsam; 


Borax, (crude ;) 

Borate of lime; 

Cinnabar, (native ore of mercury ;) 

Calomel: 

Cobalt, (ore;) 

Charcoal; 

Copper, acetato of; 

Cow or kine pox, or vaccino virus; 

Curry and curry powders ; 

Cinchona root; 

Coleothar, dry, or oxide of iron; 

Coltsfoot, (crude drug ;) 

Contrayerva root; 

Cowage down; 

Cyanite, or kyanite; 

Dried bugs; 

Elecampane root; 7 

Flowers, leaves, plants, roots, and seeds, (medi- 
cinal,) in a crude state, not otherwise provided 


Or; 
Qalanga, or galangal; 
Gentian root; i 7 
Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 
Helicbore root; 
Carmine, (crude;:) 
Tron, liquor of; 
Matico leaf; 
Musk, (crude:) 
Marsh-mallows; 
Milk, sugar of; 
Murexide, (a dye 3) 
Orange buds and flowers: 
Pellitory root; 
Polypodium ; 
Pulu; 
Potash, crude; 
Seneca root; 
Stavosacre, (crude drug;) 
Storax, or styrax ; y 
Strontia, or protoxide of strontium ; 
Succinic acid; 
Spunk; y 
Sulphate of magnesia, (Epsom salts ;) 
Sulphate of soda, or salt cake; 
Sulphurous ore; F 
Salicine, (medicinal preparation ;) 
Sassafras; 
Snake root; 
Tica, crude; 
Tripoli; 
Turkish red salts ; 
Tyrian dye; 
Tale; 
Tin crystals ; 
Uranium, oxide of; 
Venice turpentine ; 
Coir; g 2 i 
Diamonds, rough or uncut, including glaziers’ 
diamonds ; 
Dried blood; 
Dried and prepared flowers; 
Eliots; 
Fish-skins, raw or unmanufactured ; 
French sand; 
Fruits, perishable, not dried or preserved, and not 
otherwise specified; 
Goldbeaters’ skins; 
Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses ; 
Harness liquid ; 
Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted, or pickled, and skins ; 
Hones, (Ayr stones ;) 
Horn strips; g 
Josstick, or josslight ; 
Lard; 
Lime; 
Leather, old scrap; 
Loadstones ; 
Magnets; 
Mica; 
Milk, not condensed; 
Bologna sausage; 
Sauer-kraut; 
Venison; 
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Oils: 

Amber, (crude;) 
Ambergris; 
Anthos, or rosemary ; 
Cajeput; 
Cedrat ; 

Civet; 

Fennel ; 
Juglandium; 
Lavender ; 
Poppy; _, 
Thyme, white; 
Valerian; 

Oil-cake; 

Paper-stock, crude, of every description, includ- 
ing all grasses, fibers, rags other than wool, waste, 
shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste 
rope, waste bagging, gunny-bags and gunny-cloth, 
old or refuse, to be used in making and fit only to 
be converted into paper and unfit for any other 
manufacture; 

Palladium metal; 

Paraffine; 

Pebbles for spectacles, rough; 

Phanglien; 
` Rennets, raw or prepared ; 

Sand; 

Seeds: 

Anise; 
Anise star; 
Chia; 
Rape-seed ; 
Sugar-cane; 
Sesamum; 

Soapstone; x 

Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats: 

Spermaceti; 

Split pease; 

Straw, unmanufactured ; 

Tallow: 

Tar and pitch, of pine; 

Teasels; 

Teeth, manufactured; 

Wafers; 

Wax of bees, and manufactures of; shoemakers’ 


wax: 

Whalebone; 

Yeast-cakes. 

The CHAIRMAN. As this section per- 
tains to the free list only, the Chair will regard 
it as a single paragraph, open to amendments 
by additions and insertions. If amendments 
are made, they can be arranged in alphabetical 
order by the engrossing clerk. 

Mr. DAWES. As tea and coffee have been 
made free, it becomes necessary to place cer- 
tain other articles on the free list. I move to 
add to the free list the following: 

Cocoa, crude and butter, fiber, leaves, and shells 
of, and racahout. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by adding 
“coca and its shells.’”’ That isthe substance 
from which chocolate is made. 

Mr. DAWES. There are three ways of 
spelling the word. If my friend will tell me 
which way he prefers I will adopt it. 

Mr. CONGER, They are differentarticles ; 
one is called ‘‘ coca’’ and the other is called 
t cocoa.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be added if the gen- 
tleman desires. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to add 
to the free list ‘‘printers’ type.” 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes 51, noes 72. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add to the free 
list the following: 


Printing paper used exclusively for books other 
than blank books, and for magazines and news- 
papers. 


Mr. DAWES. I suppose we had settled 
the subject of printing-paper in a preceding 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to determine that question. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Houtman; and upon a 
division, there were—ayes 61, noes 70. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being ten in 
the affirmative, not one fifth of a quorum. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. 1 move to amend 
by adding to the clause putting ‘hides of 
cattle,” &c., on the free list, the words ‘* ex- 
cept sheep-skins with the wool on.” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 


It is for the committee 


Mr. DUKE. I move to add to the free list 
the following: 

Licorice, extract, stick, piece, or mass. 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes 50, noes 95.. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the following to the free list: 


Books printed, other than in the English lan- 
guage, and books printed in the English language 
of an edition unrevised for twenty years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


I move to add 


The committee rose; and the Speaker 


resumed the chair. 
` DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER. By the rule of the House 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
at. this hour, two o’elock, of the third Friday 
of the month, is entitled to the floor for the 
exclusive consideration of its business. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that gentlemen of 
the District Committee will consent to post- 
pone their business until Friday of next week. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. As I said to the 
gentleman this morning, if we can be assured 
of having next Friday tor the business of our 
committee, we have no objection to waiving 
our right to-day. - 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the House will con- 
sent to that. f 

The SPEAKER.: If there be no objection 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
will be allowed Friday of next week after two 
o'clock, instead of to-day, for the presenta- 
tion of their business. The Chair hears no 
objection. The Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union will resume its session. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
sox, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had concurred in the amendment of the 
House for printing extra copies of the report 
of the board of Indian commissioners for 1871 ; 
also in the resolution of the House for print- 
ing extra copies of the preliminary report of 
the commissioner of the United States to the 
international penitentiary congress of London. 

The message also announced thai the Senate 
had adopted a resolution (in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested) to print 
additional copies of the report and accompany- 
ing maps of the Darien surveying expedition. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 
1661) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1872. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
requested the House of Representatives to 
return to’the Senate the. bill (S. No. 931) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas river at Little Rock, Arkansas. 

The message further announced that the 
President, having returned to the Senate with 
his objections the bill (S. No. 955) granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of 
William W. Montgomery, late captain in Texas 
volunteers, the Senate had, in pursuance of 
the Constitution, proceeded to reconsider the 
bill, and (two thirds of the Senate agreeing 
thereto) had repassed the same. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, House 
bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. No. 534) to provide for hold- 
ing the United States district court in the city 
of Toledo. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed House bills of the follow- 
ing titles, with amendments; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory ofan 
actentitled “ An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and mechanic arts,’’ passed July 2, 1862, and 
acts amendatory thereto ; 


An act (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish the tribal 
relations of the Miami Indians, and for’ other 
purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of S. 
B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John 
R. Mitchell; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
appointment of shipping commissioners by the 
several circuit coprts of the United States, to 
superintend the shipping and discharge of sea- 
men engaged in merchant ships belonging to 
the United States, and for the farther protec- 
tion of seamen. | : 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : l 

An act (S. No. 744) for thereliefof William 
G. Langford ; f 

An act (S. No. 1107) for the relief of Wil- 
son Bowlby, collector of internal revenue for 
Oregon ; 

An aċt (S. No. 1025) -to quiet the title to 
lands of the settlers on lands belonging to the 
West Wisconsin Railway Company; ' ; 

An act (S. No. 1036) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Jackson- 
ville and St. Augustine Railroad. Company ; 

An act (S. No. 986) to settle. land titles in 
the State of Lowa ; a 

An act (S. No. ot to provide for the 
claims of the PottawalSiitts Tadiang residing 
in Michigan and Indianay l 

An act (S. No. 1015) to quiet the title to 
certain lands in the State of lowa ; ; 

An act (S. No. 1002) granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Pensacola 
and Louisville Railroad Company of Alabama ; 

An act (S. No.. 842) to authorize. the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near the city of Red Wing, in the 
State of Minnesota, and to establish it as a 
post road ; l 

An act (S. No. 1088) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to. settle the claims of 
Messrs. Durfee & Peck and E. H. Durfee, for 
supplies furnished the Indians in- Montana in 
the winter of 1869 ; $ 

An act (S. No: 562) in relation. to. settlers 
on certain Indian reservations in the State of 
Minnesota ; i 

An act (S. No. 508) for the relief of certain 
tribes of Indians in the northern superintend- 
ency ; 

An act (S. No. 349) to provide for the pay- 
ment of D. B. Allen & Co. for services in car- 
rying the United States mails ; : 

An act (S. No. 450).to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain ; 

An act (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida ; and 

An act (S. No. 586) to confirm sales of 
Shawnee Indian land in Kansas, under. the 
direction and with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
WHEELER in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R: No. 2822) to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and før other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by insert- 
ing in the free list ‘‘ gilling twine and fish-net 
twine used by fishermen on the ocean, lakes, 
rivers, and waters of the United States.” 

The amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes seventeen, noes not counted. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend by 
striking from the free list ‘‘ calomel.” 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman’ will wait 
a moment, I will move to make quicksilver 
free. 

Mr. L. MYERS. That will answer my 
purpose. ~ 

The amendment of Mr. L. Myers was not 
agreed to. 
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Mr. DAWES. I move to amend by insert- 
ing “quicksilver” in the free list. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 


` Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend by in- 
serting in the free list ‘jute butts.” i 

‘The question being taken on agreeing to 
the amendment, there were—ayes 50, noes 
455; no quorum voting. ; 
> Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SARGENT 
and Mr. Breck were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
yeported—ayes 62, noes 60. 
`, So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLS. I move to amend by insert- 
ing in line ten, after the words “bulbs and 
bulbous roots,” the following: “and tropical 
and semi-tropical plants of all kinds.” 

... The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend by in- 
serting in the free list ‘tin in pigs, blocks, 
and bars.” 

The amendment was not agreed to ; there 
being—ayes twenty-five, noes not counted. 
` Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend by 
striking from the free list “ sulphate of mag- 
nesia,’’ (Epsom salts.) That has been put in 
by mistake. 

“Mr. BROOKS. Ido not know that. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

-Mr. KERR. I move the following amend- 
ment after line eighty-nine. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


After line eighty-six, insert the word “ buck- 
wheat.” 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 56, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HALE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Have and 
Mr. Kerr were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes forty-three, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I move the following 
amendment to come in between lines sixty- 
seven and sixty-eight, 

. The Clerk read as follows: 


Between lines sixty-seven and sixty-eight insert: 
Salt in bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other 
packages. 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 77, noes 66. 

Mr. DAWES demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. McInryre were appointed. ; 

The committec again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 64, noes 81. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER, I move the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in the free list: 
Saltpeter, crude, refined, and partially refined. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding ‘‘ gunpowder.” 
The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to, 
Mr. STARK WEATHER. That makes them 
both free. 
The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move 
the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ae page 8, after line sixty-one, add the word 
Jute. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert on the free list “barks, extract of, for tan- 
ning purposes.” 
The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 60, noes 20. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in section five, line fifty-ei 
words ‘‘ carmine; (crude.)” us bbe Dago Bitis 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 25, noes. 40. ; 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HILL. This should be stricken out. 
It is one of the most difficult colors to manu- 
facture known, 

. Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert on the free list “lumber for building and 
fencing.” 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 70, noes 62. 

Mr. CARROLL. I move to insert fine’? 
before ‘‘lumber.”’ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I accept that. 

Mr. LYNCH. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lyncw and 
Mr. Farnsworrs were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 66, noes 83. 

So the amendment, as modified, was rejected. 

Mr. DUELL: I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, line fifty-one, insert “ fish of all kinds.” 

Mr. RANDALL. You ought to put in the 
word ‘ fresh.” 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. EAMES. I offer the following amend- 
ment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert on the free list “garancine und alizorine, 
extracts of madder.” 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Imove to 
insert on the free list “quinine.” 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 65, noes 380. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. I move to strike 
from the free list ‘‘Jard.’’ 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. McNEELY. I move to strike out 
“ charcoal,” in line fifty-seven, and insert 
“coal”? 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 60, noes 75. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
` Mr. HIBBARD. I move to insert in line 
fifty-three ‘‘ grindstones, whether finished or 
unfinished.”’ 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 40, noes 55. 

Mr. HIBBARD demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. HIBBARD and 
Mr. KILLINGER were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 47, noes 55. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 


That on and after the Ist day of August, 1872, 
all licorice extracts, stick, mass, or paste, shall be 
admitted free of duty. 


I will just say that this article enters largely 
into the manufacture of tobacco, and the duty 
protects nothing. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 50, noes 30. 

Mr. KELLEY demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KELLEY and 
Mr. W. R. Roserts were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 80, noes 45. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.SYPHER. Ioffer the followingamend- 


ment: 
Add to the free list the following: 
Sal-soda and soda-ash. 
Mr. RANDALL. Iraise the point of order 
that we voted on that proposition yesterday. 
The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Wure.er) The 


present occupant of the chair is not aware 
what is the fact in regard to that. - : 

Mr. RANDALL. We voted yesterday on 
a proposition to strike out the paragraph im- 
posing one quarter of a’cent per. pound’ on 
those articles. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
this is a different proposition. l 

The question being taken on Mr. SyrHer’s 
amendment, there were—ayes fifteen, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr, COX.. Ioffer the following amendment ; 
rs Jno. one e hundred and forty-four, ingert tho 

This will have the effect of putting mustard 
seed on the free list. 

_ Mr. DAWES. Mustard seed is on the free 
list already. We put it on the free list a short 
time ago. 

Mr. COX. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment,.and offer the following: 

, In line seventy-three, before the word “spuni,” 
insert the work " British;” go it will read “ British 
spunk.” 

I move this that we may be able to import 
some British spunk. 
Mr. DAWES. 

already. 

Mr. COX. Well, as the gentleman shows 
so much spunk, I will withdraw that amend- 
ment, and move to strike out “whalebone” 
and insert ‘‘ backbone.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STORM. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the freo list the following: 

Emery ore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey. I offer 
the following amendment—— 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that we have just put emery ore on another list 
at six dollars per ton, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
comes too late. 

Mr. DAWES. It could not have come any 


quicker. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced 
that the amendment was agreed to, and had 
directed the Clerk to read the amendment 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Hazevron, } 

Mr. DAWES. 1 do not know how this free 
list is being made up. We cannot understand 
what is going on. I rose just as soon as I 
heard the word announced by the Clerk; but 
before I had time to turn round another amend- 
ment was being put. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced 
the result of the vote on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The Chair no doubt an- 
nounced the result; but the question was not 
understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. HAZELTON. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the free list the following: 

Soda-ash. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I raise the point of order 
that that amendment has already been rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which 
was rejected associates this with another 
article. This is a different proposition. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Hazuuron, of New Jersey, it was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
following amendinent: 

Add to the free list the following: 

Newspapers. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BIRD. I offer the followiug amend- 
ment: 

Add to the free list the following: 

Chlorate of potash. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


We have enough of it 


I offer the 
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Mr. KERR.. I offer the following amend- 


ment: 


Add to the free list the following: 
Coffee substitutes other than chiccory. 


This is necessary to complete the law. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. EAMES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: $ 


Add to the free list the following : 
Garancine, an extract of madder. 


The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 
twenty, noes not counted. 


Mr. COTTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: ` 


Add to the free list the following: 
Seeds of forest trees, 


The amendment was agreed to—ayes sixty- 
‘five, noes not counted, 


Mr. WALLS. I move to strike from the 
free list the following: 

Fruits, perishable, not dried or preserved, and not 
otherwise specified. 

Mr. DAWES, That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON.. I move to add to the 
free list “ all dyes and dye-stuffs not produced 
or manufactured in this country.” 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 
fifteen, noes not counted. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add to the free 
list ‘‘ leather of all kinds.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. That is on the free list 
already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment 
only by way of precaution. b 

Mr. DAWES. Iwas mistaken; leather is 
fixed at ten cents. We reduced it from twenty- 
five cents to ten cents, 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is too high a duty 
for leather. 

The question was put on Mr. Hormax’s 
‘amendment; and there were—ayes 37, noes 
103. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move to strike from the 
free list ‘‘ tin crystals.” 

The question was put; and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to add to the free 
list ‘medicinal barks,” and on that motion 
I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was put; and there were—-ayes 
forty, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BARNUM. I move to add to the free 
list ‘‘ fire wood,” 

The question was put ; and there were—ayes 
50, noes 72. 

Mr. BARNUM called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move to add to the free 
list ‘‘ cotton- waste, whether for paper-stock or 
other purposes.”’ 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to—ayes four, noes not counted. 


Mr. McNEELY. I move to add to the free 
list ‘‘ all books used in schools, colleges, and 
other institutions of learning in the course of 
instruction of pupils and students.” 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
47, noes 75. : 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HEREFORD. I move to add to the 
free list ‘‘all white hats and white coats.” 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that by 
inserting before the word “hats” the word 
“old”? [Laughter. | 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. HEREFORD’ S 
amendment; and being put, it was disagreed to. 


Mr. WILSON; of Ohio. I move to strike 
off from the free list ‘‘ tallow.” 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was rejected. - 

Mr. COX. I move to add to the free list 
E wheat,” 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. : 


list ‘* Peruvian bark.” 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to add to the free 
list “all fire-wood except pine.’’ 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 


Mr. McNEELY. I move to add tothe free 
list “ the holy Bible.” : 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. We want Ameri- 
ean Bibles, not British Bibles. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and upon a division there were—ayes 
65, noes 60. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Banks and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 64, noes 68. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sro. 5. That for all purposes the standard for 
vinegar shall be taken to be that strength which 
requires thirty-five grains of bicarbonate of pot- 
ash to neutralize one ounce troy of vinegar, and all 
import duties that now are, or may hereafter be, 
imposed by law on vinegar imported from foreign 
countries shali be collected according to said stend- 


ard. 

Sxc. 6. That all goods, wares, and merchandise 
which may be in the public stores or bonded ware- 
houses on the Ist day of January, 1873, shall be sub- 
jected to no other duty upon the entry thereof for 
consumption than if the same were imported respect- 
ively after that day. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to amend section 
six by changing ‘ January, 1873,” to ‘‘July, 
1872.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 7. That the eighth section of the act approved 
June 30, 1864, chapter one hundred and seventy-one, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding, 
| after the word ‘‘ribbons,’’ in the second clause 
thereof, the words ‘‘ wholly of silk, or commercially 
| known as such.” And the proper officers are hereby 
directed to cause all entries of ribbons, other than 
i ribbons wholly of silk, or commercially known as 
| such, on which duties have been assessed at the rate 
fixed in said second clause of said eighth section, to 
be reliquidated and adjusted at the rate specified in 
| the last clause of said section: Provided, That no 
| reclamation upon the Treasury of the United States, 
| or action for the recovery of duties exacted on rib- 
| bons not “wholly of silk, or commercially known 
| as such,” under color of the provisions of said second 
clause of said eighth section, shall be maintained, 
except in cases where suits have been actually com- 
i menced and are now pending in the courts of the 
United States where the provisions of the fourteenth 
| section of said act have been complied with: And 
| provided further, That ail ribbons manufactured 
| wholly of silk, hereafter imported, which shall be 
| entered as silk and cotton ribbons, or by any other 
| name than “ribbons wholly of silk,” shall be for- 
i 
li 


i feited, unless it shall be made to appear to the satis- 
| faction of the collector and naval officer of the dis- 
i trict where the entry shall be made, if there be a 
| naval officer, and if there be no naval officer, to the 
| satisfaction of the collector, or to the court in which 
! prosecution shall be had, that such designation was 
| made by mistake, and without intention to evade or 
į defraud the revenue. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out sec- 
tion seven of the bill, 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that there may be some explanation made 
of this section. It is alleged that it will take 
$2,000,000 from the Treasury. 

Mr. KELLEY. And for the benefit of a 
few favored individuals not known to the 


House. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 
| The question was taken on the motion to 
| strike out, and there were twenty-three in 
the affirmative. 

Before the noes were counted, 


Mr. KELLEY called for tellers, 


Mr. CONGER. I move to add to the free | 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr: Kenizy’and 
Mr. Cox were-appointed.. C e -e 
The committee ‘again ` divided; and- the 
tellers. reported ‘that. there .were—ayes 10, 
noes 52. : Lee Sy Be he ogee he 
So the motion to-strike ont was agreed to. 
The Clerk read.as follows :.; ergy ts 
Sec. 8. That from and after the passage of this 
act all lumber, timber, hemp, manila, iron, and. steel 
not. advanced beyond rods, bars, and bolts, copper 
and composition metal which may be. necessary. for 
the construction and “equipment of wooden sailing © 
vessels built in the United States for the putpose:of 
being employed in the foreign trade, including the 
trade between the Atlantic and: Pacific ports of the 
United States, and finished after the passage of this 
act, may be imported in bond, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury niay prescribe: 
and upon proof that such materials have Veen used 
for the purpose aforesaid, no. duties.shall.be paid 
thereon: Provided, That vessels receiving the bèn- 
efit of this section shall not be allowed to engage in 
the coastwise trade of the United States except 
upon the payment to the United States of the duties 
on which a rebate is herein allowed: And provided 
Surther, That all articles of foreign ‘production 
needed for ship stores, or the repair of American 
sail vessels engaged exclusively in foreign trade, 
may be withdrawn from bonded warehouses free of 
duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of.the 


Treasury may prescribe. : 


: Mr. HALE. _I move to amend the section 
just read by striking from the first part of the 
section the words ‘‘ for the purpose of being 
employed in the foreign trade, including. the 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of 
the United States; and also to strike out the 
following proviso :: i 

Provided, That vessels receiving, the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed ‘to engage in the 
coastwise trade of the United States except upon 
the payment to the United States of the duties on 
which a rebate is herein allowed. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend the proviso 
before the question is put upon striking it out 
so as to make it read as I have drawn it up 
here, and which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ~ 

Provided, Thatin order to secure to.all American 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade the advantages 
which they now possess over foreign vessels by 
reason of the right to change ports in the United 
States with cargoes, and to extend to: them every 
privilege calculated to enable them more’ success- 
fully to compete with foreign vessels in the carrying 
trade, all vessels receiving the benefits of this see- 
tion shall be allowed to engage in the coastwise 
trade three months in any one year, and no more, 
except upon repayment of the duties on which a 
rebate is herein allowed. 

Mr. HALE. I hope my colleague [Mr. 
Lyncu] wiil not press that now. 

Mr. LYNCH. Very well; Iwill withdraw it, . 
and move to make the proviso read as follows: 

Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of this 
section shall not be allowed to engage in the const- 
wise trade of the United States more than three 
months in any one year except upon the payment to 
the United States of the duties on which a rebate is 
herein allowed. 

Mr. HALE. I ask my colleague [Mr. 
Lyncu] to withdraw his amendment until the 
question is taken on the one I have. offered. 

Mr. LYNCH. I prefer to have my amend- 
ment first voted on. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr Lyxcu; and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 23, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. : 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Lyncu and 
Mr. HALE were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes eighteen, noes 
not counted. ; 

So the amendment moved by Mr. Lyncu was 
not agreed to. 


The question was thentaken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Hate; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 50, noes 69; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HAZELTON, 
of Wisconsin, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayés 61, noes 62. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend by inserting, 
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after the words “ United States,” in line four- 
teen, the words ‘f more than two months in 
any one year;’’ so asto make the proviso read 
as follows: . : ; 
Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of 

this section shall not be allowed to engage in the 
coast wise trade of the United States more than two 
months in any oneyear except upon the payment t 
the United States of the duties on- which a rebate is 
herein allowed, és 
; Mr. HOLMAN moved to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting at the end of the proviso the 
following : A 

Provided further, That the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall apply to the materials above enumerated 
whioh skall po usod in the construction and equip- 
ment of steamboats engaged in navigating navigabl. 
waters of the United States, se EA 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed 

to; there being—ayes, sixty-three, noes not 
counted. 


Mr. COX. I move further to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Lyncu] by adding the following: 

Provided further, That from and after the Ist day 

of July next the act entitled “An act concerning 
the registering and recording of ships and vessels,” 
approved December 31, 1792, and all acts and parts 
of acts supplementary thereto, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed, so far as to admit to registry 
foreign-built vessels of wood or iron, the property 
of a citizen or citizens of the United States, if the 
same be purchased in good faith by such citizen or 
citizens, : 

Mr. LYNCH. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment is not germane. It pro- 
poses simply a repeal of the navigation law, 
and has no reference to the tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. , The amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] is not ger- 

„mane to the pending amendment. 


Mr. KELLEY, 
ment tothe amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Lyxca] to insert before the first 
proviso the following : 

: And an allowance shall be made upon all articles 
produced in the United States actually used in the 

uilding of such ships after the passage of this act, 
equal to the duties imposed by law upon like foreign 
articles imported into this country; and shail be paid 
from any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. . 

‘The amendment of Mr. KeLLeY was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes twenty-five, noes, 
not counted, 

The question then recurring on the amend- 
ment of Mr. LYNCH, as amended, it was agreed 
to. : 
Mr. COX. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Add the following: 

And provided further, That from and after the 
ist of July next the act entitled “ An act concern- 
ing the registering and recording of ships and ves- 
sels, approved December 31, 1792,” and all acts and 
parts of acts supplementary thereto, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as to admit to regis- 
ter foreign-built vessels of wood or iron, the prop- 
erty of a citizen or citizens of the United States, if 
the same be purchased in good faith by such citizen 
or citizens, 


Mr. HALE. I rise to a point of order on 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. COX. That is intended—— 

Mr. LYNCH. I object to debate. 

Mr. COX. I should like to be heard on the 
question of order. 

Mr. COBURN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Add to the section: 

Provided further, That iron ocean steamers may 
be imported free of duty, for the purpose of foreign 
trade only, and thereafter they shall be entitled to 
the same registry as vessels constructed in the Uni- 
ted States. ` 


Mr. LYNCH. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HALE. It is not in order to this bill, 
as it provides for a repeal of the registry law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Distilled spirits: , N r , 
Src.9. That the act entitled ‘‘An act imposing 
taxes on distilled spirits and tobacco, and for other 


I move as an amend- | 
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purposes,’’ approved July 20, 1868, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended as follows: 

That Section one be amended by striking out the 
word ““fifty,’* and inserting in lieu thereof the words 

sixty-five: | Provided, nevertheless, That distilled 
spirits. lawfully- deposited in a distiliery bonded 
warehouse when this act shall take effect may be 
withdrawn therefrom on payment of the taxes 
thercon at the rate within the time and in the man- 
ner fixed by law at the.time of such deposit: Pro- 
vided further, That the special tax paid by distillers 
prior to the taking effect of this act, which has not 
been exhausted by the exemptions allowed by law, 
shall be refunded upon properapplication out ofany 
moneys arising from internal taxes not otherwise 
appropriated. And that said section be further 
amended by striking out the words “in excess of tho 
number of gallons,” and inserting, in lieu thereof, 
the words “amounting to one half gallon or over,” 
and add after the words “as a gallon’’-the words 

and any fractional part of a gallon less than one 
pale gallon in’ any cask or package shall be exempt 
rom tax. : 


Mr. DUELL. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BECK. I ask the chairman of the 
committee whether he will. not move that the 
committee rise, so as to allow some explanation 
of this bill, now that we have got to the internal 
revenue part of it? 

Mr. DAWES. If it were not for lack of 
time I think that would be desirable. 

Mr. BECK. Let us have half an hour to 
explain some of these matters. 

Mr. DAWES. Is thereanything in this part 
of the bill he desires to explain ? 

Mr. BECK. No; unless an amendmentbe 
made to consolidate all these things. 
_ Mr. DAWES. Then let us wait until that 


is done. 

Mr. DUELL. I move on page 15, line 
seven, to strike out ‘‘ sixty-five’ and insert the 
following : 


Seventy; and this sum shall be in licu of all 
taxes upon sales of distilled spirits by distillers. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. And I offer 
the following amendment to that amendment: 
Strike out the ninth section and insert as fol- 


OWS: 

That all laws or parts of laws authorizing the 
collection of internal taxes be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed. 


‘Mr. DAWES. Ido not chink we ought to 
pass any such amendment as that, raising the 
tax from sixty-five to seventy. 

Mr. BECK. It was in view of just such 
amendments as have been offered that I asked 
that we might be allowed to explain these pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. In order that there may be 
some explanation of the bill, I move that the 
committee rise for the purpose of allowing a 
short time for debate. i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no! 

Mr. DAWES. IfI could be assured the 
House would vote down all amendments Í 
would withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
we will. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes one hundred and two, noes not counted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the special 
order; and pending that motion, I move that 
debate on the tax and tariff bill be extended 
one hour, i i 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the point 
of order that the latter motion cannot be 
entertained. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
it competent for the House to agree to such a 
motion. Under a suspension of the rules the 


Ihave no doubt 
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House directed that all debate on this bill 
should cease on Thursday at three o'clock 
. 0 
Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the latter motion. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Irise toa 
parliamentary inquiry. ‘To-morrow is assigned 
for business of the Committee of Claims. Will 
it be competent on Monday to move to sus: 


pend the rules so as to extend the time for , 


debate? 

The SPEAKER.. It will, of course, be com- 
petent for the House, under a suspension of 
the rules, to undo what it did under a sus- 
pension of the rules on Monday last. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then I 
move that the House take a recess until half 
past seven o'clock this evening. 
` Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. { move that the 
Honse adjourn. : : 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 546) for the relief of 
Charles F. Tracy ; 

An act (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due bim on the adjustment of his accounts ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times 
for holding United States courts in the eighth 
circuit; ‘ 

An act (H. R. No. 1182) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of Minne- 
sota ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1654) making appropri- 
ations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in the 
State of Michigan; 

An act (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the 
city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a 
tunnel under the Niagara river, and to ereet 
and maintain an inlet pier therefrom, for the 
purpose of supplying the city of Buffalo with 
pure water; 

An act (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the Hawaiian bark Florence; 

An act (H. R. No. 2187) to confirm the 
action of the board of aldermen and common 
council of the city of Washington, designating 
a depot site for the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain 
lands in the State of Alabama ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the mode 
of making private contracts with Indians ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleas- 
ure-yacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, and be registered under that name; 

An act (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land 
in Wyoming Territory; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of 
Dakota. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, obtained 
leave of absence until Tuesday next. 

Mr. BOLES obtained leave of absence until 
the 3d of June.” i 

Mr. HAMBLETON obtained leave of ab- 
sence until Tuesday. 

JANE DAVIDSON. 

On motion of Mr. MOORE, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition and accompany- 
ing papersin the case of Jane Davidson, widow 
of John Davidson, late lieutenant of the Uni- 
ted States revenue marine service. 


a 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 


The SPEAKER. A message has been re- 
ceived from the Senate requesting the return 
of the bill (S. No. 981) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas river, 
at Little Rock, Arkansas. The bill will be 
returned to the Senate if there be no objec- 
tion. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

NEW JAIL FOR THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1552) in re- 
lation to the construction of a new jail for the 
District of Columbia, with Senate amendments. 

Mr. POLAND. I move that the House 
non-concur in the amendments of the Senate, 
and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe some remarks he had prepared as part 
of the debates. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. LYNCH asked, and by unanimous con 
sent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe some remarks on the section of the 
tax and tariff bill relating to shipping. [See 
Appendix. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I object to leave being 
given to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RooseveLr] to print his speech. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s objec- 
tion comes too late. 

. Mr. POLAND. I think we ought to know 
the subject of the speech. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Exiprepee] did not object 
until, leave having been given, he turned 
round and asked what was the subject of my 
remarks, and I informed him that they were 
in exposure of the frauds in the government 
of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Under those circum- 
stances the gentleman has no right to object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. There is a bill on the 
Speaker’s table relating to stamps in the 
Treasury Department, which has come back 
from the Senate with only a very slight amend- 
ment, on which I ask the action of the House. 

Mr HOLMAN. I call for the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Butter] that the House take a recess, 
and the motion of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Serrr] that the House do now 
adjourn, The latter motion is more highly 
privileged. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 92, noes 56. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 77, not vot- 
ing 71; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beatty, Beck, Biggs, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, Buckley, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Crebs, 
Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, 
Giddings, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hamble- 
ton, Handley, Hanks, George E. Harris, John T. 
Harris, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kerr, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Lyneh, Manson, Mar- 
` ghall, McClelland, McGrew, McNeely, Benjamin 

. Meyers, Moore, Morgan, Morphis, Niblack, 
Packard, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, Eli Perry, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, William R. 
Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, 
Sherwood Sheber, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, 
R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, 
Storm, Strong, Sypher, Terry, Dwight Townsend, 
Turner, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Wad- 
dell, Wakeman, Warren, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
Williams of Indiana, and Winchester—91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 


Barnum, Barry, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, Austin 
Blair, Buffinton Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Co- 
burn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Critcher, Dawes, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Ely, Forker, Wilder 
D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Hancock, Harper, 
Hawley, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg. 
Kendall, Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, McCormick, 
McIntyre, McJunkin, Merriam, Leonard Myers, 
Orr, Isaac. ©. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Peters, Poland, Rainey, Ritchie, Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Sheldon, Slater, Steven- 
son, Sutherland, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Towns- 
end, Twichell, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, Wells, 
Wheeler, Willard, Jeremiah M, Wilson, and John 
T. Wilson—?7. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Ambler, Beveridge, 
Boles, Brooks, Burchard, Roderick R. Butler,Clarke, 
Cobb, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Dar- 
rall, De Large, Dickey, Blliott, Farwell, Charles 
Foster, Getz, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Havens, 
Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hooper, Killinger, King, Kinsella, Lansing, May- 
nard, McCrary, McHenry, McKee, McKinney, 
Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Negley, 
Palmer, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Porter, Potter, 
Price, Prindle, John M. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, H. Board- 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, 
Swann, Tuthill, Voorhees, Walden, Williams of 
New York, Wood, and Young—71. 


During the roll-call, the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. DONNAN. My colleague, Mr. WALDEN, 
is confined to his room by sickness; if here 
he would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. AMBLER. I am paired upon the 
Atchison, Topeka, and Sante Fé railroad bill 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 
Crocker, who has been obliged to leave the 
Hall on account of sickness. As the question 
involves that bill, I do not vote. If Mr. 
CROCKER were here he would vote ‘‘no,’’ and 
I would vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, the House (at four o’clock 
and forty-eight minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, 


The following petitions were presented un- 
der the rules, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BIRD: The petition of citizens of 
Clinton, Hunterdon county, New Jersey, 
remonstrating against so amending the Con- 
stitution as to allow persons of foreign birth 
to be elected President. 

By Mr. COBURN: Petitions of soldiers 
and sailorsof Baltimore, Maryland ; Westmin- 
ster, Maryland; Palmyra, New York; Phil- 
adelphia, Pennsylvania; Pittsburg, Pennsyl- 
vania; Havana, New York ; Milford, Connec- 
ticut; Wilson, Niagara county, New York; 
Boston, Massachusétts; Lexington, Massachu- 
setts; and Charlestown, Massachusetts, asking 
the pasaage of a bill providing industrial 
homes, &c., for the orphans of soldiers and 
sailors who served in the Union Army. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition, charts, 
&c., of Frederick Coombs, praying relief. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition and accom- 
panying papers of John C. Lemon, late colo- 
nel of the tenth regiment New York cavalry, 
asking relief. 

By. Mr. SEELEY: The petition of soldiers 
and sailors for leave to assign them lands, &c. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 17, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ricuarp Smyra, D. D., Pro- 
fessor of Magee College, Londonderry, Ire- 
land. - 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the reading 
of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings wa 
dispensed with, ; 

STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER. House bill No. 2116 
was perfected the other evening; all the 
amendments agreed upon and ready for its 
passage. I ask that the formal vote be taken 
on its passage. It is the bill (H. R. No. 2116) 


to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide 
for the better security of life on board of ves- | 


sels propelled in whole orin part by steam, 
and for other purposes,” approved Pebruary 
28, 1871. ; we i E 
, The VICE PRESIDENT: ` Is there objec- 
tion E AS 

Mr. EDMUNDS: I think. we had better 
wait a little while, I may withdraw the objec- 
tion after awhile. ‘ : 

SHIPPING OF SEAMEN. ©. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator object 
to the vote being taken on- House bilt- No. 
2044, to authorize the appointment of ship- 
ping commissioners: by. the several circuit 
courts of the United States, to superintend the 
shipping and discharge of seamen engaged in 
merchant ships belonging to the United States, 
and for the further protection of seamen? 

The VICE PRESIDENT.: If there be no 
objection the bill will be read the third time, 
and the question is on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FENTON. I desire to. put on its pas- 
sage a bill of only eight or ten lines. i 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Pending the 
morning business the Senator from New. York 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate con- 
sider the following bill ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the best: way is 
to go straight ahead. : . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
therefore submit the business on his table from 
the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2564) to relieve certain 
persons therein named from the legal and po- 
litical disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

The following bills and joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: . 

A bill (H. R. No. 21) to allow persons ac- 
cused of crime to testify in their own ‘behalf 
in the courts of the United States; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 482) regulating the com- 
pensation of criers and bailiffs of the United 
States courts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1017) to prevent and pun- 
ish the obstruction of the administration of 
justice in the courts of the United States ; 

A bill (H. R. Ho. 2779) to repeal certain 
statutes prescribing an oath of office; 

A bill (H. R.. No. 2780) for the relief of W. 
W.. Griffin; and 

A resolution (H. R. No. 152) amending joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2340) to change the 
name of the pleasure-yacht Ellie, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

The bill (H. B. No. 2781) for the relief of 
Henry A. F. Worth was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Ben- 
ate concurring,) That each House of Congress shall 
be adjourned sine die by the Presiding Officer thereof 
on Monday, the 3d day of June, 1872, at twelve o’elock 
meridian. . 


Mr. SUMNER. I think that ought to lie 
on the table for the present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that it 
had better go to the Committee on Finance, who 
have charge of the tariff and tax question. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; J have no 
objection. ; z 

The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. : : 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, FENTON presented a petition of citi-” 
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zens of the State of New. York, praying that 
Edward Evans be allowed to change the regis- 
try of the tug Noah P. Sprague ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Mrs. 
Frances C. Biliott, widow of Commodore 
Jesse D. Elliott, praying the restoration of 
her pension ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. dae pos 
_ He also presented eight petitions from the 
judges, district attorneys, and other officers of 
the United States courts in Illinois, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Ohio, Missouri, and Pennsylvania, 
asking for an increase of pay to the eriers and 
bailiffs of those courts ; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presented two petitions of 
late soldiers and ‘sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy, praying that indus- 
trial homes and training schools be established 
for. the orphans of soldiers and sailors who 
served. the United States during the war of 
the rebellion; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. COLE presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of California, in favor of a 
sufficient appropriation to enable the respect- 
ive Departments to proceed forthwith in com- 
mencing the construction of such forts, bat- 
teries, and other works of coast defense as 
may. be required for the proper and efficient 
protection of the harbor and city of San Diego; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed, 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, in favor of the application 
now before the Congress of the United States 
for an increase of the ocean mail steamship 
service between San Francisco and Japan and 
China from a monthly to a fortnightly service, 
and an appropriation of $1,000,000 in sepport 
thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California against reducing the duty 
on chiccory flour imported from foreign coun- 
tries, thereby protecting home production and 
manufacture; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking Congress to reim- 
burse the preémption settlers on the land 
known as the Soscol Ranche, lying in the 
counties of Napa and Solano in that State, 
for expenses incurred in surveying Govern- 
ment lands and erecting buildings thereon in 
defending their rights against the claim of M. 
G. Vallejo; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking Congress to reserve 
public lands in California for actual settlers 
only, under the homestead and preémption 
laws, and for a more rapid extension of the 
surveys of public lands in that State; which 
was ordered to lie onthe table, and be printed. 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No, 1096) for the relief 
of Joseph Nock, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and the bill (S. No. 1116) Authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a site an 
erect a building to be used as a marine hospital in 
Sioux City, Iowa, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, be printed for the use of the 
Senate, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Margaret Nelson, praying to be 
allowed a pension, to report a bill granting 
her a pension, with the statement that the case 
was rejected atthe Pension Office for want of 
evidence sufficient to satisfy the office that this 
soldier, who was a one-armed man, and had 
an amputation, died in consequence of that 
wound, Although the evidence probably jus- 
tified the Pension Office in rejecting it, we are 


that-he did die of that yound, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill, 

The bill (S, No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Nelson was read, and. passed to the 
second reading. ~ f 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1272) to amend an act entitled An 
act to establish and to protect national ceme- 
teries,” approved February 22, 1869, reported 
it without amendment. 

_ Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Joho Dunsmoor and Ephraim Putnam, sol- 
diers in the war of 1812, praying for a pen- 
sion, asked to be discharged from its farther 
consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Nathaniel J. Beach- 
ley, of Bridgeport, Indiana, praying the pas- 
sage of aspecial act granting $350 for hisrelief, 
asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2412) grant- 
inga pension to Helen M. Smith, reported 
adversely thereon, and recommended its in- 
definite postponement, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have 
that bill placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ttwill be placed 
on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 


committee. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1339) for the relief of Chester 
C. Tolman, have directed me to reportit back 
without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage. The case is one in which Tolman made 
an application to the Commissioner of Patents 
for an extension of his patent, but his papers 
in transmission by mail to Washington were 
lost and never reached the Patent Office. 
Without, therefore, any fault of his own, he 
failed of obtaining the opportunity which the 
law gives him for applying for an extension, and 
this bill gives him authority to apply. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No, 2416) granting a pension to Andrew Reir- 
fort, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2418) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Nancy E. Pugh, report- 
ed it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 599) granting a 
pension to Julia Belle Dunlap, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 

Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1100) to repeal certain provisions ofthe 
laws of the United States relating to advance- 
ment in the Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, 
Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to 
print the report of the Secretary of War, com: 
municating the report of the inspectors of the 
national cemeteries, reported in favor of the 
motion to print; and it was agreed to. 


PENITENTIARY CONGRESS REPORT. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 


ing, to whom was referred a House resolution 
to print extra copies of the preliminary report 
of the commissioner of the United States to 
the penitentiary congress, have instructed me 
to report it back and recommend its passage. 
Task for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was 
considered and concurred in, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen. 


satisfied from the circumstances altogether i| ate concurring,) That thore be printed five thousang 


8573 


ee LE 


extra copies of the preliminary report of thé com- 
missioner of the-United States to the international 
penitentiary congress of London, with accompany~ 
ing documents, one thousand copies to be for the use 
of the Sonate, two thousand for the use of the House, 
and one thousand for the State Department. 


REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The samé committee, to 
whom was referred the House resolution to 
print additional copies Of. the report of the 
board of Indian commissioners, have instructed 
me to report it back without amendment; and 
Task for its present consideration, 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was 
considered and concurred in, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies of tho report of the board of Indian 
commissioners for 1871, of which thirty-five hun- 


dred copies shall be for the use of the House, and 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Sonate 


DARIEN EXPEDITION REPORTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, 
to whom was referred a resolution to print 
additional copies of Captain Selfridge’s report 
of the survey of the Isthmus of Darien, have 
instructed me to report it back without amend- 
ment, and recommend its passage. I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

, Ztegolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That thero bo printed in quarto form seven 
thousand additional copies of the report and accom- 
panying maps of the Darien survey.expedition, of 
which two thousand copies shail bo for the use of 
the Sonate, four thousand copios for tho use of the 


louse, and ono thousand copies for the use of the 
Secrotary of the Navy, 


MARY ANN MONTGOMERY-—VETO, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the message of the President of the United 
States, returning, with his objections and with- 
out his approval, Senate bill No. 955, grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Ann Montgomery, 
widow of William W. Montgomery, late cap- 
tain Texas volunteers, together with the bill 
to report back the message and the bill with 
a recommendation that the bill pass notwith- 
standing the objection of the President of the 
United States; and as it is avery simple mat- 
ter, and I presume will meet no objection from 
the Senate when T explain it in a minute, I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. By the Consti- 
tution the Chair thinks it is entitled to imme- 
diate consideration. The Senator from Ver- 
mont reports back the veto message of the 
President on a pension bill, with the report 
of the Committee on Pensions recommending 
that the bill do pass notwithstanding the Pres- 
ident’s objections. It is now before the Sen- 
ate under the Constitution. The question is, 
will the Senate on reconsideration agree to 
the passage of this bill, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill state, in a single 
word almost, precisely what the point is. Mrs. 
Montgomery is the widow of William W. 
Montgomery, who received from General But- 
ler while at New Orleans the provisional com- 
mission of a captain, not of course legally 
binding, to raise volunteers in Texas. This 
gentleman went to Texas for that purpose and 
did good service. He was seized one night by 
a gang of rebels and carried out of the town 
and hung. We passed a bill giving her the 
pension as the widow of a captain, although in a 
strict legal sense. of course, he was not a cap- 
tain within the pension laws ; but we thought 
he fell within the equity of them. She also 
had sundry young children under the age of 
sixteen years. Under existing laws the Pen- 
sion Office hold that if you name the sum 
when you pass a special act fora widow which 
she is to have, then they will not allow any- 
thing for the children. If you name her as 
entitled to a pension at a particular grade 
which by law she would not be entitled to, as 
the person does not appear on the rolls as 
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having held that grade, then they wilt not give 
anything to the children. Therefore in this 
case it was necessary that we should provide 
that beside the twenty dollars per month she 
would receive as the widow of a captain she 
should have two-dollars a month additional 
for each of her children under sixteen years 
of age. So the bill.used this language, ‘shall 
pay her a pension from the passage of this act 
as a captain’s widow and in respect to her 
minor children under sixteen years of age,” 
so that she would draw a pension in respect 
to her children and also in respect to the grade 
of captain—precisely what was necessary to 
accomplish the purpose we had in view. 

The President of the United States accord- 
ing to the course of business, as I understand, 
and certainly it is a very wise and proper 
course, sends bills of this character and of all 
other characters, when there is time, to the 
various Departments which have to do with 
this particular class of business, to see what 
objections, if any, may exist to the approval 
of the bill. Under advice, of course, from the 
Pension Office, which did. not seem to com- 
prehend what it was about, the President 
returned the bill with this message, which is 
very short: 

To the Senate of the United States : 

I have the honor to return herewith S. No. 955, 
entitled “An act granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late captain in Texas volunteers,” without my ap- 
proval, inasmuch as the concluding phrase, “and 
in respect to Her minor children under sixteen years 
of age,” has obviously no meaning whatsoever. 

If it were the intention of the framer of the bill 
that the pension thereby granted should revert to 
said minor children upon the remarriage or death 
of the widow, the phrase referred to should read as 
follows: ‘‘and, in the event of her remarriage or 
death, to her minor children under sixteen years of 
age.” I therefore return the bill for proper action. 

U.S. GRANT, 

Exucutive Mansion, May 14, 1872. 

I have already explained why it was indis- 
pensable to use this precise language that we 

id use to accomplish the object we had in 
view. As to the supposed intention of the 
committee to give this pension to her children 
if she should die or be remarried, we had no such 
intention at all. They would not be entitled 
to it except as to the two dollars a month 
which they then might be entitled to; but her 
own pension they would not be entitled to 
‘necessarily. So that the committee were 
unanimously of the opinion that if Congress 
intend to do this act of justice to this widow 
they must do it in precisely this way. We | 
therefore recommend that the bill pass, not- 
withstanding the objections of the President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the bill.. The question is, will the 
Senate, on reconsideration, agree to the pas- 
sage of this bill, the objections of the Pres- 
ident to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

The bill was read as follows: 

An act granting a pension to Mary Ann Mont- 
gomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, late 
eaptain in Texas volunteers. 

Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Renresent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Mary Ann 
Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late captain in Texas volunteers, and to pay her a 


pension from the passage of this act as a captain’s 
widow, and in respect to her minor children under 


sixteen years of age. 
J. Q, BLAINE, í 
Speaker of the House of Renresentatives. 
. ; SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
Vice President of the United States 
and President of the Senate, 


I certify that this act did originate in the Senate. 
GEO. ©. GORHAM, 
. Secretary. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. I think it proper that 
Ishould state to the Senate that I am familiar 
with the history of this case. It is a merito- 
rious claim. I have no doubt about that, and 
this lady ought to be pensioned under the cir- | 
cumstances. 
There is a history connected with it had I 


the time to relate it to the Senate. One of 
the parties who participated in the murder of 
this officer lived immediately in my vicinity. 
He was arrested, carried to Austin, made his 
escape, and finally came back, The matter 
had subsided toa considerable extent, and he 
declared himself a. candidate. for Congress, 
and was elected. He came on here, but did 
not quite get his seat, the State not then being 
received under the reconstruction law. ° While 
here, he was one of the most bitter of rebels, 
and boasted of his participancy in this horrid 
erime boldly, and indeed it gave him political 
capital at that day. He came on here with a 
certificate, dressed himself up very finely, 
standing upward of six feet high, and called 
upon some friends to present his credentials, 
&e. They told him that they thought his get- 
ting his seat would be rather a slow process. 
He wanted to come in directly and have the 
privilege of the floor. Finding he. could not 
obtain that, he went up into the galleries and 
took a seat, and was sitting there when, on 
looking to the right, close to him, he saw a 
large black man, and, without ceremony he 
moved the other way; and lo, and behold, as 
he looked to the left he found he had got right 
close to another. [Laughter.] He jumped 
up and left the galleries at once, and went 
down the stairs very rapidly, and just as he 
got below some friend stepped up-to him and 
said: ‘‘ Look here, George; they have a little 
document here, and they are talking about 
you, and I think you had better get away.’’ 
He did leave. He left in a hurry, and he did 
not go back to his own county, nor has he 
been there yet; but he is in another State, 
and he is remaining there unmistakably on 
account of this very killing. 

I could say much about this case; it isa 
meritorious claim; but I will not detain the 
Senate. I do hope that under the circum- 
stances the Senate will pass the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
will the Senate, on reconsideration, agree to 
the passage of this bill, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 
And by the Constitution that question must be 
taken by yeas and vays. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the bill? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It isa pension 
bill, and the Committee on Pensions unani- 
mously recommend, notwithstanding the objec- 
tious of the President, that the bill should pass, 
they stating that the bill is in the phraseol- 
ogy which they desire to have it. The Pres- 
ident vetoed it npon the ground of phraseology. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 44, nay 1; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Blair, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Cooper, Hdmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Plan- 
agan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Sumnor, Thur- 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, and 
Wright—44. 

NAY—Mr. Ferry of Connecticut—1. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morton, 
Norwood, Osborn, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, 
Stockton, and Windom—29, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two thirds of 
the Senate having voted in the affirmative, the 
bill is again passed, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding, 
and will be transmitted to the House of Rep- 
resentatives with the message of the President 
and the vote of the Senate. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of.cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for otber. purposes, have instructed me to 
report it back with sundry amendments. I 


give notice that I will on Tuesday next, if the 
day is not otherwise appropriated, endeavor 
to call-up this.bill. o 0s He RE es 
The -VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan asks-that the:bill-be ‘made the. 
special: order: for “Tuesday: next. at twelve 
o'clock ier ee ges DEES es og Sy 
Mr. RAMSEY: The: Senator’ said: unless 
the day was otherwise occupied.’ There may 
be other. arrangements; a rr eae a 
The VICE PRESIDENT; : The bill is: now 
reported back, and can bemadé a-special order 
by a two-thirds vote ;-but if it be made a special 
order, that will be  subject;. of course, to the 
unfinished: business of the previous evening,” © 
Mr. THURMAN.” I ask the Senator A he 
has any objection to making it the order for 
to-day? see at ae tetas) 
Mr, CHANDLER. It- shouldbe: printed 
and examined. ; aa 
The VICE PRESIDENT. | The Chair hears 
no objection to the proposition, andthe bitlis- 
made the special order for Tuesday next: 


DISTRICT COURT AT TOLEDO: 


Mr. THURMAN. The Committee. on the 
Judiciary, to whom was. referred: the bill (Hi. 
R. No. 584) to provide: for holding the United 
States district court in the city of Toledo, 
have instructed me to report. it. back-without 
amendment, with a recommendation that it 
pass. lask for its present: consideration. -: ; 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Commitee of the Whole, proceeded tocon- 
sider the bill. It provides that there: shali: be 
two terms of the United States district court 
for the northern district of Ohio. held inthe 
city of Toledo, Ohio, in each year, from and 
after the passage of the act, the time and the 
length of the terms to be fixed by the judge 
of that court. | . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. .I have no objection to 
the present consideration of the bill, aud do 
not wish to detain the Senate longer than to 
state what the bill is, and then to ask forthe 
yeas and nays upon it. It involves a question 
which will affect a series of bills... I suppose 
there are before the Senate or in its commit- 
tees twenty bills--I have not counted them, 
but I think there are twenty—providing for the 
creation of additional districts, and. for mal- 
tiplying the places of holding United States 
courts. This bill is now called up to-establish 
another court inthe Siate of. Ohio, at Toledo. 
The State of Ohio is now divided. into two 
judicial districts ; a court is held at Clevéland, 
another is held at. Cincinnati, and: I think: one 
at Columbus. : Eg ee } : 

Mr. THURMAN. No. A 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, at Cleveland and 
at Cincinnati United States courts are held. 
Now it is proposed to hold another term of 
the court for the northern district-of Ohio: at 
Toledo, and Toledo is about one hundred 
miles from Cleveland. It is a town of. very 
considerable importance. It. is ‘connected 
with Cleveland by railroad and by water. The 
time between Cleveland and Toledo is about 
five hours. It takes about five hours to go 
from one of these places.to the other. Now 
it is proposed to establish a United States 
court at Toledo. By the multiplication of the 
courts you directly multiply districts. The 
first proposition is to establish a new place of 
holding a court; the next is to create a new 
district with a district judge, marshal, and 
attorney; the next step is to build a court- 
house and post office; and if this system has 
to go ou—I say we have probably twenty such 
bills now pending—we shall have in the United 
States as many places of holding courts as 
there are counties, and instead of having sixty 
or seventy district judges you will have six or 
seven hundred. 

i do not believe that the public interests 
require any such multiplication of judges, of 
districts, or of places of holding the United 
States courts. The condition of things has 
been anomalous in this country for a short 
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time, growing out of the war. There has been 
much more business for the Federal courts in 
consequence of our internal revenue system 
which is about being abolished. A good deal 
of criminal business has arisen from our in- 
ternal revenue system, and also agood deal of 
business out of the inauguration of the bank- 
rupt system. That business is diminishing. 
There will-be no business comparatively under 
the internal revenue system-after a little, and 
the voluntary part of the bankrupt law is 
pretty well done away with, so that there will 
ereafter be but little business comparatively 
in the United States courts in bankruptcy, 
and. the amount of business in the United 
States courts will be less than it has been,- 
This desire for a United States court in 
every locality seems tome to be based upon a 
mistaken notion among the people. The Uni- 
ted States district court has no jurisdiction of 
suits between citizens. Suppose your court is es- 
tablished now at Toledo, or as is proposed by 
another bill that is pending here to establish 
three places of holding court additional to the 
four now in the State of North Carolina, what 
business will there be in thatcourt? What is it 
that: the people will want the court for? If it 
is a district court, it has no jurisdiction except 
criminal jurisdiction and admiralty jurisdic- 
tion. There may be but little admiralty juris- 
diction at Toledo. I am speaking now in 
reference to this class of bills. At many points 
where it is proposed by pending bills to estab- 
lish courts there is no admiralty jurisdiction 
whatever. Now, what. business can there be 
in the district court? 
Mr. THURMAN. 
to answer I will state. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I will tell you what. 
You can indict somebody for violating your 
portal laws or for some criminal offense. The 


If you will give me time 


istrict courts have jurisdiction of criminal | 


offenses; they have no civil jurisdiction—— 
Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my friend 
“whether or not—— 
Mr. TRUMBULL. They have no admiralty 
‘jurisdiction except in the sea-ports. 
-Mr. KELLOGG. They would have civil 
jurisdiction in case the civil rights bill should 
ass. 
g Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my friend, 
as this is the morning hour, and debate kills 
the bill, that he should let the friends of the 
bill state what the business will be, and then 
he can say whether they state it correctly or 


not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was proceeding to 
say, Mr. President, that there was no business 
for a United States court that required it in 
these new districts—— 

Mr. THURMAN. If I do not show that 
there is I will give up the bill, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state generally 
that the people are not suffering for n» United 
States court. A few lawyers may want it; a 
few town-lot speculators may want a United 
States court; a few officeseekers may want to 
be judges and district attorneys and marshals. 
The people who are suffering for these courts 
are men who want to be judges; want to be 
marshals; want to be district attorneys ; and 
town-lot speculators who want to build court- 
houses. ‘hese are the only people who are 
suffering for these courts, unless you have got 
some men who want to get into the peniten- 
tiary and want a court so that theycan be tried 
for ‘stealing a letter in the post office or vio- 
lating some law. These courts have no civil 
jurisdiction; and the only civil jurisdiction 
tbat a circuit court of the United States has is 
between citizens of different States and in cases 
where questions may arise under the Federal 
laws to some extent; but the jurisdiction is 
very limited, and there is no case where a party 
cannot get justice and enforce his rights in the 
State courts. i 

If you have one United States court in a 
State held at the capital of the State it is all 
that the exigencies of the public service 


i 


3575 


require, except in-some of the very large 
States where there are large commercial cities. 
There, I-admit, where there is a large admir- 
alty practice, and very large commercial trans- 
actions, there may be occasion for- more than 
one district in a State, but 1-think we have 
gone far enough in multiplying the courts and 
the | laces of holding courts. Take this case 
at Toledo now; the Senator from Ohio is 
burning for the opportunity -to tell: how the 
people of Toledo are suffering to’ get into a 
United States court! Why, sir, they are 
within five hours of Cleveland! If they are 
suffering for want of justice in a United States 
court, let them go over to Cleveland. What 
is the matter that they cannot bring a suit 
there? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yow will not let me tell. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam going to allow 
the Senator to tell. I want that he should 
tell. I know he is suffering for an oppor- 
tunity, and Iam going to give way in a mo- 
ment and then he will tell the Senate what 
this suffering is of that people there and why 
they cannot transact their business through 
the court that is held at Cleveland. 

But, Mr. President, there is another objec- 
tion beyond this, and when I state that I will 
give way to the Senator from Ohio. We have 
a Supreme Court of the United States, and 
under the Constitution we can have but one 
Supreme Court. That court has been in ses- 
sion here the last six months, and adjourned 
only the other day, and it leaves upon the 
docket one hundred and fifty more cases than 
there were when the court opened. The busi- 
ness is behind two years. It amounts to a 
denial of justice almost, and now you go on 
multiplying these places of holding court, and 
what is the effect? You hold out the encour- 
agement to parties to get their cases into the 
Federal courts instead of transacting their 
business in the State courts. A lawyer living 
in Toledo who has a claim to collect in favor 
of a merchant living in Philadelphia or New 
York will bring his suit in the Federal court; 
why? Because the Federal court meets per- 
haps before the State court does ; not because 
he cannot get justice for his client in the State 
court, but it will be more convenient for him 
to bring suit in the Federal court; he will per- 
haps get judgment at an earlier day. If par- 
ties want to litigate in regard to land titles in 
the city of Toledo, or anywhere in that local- 
ity, one of them will convey to some non-resi- 
dent, so as to get into the Federal court with 
his suit. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the Senator talk- 
ing about, when this is fora district court alone, 
which has no such jurisdiction? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not my friend 
from Ohio know that a year will not go by be- 
fore the next motion will be to have a circuit 
court held there? What will my friend from 
Ohio saythen? Why, ‘‘ Wehave already gota 
district court at Toledo; the judge goes there 
twice a year; and it will not cost anything to 
have a circuit court; and it would be a great 
accommodation to have a circuit court; you 
have got a district court established, and what 
objection is there to letting the judge bold a 
circuit court?’ Do we not know how that will 
come, Mr. President? Just as easy and just 
as natural, as the boys in the West would say, 
as falling off a log. 

Mr. President, this is the commencement of 
the multiplication of courts, and the places of 
holding them at this session. If the Senate is 
disposed to embark iu this business, let us 
begin with Toledo and go on through all the 


| States, and let every county and city that wants 


a United States court have a court, and tax 
the people and vote money out of the Treasury 


| to build court-houses and provide places for 


the gentlemen who would like to serve the pub- 
lic as judges and district attorneys and mar- 
shals, and other official positions. 

Mr. THUBMAN. Mr. President, I do not 
think the Senator from Illinois has treated me 


quite fairly in this matter in consuming: so 
much time during the -morning hour. by a 
speech, when, if he had listened to something 
on the other side, he might have abreviated :his 
remarks a great deal, What are the facts? 
Here is a bill that has passed. the House of 
Representatives, approved by the Judiciary 
Committee of that House, approved by the 
Judiciary Committee. of the Senate. and re- 
ported here, a bill which simply provides that 
two terms of the United States district court 
for the northern district of Ohio may be held 
in the city of Toledo. They are all now held 
at the city of Cleveland. 

What is the necessity or propriety for this? 
It arises from this fact: Toledo is the second 
city in Ohio on the lake; a city whose com- 
merce is almost equal to that of any other 
city on Lake Erie, and itis growing rapidly; 
and not simply its lake commerce. It is the 
terminus of two great canals, a canal from 
Cincinnati to Toledo, and the Wabash and 
Miami canal, a canal from the interior of In- 
diana to Toledo. The bar of that city unani- 
mously ask Congress to pass this bill. The 
judge of the court is in favor of the bill, 
although he will be put to inconvenience by 
it. It will take no money out of the Treasury. 
It will take money out of his pocket, for 
instead of holding the court at home, at Cleve- 
land, where he resides, he is willing to be at 
the expense, for the accommodation of the 
people, of holding two terms of the court at 
the city of Toledo. It takes no money out of 
the Treasury, therefore, and the only person 
who loses by it is the judge of the court. 

Now, what is the necessity for it? The 
necessity for it grows out of the fact that 
the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that all the State water-craft laws are 
null and void; that the admiralty jurisdiction 
of the United States, which is exclusive, ex- 
tends over not only the lakes, but the rivers 
and the canals; so that the State water-craft 
law has become an absolute nullity. There- 
fore, no sailor can, as he formerly could in 
Ohio, libel a canal boat or a vessel in Toledo 
for his wages. No material-man can do so; 
no ship-furnisher can do so; but every such 
claim, although it may be ever so insignificant, 
although it may not be fifty dollars, must be 
prosecuted at Cleveland in the district court 
there, and the expense of prosecuting it is 
more than the claim is worth in a large major- 
ity of cases. That isthe result of the decision 
of the Supreme Coart. 

Now, what is asked here? Simply that as 
the State water-craft law bas become a nullity, 
you should have an admiralty court at Toledo, 
where the sailors, the material-men, the ship- 
furnishers, the ship-chandlers, and all that 
class. of persous who are interested in this 
subject may be allowed to have justice admin- 
istered in their behalf in the only way in which 
they can obtain justice. 

If there were time I could go further into 
this matter. No buildingis necessary. There 
is the court-room there already. You havea 
custom-house and a post office there already, 
with a room amply sufficient for the court. 
There will not be a dollar of outlay required 
for any such purpose. 

What is said in answer to all this? The 
Senator from Illinois holds up here a frightful 
picture of what we are going to do; and that 
in the face of the fact that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this body, if I am not mistaken, have 
reported but two such bills this whole session, 
this one and one for the State of Kansas. I think 
those are the only two bills of this sort they have 
reported this whole session. There is no idea 
of establishing a new district there. Nobody 
dreams of any such thing as a new district. 
Toledo itself would vot agree to have a new 
district. Ohio wants but the two districts. 
When she wanted a third district it was a cen- 
tral district, leaving Toledo in the same dis- 
trict in which it now is. She wants nothing 
of the kind, and there is no danger of it, and 
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authorizing the holding of this court there is 
not paving the way to any new district. The 
. United States courts are held in several places 
in each of the districts of the State of New 
York. ‘That has not divided New York into 
more districts. Itis the same way in Penn- 
sylvania. That. has not divided Pennsylvania 
into any more districts than have existed there 
for half a century. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him in how many places 
the courts are held? 

Mr. THURMAN. Only two; only one in 
that district, Cleveland. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. In the State? 

Mr. THURMAN. Only two, and unfortun- 
ately for the people on the extreme borders 
of the State. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I think there 
are three in my State. 

Mr. LHURMAN. There are only two in 
the State of Ohio. I do not wish to take up 
time, because I want to have a vote on the 
bill, and Ido not wish to speak the morning 
hour out. I will only say one thing more. It 
is not fair reasoning to hold up this picture 
that the Senator from Illinois has exhibited to 
the Senate on this bill. Let each bill stand 
on its own merits. I ask that mine stand on 
its own merits. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio, 
unintentionally of course, would leave a wrong 
impression, I think, on the minds of the Sen- 
ate by his remarks in regard to the decision of 
the Supreme Court ofthe United States having 
rendered all the water-craft laws of the States 
invalid. That is not so at all. Every State 
may pass its laws for the collection of debts 


against water craft just as it can against land | 


craft. ‘You can enforce the State law against 
the owner of a vessel or parties having any- 
thing to do with a vessel, just the same as you 
can against parties having anything to do with 
a threshing-machine or the building of a car- 
riage. But I will tell you what you cannot 
do: you cannot enforce an admiralty law 
in a State court. That is all there is to it. 
In other words, if the owner of a vessel at 
Toledo has purchased five dollars’ worth of 
groceries out of a store, the grocery-keeper 
cannot go and seize the whole vessel and tie 
it up, but he can collect his debt, and he can 
attach the vessel as to that, or anything upon 
it, if an attachment lies in the case, if the cir- 
cumstances are such as to justify it. It is only 
this extraordinary maritime jurisdiction that 
cannot be exercised in the State courts, and 
I think it is very well it cannot be. I doubt 
whether it ought to be exercised inland in any 
court. I do not know why a man who per- 
forms work upon a vessel should have any 
better means of collecting his debt than one 
who performs work upon a carriage; I do 
not know why they should not stand alike in 
the interior of the country; and the same 
remedies obtain in the State courts to enable 
a mechanic who has done work upon a vessel 
to collect his money as obtain to enable a 
mechanic who has done work upon a house or 
upon a carriage, upon any other pièce of 
machinery, to obtain pay for his labor. There 
is no distinction in that respect. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator thinks 
there are only two bills of this sort reported 
here. He is entirely mistaken. The Judi- 
ciary Committee has tried to prevent the pas- 
sage of these bills to a great extent; but still 
there is a bill reported here for establishing 
three additional places of holding court in 
North Carolina, and a new district at that. 
There is a bill reported, which my friend from 
Kansas is very anxious to have passed, to 
establish a court in Leavenworth, forty or 
fifty miles from Topeka. He wants a court 
there. Why? All the lawyers are for it. 
Let me say to the Senator from Ohio all the 
bar at Leavenworth are in favorof having a 
United States court there-—— 


The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 


Illinois will please suspend his remarks. 
The morning hour has expired, and the unfin- 
ished business is before the Senate, being the 
bill (S. No. 656) to extend the provisions of 
the fourth section of the act approved April 
20, 1871. The Chair desires to state that the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Wxsr,] in 
behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, 
gave notice that at this time he would seek to 
have the Senate consider the Army appropria- 
tion bill.- The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scorr] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make an appeal 
to Senators to allow us to vote on this matter. 
It is: of great importance to our people. It is 
a local bill. I hope the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania will let us take a vote upon it. I do not 
wish to say a word myself. 

Mr. SCOTT. If there can be a vote with- 
out further discussion I will yield; otherwise 
I will not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Iili- 
nois said he did not desire to prevent a vote, 
and I hope we shall have a vote. 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania states that he will give way 
if a vote can be taken on this bill, buvif it is 
to be further debated he must claim the floor. 
The Senator from Illinois is entitled to the 
floor upon it if its consideration is continued, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave but a few words 
to say. Ido not wish to delay this bill by 
making a speech against it; but there are one 
or two suggestions that I desire to make. I 
shall not probably occupy more than five 


minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the circumstances 
I will not say anything about the bill myself, 
but I hope we shall be permitted to have a 
vote upon it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I say to the Senator 
from Ohio that I shall not occupy more than 
five minutes, I will agree to limit myself to 
that time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania yield for that time? 

Mr. SCOTT. Retaining the floor, I will 
yield for five minutes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania yields for five minutes, and 
the Senator from Illinois will continue his 
remarks upon the bill to allow a court to be 
held at Toledo, Ohio. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio 
says that the bar of Toledo are all in favor of 
this measure. So the bar at Leavenworth are 
in favor of the establishment of a court there; 
and I venture to say there is not a county seat 
in the United States where you cannot go to 
the lawyers residing there and every one of 


them will sign a petition to have a United | 


States court established at their town. My 
friend from Texas [Mr. Fuanacan] smiles. { 
think he can get such a petition from any 
county seat in his State. The lawyers are all 
willing. That proves nothing. What great 
suffering can there be in Toledo that requires 
a court to be held there twice a year? 

If it were simply for this town of Toledo, 
and that was the end of it, I should not say a 
word about it; but I know that this bill is to 
be followed by others, and numerous others. 
My friend from Indiana, [Mr. Morton,] who 
l-see is paying attention to this debate, re- 
members that abouta year ago, perhaps two 
years ago, they wanted some more places of 
holding court in Indiana. They had but one 
at Indianapolis, and they wanted two places 
down on the Ohio river, at New Albany and 
Evansville, I think. ‘There could not be any 
objection to just holding a court down:there 
for the convenience of this admiralty busi- 
ness on the Ohio. That did not seem a very 
great thing. I said then that I was afraid 
it would lead to a new district. Oh, no; 
at that time they just wanted these courts. 
Now my friend from Indiana—lI think ‘he has 
introduced it; if he did not somebody else 
has—has gota bill here for a new district in 
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Indiana, with another judge, another attorney, 
another marshal, and all the paraphernalia of 
a new district. 1-knew it would come; and 
though the Senator from Obio thinks ‘it will 
not come in Ohio Iam under the impression 
that there is a bill pending now for another 
district in Ohio. I-know we had. one at the 
last. Congress, and I think thére “isa. bill 
pending now in the other House for that pur- 
ose; if it is not pending now. it-is not:far off, 
t will come if this-bill passes. : 

Now, I desire to see what the disposition of 
the Senate is in regard to the establishment of 
these different places of holding courts. I have 
stated what the inconvenience is. . It is about 
a hundred miles from Toledo to Cleveland, 
where the court now sits.. There is railroad 
connection and water communication between 
those cities. You can pass from one to the 
other in five hours several times a day. ‘l'o 
hold.a court. at Toledo twice a year would cer- 
tainly accomplish no great object. It cannot 
be very inconvenient for the lawyers there to 
go over twice a year to Cleveland and transact 
such business as that. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask. the 
Senator a question with his permission. How 
long is it since they have had two districts. in 
the State of Hlinois? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have had two dis- 
tricts in the State of Illinois for, I think, 
nearly twenty years. They. were established 
before I came to the Senate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. J should like to make an 
inquiry of the Senator. 

r. THURMAN and others. No, no; let 


us vote. 
_ Mr. KELLOGG. I simply desire to make an 


inquiry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The five minutes have 
expired, and I hope we shall be allowed to 
have a vote. 

Hd KELLOGG. I only desire to inquire 
what—— 

Mr. SCOTT. 


order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania demands the regular order, 
and Senate bill No. 656 is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Lou- 
isiana gives way, and I hope we shall be 
allowed to have a vote. 

Mr. SCOTT. Unless the vote can be taken 
at once, Ishall resume the floor. 

_ Mr. SHEVENSON. I wish to offer an 
amendment to this bill. [‘* Nol’? “ No!”] 


Let it be read. 
The Senator 


I must insist on the regular 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 
from Kentucky insists upon offering an amend- 
ment, and the Senator from Pennsylvania re- 
sumes the floor. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If Senators object to 
the amendment when read, I will withdraw it, 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not want any amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON, 
speak upon it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to economize time, 
ang for that purpose I claim the floor. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeasand nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido notrise to occupy 
the time of the Senate, but only to say that I 
shall vote against the passage of this bill for 
the reason that itcontains a provision which I 
think is not to be found in any other bill ever 
passed by Congress establishing regular terms 
of a court, and tbat is, it leaves. it entirely to 
the discretion of the judge when and how he 
shallhold his terms; the law does not fix any 


I am not going to. 


day, which I think is a very unwise and danger- 
ous method of legislation. “I know it prevails 
| in some of the States, but the United States 
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have never before undertaken to pass a billof 
that kind. Therefore, as this bill contains 
ihat provision, not fixing the time when these 
terms shall be held, but leaving it tothe judge 
himself, I shall vote against it. : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 41, nays 6; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs,.Ames, Blair, Boreman, Caldwell 
Casserly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Forny 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hitch- 
- cock, Howe. Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
rill-of Maine, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Ste- 
venson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, West, Wilson, and Windom—4i, ` 
_NAYS—Messrs, Alcorn, Edmunds, Fenton, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Robertson, and Trumbull—6, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Gilbert. Hamilton of Maryland. Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hull, Kelly, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 
Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Vickers, 
and Wright-27. 


So the bill was passed. 
MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


r kad 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to submit a re- 
port from a conference committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield for that, of course. 

Mr. SPRAGUE submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (II. R. No. 1661) making appropriasions for the 
support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their first and third 
amendments, 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the fourth and fifth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

WILLIAM SPRAGUE, 

J. R. WEST, 

MATT. H. CARPENTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


S. S. MARSHALL, 
WM. L. STOUGHTON, 
WM. H. UPSON. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What are those amend- 


ments ? 

Mr. SPRAGUE. The first amendment that 
the committee agree to is in regard to the 
clerk of the adjutant, an officer who has served 
in that capacity for twenty-one years, and whom 
the War Department is exceedingly anxious to 
retain. The next was to restore to the bill 
$5,000 to pay the expenses of the Board of 
Visitors. The House agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate striking out surveys and 
estimates, a duty which the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate believed the officers 
of the Academy could very well perform them- 
selves; and also the reduction of expenditures 
for coal-house, which is the ‘fifth amendment, 
from $10,000 to $5,000, which sum was thought 
sufficient to perform the work. 

The report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILD. 


Mr. JOHNSTON submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President——- | 

Mr. WEST. I ask the Senator to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. For what purpose? 

Mr. WEST. I feel it my duty to bring to 
the attention of the Senate that several days 
ago I gave notice that at this time I should 
ask the Senate to consider the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the military 
service. Yesterday afternoon during my ab- 
sence I understand, we having no report of 


what transpired, the Senate agreed to take up 
the bill which is in the charge of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. I hope, however, that 
the Senate will see proper. to consider the 
Army appropriation bill at the present time. 
Otherwise it will go over perhaps three, four, 
or five days.. The debate on the Senator's 
bill will undoubtedly be somewhat protracted, 
and then the regular legislative sessions of the 
Senate are likely to be interrupted by execa- 
tive business, as we.all very well understand, 
and in that event- we shall have all the appro- 
priation bills that now remain unpassed accu- 
mulated together. This appropriation bill will 
take but a very short time, and inasmuch as 
the Senate has quite recently postponed the 
bill which is under the charge of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to consider private mat- 
ters, I think it would be quite good taste, if 
nothing else, to consider public matters at the 
present time, and postpone this bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator’s statement dis- 
closes the fact that he desires to make a 
motion to postpone or lay on the table the bill 
of which Piave charge for the purpose of 
taking up the Army appropriation bill. I pre- 
sume we ail desire to get through with the 
business of the session and adjourn at as early 
a day as possible; that certainly is my desire ; 
and while the Senator from Louisiana is ap- 
pealing to me for the purpose of taking up the 
Army appropriation bill, other Senators sitting 
arouud me have been appealing to me for the 
purpose of making an arrangement so that the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] my 


i colleague upon the committee from which this 


bill came, may be present and participate in 
the discussion. I have every desire to yield 
to the wishes of those Senators and of my col- 
league on the committee, for I deem it due to 
him that he should have an opportunity of par- 
ticipating in the discussion, as he desires to 
do; but unless some arrangement can be made 
by which this bill will be fixed for a time cer- 
tain, and.a time fixed when the debate upon 
it shall close, I shall deem it my duty to retain 
the floor and go on with the discussion. I 
will not yield for any other purpose than the 
effort to make such an arrangement. It is 
only for making such an arrangement as will 
facilitate the business of the session and 
euable us to accomplish the largest amount of 
practical business in the shortest time that I 
would even now consent to yield the floor, 
having taken it some three or four times to 
make my speech upon this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, who has sought the floor 
several times in order to make his speech, be 
allowed to go on now and make his speech, 
and then we can take up the appropriation 
bill, and this bill can be called up on the 
return of the Senator from Delaware, who 
wishes to address. the Senate upon it. 

Mr. MORTON. When will he be back? 

Mr. BLAIR. On Monday. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I could not consent to 
any such arrangement as that, that I shall go 
on and make my speech, and that then we 
shall cease the consideration of this bill, for 
when its consideration once commences I do 
not wish to lose charge of it, but desire to 
keep it before the Senate until it is disposed 
of. Now, I have this suggestion to make in 
accordance with the suggestions that have 
been made: as the Senator from Delaware 
has expressed a desire to participate in the 
discussion, and probably he will return on 
Monday—— 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On Sat- 
urday, and he will be ready to discuss the 
question on Monday. f 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; as be will be 
here to discuss the question on Monday, I have 
this proposition to make, which I think will 
meet with general concurrence ; that is, if it 
is the desire of the Senate to proceed to other 
business, either the Army bill, or, what I 


x 

think would be better under existing circum- 
stances, the unobjected cases on the Calendar 
for to-day, and then agree that this. bill shall 
be taken up to-morrow morning, and that the 
debate upon it shall close on’ Monday even- 
ing and we shall vote upon the bill then: E 
should agree to some proposition of that char- 
acter, sọ that we may economize time and 
accomplish the largest amount of business, 
I do not know whether that would be accept- 
able to our friends-on the other side or not. 

Mr. BLAIR, I suggest to the Senator from 
Pennaylvania, if he will permit me to interrupt 
him, that until we have heard his speech, and 
know the character of the debate, it is impos- 
sible for us to fix any limit to it. It depends 
almost entirely upon the scope of the remarks 
to be made by the Senator in opening this case. 
Certainly if the debate takes a political turn, 
as probably it will, in all likelihood, it-will lead 
to a very general discussion, and will not cease 
in the time that the Senator desires to fix. 

Mr. SCOTT. As I have suggested a time 
which will accommodate the Senator from 
Delaware, and enable him to make his speech, 
and fix a limit after bis speech shall have been 
made when the discussion shall close, if the 
Senator from Missouri, who is also on the 
committee, declines to fix any limit, I now feel 
absolved from all further effort to make any 
arrangement to accommodate the Senator from 
Delaware, and I claim the floor and will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope before the Senator 
proceeds he will indulge me one moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. For what purpose? 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to call attention to 
the business of the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will state what 
the business is, so that I may know-—— 

Mr. SUMNER, I wish to suggest to my 
friend that he give the Senate an opportunity 
of voting on the school bill for this District, 
It has been under discussion again and again. 
The railroad bill in which the Senator was 
interested occupied the Senate for a good 
many hours, and was triumphantly passed 
under the lead of his colleague, and with 
the assistance of my friend; and now I want 


to 

Mr. SCOTT. No, Mr. President, it wag 
not with my assistance; 1 voted against laying 
this bill over. Now the Senator proposes to 
take up a measure which itis evident cannot 
be voted on to-day. I decline courteously to 


jeld. 
á Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon 
a thousand times. My bill can be voted on 
to-day. JI amesure of it. It hasbeen debated, 
I know nobody, unless it be the Senator him- 
self, who proposes to speak on it, and he 
knows whether he does or not. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have a different opinion, 
and I claim the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor, and 
cannot be interrupted fartber. 

Mr. WEST. Now Iask the Senator to yield 
to me that I may test the sense of the Senate 
on taking up the Army appropriation bill. > 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania declines to yield, and there- 
fore the Senator from Louisiana and other 
Senators must wait until the Senator from 
Pennsylvania concludes his remarks, when of 
course any Senator can claim the floor and 
move to lay this bill on the table and move to 
take up any other bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks me to permit him to have a telegram 
read from the Senator from Delaware. Of 
course I will agree to that, but I will not yield 
further. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I simply ask to have 
this telegram read that the Senate may at least 
know that a request was made and it was 
granted the day before yesterday, from which 
the Senate is receding. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE, 


May 14, 1872. 
Hon. Jony P. STOCKTON : 

Lhope the Ku Klux bill will not be disposed of 
until my return next Monday, when I shouid like 
to speak upon it.. Mr. Scort knows my wish. 

: T.F. BAYARD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will allow me to make a sugges- 
tion. If this. bill were taken up on Monday, 
perhaps the minority of the Senate would 
agree that. it should be closed on Tuesday 
night, allowing two days’ full debate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have already made a propo- 
sition that we take it up to-morrow and close 
it on. Monday evening, and that has been 
declined. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps this would suit 
them better, as the Senator from Delaware will 
be hereon Monday. Two days certainly ought 
to be enough to dispose of a bill only four lines 
long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that the 
bill be taken up on Monday at twelve o'clock 
and voted upon on Tuesday night before the 
adjournment. 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to say a word. 
From the character of this bill, commonly 
called the Ku Klux bill, we know it will likely 
take some time to pass it in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and therefore if it is to pass at 
this session it ought to pass this body at avery 
early period. I think it has been delayed too 
long now; I think that is the opinion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania ; and while Isbould 
be glad myself to do anything to accommodate 
an absent Senator, yet under the circumstances 
this bill cannot be much longer delayed if 
there is any hope, desire, or prospect of pass- 
ing it at this session. 

Mr. BLAIR. A proposition has been made 
that this bill be deferred until Monday, and 
then discussed, and that we close the debate 
in two days. I bave no idea that the debate 
will go beyond that; but I should not like to 
agree absolutely to it without having heard 
what the Senator from Pennsylvania has to 
say. Iam satisfied myself that that will be 
sufficient time for debate. I know for my own 
part that I shall not desire to prolong the 
debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio did not fix the houron Tuesday at which 
he proposed the vote should be taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I want to give the 
broadest latitude for two days. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will make another prop- 
osition to the Senator from Missouri. [ will 
consent to resume the floor and finish my 
speech on the bill, and then the rest of this 
day may be taken up with other business, and 
let us resume the consideration of the bill to- 
morrow and conclude it on Monday evening. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator will allow 
me, he is so very kind, to make a suggestion 
about this matter. The Senator from Indiana 
says it isa short bill. Yes, sir, but a great 
deal can be put in a few words. It extends a 
bill. that is nota very short bill. It is obvious 
we cannot tell until we hear what course the 
debate shall take, and until we hear the speech 
especially of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
what time it will be reasonable for us to dis- 
cuss this bill. Iam sure there is no disposi- 
tion to waste time. I think the minority on 
this floor are as anxious to adjourn as the 
majority; and so far as this particular bill is 
coucerned, 1-do not know now that I shall 
have one word to sayupon it. Ispoke enough 
upon the original bill. I may have incident- 
ally to speak, but not long. I do not think 
there will be a very prolonged debate. I can- 
not tell, however, f 

I would be willing to agree to this: if the 
Senate would take up the bill on Monday 


morning, allowing us to have two days of this 
week to transact business, L. would consent Í 


to sit the bill out on Wednesday, not to fix an 
hour to vote, but to sit the bill-out.. Perhaps 
we may do it sooner, and let it be sooner if 
we can; but I will agree to sit the bill out, for 
one, on Wednesday. > ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Say Tuesday. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not like-to- say 
Tuesday now. I would not like to-make a 
bargain now in advance for Tuesday, but I 
am ready to say now that I will be. willing to 
sit the bill out on Wednesday. If we can 
come to it on Tuesday, well and good... If the 
proposition is agreeable to the Senate, I would 
be glad to let us have those two days. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the amount of time in- 
volved in this proposition seems to me so 
nearly the same, commencing on Monday and 
closing on Wednesday, or commencing to-day, 
resuming: other business at the close of my 
speech,and closing on Monday evening, the only 
point to be considered is whether it is better to 
consider this bill sooner or defer its considera- 
tion for several days. JI agree with the Sena- 
tor from Indiana that what we do ought to be 
done soon so that the House of Representa- 
tives may have time to act. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh! they act under the 
previous question. 

Mr. SCOTT. They may not act at all. If 
the original proposition which I made can be 
accepted, that we close this bill on Monday 
evening, not fix the hour to vote, but sit it 
out, then I will go on now and at the close of 
my speech let the unobjected bills on the 
Calendar, or any other business, be taken up 
and acted on to-day, go on with this bill to- 
morrow, and close it on Monday evening. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the natural order of 
things, this bill, having given way once or 
twice, would be taken up this morning, and in 
the natural order of things would be adhered 
to until it is concluded. The Senator from 
New Jersey interposed substantially a request 
grounded in a matter of courtesy and accom- 
modatiou. His friend from Delaware, being 
absent,sends him atelegram,in which he speaks 
of Monday as the time before which he hopes 
this matter willnot beconeluded. Therefore, 
the full measure of his request is complied 
with by keeping it alive and keeping it open 
until Monday, that being the day named by 
him when he would like to participate in the 
debate. Now, Mr. President, I should not 
like to be behind even my honorabie friend 
from New Jersey in a matter of courtesy, and 
he is not likely to fall short in that regard; 
and yet I think that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania goes quite far enough when he fully 
and entirely complies with the request of the 
Senator from Delaware. That he does when 
he proposes to let the bill proceed to-day and 
proceed to-morrow, and not be concluded 
before Monday, to go through Monday and 
the whole of Monday to an hour just as late 
as shall be preferred by the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, whether the Senator 
from Pennsylvania gives these three days as 
he proposes, or whether he gives three days 
commencing on Monday, may exactly determ- 
ine the ultimate fate of this measure. Weknow 
that the House bas passed a resolution fixing the 
3d of June—I suppose it is here. [** It is.” ] 
Then I may speak of it—a resolution fixing 
the 8d day of June as the day ‘on which the 
two Houses are to adjourn. We have sent 
them a resolution which they still hold, fixing 
an earlier day. By concurring in our resolu- 
tion at any hour they may terminate the ses- 
sion on the 29th of May; but the 3d of June 
is the day on which they propose to terminate 


t it. Now the idea of sending this bill late next 


week to the House of Representatives for 
them to commence their. consideration of it 
is idle, unless, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio, somebody should undertake, under 


the previous question, to. put. it through de- 
prived of all.opportunity of debate.’ Ido not 
think the Senator need fear any. such thing. I 
presume the Democratic members of that bodys 
will not proposeit, I feel warranted in saying 
that it will not be proposed by anybody on the 
other side... On the. contrary there will. be fair 
opportunity for debate there, as there is here. 

So that.if the Senator from Pennsylvania 
wishes, as. evidently he does, to accommodate 
the Senator from Delaware, and at ‘the same 
time avoid the loss of his bill, the only way is 
to hold fast to it now and proceed, giving the 
Senator. from Delaware an opportunity on 
Monday, and I hope he will stand by his prop- 
osition as an ultimatum that the vote shail be 
taken on Monday at the latest, some time be- 
fore we adjourn, If anybody is averse to fixing 
an hour, let it go through the day, through the 
evening, farinto the night on Monday, but be- 
fore we adjourn on Monday let us makean end | 
of this measure one way or the other.” If it ig 
to fail, so be it. - If it is to be adopted, cer- 
tainly that is late enough in the session for an 
adoption to take place. we 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the suggestion 
of the Senator from’ New York will not be 
adopted, This bill isan important bill. Of 
course it would not be in ordernow to discuss 
the merits, nor do I expect to discuss it when 
it comes up, but there are gentlemen on this 
side of the House besides my colleague who 
do expect to discuss this question, gentlemen 
who did not discuss it when it was here origin- 
ally, and they ought to be allowed to do so. 
The majority on this floor have the power ‘to 
put through this bill at any hour they see 
proper. They can sit it out to-day ifthey see 
proper. But is it fair, is it courteous, is it 
kind to the minority on this floor, because 
they. have got the power to put through a 
bill of this character to-day, or to-morrow, or 
Monday, that they should avail themselves of 
that power and deprive the minority on this 
floor of the right to be heard if they desire to 
be heard? Ihope the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from New York will not be acceded to, — 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, with the 
consent of my friend from Pennsylvania, I wish 
to make a suggestion. There are two propo- 
sitions before the Senate, and the difference 
between them is but the difference of a day. 
One proposition is that which is favored by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. and. by the 
Senator from New York, that we should take 
up this bill and go on with it antil it is disposed 
of, say on Monday night, or whatever hour of. 
the day on Monday or‘on Tuesday may be 
necessary. Another suggestion is, which I 
wish to propose, that we take the hill up.to- 
morrow and go on with it on Saturday and 
Monday and Tuesday, sitting it out on Tuesday 
if the majority desire. That, it seems to me, 
will allow the Army appropriation bill to. come 
up on the Calendar of unobjected cases, and 
will make but the difference of a day. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senatorfrom Penn- 
sylvania agreed to that, but the Senator: from 
Missouri objected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not think the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will object. ` : 

Mr. BLAIR. I intimated that I thought 
two days would be sufficient, but I did not want 
to bind myself absolutely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California suggests that this bill be taken 
up by unanimous consent at twelve o'clock 
to-morrow, that whatever the unfinished basi- 
ness may then be shall be laid on the table, 
and the Senate proceed with its consideration 
and continue until ‘Tuesday evening, and that 
the Senate agree on ‘Tuesday night to’ sit the 
bill outand finish it. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object.  ~ 

Mr. SCOTT. It seems we can make no 
arrangement. 

Mr. STEVENSON. A bill of this import- 
ance ought not to be disposed of in this way. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. E. Bagcoox, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had on the 15th 
instant approved and signed the following 
acts: Pa, : 

An act (S. No. 671) to authorize the. West 
Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up and 
maintain a bridge for railwaygparposes across 
Lake St. Croix at the city of Hudson in the 
State of Wisconsin; i 

An act (S. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
the enlisted men of the Army ; : 

An act (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue 
of clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth infantry ; 

An act (8. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 
condition of the rank and file of the Army; 

An act (S. No. 847) granting a pension to 
Sarah MeNana; and 

An act (S. No. 354) relating to the reform 
school of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had on this day approved and signed the 
act (S. No. 845) to authorize the construction 
of certain bridges across the Mississippi river, 
and establish the same as post roads. 


STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up and have a formal vote on a 
bill that was considered and finished the other 
night. It is House bill No. 2116 to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to provide for the better 
security of life on board of vessels propelled 
wholly or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved February 28, 1871. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think that ought 
to be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think the bill 
ought to pass, but I do not want to interpose 
objection to the coarse of the Senate. I was 
not here when it was considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will put the question on 
its passage, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, 


BRIDGE ON ARKANSAS RIVER. 


- Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to enter a motion 
for the reconsideration of the bill (S. No. 931) 
authorizivg the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas river at Little Rock, Arkansas. 
I understand a Senator who is absent has some 
objections to it, and I wish to give him an 
opportunity. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has 
been sent to the House of Representatives. 
There will be a message sent asking them 
to return it, and on its return the motion to 
reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to say that I de- 
sire to allow four or five days’ time for the 
gentleman to make his appearance and make 
his objection. ; 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It will require 
a formal motion to take it up again. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPusrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 
988) to provide homes for the Pottawatomie 
and absentee Shawnee Indians in the Indian 
territory, and on the bill (H. R. No. 1191) 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced thatthe House 
had concurred in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix terms 
of United States circuit courts in the eighth 
district. i 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills: _ 

A bill (S. No. 677) to authorize the Secre- 
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tary of War to.accept the peninsula in Lake 
Erie, opposite the harbor of Erie, in the State 
of Pennsylvania;. and s 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas. 

The message’ also announced that the 
House had passed. the. bill {S.- No. 998) 
relating to the creationof new land districts 
with an amendment ; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


The message also announced thatthe House 


had passed the following bills; in which. it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1168) granting the right 
of way through the public lands to the Utah 
Northern Railroad Company ; 

A bill (H.-R. No. 1626) to confirm certain 
entries of lands therein named ; and 

À bill (H. R. No. 1684) for the relief of 
Benjamin W. Reynolds, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. No. 816) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to establish a uniform time 
for holding elections for electors of President 
and Vice President in all the States of the 
Union,” approved January 23, 1845 ; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a communication 
of this date from the acting Secretary of the 
Interior, containing information called for in a 
resolution of the Senate of the 28d ultimo, 
which was answered, in part, on the 8th instant, 
in regard to the late outrage at Whitmore, 
Barren Fork, Cherokee nation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 988) to 
provide homes for the Pottawatomie and absenteo 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory, having 
met, after full and free conference have recom- 
mended, and do recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: ‘ 

That the House recede from its first amendment, 
and agree to the same with the following amend- 
ment, namely: insert at the end of section one the 
following: ** Provided, Said Pottawatomie Indians 
shall neither acquire nor exercise under the laws of 
the United States any rights and privileges in said 
Indian territory other than those enjoyed by the 
members of the Indian tribes Jawfully residing 
therein. And for the protection of the rights of 
persons and property among themselves they may 
entorce the laws and usages heretofore enforced 
among them as an Indian tribe, not inconsistent 
with the Constitution and laws of the United States, 
and shall be entitled to equitable representation in 
the general territorial council, and subject to the 
general laws which it may legally enact. 

That the House recede from its second amend- 


ment.” 
WM. A. BUCKINGHAM, 
JAS, HARLAN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
THOMAS BOLES, 
JOHN A. SMITH, 
W. W. VAUGHAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 656) to 
extend the provisions of the fourth section of 
the act approged April 20, 1871. | 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the provisions of the 
fourth section of the act approved April 20, 1871, 
entitled * An act to enforce the provisions of the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” shall con- 
tinue in force until the end of the next regular ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, this bill pro- 
poses to continue in force until the end of the 
next regular session of Congress the provis- 
ions of the fourth section of the act of April 
20, 1871, which I ask the Secretary to read. 
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The Chief Clerk.read as follows: 


“Src. 4, ‘That whenever in any State or part of a 
State the unlawful combinations named in the-pre- 
ceding section of this-act shall be organized and 
armed, and so numerous and powerful as to be able: 
by violenge, to oither overthrow or set at defiance 
the constituted authorities of such State, and of the 
United States within such State, or when the consti- 
tuted authorities are in: complicity with, or shall 
connive at the unlawful: purposes of, such powerful 
and armed combinations; and whenever, by reason 
of cither. or all of the causes aforesaid, the convio- 
tion of such offenders and the preservation of the 
public satety shall become in such district impracti- 
cable, in every such case such combinations shall be 
deemod a rebellion against the Government of the 
United States, and during the continuance of such 
rebellion, and within the limits of the district which 
shall be so under the sway thereof, such limits to be 

rescribed by proclamation, it shall be lawful for tha 

President of the United States, when in his judgment 

the public safety shall require it, to suspend the 
privileges of the writ of habeas corpus, to the end 
that such rebellion may be overthrown: Provided, 
That all tho provisions of the second section of an 
act entitled "An act relating to habeas corpus; and 
regulating judicial procoodings in certain cases,” 
approved Maroh 8, 1863, which rolate to the discharge 
of prisoners other than prisoners of war, and to the 
penalty for refusing to obey the order of the court, 
shall be in full force so far ‘as the same are applica- 
ble to the provisions of this section: Provided further, 
That the President shall first have made proclama- 
tion, as now provided by law, commanding such in- 
surgents to disperse: And provided also, That the 
provisions of this section shall noc-be in force after 
the ond of the next regular session of Congress,” 


„Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President; these pro- 
visions and the proposition to extend them 
suggest the following inquiries : 

First. Are there unlawfnl combinations or- 
ganized and armed in any State or parts of any 
State ? i 

Second. Are they so numerous and powerful 
as to be able by violence to either overthrow 
or set at defiance the constituted authorities 
of the State and of the United States within 
such State ? 

Third. Are the constituted authorities in 
complicity with or do they connive at the 
unlawful purposes of such combinations? 

Fourth. Is the conviction of offenders or the 
preservation of the public safety impracticable 
by reason of all or either of these causes ? 

Fifth. If the conviction of offenders and the 
preservation of the public safely be not at the 
present moment impracticable, does the past 
give such reason to apprehend such a state of 
alfairs as will render them impracticable, and 
as will require this power to be lodged in the 
President for the protection of the public wel- 
fare? 

These inquiries open a very wide field of 
investigation; but I do not propose to follow 
auy of them at great length, nor can I take 
them up in their order, as the testimony which 
Ishall consider will bear upon them all. There 
was a time when it might have been advisable 
to dwell upon the evidence establishing tbe 
existence of the Ku Klax Klan, the combina- 
tion against which principally it is well kuown 
this legislation was directed; but that time has 
passed. fts existence now stands confessed. 
In speaking of South Carolina, in the views of 
the minority of the committee upon the con- 
dition of the late insurrectionary States, they 
say this: 

“ We pass, then, the negro testimony for whatever 
it is worth. But while wedo this, we do not deny 
that in that portion of South Carolina commonly 
known as the Piedmont region, embracing the 
counties of Spartanburg, Laurens, Chester, and 
York, a broken and somewhat mountainous region 
of country, largely populated by an ignorant, uned- 
ucated, and, when excited by wrong, a lawless class 
of white people, there have been within the last 
cighteen months or two years numerous Instances 
of lawless outrage upon the black population by 
disguised men known by the name of Ku Klux; bat 
that this state of things, to any considerable extent, 
grows out of polities, in the ordinary partisan sense 
of the term, we do most emphatically deny.” 

Passing from the consideration of a single 
State to the condition of the States generally, 
the minority say: 

“While we do notintend to deny that bodies of 
disguised men have, in several of the States of the 
South, been guilty of the most flagrant crimes, crimes 
which we neither seek to palliate nor excuse, forthe 
commission of which the wrongdoers should, when 
ascertained and duly convicted, suffer speedy and 
and condign punishment, we deny that these men 
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have any general organization, or any political sig- 
nificance, or that their conduct is indorsed by any 
respectable number of the white peoplein any State; 
on the contrary, the men and the bands by which 
such outrages are perpetrated are almost universally 
regarded by the intelligent people of the several 
States as the worst enemies of the South, as they 
furnish the men now in: power at Washington the 
only excuse left to maintain war upon them, and to 
continue the system of robbery and oppression which 
thoy have inaugurated—a system which is destructive 
not only of their-peace and prosperity, but is in- 
tended to blacken and malign their character as men 
before the country and the world.” 


Then follows a mild admission that these 
‘ disguised bands may have been found operat- 
ing in one tenth part, or forty out of the four 
hundred and twenty counties in the States of 
North and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Florida.” Although the exist- 
énce of these bands is thus admitted, I desire, 
without going into a repetition of the testi- 
mony, to sketch briefly how long and in what 
States they have existed. 

General N. B. Forrest testified that the 
Ku Kiux were organized in Tennessee in 1866. 
To my mind his testimony is satisfactory evi- 
dence that, if not the originator of the order, 
he was its first chief executive head. If I 
had him before a fair jury upon trial for that 
offense I could convict him at least of that 
upon hisown testimony ; and it would seem the 
minority of the committee came to the same 
conclusion, qualified only with a ‘‘ perhaps.” 
They say on page 449: 

“Perhaps the men who knew more about the 
formation of what has come to be familiarly known 
as the Ku Klux organization than any others were 
General N. B. Forrest, of Tennessee, and General 
Jonn B. Gordon, of Georgia, extracts from whose 
testimony we propose to incorporate into this 


report, as illustrative of its origin, objects, and 
dissolution.” 

Gordon and Forrest both declined to tell all 
they knew. Gordon fixes 1865 or 1866 also 
as the date of the organization in Georgia of 
which he was asked to become chief. Start- 
ing its existence at those dates, L cau but 
refer, without quoting, to the citations in the 
report of the majority from pages 17 to 22, 
to show its continued spread and operations 
through every insurrectionary State from those 
dates up to and including the year 1868. 

To avoid repetition of description, I quote 
from the report of a committee of the Tennes- 
see Legislature in 1868, and it may be accepted 
as applicable to all communities in which the 
order has operated from its inception down 
to the time when its action was arrested by 
the means taken for its suppression. ‘The 
committee say: 

“The murders and outrages which have been per- 
petrated in many counties of Middle and West Ten- 
nessee, during the past few months, have been so 
numerous, and of such an aggravated character, as 
almost baties investigation. In these counties a 
reign of terror exists, which isso absolute in its na- 
ture that the best of citizens are unable or unwill- 
ing to give free expression to their opinions, The 
terror inspired by the secret organization known as 
the Ku Klux Klan is so great, that tho officers of the 
law are powerless to execute its provisions, to dis- 
charge their duties, or to bring the guilty perpe- 
trators of these outrages to the punishment they 
deserve. Their stealthy movements are generally 
made under cover of night, and under masks and 
disguises, which render their identification difficult, 
if not impossible, To add to the secrecy which en- 
velopes their operations, is the fact that noinform- 
ation of their murderous acts can be obtained 
without the greatest difficulty and danger, in the 
localities where they are committed. No one dares 
to inform upon them, or take any measures to bring 
them to punishment; because no one can tell but 
that he may be the next victim of their hostility or 
animosity. The members of this organization, with 
their friends, aiders, and abettors, take especial 
pains to conceal all their operations, ‘The moving 
principle by which they are actuated would appear 
to be hostility to the State and national authori- 
ties; and in the minds of these men, to have voted 
for ' Brownlow,’ or the ‘Republican ticket,’ or to be 
a ‘Radical,’ is the greatest of crimes. Your commit- 
tee believe that during the past six months, the 
murders, to say nothing of other outrages, would 
average one a day, or one for every twenty-four 
hours; that in the great majority of these cases 
they have been perpetrated by the Ku Klux above 
referred to; and few, if any, have been brought to 
punishment. A number of the counties of this 
State are entirely at the mercy of this organization, 
and roving bands of nightly marauders bid defiance 
to the civil authorities, and threaten to drive out 
every man, white or black, who does not submit to 
their arbitrary dictation.” 


The citations referred to show that in Texas, 
Kentucky, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Ark- 
ansas, and Louisiana, up to 1868, scenes sim- 
ilar to those described in Tennessee were 
enacted. In some of these States they were 
of more limited extent than in Tennessee.. In 
Louisiana they were far worse, the testimony 
taken in 1869 showing that over two thousand 
persons were killed, wounded, and otherwise 
injured in that State within a few weeks prior 
to the presidential election, and that half the 
State was overrun by violence. 

General Forrest alleges that he disbanded 
the order in Tennessee in 1868... How unreli- 
able his dates are will be ascertained by an 
examination of his testimony and the corre- 
spondence referred to in it. He was at first of 
the impression that it was early in 1868 he had 
disbanded it, but he is finally brought to the 
recollection that it was after his return from the 
Democratic national convention, in 1868, that 
he was interviewed at Memphis ; that the inter- 
view was published in the Cincinnati papers; 
that he wrote a letter on the 8d of September, 
1868, correcting the correspondent in what he 
considered erroneous inhis statement.. These 
facts brought him to the conclusion that it must 
have been in the latter part of 1868 that it was 
disbanded; but the bloody history since 1868 
shows it was not disbanded. His own testi- 
mony shows it bad extended into Alabama, 
Mississippi, and North Carolina in that year. 
General Gordon’s testimony shows that it was 
in Georgia. 

The testimony taken by the joint committee 
clearly establishes that the same organization, 
pursuing the same purposes and seeking to 
accomplish them by the same means, has ex- 
isted, and been active since 1868, in the States 
of North and South Carolina, Georgia, Flor- 
ida, Alabama, and Mississippi. There can be 
no reasonable doubt of its existence still in 
‘Tennessee and in most of the other States 
where it is for the present quiet but ready to 
act whenever it may be deemed necessary or 
prudent to do so. Its recent character is bet- 
ter fixed, however, by the evidence furnished 
from the organization itself, evidence which 
stamps it as one of the foulest blots upon the 
civilization of this century. At the trials in 
Columbia, South Carolina, the constitution of 
the Ku Klux in that State was given in evi- 
dence, having been found in possession of one 
Samuel Brown, esq., a man of wealth and 
standing in York county, who was chief of a 
Klan, and is now expiating his offense in the 
Albany penitentiary, sentenced upon his own 
confession. The same constitution governed 
the order in North Carolina, as is shown by 
the testimony of David Schenck, esq., a lead- 
ing lawyer of Lincolnton, in that State, who 
became a member of the order in 1868, and 
says that in doing so he considered that he 
was swearing to support the platform of the 
convention that nominated Seymour and Blair 
in New York. Itis printed in the North Car- 
olina testimony as an appendix to his evidence, 
page 414, and can there be consulted. With- 
out quoting at large from it, several points will 
be observed in that constitution and in the 
by-laws. 

First, article three, section one, provides 
that among the duties of the secretary is the 
following: ‘to notify other Klans when their 
assistance is needed,” ‘give nogce when any 
member has to suffer the penalty for violating 
his oath.’’ What that penalty is, article six, 
section one, shows: “any member who shall 
betray or divulge any of the matters of the 
order shall suffer death.” That the inter- 
course of the Klans with each other is kept up 
through the organization is shown by article 
two, section two, of the by-laws: ‘‘a brother 
of the Klan wishing to become a member of 
this order shall present his application with 
the proper papers of transfer from the order 
of which he was a member formerly, shall be 
admitted to the order only by unanimous vote 


“of the members: present.” 


That this inter- 
course extends through State and national 
organizations is apparent from article six, 
section six, of the. by-laws: “the person, 
through the Cyclops of the order.of which he 
is a member, can make application for pardon 
to. the Great Grand Cyclops, ‘of Nashville, 
Tennessee; in which case execution of the 
sentence can be.gtayed until pardoning power 
is heard from.” : 

Among the duties of the Cyclops, the chief 
officer, he is: required ‘‘to inspect the arms 
and dress of each member on special. ocea- 
sions.’’ (Article three, section one, of the con- 
stitution.) And article five, section one, of the 
by-laws provides: ‘each member shall pro- 
vide himself with a pistol, Ku Klux gown, 
and signal instruments.’? The by-laws show 
the political character when taken in connec- 
tion with the oath. Section three of article 
one of the by-laws: ‘the C [Cyclops] shall 
have power lo appoint such members of. the 
order to attend. to the sick, the needy, and 
those distressed, and those. suffering from 
Radical misrule as the case may require.’’ 
The oath administered was as follows: 


* Obligation. i 

“I, (name,] before the immaculate: Judge of 
heaven and earth, and upon the holy Evangelists of 
Almighty God, do, of my own free will and accord, 
tubsoribe to the following sacredly. binding obliga- 

“1. We are on the side of justice, humanity, and 
constitutional liberty, as’ bequeathed to us in its 
purity by our forefathers. 

“2. We oppose and reject the principles of the 
Radical party. ns 

“3. We pledge mutual aid to each other in sick- 
ness, distress, and pecuniary embarrassment. 

“4. Female friends, widows, and their households 
shall eyer be special objects of our regard and pro~ 

“Any member divulging, or causing to be di~ 
vulged, any of the foregoing obligations shall meet 
the fearful penalty and traitor’s doom, which is 
death, death, death.” 

Organized under such a constitution and 
bound by such an oath the’ proceedings of its 
members in the nortbern counties of South 
Carolina after the election of 1870 and until 
the spring and summer of 1871, as well as in 
the southern portion of North Carolina, were 
of the most lawless and desperate character. 
I do not propose to attempt a recital of them. 
They embrace indignity, outrage, and murder, 
They were inflicted principally upon. the ne- 
groes, but in many instances also upon white 
men, and of the highest respectability, Igive 
several instances as showing the character 
of all. 

Elias Hill, formerly of York county, South 
Carolina, is a remarkable character. He is 
crippled. in both legs and arms, which are 
shriveled by rheumatism; he cannot walk, 
cannot help himself, has to be fed and cared 
for personally by others. He was in early 
life a slave whose freedom was purchased, his 
father buying his mother and getting Hlias 
along with her as a burden of which his mas- 
ter was glad to be rid. Stricken at seven years 
old with disease, he never was afterward able 
to walk, and he presents the appearance of a ` 
dwarf, with the limbs of a child, the body 
of a man, and a finely developed intellectual 
head. He learned his letters and to read by 
calling the school children. into the cabin as 
they passed, and: also learned to write. He 
became a Baptist preacher, and after the war 
engaged in teaching colored children and con- 
ducting the business. correspondence of many 
of his colored neighbors. He is a man of 
blameless character, of unusual intelligence, 
and is so well educated that he speaks very 
good English. 

That man was brought before the committee 
and the narration of his testimony. was a scene 
which would have been worthy of the painter's 
pencil, and which will never be forgotten by 
any man who witnessed it. Carried into the 
room set up in a chair, for the purpose of giv- 
ing bis testimony; he went on to tell us:how, 
on the 6th of May, 1871, but a few weeks. be- 
fore this committee visited that place, after the 
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passage of the bill denouncing penalties against 
these offenses, a body of masked and disguised 
men came to his lowly cabin at midnight, took 
him from his bed, searched his house for his 
“papers, alleging that he had been’ in corre- 
spondence with Mr. Watiacz, the member: of 
Congress, in reference to the business of the 
colored people of the district, They: took 
him out, and that decrepit body which I have 
< described was laid upon the ground, and he 

was there scourged with a horse whip, and 

‘after being thus scourged they put a halter 

around his neck and threatened to drag him to 

the river and drown him, telling him, “You 
must no longer teach these children; you must 
no longer preach the gospel here; you must no 
longer permit meetings of the colored people 
to be held at your house; you must quit writing 
to WALLACE, quit taking a Republican news- 
paper; you must come out in the newspaper 
of the county and declare that you renounce 
your Republican principles; and unless you do 
these things we will come back and kill you.” 

` The voice in which he gave this statement 
was one of peculiar strength and melody, that 
kind of a voice which those who were accus- 
tomed to hear his preaching said to me melted 
down his audience with more power than that 
of: any man in South Carolina. He was ex- 
amined at length, and after giving his evidence 
in chief—it is worth any Senator’s while to 
turn to it in the testimony and read it—the 
following was elicited by a member of the 
committee. He having been charged by the 

Ku Klux, while whipping him, with preaching 

political sermons, that subject was thus brought 

to his notice; 
“By Mr. Van Trump: S 

“*Question. You do not feel very kindly toward the 
white race? X 

‘Answer. I am afraid ofthem now. 

“Question, Frightened at them? . 

“Answer, Yes, sir, I have good-will, love, and 
affection toward them, but I fear them, : 

eens Is that because you are a Baptist, or 

why 1 

“Answer. I know it is my duty as a human being 
to respect ali the human race, and also the grace of 
God teaches me to say so. : 

“Question, When you get to preaching, do you not 
show up the wrongs and oppressions suffered from 
these white people? 

“Answer. Yes, sir. 

“Question. Is that what you generally preach 
about ? 3 

“Answer. Yes, sir; love universal. 

“Question. Ido not wish to mislead you or have 
you answer without fully understanding my ques- 
tion. 

“Answer, Please to ask it again. 

‘Question, I ask you if the subject-matter of your 
sermons is the wrongs and cruelties inflicted by 
these white people? 

“Answer, No, sir; not at all. Iwas accused of 
that on the night when they boat mo; but that is 
not the subject on which I preach; it is scriptural 
salvation. ‘ À 

“* Question. You have the idea that these white 
people are determined to put you black people 
down? x ; 

** Answer, Yes, sir; I have that idea very strongly. 
They are determined to keep us from using any 
influence for republicanism, which we believe is 
God’s will. I do believe it comes nearer to God’s 
will and universal love and friendship in this world 
than any other. 5 

‘ Question, You mean republican government? 

** Answer, Yes, sir, N 

* Question. Do you also mean the Republican 

arty ? ? 
par ‘Anewwer. Yes, sir. I believe the Republican party 
advocates what is nearer the laws of God than any 
other party, and therefore I feel that it is right. 

“t Question. When you are preaching, do you 
preach republicanism in your sermons? 

Answer. No, sir; I preach the Gospel, repent- 
ance toward God, and faith in our Lord Jesus Christ. 
‘* Question, Do you never preach about politics? 

* Answer. No, sir. A 
“ Question, Then these Ku Klux were wrong in 
their accusation? _ >; 

* Answer. Yes, sir; they were. 


I wish, Mr. President, that every man in the 
nation who has ever felt disposed to palliate 
the crimes of Ku Klux, could see that remark- 
able man and hear his narrative of his wrongs. 
What was the effect of it upon this man, an 
American citizen, a better one than thousands 
who have been engaged in scourging his race? 
He wished to live under our institutions; he 
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portion of South Carolina against the colored 
race would not permit him to remain that he 
entered into correspondence with the secretary 
of the Colonization Society, and made.an ar- 
rangement to go to Liberia, unknown to most 
of those who surrounded him. When that was 
learned the whole neighborhood rose up and 
protested against this man, their counselor, 
their friend, their preacher, their teacher, leav- 
ing them ; but he had made up his mind that 
he could not live where he wanted to live, and 
he went, followed, according to my informa- 
tion, by some twenty or thirty families from 
the region in which he lived; and to-day—I 
read not long since in one of the religious 
periodicals of the country a description of his 
arrival in Liberia—to-day Elias Hillis banished 
from the Republic of the United States, living 
in Liberia against his will, because he.cannot 
live in South Carolina for fear of the Ku Klux. 

John Genobles, of Spartanburg county, six- 
ty-nine years of age, a respectable white man, 
who had been in the county since 1827, acted 
last year as an election officer. Disguised men 
took him from his bed on the night of the 
22d of April, 1870, stripped him, beat him 
with hickory withes, and concluded by saying 
to him, ‘If you will agree to go to the court- 
house and get on the steps and there declare 
yourself a Domesme and say that you have 
quit this partyism or this Radicalism, we will 
let you go; but if you do not, we will come 
back and kill you.’? He proceeds, ‘ There- 
fore, of course I did it.” ~ 

“ Question. You promised to do sò? 


“ Answer, Yes, grit promised to do so if they 


would let me off, for I was nearly dead, almost fro- 
zen. Tho toes of my right foot have not agood foel- 
ing in them yet, and I don’t know as I’ll ever have 
the feeling in my right foot as before, for I was 
almost chilled to death in that cold rain.” 

In pursuance of that promise he went to 
Spartanburg, the county town, and thus relates 
what he did on the day of the sheriff sales at 
the county court: 

“Igot up—the sheriff was then done selling his 
property—I got up on the steps, and said that I was 
no longer a partisan man, and was not in favor of a 
black Republican government; that I thought that 
a white man was somewhat superior to a black man, 
That is pretty much all that I said; also, that I was 
a momber of the church so long—some forty-three 
years.” * * * + * * $ * 

‘* Question. Was this statement made by you 
because of you belief in the truth of what you said, 
or wasit to save your life? g 

“ Answer. It was to save my life.” 

Dr. John Winsmith, a native of the same 
county, sixty-eight years of age, a man who 
had been for fifteen years in the senate and 
house of representatives of South Carolina 
before the war, of irreproachable character, 
and who considers himself a Conservative, de- 
cided in the late elections to support Gov- 
ernor Scott, because, as he states, the opposing 
candidates declared themselves better Repub- 
licans than Scott, and Scott was Republican 
enough for him, Some forty or fifty disguised 
men visited his house, occupied by himself and 
wife, at night and saluted him as a ‘‘damned 
rascal.’ The brave old man immediately got 
his pistol and fired at them. They put seven 
balls in him, endangering hislife, and entering 
the room where his wife was, said to her: 

“Wecame after thisman Winsmith, this Radical.” 
She said to him, “ If you are after my husband, and 
say he is a Radical, I will tell you what, perhaps I 
ought not to say, butyou tell a lie; he isno Radical; 
he is a Conservative and not a Radical in anything,’ 
Said he, ‘Why does he act with the Radicals, then?’ 
She did not reply. Saidhe, ‘If he is not, why don’t 
he come out in the newspaper and say so ?’ ” 

This is freedom of opinion in South Caro- 
lina. I come now to a case which has excited 
considerable attention. On Saturday even- 
ing, the 31st of December, 1870, a company 
of negro militia left Unionville, and when a 
short distance from the town met a man 
named Stevens coming in with a barrel of 
illicit whisky for one of the hotels. He was 
a drayman, had lost a leg in the confederate 
service, and was accompanied in his dray by 


loved them as you see; but he feltso well sat- 
isfied that the animosity of the people of that | 


another man. The purpose with which the 
| militia went out is not clearly ascertained; 
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one statement being that they said they were 
going out to “t mug a man,’’ and another that 
they were. going out to “guard. Budd Wil- 
liams,” a negro, from being Ku Kluxed: 
Whatever was their purpose, upon meeting 
Stevens they demanded whisky from him, and 
he gave them what. he had in a flask, They 
asked for more, and upon his starting from 
them they fired at him; he jamped from his 
wagon and ran; they followed, caught, and 
killed him.. It would seem to have been a 
cruel, unprovoked murder, one for which all 
who participated in it certainly deserved to be 
convicted, and to suffer the extreme penalty 
of the law. It excited great feeling in Union- 
ville, the white population believing, as ex- 
pressed ‘by a witness, ‘that the entire negro 
community were in sympathy with the mur- 
derers.’’ Moved by that feeling, they pro- 
ceeded to disarm the negroes who composed 
the militia company,.as a measure of self-pro- 
tection. The people tarned out on Sunday 
morning and arrested quite a number of the 
negroes charged with the offense, and lodged 
them in jail. On the following Wednesday 
night, the 4th of January, some forty or fifty 
Ku Klux rode into the town, surrounded the 
jail, entered it, took out five of these prison- 
ers, proceeded a short distance out of the 
town, where they killed two of them, the 
other three making their escape after being 
shot at and wounded. They were recaptured 
and again lodged in jail in a few days, and 
with some eight or ten others who were 
charged with the same offense remained there 
until the night of Sunday, the 12th of Feb- 
ruary. 

Judge Thomas, the presiding judge of that 
circuit, apprehending that these persons might 
also be taken out and disposed of as the 
others had been, under a statute of the State 
authorizing him so to do, issued a writ of 
habeas corpus for the purpose of bringing 
them before him at Columbia and committing 
to prison there. It is well to consider these 
facts when those who clamor for the sacred- 
ness of the writof habeas corpus come to look 
at the result in this case. 

This writ was delivered to the sheriff at 
Unionville on Thursday evening, the, 9th of 
February. The train would return to Columbia 
Friday morning, and not again until Monday. 
After the train left Friday moruing the sheriff 
called a conference of lawyers to determine 
whether he ought to obey the writ. They 
thought it was informal, but all recognized 
“the well-known signature of Judge Thomas,” 
and ‘‘advised the sheriff to keep the matter 
secret and communicate with Judge Thomas, 
and ask him whether it was genuine”? Sub- 
sequently this advice was reconsidered, and on 
Friday evening the sheriff was advised to obey 
the writ on Monday morning. 

On Sunday night a body of armed and dis- 
guised Ku Klux, variously estimated at from 
tour to eight hundred, rode into the town, took 
possession of the jail, took out eight of the 
prisoners charged with the murder of Stevens 
and hung them. 

If this intention to remove them on Monday 
was kept a secret until Friday evening, it will 
strike every one forcibly that this organization 
must, in that county or the adjoining ones, be 
not only numerous, but under wondertully 
strict military discipline, when from four to 
eight hundred disguised, mounted, and armed 
men could be assembled in that time, especially 
when it is remembered that Union county had 
in 1870 but 8,718 white population, and the 
village itself not over four bundred. It may 
not appear so strange, however, when the 
prevailing sentiment is ascertained from the 
testimony and incidents revealed by it. 
lt seems that one man, Thomas Hughes, 
when he heard the firing which shot the 
prisoners on the first raid, supposed it was by 
negroes on the way to rescue the prisoners. 
He says he immediately got his gan and 
traveled hastily three quarters of a mile into 
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town, to defend the jail against the negroes. 
He went in, aroused a magistrate, aud in- 
formed him of his suspicions. Although the 
magistrate slept within one hundred and fifty 
yards of the jail, the operation of taking 
out the prisoners had been so noiselessly 
performed that his slumbers had not been 
disturbed. He. directed Hughes to go up 
street, ring the bell, and arouse the citizens. 
Hughes went, and in the hotel found members 
of a special citizens’ police which had been 


guarding the town, who informed him that the’ 


negroes were not coming to the jail; that the 
Ku Klux had been there, and had taken the 
prisoners out. Upon hearing this, his ardor 
subsided ; he rang no bell; the citizens were 
not aroused, and Hughes went home with his 
gun. He was Stevens’s brother-in-law. Some 
days after that he was selected as the jailer, 
and was in charge of the jail when the second 
raid was made. On neither occasion were 
the citizens aroused, although the. special 
police, who had been raised from apprehen- 
sion of a negro rescue, were on duty. 

Upon the trial of two men in court subse- 
quently for another offense growing out of this, 
a leading lawyer—and a Democrat—at that 
bar, R. W. Shand, esq., took notes; and he 
testifies that the evidence disclosed that one 
of the men who were hanged by the Ku Klux, 
Walker, a trial justice, arrested on suspicion, 
was not with the militia at all, and that the 
testimony did not justify the suspicion. 

This, Mr. President, isa statement of a case 
against criminals who were entitled to trial 
by law. I come now to the statement of a 
case involving an officer of the law. 

In the county of Greene, Alabama, there 
occurred in March, 1870, the murder of Alex- 
ander Boyd, the prosecuting attorney of the 
county, a case strongly illustrating the power 
of this organization to execute its decrees even 
upon an officer of the law, and to paralyze the 
public voice and the authorities, a full corrob- 

- oration of Chancellor Clark’s statement, that 
t they keep quiet, for they might be convers- 
ing with one of them in the street and not know 
in” and that ‘‘ grand juries have been power- 
less to bring auy one of that organization to 
justice.” 

The facts are these; a man named Snoddy 
was killed, and three negroes were arrested for 
the murder, named Henry Miller, Sam Cald- 
well, and Sam Colvin. Colonel Jolly, who 
defended. them on the preliminary hearing, 
(page 265,) says that Miller and Caldweil were 
committed for trial, and Colvin was discharged. 
Miller and Caldwell escaped from jail, and it 
was understood that in some- way Miller had 
been taken and killed. Colvin, who was the 
father of Caldwell, (Caldwell takiog his former 
master’s name,) was afterward killed by dis- 
guised men. 

It was asserted that Mr. Boyd made declara- 
tions to the effect that he had evidence in his 
possession to show who were the murderers 
of Colvin, and that he intended at the then 
approaching term of court to prosecute them 
vigorously, and to hold over the grand jury 
for the purpose of doing so. He was asingle 
man, and boarded and lodged in the hotel on 
the public square in Eutaw, the county town. 
About eleven o’clock on the hight of the 81st 
of March a band of disguised men, estimated 
generally at twenty-five, rode into the town, 
formed in front of the hotel, detached a squad 
who went in, compelled the clerk to show them 
to Boyd’s room, and there deliberately mur- 
dered him, putting two balls through his fore- 
head, and several through other parts of his 
body, (page 298.) f 

At the time this was done there were in the 
town the ministers and elders of a presbytery 
then holding its sessions, (page 258.) The 
sheriff was at the hotel a very short time after 
Boyd was killed. There were yet persons on 
the street. The town contains, according to 
the census, a. population of 1,920; but no 
alarm was given. The sherif made no effort 


to call a posse, offered no reward, took no 
steps then or afterward to follow or detect the 
murderers. . The people remained in their 
beds unaware of the occurrence until the next 
morning, and when communicated to one wit- 
ness, Mr. Pierce, a member of the bar and 
afterward mayor of the town, it was in such 
manner that he supposed -his informant was 
seeking to make an April-fool of him, (page 
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Boyd was buried the next day after he was 
killed. No meeting of the bar was called, and 
not a member of it attended his funeral, (page 
800.) So fixed and so certain is it that he was 
a victim of the Ku Klux, that Mr. Pierce 
states his friends had placed upon his tomb- 
stone, ‘* Murdered by the Ku Klux,” (page 
801.) Atthe next court the grand jury in- 
vestigated the case, and their finding was, that 
they were unable to identify anybody. con- 
nected with it, but that the parties who com- 
mitted the murder were traced on their way 
home to Pickens county. The impression 
seems almost universal that the men who did 
it came from some other county, some even 
stating that they came from Mississippi; and, 
strange as it may seem, itis also conceded, in 
the face of this, that the cause of his murder 
was the declaration of his intention to prose- 
cute the murderers of Colvin, which could 
affect only persous in Greene county, show- 
ing that the organizationin Mississippi is in 
fall sympathy and communication with the 
organization in Alabama, The occurrences 
in South Carolina to which I have referred 
had taken place before the sub-committee 
visited that State. When there, ascertaining 
the fearful extent to which these lawless acts 
had been perpetrated with impunity, members 
of that sub-committee were impressed with the 
belief that if, after the community was made 
aware of them, there was any recurrence of 
violence, no other remedy than the most 
stringent one would suffice to bring the perpe- 
trators to justice, and to prevent scenes of 
bloody retaliation. 

Subsequently, after being apprised of an out- 
rage occurring, as was alleged, in Spartan- 
burg county, which afterward proved to 
have been in Union county near the line of 
Spartanburg, and of the destruction of a 
school-house in York county, the President’s 
attention was called to the facts developed 
before the committee and to these renewals of 
violence after their visit, and to the necessity 
of exercising the power vested in him by the 
act of April 20, 1871. Instead of at once act- 
ing on this information, as we now learn from 
the President’s message communicated to the 
House of Representatives, he instituted fur- 
ther inquiry through the Attorney General, 
and upon information obtained through that 
inquiry, he did exercise that power, and after 
proclamation suspended the privilege of the 
writ in the counties of Spartanburg, Union, 
York, Lancaster, Chester, Fairfield, Laurens, 
and Newberry, in South Carolina. This was 
after a term of court had been held in York 
county and the subject given in charge of the 
grand jury. The presiding judge of that cir- 
cuit, Judge Thomas, had requested of me as 
the chairman of the committee the informa- 
tion communicated to the President as to York 
county. I referred him to Major Merrill, the 
commander of the United States troops at 
Yorkville, and requested him to give all the 
aid in his power to any investigation directed 
by the court. I regret that I cannot incorpo- 
rate here the whole report of Major Merrill 
made to his superior officer, but his account 
of the proceedings of the court, of the suspen- 
sion of the writ, and of the scenes which fol- 
lowed it, gives a better idea of the true state 
of facts than any words of mine can give, 
and I make room for an ‘extraet. Referring 
to the investigation of the grand jury, he 
says: : 

“ After spending six days in the effort to discredit 
my reports they spent fourdays in apretended exam- 


ination of what now proves to have been à carnival 
ofcrime not paralleled in the history of any civilized 
community. I offered them a mass of information in 
regard to hundreds of crimes, none of which they ex- ` 
amined with’more than the most transparent pre- 
tense of getting at the facts. ‘The whole effort ap- 
peared to be to devise some means of avoiding the 
knowledge which, when they finally asked: for the 
means of obtaining, was. so easily to be had that it 
required more skill to evade it than’to find what'the 
facts were: In doing this the few members of the 
grand jury who were really splicitous to discharge 
their duty were browbeaten and overruled by the 
rest, especially by two:or three who were. members 
of the Ku Klux. -It-even'went so far in the effort to 
got rid of the pertinacity of that part of: the jury 
which was disposed to do right that caucuses-of part 
of the jury were held in which it was so managed 
that-these men were not present. 

“The whole conduct of their duty was so broad a 
farce that it- was very distasteful to be forced in con- 
tact with it, and: present developments. show it to 
have been the most ghastly mockery of justice that 
it is possible to conceive. 

“Tf any other evidence were needed of the fact 
that the body of the loca) civil authorities is either 
in complicity with the Ku Klux conspiracy or intim- 
idated byit, it is to be found in the fact, which now 
appears, that at least three of the justices of the peace 
(called trial justices) have been members of the Ku 
Klux, and that at least one third of the white mem- 
bers of the grand and petitjuries at the last term of 
court were members, and among the number some 
who were officers of ‘high grade in the order, and at 
least two of the number having been’ accessory to 
Ku Kiux murders, . 

“In view of this, it is small wonder that eleven 
murders, and more than six hundred cases of whip- 
ping, and other brutal outrages by the Ku Klux, have 
to this day gone unnoticed, and their authors un- 
whipped of justice, so far as any serious effort of 
the local authorities has been concerned. = ~ 

“Immediately subsequent to the adjournment of 
the court, I went to Columbia, to confer with the 
district attorney, and endeavor to concert, some 
meuns of bringing better things about in this sec- 
tion. It was evident that the means at my command 
(which were limited to moral influences, and to 
giving aid to the victims in advising the. legal 
methods of seeking redress) were utterly inadequate 
to meet the secret power of the Ku Klux, rightly 
called by themselves the Invisible Himpire, for a 
more absolute and tyrannical control than they held 
over the whole people where they existed has never 
been exercised by human power, I was hopeless of 
the possibility of ordinary means being made equal 
to the destruction of the conspiracy, but L was ‘so 
fully impressed with the danger, not only to this sec- 
tion; but to the whole country. of permitting it to 
go on unchecked, that I was unwilling to spare any 
effort to break it up, or even to check it. 

“I here received your notice that the honorable the 
Attorney General would shortly, come. to Yorkville 
to investigate the facts, and to endeavor to devise 
some means for the repression of the organization. 
I met him in Columbia, and after some conference 
with him there, returned with him to Yorkville, 
ecotmpaniee also by United States District Attorney 

orbin. 

* A comparison of the evidencein the possession 
of the Attorney General with the facts which I had 
long been collecting, convinced him that the worst 
reports which had been heretofore made of the 
power and of the infernal purpose and conduct of 
the order fell far short of the. tacts, It hay since 
become evident that what at that. time would, even 
by those persons most familiar with the facts, have 
been deemed the wildest exaggeration, falls short 
of the truth. The facts as now found are astound- 
ing, and it is impossible to make even the most 
temperate statement of them without risk of being 
suspected of exaggeration. | 

“The warning proclamation and the. proclama- 
tion suspending the writ of habeas corpus followed 
close upon the report of the Attorney General of the 
facts; but even before this, and, indeed, on the very 
day of his arrival, many of the Ku Klux leaders, 
suspecting that measures were being devised to 
bring them to justice, and with the cowardice which 
has characterized all their infamous erimes, fled, 
leaving their poorer followers and ignorant dupes 
to stand sponsors for the crimes of which they had 
been the chief authors and instigators. | i 

“Two days after the telegraphic notification of 
the suspension of the writ of kabeas corpus, by 
direction of the Attorney General, L began effecting 
the arrest of such persons as-he had evidence to 
show were guilty of crime, and whose arrest le 
directed. The troops were so disposed that a large 
number of arrests were effected simultaneously over 
the county. The effect of this, coupled with the 
fact that it was instantly-apparent to the Ka Klux 
that no blow was struck in the dark, and no arrests 
made at random or on mere suspicion, was surpris- 
ing. The rank and file were bewildered and demor- 
alized. -- Looking about for their chiefs and counsel- 
ors, and finding that to get orders or advice they 
must go to them in jail or follow their flight, they 
recognized the fact that the game wasup, that tho 
organization was broken, aud ali over the country 
they betook themselves to flight or came. in and 
surrendered. 

“The subsequent scenes have been such as makes 
one hope it will never. be possible to parallel in our 
country. _Conspirators. against the well-being of 
society, of every grade of criminality, have. come 
in and surrendered ‘by the score. Day after day, 
for weeks, men-camein in such-numbers that time 
i to hear them confess and means to dispose of or 
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take care of them both failed, and I was powerless 
to do anything more than secure the persons of 
those most deeply. criminal, and send the rest to 
their homes on their personal parole to be forth- 
coming when called for. In some instances whole 
Klans, headed. by their chief, came. in-and surren- 
dered together, y 

“ Those arrested and those who have surrendered 
are of every social grade, from the highest to the 
lowest, including representatives of all.the liberal 
professions, even ministers of the gospel. Whenit 
is stated that these men among their number include 
those who confessed every crime known to the law, 
the.state of society in which such facts are possible 
must be left to the imagination to depict; it is im- 
possible to deseribe it?” +° $ o s + k 
: “"Inashort, the conspiracy may be stated to have 
practically included the whole white community 
within the ages when active participation in public 
affairs was possible. Those who were not sworn 
members, were greatly in the minority, and were of 
only three‘classes: such as applauded and approved 
the purposes of the organization without being will- 
ing to Join its ranks, to approve its grosser crimes, 
or to take ‘the chances for punishment for being 
accessory, to them; second, such as sympathized 
with its objects, but feebly objected to its crimes, 
more. because of their inexpediency than of their 
wickedness; and, third, and by far the smallest 
class, those who had no sympathy with its objects, 
or anything but condemnation for its acts, but who 
had come to learn that security from personal indig- 
nity. required silence.. The latter class are not to be 
enurely condemned for lack of moral courage, when 
it is understood that the secret influence was so 
powerful and all-pervading that no one felt safe 
either in person or property in denouncing it. And 
when it is known, as it is now proved to be the fact, 
that in numberless instances the crimes were com- 
mitted upon persons whom the perpetrators had 
never known, even by name, and in which the acts 
were done in blind obedience to orders from indi- 
viduals in higher authority in the organization, it 
will not excite surprise that few white men were 
willing to become martyrs to a sense of duty, espe- 
cially when it was evident to them that they could 
wield no effective influence toward controlling the 
conspiracy. Martyrs have always been scarce, and 
a large. crop of them was hardly to be looked for 
where the average conscience of the community was 
either benumbed by passion or, overpowered by 
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ree, 

“Lhe total white voters of tke county are about 
twenty-three hundred, of whom a small majority 

_ live in that part of the county from which most of 
the surrenders have come. 
“From these facts, I think the number of sworn 
members of the organization in the whole county is 
underestimated when placed at eighteen hundred. 
` “Such astate of facts shows thatat the time of the 
suspension of the writ, York county was in point of 
fact an armed camp, and that it was not for want of 
power to do it, but because the flight of the leaders 
made organized resistance hopeless, that danger of 
this kind was not encountored. Had it been at- 
tempted, and the organization used its strength, 
with its leaders present to direct it, while there 
could be no question as to the final event, there 
would have been needed much more force than I 
had at command to enforce any arrests that might 
have been attempted. 

“I am convinced, too, that the moral effect of the 
suspensiou of the writ had much to do with the 
complete collapse of the organization.” 


These persons were held for trial in the 
circuit court at Columbia. The grand jury at 
the close of the term made the following pre- 
sentment, and I call attention to this present- 
ment, after having given the state of affairs as 
described in York. county by Colonel Merrill, 
as showing that the same state of affuirs 
existed in a number of counties in South 
Carolina. I read the presentment made Jan- 
uary 11, 1872: 


“To the judges of the United States circuit court: 

“In closing up the labors of the present term, the 
grand jury beg leave to submit the following pre- 
sentment: during the whole session we have been 
engaged in investigations of the most grave and 
extraordinary character—investigation of the crimes 
committed by the organization known as the Ku 
Klux Klan. The evidence elicited has been volum- 
inous, gathered from the victims themselves and 
their families, as well as those who belong to the 
Klan and participated in its crimes. The jury has 
been shocked beyond measure at the developments 
which have been made in their presence of the num- 
ber and character of the atrocities committed, pro- 
ducing a state of terror and a sense of utter insecur- 
ity among a large portion of the people, especially 
the colored population. , : 

“The evidence produced before us has established 
the following facts: , : g 

“1. That there has existed, since 1868, in many 
counties of the State, an organization known as 
the Ku Klux Kian, or ‘Invisible Empire of the 
South,’ which embraces in its membership a large 
proportion of the white population of every profes- 
sion and class. 

“2, That this Klan is bound together by an oath 
administered ty ils members at tho time of their 
initiation into the order, of which the following is 


a copy.” 


«to afford any 


| 


I have already read that, and I will ‘not 
repeat it. 


` That in-addition to this oath the Klan has a con- 
stitution and by-laws, which provide, among other 
things, that each member-shall furnish himself with 
2 pistol, a Ku Klux gown, and a signal instrament. 

hat the operations of the Klan wera executed in 
the night, and were invariably directed against 
members of the Republican party by warnings to 
leave the country, by whippings, and by murder. 

3. That in large portions of the counties of York, 
Union, and Spartanburg, to which our attention 
has been more particularly called in our investig a- 
tion, during part of the time for the last eighteen 
months civil law hasbeen set at defiance, and ceased 
$: protection to the citizens, 

4, That the Klan, in carrying out the purposes 
for which it was organized and armed, inflicted sum- 
mary vengeance on the colored citizens of these 
counties by breaking into their houses at the dead 
of night, dragging them from their beds, torturing 
them in the most inhuman manner, and in many 
instances murdering them, and this mainly on ac- 
count of. their political. affiliations, Occasionally 
additional reasons operated, but in no instance was 
the political reagon wanting, 

“5. That for this condition of things, for all these 
violations of law and order, and the sacred rights.of 
citizens, many of the leading men of those counties 
Were responsible. It was proven that large numbers 
of the most prominent citizens were members of the 
order, Many of this class attended meetings of the 
Grand Klan. Ata meeting of the Grand Kian, held 
in Spartanburg county, ‘at which there were repro- 
sentatives from the various Klans of Spartanbarg, 
York, Union, and Chester counties in this State, 
besides a number from North Carolina, a resolution 
was adopted that no raids should be undertaken, or 
any one whipped or injured by members of the Klan, 
without orders from the Grand Klan. The penalty 
for violating this resolution was one hundred lashes 
on the bare back for the first offenso, and for the 
second, death. This testimony establishes the na- 
ture of the discipline enforced in the order, and also 
the fact that many of the men who were openly and 
publicly speaking against the Klan, and pretending 
to deplore the work of this murderous conspiracy, 
were influential members of the order, and directing 
its operations even in detail. 

“ The jury has been appalled as much at the num- 
ber of tho outrages as their character, it appearing 
that eleven murders and oversix hundred whippings 
have been committed in York county alone. Our 
investigations in regard to the other counties named 
have been less full; but itis believed from the testi- 
mony that an equal or greater number has been 
committed in Union, and that the number is not 
greatly less in Spartanburg and Laurens. 

“We are of opinion that the most vigorous prose- 
cution of the parties implicated in these crimes is 
imperatively demanded; that without this there is 
great danger that these outrages will be continued, 
and that there will be no security to fellow-citizens 
of African descent, 

“ Wo would say further that unless the strong arm 
of the Government is interposed to punish these 
crimes committed upon this class of citizens, there 
is every reason to believe that an organized and 
determined attempt at retaliation will be made, 
which can only result in a state of anarchy and 
bloodshed too horrible to contemplate.” 


At that term of the court true bills were 
found against seven hundred and eighty-five 
defendants, there being about five hundred 
defendants in all, as some of them were named 
in several bills, Of these, five were convicted 
upon trial; fifty-three pleaded guilty, and the 
others could not be tried and were held over. 
Several of them have since been tried and 
others have pleaded guilty, as I am informed, 
at Charleston in the circuit court. The evi- 
dence elicited at those trials leaves no doubt 
of the existence of the order, and its purposes 
as elsewhere described, and also of the inter- 
course of its members through the several 
States. Let me quote from the testimony of 
Kirkland L. Gunn, a witness who was exam- 
ined in these trials in Columbia, South Caro- 
lina: 

“Kirkland L. Gunn. if os i 

“By Mr. Corzin. We have no objection to asking 
the general question: First, what was the obligation 
and purpose of the Klan? 

“ Answer. The obligation, sir, that I took was that 
I should not divulge any part of the secrets of the 
Kian that I had joined, and it was for the purpose 


of putting down Radical rule and negro suffrage.” 
k + * # * + * * + * 
“By Mr. Corny, Mr. Gunn, you have stated the 
general purposesof the order. Now, willyou please 
state to the jury, how those purposes were to be car- 
ried into effect? , 
“Answer. Well, sir, that is known, I think; but 
the way I was told that they were going to carry this 
into effect was by killing off the white Radicals, and 
by whipping and intimidating the negroes so as to 
keep them from voting for any men who held Radical 


offices. . 
“By the Court. State what was done in pursuance 


of the object of the order? “What was done 

pursu- 
ant to the purpose of the order as you have stated it 
acoording to your knowledge? - 

Answer. Their principle was to whip such men 
as thoy called Radicals, and men who were ruining 
the negro population, tc., and they murdered some. 

. Question Well, My. Gunn, when did they do this; 
night-time or day-time? 

„Answer, In the night, sir. 

Question. Whether the organization was armed 
according to the by-laws? 

‘Answer. Yes sir; they were armed. 

Eh salina What wero their arms? 

Answer. Most generally pistols; sometimes shot- 
guns, muskets. ke. | 
, "Question. What is the Ku Klux gown referred to 
in the by-laws? 

Answer, It is a large gown mado—all that ever I 
saw was made of some solid colored goods; I don’t 
know what the color was; itlooked dark in the night; 
I nover saw a gown in daylight. 

s Question, What were these gowns worn for? 

„Answer. To disguise the person, sir, 

Question. Wore the purposes of the order to bo 
carried out with the disguise on? 

Answer, Yes, sir, 

Question, Whon the Klan was assembled to pros- 
geute any of its purposes, such as whipping and kill- 
ing, were they disguised or not? 

Answer, Always, sir. 

. Question, Now, Mr. Gunn, can you tell us any- 
thing about the extent of this general conspiracy, 
this organization, not only in York county, but 
beyond the limits of York county, or beyond the 
limits of this State? 

Answer. I mot tho samo order in Georgia, sir. I 
don’t know anything about it boyond York county, 
in this State. 

, “Question. You met it in Georgia. 
in Georgia? i 

“Answer. I found it in Whitetiold county, and 
Catoosa, | : 

. Question, Did you attend meotings ever in Geor- 
gin 

“Answer, I did, sir. 

‘Question. What counties? 

Answer. The first meeting was in Catoosa county. 

Question, What were they doing ovor in Goorgia 
to carry out this conspiracy ? 

“Answer. Tho meeting that Iwas at last was to 
raise money for the purposo of sending to South 
Carolina, they told me. 

“Question. For what purpose? 

Answer, For paying lawyers’ fees and paying 
witnesses to go to court. [Laughter.] 

“Mr, Jounson, (sotto voce.) I hope they raised it. 

“Mr, STANBERY, (sotto voce.) That is encouraging. 

Mr. CORBIN, (sotto voce.) L should think that 
would be comforting information to you. ‘ 

‘Question, The whole matter discussed in the 
meeting? 

“Answer, Yos, sir. , 

“Question, Taking care ofthe Ku Klux brethren in 
this State, wero they ? 

“ Answer, Yes, sir. 

Question, Was money raised ? 

‘ Answer. Thore was, sir, 

“Question, Raised it for sending on here? 

“ Answer, They told me that was the purpose. 

: Quentin, Money paid in? 

“Answer, Yes, sir’ 

The cases I have given and this testimony 
show the effect of this organization upon its 
victims. Now, I desire very briefly to call at- 
tention to its effects upon its members, and I 
do it in but one case; but it will, I think, 
satisfy any one that it is idle to talk about 
demoralization and corruption in the southern 
States among the negroes or in any party, 
when it is apparent that in South Carolina 
and ina number of these States there is an 
organization which in its consequences would 
lead every man to distrust his neighbor and 
destroy all confidencein every judicial tribunal. 
T refer to the printed testimony on page 1842 
for the purpose of making two or three very 
brief extracts from the evidence of a Dr, 
Bratton. Dr. Bratton, let me state, was the 
leading physician in York county, South 
Carolina. He had the largest practice of any 
physician in the county; a man 'of culture, a 


What counties 


“ 


man ofintelligence, a man probably, according 


to my recollection of his appearance, from 
forty to forty-five yearsofage. He was called 
before the committee when they were in York, 
and I will now read a few brief extracts from 
his testimony for the purpose of quoting after- 
ward the truth in regard to him. The first 
question that I read is this: i 

“Our purpose is to inquire into the security of 
life, person, and property through this county, and 
the manner in which the laws are exccuted. Have 
you any knowledge of any offenses against the law, 
or against the security of person and property, that 
have not been redressed in the ordinary courts of 


justice? 
“Answer. [have no personal knowledge of any- 
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thing of the kind. I merely hear rumors and re- 
ports. Personally, I know nothing about it.” 
Passing to page 1344, I read the following: 


“Question, Do you know of no organization in 
this county intended to prevent negroes from voting 
as they saw proper? 

“Answer. I don’t; and that has not been the case. 

“Question, Do you know anything of this organi- 
zation commonly called Ku Klux? 

Answer. I am-no member of the Ku Klux, and 
know nothing of their proceedings.” 

He was examined at very considerable 
length. I well remember the testimony. After 
referring him to some publications that were 
made in their newspapers, he altered his opin- 
ion.as to there being no Ku Klux organization, 
‘and said, in answer to a question, (page 1848:) 

“ Question. You do believe now that there is a 

u Klux organization? — 

Answer, From that article there must have been 
at that time; whether there is now I do not know.” 

On page 1350: 

.“ Question. Now, Doctor, having stated your be- 
lief that there is a Ku Klux organization, since you 
saw this notice in the paper, state who in your belief 
compose it. Š 

“Answer. I cannot tell you that, sir. 

“Question, What class of people, sir? 

«, “Answer. C cannot tell you who composethat organ- 
ization. I know nothing about them. I do not be- 
long. and have no means of knowing. 3 

Question. Have you no idea who compose it? 

“Answer. No, sir; I have no means of knowing.” 

Bear in mind he denied all personal knowl- 
edge of a single Ku Klux outrage in that 
county, in which there were eleven murders 
and over six hundred whippings. He denied 
that he knew anything of the organization. 
He denied all knowledge, in short, of its opera- 
tions .except what he gathered from com- 
mon rumor. Bear in mind the character of 
the man. Bear in mind that it is said that no 
man of respectability or character had any part 
in these outrages, much less countenanced 
them. Now, sir, when the proclamation was 
made that the writ of habeas corpus would be 
suspended, Dr. Bratton fled, and my informa- 
tion is that he has never been back in York 

- county since. Several of the men who hanged 
aman named Jim Williams, a militia captain, 
were arraigned and tried at Columbia for that 
offense, and the testimony upon that occasion 
proved that this Dr. Bratton, who thus swore, 
was the leader of the band; that he provided 
himself with a rope in the town of Yorkville 
and carried it on his saddle-bow out to the 
cabin of that man, Jim Williams, and with his 
own hand put the rope ardund Williams’s neck 
and hanged him. Sir, I do not wish to leave 
this facet to my statement, but I quote from 
the address of Hon. Mr. Stanbery, the coun- 
sel of the defendants in that case, and let him 
speak of Dr. Bratton, so that the character of 
this organization and its_effect upon its mem- 
bers may be apparent. Let it be remembered 
that this was on the trial of one of the young 
men who accompanied Dr. Bratton on that 
occasion. Mr. Stanbery says: 

“How in God’s name, gentlemen,can you make him 
responsible for the horrid outrage that followed. 
Why, gentlemen, did not the men that were detailed 
to go down there and seize the mar suppose they 
were going for his arms? They were absent about 
an hour or less than an hour, and when they returned 
they weresilent; the question was, ‘Haveyougotthe 
arms ?’ No response whatever, butsome showed guns; 
in a little while Dr. Bratton, in answer to a question 
put to him by some man where Williams was, said 
‘he is nowin hell.’ Gentlemen, I donot stand here to 
justify Dr. Bratton, but to defend this young man; let 
Dr. Bratton answer for himself, and do not hold this 
young man guilty on account of his misdeeds, Ido not 
justify that horrid outrage that was committed there 
that night. It makes my blood run cold to Jisten to 
the relation of it; after they had got his guns, to take 
him out from his family, and without amoment’s time 
to make his peace with God, to launch him into the 
other world, and upon their return to speak of it in 
the impious manner which has been detailed ! 

“Gentlemen, the right man is not here; you have 
the proof, but not the offender. When he or they, 
whoever they may be, shall be arraigned, then will 
be the time to mete out the just measurement of 
such a crime; but, gentlemen, I beg of you not to 
confound the just with the guilty.” 

That is not my language; that is the lan- 
guage of Hon. Henry Stanbery, who was 
taken from Cincinnati to defend these men, 


and he is speaking of a man whostood socially 
and professionally at the head of society in 
York county, South Carolina, and who swore 
before the committee that he knew nothing at 
all of that outrage. Talk about corruption; 
talk about demoralization in Legislatures under 
the negroes, when the leaders of society are 
not only themselves murderers, but come be- 
fore the country and deny it by perjury! 

I have thus given in some detail the pro- 
ceedings in South Carolina, because there the 
evidence of the existence of the organization 
and its purposes and acts is beyond contro- 
versy, and it is only necessary to apply the 
same evidence to other localities infested by 
the organization to appreciate the condition 
of the poor and defenseless, who are the ob- 
‘jects of its attacks, and to show the necessity 
of the exercise of power by the strong arm of 
the Federal Government to suppress this mon- 
strous conspiracy. 

Now, sir, as to the extent to which this or- 
ganization has prevailed: itis stated in the views 
of the minority that it does not prevail in more 
than forty counties in these States of North 
and South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
and Mississippi. 
of the counties in these States in which these 
offenses have been committed. Outrages have 
been committed in North Carolina in the coun- 
ties of Orange, Chatham, Alamance, Lenoir, 
Harnett, Sampson, Caswell, Guilford, Gaston, 
Lincoln, Moore, Rutherford, Cleveland, and 
Catawba, 

South Carolina.—In the counties of Spar- 
tanburg, York, Union, Chester, Abbeville, 
Laurens, Fairview, Newbery, and Lancaster. 

Georgia.—In the counties of Jasper, Wal- 
ton, White, Morgan, Jackson, Hancock, Wil- 
kinson, Washington, Cherokee, Greene, Mad- 
ison, Pike, Whitefield, Habersham, Putnam, 
Haralson, Warren, Richmond, Gwinnett, 
Floyd, Glasscock, Chattooga, Dade, Clark, 
Jefferson, Oglethrope, Walker, Appling, and 
Columbia. 

Alabama.—In the counties of Blount, Cal- 
houn, Chambers, Choctaw, Fayette, Greene, 
Hale, Jackson, Jefferson, Lawrence, Lime- 
stone, Macon, Madison, Marshall, Morgan, 
Perry, Pickens, Sumter, Tuscaloosa, St. Clair, 
Cherokee, Coosa, Lauderdale, Marengo, Tal- 


‘lapoosa, and Walton. 


Mississippi.—In the counties of Chickasaw, 
Kemper, ltawamba, Tishemingo, Prentiss, 
Lee, Leake, Tippah, Union, Alcorn, Kem- 
per, Lauderdale, Lincoln, Lowndes, Marshall, 
Monroe, Noxubee, Oktibbeha, Pontotoc, and 
Winston. ex 

Florida.—In the county of Jackson alone 
the evidence shows that within the last five 
years there have been one hundred and fifty- 
three homicides. 

Here we have ninety-nine counties in all, 
and this in all probability falls below the num- 
ber. I have not had time to make a careful 
examination of that part of the testimony at 
the taking of which I was not personally pres- 
ent, and have only inserted here the names of 
those counties where offenses are clearly shown 
to have been committed. I have no doubt 
there are more. J shall give presently a sum- 


| mary of the offenses committed in these coun- 


ties. 

These facts bear upon the denial made in 
the views of the minority of the extent of the 
organization, of its political significance, or 
of its having the countenance of any of the 
respectable white people of the South. Each 
of these may require a passing notice. 

As to the numbers of the organization, the 
fact that in York county the number was almost 
equal to the white voting population is of itself 
startling, and when itis remembered thatabout 


the same state of affairs existed in the two. 


adjoining counties, and to a large extent in 
other counties, it is evident that nothing but 
the power of the General Government is suffi- 


cient to restrain that organization in that State. | 


Let me give you the names. 


Again, after the concession that General 
Forrest knows so much more about the origin 
of the organization than any other person, his 
Statement as. to its numbers becomes import- 
ant. In 1868 he said there were forty thou- 
sand in Tennessee and five hundred thousand 
in the southern States, The only correction 
he made of that statement in his letter written 
to correct errors was that he believed there 
were those numbers. His. belief as the head 
of that organization is significant, and equiv- 
alent to the knowledge of other people. 

The allegation that the order does not exist 
in more than forty counties is met by the names 
of the counties of the several States which I 
have already given. 

I will now give the summary to which I have 
referred. In North Carolina fourteen counties 
are shown in which outrages occurred, and in 
them there occurred eighteen homicides and 
three hundred and fifteen whippings. In 
South Carolina, nine counties in which the 
testimony taken by the committee shows there 
were thirty-five homicides and two hundred 
and seventy-six other outrages. The present- 
inent of the grand jury says there were forty 
homicides in those counties, and over two 
thousand cases of other outrages. In Georgia 
there are twenty-nine counties shown, in which 
seventy-two homicides and one hundred and 
twenty-six cases of whippings are disclosed by 
the testimony. In Alabama there are twenty- 
six counties, in which two hundred and fifteen 
homicides are shown to have occurred, and 
one hundred and sixteen cases of other out: 
rages. In Mississippi there are twenty counties 
in which there are twenty-three homicides, and 
seventy-six cases of outrages by this testimony; 
and in Florida, in the one county. of Jackson— 
I have not had time to look through the other 
portions of the testimony—one hundred and 
fifty-three homicides have occurred in that 
county alone since the war; and let it not be 
supposed that these even are all. These foot 
up ninety-nine counties, five hundred and 
twenty-six homicides and twenty-nine hundred 
and nine cases of other outrages shown in this 
testimony, and by this finding of the grand jury. 

Now, let us go further. At Columbia there 
were true bills found against five hundred and 
one defendants. In the northern district of 
Mississippi there were bills found-against four 
hundred and ninety defendants, and in the 
southern district against one hundred and fifty- 
two defendants. In North Carolina there are 
bills found against nine hundred and eighty- 
one defendants, I have not the returns of 
those that have been found in Alabama, but I 
know a number of bills have been found there 
and that there have been a number of trials 
and convictions. 

Now, sir, when you remember that there 
were twenty-nine hundred and nine outrages 
and five hundred and twenty-six homicides, 
and that these offenses have been shown to 
have been committed by men in bands ranging 
from five up to seventy-five and a hundred 
and sometimes as many as four to eight hun- 
dred, it does not require much arithmetic. to 
show that this is a formidable organization. 
When you have over three thousand victims, 
victims to violence committed by bodies of 
men in an organization, who need doubt as 
to the character and the extent and the power 
of the organization ? 

It is alleged that in all these proceedings the 
men are of that class in society who have no 
countenance. Sir, let me call your attention 
to two or three facts. The minority of the com- 
mittee have admitted—it is an admission—that 
General Napoleon B. Forrest and General 
John B. Gordon were the first men who were 
at the organization of this Klan. Who are N. 
B. Forrest and J. B. Gordon? I suppose that 
for political purposes I could give them no 
higher indorsement than to state that they 
were both delegates at large from their respect- 
ive States of Tennessee and Georgia in the 


